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Abstract

Let V be a finite tree with radially decaying weights. We show that
there exists a set E C R? for which the following two problems are equiv-
alent: (1) Given a (real-valued) function ¢ on the leaves of V, extend
it to a function ® on all of V' so that ||®||;1.»(y) has optimal order of
magnitude. Here, L''?(V) is a weighted Sobolev space on V. (2) Given
a function f : E — R, extend it to a function F € L*P(R?) so that
[|F'|| 12.» w2y has optimal order of magnitude.

1 Introduction

Let L™P(R™) denote the homogeneous Sobolev space of real-valued functions
on R™ whose (distributional) derivatives of order m belong to LP(R™) for 1 <
p < oo. This space is equipped with the seminorm

1/p
[[F[|pmr@n) = (/R V™ F(x)P dx) .

Provided p > n/m, any F € L"™P(R") is a continuous function, and therefore
can be restricted to an arbitrary subset 2 C R™. We thus define the trace
seminorm for functions f : Q — R by

Al L) = mE{[[Fl[Lmp@ny - € L™P(RY), Flo = f},

and we define the trace space L"P?(£2) to be the set of all functions f: Q@ - R
with finite trace norm. We say that an operator T': L™P(Q)) — L™P(R") is an
extension operator if T f|q = f for every f € L™P(Q).

In this article, we consider the Sobolev extension problem: Given a fi-
nite subset  C R”", does there exist a bounded linear extension operator
T:L™P(Q) — L"™P(R"™) satisfying || f||m.»®n) < C||f]|m» (o) for some con-
stant C' = C(m,n,p) (in particular, C is independent of Q)?
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When p > n and m is arbitrary, the second-named author, C. Fefferman,
and G.K. Luli [5] completely resolved this problem in the affirmative.

When n/m < p < n, however, little is known. In this article, we consider the
first nontrivial case in this parameter range — we study the Sobolev extension
problem for the space L?P(R?) when 1 < p < 2. (Note that the problem is
well-understood when p = 2, because L*?(R?) is a Hilbert space.) We refer to
this as the planar Sobolev extension problem.

For the remainder of this article, we assume that 1 < p < 2. We now survey
what is known about the planar Sobolev extension problem. (Our focus here
is on the case in which the set € is finite; for interesting results when € is a
bounded, simply connected domain, see [7].)

Recently, M. Drake, C. Fefferman, K. Ren, and A. Skorobogatova [3] showed
that there is a bounded linear extension operator T : L*P(Q) — L?P(R?) when
Q is a finite subset of a line in R2. Moreover, the norm of their extension
operator depends only on p, as desired.

In our previous paper [2], we constructed a bounded linear extension operator
T : L*P(Q2) — L?P(R?) for Q belonging to a certain family of discrete subsets of
R? with fractal geometry. We showed that the construction of such an operator
could be reduced to an extension problem for a weighted Sobolev space on a
tree. Thanks to a theorem of Fefferman-Klartag [0], we were able to solve the
extension problem on the tree, and thus construct a linear extension operator
for the Sobolev space on the plane.

In this article, we continue to investigate the connection between the planar
Sobolev extension problem and weighted Sobolev extension problem on trees.
The main theorem of this paper establishes conditions under which these prob-
lems are equivalent.

Consider a rooted N-ary tree of depth L > 1 with vertices V. By N-ary, we
mean that every non-leaf node has at most N children. In addition, to avoid
degenerate branches, we require each non-leaf node to have at least 2 children.
We'll abuse notation and refer to V' as the tree. We let d(v) denote the depth
of veV.

We write [N] = {0,1,..., N —1}. We fix an ordering of the tree, i.e., an
isomorphism from V to a subset of

so that any v € V is identified with a string of d(v) digits from the set [N].

The root node of V is the empty string () of length zero. We write V =
V\{0}.

For v € Vj and 1 < k < d(v), let v, denote the k-th entry of v and let
mr(v) € Vy denote the prefix of v of length k. We define mo(v) = () and write
7(v) = Ta(v)—1(v) to denote the parent of v € V5. We denote the set of leaves
of V by 9V.

Given vertices vg, vy in V, if ﬂd(vo)(vl) = vg then we say that vy is a descen-
dent of vy and that vy is an ancestor of vy. In particular, each vertex of V is



both an ancestor and a descendent of itself. We let lca(x,y) denote the lowest
common ancestor of x,y € V, namely, the ancestor of x and y of largest depth.

We suppose that we are given a set of weights {W, }yev,,, where W, > 0 for
every v € Vy. We define the L1?(V)-seminorm of ® : V — R by

1@ Lrw vy = ( Z |®(v) — ®(m(v))[P - WUQ—p> Up)

veVy

and the L1P(9V) trace seminorm of ¢ : 9V — R by

||Q§‘|L1,p(av) = inf{”@”Ll,p(v) : (I)‘GV = ¢}

We write LYP(V), LYP(9V) to denote the spaces of real-valued functions on
(respectively) V, OV, equipped with the relevant seminorm. We say that an
operator H : LY'P(9V) — LYP(V) is an extension operator if Hp|sy = ¢ for all
¢: 0V = R.

We now state the weighted Sobolev extension problem on trees: For any
N-ary tree V, as above, does there exist a bounded linear extension operator
H: LY?(0V) — LY?P(V) satisfying

[Hol| 1o (vy < Clll]L1eavy

for a constant C = C(p,N) (i.e., C is independent of V and the weights
{Wotvew)?

We say that an N-ary tree is perfect if each non-leaf node has exactly N
children and all leaf nodes are at the same depth. We say that weights {W,, }yev;
are radially symmetric if W,, = W, for every v,u € Vp with d(v) = d(u).

Thanks to the work of Fefferman and Klartag [6] mentioned above, such an
operator H is known to exist when V is a perfect, binary tree with radially
symmetric weights. Additionally, in [I], A. Bjorn, J. Bjorn, J. Gill, and N.
Shanmugalingam show that H can be taken to be a simple averaging operator
when V is a perfect tree with radially symmetric weights satisfying certain
additional properties. These are the only results that we are aware of on the
problem of weighted Sobolev extension on trees. We emphasize that, to our
knowledge, nothing is known for finite trees when either (1) the tree V' is not
perfect or (2) the weights are not radially symmetric.

In this article, we make neither of these assumptions. Instead, we introduce
a parameter ¢ € (0,1) and say that weights {W,},ev, are radially decaying
provided

Wy < eWry for allv € V. (1)

Here and in the remainder of this paper, we adopt the convention that Wy = 1.
Clearly, for such radially decaying weights we have

W,, < edw)=dwoyy, “if y; is a descendent of vy in V. (2)

We then have the following theorem.



Theorem 1. There exists an absolute constant kg > 0 so that the following
holds. Fix N > 2. Let V be an N-ary tree, and let {Wy}tyev, be radially
decaying weights satisfying for some € < ko/N. Then there exists a set
E C R? such that the following holds:

For any 1 < p < 2, there exists a bounded linear extension operator
H : LY (0V) — LY (V) if and only if there exists a bounded linear extension
operator T : L*P(E) — L?P(R?).

