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COMPOSITION OPERATOR INTO THE SPACE OF
FUNCTION OF BOUNDED VARIATION

LUDEK KLEPRLIK

ABSTRACT. Let 21,09 C R"and 1 < p < oo. We study the optimal conditions
on a homeomorphism f : ; onto €25 which guarantee that the composition
u o f belongs to the space BV () for every u € W1HP(Qy). We show that the
sufficient and necessary condition is an existence of a function K (y) € L? (Q)
such that |[Df|(f~1(A)) < [, K(y)dy for all Borel sets A.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we address the following issue. Suppose that 2 C R"™ is an open
set, f: € — R" is a homeomorphism and a function of bounded variation and u
is a function of WLP(f(92)). Under which conditions can we then conclude that
wo f € BV(Q)? Our main theorem gives a complete answer to this question.

Theorem 1.1. Let Qy,Qy be open subsets of R™ and let f € BVj,(Q, Q) have
no jump part. Suppose that f is not constant on any component of () and there
is a function K € LY (Qy) such that

(1.1) IDFI(f1(A)) < /AK(y) dL"™ for all Borel sets A C (.

Then the operator Ty(u)(z) = u(f(x)) maps from function Wh4(Qy) N C(Qa) if
q>mn, or WH(Qy) if ¢ < n into BV () and

(1.2) [D(uo /() < [[K|| o | Dull agas)-

On the other hand, if f is a homeomorphism of {11 onto {2y such that the operator
Tt maps Co(Qe) NWEP(Qy) into BV (), then f € BVie(,Q2) and there exists
a is a function K € LY () such that (1)) holds.

The class of homeomorphisms that satisfy (L)) forms a natural extension of
a special class of mappings of finite distortion. More precisely: in the fourth
chapter we show that the set of homeomorphisms in I/Vlzcl with the property
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(LI) coincides with the known class of homeomorphisms with finite distortion

satisfying that there exists a function L € L+ such that
|Df(x)|? < L(z)|Js(z)| for a.e. z € €L

It is known that for this class of Sobolev homeomorphisms we have T';(u) :=
wo f € Whl for all u € W4, See [6] or [15] for details. Hence naturally 7 maps
function from Wh! to BV.

Let us note that the morphism property of Ty on BV was also known under
the assumption that the homeomorphism f belongs to class of mappings with a
Lipschitz inverse. This can be found in [2, Theorem 3.16], or [9]. We show that
the above two classes of homeomorphisms differ (and our class contains both of
them).

Actually we prove more general statements of the theorems. We allow f to fail
to be a homeomorphism. Our mapping will be a general mapping of bounded
variation (its multiplicity can be unbounded) with no jump part and satisfying
(LI for some good representative of f.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use the usual convention that C' denotes a generic positive constant whose
exact value may change from line to line. We denote by L" the Lebesgue measure.
The symbol Vu(x) denotes the classical gradient of v in z. By Du we denote the
distributional derivative.

Let © be an open subset of R". A function u € L'(Q) whose partial derivatives
in the sense of distributions are measures with finite total variation in €2 is called a
function of bounded variation. The vector space of functions of bounded variation
is denoted by BV (Q). We write v € BV (Q,RY) if u; € BV(Q) for all i €
{1,...,d}.

If u € BV(Q,R?), the total variation of the measure Du is defined by
|Du|(F) = sup{Z/ u; div ¢ dL™ = ¢ € CHQ,RP™) |p(2)] < 1 for v € Q} < o0,
i=1 JE

We write u € BV,.(Q,R") if for all z € Q there is a ball B 5 x such that
u € BV (B,R™). Proposition 3.13 in [2] gives us

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that Q C R™ is open, uy, € BV (Q) and there isu € L'(Q)
such that ux — w in L'(Q) and sup |Dui|(Q) < oo then u belongs to BV (Q) and
uy, weakly® converges to u in BV ().

The main tool is the analogy of the chain rule for the composition of a smooth
function and a function of bounded variation see [I] or Theorem 3.96 in [2].

