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This note is devoted to the study of the so-called finitely bi-Lipschitz mappings that are far-
reaching generalizations of isometries as well as quasi-isometries. It is establish a number of cri-
teria for homeomorphic extension to the boundary of the finitely bi-Lipschitz homeomorphisms
f between domains in R™, n > 2, whose outer dilatations Ko (z, f) satisfy integral constraints
of the type [®(K{ !(z, f)) dm(x) < oo with a convex increasing function ®: [0, 00] — [0, oc].
Note that integral conditions on the function ® found by us are not only sufficient but also
necessary for a continuous extension of f to the boundary.

. A. Kosroniok, B. I1. Pazanos. K meopuu obobwennvix keasuusomemputs // Mar. Crynii. —
2010. — T.34, Ne2. — C.129-135.

Pabora mocesileHa M3yUeHUIO TaK HA3BIBAEMbBIX KOHEYHO OUJIMIIIMIIEBBIX OTOOParKeHWIH,
KOTOPBIE SIBJISIETCS JIAJIEKO UIyIUMU 00ODIIeHUsIMU n3oMeTpuil u KBazunzomerpuii. [Togyuen
PSLJT, KPUTEPUEB JJIsT TOMEOMOPGHOTO TIPOJIOJIZKEHHsT HA TPAHUILY KOHEYHO OWJIMITIIHUIEBBIX T'O-
MeomopdusMoB [ Mexiay obsmactamu B R™, n > 2, puemnue guiatarmuu Ko(z, f) Koropbix
Y/IOBJIeTBODAIOT MHTErpasbibM orpannienusym [ ®(K5 ' (z, f)) dm(z) < oo ¢ Bospacratomeii
BoIyKIoil dhyukmei P: [0, 0o] — [0, 00]. OTMeTHM, UTO MHTErpATbHBIE YCJIOBHs Ha (DYHKIUIO
®, HaliJIeHHBIE HAMU, SIBJISIETCST HE TOJIBKO JIOCTATOYHBIMU, HO I HEOOXOIMMBIMU JIJTs1 HEITPEPBIB-
HOIO TPOJIOJIKeHUsT [ Ha TPAHMUILY.

1. Introduction. In the theory of mappings quasiconformal in the mean, integral conditions
of the type

/D(I)(K(z))dm($) < 00 (1)

are applied to various characteristics K of these mappings, see e.g. [1], [2], [4], [8]-[11], [14],
[15] and [17]. Here dm(x) corresponds to the Lebesgue measure in R", n > 2. Investigations
of classes with the integral conditions (1) are also actual in the connection with the recent
development of the so-called mappings with finite distortion, see related references e.g. in
the monographs [5] and [12]. The present paper is a natural continuation of our previous
papers [6] and [7], see also Chapters 9 and 10 in the monograph [12], that have been devoted
to mappings with integral constraints for dilatations of other types turned out to be useful
under the study of mappings with the constraints of the type (1).

Following [6], see also Chapter 10 in [12], we say that a homeomorphism f between
domains D and D’ in R™, n > 2, is called finitely bi-Lipschitz if

0<l(z, f) < L(z, f) < o0 VrzeD (2)
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where
and

Note that a finitely bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism f: D — D’ is differentiable with J(z, f) #
0 a.e. and has (N)-property.

Recall that the outer dilatation of a mapping f: D — R", n > 2, at a point x € D of
differentiability for f with J(z, f) # 0 is the quantity

@)
Kole: 1) =11t )T

As usual, here f'(z) denotes the Jacobian matrix of f at the point z, J(x, f) = det f'(z) is

its determinant and
f(x)h
1@l = sup LA
hernifoy | P

2. Preliminaries. Combining Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 5.5 in [6], see also Lemma 10.3 and
Theorem 10.11 in [12], and Theorem 10.1 in [7], see also Theorem 9.8 in [12], we obtain the
following statement.

Proposition 1. Let D and D' be bounded domains in R™, n > 2, which either are convex
or have smooth boundaries. If f: D — D’ is a finitely bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism with

5(zo) dr 5
=00 Y xg € 0D 3
/0 ||KOHn—1(ZE0,7“) 0 ( )

for some 0(zo) € (0,d(xg)) where d(xy) = sup,ep |z — %o| and

1 Kol nar(0.7) = ( / Ko (e f) dA>nl1’

DNS(zo,r)
then f has a homeomorphic extension f to D that maps D onto D',
Here as usual S(xg, ) denotes the sphere |z — xo| = r.