In addition, if such operators exist, then

C YT 2w By 120 ®2) < [|H||L1wav)—rrov) < CIT||p20(5)— 120 (R2)
for a constant C = C(p,N).

Thanks to Theorem [1} a negative answer to the problem of Sobolev exten-
sion on trees with radially decaying weights would resolve the planar Sobolev
extension problem in the negative. This would be the first known example of a
negative answer to the general Sobolev extension problem.

Alternatively, a positive answer to the problem of Sobolev extension on trees
with radially decaying weights would produce the first known example of a
bounded linear extension operator T : L?P(E) — L?P(R?) for certain sets
E C R2

We remark that in our previous paper [2], we showed that for a certain set
E C R? there exists a bounded linear extension operator L??(E) — L*P(R?)
if there exists a bounded linear extension operator L1? (V) — LYP(V) for a
certain full, binary, weighted tree. (Note that we did not show that the extension
problems are equivalent.) Theorem [I| improves this result by (1) allowing for
much more general trees and (2) establishing the equivalence of the extension
problems.

For the remainder of this article we place ourselves in the setting of Theorem
We let kg > 0 be a small enough absolute constant, to be picked later, and
we fix an integer N > 2, a rooted N-ary tree V (of which we fix some ordering),
and radially decaying weights {W,},cv, satisfying for some 0 < e < ko/N.

We now construct the set E C R? whose existence is asserted by Theorem
[[l Define

A = min W, (3)
vEIV

and recursively define a map ¥ :V — R via

0 ifo=190
V(v) = v ’ 4
) {\P(w(v)) + W) - 29 else. @
Observe that
d(v) v,
L(v) = Z Waii) - ﬁ for any v € V. (5)
i=1
The set E is then of the form

E=E; UE,,



where

Ey = ([0,2) N (AZ)) x {0}, (6)
By = {(T(v), W,) v e dV}. (7)

See Figure [I] for an illustration of E corresponding to a specific weighted tree
of depth 2.

This concludes the introduction; the remainder of this article is devoted to
the proof of Theorem

We thank Marjorie Drake, Charles Fefferman, Bo’az Klartag, Kevin Ren,
Pavel Shvartsman, Anna Skorobogatova, and Ignacio Uriarte-Tuero for helpful
conversations.
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Figure 1: A weighted tree V' of depth 2 and the accompanying set £ = E; U Es.
Points of E; are depicted by a sequence of blue squares of spacing = €2, while
points of Fy are marked by 6 red dots.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this article, we will write K, K, k,k’, ... to denote positive absolute
constants (independent of p and all other parameters), and Kx, K%,... to
denote positive constants depending on a parameter X. The value of these
constants may change from line to line. For A, B > 0 we write A < B (resp.
A <x B) if there exists a constant K (resp. Kx) such that A < KB (resp.
A < KxB). We write A = B (resp. A ~x B)if A < B and A < B (resp.
A,SX B and B SX A)

Given § > 0, we say a set S C R? is §-separated provided |z — y| > § for all
distinct z,y € S.

For a (Lebesgue) measurable function F' defined on a measurable set S C R?
with [S] > 0, we write (F)g := [S|™! [ F da.

Given an annulus A = {z € R? : r < |z — 20| < R} with inner radius r and
outer radius R, the thickness ratio of A is defined to be the quantity R/r.

The following version of the Sobolev inequality is proved in [2].



Lemma 1. Let Q C R? be a square, a ball, or an annulus with thickness ratio
at most Cy € [1,00) and let 1 < r < 2. For any F € L*>"(Q) and any x € ,
we define an affine function Ty o(F) : R? = R by

Tra(F)(y) = F(z) + (VF)a - (y — x).
We then have, for any y € R?, that
I Te.0(F)(y) = Ten(F) ()| Srco IF N2yl — 2>~ for any z, z € Q.
In particular,

1E = T2 (F)| o (2) Srcip diam(2)*/7 || F |l 2.0 (0

~

Let B(z,r) denote the ball of radius r > 0 centered at z € R?, and let M
denote the uncentered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator, i.e.,

1
Mf)(@) = sup = f(y) dy for any f € Lj,o(R?).
B(z,r)>z |B(Z? T)| B(z,r) :
Recall that M is a bounded operator from L9(R?) to L(R?) for any 1 < ¢ < oo
(see, e.g., [{]).

3 Properties of the map ¥

Recall from Section [I]that the children of any vertex of V are ordered. Precisely,
for children x,y of a common parent we say that x <y if x4(,) < yay)-

This induces an ordering on the leaves V. Consider distinct v, w € JV with
d(lca(v,w)) = m, so that v; = w; for all 0 < i < m but V41 # Wmt1. Then we
say that v < w if and only if vp,41 < Wit1.

Lemma 2. Let ¥ : V — R be the map defined in Section [], Then for any
distinct v,w € AV, the following hold:

o Ifv<w, then 0 < ¥(v) < ¥(w) < 2.
e For an absolute constant K > 1,

K_lvvlca(v,w)/N S |\IJ(w) - lII(U)| S KVVlca(v,w)-

Proof. We claim that ¥(w) € [0,2) for any w € V. Indeed, ¥(w) > 0 is immedi-
ate from the representation . Because the weights are radially decaying and
Wy = 1, we have W5 < ¢¥?) for all & € V. Observe that e < 1/2, since we have
assumed ¢ < ko/N for small enough ky. By and the fact that w; < N —1
for all i, we deduce that

d(v) d(w) d(w)
w.

U(w) = ZWM,l(w) N _Z 1 < Wi i(w) < Z el <2
i=1 i=1 i=1




We will show that the embedding ¥|sy : OV — R is order preserving. To
see this, we fix v,w € 9V with d(lca(v,w)) =m and v < w. By (), we have

d(v)
w 1 — U 1 Vi
U(w)—¥(v) ZWmn(w)'%—ld(v)zmw ) Wmfl(v)'ril- (8)
i=m-+2

Note that w41 > Vmt1, SO Wipg1 —Umg1 > 1. If d(v) = m+1, then implies

that
Wfrm (w) .

N

Assume instead that d(v) > m+2. From , and since v; < N—1and e < 1/2,
we get

U(w) — U(v) >

d(v) v d(v)—m—1 '
Z Wﬂ'i—l(v) ) N _1 < Wﬂm(v) Z e < 2<€VV7\'m(v)~ (9)
i=m-+2 i=1

Combining this with and using that m,, (w) = m,(v) = lea(w,v), and £ <
ko/N for sufficiently small kq, gives

1-— 2]fo > I/VlcaL(w,'u) )

\Il(w) - \Ij(v) > VVlca(w,'u) : N IN

(10)

In particular, ¥(w) > ¥(v) for any v,w € OV with w > v. Therefore, the
embedding ¥|sy of OV into R is order preserving.
We now claim that

|¥(v) — ¥(w)| < KWica(o,w) for any distinet v,w € V. (11)

Consider distinct v,w € 9V with d(lca(v,w)) = m. Combining and the
triangle inequality gives

d(v) v, d(w) ws
[ (v) = ¥(w)] < i:%;IWWH(v) N1t i:%lwmfl(w) N1

Arguing as in @, we deduce (11)). Together with 7 we have established the
second bullet point of the lemma.
O

Recall that the map V¥ is used to define the set Ey in @, and £} C R x {0}
is defined in (@ We now establish some basic properties of the set E.

