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Abstract: Given a homeomorphism f: X — Y between Q-dimensional spaces X, Y, we show that f satisfying

the metric definition of quasiconformality outside suitable exceptional sets implies that f belongs to the

Sobolev class Nﬁ;f(X; Y), where 1< p < Q, and also implies one direction of the geometric definition of

quasiconformality. Unlike previous results, we only assume a pointwise version of Ahlfors Q-regularity, which
in particular enables various weighted spaces to be included in the theory. Notably, even in the classical
Euclidean setting, we are able to obtain new results using this approach. In particular, in spaces including the

Carnot groups, we are able to prove the Sobolev regularity f € 1\111(;? (X; Y) without the strong assumption of
the infinitesimal distortion h; belonging to L*(X).

Keywords: quasiconformal mapping; Newton-Sobolev mapping; modulus of a curve family; absolute conti-
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1 Introduction

Consider two metric measure spaces (X, d, ) and (Y, dy, v), and a mapping f: X — Y. For every x € X and
r > 0, one defines

Le(x, 1) = sup{dy(f(y), f(x)) : d(y, x) <1}

and
lr(x, r) = inf{dy(fF (), f()) : d(y, x) 2 1},
and then
_ Lf(X, r)_
Hf(X, r) h lf(X, r) )

we interpret this to be @ if the denominator is zero. A homeomorphism f: X — Y is (metric) quasiconformal if
there is a number 1 < H < o such that

Hp(x) = limsup Hy(x,r) < H a1

r-0

for all x € X.
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In the case where X and Y are Ahlfors Q-regular spaces, with Q > 1, the homeomorphism f is said to
satisfy the analytic definition of quasiconformality if f € ]\Illo’é2 (X; Y) and the minimal Q-weak upper gradient g;
to the Qth power is bounded pointwise by a constant C times the Jacobian J;; see Section 2 for definitions.

Moreover, f is said to satisfy the geometric definition of quasiconformality if for every family of curves T in X,
we have

%Modo(r) < Mody(f(I)) < CMod(T)

for some constant C > 1. It has been a problem of wide interest to study the equivalence between these
definitions and in particular to examine whether the metric definition implies the other definitions. It has
turned out possible to significantly relax the metric definition and still obtain at least that f is a Sobolev
mapping. Results in this direction have been proven in Euclidean and Carnot-Carathéodory spaces by Gehring
[7,8], Marguilis and Mostow [19], Balogh and Koskela [1], Kallunki and Koskela [15], Kallunki and Martio [16],
and Koskela and Rogovin [17]. These articles show that one does not need the condition Hy(x) < H at every
point x, and that instead of Hy, one can consider

hy(x) = liminf Hy(x, r).
r—0

Heinonen and Koskela [11,12] and Heinonen et al. [13, Theorem 9.8] have studied the equivalence between the
definitions in the more general setting of an Ahlfors Q-regular metric space supporting a Poincaré inequality.
Balogh et al. [2] and Williams [21] show that to go from the metric definition of quasiconformality to the

fact that f € Nﬂ;g(X ; V), the assumption of a Poincaré inequality is in fact not necessary. In Lahti and Zhou [18]
the authors of the present article show that it is possible to largely remove the assumption of Ahlfors regularity
as well. Now we give a similar result when 1 < p < Q. In fact we also cover the case p = 1, but in this case, the
assumptions needed by Lahti and Zhou [18] are mostly even weaker than here, so this is not our main focus;
the case p = Q is of greatest interest in the theory of quasiconformal mappings.

Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C X be open and bounded, let f: Q — f(Q) C Y be a homeomorphism such that f(Q) is open

and v(f(Q)) < o, and

(1) Suppose there exists a p-measurable set E C Q such that in Q\E there exist u-measurable functions
1< Q(x) <o and0 < R(x) < o with

U(B(x, 1))

o S ROOliminf VB(f(x), 1)

limsup I 000

r—0

for u-a.e. x € Q\E.

Suppose also that there is a Borel regular outer measure I = u on X, which is doubling within a ball 2B,

with Q C By, and
aBX, 1)) _ liminf V(B(f(x), 1))

limsup 000 ) i 00

r-0

>0 for all x € Q\E.

(2) Suppose Q = infyeq\gQ(x) > 1 and let 1 < p < Q. Assume that
Mod,({y € Q : H'(f(y N E)) > 0}) = 0; (12)

in particular, it is enough to assume that E is the union of a countable set and a set with o-finite codimension
p Hausdorff measure.
(3) Finally, assume that p < q < Q and that

Q()-¢
Q)
R(OYOOR(-) € L*(Q\E) if q = Q.

ROy (1)ROY QDD € INQ\E) if 1<q<Q
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Then it follows that f € DP(Q; Y).
In the case p = Q = Q(x) for u-a.e. x € Q\E, for every curve family I in Q, we also obtain

Mod(T) < CMod(f(T)) (13)

with C = [[R()hy(-)°||=-
If X is proper and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, and p is doubling, then f € DY(Q; Y).

Note that by D4(Q; Y), we mean D9(Q, u; Y); here, D4(Q; Y) is the Dirichlet space, that is, f is not required
to be in L1(Q; Y).

While rather technical in its full generality, the theorem will be seen to have several corollaries that
improve on known results; in Corollary 6.1, we make a comparison with Williams [21, Corollary 1.3]. The main
difference with the previous work of Balogh et al. [2] and Williams [21] is that instead of local Ahlfors
Q-regularity, we merely assume the pointwise conditions of (1), as well as the fact that u is controlled by a
doubling measure fI. Note that the “dimension” Q(x) as well as the “density” R(x) are allowed to vary from
point to point, but typically the space X at the point x and the space Y at the point f(x) need to have the same
dimension for the first condition in (1) to be satisfied. Mostly, we are interested in the case where Q(x) is
constant, but the flexibility provided by the function R(x) makes it easy to include weighted spaces in the
theory. Indeed, R(x) then represents the ratio of the weights in the two spaces at the points x and f(x), as we
will see in Corollary 1.2.

Since we work in spaces without a specific dimension, we consider a codimension p Hausdorff measure,
which however reduces, up to a constant, to the (Q — p)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in the Ahlfors
Q-regular case. The set E can also contain any countable set; in our generality, even a single point could
have infinite codimension p Hausdorff measure.

Similarly to the study by Williams [21] and several other previous works, in the study by Lahti and Zhou
[18], we relied on constructing a sequence of “almost upper gradients” {g;};. Since we worked in the case
p =1, we then had to prove the sequence to be equi-integrable to find a weakly converging subsequence. In the
present article we mostly deal with the case 1 < p < Q, and so our methods are quite different from [18], but
partially in the same vein as those of Williams [21]. The key step is to prove boundedness of the sequence {g;}z;
in LP and then use reflexivity to find a weakly converging subsequence, and to obtain a p-weak upper gradient
of f at the limit.

