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BEURLING-AHLFORS EXTENSION BY HEAT KERNEL,
A-WEIGHTS FOR VMO, AND VANISHING CARLESON MEASURES

HUAYING WEI AND KATSUHIKO MATSUZAKI

ABSTRACT. We investigate a variant of the Beurling—Ahlfors extension of quasisymmet-
ric homeomorphisms of the real line that is given by the convolution of the heat kernel,
and prove that the complex dilatation of such a quasiconformal extension of a strongly
symmetric homeomorphism (i.e. its derivative is an A,-weight whose logarithm is in
VMO) induces a vanishing Carleson measure on the upper half-plane.

1. INTRODUCTION

Beurling and Ahlfors [2] characterized the boundary value of a quasiconformal homeo-
morphism of the upper half-plane U onto itself as a quasisymmetric homeomorphism f
of the real line R. Here, an increasing homeomorphism f : R — R is quasisymmetric if
there is a constant p > 1 such that |f(21)| < p|f(I)| for any bounded interval I C R,
where | - | is the Lebesgue measure and 2/ denotes the interval of the same center as I
with |2I| = 2|I|. They proved that any quasisymmetric homeomorphism of R extends
continuously to a quasiconformal homeomorphism F' : U — U in a certain explicit way.
This is called the Beurling—Ahlfors extension.

Let ¢(z) = 11_11y(x) and ¥(x) = L11_10)(x) + F-1jo.1(2) for some 7 > 0, where 1p
denotes the characteristic function of £ C R. For any function ¢(z) on R and for ¢t > 0, we

1

set y(z) = 1(%). Then, for a quasisymmetric homeomorphism f, the Beurling-Ahlfors

extension F(z,t) = (U(x,t),V (z,t)) for (z,t) € U is defined by the convolutions
U(I7t> = (f * ¢t)(x)v V(xvt) = (f *djt)(x)

The parameter r may change when we consider a problem of estimating the maximal
dilatation of the Beurling—Ahlfors extension F' in terms of the quasisymmetry constant of
f related to the doubling constant p. In particular, when we investigate the asymptotic
conformality of possible quasiconformal extensions F'(z,t) of f as t — 0, the Beurling—
Ahlfors extension of r = 2 gives a powerful tool, as is shown in Carleson [3].
Modification and variation to the Beurling—Ahlfors extension have been made by re-
placing the functions ¢ and . These methods are particularly effective for a study of
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relevant problems in harmonic analysis. A locally integrable function A on R is of BMO
(denoted by h € BMO(R)) if

1
|7 ]lBvo = sup — / |h(z) — hy|dx < oo,
cr ] J;

where the supremum is taken over all bounded intervals I on R and h; denotes the integral
mean of h over I. Semmes [7] took ¢ and ¢ in C*°(R) supported on [—1, 1] such that ¢
is an even function with [, ¢(x)dz =1 and ¢ is an odd function with [, xip(z)dz = —1.
It was proved that if a quasisymmetric homeomorphism f : R — R is locally absolutely
continuous and logw for w = f" is in BMO(R) with the norm || logw||gmo small, then
this modified Beurling-Ahlfors extension F' is quasiconformal such that 1|up(z,t)|2dzdt
is a Carleson measure on U, where pup = OF/OF is the complex dilatation of F. Here, a
measure \(z,t)dzdt on U is called a Carleson measure if

111
IA[2 = sup i/ /A(:c,t)dxdt < oo,
icr [ Jo Ji
where the supremum is also taken over all bounded intervals I. The Carleson norm of
Hpr(z, t)|2dzdt is estimated in terms of || logw||pmo. The arguments rely on the John-
Nirenberg inequality for BMO functions, so the assumption on the smallness of the BMO
norm is needed for a single application of the Beurling—Ahlfors extension.

In the paper by Fefferman, Kenig and Pipher [5], a variant of the Beurling—Ahlfors

extension was also utilized, where ¢(x) = ﬁe‘xz and ¢Y(z) = ¢'(z) = _—\/2;6_:02. In

this case, the z-derivative U,(z,vt) = (w * ¢ 4)(z) for example is the solution of the
heat equation having w = f’ as the initial state, which is represented by the heat kernel
¢ i(x) = \/%e_ﬁ/ !, We see from their arguments that if f : R — R is locally absolutely

continuous and the derivative w = f’ is an A-weight introduced by Muckenhoupt (see
[4]), which implies that logw € BMO(R), then this variant of the Beurling—Ahlfors ex-
tension F is quasiconformal and induces a Carleson measure 1|up(z,t)|2dzdt as before.
No assumption on the BMO norm is necessary.