Lemma 3. The set E has the following properties:
1. EC[0,2) x [0,2),
2. E is A-separated,
3. Let x € E5. Then



(a) A <z < dist(x, By) < 22,
(b) A <2 <dist(z, Fo\{z}).

Proof. Since the weights are radially decaying, we have W,, < 1 for any v € V.
Combining this with @ and Lemma [2) we deduce Part [1] of the lemma.

Note that Part [2| of the lemma follows from Part [3] (recall that the points of
E are A-separated by definition.

It remains to prove Part [3]

Let 2 = (M), 2®) € Ey. Then x = (¥(v), W,) for some v € V. Therefore,

dist(z, Ey) > 2® > min W, = A.
veEIV

Since ¥(v) € [0,2) for v € 9V, and by definition of E; in (6],
dist(z, By) < 2@ + dist((z™V,0), 1) < 2@ + A <222,

By Lemma |2 and since the weights are radially decaying,

Wﬂ'(v) W,
> .
KN — KNe
Recall that € < ko/N, and thus taking k¢ sufficiently small gives

dist(z, Ex\{x}) >

(2) (2)
> x > r > 22 > A.
KNe Kko

This concludes the proof of Part [3] O

dist(z, Ex\{z})

4 The Whitney decomposition

This section borrows heavily from Section 3 of our previous paper [2].

We will work with squares in R?; by this we mean axis parallel squares of
the form @ = [a1,b1) X [ag, ba). We let §g denote the sidelength of such a square
Q. To bisect a square () is to partition @ into squares Q1,Q2, @3, Q4, where
dg, = dg/2 for each i = 1,2,3,4. We refer to the Q; as the children of Q.

We define a square Q° = [-3,5) x [—3,5); note that E C Q°. A dyadic
square () is one that arises from repeated bisection of Q°. Every dyadic square
Q # QO is the child of some square Q'; we call Q' the parent of Q and denote
this by (Q)" = Q.

We say that two dyadic square @, Q' touch if 1.1Q N 1.1Q" # (). We write
Q < @' to denote that @ touches Q’.

For any dyadic square @, we define a collection W(Q), called the Whitney
decomposition of @, by setting

W(Q) ={Q}if #BQNE) <1,

and

W) = JW@): (@) =Q}if #(B3QNE) > 2.



We write W = W(QP). Evidently, W is a partition of Q° by dyadic squares.
Note that W # {Q"} because #(3Q° N E) = #E > 2. We now collect a few
useful properties of the family W.

Lemma 4. The collection W has the following properties:
1. For any Q € W, we have #(1.1Q NE) <1 and #(3QT NE) > 2.
2. For any Q,Q" € W with Q + Q', we have %5@ <dg < 20g.
8. For any Q € W, we have
#Q Qe QIS

4. For any x € R2,
#QeW:2€1.1Q} < 1.

5. For any Q € W with #(1.1Q N E) = 0, we have dg ~ dist(Q, E).

We omit the proof of Lemmal[d] as this type of decomposition is standard in
the literature; see, e.g., [].

Observe that property 2 of Lemmald] combined with the fact that all dyadic
squares arise from repeated bisection of Q°, implies that for any Q,Q' € W
with Q <> @', we in fact have 0Q N 9Q’ # 0.

We now remark that

A
dg > 20 for any QQ € W. (12)

To see this, observe that 3Q™ C 9Q. Thus, Property 1 of Lemmaimplies that
#(9Q N E) > 2. Since the distance between distinct points of E is at least A,
it follows that dg > A/20, as claimed.

Let 0Q denote the boundary of a square . We say that Q € W is a
boundary square if 1.1Q NAQY # (). Denote the set of boundary squares by OW.
We remark that since dyadic squares arise from repeated bisection of QY, any
boundary square Q € OW satisfies the stronger property Q NOQ° # (. Observe
that

dg > 1 for any Q € OW. (13)

Indeed, this follows because E C [0,2) x [0,2), and if @ is a dyadic square
intersecting the boundary of Q° = [~3,5) x [—3,5) with dg < 1/2, then Q* is
a dyadic square intersecting the boundary of Q° with 0o+ < 1, which implies
that 3Q™ is disjoint from E, and hence Q ¢ W (see Part 1 of Lemma 4).
Note that
E C 50Q for any Q € OW. (14)

This follows from and because F C [0,2)x0,2), while Q C [-3,5)x[—3,5).
Definition 1 (Type LILII squares). A square Q@ € W is of Type I if #(1.1QN
Ey) =1, Type Il if #(1.1Q N E3) = 1, and Type 11 if #(1.1Q N E) = 0. The
collections of squares of Type I, II, and III are denoted by Wy, Wy, and Wiy,
respectively.



The collections Wr, Wy, and Wy form a partition of W because #(1.1Q N
E) <1 for any Q € W, while the set E is partitioned as E = E; U Ey. Also
observe that
oW C Wrrr.

Lemma 5. For any Q € W, we have §g ~ (A + dist(Q, E1)).

Proof. For Q € Wy, we have #(1.1Q N Ey) = #(3Q N E;) = 1. Since for each
x € E, there exists y € Ey such that |z — y| = A, we deduce that dg < A.
Combining this with gives

dg =~ A for any Q € Wr. (15)

Since any @ € Wy satisfies 1.1Q N E7 # 0, we also have dist(Q, E1) < dg. This
proves the lemma for Q € Wy.
Note that for @ € Wiy U Wy we have #(1.1Q N Eq) = 0, and therefore

0o S dist(Q, Ey) for any @ € Wi UWyyy. (16)

For any Q@ € W we have #(3QT N E) > 2 and thus #(9Q N E) > 2. If
9Q N Ey # 0, then dist(Q, E1) < dg. Assume that 9Q N E; = (. Then there are
at least two distinct points in 9Q N Ey; call them vg, yg. Since vg,yq € 9Q, we
have dist(vg,yq) < 0. Using Part [3| of Lemma 3} we have

dist(vg, E1) ~ vg) S dist(vg, yo) S do,
and therefore
dist(Q, E1) < dist(Q,vg) + dist(vg, E1) < dg-
Combining this with proves that

0¢ = dist(Q, E4) for any @ € Wit UWrrr; (17)
combining with proves the lemma for Q € Wiy UWrrr. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

4.1 Basepoints

To each z € F5 we associate points z,,w, € E; such that

2, (18)

dist(z, By) = |& — 23| = |2 — wa| & |20 — wy| = 2

this is possible thanks to Part a) of Lemma [3| and the fact that the points of
E; are equispaced in [0,2) x {0} with separation A (see (6])).
For each @ € Wi we let g be the unique point in 1.1Q N E' = 1.1Q N E,.