The inequality (1.3) is one direction of the geometric definition of quasiconformality. There is no hope in
general to obtain the opposite estimate

Modg(f(I)) < CModg(T),

essentially because all of the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 still hold if we make v bigger, but this tends to
increase Mody(f(I)). For a counterexample, see Example 6.3.

From Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following corollary for weighted spaces. By a weight, we simply mean a
nonnegative locally integrable function.

Corollary 1.2. Let1 < p < q < Q. Let (Xy, d, u,) and (Y, dy, vo) be Ahlfors Q-regular spaces, with Q > 1. Let X and
Y be the same metric spaces but equipped with the weighted measures du = wdy, and dv = wydvy, where wy > 0
is pointwise represented by

I wydvy, y €Y. 1.4
By,

L. 1
wy(y) = liminf om0

Let Q C X be open and bounded and let f: Q — f(Q) CY be a homeomorphism with f(Q) open and
V(f(RQ)) < . Moreover:
(1) Supposew < W for some weight W for which dil = wdy, is doubling, and suppose there is a set E C Q that is

the union of a countable set and a set with o-finite H *-measure, and
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limsupw <o for all x € Q;
r-0
(2) Assume that hy < o in Q\E and that
, a/Q-)
%hﬂ)@ €@ if 1=q<Q;
SRS @ i q=0,

Then f € DP(Q; Y). In the case p = Q, for every curve family I in Q, we also obtain
Mody(T) < CModo(f(I))

with C = [[wCwy(f () ()°|r=)-

Furthermore, if X is proper and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, and u is doubling, then f € DU(Q; Y).

Again by D1(Q; Y), we mean DU(Q, u; Y).

We observe that quite general weights w are allowed in the space X, and thus, we can include many spaces
in the theory where the measure u is not Ahlfors regular or even doubling. Moreover, contrary to all previous
works, to the best of our knowledge, we do not require A to be essentially bounded to obtain f € D?(Q; Y) or
f€ N'Q(Q; Y). Instead, hy can be large in regions where the weight w is small, see Example 6.2.

In the space Y, even more general weights are allowed. Note that the choice of weight wy does not change
the classes DP(Q; Y) and N*P(Q; Y), whose definition depends only on Y as a metric space and is independent
of the choice of the measure v on Y. Thus, we can choose any weight wy that is convenient for us. Already in
the classical setting of the unweighted plane, there are simple examples of N“%-mappings f: R? - R? for
which hy is not in Lig.(R?), and so the previous results, such as those of [221], do not tell us that
fe Nll,gf([Rz; R?). However, we can detect the Sobolev property of many such mappings from the next cor-
ollary, simply by equipping Y with a suitable weight wy; see Example 6.3.

Corollary 1.3. Let1 < g < n € N\{1}. Let wy € L. (R be represented by (1.4), withwy > 0, and dv = wyd.L". Let
Q C R" be open and bounded and let f : Q — f(Q) C R" be a homeomorphism with f(Q) open and v(f(Q)) < oo.
Suppose there is a set E C Q that has o-finite H"-measure, and hy < « in Q\E. Finally, assume that
hf(')" ]q/(n—q)
—_— eLNQ) if1<q<n
[WY(fC)) @ Ji=a
h f(.)n

wy(fey E@ ya=n

Then f € D1(Q; R™). In the case q = n, for every curve family T in Q, we have
Mod,(T) < CMod,(f(T))

with C = [[wy(f () ()" r>-
In Carnot groups, we obtain an analogous result.

Corollary 1.4. Let G be a Carnot group of homogeneous dimension Q > 1. Let wy € L} .(G) be represented by (1.4),
with wy > 0, and dv = wyd L", where L" is the Haar measure on G. Let @ C G be open and bounded and let
f:Q - f(Q) C G be a homeomorphism with f(Q) open and v(f(Q)) < . Suppose there is a set E C Q that has
a-finite H ?~1-measure, and hy < c in Q\E. Finally, assume that
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_+r~ 1 ; .
wfey] SF@ Yisa<e

hf(-)Q
wy(f(*))

Then f € DY(Q; G). In the case q = Q, for every curve family T in Q, we have
Mod(T) < CMod(f(T))

hf()o ’Q/(Q“l)

eEL”(Q) if q=0.

with € = |[wy(f()) e (-)9||1).-

This article is organized in the following way: we give definitions and notation in Section 2 and study the
exceptional set E in Section 3. In Section 4, we study absolute continuity on curves and further preliminary
results, and then in Section 5, we prove the results given here in Section 1. Finally, in Section 6, we give
examples and applications of our main results.

2 Definitions and notation

Throughout the article, we consider two metric measure spaces (X, d, u) and (Y, dy, v), where i and v are
Borel regular outer measures, such that the measure of every ball is finite in both spaces. We understand balls
B(x,r), with x € X and 0 < r < o, to be open. We also assume X to be connected and Y to be separable. To
avoid certain pathologies, we assume that X consists of at least two points.

We say that X is metric doubling with constant M € N if every ball B(x, r) can be covered by M balls of
radius r/2. This definition works also for subsets A C X, by considering (4, d) as a metric space.

We will often work also with another Borel regular outer measure J on X, which we assume to satisfy a
doubling condition. We say that [ is doubling with constant C; > 1 within an open set W C X if

0 < [I(B(x, 2r)) < GI(B(x, 1)) < o

for every ball B(x,r) C W. For a ball B = B(x, r), we sometimes use the abbreviation 2B = B(x, 2r); note that
in metric spaces, a ball (as a set) does not necessarily have a unique center point and radius, but when using
this abbreviation, we will understand that these have been prescribed.

Given Q = 1, we say that y is locally Ahlfors Q-regular if for every z € X, there is R > 0 and a constant
C, 2 1 such that

Colr? < u(B(x, 1)) < Cyr?

for all x € B(z,R) and 0 < r < R.

If these conditions hold for every x € X and 0 < r < 2diamX with C; (resp. C4) replaced by a universal
constant, we say that u is doubling, or that u (or X) is Ahlfors Q-regular.

Let Q C X always be an open set. If f: Q - f(Q) C Y is a homeomorphism with f(Q) open, the pull-back
of the measure v is the measure on Q given by

frv(D) = v(f(D))

for every Borel set D C Q. Note that since f is a homeomorphism, f,v defines a Borel measure. The Jacobian of
f is then defined by

100 = tim YEET) _ g VB )

= 21
r—0 U(BX, 1)) r—0 UB(X,T))

at every x € Q, where the limit exists.
The n-dimensional Lebesgue measure is denoted by L.
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The s-dimensional Hausdorff content is denoted by H %, with R > 0 and s 2 0, and the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure is denoted by 7 #; these definitions extend automatically to metric spaces.
For a mapping f: X - Y, we define

lip;(x) = liminf sup &), (X)), x € X. 2.2)

r-0 YEB(x,r) r

This is easily seen to be a Borel function.