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that 2 C R" is open, f € BV (Q,R") andu € C*(R",R¥).
Then the composition u o f belongs to BV () and

D(uo f)=Vuo f-DfL"+Vuo f-D°f +[u(f*) —u(f )] & vyH" |
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where

Df — Dafcn + Dc]c + Van—1|J
18 the usual decomposition of D f in its absolutely continuous part D* f with respect
to the Lebesque measure L", its Cantor part D°u and its jumping part, which is

represented by the restriction of the (n — 1) dimensional Hausdorff measure to
the jump set J. Moreover, vy denotes the measure theoretical unit normal to J,

f is the approzimate limit and f*, f~ are the approximate limits from both sides
of J.

We will work only with functions, which have no jump part, i.e. J = (. In
that case we have

D(uof):Vuof-Df.

2.1. Basic properties of measures. If u is a y-measurable function and F is
a p-measurable set then we denote by [,udy (or [,u(x)du(x) if we want to
emphasize the variable) the integral of u over E with respect to the measure p.
Instead of dL"(x) we write shortly dzx.

Given measure spaces (X, .A) and (Y, B), a measurable mapping f : X — Y
and a measure p : A — [0,00], the image of u is defined to be the measure
f(p) : B— [0, 00] given by

(F()(A) = p (f~'(A)) for A€ B.
Sometimes f(u) is called the pushforward of p.

Theorem 2.3. Under these assumptions we have that

(2.1) [ g = [ gosdn
Y b's
whenever one of the integrals is well-defined.
Let p, v be measures defined on the same g-algebra A of the space X. We say
that p is
e absolute continuous with respect to v if
VI(A) = 0 = |ul(4) = 0.

e singular with respect to v if there are X,, Xy € X such that X = X, U X,
and
V[(Xs) = 0 = [p|(Xa).
We set suppr = X;.
For each pair of non-negative measures 1 and v on the same o-algebra A we can

find a decomposition p = p®*+ u¢ such that u® is absolute continuous with respect
to v and u¢, v are singular.
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Theorem 2.4 (Radon-Nikodym). Let o be a non-negative Borel measure on R™
and set

d B

Ay i wB(z,7)

acr r—0+ LM B(z, 1))

Then dﬁ“n exists L™-a.e., jﬁ—“n(x) is L"-measurable and

d

/ a (x)dx < p(A) for all Borel sets A C G.
4 AL

Moreover, if 1 1s absolute continuous with respect to L™ then the above inequality

holds as equality.

3. SUFFICIENT CONDITION

In this section we prove the stability of the composition under our assump-
tions. We crucially need to know that f satisfies the Lusin (N~1) condition, i.e.
preimages of sets of Lebesgue measure zero have measure zero. If the condition
fails then there is a set A C Q; such that £"(4) > 0 and £"(f(A)) = 0. Now
we can redefine u on a null set f(A) arbitrarily and the composed function may
be a nonmeasurable function. On the other hand if f satisfies the condition then
the validity of our statement for one representative of u implies the validity for
all representatives, because the composition only differs on a set of measure zero.
The following theorem can be found in [12]

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R™ be connected open set, f € BV (Q,R"™) have no jump
part. Suppose that

(3.1) IDFI(f1(A)) < /AK(y) dy for all Borel set A C R",

where K(y) € L for some p € [1,n], p' = -5 . If | is not constant then f

satisfies Lusin (N~1) condition, i.e. for any set E C R™ we have
LME)=0= L"(fYE))=0.

Proof of the first part of Theorem[I 1. Suppose that v € Wh4(Qy) . Let be uy
an approximation of u by smooth function in W14(£2,) such that uz(x) converge
to u(z) almost everywhere or everywhere if ¢ > n. We prove that u o f is a good
weak™ approximation of uw o f on G. First by Theorem we know that uy o f
belongs to BV (G) and D(uy, o f)( ) = Vu,(f(z )) Df(z). Hence with the help

Theorem 23 and the fact that f(|Df])(A4) < J4 K(y) dLn we can estimate

[ D(ug o f)I( Vur(f(2))|dIDf| = [ [Vul d(f(IDf]))
“ "< h

0 Vi (y) [ K (y) dL” < || K| Lo | Dug| Loz
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Due to Theorem Bl we know uy o f — wo f almost everywhere on 2y (even
everywhere if ¢ > n). Let B CC € be a ball. Due to convergence of uy o f
pointwise almost everywhere using Egorov’s theorem we can find a measurable
set A such that uy o f converge to wo f uniformly on A and £L"(A) = 1/2L™(B).
Denote v = up o f —w; o f and vy = L%(E) va(a:) dL™ then

lo@)l[ers) < llo(@) = vslliis) + LH(B)(Jva = va| + |val)
1
< — 1 n _ n
= lete) @M®+EBK£%@AW”“”L