Note that z¢ is undefined for @ € W\ W;.

We let zp := (0,0) and wp = (w(()l), 0) be the points of maximal separation

in Ey. Observe that |29 — wo| ~ 1. (See (@).)
To each @) € W we associate a pair of points zg,wg € E;. We list the key
properties of these points in the next lemma.

10



Lemma 6. There exists an absolute constant Ko > 1 so that the following
holds. For each QQ € W there exist points zg,wg € KoQ N E, satisfying the
conditions below.

1. |zg —wg| = dg.

2. If Q e Wy, then zg € (1.1Q) N Ej.

3. If Q € Wrp, then 2 = zpq and wQ = We, -
4. If Q € OW, then zg = 2o and wg = wo.

Proof. For each @ € W there exist points zg,wq € KoQ N E1 satisfying |zg —
wq| = d¢g provided Ky is sufficiently large; this is a consequence of Lemma
and the fact that the points of E; are equispaced in [0,2) x {0} with separation
A.

We make small modifications to this construction to establish conditions 2
— 4 of the lemma.

If Q@ € Wy, then instead select zg € 1.1Q N E; and let wg € E; be adjacent
to zq so that |zg —wg| = A & 6 (see (15))). Then wg € KoQ for Ky sufficiently
large. Consequently, zg,wg € KoQ N Ej.

If @ € Wiy, then instead take 2 = 2, and wg = ws,, with zq defined as

above. By ,

|2 —wql| = |zq — zq| = dist(zq, E1).
Because zg € 1.1Q and by , we have
dist(xQ, El) < (SQ + diSt(Q, El) ~ 5@.

Therefore, |29 — wg| = |zg — 2g| < dg. Since zg € 1.1Q, we deduce that
z2q,wq € KoQ for large enough Ky. Therefore, 2g, wq € KoQ N E1, as claimed.
If @ € OW then we define zg = 2¢ and wg = wp, where zp = (0,0) and

wy = (w(()l),()) are the leftmost and rightmost points of Ey. Note that |zg —
wg| = 1~ dg. It follows from that zo, wp € 50Q), so, in particular (taking
Ky > 50), zg,wq € KoQ N E4, as desired. O

4.2 Whitney partition of unity

Let {6g}gew be a partition of unity subordinate to W constructed so that the
following properties hold. For any @ € W,

(POU1) supp(fg) C 1.1Q.

(POU2) For any |a] <2, [[00g]|1=~ S ‘%la"
(POU3) 0< 6, < 1.

For any z € Q°,

(POU4) ¥ ey fola) = 1.

11



The construction of such a partition of unity is a standard exercise and may
be found in the literature; e.g., see [].

Lemma 7 (Patching Lemma). Given affine polynomials {Pg}gew, define
F:Q° =R by
Fa) = 3 Oo(w)Po(e).
QeEW
Then
2-2
||F|‘Izz,p(Q0) Sp Z ||PQ - PQ/HIEoo(Q)(SQ .

Q,Q eW:
QeQ’

Proof. Fix a square Q' € W. Observe that

F(z)= ) 0(2)[Po(z) — Py (2)] + Po(x)  (z€Q").
QeW

By Property 4 of Lemma [d] there are a bounded number of squares @ € W for
which z € (1.1Q) N Q’. Therefore, by (POU1), there are a bounded number of
Q € W with supp(g) N Q' # 0. Taking 2"¢ derivatives, using (POU2), and
integrating p*™® powers then gives

2—2 2
||FHI£2,p(Q/) Sp Z {5Q p”PQ - PQ'HI[),OO(Q) + 5@ p|v(PQ - PQ')|p}-
QEW:
QeQ’
For any affine polynomial P and any square @), we have |VP| < 5é1|\P\|Lm(Q),
and thus
2-2
||F||I£2,p(Q/) Sp Z 5@ pHPQ - PQ’”]ioo(Qy

QEW:
Q=Q’

Since W is partition of Q°, summing over Q' € W proves the lemma. O

5 Clusters of the set F,

For the remainder of this article we fix a sufficiently large absolute constant K
so that the conclusion of Lemma [ holds. All constants K, k, etc. may depend
on Ko.

For each v € V' we define the shadow

Sy ={u € OV : mgp(u) = v}. (19)

Each shadow is a subset of 9V'; we let S = {5, }»ev be the collection of shadows.
Recall that we defined

Ey = {(¥(v),W,) : v €IV},
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and therefore the set of leaves OV is in one-to-one correspondence with the set
E,. This determines an injection S — 22 (where 22 denotes the power set of
E5). We define the cluster C, C Es to be the image of S, under this injection,
ie.,

Cp={(Y(u),W,):ues,} (vevV). (20)

The set of all clusters
C:= {Cv}vEV
forms a tree under the relation of set inclusion, i.e., C' € C is an ancestor of
C" e Cif C' c C. Observe that for any two clusters C, C’ € C exactly one of the
following is true: (1) C is an ancestor or descendant of C’, or (2) C' N C' = .
We identify this tree with the tree V' via the isomorphism v — C,. As with V,
we denote the set of leaves of C by 9C = {C),}yecov and we write Co = C\{Cp}
(note that Cy is the root node of the tree C).

We naturally associate to the tree C a family of weights {W¢ }oec by setting
We, = W, for every v € V. We can then define the weighted Sobolev space
LY?(C) and the analogous trace space L'?(9C). Since the weighted trees V and
C are isomorphic, a bounded linear extension operator H : LY?(9V) — LYP(V)
induces a bounded linear extension operator H : L*?(9C) — L'*(C), and vice
versa. Moreover, such operators have equal operator norms. We will make use
of these facts in Sections [6] and [

We next detail some basic geometric properties of the clusters of Fs.

Note that the root of the tree C is the set Cj = Es, while the set of leaves
OC is in one-to-one correspondence with the singleton sets of F5. Thus each
C € OC is of the form C = {z¢} for a unique point z¢ = (x(cl),x(g)) € Es.
Observe that

We =22 for every C € aC. (21)
Using Lemma the definition of clusters (see , ), and the radial decay
of the weights, we have

N"'We < diam(C) < We for every C € C\IC, (22)
dist(C,C") 2 N™'(Wy(cy + Wa(cry) for any C,C" € Cwith CNC' = 0. (23)

For each C € C we fix a point yo € C. Observe that the singleton cluster
{yc} C E» is contained in C. Thus, by (1)), and the radial decay of the weights,

yg) = W{yc} < We. (24)

We let £ > 10 be a constant to be picked in a moment. Letting B(x,r) C R?
denote the ball of radius r centered at x, we define

Be = B(ye, kK1 We) for every C € C. (25)
Here, K7 > 1 is a fixed absolute constant chosen so that

C C k™' Bg for every C € C, (26)
Q" =[-3,5) x [-3,5) C Bg, (27)
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(see (22))); note that Ky does not depend on k.