A continuous mapping from a compact interval into X is said to be a rectifiable curve if it has finite length.
Arectifiable curve y always admits an arc-length parametrization, so that we obtain a curvey : [0, &,] —» X (for
a proof, see, e.g., [9, Theorem 3.2]). We will only consider curves that are rectifiable and arc-length parame-
trized. If y : [0, 4] — X is a curve and g : X — [0, ] is a Borel function, we define

€V
[ds = [gy(s)as.
y 0
We will always assume that 1 < p < o, though often we will specify a more restricted range for p. The
p-modulus of a family of curves I is defined by
Mod,(T) = iandeu,
X
where the infimum is taken over all nonnegative Borel functions p : X - [0, o] such that f ypds > 1 for every
curve y € I'. If a property holds apart from a curve family with zero p-modulus, we say that it holds for p-a.e.
curve.

Recall that Q C X is always an open set. Next we give (special cases of) Mazur’s lemma and Fuglede’s
lemma, see, e.g., [20, Theorem 3.12] and [4, Lemma 2.1], respectively.

Lemma 2.1. Let {g}ien be a sequence with g; — g weakly in LP(Q). Then there exist convex combinations
g = Zﬁiai,jgj, for some N; € N, such that g, — g in LP(Q).

Lemma 2.2. Let {g;}1 be a sequence of functions with g, - g in LP(Q). Then for p-a.e. curve y in Q, we have

Igids - Igds asi— o,
y 14

Definition 2.3. Let f: Q — Y. We say that a Borel function g : Q — [0, ] is an upper gradient of f in Q if

dy(F O, Fy(6))) < [gds 23)
Y

for every curvey : [0, 4] - Q.If g : Q - [0, ] is a y-measurable function and (2.3) holds for p-a.e. curve in Q,
we say that g is a p-weak upper gradient of f in Q.

We fix some y, € Y, and we say that f € LP(Q; Y) if f is y-measurable and dy(f(-), ;) € LP(®).

Definition 2.4. The Newton-Sobolev space N'P(Q; Y) consists of those mappings f € LP(Q; Y) for which there
exists an upper gradient g € LP(Q).
The Dirichlet space D?(Q; Y) consists of those mappings f: Q — Y that have an upper gradient g € LP(Q).

In the classical setting of X = Y = R", both spaces equipped with the Lebesgue measure, and assuming f is
continuous, we have f € N'2(X; Y) if and only if f € WLP(R"; R"), see, e.g., [4, Theorem A.2].

We say that f € ]\7110’57 (Q; Y) if for every x € Q there is r > 0 such that f€ N(B(x, r); Y); other local
spaces of mappings are defined analogously.
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It is known that for every f € DL.(Q; Y), there exists a minimal p-weak upper gradient of f in Q, denoted
by g, satisfying g, < gu-a.e. in Q for every p-weak upper gradient g € LE(Q) of f in Q, see [14, The-
orem 6.3.20].

We say that X supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality if every ball in X has nonzero y-measure, and there
exist constants Cp > 0 and A > 1 such that for every ball B(x, r), everyu : X — R that is integrable on balls, and
every upper gradient g of u, we have

I [u - Up,mldu < Gor I gdy, (2.4)
B(x,r) B(x,Ar)

where

I udy.
(x,r)

1
U(x,r) = _[ udy = uBx.)

3 The exceptional set E

In this section, we consider some preliminary results and use them to study the exceptional set E. Recall that
the standing assumptions on the spaces X, Y are listed in the first paragraph of Section 2.

In Balogh e al. [2] and Williams [21], it is assumed that the exceptional set E is o-finite with respect to the
(Q — p)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Since we do not assume the space to be Ahlfors regular, we instead
consider a codimension p Hausdorff measure. Specifically, we consider it with respect to the measure i1, which
will always be assumed to satisfy a doubling condition.

Definition 3.1. Let 1 < p < . For any set A C X and 0 < R < oo, the restricted Hausdorff content of codimen-
sion p is defined by
A(B(x;, 17))
- p

HYA) = infly
j Tj

: A CUB(xj, 1j),1; < Ry,
j

where we consider finite and countable coverings. The codimension p Hausdorff measure of A C X is then
defined by

HO(A) = im H 5(A).
R~0
If I is Ahlfors Q-regular, then " is easily seen to be comparable to 9% when1 < p < Q.

The following result is often used and a proof can be found in the study by Bojarski [5, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 3.2. Let1 < p < =, Let Q C X be open and suppose [I is doubling with constant C; within a ball 2B, with
Q C By. Then for any finite or countable collection of balls {B; = B(x;, rj)}; with 6B; C Q, and for numbers a; = 0,
we have

p
a7 < Gof

X

14
| da

X

Za]XBj
j

20
]

for a constant C, that only depends on C; and p.

We have the following “continuity from below” for the modulus of families of curves; for a proof, see the
study by Ziemer [23, Lemma 2.3] or by Heinonen et al. [14, Proposition 5.2.11].
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Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < p < o, If{Tj}}.; is a sequence of families of curves such that T; C T}, for all j, then

Modp[UFj = limMod,(I).
1) e

In the case p = 1, from [18, Lemma 5.2], we have the following result for the exceptional set. By a slight
abuse of notation, we denote the image of a curve y also by the same symbol.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q C X be open and f: Q — Y continuous. Suppose [ = ( is doubling within Q, and that E C Q
has o-finite H _measure. Then Mody(T') = 0 for the curve family
F={yCcQ:HYf(ynE)) >0}

In the case p > 1, we obtain the following result, which is similar to [2, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 3.5. Let 1 < p < . Let Q C X be open and suppose i = u is doubling within a ball 2B,, with Q C By.
Suppose E C Q is a set with HP(E) < . Then Mod,(I') = 0 for the curve family

I={yCcQ:#yNE)= o}
Here, #(y N E) is the cardinality of y N E.

Proof. For j, k € N, define
lix={y €Tl 3, ..} €YyNE st dx,x,) >1/k forall [+ m}.

Fix j, k € N. There is a (finite or countable) cover of E by balls {B, = B(y,, )}, such that r, < (10k)7,
B(y,, 6r) C Q, and

n n

HPE) +1.

