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COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON SOBOLEV SPACES,

CAPACITY AND WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

ALEXANDER MENOVSCHIKOV AND ALEXANDER UKHLOV

Abstract. In this paper we give the detailed study of set functions associated
with composition operator norms by using capacitary representations. On
this way we establish connections between mappings which generate bounded
composition operators on Sobolev spaces and Q-mappings. As an application
weighted Sobolev inequalities with special weights are obtained.

1. Introduction

Composition operators on Sobolev spaces arise in [29, 36] and represent the
significant part of the geometric analysis of Sobolev spaces due its applications
to the Sobolev embedding theory, that includes embedding theorems, extension
theorems and traces theorems [4, 9, 10, 14, 22] and to the spectral theory of elliptic
operators, see, for example, [13, 15]. In the composition operators theory the
basic role represent set functions associated with the operator norms which was
introduced in [38]. The result of [38] states: Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a homeomorphism,

where Ω and Ω̃ are domains in Rn. Suppose there exists a collection pairwise disjoint

open sets Ωk ⊂ Ω, Ω̃k := ϕ(Ωk), k = 1, 2, ..., such that composition operators
ϕ∗
Ωk

(f) := f ◦ ϕ,

ϕ∗
Ωk

: L1
p(Ω̃k)→ L1

q(Ωk), 1 ≤ q < p ≤ ∞,
are bounded. Then

‖ϕ∗
∪∞

k=1Ωk
‖ 1

q
− 1

p =
∞∑

k=1

‖ϕ∗
Ωk
‖ 1

q
− 1

p .

Hence [38], if ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ generates the bounded operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p ≤ ∞,
by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ, then the set function

Φ̃p,q(Ã) = sup
f∈L1

p(Ã)∩C0(Ã)

(
‖ϕ∗(f) | L1

q(Ω)‖
‖f | L1

p(Ã)‖

)1/q−1/p

,

is a bounded monotone countably additive set function (an outer measure) defined
on open bounded subsets Ã ⊂ Ω̃. The case p =∞ was considered in [45].

In the present work we give characterizations of set functions in capacitary terms.
This approach allows to define set functions as variation of capacity condensers. The
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geometric theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces [38, 46] is closely con-
nected with various generalizations of quasiconformal mappings which are defined
in capacity (moduli) terms and were studied by many authors, see, for example,
[21, 23, 24, 28, 34, 35, 37]. In [32], we consider BMO-quasiconformal mappings in
connection with composition operators on Hardy–Sobolev spaces. In the present
work we consider connections of composition operators on Sobolev spaces with
Q-homeomorphisms ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃, Q ∈ L1(Ω).

The notion of Q-mappings was introduced in [26] (see also [27]–[28]) as a gen-
eralization of quasiconformal mappings. The main idea behind such generalization
is a connection between quasiconformal mappings theory and Beltrami equations.
Recall that a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ of domains Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ Rn is called a Q-
homeomorphism, with a non-negative measurable function Q, if

M (ϕΓ) 6

ˆ

Ω

Q(x) · ρn(x)dx

for every family Γ of rectifiable paths in Ω and every admissible function ρ for Γ.
Q-mappings with a function Q belongs to the An-Muckenhoupt class are map-

pings which inverse to homeomorphisms generating bounded composition operators
on the weighted Sobolev spaces [39] (see, also [42]).

In the present article we prove that in the case n− 1 = q < p = n mappings gen-
erated bounded composition operators on Sobolev spaces are Q-homeomorphisms
withQ ∈ L1(Ω) and inverse,Q-homeomorphisms withQ ∈ L1(Ω) generate bounded
composition operators

ϕ∗ : L1
n(Ω̃)→ L1

1(Ω).

In the case n = 2 we have: Let Ω and Ω̃ are bounded domains in R2. Then
ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a Q-homeomorphism with Q ∈ L1(Ω), if and only if ϕ generates by
the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ a bounded operator

ϕ∗ : L1
2(Ω̃)→ L1

1(Ω).

In particular, as a consequence, on the base of method suggested in [4, 13], we
give applications of Q-homeomorphisms to the weighted Sobolev type embedding
theorems: Let Ω̃ ⊂ R2 be a simply connected bounded domain. Then the weighted
Sobolev inequality

inf
c∈R



ˆ

Ω̃

|f(x)− c|2w(x)dx




1
2

≤ Bw
2,2(Ω̃)



ˆ

Ω̃

|∇f(x)|2dx




1
2

holds for any function f ∈ W 1
2 (Ω̃) with the weight w(x) = Jϕ−1(x), where Jϕ−1(x)

is a volume derivative of the mapping inverse to Q-homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃,

Q ∈ L1(Ω), of a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R2 onto Ω̃ ⊂ R2.
Note, that weighted Sobolev inequalities with quasiconformal weights were con-

sidered, for example, in [20, 12].
Composition operators on Sobolev spaces have applications to the spectral theory

of elliptic operators, see, for example, [13, 15, 6]. In some cases the composition
operators method allows to obtain better estimates than the classical L. E. Payne
and H. F. Weinberger estimates in convex domains [33]. In the last section of the
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present work, as an example of applications Q-mappings, we give spectral estimates
of the Neumann-Laplace operator in Hölder singular domains.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains definitions and preliminary
results. In Section 3, we give the description of set functions in capacitary terms. In
Section 4, we prove a connection between composition operators on Sobolev spaces
and Q-homeomorphisms. Section 5 contains the definition of a new p-capacitary
metric of the hyperbolic type and measure properties of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal
mappings. Section 6 is devoted to the weighted Sobolev inequalities and in the final
section, Section 7, we consider applications of Q-homeomorphisms to the spectral
theory of elliptic operators.