To prove , note that if C' € JC then C is a singleton set, and yc is
the unique point of C. But yc is the center of Bg, so C C k 'Bg. On the
other hand, if C' € C\ §C then diam(C) < We by (22). Note that k™' Be =
B(yc, K1W). Since yo € C, we have C C k™! B¢ if K is large enough.

To prove , recall that Cy = Es is the root of C and we have normalized
the weights of the tree so that Wg, = 1. Then is immediate provided that
K; is large enough.

Recall that the constant Ky > 1 was fixed at the beginning of this section,
and recall the assumption that ¢ < ko/N for a small enough constant ky. We
claim that the family of balls {Bc}cec has the following properties, provided
K is a large enough constant and kg is sufficiently small depending on k:

(B1) C C k7 'B¢ for every C € C.
(B2) kB¢ C By for every C € Co.
(B3) diam(B¢) = 2K1£W¢ for every C € C.

(B4) diSt(KoBc,KoBcl) pe N_l(W,T(C) + Wﬁ(cl)) for any C,C’ € Cy with
cne' =

Properties [(B1)] and ((B3)) follow from (26)) and (25)), respectively. We prove
propertles (B2)|and B4 in a moment. First, however, observe that property

(B4)| implies:

(B5) The collection {KyB¢ }ceac is pairwise disjoint.
(B6) For any ¢ > 0 the collection
{KoBc : C €C,d(C) =t}

is pairwise disjoint (recall that d(C) denotes the depth of a node C' in the
tree C).

(For the deduction of [(B6)] from [(B4)] note that clusters of identical depth
are not ancestors or descendents of each other, and hence, must be disjoint.)

We now prove property Let C € Cy and y € kB¢o. Applying the
triangle inequality, we get

[Yrc) — Yl < W) — yel + lyc —yl.

Since C' C w(C), we have y,(c), yo € 7(C) C k™' By (c) due to|(B1)| Therefore,

by [(B3)]

lyr(c) — ye| < 7 diam(Br(c)) = 2K1Wa(c).

Similarly, since y, yc € kB¢ we have

lyc —y| < 26° K1 We.
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Combining this with the assumption of radially decreasing weights, we have
lYr(c) — Yyl < 2K1(Weo) + £°We) < 2K1Wi(o)(1 + K2e).
Provided x > 4 and ko < 1/k2, using that € < ko/N, we deduce that
[Yr(c) — Yl < KK1Wr (o).
Because y € kB¢ is arbitrary, we have therefore shown that
kB¢ C By(c) for any C € Co,

proving [(B2)
We now prove property [(B4)|l Let C,C’" € C with CNC’ = 0. Observe that
C C KyB¢ and C' € KqB¢. Hence,
diSt(KoBC7 K()BC/) Z diSt(C7 Cl) — diam(KoBc) — diam(KoBC/)
= diSt(C, C/) - 2I<;K0K1(WC + Wc/).

Combining this with and the assumption of radially decreasing weights, we
have

1
diSt(KoBc,KoBc/) > N(k — 2N€K)KOK1)(Wﬂ(c) + WW(C/))

for an absolute constant k > 0. Recall that ¢ < ko/N. Thus, provided ko is
sufficiently small depending on k we have

dist(KoBc, KoBcr) 2 N7 (Weo) + Wa(en). (28)

This concludes the proof of [(B4)|

Thanks to property|(B6)|and , we can defineamap W > Q — Cg € Cas
follows: For @@ € W, we define Cg to be equal to the cluster C' € C of maximum
depth for which @ C B¢. The next lemma establishes some properties of this
map.

Lemma 8. Provided k is sufficiently large and kg is sufficiently small depending
on k, the map Q — Cgq has the following properties:

(A) If Q € Wiy, then Cq = {xq}. (Recall from Section [{.1] that ¢ is the
unique point of 1.1Q N By for Q € Wyy.)

(B) If Q € OW, then Cg = E».

(C) If Q,Q" € W with Q < Q" and Cg # Cq, then either Cg = n(Cq) or
Cor =m(Cq)-

(D) Let C € Cy and define
Qc ={(Q,Q)eWXW:Q+ Q,Cqu=0C,Cqo =m(C)}.

Then
2 2-
E 5Q P <,k We P,
(Q,Q")€Qc
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Proof. Let Q € Wrr. Recall that the points zg,wg were introduced in Lemma
@ For Q € Wy, 2 = 2zo and wq = wy,. By Part 1 of Lemma@and ,

2
(5@ ~ |ZQ —wQ| ~ .7;‘22).

Combining this with gives dg ~ Wi,y for every Q € Wi, Thus,
implies that
diam(B{g:Q}) ~ ki for every Q € Wiy

We have by |(B1)|that z¢g € nle{xQ}. Also, g € 1.1Q. Therefore, for  large
enough, we deduce that Q C By,,}. This proves (A).
We claim that for any @ € VW we have

A
20 <dg < 2K1KWCQ. (29)

The lower bound on dg follows from . The upper bound is a consequence
of the fact that Q C B, and

By inequality , any @ € 0W satisfies g > 1. By and the radial
decay of the weights, any @ € W with Cg € Cy satisfies g < 2K ke. Since
e < ko/N, provided kg is small enough depending on x we deduce that Cg ¢ Co
for any @ € OW. Therefore, Cg = E, for Q € W, proving (B).

We now prove (C). Suppose that @, Q" € W with Q < Q' and Cq # Cq-.
By [(B4)] we must have Co N Cq # 0 and thus either Co C Cqr or Cor C Co.
Without loss of generality, assume that Cg € Cy and Cg C Cg-. By Property 2
of Lemma[] we have 6 ~ d¢-. Combining this with and we have

5@/ g I{WCQ ~ diam(BCQ).

Since @ < Q" and @ C B¢, we deduce that Q' C KB¢, for an absolute
constant K. If k > K, then KB, C kBc, C Br(c,) due to Thus,
Q" C Br(co) and so Cgr C 7(Cq). Thus, we have shown that Cp C Cg C
m(Cq). Therefore, Cqr = m(Cq). This proves (C).

We now prove (D). Fix C' € Cy. We claim that

#{(Q,Q") € Q¢ : g = 6} < 1 for every 6 > 0. (30)

Suppose (Q,Q’) € Q¢ with g = 6. Because Q C B¢, we have 6 = g <
diam(B¢). Because Cqyr = m(C), it holds that Q" ¢ Be. Since Q C B¢ and
Q < @, it follows that @Q,Q’ are contained in a Kdg-neighborhood of the
boundary of Be for an absolute constant K. By Lemma [p| it is also the case
that @, Q' are contained in a K'dg neighborhood of the zW-axis for another
absolute constant K’. Therefore,

(QR.Q)eQc, lg=0 =
Q C {z € R? : dist(x,0Bc) < K6} N {z e R? : || < K'5}.