By the 5-covering lemma [14, p. 60], we find an index set I such that the balls {B(y, , In)}nes are disjoint, and the
balls {B(y, , 5rw)}ner cover E. Define the function

z XBGy,, b)
] nel Ta
Let y € T} and consider the points {x, ...,X;}. Each of these points is contained in a different ball B(y, , 5r),

n € I, and necessarily travels at least the distance r, in the ball B(y,, 6r,). Thus,

—XB(yn’Grn)dS > % X] X ﬁ =1,

Ipds = - n

nEI n

and so p is admissible for T} . Hence,
Mod,(Tj ) < jppdy
X

< Ip”dﬁ

<502

x\n
G
JF 4
G Z (B(yn,'“n))

] nel

XB(yn 6rn)

n

z XBUn:rn)

di byLemma 3.2
Tn

nel

< F(ﬂ”(ﬂ) +1).
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Then by Lemma 3.3, we obtain
[ 1 .
Mod,| UT; x| = imMod(T; 1) < —(HP(E) + 1).
p[kL:Jl ],k] kl_'m p( ],k) ]p( (E) )
Finally, note that I' = N}7;Ug-4Lj k. Thus, Mod,(T) = 0. O

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 < p < . Let Q C X be open and suppose [I = u is doubling within a ball 2By, with Q C By.
Suppose E C Q has o-finite H "-measure. Then Mod,(T) = 0 for the curve family

I'={y CQ:ynNE is uncountable}.

Proof. We have E = Uy_,Ex with HP (Ex) < o for every k € N. Define the families
L ={y CQ:#(y N E) = o}

By Lemma 3.5, we have Mod,(I}) = 0 for every k € N. Clearly I' C U_I}, and so also Mod,(I') = 0. O
Now we obtain the following result for the exceptional set E.

Proposition 3.7. Let @ C X be open and suppose {I = [t is doubling within a ball 2By, with Q C By. Let1 < p < oo,

Suppose E = E; U E, C Q such that E; is an at most countable set, and E, is o-finite with respect to H". Let
f:Q — Y be continuous. Then

Mod,({y C @ : HI(f(y N E)) > 0}) = 0.

Proof. For every curve y C Q, the set f(y N E;) is at most countable, and for p-a.e. curve y C Q, we have
HYf(y N E)) = 0 by Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6. O

Remark 3.8. Let Q > 1. A countable set is always o-finite with respect to the Q — p-dimensional Hausdorff
measure, when 1 < p < Q. Thus, when considering this measure, the set E; could always be included in the set

E, above. However, in our setting, it can happen that even a single point has infinite  *-measure, as can be
seen from equipping R" with the weighted measure du = dif = |x [[“dL", withn - p <a <n.

In an Ahlfors Q-regular space, H " is clearly comparable to the (Q - p)-dimensional Hausdorff measure,
when 1 < p < Q. Thus, in such a space our condition on E reduces to that required in the study by Balogh
et al. [2,21].

4 Preliminary results

In this section, we record and prove further preliminary results, such as covering theorems and basic results
on absolute continuity on curves.

An obvious question concerning the Jacobian (2.1) is the existence of the limit. For this, we consider the
following definitions and facts. Let Z be a separable metric space. For x € Z, a closed ball is defined by

B(x,r)={y€Z:d(y,x)<r}.

Definition 4.1. A covering # of a set A C Z, consisting of closed balls B(x, '), is called a fine covering if
infir>0:B(x,r)€F}=0

for every x € A.
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Definition 4.2. Let Z be equipped with a locally finite Borel regular outer measure ,. We say that y, is a Vitali
measure in Z if for every set A C Z and every fine covering # of A, consisting of closed balls B, there is a
subcollection G C ¥ consisting of pairwise disjoint balls such that

Uy =0.

AUB
Beg

By locally finite, we mean that for every x € Z, there is r > 0 such that u,(B(x, r)) < «. For a proof of the
following fact, see the study by Heinonen et al. [14, Theorem 3.4.3].
Proposition 4.3. Suppose [I is a Borel regular, locally finite outer measure on Z and

o EBr)
Hmsup-7 B, 1) -

for li-a.e. x € Z. Then [i is a Vitali measure in Z.

In our setting, we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q C X be open and suppose there exists a Borel regular outer measure fi = it on X that is
doubling within Q. Then y is a Vitali measure in the metric space (2, d).

Note that in Theorem 1.1, we assume that i is doubling within 2By with Q@ C By, so then in particular [ is
doubling within Q.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, we know that I is a Vitali measure in the metric space (2, d). Since u < [i, from
Definition 4.2, it clearly follows that u is then also a Vitali measure in (2, d). O

We have the following Lebesgue-Radon-Nikodym differentiation theorem, see the study by Heinonen et al.
[14, p. 82].

Theorem 4.5. Suppose Z is equipped with a Vitali measure ,, and let k be a Borel regular, locally finite measure
on Z. Then there exists a decomposition of k into the absolutely continuous and singular parts

dk = dk® + dk® = ady, + dk®,
where

a(x) = lim ZE& 1)

m m fOI" Ug-a.e. X IS4 4.1)

Returning to our setting, let @ C X be open and suppose there exists a Borel regular outer measure i =
on X, which is doubling within Q. Let f: Q - f(Q) C Y be a homeomorphism, with f() open. We can now
decompose

df,v = d(f,v)* + d(f,v)’ = adu + d(f,v)* in Q.

By (2.1) and (4.1), we know that in fact ]f = a. Thus,

VOF@) = (V@) 2 (fv)°@) = [Jdu.
Q

We record:

J; exists y-ae.in @ and I]fdy <v(f(Q)). (4.2)
Q

Later we will use this together with the assumption v(f(Q)) < .
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The following covering result is from the study by Lahti and Zhou [18, Lemma 3.1]; it is similar to Lemma
2.2 of Balogh et al. [2].

Lemma 4.6. Let A C X be bounded and metric doubling with constant M, and let ¥ be a collection of balls
{B(x, r)}xea with radius at most 0 < R < . Then there exist finite or countable subcollections Gy, ..., Gy, With
N = M* and Gj= {B]‘,l = B(Xj’l, T']',I)}l, such that

D A CUUB;y;

(@ Ifje{l, ..,N}andl # m, then x;; € X\B; , and X, € X\Bj;

@) Ifj €L, ...N} andl# m, then ;B;; N ;Bjm = .

The following two lemmas concerning absolute continuity on curves are essentially well known, see the
study by Ziircher [24, Lemma 3.6], but we do not know a source for the precise formulations that we need, so
we provide full proofs. Recall the definition of lip, from (2.2).

Lemma 4.7. Let-o < a< b < o, Leth : [a,b] — Y be a continuous mapping such that lip,(t) < » for allt € A
for some L1-measurable set A C [a, b]. Then

HIhA) < [lip,odt.
A

Proof. We can assume that A C (a, b). Define lipz = max{lip,, 1}. We let

A ={teA: 21 <lip/ <28}, keEN,

so that Uz-;Ax = A. Fix § > 0. For each k € N, choose an open set Uy with A, C Uy C (a, b) and

1)
LY U) < LYAp) + 2k

For everyt € Ay, we note that for allr > 0 the set h(B(t, r)) is contained in the ball B(h(t), sup, B([’r)dy(h(s), h(t))),
and so we can estimate

liminf
r-0

Thus, for each k € N and every t € Ay, we find r; > 0 such that

W};(h(l:(t, ™) < o liminf SUP;e .,y (h(S), h(1))

= 2lip, (t) < 2k*1,
r-0 r ph( )

B(t,) C U and  H(h(B(t, 1)) < 2.