2. Sobolev spaces and composition operators

2.1. Sobolev spaces. Let us recall the basic notions of the Sobolev spaces and
the change of variable formula.

Let Ω be an open subset of Rn. The Sobolev space W 1
p (Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, is

defined [30] as a Banach space of locally integrable weakly differentiable functions
f : Ω→ R equipped with the following norm:

‖f |W 1
p (Ω)‖ = ‖f | Lp(Ω)‖ + ‖∇f | Lp(Ω)‖,

where ∇f is the weak gradient of the function f , i. e. ∇f = ( ∂f
∂x1

, ..., ∂f
∂xn

).
The homogeneous seminormed Sobolev space L1

p(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, is defined as a
space of locally integrable weakly differentiable functions f : Ω→ R equipped with
the following seminorm:

‖f | L1
p(Ω)‖ = ‖∇f | Lp(Ω)‖.

In the Sobolev spaces theory, a crucial role is played by capacity as an outer
measure associated with Sobolev spaces [30]. In accordance to this approach, el-
ements of Sobolev spaces W 1

p (Ω) are equivalence classes up to a set of p-capacity
zero [31]. The exact definition of capacity will be given below.

The mapping ϕ : Ω → Rn belongs to the Sobolev space W 1
1,loc(Ω,R

n), if its
coordinate functions belongs to W 1

1,loc(Ω). In this case, the formal Jacobi matrix
Dϕ(x) and its determinant (Jacobian) J(x, ϕ) are well defined at almost all points
x ∈ Ω. The norm |Dϕ(x)| is the operator norm of Dϕ(x),

Let us recall the change of variable formula in the Lebesgue integral [1, 17].
Suppose a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Rn be such that there exists a collection of
closed sets Ak ⊂ Ak+1 ⊂ Ω, k = 1, 2, ..., for which restrictions ϕ|Ak

are Lipschitz
mappings on the sets Ak and

∣∣∣∣Ω \
∞∑

k=1

Ak

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Then there exists a measurable set S ⊂ Ω, |S| = 0, such that the homeomorphism
ϕ : Ω \ S → Rn has the Luzin N -property (the image of a set of measure zero has
measure zero) and the change of variable formula

(2.1)
ˆ

E

f ◦ ϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

Rn\ϕ(S)

f(y) dy

holds for every measurable set E ⊂ Ω and every non-negative measurable function
f : Rn → R.
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Note, that Sobolev homeomorphisms of the class W 1
1,loc(Ω) satisfy the conditions

of the change of variable formula [17] and, therefore, for Sobolev homeomorphisms
the change of variable formula (2.1) holds.

If the mapping ϕ possesses the Luzin N -property, then |ϕ(S)| = 0 and the
second integral can be rewritten as the integral on Rn. Note, that Sobolev homeo-
morphisms of the class L1

p(Ω), p ≥ n, possess the Luzin N -property [43].
The following formula can be found, for example, in [18]. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a

homeomorphism. We define a volume derivative of the inverse mapping as

Jϕ−1(y) := lim
r→0

|ϕ−1(B(y, r))|
|B(y, r)| .

If ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ possesses the Luzin N−1-property (the preimage of a set of measure
zero has measure zero), then the following change of variables formula holds:

(2.2)
ˆ

Ω

f ◦ ϕ(x)dx =

ˆ

Ω̃

f(y)Jϕ−1(y)dy.

2.2. Composition operators and set functions. Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in
the Euclidean space Rn. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generates a bounded
composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞,

by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ, if for any function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃), the compo-

sition ϕ∗(f) ∈ L1
q(Ω) is defined quasi-everywhere in Ω and there exists a constant

Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) <∞ such that

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

Recall that the p-dilatation [3] of a Sobolev mapping ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ at a point x ∈ Ω
is defined as

Kp(x) = inf{k(x) : |Dϕ(x)| ≤ k(x)|J(x, ϕ)| 1p }.
The following theorem gives the characterization of composition operators in

terms of integral characteristics of mappings of finite distortion. Recall that a
weakly differentiable mapping ϕ : Ω → Rn is the mapping of finite distortion if
Dϕ(x) = 0 for almost all x from Z = {x ∈ Ω : J(x, ϕ) = 0} [43].

Theorem 2.1. A homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ between two domains Ω and Ω̃
generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞,
if and only if ϕ ∈W 1

q,loc(Ω), has finite distortion, and

Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) := ‖Kp | Lκ(Ω)‖ <∞, 1/q − 1/p = 1/κ (κ =∞, ifp = q).

The norm of the operator ϕ∗ is estimated as ‖ϕ∗‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω).

This theorem in the case p = q was proved in [41] (see, also [5]), the case q < p
was proved in [38] and the limit case p =∞ was considered in [11].

Let us recall, that homeomorphisms ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ which satisfy conditions of The-
orem 2.1 are called as weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings [5, 44].

In the case of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings, the following composition
duality theorem holds [38] (the detailed proof can be found in [16]):
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Theorem 2.2. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ between two domains Ω and Ω̃
generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), n− 1 < q ≤ p <∞,

and has finite distortion in the case p =∞, then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃→ Ω
generates a bounded composition operator

(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

q′(Ω)→ L1
p′(Ω̃),

where p′ = p/(p−n+1), q′ = q/(q−n+1). In the case n = 2 we have 1 ≤ q ≤ p <∞,
the inverse assertion is also correct and p′′ = p.

The geometric theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces is based on the
measure property of composition operators introduced in [38] (see, also [45]). This
measure property use the additive set function that forms the basis of our results.

Let us define a set function Φ̃p,q(Ã), defined on open bounded subsets Ã ⊂ Ω̃

and associated with a composition operator ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p <∞,

(2.3) Φ̃p,q(Ã) = sup
f∈L1

p(Ã)∩C0(Ã)

(
‖ϕ∗(f) | L1

q(Ω)‖
‖f | L1

p(Ã)‖

)κ

, 1/κ = 1/q − 1/p.

Theorem 2.3. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ between two domains Ω and Ω̃
generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p ≤ ∞.