One can verify from (24), that the Lebesgue measure of the region
Q(C,0) = {x e R? : dist(z,0Bc) < K6} N{z e R? : 2P| < K6}
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is upper bounded by K”§? for any § < diam(B¢) = 2kK;W¢, for an absolute
constant K", provided k is sufficiently large. A simple packing argument then
yields that the number of dyadic cubes @ contained in Q(C,¢) with dg = 4 is
< 1. Note also for fixed Q € W as above, the number of Q' € W with Q < Q’
is <1 (see Lemma . This completes the proof of .

Combining and 7 and using that 2 — p > 0, we see that

Z (%_p < Z Z 2tC-p) < W2

(@,Q")€Qc £<logy (2K1rWe) (Q,Q")€Qc 00 =2"
This completes the proof of (D). O

For the remainder of the article we fix k > 10 to be a large enough constant
so that we can apply Lemma [§] and we assume that kg is sufficiently small so
that the conclusion of Lemma I8 holds.

Recall that every C' € 9C is of the form C' = {z¢} for a unique z¢ € Fs, and
recall that the points z,,w, € E; for x € Fy were defined in Section Note
that the points {z, z;,w,} in R? are not colinear because z € Fy C R x {A}
and z,,w, € F; C R x {0}.

Lemma 9. For any G € L*>P(R?) and x € E», let T,(G) denote the unique
affine polynomial satisfying

TZD(G)‘{I,ZI,MI} = G‘{z,zz,wz]w (31)
For any G € L*P(R?), the following holds:

D 02 e = (02G) o) - WET+ Y 102(Tie (G)) = (22G) o |P - WETT

CeCo Cceoc

SP,N HGHI]:z,p(Rz)-

Proof. Let C € 9C. Byandwe have ¢ € Be and diam(B¢) =~ We.
For any ) € Wy with zg = z¢, we have z,,,w;, € KoQ by Lemma@ By
Part - of Lemma |8, we also have Q C B¢. Thus z,.,w,, € KoBc. By
Lemma [I] we have

02T (G)) — (82G) o |P - WS <, ||G||22,p(KOBC) for every C' € OC.

Thanks to [(B5)] the collection {KyBc}ceac is pairwise disjoint. We conclude
that

D 102(Tee (@) = (02G) ol W™ Sp |G oy (32)
ceoc

For C € Cy, let rc denote the radius of the ball Be (i.e., ro = kK1 We).

Using [(B1)] [(B2)} [[B3)] and [(B4)] we introduce a family of annuli {Ac}cec,
with the following properties:

1. Ac is centered at yc, has inner radius r¢, and has outer radius 10Mc+1yo
for some integer M¢ > 0 such that 10M°re =y We(e).
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2. Ac C 1B ).

3. The family {Ac}eec, is pairwise disjoint.

To define the annuli, observe by that

dist(C,C") > kN~ (Wr(c) + Wr(cn) when C,C" € Co, CNC' =0.  (33)

for an absolute constant k € (0,1). We choose M > 0 to be the largest integer
satisfying the inequality

10Mettre < (k/4) N~ "We o). (34)

Recall that r¢ = kK1Wg. Therefore, the inequality admits a solution

Mc > 0 provided 106K1We < EN-1W, (), which is satisfied provided

We < k’N*1WW(C) for an absolute constant k&’ > 0. This is implied by the

radial decay of the weights and the assumption that € < kg N ! for sufficiently

small ko. By the choice of Mg, 10MeHrq ap Wi (c), verifying condition 1.
Let C € Cy. Observe that

10Mc+1’l“c < (k/4)N71W7T(C) < (1/4)W7r(c) < (1/4)I€K1Wﬂ(c) = Trr(C)/4-
According to|(B1)| and because k > 10, we have

1
diam(7(C)) < £~ 'diam(B,(c)) < 1)

Therefore,
10Met e + diam(7(C)) < rr(cy/2.

Since both yc, Y=y € T(C), we have

Ac C B(yc,10M°re) C B(yn(c), 10MeHre 4+ diam(7(C)))
C B(Yr(c): Tx(c)/2) = (1/2) Brcy,

proving condition 2.

To verify condition 3, we fix C,C’ € Cy with C' # C’ and demonstrate that
Ac N Ag = 0. Note that either C C C’, ¢/ C C, or C and C’ are disjoint.
Suppose first C' C C’. Then also C C 7(C) C C’, and according to condition 2,
Ag is contained in the interior of By (c). Thanks to Br(c) C Ber, so that
Ac is contained in the interior of Ber. Since Ao only intersects the boundary
of Ber, we conclude that Ac N Acr = 0. Similarly, Ac N Acr = 0 if ¢’ C C.
Finally, suppose C' N C’ = 0. It follows from (33), that

B(yc,10Me T re) N B(yer, 10Me T rer) = 0.

(Recall yo € C and yor € C'.) Hence, Ac N Acr = 0. This completes the proof
of condition 3.
For each C' € Cy we define for each 0 < ¢ < Mg

A(é;) ={recR?*: 10%re < |z —yo| < 10”17"0}.
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Observe that

Ac =] AP
=0
We define
p+1
r=—
2
and claim that for every C' € Cy we have
(028, 0, = (02G) el - WET Sy [MUVP Gy (39)

Since the A¢ are pairwise disjoint, this implies that

> N@:G)p, o) = (02G)pel” WE™ Spx [MAVEGIILL oy
CeCo

we use the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator from
LP/"(R?) to LP/"(R?) to deduce that

Z [(02G) B,y = (02G)Be|” - We Spn G120 gy
CeCo

Combining this with proves the lemma. We now prove (35]).
Fix C € Cyp. By the Sobolev Inequality and the fact that diam(B¢) =~

diam(Ag)) ~ W¢, we have
1-2/r
(026 = (02G) g0 | Sp W™ 1G] o)
Sp We - (MG ()7
for any z € A(c(‘))' Taking p-th powers and integrating over A(CO) gives

(0285 = (02G) g0 " - WET S IMAVPGIL, o (36)

Lo/r(AD)

Similarly, we show that

(02G) 5. ¢ = (026) yguien [P - WETT

37)
M, 2 2 /r (
<o 10Me=2 || A (V26" Mo atiicr,
and that for any 0 < ¢ < M¢ we have

(D2G) g0 = (02G) g - W& Sp 10 IMAVEGI oy (39)

For the first inequality above, we have used that diam(A(CMC)) ~ 10Metlrn ~y
Wr(c) = diam(Br(¢)) (see ((B3))). We combine , , and , apply the
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triangle inequality and use that 2 —p > 0 to get

Lp/r

Mc
‘(aQG)BC - (82G)B7r(c) |p : Wc2'7p SP,N ||M(|V2G|T)||p/r (Ac) ; 10£(p_2)
=0

S (IMAV2G)IBL,

This completes the proof of .