In this present paper, in view of the importance of the arguments in [5], we give a rather
detailed proof of the aforementioned results by picking up related parts from the original
paper and complementing necessary arguments between the sentences in it. Sections 2
and 3 are devoted to these arrangements of the theorems in [5]. Then in Section 4, we
adapt the arguments involving the BMO norm in [7] to the variant of the Beurling—Ahlfors
extension F of f given by the heat kernel. To this end, we generalize the proof in [7] for ¢
and 1 of compact supports to those rapidly decreasing functions of non-compact supports,
which is a novelty in this paper. As a result, we obtain an estimate of the Carleson norm
of 1|pp(z,t)|*dzdt in terms of the BMO norm of logw when it is small. This is valid even
if the smallness is localized as in the case mentioned next.
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It is said that h € BMO(R) is of VMO if

! /|h(x) ~ hyldz = 0.
I

lim —
\II\I—I>10 7|

Correspondingly, a Carleson measure A(z,t)dxdt is vanishing if
1 1]
lim — /)\(x,t)datdt =0.
-0 I Jo Ji

Thus, we can show that if logw € VMO(R) for an A -weight w = f’ then the variant of
the Beurling—Ahlfors extension F' of f by the heat kernel yields that the Carleson measure
ur(z, t)|2dadt is vanishing. This is a problem asked by Shen [8] in his study of the VMO
Teichmiiller space on the real line.

2. HEAT EQUATION FOR A -WEIGHTS

This section is an exposition of a part of Section 3 of Fefferman, Kenig and Pipher [5].
For an A, -weight w on the real line R, we define

u(z,t) = (wxP)(x) (xR, t>0),
where ®,;(z) is the heat kernel given by

1 22
q)t(.flf) = —e t.

Ey

We remark that this ®; comes from ®(x) = %e‘xz and the definition of ¢;(x) = %gp(%)
for a general function ¢ in this section is slightly different from that in the other sections.
This satisfies H®;(x) = 0 for

0 0

T Ot 4022
and hence Hu(z,t) = 0.
The solution u for the heat equation with the initial state w satisfies the following:

Lemma 2.1. There are constants ¢,C' > 0 such that

1
cu(z,t) < 7i /x_y<\/zw(y)dy < Cu(z,t)

for any x € R and t > 0.
Proof. We decompose the integral for the convolution as

> ()il — y)dy.

u(a, ) = / () @iz — y)dy +
lz—yl<v =1 Y 2" Wi<|z—y| <27Vt
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Then, the second inequality in the statement is given by

wrtz [ e
o w(y)dy

> (I)t(\/g)/ w(y)dy = m% eyl< Vi

lz—y|<vt

with C' = e /7.
For the first inequality, we use the doubling property of w: there is a constant p > 1

such that
/ w(z)dr < p/w(x)dx
21 I

for any bounded interval I C R. Then, we have
w(y) @iz — y)dy <Y P2 'VE) / w(y)dy
n—1 |z—y|<2n/t

o0

/2”1\/Z<x—y<2"ﬁ

n=1

o pn
<SS 2 w(y)dy.
- ;‘94"1@ je-yl<vi W)y

Hence, for ¢ = (1+> 07, 64?1—7:1) /4/T < 0o, we obtain the first inequality.
O wu(z,t) = (w* (®,))(x), where

We consider the spacial derivative u/(x,t) = 5-u
2z o2 2z
o) (x) = — et = ——d(x
@) @) = a,(2)

Lemma 2.2. There is a constants C; > 0 such that

()] < % u(z, )

for any x € R and t > 0.

Proof. We also use the decomposition
W= [ @) [ ly) () (& — y)dy.
lz—y|<vt 1 Y 2" Wi<|z—y|<2" Vit

The first term is estimated as

‘/Ix_y|<ﬁw(y)(<1>t)'(x - y)dy’ < /x_y<\/zw(y)\(®t)’(x —y)|dy

V2
<= /I_M“(y)dy‘
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Here, we used the fact that max, 7 [(®:) (z)| = V2/(\/Jert) attained at x = /t/V/2.
The remainder terms are estimated in the same way as before:

> @] < Sl @ Vil [t

—1 /2”1\ﬂ<|m—y|<2"\/f
< — / w(y)dy.
Z et 1\/7t lz—y|<Vi

Then, by using the constant C' > 0 in Lemma ml we have

/ \/§ - (2p)n 1 Ch
|u (Iat)| < (\/ﬁ +; 64n1ﬁ) ;/x_y<\/£w(y)dy < %u(x,t)

for the appropriate constant C; > 0 involving C. O

We prove the following necessary condition for a weight w to be in A (R). This
corresponds to [5, Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 2.3. The solution u for an initial state w € A (R) satisfies that

d d
/ /|:E x0‘<t u i

1s uniformly bounded for any ro € R and t > 0.