Then function Φ̃p,q(Ã), defined by (2.3), is a bounded monotone countably additive

set function defined on open bounded subsets Ã ⊂ Ω̃.

3. Capacitary description and set functions

In this section we study capacitary properties of the set functions associated with
norms of composition operators. First of all, we recall the notion of a variational
p-capacity [8, 43].

A condenser in a domain Ω ⊂ Rn is the pair (F0, F1) of connected disjoint closed
relatively to Ω sets F0, F1 ⊂ Ω. Then a continuous function f ∈ L1

p(Ω) is called
an admissible function for the condenser (F0, F1), if the set Fi ∩ Ω is contained in
some connected component of the set Int{x|f(x) = i}, i = 0, 1.

The p-capacity of the condenser (F0, F1) relatively to domain Ω is the following
quantity:

capp(F0, F1; Ω) = inf ‖f |L1
p(Ω)‖p.

Here the greatest lower bound is taken over all functions admissible for the con-
denser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω. If the condenser has no admissible functions we put the
capacity equal to infinity.

The next two theorems provide a capacitary description of composition opera-
tors.

Theorem 3.1. [5] Let 1 < p < ∞. A homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generates a
bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω)
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if and only if for every condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω̃ the inequality

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap

1/p
p (F0, F1; Ω̃)

holds.

Theorem 3.2. [38] Let 1 < q < p < ∞. A homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generates
a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω)

if and only if there exists a bounded monotone countable-additive set function Φ̃p,q

defined on open subsets of Ω̃ such that for every condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω̃ the in-
equality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Φ̃p,q(Ω̃ \ F0)

p−q

pq cap1/pp (F0, F1; Ω̃)

holds.

Further, one consider a distortion property of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal map-
pings for ring condensers. The ring condenser R (see, for example, [3, 25]) in a
domain Ω ⊂ Rn is the pair R = (F ;G) of sets F ⊂ G ⊂ Ω, where F is a connected
compact set and G is a connected open set. The p-capacity of the ring R = (F ;G)
is defined by

capp(F ;G) = inf ‖f |L1
p(Ω)‖p,

where the greatest lower bound is taken over all continuous functions f ∈ L1
p(Ω)

such that f ≥ 1 on F and f = 0 on Ω \G.
Next we show that in the case n − 1 < q ≤ p < ∞ we can consider ring

condensers only. Let us recall the geometric characterization of homeomorphisms
which generate composition operators on Sobolev spaces. The homeomorphism
ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is called (strong) (p, q)-quasiconformal, 1 < q ≤ p < ∞, if there exists
a bounded monotone countable-additive absolutely continuous function Θ defined
on open subsets of Ω such that

lim sup
r→0

Lp
ϕ(x, r)r

n−p

|ϕ(B(x, 2r))|

/(
Θ(B(x, r))

|B(x, r)|

) p−q

q

≤ H <∞,

where Lϕ(x, r) = max
|x−y|=r

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)|, for all points x ∈ Ω.

This definition was introduced in [5] in the case p = q and in [44] in the case
q < p for the case of Carnot group G. Recall that the Euclidean space Rn, n ≥ 2,
is an example of the abelian Carnot group G.

Theorem 3.3. Let n− 1 < q ≤ p < ∞ (1 ≤ q ≤ p <∞ if n = 2) and ϕ : Ω → Ω̃
be a homeomorphism. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) The composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω),

defined by the rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ is bounded.
(2) The homeomorphism ϕ ∈W 1

q,loc(Ω), has finite distortion, and

Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) := ‖Kp | Lκ(Ω)‖ <∞, 1/q − 1/p = 1/κ (κ =∞, ifp = q).
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(3) There exists a bounded monotone countable-additive set function Φ̃p,q de-

fined on open subsets of Ω̃ such that for every ring condenser (F, Ã) ⊂ Ω̃
the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F ), ϕ−1(Ã)) ≤ C0Φ̃p,q(Ã)
p−q

pq cap1/pp (F, Ã)

holds.
(4) There exists a bounded monotone countable-additive absolutely continuous

function Θ defined on open subsets of Ω such that

lim sup
r→0

Lp
ϕ(x, r)r

n−p

|ϕ(B(x, 2r))|

/(
Θ(B(x, r))

|B(x, r)|

) p−q

q

≤ H <∞,

for all points x ∈ Ω.

Proof. This theorem was proved, but not formulated in [5] in the case p = q and in
[44] in the case q < p. In the proof of corresponding assertions in [5, 44] were used
ring condensers only and Teichmüller type capacity estimates. �

To give characterizations of the set function Φ̃p,q in capacitary terms, we have
to define another set function Ψ̃ and consider its variation. Let 1 < q < p < ∞
and ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ be a homeomorphism. We define the set function on open bounded
subsets Ã ⊂ Ω̃ by the rule

Ψ̃p,q(Ã) = sup
(F ;G)⊂Ã



cap
1
q

q (ϕ−1(F );ϕ−1(G))

cap
1
p

p (F ;G)





pq

p−q

,

where the supremum is taken over all ring condensers (F ;G) ⊂ Ã such that
capp(F ;G) 6= 0.

For function Ψ̃p,q, we consider its variation. Variation of a set function is a
quasiadditive set function

V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) = sup
{Ãk}

∞∑

k=1

Ψ̃p,q(Ãk),

where the supremum is taken over all families of disjoint sets {Ãk}k∈N, Ãk ⊂ Ω̃.

Proposition 3.4. Let n − 1 < q < p < ∞, then the set function Ψ̃p,q is positive
and non-decreasing.