< (@) = vsllLis) +2/ [v(z) = vp| dL" + 2||v]| Lo (a)
B

< 3r|D[(B) + 2[[v] oo (),

+ ’ﬁ /Av(:z:) acr

)

where we used the Poincare inequality. Thus together with (B:2]) we have
lur © f = o fllors) < 3Kl Lo | Dux — Dl Loz + 2[|uk 0 f — w0 fllzee(a).

It follows uy o f is a Cauchy sequence in L'(B) for all balls. Due to almost
everywhere pointwise convergence of u; o f we have that uy o f converge to ug o f
in Llloc<Ql)'
Thus convergence of ug o f to uo f in L'(G) together with the estimate (3.2)
and Lemma 2.1] give us that w o f is function of bounded variation on G.
Moreover, using semi-continuity of the variation we obtain

[D(uwo I(G) < liminf |D(uy o fH[(G) < lminf K o flurll oz = 1K Lo ull o)

To prove (L2) find open sets Gj, CC Q such that Gy C Gyyq and Q) = 7" Gy
then

[D(wo f)I(€) =lim |D(uo f)[(Gy) < [|K]| o llulloz)-
O

In the case when f is constant on some component G of () the composition
uo f may not be well-defined. If we take a representative of u such that @(z) =0
for all = such there is a component G of 2 satisfying f(G) = {z} then for this
representative we have @ o f € BV (€;) and (L2)) again holds.

Remark 3.2. The condition (1)) can be rewritten

(3.3) / D f|dLn +[ d|Def| < / K(y)dL,
f=1(4) F=1A4) A
what is equivalent to a existence of function K% K¢ € L1 such that

. a d n a d n
(3.4 [, 1< [ e ae
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and
(3.5) [ aps [ wegac
f=1(A) A
The second condition ([3H) implies that |Df|(f~*(A)) = 0 whenever A C Qy has
measure zero.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that f is a homeomorphism then the inequality (3.4) is
equivalent to existence of a function L € LY such that

(3.6) ID*f ()| < L(z)|J;(x)|2 for a.e. x € Q.

Proof. Find Borel set Z of measure zero such that f|qo,\z satisfies the Lusin (V)
condition and set N = {Jy = 0}.
If (B.6) holds then using the Area formula we obtain

[ s [ rplac< [ L(o) ()| de”
f=14) fHANNUZ) FHANNVUZ)
= [ L A ) e
A\f(NUZ)

So we can set K (y) = L(f ()| Jr(F W) xen s(vuz) where
/ (LG @) WD T xemsovoz) ) dE™ = / L(z)" dL"
A f1(A4)

Let us assume that (3.3]) hold. Then

/ D fldL = / Do fldcr < / K(y) dL
B(z,r) B(z,r)\Z f(B(z,r\Z)

= </f(B(x,7")\Z) K@) dﬁn) ' (f(B(z,7)\ Z))s

- ( /(BW)\Z) K () |yt)] ) ’ (/ y |Jf<x>|); .

Considering that K (f(x))?|Js(z)| is integrable then by letting r — 0, we obtain
for all Lebesgue points

D f(@)] < (K @)Is(@)]7 ) [T5()]5.

1
ol

It can be easily verified that L(z) = K (f(z))|Js(z)|« € LY. O
If we assume that f is a Sobolev homeomorphism then D¢f = 0.

Corollary 3.4. Let f be a homeomorphism in W2 (Qq, R™) then (1) is equiv-
alent to existence of a function L € LY (Qy) such that

(3.7) Df(z) < L(x)|J;(z)|7 for a.e. z € Q.
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The simplest way to obtain the condition (I.T]) is to check the integrability of
the inverse.