Proof. A simple computation using Hu = 0 shows that

2
Hlogu(z,t) = %log u(zx,t) — 1022

_ Hu(z,t)  u/(x,t)? _ o' (z,t)?
w(z,t)  du(z,t)?  Au(z,t)?

log u(z,t)

This yields that

/ / d ds —/ / Hlogu(x, s)dxds
|z—x0|<t u |z—zo| <t

t2 o2
— logu(x, s)dsdx —/ / logu(x, s)dxds
/|m $0<t/ x—x0|<t 40x?
t2

\
:/|x xo<t(1ogu(x,t2>_1ogw(x))dx—i/0 (“(%”’S)_“(%_t’s>)ds. (1)

u(zo+t,s)  ulxg—t,s)

Here, by Lemma [2.2] the second term of (1) is bounded by
e
1 0 V5

For the estimate of the first term of (1), we use the following result.

—ds = Clt
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Lemma 2.4. Any weight w € A (R) satisfies that

1

;/ (logu(x,t?) — logw(x))dx
|x—xzo|<t

s uniformly bounded for any xo € R and t > 0.

Proof. Lemma 2.1 implies that

1

e < [ el
T—y|<t

uniformly for all x € R and ¢t > 0 (the notation < is used in this sense hereafter).
Moreover, the doubling property of w implies that if = satisfies |x — zq| < ¢ for a fixed xy,

then
/ w(y)dy X/ w(y)dy.
lo—yl<t o —y|<t

Hence, if |z — x¢| < ¢ then

1

et < [
To—y|<t

independently of ¢ > 0. This shows that there is a constant C5 > 0 such that

1
/ log u(x, t*)dx < 2tlog (—/ w(y)dy) + tCy.
o —ao| <t 2t Jizo—y|<t

It is known that w € A (R) if and only if

ﬁ /I w()de = exp (|17\ /I logw(m)dm)

for every bounded interval I C R (see [6]). This implies that there is a constant C3 > 0

such that
1
2t log (—/ w(y)dy) —/ logw(y)dy < Cst.
2t lzo—y|<t |zo—y|<t

Combining this with the previous estimate, we have
/ (log u(z,t?) — logw(z))dz < (Cy + Cs)t,
|x—xzo|<t

which proves the required inequality. O

Proof of Theorem[Z3 continued. By the above estimates of the last line of (1), we obtain
that

1 (v u'(z,s)?
i <
1 /0 /x_mo<t U(ZL', 8)2 dxds = (Cl + 02 + Cg)t,

and thus proves the statement. O
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We can obtain a similar result to Theorem by using the spacial second derivative
u'(x,t) = 88—;u(:c,t) = (w * (®4)")(x). This result is necessary for the proof of Theorem
B4 in the next section, so we formulate this especially and give a proof in our paper. We
apply the argument in [5, Lemma 3.2].

Theorem 2.5. The solution u for an initial state w € A (R) satisfies that

// )2
/ / ———=dxds
|z— :c()|<t u €, S)

s uniformly bounded for any xo € R and t > 0.

Proof. First, we will find an appropriate function 7 on R that satisfies ® = n *x ® 1. We
use the Fourier transformation

F(h)(E) Je " dx

v IR

of a function h on R. Then, the desired function 7 should satisfy that

iEF(®)(€) = F(¥')(€) = V2rF(n)(€) - F(1)(€),

and hence
(F@© mE i e
Fm)(&) = m F(@1)() \/%5 %e—% _\/%56

Therefore, by the inverse Fourier transformation

FY(h)(z) \/%/

we have that

i) = (e ®) ) = -0

ar

We represent u”(x,t) = (w * (®;)")(x) by using n,(z) = % (%) We note that
/_i/[lf:i*ll':i*tx
(P)' () = \/%(CP () \/%(?7 D1)e(x) \/E(m ®:)(z)
Hence,
W(z,1) = (@ (@)Y () = —= (w75 (0,)) ().
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Using this, we obtain that