Proof. Let Ã1 ⊂ Ã2 ⊂ Ω̃. Then

Ψ̃p,q(Ã1) = sup
(F1;G1)⊂Ã1



cap
1
q
q (ϕ−1(F1);ϕ

−1(G1))

cap
1
p

p (F1;G1)





pq

p−q

= sup
(F1;G1)⊂Ã2


cap

1
q
q (ϕ−1(F1);ϕ

−1(G1))

cap
1
p
p (F1;G1)




pq

p−q

≤ sup
(F2;G2)⊂Ã2


cap

1
q
q (ϕ−1(F2);ϕ

−1(G2))

cap
1
p
p (F2;G2)




pq

p−q

= Ψ̃p,q(Ã2),
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because any condenser (F1;G1) ⊂ Ã2 coincides with some condenser (F2;G2) ⊂ Ã2.
Let us proof, that for arbitrary open set Ã ⊂ Rn the function Ψ̃p,q(Ã) is positive.

Fix a point x ∈ Ã and choose r > 0 such that ring condenser (B(x, r);B(x, 2r)) is
a subset of Ã. Then, by [8],

capp(B(x, r);B(x, 2r)) ≥ c1 > 0.

The preimage of B(x, r) is a continuum set. Therefore, because in the case q > n−1
the capacity of a continuum set is positive [8], we have

capp(ϕ
−1(B(x, r));ϕ−1(B(x, 2r))) ≥ c2 > 0.

Hence, the set function Ψ̃p,q(Ã) > 0 for an arbitrary open set Ã ⊂ Rn.
�

Remark 3.5. In the case n = 2 Proposition 3.4 is correct for all 1 ≤ q < p <∞.

The following statement establishes a correspondence between set functions Φ̃p,q

and Ψ̃p,q.

Theorem 3.6. Fix a constant M < ∞ and let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a homeomorphism.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) there exists a bounded monotone countable-quasiadditive set function Φ̃p,q

defined on open subsets of Ω̃ such that for every ring condenser (F ; Ã) ⊂ Ω̃
the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F );ϕ−1(Ã)) ≤ Φ̃p,q(Ã)
p−q

pq cap1/pp (F ; Ã)

holds and Φ̃p,q(Ω̃) ≤M ;

(2) function Ψ̃p,q has a bounded variation V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) ≤M ;

(3) for every family of disjoint ring condensers {(Fk; Ãk)}k∈N in Ω̃ with cap
1
p
p (Fk; Ãk) 6=

0, the following estimate is true

(3.1)
∞∑

k=1



cap
1
q

q (ϕ−1(Fk);ϕ
−1(Ãk))

cap
1
p
p (Fk; Ãk)





pq

p−q

≤M.

Proof. First we show, that the second and the third condition are equivalent. If
V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) ≤M then, by virtue of definitions of Ψ̃ and V (Ψ̃p,q), we have

sup
{Ãk}

∞∑

k=1

sup
(Fk;Gk)⊂Ãk


cap

1
q
q (ϕ−1(Fk);ϕ

−1(Gk))

cap
1
p

p (Fk;Gk)




pq

p−q

≤M,

where the first supremum is taken over all families of disjoint sets Ãk, and the
second is taken over all ring condensers in Ãk with non-zero capacity. Hence, for
an arbitrary family {Ãk}k∈N and condensers (Fk; Ãk), the sum (3.1) is bounded by
the same constant M .

Now we assume that condition 3 is fulfill. For an arbitrary family of disjoint sets
{(Fk; Ãk)}k∈N in Ω̃ and an arbitrary ε > 0, we choose condensers (Fk;Gk) such
that

Ψ̃p,q(Ãk) <



cap
1
q

q (ϕ−1(Fk);ϕ
−1(G̃k))

cap
1
p
p (Fk; G̃k)





pq
p−q

+
ε

2k
.
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Then
∞∑
k=1

Ψ̃p,q(Ãk) < M + ε and, therefore, V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) ≤ M and condition 2 is

fulfill.
Next we show that condition 1 and 2 are equivalent. If condition 1 is true,

then, due to the capacitary inequality for Φ̃p,q, Ψ̃p,q(Ã) ≤ sup Φ̃p,q(G), where the
supremum is taken over all G ⊂ Ã. Hence, by monotonicity of Φ̃p,q, Ψ̃p,q(Ã) ≤
Φ̃p,q(Ã) for every Ã ⊂ Ω̃. Further, by the definition of the variation,

V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) = sup
{Ãk}

∞∑

k=1

Ψ̃p,q(Ãk) ≤ sup
{Ãk}

∞∑

k=1

Φ̃p,q(Ãk).

Function Φ̃p,q is countable-quasiadditive and monotone, which implies

V (Ψ̃p,q, Ω̃) ≤ sup Φ̃p,q(

∞⋃

k=1

Ãk) ≤ Φ̃p,q(Ω̃)

and condition 2 holds.
If condition 2 holds, then for an arbitrary condenser (F, Ã) with capp(F, Ã) 6= 0

by the definition of Ψ̃p,q and V (Ψ̃p,q) we obtain the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F );ϕ−1(Ã)) ≤ V (Ψ̃p,q, Ã) cap
1/p
p (F ; Ã).

Function V (Ψ̃p,q) is quasiadditive and for finishing the proof we have to show
that the above inequality holds also for the case capp(F ; Ã) = 0. For an arbitrary
condenser (F ; Ã) with capp(F ; Ã) = 0, let us consider a decreasing sequence of
compact sets {Fk}∞k=1, Fk ⊂ Ã, F =

⋂∞
k=1 Fk, with capp(Fk; Ã) > 0 (for example,

Fk = {x : dist(x, F ) ≤ 1/k}). For such condensers

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(Fk);ϕ
−1(Ã)) ≤ V (Ψ̃p,q, Ã) cap

1/p
p (Fk; Ã).

Due to the continuity of the capacity we can pass to the limit and obtain the
above inequality for condensers with zero capacity. �

Note, that in [23] the similar statement was proven in the particular case p = n.

4. Composition operators and Q-homeomorphisms

4.1. Modulus and capacity. The theory of Q-quasiconformal mappings has been
extensively developed in recent decades, see, for example, [28]. Let us give the basic
definitions.