6 The extension operator for L*?(R?)

In this section, we assume the existence of a bounded linear extension operator
H:LY?(0V) — L*?(V) as in Theorem

Recall from the previous section that the map v — C, is an isomorphism
of the weighted trees V and C. Therefore, via this isomorphism, H induces a
bounded linear extension operator H : L1'P(9C) — LY?(C) satisfying

ML) @e) = [ H| L1 ovy—Lre(v)-
We will use H to construct a bounded linear extension operator T : L*P(E) —
L?P(R?) satisfying
Tl 205y L2 ®2) Spv M L1pa0) L7 (0)- (39)

This proves one of the conditional statements in Theorem [I} we prove the other
in the next section.

We write ||H|| = HH||L1,P(8C)_>L1-,I)(C).

Assume that we are given f : E — R. We will produce a function
F € L??(Q") satisfying:

(F1) F is determined linearly by the data f.
(F2) Flp=.
(F3) HFHL2,p(Q0) S,p,N HHH . ||G||L2,p(]R2) for any G S Lg’p(RQ) With G|E = f

Once we produce such an F', it will be straightforward to extend it to a function
defined on all of R2. Once we do this, we’ll have constructed the operator T
introduced above.

The function F' has the form

F(z)= ) Po(z)fo(w), (40)

QeEW

where {0g}gew is the partition of unity introduced in Section [4| and {Pg}gew
is a family of affine polynomials, to be constructed in a moment.
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First, recall that in Section@we associated to each x € E5 points 2z, w, € E1
(see (18). For every x € Es we define P, to be the unique affine polynomial
satisfying

Pac|{z,zz,wz} = f|{m,zz,wm}~ (41)

Recall that every C € 9OC is of the form C' = {z¢} for some z¢c € E;. We
can therefore define a function ¢ : 9C — R by setting

¢(C) = 03Py, for C € OC. (42)

We now use the bounded linear extension operator H to extend the function
¢ : 0C — R to a function ® : C — R, i.e., we define

O(C) =Hp(C) for C €C.
Recall that every (@ € W is associated with
e points zg, wg € KoQ N E; satistying |zg — wg| = dg (see Lemma @,
e a cluster Cg € C (see Section .

For every Q € W, we define L¢ to be the unique affine polynomial satisfying

LQ‘{ZQ,'HJQ} = f|{ZQ,’u)Q}7 (82LQ) - O

We are now ready to define the polynomials Pg introduced above.
We define (for z = (M), 2(?)) € R?)
Po(x) = Lo(x) + 22 - ®(Cg) for Q € W. (43)

Now that we have defined the polynomials Pgp, our alleged interpolant F' is

defined by .

It is evident that F' satisfies condition thanks to the linearity of the
operator ‘H and the definition of the polynomials P, Lq.

By Lemma @ for every @ € Wr the point zg € E; is the unique point in
1.1Q N E. Since E; C R x {0}, it follows that

Pgliione = Lgliione = fliignEe for every Q € Wy,

and thus
Flg, = flg,-

Let @ € Wy and recall that we write g to denote the unique point in
1.1Q N E3. By Lemma@ we have in this case that zq = 2, wg = w,,. Since
Zzgr Wz € 1 CR x {0}, we get

Polizgway = flizowe) = Prolizawa}-
By Lemma 8 we have Cq = {zq} € 9C for any Q € Wy;. Therefore

02Pg = ®(Cq) = ¢(Cq) = 02Pxy;
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it follows that
Pg = Py, for every Q € Wi;.

Combining this with gives
Poli1gne = Pigliigne = fliigne for every Q € Wiy,

and thus
F‘E2 = flEz

We deduce that F' satisfies condition |(F2)]
We now prove that F satisfies condition For any G € L*P(R?) with
G|g = f, we must show that

1E M z2r @0y Spon |- G L2 g2y (44)

We fix such a G. By Lemma [7] we have

2-2
||F||1£2,p(Q0) Sp QZQ ||PQ - PQ’Hioo(Q)(SQ e
> ’

Combining this with the definition of Py and using Lemma [5| gives

||F| |I[),2,p(Q0)

- ) (4
S0 > {lILe = Lol i) - 05 +19(Cq) - @(C)l” - 557} (45)
QeQ’

As in the previous section, we let

p+1
r=-—

2
and claim that for any Q, Q" € W with Q < Q' we have
Lo — Lalp(q) Sp 05 NGIL2rsk0q)- (46)
This implies that
Lo — Lot (q) Sp 05 M(IV?G|")(2) for any =z € Q,

where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator (see Section [2]). Taking
(p/r)-th powers and integrating gives

ILo = Larllf () Sp 8 2 IMAV G o

By Property 3 of Lemma [ we deduce that

> Lo = Lol e Sp D IMAVZEINDIE. o)
Q+Q’ QeEW
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Squares in W have pairwise disjoint interiors (since W is a partition of Q°), and
thus we have

STIMAVEG)E, o) < IMOV2GIE,

Lr/m(Q) Lp/m(R2)"
Qew

Because the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is bounded from L7(R?) to
L4(R?) for 1 < ¢ < oo, we deduce that

Z HLQ - LQ/||poc(Q)52 » <p HGHLZ p(R2) = ||H||p HGHizp(Rz)- (47)
QeQ’

(The last inequality simply uses that ||H|| > 1.) We now prove (46).
Fix Q,Q" € W with Q <> Q' and observe that for any z € Q we have

Lo(z) — Lo/(z) = f(2q) + (VL) - (v — 2q) — f(2q') — (VLg) - (z — zq).

Since G(zq/) = f(z¢’), and since zg) = zg/) = 0, we have

T 5k00(G)(2q) = f(2q) + (01G )5K0Q(zé) - zS,)).

(See Section [2] for the definition of Tle,SKOQ-) By Lemma [4] we have |z —
zol, |z — zg/|, [2g — zg| S g for x € Q. Therefore, since doLg = d2Lg = 0,
by the triangle inequality we have

ILg — Lorlln=(q) < [f(2@) — Ty 5x0(G)(20)]
+1(01G)skuq — O1Lql - 0q (48)
+1(01G)s5k00 — O1Lq| - 0.
By Lemma 16q < 8o < 26¢, and thus, KoQ' C 5KoQ. In particular,
{ZQ, WQ, 2Q’ ’le} C 5KoQ N Eq.

Since G|g = f, Lemma implies

1£(2Q) = Teqn 5500 (G)(2Q)] Sp 62‘2/"HG||L2 (5KoQ)+
1£(2q) — F(wg) — (01G)sx0q - (2 (1))\ <p 00 |Gl 2 550@)
f(2q) = fwg) — (1)K - <zc§, —wi)) Sp 8 NG Lo 500)-

By definition of Lo we have 01Lg = w and 01 Lg = %.
ZQ —'LUQ Z oy 1

Q ’
Thus, by combining the previous inequality with we deduce .

Next, we claim that

D 12(Cq) = (C)IP - 5 " Spv IIHIP - IGIG2 p oy - (49)
QeQ’
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Combining this with and proves , establishing We now
prove (49)).