Lemma 3.5. Let Q,Qy C R™ and f : Q; — Qy be a mapping such that f=! is

in LP, where p is bigger or equal to n — 1. Then (LI)) holds for q = ]%.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 4.3 in [3] and Theorem 3.8 [14] that f € BVj,.(€2)
and

(3.8) DfI(f @) < C /G ladj D(F )| dL™,

where C' depends only on n. Hence ([B.8) holds for all Borel sets and we have
DA (A) £ € [ Jadi D] de

Taking in mind p = % we can estimate

[ adilptriacr < [ adi|pes e
U

Example 3.6. There is a homeomorphism f such that (LT)) holds even for g =1
but f~1 ¢ Wh!.

loc
Proof. Consider the usual Cantor ternary function u on the interval (0,1). And
set g(z) = wu(x) + z. This function is continuous, increasing and fails to be
absolutely continuous. Moreover, g does not belong to I/Vllgc1 On the other hand,
the inverse function g~ is Lipschitz and maps (0, 2) homeomorphically onto (0, 1).
If we set

f(xla o al‘n) - (g(l’l),l’z, CE ,fL‘n)
then obviously f fails to belong to I/Vllocl((O, 1)"), and f~! is a Lipschitz function.
Due to Lemma [B.5] the function f satisfy (ILT). O
In the special case when n = 2 we obtain the equivalence in Lemma

Lemma 3.7. Let 91,9 C R? and f : Q1 — Qy be a homeomorphism. Then
[t e WhH(Qy) if and only if f € BVie(21) and (L)) holds.

Proof. 1t remains to prove the second implication. Let f € BV,.(£21). It follows
from [4] that f=! is in BVj,.(£2) and
ID(fi)(Q2) = |Dy fI(f7(Q2)) and [D(f31)[(Qa) = [Da fI(fH(22)).
It holds for all open set €2, thus we have for all Borel sets A C {2
ID(f7HI(A) = [DFI(fH(A)).
By combining with (LI) we have |[D(f')|(A) < [, K(y)dL" and thus the

measure D(f™!) is absolutely continuous with respect to £" and which Radon-
Nikodym derivative with respect to £" is in L9. U
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4. A NECESSARY CONDITION
In this section we prove the second part of the main Theorem [L1]

Theorem 4.1. Let Q1,Qy be open subsets of R™ and let f € BVe(Q4,Q2) has
no jump part and suppose that the operator Ty maps functions from C°(§dy) into
BVoe() and there is a M € R such that for all u € C°(§22) we have

(4.1) [D(uo f)I(€1) < M| Dul|Lao)-

Then there is a function L(y) € L7 such that fL(y)# dL™ < 16nM for all
Borel set A C )y we have

(4.2) DFI(F(A) < / L(y) dC".

Proof. For an open set G C {2y we denote by M(G) the smallest constant such
that (1) holds for all v € C°(G). Then obviously M is a set function on

open sets. First note that M(G) (and thus also M(Gk)qfql) is monotone i.e.
M(G) < M(G) if G C G. We claim that M(Gy))7 1 is quasiaditive i.e. for any
finite collection GGy, ... Gy of pairwise disjoint open subsets of €2, we have

M Gy)ot < ZM(Gk)#-

To see it take u € CX(|JGy). Then uy, = uxg, € C°(Gy). From Theorem
we can see that |Duy o f|(€\ [~ (Gr)) = 0 thus [D(uo f)] = > |D(ug o f)| and

ID(uo AI(JGr) <D M(Gi)||Durl o)
k k

-1 1

< (Z(M(Gk))“%l> q (ZIIDukII%q(Gk)>q
. k

q—1

- (Z<M<Gk>>rql> | Dukla, a0

k
Thus

q—1
q

M(U Gi) < <Z M(Gk)ﬁ>

We may assume that f = f . (We change u o f only on a set of measure zero.)
Take G C Q) an open set. First suppose that |Df|(f~'(G)) # 0. Let ¢t > 0 and
0 < L <|Df|(f~(A)) be arbitrary real numbers and fix 7 € {1,...,n} such that
ID(fi)l(A) = 5| DFI(f71(A)) > ;L. Then

G =JAr=J{zr € GNB(0,k) : dist(z,0G) > 1/k}.
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Choose k € N big enough such that
_ 1
DAGAY) > 1L
Find a cut-off function n € C2°(£2) satisfying
suppn C G, 0 <np <1andn=1on A.
Take m such that m > 8 and ||V7||cc < m. Choose K among the sets
K ={z € f~H(A) : cos*(m’fi(x)) > i},
K ={z e fT1(Ay): sin®(m’fi(z)) > 3}
such that
ID(f)I(K) = 5D (Av))
and set
uly) = Ln(y) sin(m?y;)  if K = K*®
v= Lon(y) cos(m?y;)  if K = K**.