The linear integral is denoted by

ˆ

γ

ρ ds = sup

ˆ

γ′

ρ ds = sup

l(γ′)
ˆ

0

ρ(γ′(s)) ds

where the supremum is taken over all closed parts γ′ of γ and l(γ′) is the length of
γ′. Let Γ be a family of curves in R

n. Denote by adm(Γ) the set of Borel functions
(admissible functions) ρ : Rn → [0,∞] such that the inequality

ˆ

γ

ρ ds > 1

holds for locally rectifiable curves γ ∈ Γ.
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Let Γ be a family of curves in Rn, where Rn is a one point compactification of
the Euclidean space Rn. The quantity

M(Γ) = inf

ˆ

Rn

ρn dx

is called the (conformal) module of the family of curves Γ [28]. The infimum is
taken over all admissible functions ρ ∈ adm(Γ).

Let Ω be a bounded domain in Rn and F0, F1 be disjoint non-empty compact
sets in the closure of Ω. Let M(Γ(F0, F1; Ω)) stand for the module of a family of
curves which connect F0 and F1 in Ω. Then [28]

(4.1) M(Γ(F0, F1; Ω)) = capn(F0, F1; Ω) ,

where capn(F0, F1; Ω) is a conformal capacity of the condenser (F0, F1; Ω) [30].
Recall that a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ of domains Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ Rn is called a

Q-homeomorphism [28] with a non-negative measurable function Q if

M (ϕΓ) 6

ˆ

Ω

Q(x) · ρn(x)dx

for every family Γ of rectifiable paths in Ω and every admissible function ρ for Γ.

4.2. Mappings of finite distortion. Let us define two distortion functions for
Sobolev mappings of finite distortion ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃.
The outer (quasi)conformal dilatation

KO(x, ϕ) =

{
|Dϕ(x)|n

|J(x,ϕ)| , J(x, ϕ) 6= 0,

0, J(x, ϕ) = 0.

The inner (quasi)conformal dilatation

KI(x, ϕ) =

{
|J(x,ϕ)|

l(Dϕ(x))n , J(x, ϕ) 6= 0,

0, J(x, ϕ) = 0.

Note that KI(x) ≤ (KO(x))n−1 and KO(x) ≤ (KI(x))n−1.
In this section we consider Q-homeomorphisms with Q ∈ Ls(Ω), s ≥ 1. In [28],

it was proven that Q-homeomorphisms ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ with Q ∈ L1,loc(Ω) belong to
the Sobolev space W 1

1,loc(Ω), differentiable a.e., has a finite distortion and possesses
the Luzin-N−1 property.

Theorem 4.1. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a Q-homeomorphism with Q ∈ Ls(Ω). Then ϕ
generates the bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
n(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω),

where q = sn/(s+ n− 1). In particular, if Q ∈ L1(Ω), then ϕ generates the
bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
n(Ω̃)→ L1

1(Ω).

Proof. Because ϕ is a Q-homeomorphism with Q ∈ Ls(Ω), then Q ∈ L1,loc(Ω).
Hence ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space W 1

1,loc(Ω) and has a finite distortion [28].
In [28] it was proved that for Q ∈ L1,loc(Ω) the inequality

(4.2) |Dϕ(x)| ≤ C(n)|J(x, ϕ)| 1nQn−1
n (x)
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holds for almost all x ∈ Ω. Hence
( |Dϕ(x)|n
|J(x, ϕ)|

) 1
n−1

≤ Q(x) for almost all x ∈ Ω.

Since Q ∈ Ls(Ω), we have
ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|n
|J(x, ϕ)|

) s
n−1

dx ≤
ˆ

Ω

Qs(x) dx <∞.

Then, by Theorem 2.1 the mapping ϕ generates the bounded composition operator
ϕ∗ : L1

n(Ω̃)→ L1
q(Ω), q = sn/(s+ n− 1). �

Using the composition duality property in the case of planar domains Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R
2

we obtain:

Theorem 4.2. Let ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃, Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R2, be a Q-homeomorphism with Q ∈ L1(Ω).

Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃→ Ω generates the bounded composition operator
(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

∞(Ω)→ L1
2(Ω̃).

In particular, ϕ ∈ L1
2(Ω).

Now we prove the inverse property.

Theorem 4.3. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generates the bounded composi-
tion operator

ϕ∗ : L1
n(Ω̃)→ L1

n−1(Ω).

Then ϕ is a Q-homeomorphism with Q(x) = KI(x, ϕ).

Proof. This statement was proved in [28] in a different formulation and under the
additional assumption that the mapping satisfies Luzin N -property. The proof
below completely repeats the proof of [28, Theorem 4.1] and is presented for the
convenience of the reader and to avoid confusion.

By the definition of the Q-homeomorphism, we have to show, that for every
family Γ of paths in Ω and every ρ ∈ adm(Γ)

M(ϕΓ) ≤
ˆ

Ω

KI(x, ϕ)ρn(x) dx.

First, note, that by theorem 2.1, ϕ ∈ W 1
n−1,loc(Ω). Also, ϕ−1 ∈ W 1

n,loc(Ω̃) by

theorem 2.2. It implies, that ϕ−1 ∈ ACLn
loc(Ω̃), is differentiable a.e. and satisfies

Luzin N -property
By Fuglede’s theorem ([40], p. 95), if Γ̃ is the family of all paths γ ∈ ϕΓ for which

ϕ−1 is absolutely continuous on all closed subpaths of γ, then M(ϕΓ) = M(Γ̃).
Then, for given ρ ∈ adm(Γ), one consider

ρ̃(y) =

{
ρ(ϕ−1(y))|Dϕ−1(y)|, y ∈ Ω̃,

0, otherwise.