[e.e]

<t ([ mto—wian) ( / Z e = (e * ()

— g/_oo | (x — y)\U'(y,t/2)2dy,

t o

where we used [ |n:(y)|dy = [ |n(y)|dy = 2v/2/+/7 < 2 in the last equation.
To dominate the integrand on question, we use an inequality u(x,t/2)? < Dyu(x,t)?
for some constant D7 > 0, which is obtained by Lemma 2.1 Then,

u(x, 1) u(x,t/2)? u(x,t)? u”(x,t)?
dw D - () alm 2R = Pt e

Therefore,

//|mx0<t u//x s))2dzds
< 2D / /| » ( / wm(as—y)m'(y,s/m?dy) s

4D1/ (//x st [12s(z = y)| Ex §2Z((§ )) dzdy) "

4D U ,82u’ ,82
1D, / J o I = 5y ) as
|z—y|</s ’ )

2 5o

4l)l z u(y,s)2u’(y,s)

— s(x — dxdy | ds. 2

P e s s (2
k=1 2Pl /s<|e—y|<2¥ /5

We estimate the first term of the last line (2). If |z — y| < /s, then by Lemma 2.1 and
the doubling property of w with the constant p, we have

2 w(2)dz\ >
U(y, S) S D2 <fy—z<\/§ ( )d ) S D2,02
f\x—z|<\/§w(z) z
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for some constant Dy > 0. Moreover, if |z —y| < /s < t/v/2 and |z — 24| < ¢, then
ly — xo| < 2t. Hence, the integrand Iy(s) by ds is estimated as

2

uly, s)* v/ (y, s)*
x:co<t|n28 B )‘ x,8)% u S dxdy
//| it o uly, o
(y,5)*

D /
<2t ufy, 5)?

|

y—xo|<2t U(y, 8)2

where we used a fact that max,cr [7(z)| is 2v/2e72 //7 < 1 attained at = = £1/2 in the
last inequality. Then, by letting the uniform bound in Theorem Coy > 0, this theorem
shows that

2
4D DD, (26)*
—1/ Io(s)ds < 22102 p/ / ddS<8CoD1D20
t 0 ly—xzo|<2t u

Next, we consider the second term of (2). If |x — y| < 2%\/s for k > 1, then

u(y, s)* < D2p2(k+1)

Moreover, if |z —y| < 2¥\/s < 2Ft/\/2 and |z —m0| < t, then |y—mzo| < 25+1t. Furthermore,
if 28=1,/s < |r — y| in addition, then

72s(x — y)| = ﬁk’f —ylem =m0 < %6

Hence, the integrand Ix(s) (k > 1) by ds is estimated as

$)2u/(y, s
N | L
2k— 1f<|x y|<2k\/_ w(w, s)* uly, )°

(
< Dy 2 i W) a
= 2P ly— :co|<2’““t u(y, s)? !

lz—y|<2¥ /s

2

§D2(2p)2(k+1)€_4k1/ (?/> s) dy

ly—wo|<2k+1t U(y, 8)2
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Then, we have

2

4D, [Z
—1/2 Ix(s)ds
t Jo

+2
1 = ! 2
< 4D1D2(2p)2(k+1)6—4k 1_/2/ u (y78)2 dde
ly—wo|<2k+1¢ U(y, S)

(2k+1t)2

a1 u(y, s)°
< Dy Dy(4p)2 kD) =45 ) dyd
= 2( p) ‘ 2k +1¢ 0 ly—zo|<2k+1t u(y, S>2 v

< COD1D2(4p)2(k+1)6_4k71,

where the last inequality is also due to Theorem [2.3]
Combining these two estimates for (2), we obtain that

//
/ / ) d[lﬁ'dS<C()D1DQZ 4p 2(k+1) —4k— 1<Qo,
|z— xo|<t .CL’ S)

k=0

Thus, we complete the proof of the theorem. O

3. THE HEAT KERNEL VARIANT OF THE BEURLING-AHLFORS EXTENSION

2

Let ¢(x) = %e‘x and Y(z) = ¢'(z) = —2x¢(z). For any t > 0, we set ¢(z)
T0(%) and iy (x) = 1¢(%). For a doubling Weight w on R, we define a quasisymmetric
homeomorphism f : R — R by f(x fo y)dy. Then, we extend f to the upper
half-plane U = {(z,t) | t > 0} by settlng a dlfferentiable map F(z,t) = (U, V) for
Uz, t) = (f * ¢) () and V(x,t) = (f =) (). )

In Section 2, we consider the heat kernel ®,(z) = \/% e~ and the solution u(z,t) =

(w* ®y)(z) of the heat equation with the initial state w. Then, the partial derivatives of
U and V are represented as follows:

This section is an exposition of a part of Section 4 of Fefferman, Kenig and Pipher [5].