Consider K = K®®. The case when K = K is analogous. Obviously u €

CCOO(QQ) and

(4.3)  |Vu(y)| = [1/m*Vn(y) sin(m?y;) + n(y) cos(m?y;)e;| < 2 for all y € Qs.
By the product rule it easily follows

Do f)|(K) = /K dID(uo f)] = /K Vul(f(2)) DS
> /K (In(y) cos(myi)es] — |1/m*Vn(y) sin(m?y)]) d|Df

1
11
> [ (@5-%)dDsl = § IDAIK)
1 1
> —|IDf|(fHA)) > —L.
> UDAIG A > o
Thus together with (A1]) we estimate

L < 8n|D(uo f)|(R1) < 8n M(G) | Dull aga) < 8nM(G)2- (L7(G))" < 16nM(G)(L(G)).

Q=

By taking supremum over all L < |Df|(f~*(A)) we obtain
(4.4) [D(uo HI(f(G) < 16nM(G)L"(G)1.

Obviously (&4) is valid even if | D(uo f)|(f~G)) = 0. Set u(A) := f(|Df])(A) =
|D(uo f)|(f71(A)) if A is Borel. Because M(G) < M we can estimate

(4.5) w(G) < 16nM(L"(G))a.

Q=



10 LUDEK KLEPRLIK

Thus p is absolute continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Now we
apply (£4)) on B = B(y,r) to get

u(B) AN
o) = (W) |

We have proved in that W(G) = (M(G))e1 is a monotone and quasiaditive set
function of open sets. Thus

L(y) : Op (y) < 16n (\I"(y))% for a.e. y.

~ocr
Integrating over GG taking into account absolute continuity of u we obtain
(4.) Do NG = (6 = [ 1)
and

q

/ L(y)sT < / 16n¥'(y) < 16n¥(G) = 16nM.
¢ ¢
U

Lemma 4.2. Let G be an open subset of R™ and u : B(G) — [0,00] be a non-
atomic Borel measure. Then there are open pairwise disjoint sets G1,Gy C G

such that (1(G1) = p(Ga).

Lemma 4.3. Let G be an open subset of R™ and g be a L™-measurable and
essentially unbounded function. Then there are open pairwise disjoint sets Gy, C
G, k € N such that g|g, are essentially unbounded.

Proof of the second part of Theorem [ Suppose that (ILT]) is not satisfied. Then
there are two cases

1. The measure v = f(|Df|) is not absolute continuous with respect to L£".
Denote by p the singular part. Then with the help of Lemma we can find
pairwise disjoint open sets Gy, such that u(Gy) > 0.

2. The measure v is absolute continuous with respect to £". It means that

2 ¢ L. If p > 1 consider measure p(A) = [, (%)p’ dL". Using Lemma
we find pairwise disjoint open sets G}, such that p(Gy) = oo.

If p =1 the Lemma [.3] gives us pairwise disjoint open sets GGj such that
is essentially unbounded on Gj.

In both cases we have that (ILT]) is not satisfied on Gy hence the assumptions
of Theorem [A.1] cannot be satisfied there. It follows that we can construct uy €

CZ(Gy)) such that

v
oL

[ Du || Loy <27
and

|D(ug o f)|(f(Gr)) > 2".
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Due to the fact that D|v| = |Dv| for any function v of bounded variation or
Sobolev function we may assume that |ug|z~ < 1 (Otherwise we can iterate
replacing uy by function 4y, = ||ug| — 1/2||uk||r<|, which has the same total

variation of the distributional derivative and its maximum is half of the maximum
of uy.) We extend the domain of the functions uy by putting uy = 0 on Q \ Gj.

Set
o
k=1

Then the sums converges in the norm of W;%(Q) and Cy. Now, assume that the
function w o f is a Sobolev function on €2, otherwise there is nothing to prove.
Then uy o f has a compact support in f~}(G}) thus

[D(uo fHI(Q) = [D(wo NHI(fTHGR)) = |D(ux o f)I(f7(Gr)) = 2"
It easily follows that uo f ¢ BV(Q).
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