We can choose an at most countable subcollection {B; = B(t;, r})}; that covers Ay such that every x € (a, b) is
contained in at most 2 balls B;, see the study by Engelking [6, Proposition 3.2.2]. Thus,

H3(h(A) < Y Hyh(AK)
k=1

<Y Y HyBEB)

k=1 jEN:x;EA

Zk *1 Z T

1 jeN:xeA

IA
M s

=
I

M

<

2k+1£ 1( Uk)

>
[l

1

<

é
2k+1[.£1(Ak) + ﬁ]

N‘MS

1
<4 [lipydt + 25.
A
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Letting § — 0, we obtain

H((A)) < 4jnpxdt.
A

This is rather close to the desired result, but we only use this to conclude the following absolute continuity:
if Nc A with £(N) =0, then H¥h(N)) = 0. 4.3
Now fix € > 0. We can assume that lip,y, € LY([a, b]). For every t € A, we have

1 su dy(h(s), h(t
liminf 7}18(}'@;@’ M ¢ g liming S eeaen@r(s), AD)

r-0 r-0 r

= 2lip,(0).
Thus, for every Lebesgue point t € A of the function lip,y,, we find an arbitrarily small radius r; such that

HMBE 1)) < 2(ip,(t) + e < (1 + &) j (lip, + £)ds.

B(t,i)NA

By the Vitali covering theorem (recall Proposition 4.3), we find a collection {B, = B(Xx, i;)}5-; of disjoint balls
covering A\N for some N C A with £1(N) = 0. Then

H(h(A)) < H(W(AN)) + H(h(N))
<Y HYh(B)) +0 by (43)

k=1
<Yya+e [ dip, +e)ds
k=1

BxNA
=1+ g)J'(uph + £)ds.
A
Letting € — 0, we obtain the result. |

Lemma 4.8. Let Q C X be open, let f: Q — Y be continuous, and let y : [0, £,] > Q be a curve such that
lipf(y(t)) <o forallt € A C|0, )], where Ais LY-measurable. Then

HF)) < [lip (o)t
A

Proof. For the mapping h = f = y : [0, §,] — Y, by the fact that y is a 1-Lipschitz mapping, for allt € A we have
dy(f ° y(s),f ° y(®)

lip, (t) = liminf sup

0 seB(t,r) r
d ft
< liminf sup a(f ). f )
=0 yeB(y(t)r) r
= lip,(y(t)).
Now the result follows from Lemma 4.7. .

We will use the following theorem of Williams [22, Theorem 1.1]. The symbol & denotes the minimal
Q-weak upper gradient of f in Z.

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 < Q < o; let Z and W be separable, locally finite metric measure spaces; and let f: Z — W be
a homeomorphism. Then the following condition (1) implies (2):
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M fe Nll(;CQ(Z;W) and for p-a.e. x € Z,
gf(X)Q s K]f(x);

(2) For every family T of curves in Z,
Mody(T) < KModo(f(T)).

Note that f(I') means the curves f ° y, y € T, reparametrized by arc-length. We will apply the implication
(1) = (2) with the choices Z = Q@ C X and W = f(Q) C Y. In the study by Williams [22] it is in fact shown that (2)
also implies (1), but it is additionally assumed (in the first paragraph of Section 2 in [22]) that the supports of the
measures that Z and W are equipped with are the entire spaces; this condition is not needed in the proof
of (1) = (2).

We define the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of a locally integrable nonnegative function g € L.(X) by

Mg(x) = sup I gdy, x€X.

0<r< pix,r)

The following fact is well known, but we present it in a slightly different form than what is usual, so we
also sketch a proof. Recall the Poincaré inequality from (2.4).

Proposition 4.10. Let 1 < p < q < . Suppose X is proper and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, and p is
doubling. Let @ C X be open and suppose f: Q — Y is continuous and that g € L1(Q) is a p-weak upper gradient
of fin Q. Then f € DI(Q; Y).

Proof. We can interpret g to be zero extended to the whole space, so that g € L1(X). Consider a ball
B(z,r) C B(z,3Ar) C Q, where A 21 is the dilation constant from the Poincaré inequality. By a telescoping
argument, see the study by [14, Theorem 8.1.7], for all x, y € B(z, r), we obtain

dy(f0O, f()) < Cd(x, y)([MgPOOTP + [MgP(y)]'P)

for some C > 0 that only depends on the constants of the doubling and Poincaré conditions. Here,
[MgP]t/P € L4(X) by the Hardy-Littlewood maximal theorem, see the study by Heinonen et al. [14, Theorem
3.5.6]. Moreover, f € Li(B(x, r)) since X is proper and so f is bounded in B(x, r). It follows that f is in the
Hajlasz-Sobolev space M%4(B(z, r); Y). Then by the proof of [14, Lemma 10.2.5], we know that 3C[Mg1’]1/ P is an
upper gradient of f in B(z, r). Since we can cover Q by countably many such balls, it follows that 3C[MgP]\/? is
an upper gradient of f in Q, and so, f € DI(Q; Y). O

5 Proofs of the main results

In this section, we prove our main result, Theorem 1.1, and also Corollaries 1.2-1.4.

Throughout this section, we assume that @ C X is nonempty, open, and bounded, and that f: Q - f(Q) C Y is
a homeomorphism with f(Q) open and v(f(R)) < .

We will consider the following Lusin property on curves.

Definition 5.1. Let y : [0,4,] » X be a curve and let A C X, and f: X — Y. We say that f satisfies the
Nj-property on y if for every N C [0, ¢,] with LY(N) = 0, we have

HY(f(yW) N 4)) = 0.
We call the Nx-property simply the N-property.

We give the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the following two propositions. The idea of separating the argument
into two steps, first considering absolute continuity on curves and then the Dirichlet seminorm, comes from
Williams [21].
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Proposition 5.2. Suppose there exists a Borel regular outer measure {i = u on X, which is doubling within a ball
2B, with Q C By, and that there exist a set E C Q and a function 1 < Q(x) < o on Q\E, with

HBX.T) oo timing LES 0. 1)

limsup==2555 i 1000

r-0

>0 for all x € Q\E.

Suppose Q = infyeqrQ(x) > 1 and let 1 < p < Q. Suppose also that
Mod,(fy € @ : H(f(y N E)) > 0}) = 0 G

and hy < o in Q\E. Then f satisfies the N-property on p-a.e. curve y in Q.