U, = g—g = (w* ¢) (1) = (w* Pp)(2) = u(z, t?);
V, = 88—3 = (W) (2) = t(w* (D)) (2) = tu/(z, t?);
_oUu Oy 1 1
U= 2= (e 200 = L ewo) = 2
ov Oy 12

Vi= S = (3 @) = U+ 5w (8)")(a) = 20w % d1)(a)
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for ¢y(z) = f—jqbt(x). We note here that

a(bt 82¢t 1 ! .
Oy Opy 2Py t?

8t() 92 T35 (¢e) + —(¢) = 2(,) ().
Proposition 3.1. |V,(z,t)| = 2|Us(x,t)| < C1U.(x,t) whereas |Vi(z,t)| < Uy(x,t).
Proof. Lemma implies that

IV(:ct)\ _ 22U )] _ ', )]
Usz,t) — Up(a,t)  ule,?)

Since V(z,t) = 2(w * &) () and Uy (z,t) = (w * ¢;)(x), the latter statement follows from
the next lemma. O

< (.

Lemma 3.2. For a doubling weight w on R, we have

/Rw(y)@(x —y)dy =< ! /}Rcu(y)lffj — ylon(z — y)dy =< 1 /Rw(y)\ﬁ —ylPou(z — y)dy

t 12
uniformly for any x € R and t > 0.

Proof. An inequality

¢ [wwnte -y [ wwle - slode - )y

for some C' > 0 is essentially given in Lemma By a similar argument, we can also
show that

/ Wiz — yloule - y) y>—/ Wle — yl2ou(e — y)dy

for some C' > 0 possibly different. Hence, we have only to prove that

C [ ww)le - yPoua — )y > / w(y)b( — y)dy

12 R

Trivial estimates show that

/w(y)\x—ylzcbt(x—y)dy 2/ w(y)|z — y|*d(z — y)dy

R t<|z—y|<3t
ot

> — w(y)dy.

€7 Ji<|z—y|<3t

By using the doubling constant p > 1 for w, we have

) / w(y)dy > / w(y)dy > / w(y)dy.
t<|z—y|<3t |x—y| <4t |lz—y|<t
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Finally, Lemma 2.1] gives

1
ey [ ety
lz—y|<t R
The combination of these three estimates proves the required inequality. 0J

The heat kernel variant of the Beurling—Ahlfors extension can be stated as follows. If
we start with a given quasisymmetric homeomorphism f of R, the only requirement for f

in this theorem is that f is locally absolutely continuous. This corresponds to [5, Lemma
4.4]

Theorem 3.3. For a doubling weight w on R, the differentiable map F : U — U is a
quasiconformal homeomorphism that extends continuously to the quasisymmetric homeo-
morphism [ of R.

Proof. For the complex dilatation ur = OF/OF, we consider
14 pp*  JOFP4|0FF U2+ UR+VZ2+ V2
L—|ur|*  |OF] —[OF|? 20V, = UiVs)
and prove that this is uniformly bounded. Proposition 3.1 implies that
Uz + U+ VE+VE=UL

KF(I', t)

The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies that

U= [ w@ata =iy [ )= 9foa - iy

2
> 2 ( [ wwle = sloa - y)dy) ~
Then,

%W—IHQZ%(A&@Mx—MQW—yWQQ—%(A&@Mw—w@@—yﬂﬁz
We set

h@i%Z/_mwwﬂx—w@@—yM% b@i%Z/ w(y)lr —ylo(z —y)dy.