Remark 1. Furthermore, it follows from our results in [6] and [7], see also Chapters 9 and 10
in [12], Proposition 1 is valid for mappings with finite area distortion (and the so-called lower
@-homeomorphisms with the change of Ko(x, f) by Q(x) in (3)) and for much more general
domains with the so—called weakly flat boundaries. The latter class of domains include, in
particular, the so—called QED-domains (quasiextremal domains by Gehring—Martio) and
the so—called uniform domains by Martio—Sarvas, see [3| and [13].

3. The main lemma. The following statement is a generalization of Lemma 3.1 from [16].
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Lemma 1. Let K: B" — [0, 0], n > 2, be a measurable function and let ®: [0, cc] — [0, 00]
be a convex increasing function. Then

Loar 1 [ dr
/omm?ﬁ/mm ¥pe (00 )

where k(r) is the average of the function K(z) over the sphere |x| =r,

M:=+ ®(K(x))dm(x) (5)

]Bn
is the average of the function ® o K over the unit ball B".
Remark 2. Note that (4) under every p € (0,00) is equivalent to

[t Mot e -e). (6

rk:%(r) n Jey T®;H(T)

Proof of Lemma 1. The result is obvious if M = oo because then the integral in the right
hand side of (4) is zero. Hence, we assume further that M < oo. Moreover, we may also
assume that ®(0) > 0 and hence, that M > 0 (the case ®(0) = 0 is reduced to it by
approximation of ®(t) through cutting off its graph lower the line 7 = ¢ > 0). Denote

te = SUPg (1)=ry &, 70 = P(0) > 0. (7)
Setting
H,(t):=log ,(t), (8)
we observe that
H,'(n) = @,'(e"), @,'(r) = H,"(log 7). (9)
Thus, we obtain that
h 1
k%(r) =H"! (log 9) =H"! <n log . + log h(r)) VreR, (10)

where h(r):=r"®(k(r)) = r"®, (lc%(r)) and R, = {r € (0,1): k%(r) > t,}. Then also

k%(e_s) =, (ns + log h(e‘s)> VselbS, (11)
where S, = {s € (0,00): k%(e_s) >t}

Now, by the Jensen inequality and convexity of ® we have that

[T neyas= [ % = [ awn i< (12)

r

Q, M
M= =

1
< O(K(x))dA)r"tdr <
/0 <]£(r) (K(z) ) Wn—1 n

where we use the mean value of the function ®,0 K over the sphere S(r) = {x € B": |z| = r}
with respect to the area measure. As usual, here €2,, and w,,_; is the volume of the unit ball




132 D. A. KOVTONYUK, V. I. RYAZANOV

and the area of the unit sphere in R", respectively. Then arguing by contradiction, it is easy
to see that

1
7| = /Tds <1 (13)

n

where T'= {s € (0,00): h(e™*) > M}. Next, let us show that
kv (6—8) < H;! <ns +log M) Vs € (0,00) \ T, (14)
where T, = T'NS,. Note that (0,00)\ 7% = [(0,00) \ Si]U[(0,00)\T] = [(0, 00) \ Si]U[S:\ T7.

Inequality (14) holds for s € S, \ T by (11) because H, " is a non-decreasing function. Note
also that by (7)

e M >®0)=1 Vse(0,00) (15)
and then by (9)
t < ® N M) = Hy! (ns +log M) ¥ s € (0, 00). (16)

Consequently, (14) holds for s € (0,00) \ S, too. Thus, (14) is true.
Since H,! is non-decreasing, we have by (13) and (14) that

/1 dr _/°° ds >/ ds < (a7)
o rkr(r) Jo kv(es) " Joeont, Hy (ns +A)

< o ds S /°° ds 1 /°° dn
g T | H;l(ns—i—A) ~ 1 p*l(ns—l—A) n Ji+A H;I(n)
where A = log M. Note that 1 + A = log eM. Thus,

L d L[ d
/ > / - (18)
0o rke (T) n log eM Hp (77)

and, after the change of variables = log 7, we obtain (6), see (9), and hence (4). O

Since the mapping t — P for every positive p is a sense-preserving homeomorphism
[0, 0] onto [0,00] we may rewrite Theorem 2.1 from [16]| in the following form which is
more convenient for further applications. Here, in (20) and (21), we complete the definition
of integrals by oo if ®,(t) = oo, correspondingly, H,(t) = oo, for all t > T € [0,00). The
integral in (21) is understood as the Lebesgue—Stieltjes integral and the integrals in (20) and
(22)—(25) as the ordinary Lebesgue integrals.