By Lemma [8] if Q <+ Q' and Cg # Cg, then either Cg = n(Cg/) or
Cg = m(Cq). Therefore,

D 1B(Co) —@(Co)P - 057 S Y [@(C)—2(=(C)P > b5 7, (50)

QeQ’ CeCo (Q,Q"eQc

where
Qe ={(Q.Q)eWxW:Q+ Q,Cqo=C,Cqp =7(C)}
(as in Lemma . Applying Lemma |8 gives
> 12(Co) —2(CI? -3 " <p Y 18(C) = S(m(O))I7 - We "
QeQ’ CeC

Since H is a bounded linear extension operator and ® = H¢, we have that

> le(C (ONP-We P Sp [IHIP- Y =2

CeCo CeCo

[I]

NP -wer

for any = : C — R satisfying Z|sc = ¢. Taking E(C) = (02G) g, for C € C\AC,
we use (42)) and apply the triangle inequality to get

> e N -we”

CeCo

S I S 10—~ 0100 WET (5

CeCop

£ Y P (@) n WC}

Cceoc
Applying Lemma |§| (note that by , , we have for every x € F, that
P, =T,(Q)) gives

S 1B(C) — S - WE Zpun I 1G] ey (52)
CeCo

we deduce .

We have thus constructed F € L*P(Q°) and shown that it satisfies
It remains to extend F to a function on all of R2.

Recall the set of boundary squares

W ={Q eW:1.1Q N Q" # 0},

introduced in Section [l
By Lemma [f] there exist points zq,wq so that

z2Q = %0, wg = wo for all Q € OW.
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We define Ly to be the unique affine polynomial satisfying

LO|{ZO’“’0} = f|{207w0} and ;Lo = 0.

We then have
Lg = Ly for all Q € OW.

Similarly, by Lemma [§| we have for every @) € W that Cg = E> and thus
®(Cq) = O(E,) for all Q € OW.
Invoking , we see that
Py = Lo+ 2@ . ®(E,) for all Q € OW.
We define

- F(x if z € Q°,
F($) = ( ) 2) . 0
Lo(z) + 2% - ®(Fy) ifx ¢ Q.
Recall (see (40)) that F' is of the form
F= Y Pyl
QeW

with supp(fg) C 1.1Q, and therefore F € C?(R?). Clearly, then, ||F||Lz.p(R2) =

|| F'|| 2. (qoy and F|g = F|g = f. Moreover, F depends linearly on f thanks to
((F1)| the definition of Lo, and the definition of ®.
For any f € L?P(E), we define

(Tf)(z) = F(z) (x € R?).

Then T : L*P(E) — L*P(R?) is a bounded linear extension operator satisfying

9.

7 The extension operator for L'?(V)

In this section, we assume the existence of a bounded linear extension operator
T : L>?(E) — L?*P(R?) as in Theorem (Il Using T, we construct a bounded
linear extension operator H : L1'P(0C) — LYP(C) satisfying
[[H||L10ac)—110(c) Spnv [Tl 20 () 20 (R2).- (53)
As in the previous section, we use that V' and C are isomorphic to observe that H
induces a bounded linear extension operator H : L*(9V) — LY (V) satisfying
[ H|| 10 0vy—prev) = ||| L1r00)— L7 (C)-

Combined with the results of the previous section, this proves Theorem

We write ||T|| = ||T||L2,p(E)*>L2,p(R2).

Suppose that we are given a function ¢ : 9C — R. We must then construct
a function @ : C — R satisfying:
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(®1) @ is determined linearly by the data ¢,
(92) loc = ¢,
(®3) [18]]20¢) Spov 111 - [Ell 2 rcey for any E:C = R with Sloc =
Once we’ve constructed such a ®, we define
Ho(C) = P(C) for all C € C,

establishing . We prepare to construct the function ®.
First, recall that for every x € Es we have {z} € JC. We can thus define a
function f : E — R by setting

_ 0 ifz e El,
J(@) = {qb({x}) Wiay iz € B

We then apply the extension operator T to f and obtain a function F €
L?P(R?), i.e., we define

F(z) = Tf(x) for x € R?. (54)

We now define the function ® : C — R by

e if C € acC,
2(C) = {(aQF)BC if C e C\oC.

Property [($2)|is an immediate consequence of the definition of ®, and Property
((P1)| follows easily from the linearity of T" and the definition of f. It remains

to prove that ® satisfies [(93)]

Observe that

015100y = D 16(C) = (02F)p, 0|7 WETP
CceoC

+ Y 0:2F) e — (0:2F)p, o[- WET.
CEeCo\OC

Applying the triangle inequality gives

1915100y = D 1(02F)Be = (02F)p, 0 P - WET”
CeCy

+ 3 1(C) — (BF) [P - W™

ceoc

Observe that ¢(C) = 02(Ty. (F)) for C = {zc} € IC (see and the defini-
tion of f); we thus apply Lemma@ to deduce that

H<I>HL1 2(C) Np,N ||F||Zz2,p(ﬂg2)-
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Since T is a bounded linear extension operator, we have by that
R 1n ey Spv 1T - G20 2

for any G € L?P(R?) satisfying G|g = f.
We now assume that we are given = : C — R satisfying Elspc = ¢. In a
moment, we will define a function G € L*P(R2) satisfying G|z = f and

G120 g2y Sp BN 1 ey (55)

Once we establish this estimate, we will have shown that ® satisfies Property

(93) B

We define the function G introduced above using the Whitney Decomposi-
tion W of E (see Section [4]). First, we will define local affine interpolants Pg
for each Q € W and set

G= > Pylg onQ°,

QeEW

where 6 is the partition of unity introduced in Section [
We now define the Pg. For each C € C, we define the affine polynomial

Po(zM, 2) = 2 . 2(0).

Recall that in Section [5] we associated to every Q € W a cluster Cg € C. We
define
Pg = P¢,, for every Q € W.

Since Pglg, = 0 for every Q@ € W, we clearly have G|g, = f|g, = 0.
Moreover, recall that for every @ € Wi we have Co = {zg} € 9C, where
rQ = (xg), Wis0y) is the unique point contained in 1.1Q N E>. Thus,

PQ(IEQ) = ¢({$Q}) . W{zg} = f(:CQ) for every QQ € Wy,

and so G|g, = f|g,. Therefore, G| = f, as claimed. Applying Lemmal7to G
(and using Lemma [5)) gives

||G||L2 2(Q0) Sp Z I2(Cq) —E CQ')|p52 .
ReQ
By Lemma |8 if Q <+ Q" and Cg # C¢, then we either have Cg = 7(Cg) or
CQ/ = W(CQ). Thus

Y E(Cq) —E(Ca)lPog " S Y IBC) —E@)I Y 657

Q-Q’ CeCo (Q,:Q")€Qc
where Q¢ 1s defined in Lemma [  Applying Lemma [§ establishes that
1G] L2w(00y Sp |IElLioe). We then extend G to a function G on all of R?

satisfying é|Q0 = G|go and ||G||L2,p(R2) Sp G220 (qoy- Then G|g = f, and we
have established (55)), completing the proof of [(©3)]
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