—y<0

Then, by similar arguments to those in Lemmas 2] and using the doubling
property of w, we have

ne)= [ =)ol -y

= / ()| — yldu(x — y)dy = Lz, 1),
—t<x—y<0
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We consider

(fev @)@ —9)di(e —y)dy)” (L b7 _ (- L/L)
(Sl \x—ywt(x— ydy)® L+ 1) (14 /1)

If I, < I, then the ratio Is/I; < 1 is bounded away from 0. Similarly, when I; < Iy, we
consider I;/I; < 1 instead. Hence, there is some constant € > 0 such that

(Aw(y)(x—y)¢t(x—y)dy)2 <(1-¢) (/Rw(y)\x—y\@(:c—y)dy)2,

The above inequality implies that

2e 2
UV - UV, > 22 ( / w(y)\x—ym(az—y)dy) -0,
R

Then, Lemma [3.2] shows that the middle term of this inequality is greater than ¢'U? for
some constant ¢ > 0. This concludes that Kp(z,t) is uniformly bounded, and hence
lpplloe < 1.

By the property of the heat kernel, we see that U(z,t) — f(x) and V(z,t) — 0 as
t — 0. This shows that I extends continuously to f on R. Moreover, F(z,t) — oo
as (z,t) — oo. Since the Jacobian determinant Jp = U,V; — U,V is positive at every
point as we have seen above, F' is a local homeomorphism. Then, a topological argument
deduces that F' is an orientation-preserving global diffeomorphism of U onto itself. By
|ptrlloo < 1, we see that F' is quasiconformal. O

If we further assume that w is an A -weight, that is, f is a strongly quasisymmetric
homeomorphism, then we see that the complex dilatation pr induces a Carleson measure
on U. This corresponds to [3, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 3.4. For an A -weightw on R, the complex dilatation pr of the quasiconformal
diffeomorphism F : U — U satisfies that ¥|pp(z,t)|*dadt is a Carleson measure on U.

Proof. The complex dilatation up = F;/F, (z = x + it) satisfies that
U2+ U2+ V2+ V2 —2Jp < 2U2 +2V2 + (U, — V})?
U2+ U+ V2+VE+2Jp U2 ’
where Jp = UV, — U;V, is the Jacobian determinant of F'. Here,

g vz Lul(x,t?)?

vz U2 u(x, t2)?’

and by the change of the variables o = s?, we have

// <2u:cs))dxds // d:ﬂda
lx—zo|<t u T 82)2 S lx—zo|<t U .

By Theorem 2.3] this is uniformly bounded.

(3)

lp|* =
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Moreover,
Ve = Vi _ (£
ok u(z, 1?)?

and by the change of the variables again, we have

/ / ( 'z, 52)2) drds 1 /tg / I CR
lz—wo| <t LU 82) s 2 0 Jlz—zo|<t U(I,O’)z .

By Theorem [2.5], this is also uniformly bounded. Combining these two estimates, we see

that
1/t/ odxds
n ‘MF(Iu 8)‘
t 0 J|z—zo|<t S

is uniformly bounded, which shows that }|ur(x, t)|*dzdt is a Carleson measure on U. [

4. THE QUASICONFORMAL EXTENSION OF STRONGLY SYMMETRIC HOMEOMORPHISMS
AND VANISHING CARLESON MEASURES

We assume that logw for an As-weight w is in VMO(R), that is, f(z) = [ w(y)dy is
a strongly symmetric homeomorphism. Then, we prove that the complex dllatatlon UF
of the quasiconformal diffeomorphism F': U — U given in Theorems and B.4] induces
a vanishing Carleson measure on the upper half-plane U. An idea of the argument comes
from that by Semmes [7, Proposition 4.2]. This answers the question raised by Shen [§].

Theorem 4.1. For an A, -weight w on R with o = logw € VMO(R), the complez dilata-
tion pp of the quasiconformal diffeomorphism F : U — U satisfies that %|up(:£,t)|2d:£dt
1s a vanishing Carleson measure on U.

Proof. We use inequality (3) to show that

1 /[t dxds
S =
t 0 J|z—zo|<t S

uniformly as ¢t — 0. Here, we note that U,(z,t) = (w*¢¢)(x) and each of Uy(x,t), V,(x,1),
and (U, — V;)(x,t) can be represented by (w * v;)(z) explicitly for a certain v € C*(R)
such that [, v(z)dx = 0, || is an even function, and y(v) = O(ax2e~*") (|z| — o). For
instance, V,(x,t) = (w*vy)(z) for Y(z) = —%ze‘xQ. We set I(zg,t) ={z | |t —xo| <t}
Then, for the statement, it suffices to prove that

Ao, ) // (w * ) :L’)deds_>0
I(z0,t) (W dg)(x)? s

uniformly as ¢t — 0.
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Since ¢(x) > 1/(ey/7) for x € (—1,1), we see that ¢,(x —y) > 1/(tey/m) if |z — y| < t.
From this, we have
1
W P)(x) > w(y)dy.
reo)@ =z [

Moreover, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies that

(% /x—y<t A >dy) (21t /x_y<tw(y)_ldy) & (% /pﬂ_yktW(y)1/2w(y)‘1/2dy)2 =1.