Proof. Define the sets Ay, k € N, as subsets of Q\E such that 1ipf(x) >1,Q(x) £k, h(x) < k, as well as

HEBUT) o o4 liming ST X))

limsup==2555 mi 1000

r-0

>1/k forall x € Ag. (5.2)

Then Q N {lip; > INE = Up_iAy.
Fixk € Nandlet A = Ax. Fix§ > 0. For every x € A, we can choose aradius 0 < ry < § sufficiently small so
that
* B(x,2r) C Q, B(f(x), Lr(x, 1)) C f(Q), and Lg(x, 1) < §/2 (since f is continuous);
* by the fact that lip/(x) > 1, we can obtain

Le(x,
M > 1; (5.3)
Tx
* by (5.2),
E(B(x, 1)) . VB(f(x), 1))
o 7)»0(") < and 0<rslll}£x,rx) 1000 = > 1/k. (5.4)

Finally, since h¢(x) = liminf,._,H¢(x, r), and noting that h¢(x) = 1 for every x € Q by the fact that X is con-
nected, we can also choose 1y to have

Hp(x, 1) < 2hs(x) < 2k. (5.5)
From the fact that i is doubling within some ball 2B, with A C Q C By, we obtain that (4, d) is metric doubling,

see [3, Proposition 3.4]. Thus, we can apply Lemma 4.6 to the covering G = {B(x, y)}xea, t0 extract subcover-
ings Gy, ..., Gy, with

Gj =1{Bj; = B, ri)h
and having the good properties given in the Lemma. Define

N LT
g = zz Z f(X],.l: r],l)

2B ;"
= Tl !

Consider a curve y in Q with diamy > §. If y intersects B;;, then H i(y N 2B;;) > r;;. Thus we have

Jeds22 3 Logunnz Y dam(FB0) 2 HYS 0 A, 56)

y VﬂBjyl*Q VﬂBjyﬁ@

where the last inequality holds since the balls B;; satisfyingy N B;; # & cover y N A and so the sets f(B;;) with
Yy N Bj; # & cover f(y N A).

In general, note that if balls B(z, ;) and B(z, r;) are disjoint and contained in Q, then from the definition
of Is(:,-), it follows that

f(z) & B(f(a), l((z,n)) and f(z) € B(f(2), [f(z, 1))

and thus,
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BU@), 31 ) 0 BU@), J1,m) = 2

Thus, for every j € {1, ...,N}, we have

L(X0, 1,0 Lr(Xj,m; Tj,m)
X0, | NB|fXm), - ——|=@ forall [#m,
2 2H; (X1, 1,0) fGym) 2Hp(Xj,m; Tjm)
and so by (5.5),
s Le(Xi m, T
[f( X0, M N B|f O m), M] =@ forall l#m. (5.7)
Denote Q;; = Q(x;,1) and Lj; = L(x;, 1j,0). From the fact that i > y, we obtain
Ig‘?du < Ideﬁ
Q Q
Q
= ZQJ ZZ_XZB“
oli=1 1 Tit
_XZBII
j=lg\ L il

< (2N)?C, ZI[ —)(JB“] di by Lemma 3.2
R

J=1lg
° (1
= (2N)QC, Zz ] [33, l]
j=11
Lj % (1
< (2N)°C, ZZ —| a|ZBi
=1 L\ Tt 3
by (5.3) and the fact that Q < @, ;. By using (5.4) and abbreviating zjilzl by 3, ,, we continue the estimate
L% q
Jdey < (2N)PkCy z y Y8
Q Tt
= (2N)°KkCy ZL]-Qj'I

Qu
< (2N)PKCy(4k)KY. k] since Q;; < k
Jil

< (2N)PKX(4k)*Cy Y v(B(f (%), Lj/4k)) by (5.4)
Ji.l

< (2N)RkA(4K)*Cv(f(Q)) by (5.7)

< 00,

Recall that k € N is kept fixed, but g depends on 6§ > 0. Now we can choose functions g with the choices
8 = 1/i, to obtain a sequence {g;}72; that is bounded in L(Q). By the reflexivity of the space LY(Q), we find a
subsequence (not relabeled) and g € L%(Q) such that g; —» g weakly in L%(Q). By Mazur’s and Fuglede’s
lemmas (Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2), we find convex combinations g; = Zﬁiai,jgj such that for Q-a.e. curve y’ in Q,
we have

Jgds = 1im jglds > imH (f(y 0 A) = HUFQ' 0 A), 58
y

the last equality follows from (5.6).
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By the properties of modulus, see the study by Bjorn and Bjorn [4, Lemma 1.34], for Q-a.e. curve y in Q we have
that the aforementioned holds for every subcurve y” of y. For Q-a.e. curve y in Q, we also have that f ygds < oo,

which follows from the definition of the Q-modulus. Fix a curve y satisfying the aforementioned two condi-
tions. We can write any open U C (0, £,) as a union of pairwise disjoint intervals U = Uj.;(aj, b)), and then

Jewesnas=3 [ gsnas
u J=(a;by)
< G.9)
> Y HI(f(y((aj, b)) N A)) by (5.8)

j=1
2 HY(f(y(U) N A))

by the subadditivity of the /{*-measure. Then for any Borel set S C (0, 4,), we can lete > 0 and find an open set
U such that S € U C (0, ) and

[avsnas > [gpisyas - e
N U

> HY(f(Y(U) NA) - & by (59)
> HI(f(y(S) N A)) - &.

Letting € — 0, we obtain

[esnas = HiF(ps) n 4y,
S

which in particular proves the Ny-property for Q-a.e. curve y in Q. Then the property also holds for p-a.e. curve
y in Q, since p < Q, see e.g. [4, Proposition 2.45]. Recall that so far kK € N was fixed and A = Ay.

In total, since Q = Up.4Ax UE U {lip, <13, for p-a.e. curve y in Q, we have that if N C [0, ¢] with
LYN) =0, then

o

HIFYW)) < Y HF(YWN) N A) + HI(FWI) 0 {lip, < 1) + H(f(y N E))

k=1
=0+0+0

by the N4 -property proved just above, Lemma 4.8, and the assumption (5.1). Thus, f satisfies the N-property
on p-a.e. curve y in Q. O

Proposition 5.3. Suppose there exists a Borel regular outer measure I = ¢t on X, which is doubling within Q.
Suppose also that there exists a u-measurable set E C Q and p-measurable functions 1< Q(x) < o and
0 < R(x) < o in Q\E such that

1B, 1)) V(B(f(x), 1))

limsup———~— < R(x)liminf 000
r—0

nst 000 for u-ae. x € Q\E. (5.10)

Suppose Q = infyeqrQ(x) > 1 and let 1 < q < Q. Assume also that

o -¢q
Q)
R(YQOR() € L*(Q\E) if q = Q.