Then, for γ̃ ∈ Γ̃
ˆ

γ̃

ρ̃ ds ≥
ˆ

ϕ−1◦γ̃

ρ ds ≥ 1,
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and consequently ρ̃ ∈ adm(Γ̃).
By change of variable formula, we obtain

M(ϕΓ) =M(Γ̃) ≤
ˆ

Ω̃

ρ̃n dy

=

ˆ

Ω̃

ρn(ϕ−1(y))|Dϕ−1(y)|n dy =

ˆ

Ω̃

ρn(ϕ−1(y))

l(Dϕ(ϕ−1(y)))n
dy

=

ˆ

Ω̃

ρn(ϕ−1(y))KI(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)Jϕ−1(y) dy ≤
ˆ

Ω

KI(x, ϕ)ρn(x) dx

which completes the proof. �

Hence we obtain the following equivalence theorem in R2.

Theorem 4.4. Let ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ be a homeomorphism of planar domains Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R2.
Then ϕ be a Q-homeomorphism with Q ∈ L1(Ω) if and only if ϕ generate a bounded
composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
2(Ω̃)→ L1

1(Ω).

5. The measure distortion properties and the capacitary metric

distortion properties

5.1. The measure distortion properties of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal map-

pings. The first our results, based on theorem 2.3, is the following measure distor-
tion properties, which refines results of [45], in the case 1 < q ≤ p < n the similar
result was obtained in [45] by using another set function.

Theorem 5.1. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, 1 < q ≤
p < n. Then for any measurable subset Ã ⊂ Ω̃ the following inequality hold:

|ϕ−1(Ã)|
n−q

nq ≤ CΦ̃p,q(Ã)
p−q

pq |Ã|
n−p

np , 1 < q ≤ p < n.

Proof. In the case q < p by Theorem 2.3, the following inequality

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Φ̃p,q(B(y0, 2r))

p−q

pq ‖f | L1
p(Ω̃ ∩B(y0, 2r))‖,

holds for any function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩ C0(B(y0, 2r)) and for any ball B(y0, 2r) with

the center at fixed point y0 and with radius 2r such that 0 < 2r < dist(y0, ∂Ω̃).
Fix a cut-off function η ∈ C∞

0 (Rn) such that η = 1 on the ball B(0, 1) and η = 0
on the set Rn \B(0, 2). Substituting the test functions

f(y) = η

( |y − y0|
r

)
, 0 < 2r < dist(y0, ∂Ω̃),

into the above inequality, we obtain

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(ϕ

−1(B(y0, r))‖ ≤ ‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖

≤ Φ̃p,q(B(y0, 2r))
p−q

pq ‖f | L1
p(Ω̃ ∩B(y0, 2r))‖

≤ CΦ̃p,q(B(y0, 2r))
p−q

pq |B(y0, r)|
n−p

np .

Now, because functions ϕ∗(f) are equal to one on the set ϕ−1(B(y0, r), by us-
ing the embedding of the of functions with compact supports of the Sobolev space
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L1
q(ϕ

−1(B(y0, r)) into the Lebesgue space L nq

n−q
(ϕ−1(B(y0, r)), we have the follow-

ing inequality for an arbitrary ball B(y0, r), 0 < 2r < dist(y0, ∂Ω̃):

|ϕ−1(B(y0, r))|
n−q

nq ≤ CΦ̃p,q(B(y0, 2r))
p−q

pq |B(y0, r)|
n−p

np .

It is known (see, e.g. [46]), that for an arbitrary open set Ã ⊂ Ω̃ there exists
a sequence of balls {B(yi, ri)}, such that families {B(yi, ri)} and {B(yi, 2ri)} are

finite covers of Ã and
∞∑
i=1

Φ̃(B(yi, 2ri)) ≤ C(n)Φ̃(Ã). Taking such sequences, we

rise both sides of the above inequality to the power np
n−p and sum over this families:

∞∑

i=1

|ϕ−1(B(y0, r))| ≤ C
∞∑

i=1

Φ̃p,q(B(y0, 2r))
n(p−q)
p(n−q) |B(y0, r)|

q(n−p)
p(n−q) .

Due to the choice of families of balls and the Hölder inequality, we obtain

|ϕ−1(Ã)| ≤ CΦ̃p,q(Ã)
n(p−q)
p(n−q) |Ã|

q(n−p)
p(n−q) .

Raising to the power of (n− q)/nq give us the claimed result.
In the case p = q we have that the inequality

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ C‖f | L1

p(Ω̃ ∩B(y0, 2r))‖,

holds for any function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩ C0(B(y0, 2r)) and for any ball B(y0, 2r) with

the center at fixed point y0 and with radius 2r such that 0 < 2r < dist(y0, ∂Ω̃).
Hence, by same reasons, like in the case q < p, we have the required result.

�

Theorem 5.2. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, n < q ≤
p <∞, then for any measurable subset A ⊂ Ω the following inequality hold:

|ϕ(A)|
(p−n)(n−1)

np ≤ CΦq′,p′(A)
(p−q)(n−1)

pq |A|
(q−n)(n−1)

nq , n < q ≤ p <∞,
where, by (2.3), Φq′,p′(A) is a set function, defined on open sets A ⊂ Ω and asso-
ciated with operator

(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

q′(Ω)→ L1
p′(Ω̃), p′ =

p

p− n+ 1
, q′ =

q

q − n+ 1
.

Proof. Since ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, n < q ≤ p < ∞,
then by the duality theorem (Theorem 2.2) the mapping ϕ−1 is the weak (q′, p′)-
quasiconformal mapping with 1 < p′ ≤ q′ < n.

Hence, by the previous theorem

|ϕ(A)|
n−p′

np′ ≤ CΦq′,p′(A)
q′−p′

q′p′ |A|
n−q′

nq′ , 1 < p′ ≤ q′ < n,

for any measurable subset A ⊂ Ω. Taking into account that p′ = p/(p− n+ 1),
q′ = q/(q − n+ 1) we obtain

|ϕ(A)|
(p−n)(n−1)

np ≤ CΦq′,p′(A)
(p−q)(n−1)

pq |A|
(q−n)(n−1)

nq .