Therefore,
1 2
wroow 2 se(y [ way)
lz—y|<t

for ¢ = e*nr/4. Hence, A(xg,t) is estimated as follows:

1 2 1
Ao, t) gf <_ ) 1dy) (02 70) (@) Ldsdr
¢ I(wot 0 2 |m y|<s s
2
C 1 . 21
I(xot 0 y\<s S
C 2 ' )
< ¥/ (Sup{ W(y)_llj(xO7Nt)(y)dy}> </ (w *’Ys)(l')z—ds) dr
I(zo,t) \ >0 ‘x yl<s ; .
4 1/2
C ]_ .
=7 / SuP 2s Li(wo, Ny (y)dy}) dx
t | o) \s>0 28 Jjzz y\<s

« [ /I . ( /0 (e 73)(x)2§ds)2 dx] " (@)

We note that if @ € I(zo,t) and |z —y| < s <t then y € I(xy, Nt) for any N > 2. Thus,
for the equality in the middle line, we have replaced w(y) ™" with w(y)~"1;(zo,n0) (y) taking
the product of the characteristic function.

The integrand of the first factor of (4) is the 4th power of the maximal function

_ 1 _
Mo 111@0,Nt>><a:>—sup{ / ) 111(%7Nt><y>dy}.
r—y|<s

s>0 2s

The strong L*-estimate of the maximal function implies that

M (W™ (g nny) (2) dx < /M(w‘llf(mm))(:z)‘ld:z
R

I({Eo,t)
< / ()™ Ly ey (@) = C / w(z)da
R (Z‘o,Nt)

for some C’" > 0.
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We assume hereafter that || 10, Nt) a(z)dr = 0 because adding a constant to a = logw

corresponds to a dilation of f, which does not change the complex dilatation pp. We
remark that once I(xg, Nt) is given, we can assume this only for I(zq, Nt) throughout
the arguments. When xy, ¢, or N change, we regard that the assumption is renewed
accordingly We denote the integral mean of a on a bounded interval I C R by a; =
17 [« ;a(x)dr. By the John-Nirenberg inequality, we have

—4
dx
LU(),Nt ‘ /moNt

< - exp(4|a(z) — ar@y,ne|)dz
|I(x0 Nt)| J; I(z0,N
3 o, t

exp(4|a(z) — ar@o,ny|) — 1)dz +1

|I $0>Nt | /:cgNt

0 64)\
=4 T N0 I(xo, Nt) : — Q@ A\ 41
A ‘](xo’ Nt)‘ ‘{:C S (x(b ) ‘Of(x) O{I( 0,Nt)| > }| +

= —Co\ 4C i
< 46’1/ e‘”‘exp < 2 ) A\ +1 = 1||a||BMO(I( 0,Nt)) 1
0 lellBmortas,vey Co — 4| a||BMO(1(20,n8))

for some positive constants C'; and Cs, where ||||gnmo(r) denotes the BMO norm of a on
a bounded interval I. Thus, for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 with N fixed, this is bounded;
as a consequence, the integral by dx over I(xo,t) in the first factor of (4) is bounded by
C'Nt for some uniform constant C’ > 0.

Next, we consider the integrand of the second factor of (4). Since [, v(x)dz = 0, we
can replace the convolution w % vs with (w — 1) * 7,. For a sufficiently large N > 0,
we decompose this convolution into the integrals on the interval I(zo, Nt) and on its
complement [ (g, Nt)¢ = R\ I(zg, Nt) and estimate the integrand as

([ (- vemwrias)

(/Ot[((w — Dlrgonn * %) (@) + (w0 = D) Lrganne * %)(x)]zlds)z
JUACERITE %><x>21ds)2

S

2

IA

#5 ([ 160 Dy 7@ L) 5)

Firstly, we consider the integral of the first term of (5) by dx over I(xq,t). We utilize the
Littlewood-Paley function defined by the rapidly decreasing function v with fR v(x)dx =
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1/2

5. Do) @) = ([ (6= Dl <2002

Then, the strong L*-estimate of the Littlewood-Paley function (see [T, p.363]) implies that