(RORy()RO)QO-® € LNQE) if 1< Q;

Then lip; € LY(Q\E, ). In the case q = Q = Q(x) for p-a.e. x € Q\E, we also obtain

lip (x)? < [[ROA(lle=@f; () for p-ae x € Q\E.
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Proof. For p-a.e. x € Q\E, by (5.10), we have for some 0 < C(x) < « and some sufficiently small 7, > 0 that

U(BX, i) V(B(f (), l(x, 1v)))
) (X, )0

< C(X)R(x) and > C(x). (5.11)

Choosing ry smaller, if necessary, we also have Iy(x, r,) < « and

B(f(), Lg(x, 1)) € f(Q).
Fix £ > 0. Since hs(x) = liminf,,H¢(x, r), and noting that hy(x) > 1 for every x € Q, we can choose ry, so that
we also have

Hp(x, 1) < (1 + &)hp(x). (5.12)
Note that B(f(x), lf(x, 1y)) C f(B(x, ry)). Thus, we estimate

V(f(B(X, 1)) _ VBU ), (X, 1))

uBx, 1)) u(B(x, 1))
_ COOly(x, 1%
~ COORM)rI™
_ 1 (L)
T ROl n
L1 [ L) Q)
_@ Hf(X: ) T

by (5.11)

Q)

(5.13)

1 Q)

S Lf(X, I”X)
T RO + g)0W

hy () 1

by (5.12). Recall from (4.2) that the Jacobian J exists y-a.e. in Q. Since (5.13) holds for arbitrarily small 7y, we can
take the limit liminf, ., to obtain at y-a.e. x € Q\E that

1 pr(x )
ROO(1 + £)%00 Rp(x)Q0)

]f(X) 2

Thus,
lip;(x) < (1 + &)RO)Y OO (x)], ()0 (5.14)
and so for any 1 < q < Q, we obtain by Young’s inequality
pr(x)q <@+ g)‘IR(X)q/Q(X)hf(X)‘I]f(X)Q/Q(X)
L0 - ¢
QM)
where we estimated simply q/Q(x) < 1 for the second term. By using also (4.2), we conclude

[ tip,000au00) < @ + eyere-o [ L2 ey oeyion-oguc) + v(f@) < o

Q\E Q\E Q(X)

(ROO(1 + 8)Q(x)hf(X)O(X))q/(Q(x)-q) +]f(X)»

by assumption.
In the case ¢ = Q, from (5.14), we estimate simply

lip,(x)? < [|(1 + g)R(e)W")hfc)||Sw(Q\E>]/ (x)9/0)  for y-ae. x € Q\E. (5.15)

Since Q/Q(x) < 1 and J; € LX(Q), and u(Q) < =, also ]f(~)Q/Q(') € LY(Q). Thus, lip, € LO(Q\E).
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In the case Q(x) = Q for p-a.e. x € Q, (5.15) gives
lipf(x)(’ <@+ S)R(‘)hf(')Q”L"“(g)]f(X) for u-a.e. x € Q\E.

Letting € — 0, we obtain the last conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 5.3, we know that lip;(x) < e for y-a.e. x € Q\E, and so we know that for
p-a.e. curve y in Q, we have L(I,) = 0 for

Ny ={t€[0,6]:y®) €QE and lip(y(t) = «}.

By Proposition 3.7 combined with Proposition 5.2, for p-a.e. curve y in Q, we thus have H(f(y(N,))) = 0.
Denoting the end points of y by x, y, we obtain

dy(f 0O, f)) < HY(f ([0, 6,]\N,.)))
= HYf(([0, 4]\N))\E)) by Proposition 3.7

< [lip g pds
4

by Lemma 4.8 with A = [0, £,] N y"}(Q\E)\N,. Thus, lipxq,r is @ p-weak upper gradient of f in Q. We also have
liprQ\E € LI(Q) C LP(RQ) by Proposition 5.3, so we conclude that f € DP(Q; Y).

Since lip;xo is a p-weak upper gradient of f in , for the minimal p-weak upper gradient, we obtain
& < lipsxgpu-a.e. in Q. In the case p = Q = Q(x) for y-a.e. x € Q\E, Proposition 5.3 now gives for y-a.e. x € Q
that

00 < ROl (0.
Then Theorem 4.9 gives for every curve family I in Q that
Modo(T) < [IRC)Ry ()= Modo(f (T)).

Finally, if X is proper and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, and g is doubling, then by Proposition 4.10,
we obtain f € DU(Q; Y). (I

Next we consider weighted spaces. By a weight, we simply mean a nonnegative locally integrable function.
Suppose Y is equipped with an Ahlfors regular measure v,, and then we add a weight wy. Note that wy has
Lebesgue points vy-a.e., see the study by Heinonen [10, Theorem 1.8]. For our purposes, it is natural to consider
the pointwise representative

1
o W@,

wy() = liminf ———— [ wydv,, yev. (5.16)
m,

Proof of Corollary 1.2. We can choose R(x) = (1 + e)w(x)/wy(f(x)) for arbitrarily small € > 0, and then, the
result follows from Theorem 1.1. O

Proof of Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4. The Euclidean space (resp. Carnot group), equipped with the Lebesgue
measure (resp. Haar measure L"), supports a (1, 1)-Poincaré inequality and is equipped with an Ahlfors
n-regular (resp. Q-regular), and hence doubling, measure. Thus, these corollaries follow from Corollary 1.2
withw =w = 1. (I

Remark 5.4. Concerning the assumption v(f(Q)) < « that we make throughout, note that as a continuous
mapping f is bounded in every Q' € Q (i.e. Q' is a compact subset of Q). Thus, we have v(f(Q")) < « and also
feLP(Q,Y),s0if f€ DP(Q’; V), then in fact f € NP(Q’; Y). But since we do not assume X to be proper, there
may not be many such sets Q’, and so we prefer to simply assume v(f(Q)) < .
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6 Examples

In this section, we discuss various examples and applications of our main results.
Corollary 1.2 applies to a wide range of weighted spaces. For example, in R", we can consider any weight
w < W, where W is p-admissible or a p-Muckenhoupt weight for which

limsup wdL" < «

1
n
o LB, )

apart from at most countably many x € R". See the study by Bjorn and Bjorn [4, Appendix A.2] for a discussion
on these concepts.

We recall that part of the analytic definition of quasiconformality is that f € Nﬁ)g (X; Y), and so the case
p = Q is of particular interest in the theory. To the best of our knowledge, in all previous results, the
assumption hy € L*(Q) has been made to obtain f € Nllof:2 X Y)or fe Dlgc(X ; Y). As an elementary applica-
tion of our results, we note that this strong assumption can be relaxed if the weight is small, where hy is large.
The following corollary is essentially the case p = Q of [21, Corollary 1.3], but there the weight was
simply w = 1.