�

As a consequence of the above theorem we obtain the following result for inte-
grability of the Jacobian (the case 1 < q ≤ p < n was proved in [45]) by another
method.
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Theorem 5.3. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, 1 < q ≤
p < n. Then

J(·, ϕ−1) = Jϕ−1(·) ∈ L p(n−q)
n(p−q)

(Ω̃).

If ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ is a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping with n < q ≤ p <∞, then

J(·, ϕ) = Jϕ(·) ∈ L q(p−n)
n(p−q)

(Ω).

Proof. Let 1 ≤ q ≤ p < n. Fix a point y0 and a ball B(y0, r) ⊂ Ω̃. By theorem 5.1,

|ϕ−1(B(y0, r))|
n−q

nq ≤ CΦ̃p,q(B(y0, r))
p−q

pq |B(y0, r)|
n−p

np .

Dividing both sides on |B(y0, r)|
n−q

nq

( |ϕ−1(B(y0, r))|
|B(y0, r)|

)n−q

nq

≤ C
(
Φ̃p,q(B(y0, r))

|B(y0, r)|

) p−q
pq

.

Rising to the power pq
p−q and taking the limit r → 0, we obtain Jϕ−1(y0) in the right

hand side and a derivative Φ̃′
p,q of the set function Φ̃p,q. In [46], it was shown, that

for quasiadditive set function Φ̃p,q its derivative Φ̃′
p,q is integrable and

ˆ

Ω̃

Φ̃′
p,q(y) dy ≤ CΦ̃p,q(Ω̃).

Combining these estimates and integrate over Ω̃, we infer
ˆ

Ω̃

(Jϕ−1(y))
p(n−q)
n(p−q) dy ≤ C

ˆ

Ω̃

Φ̃′
p,q(y) dy ≤ CΦ̃p,q(Ω̃) <∞.

Hence,
J(·, ϕ−1) = Jϕ−1(·) ∈ L p(n−q)

n(p−q)

(Ω̃).

The case n < q ≤ p <∞ now follows from the duality theorem (Theorem 2.2). �

5.2. Capacitary metric. In this subsection we introduce capacitary metric of
the hyperbolic type and prove, that (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings are Lipschitz
mappings in correspondence capacitary metrics.

Let n−1 < p ≤ n (1 ≤ p ≤ 2 if n = 2) and let a domain Ω ⊂ Rn have a boundary
of non-zero p-capacity.

Let us define a capacitary metric

dp(x, y) = inf
γ
cap

1
p
p (γ; Ω),

where the infimum is taken over all continuous curves γ, joining points x and y in
Ω. In the case p = n metrics of such type was considered in [2] in a connection with
quasiconformal mappings.

Theorem 5.4. Let n− 1 < p ≤ n (1 ≤ p ≤ 2 if n = 2) and capp(∂Ω) > 0 then

dp(x, y) = inf
γ

cap
1
p

p (γ; Ω)

is a metric.
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Proof. The restriction on p arises because for p > n only empty set has zero ca-
pacity and for p ≤ n− 1 even a continuum has zero capacity. If boundary ∂Ω has

zero capacity, then, by the definition of cap
1
p

p (γ; Ω) will be equal to zero for any
continuum γ.
1. Identity:

If x = y then the infimum is reached on one-point set, which capacity is zero,
hence, dp(x, y) = 0. Now, let dp(x, y) = 0. Then there exists a sequence γk,
such that capp(γk; Ω) → 0 for k → ∞. The sequence of extremal functions uk for
capacitors (γk; Ω) converges to 0 in L1

p(Ω) and a.e. except the set of zero capacity.
Since any continuum has a non-zero capacity, x = y.
2. Summetry: is a direct consequence of definition dp(x, y).
2. Triangle inequality: follows from the triangle inequality for L1

p-norm in the
definition of the capacity. �

As a consequence of theorem 3.2 we obtain the following statement.

Theorem 5.5. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, n − 1 < q ≤
p ≤ n (1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ 2 if n = 2). Then, for any two points x, y ∈ Ω̃ the following
inequality

dq(ϕ
−1(x), ϕ−1(y)) ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)dp(x, y),

holds.

Proof. Because ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, then there exists a
bounded monotone countable-additive set function Φ̃ defined on open subsets of Ω̃
such that for every condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω̃ the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Φ̃p,q(Ω̃ \ F0)

p−q

pq cap1/pp (F0, F1; Ω̃)

≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (F0, F1; Ω̃)

holds.
Let γ̃ ⊂ Ω̃ be a continuous curve which join x and y in Ω̃. Because ϕ is a

homeomorphism, then ϕ−1(γ̃) is a continuous curve which join ϕ−1(x) and ϕ−1(y)
in Ω. Hence we obtain the following inequalities:

dq(ϕ
−1(x), ϕ−1(y)) ≤ cap

1
q
q (ϕ

−1(γ̃); Ω) ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1
p
p (γ̃; Ω̃).

Now since γ̃ is an arbitrary continuous curve which join x and y, then, taking the
infimum over all such γ̃, we obtain

dq(ϕ
−1(x), ϕ−1(y)) ≤ infKp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap

1
p

p (γ̃; Ω̃) = Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) dp(x, y).

�

Using the composition duality theorem (Theorem!2.2) for composition operators,
we immediately obtain the following result:

Theorem 5.6. Let ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ be a (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, n < q ≤ p <∞.
Then, for any two points x, y ∈ Ω the following inequality

dp′(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) ≤ Kq′,p′(ϕ−1; Ω̃) dq′(x, y), p
′ =

p

p− n+ 1
, q′ =

q

q − n+ 1

holds.
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6. Poincaré inequalities

In this section we prove the weighted Sobolev–Poincaré inequalities and on this
base we provide estimates of the exact constants in Sobolev–Poincaré inequalities.