2

' 1
/ (/ ((w - 1)11(930,Nt) * f}/s)(x>2_d8) dx
I(zo,t) \JO s

< [ Syl D)@
I(Z‘o ,t)
s/ﬁww—nhmmmw%x

R

gméwmqwmwmm:df} (w(x) — 1)'d

z0,Nt)

for some C” > 0. Here, applying the John—Nirenberg inequality again with the assumption

fl(xo Nt) a(z)dr = 0, we have

1 / 4
|I(Z’0,Nt)| I(xo,Nt)( ( ) )
1

R — (exp(|a(z) — apw.ne| — 1) dx
|[(ZL’0,NT,)| I(zo,Nt) (ro N0

o [ (zo, Nt)| 0> : I(z0,Nt)

o —Co\ 4C || .
<40, / eexp ( 2 ) ar = 2Cilelesouwny
0 HOKHBMO(I(xO,Nt)) Cy — 4H04||BMO(I(:UO,Nt))

Thus, for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 with NV fixed, the integral of the first term of (5) by

dz over I(zo,t) is bounded by C” Nt||ct||gmo(r(zo,ne)) for some uniform constant C” > 0.
Secondly, we consider the integral of the second term of (5) by dx over I(x¢,t). For an
estimate of the convolution, we use a fact that the weight w + 1 has the doubling property
with some constant p > 1. We note that || is an even function. Let ng = ngy(s,t, N) € N
satisfy 2~! = (N — 1)t/s (we may adjust N so that ny becomes an integer). Then, for
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x € I(xg,t), we see that

(@ = Dy *73)(@)] < / @)+ Dl — y)ldy

ly—xo| >Nt

= w Dys(y)ld
_/|y—xo|>(zv_1)t( () + Dls(y)ldy
) 7;0 /2”18S|y—mo|<2ns(w(y) + Ds(y)ldy

<3 p(@s) / (w(y) + 1)dy.

n=ng ‘y_x0‘<8

Here, by 7(z) = O(z2e™*") (|z| — o0), we have
n. (on— Dy (4p)"
pr(ts) < 2100

for some D; > 0. For n > ng(s,t,N), we may assume that (4p)"/e*" < 1. By 2m~! >
N — 1, this holds when N is sufficiently large. Moreover,

/ (wly) +1)dy < 25 + / w(y)dy < 2s + DyNt
ly—z0|<s

I(zo,Nt)

for some Dy > 0. This estimate of the integral of w over I(zg, Nt) is carried out in a
similar way as before by using the John—Nirenberg inequality when ¢ is sufficiently small
with NV fixed. Therefore, we obtain that if x € I(xg,t) then

Dy (25 + DyNt) = (4p)" 1
(@ = DLrgo,nte *7s)(@)] < S 2 e 2!
n=ngo

DNt ( Nt)
< exXp |\ ———
s 2s

for some uniform constant D > 0.
We will complete the estimate concerning the second term of (5). By the above in-
equality, we have

t 1 t ex __ Nt
[ (= e w20 2as < ov0? | (%) 4o < D2t
0 S 0 S

for x € I(xg,t). For the last inequality, we have used a fact that

Nt —-N
exp (_T) €
max =
0<s<t s3 t3
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whenever N > 3. Hence,
2

! 1
/ (/ ((w = D)1 p(zo,nt)e * 78)(1')2—d8) dx < 2D*tN*e 2V,
1(z0,t) 0 S

Finally, we substitute what we have obtained into (4) and complete the proof. By
replacing 16D* with D, we conclude that

c = = ~ 4
A(l’o,t) S %(C,Nt)1/2(C”Nt||0é||BMo([(x07Nt)) + DtN46 2N)1/2

< C(N?|| el Bro(r(ao,ney) + N 2M)12,

where we cleared up the last line by introducing the final constant C' > 0. Now, for an
arbitrary positive € > 0, we choose a sufficiently large N > 0 that satisfies
2
€
N5 —2N <
=g
and fix it. Then, for this fixed N, we can find some § > 0 such that if £ < § then

82

207
This is because & € VMO(R). Thus, if ¢ < ¢ then A(xo,t) < ¢, independently of zo. O

N2||a||BMO(I(x0,Nt)) <

Remark. Conversely, a quasiconformal homeomorphism F : U — U with 1|up(z, t)|2dzdt
a vanishing Carleson measure extends continuously to f : R — R as a strongly symmetric
homeomorphism. See [§].
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