Corollary 6.1. Let Q > 1. Let (X, d, i) and (Y, dy, v) be Ahlfors Q-regular spaces. Let X = X, as a metric space
but equipped with the weighted measure du = wdp,, with 0 < w < 1. Let Q C X be open and bounded and let

f:Q - f(Q) CY beahomeomorphism with f(Q) open and v(f(RQ)) < . Suppose there is an at most countable
set E C Q such that hy < o in Q\E, and w(-)h;(-)¢ € L*(Q). Then f € DOUQ, u; V).

Proof. This follows from Corollary 1.2; note that we can choose w = 1. O
Next we give a more concrete example.

Example 6.2. Consider the square Q = (-1,1) x (-1, 1) on the unweighted plane X = Y = R% Let 0 < b < 1/2
and consider the homeomorphism f: Q - Q

(Xls XZb)) X 2 O:

fa, %) =

(Xla _|X2|b)a X <0.

Essentially, f maps squares centered at the origin to rectangles that become thinner and thinner near the
origin.

By symmetry, it will be enough to study the behavior of f in the unit square S = (0, 1) x (0, 1). There we
have

1 0
Df (%, xp) = 0 b

s

and so

IDf] = 1+ (bxP™1)2 > bx)P1.

Thus, |Df| & L*(S) so that f is not in the classical Dirichlet space Dguc(s; S), and then f €& D(S; S) by [4,
Corollary A.4]. In particular, f & D%(Q; Q).
Clearly, f maps a small square centered at (X, X;) € S with side length ¢ to a rectangle centered at (X, X;)

and with side lengths € and bx?~'e + o(e). This means that
he(x, %) = bx/™ inS; = {0, %) € S : x, < bVA-D}

and
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R, %) = b7 inS; = {(%, %) € S: x, = b/ADY,

Of these two sets, S; is the relevant one for us, since it contains a neighborhood of the x-axis in S. Indeed, hy
blows up on the x-axis, and so it is not in L*(Q). Thus, the conditions of Corollary 1.2 with p = q = 2 are not
fulfilled, as of course they should not be.

On the other hand, let X = R? equipped with a weighted Lebesgue measure, with weight w(x, X;) = min{1, |x, [*"2}.
Now for (x4, X)) € S, we have

W(Xlx XZ)hf(Xlx XZ)Z = bZ)

and then, it is clear that Wh/% € L™(S), and then by symmetry, wh% € L*(Q). Moreover, hy < o in Q\E, with E
consisting of the x-axis intersected with Q. We let W = w and note that the corresponding weighted Lebesgue
measure is doubling. Then is straightforward to check that E has finite F*-measure (the codimension 2
Hausdorff measure with respect to wd£?. Now Corollary 1.2 gives f€ D*Q,wd£% Q) and then in
fact f€ NM2(Q, wdL?; Q).

We conclude that in a suitable weighted space, we can show f to be a Newton-Sobolev mapping despite
the fact that hy is not essentially bounded.

In the setting of Theorem 1.1, we can also consider spaces whose dimension varies between different parts
of the space. In the study by Lahti and Zhou [18, Example 6.2], we consider some such spaces in the case p = 1;
in the case 1 < p < Q, the situation is quite similar, so we do not go into more detail here.

Although Corollary 6.1 discusses equipping (X, u,) with a (small) weight, it is perhaps even more inter-
esting to equip the space Y with a weight. This can be done in a very flexible way, since the space DP(Q; Y)
does not depend on the measure v that Y is equipped with. In this way, we can often avoid the strong
assumption hy € L”(Q) even in unweighted Euclidean spaces. We use almost the same construction as in
Example 6.2; this is also similar to [18, Example 6.8], where we considered the case p = 1.

Example 6.3. Consider the square Q = (-1,1) x (-1,1) on the unweighted plane X = Y = R% Now choose
1 < b < o and consider the homeomorphism f: Q - Q

b
X, X)), X =0,
o) = %), X

(Xlx _lleb): X2 <0.

In the unit square S = (0, 1) x (0, 1), we have

0

Df (a, xp) = 0 bx!

3

and so,

IDf| = 1+ (bx2™)2 <1+ bxP™%.

Thus, |Df| € L*(S) and then in fact |Df| € L*(Q) and f € N¥%(Q; Q).
Moreover,

he(x, %) = b7 in Sy = {4, %) € S : x < PVA-D)}
and
he(, %) = DX in Sy = {4, %) € S : xp = PP},

Again, Sy is the relevant set for us. Obviously hy & L™(S;) and then hy & L™(Q), since hy blows up on the x-axis.
Thus, the previous results in the literature do not detect that f € NY¥(Q; Q).
On the other hand, we can equip Y with the weight wy(y;,y,) = [y, [, -1 < u < 0. Now for (4, X) € Q,

wy(f0O)) = el * = Pel™,
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and so for (%, X)) € Sy,
wy(f (%, x2))

which is constant and thus in L*(S;) if b = 2/(2 + u). Going over the values -1 < u < 0, we conclude that all
values 1< b <2 are allowed. Since S; contains a neighborhood of the x-axis in S, clearly the quantity
he(a, %)% /wy(f (4, X2)) is then in L*(S), and then by symmetry in L*(Q). Moreover, hy < ® in Q\E, with E
consisting of the x-axis intersected with Q, so that E has finite 7 -measure. Thus, Corollary 1.3 implies that
fe NY2(Q; Q), and that for every curve family I' in Q, we have

— b—ZXZZ—ZbXZ—bu - b_ZXZZ_Zb_bu (61)

bl

with C = [[wy(f () ()?||=)-
Consider the curve families

ri = {V[(S) = (tx S), 0<s< 1/i}I€(—1,1); ieN.
The families f(I;), when reparametrized by arc-length, are
f@ =) =(ts), 0<s<1/iPherr).
The function p; = i 1)x(o,1/1) 18 @dmissible for I;, and so
Mody(T) < J'pfdzzz = 2i.
Q
Then suppose g; is an admissible function for Mod,(f(I})). Here, we again consider Y = R? equipped with the

Lebesgue measure £2. By using Hélder’s inequality and then Fubini’s theorem, we estimate
2

i | ogare| [ g
(-1,1)x(0,1/i) (-1,1)x(0,1/i)
11/i 2
= Jjgi(xl, X))oy
-1 0
'R/
> del =4,
-1

In total, we obtain
ModyT) < 2i and Mody(f(I})) = 2i,

where the latter is much larger when i is large. Thus, there can be no constant C for which we would have the
reverse inequality to (6.2), namely:
Mod,(f(I)) < CMody(T)

for every curve family I in Q. Of course, the same will happen if we equip Y with the larger weighted measure
wydL? as we did above. This “shortcoming” is natural: iy not being essentially bounded means that f is
certainly not a (metric) quasiconformal mapping. But we were still able to detect that f € N¥%(Q; Q), as well as
prove the one-sided inequality (6.2), solely by using information about the size of h;.
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