Proposition 2. Let ®: [0, 00] — [0, 00] be an increasing function. Set
Hy(t) =log ®,(t), @,(t) =2(t"), p € (0,00). (19)

Then the equality
> dt
/5 H(t) - = oc (20)

= dH, ()
/5 W) _ (21)

t

implies the equality
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/ T ) % — (22)
1

for some § > 0, and (22) is equivalent to every of the equalities:

/05 Hp(%) dt = oo (23)

and (21) is equivalent to

for some § > 0,

—— = 24
Sa Hp‘l(n) (24
for some §, > H(+40),
> dr
kN 2
|, 2

for some §, > ®(+0).

Moreover, (20) is equivalent to (21) and hence (20)—(25) are equivalent if ® is, in addition,
absolutely continuous. In particular, all the conditions (20)—(25) are equivalent if ® is convex
and increasing.

It is easy to see that conditions (20)—(25) become weaker if p increases, see e.g. (22). It
is necessary to give one more explanation. From the right hand sides of conditions (20)—(25)
we have in mind +o0. If ®,(t) = 0 for ¢ € [0,t,], then H,(t) = —oo for t € [0,¢.] and we
complete the definition H(t) = 0 for ¢ € [0,%.]. Note that conditions (21) and (22) exclude
that ¢, belongs to the interval of integrability because of the left hand sides of (21) and (22)
are either equal to —oo or indeterminate. Hence, we may assume in (20)—(23) that § > t,
correspondingly, 6 < 1/to where t: = supg ;—ot, to = 0 if ®,(0) > 0.

4. The main result. Combining Proposition 1 and Lemma 1, we come to the following
statement.

Theorem 1. Let D and D’ be bounded domains in R™, n > 2, which either are convex or
have smooth boundaries. Suppose that f: D — D' is a finitely bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism
with

[ 9 ) dmo) < o (26)
D
for a convex increasing function ®: [0, c0] — [0, 00]. If

o dr
/50 —7_|:(I)1(7_):|nll =0 (27)

for some 0y > 7: = ®(0), then f has a homeomorphic extension f to D that maps D
onto D'.

Remark 3. Note that (27) can be rewritten in the form

& dr
—— = h D, (t):=P(t" ! 28
[ = v S, (28)
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Note also that by Proposition 2 (28) can be replaced with every of the conditions (20)-(24)
under p =n — 1 and, in particular, (22) can be rewritten in the form

o0 dt
/ log B(t) 1y = +o0 (29)
5
for some 0 > 0 where % +% =1,ie. n' =2 for n = 2, n is decreasing in n and n’ =

n/(n—1)—1asn— 0.

Proof of Theorem 1. Indeed, let us extend the function Ko(x, f) by zero outside of D and
set, for fixed z¢ € 0D,

K(z)= Kg_l(:co + xdy, f) , r € B”

with some positive dy < sup,.p |2 —xo|. Then by Lemma 1 with the given K(z) and p =n—1

we have that ) i
1 o0
/ a1 / S (30)
o rkn1(r)  NJem T[®I(7)]n1

where k(r) is the average of K (x) over the sphere |z| = r and
M=+ ®O(K(x))dm(x). (31)
B
Now, after the change of variables yo = x¢ + xdy in (31), we have by condition (26) that

1

MEN: =00)+ g [ S0 0 ) dmly) < o

where €2, is the volume of the unit ball in R™ and after the substitution p = rdy in the left
hand side integral in (30) we obtain that

/do dp N 1 /oo dr
o |Kolln-1(z0,p) ~ nw 1 eN T[‘I)_I(T)]ﬁ7

n—1
n—1

where w,,_1 is the area of unit sphere in R™ and

IHolls(ro.0) = ( f

z—xo|=p

K2Y(z, f) dA) w

Note that N > ®(0). Thus, we conclude from condition (27) that

4o d
0
= 00. 32
/0 T&oll(@o.p) (32

This is obvious if 6: = eN < dg. If § > dp, then
/°° oT B /°° oT N /5 dr
) ) S )

s log <
0= / T — < %% % T <00
b T[®TH(T)[FT [@H(do)] 7T

where

because ®~1(dy) > 0.
Finally, by Proposition 1 and (32) we obtain the statement of Theorem 1. O
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Remark 4. Furthemore, by our results in [6] and [7], see also Chapters 9 and 10 in
[12], Theorem 1 is valid for mappings with finite area distortion (and the so-called lower
(Q-homeomorphisms with the change of Ko(z, f) by Q(z) in (3)) and for much more general
domains with the so—called weakly flat boundaries, see Remark 1. The latter class of domains
include, in particular, the so—called Q ED—domains (quasiextremal domains by Gehring—
Martio) and the so—called uniform domains by Martio-Sarvas, see [3| and [13].
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