Let us recall that a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rn is said to be (s, q)-Sobolev–Poincaré
domain (see, for example, [10, 13]), 1 ≤ q, s ≤ ∞, if the following Sobolev–Poincaré
inequality

inf
c∈R

‖g − c | Ls(Ω)‖ ≤ Bs,q(Ω)‖g | L1
q(Ω)‖

holds for any g ∈ L1
q(Ω) with the constant Bs,q(Ω) <∞.

Theorem 6.1. Let a bounded domain Ω̃ ⊂ Rn be such that there exists a weak
(p, q)-quasiconformal mapping ϕ : Ω → Ω̃, 1 ≤ q ≤ p < ∞, of a bounded (s, q)-

Sobolev–Poincaré domain Ω ⊂ R
n onto Ω̃, q < s. Then the weighted Poincaré

inequality

inf
c∈R



ˆ

Ω̃

|f(x)− c|sw(x)dx




1
s

≤ Bw
s,p(Ω̃)



ˆ

Ω̃

|∇f(x)|pdx




1
p

holds for any function f ∈ W 1
p (Ω̃) with the weight w(x) = Jϕ−1(x), where Jϕ−1(x)

is a volume derivative of the inverse mapping to ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃.

Proof. Since the mapping ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal, then the
composition operator ϕ∗ : L1

p(Ω̃) → L1
q(Ω) is bounded and, for a function f ∈

L1
p(Ω̃), the composition f ◦ ϕ belongs to L1

q(Ω).
By the change of variable formula and since Ω is a bounded (s, q)-Sobolev–

Poincaré domain, we have

inf
c∈R



ˆ

Ω̃

|f(y)− c|sJϕ−1(y) dy




1
s

= inf
c∈R




ˆ

Ω

|f(ϕ(x)) − c|s dx





1
s

≤ Bs,q(Ω)



ˆ

Ω

|∇f(ϕ(x))|q dx




1
q

,

where Bs,q(Ω) is a best constant in the (s, q)-Sobolev–Poincaré inequality.
By Theorem 2.1

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(Ω;ϕ)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.
Hence

inf
c∈R



ˆ

Ω̃

|f(y)− c|sJϕ−1(y) dy




1
s

≤ Bs,q(Ω)



ˆ

Ω

|∇f(ϕ(x))|q dx




1
q

≤ Bs,q(Ω)Kp,q(Ω;ϕ)



ˆ

Ω̃

|∇f(y)|p dy




1
p

= Bw
s,p(Ω̃)



ˆ

Ω̃

|∇f(x)|pdx




1
p

.
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�

Applications of Q-homeomorphisms to the spectral theory of two-dimensional
elliptic operators are based on estimates of the constants in non-weighted case
Bs,p(Ω) for Ω ⊂ R2 . In [7], for Ω ⊂ R2 there was proved the next version of
Poincaré inequality with the upper estimates of the sharp constant:

Theorem 6.2 ([7]). Let f ∈W 1
1 (Ω), Ω ⊂ R2. Then for any r > 0 and any z0 ∈ Ω,

such that dist(z0, ∂Ω) > 2r, the following inequality holds:

(6.1)



¨

D(z0,r)

|f(z)− fD(z0,r)|2 dxdy




1
2

≤ 3
√
π3

4

¨

D(z0,r)

|∇f(z)| dxdy.

Using the bi-Lipschitz change of variables, we can extend this result from a
disk to a general domain with Lipschitz boundary and obtain an estimates for the
constant B2,2(Ω).

Theorem 6.3. Let there exist a bi-Lipschitz mapping ϕ : D(0, r) → Ω and f ∈
W 1

1 (Ω). Then the following inequality holds:

(6.2)




¨

Ω

|f(x, y)− fΩ|2 dxdy





1
2

≤ 3
√
L5π3

4

¨

Ω

|∇f(x, y)| dxdy,

where L is a Lipschitz constant for mapping ϕ.

Proof. For the simplicity, we prove the inequality for the case fΩ = 0. Since the
function f belongs to L1

1(Ω), composition f ◦ ϕ with bi-Lipschitz mapping belongs
L1
1 and we can apply the change of variable formula.



¨

Ω

|f(u, v)|2 dudv




1
2

=



¨

D(0,r)

|f(ϕ(x, y))|2|J(x, y, ϕ)| dxdy




1
2

≤ ess sup
(x,y)∈D(0,r)

|J(x, y, ϕ)| 12



¨

D(0,r)

|f(ϕ(x, y))|2 dxdy




1
2

By theorem 6.2, we obtain the following estimate:




¨

Ω

|f(u, v)|2 dudv





1
2

≤ 3
√
π3

4
ess sup

(x,y)∈D(0,r)

|J(x, y, ϕ)| 12
¨

D(0,r)

|∇f(ϕ(x, y))| dxdy.

Using the chain rule and the change of variable formula the second time, we infer
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

¨

Ω

|f(u, v)|2 dudv




1
2

≤ 3
√
π3

4
ess sup

(x,y)∈D(0,r)

|J(x, y, ϕ)| 12 ess sup
(x,y)∈D(0,r)

|Dϕ(x, y)|
|J(x, y, ϕ)|

¨

Ω

|∇f(u, v)| dudv.

By the Hadamar inequality, we can choose a constant L such that 0 < L−1 ≤
|Jϕ(x, y)|1/2 ≤ |Dϕ(x, y)| ≤ L. Then



¨

Ω

|f(u, v)|2 dudv




1
2

≤ 3
√
L5π3

4

¨

Ω

|∇f(u, v)| dudv.

�

7. Spectral estimates of elliptic operators

In this section we consider applications of Q-homeomorphisms to spectral esti-
mates of the Laplace operator in Hölder cusp domains. The detailed description
of the spectral theory of non-linear elliptic operators and applications of geometric
theory of composition operators see, for example, [6, 13, 15]. Let us consider the
Neumann spectral problem

{
−∆u = µu in Ω̃,
∂u
∂ν = 0 on ∂Ω̃.

By the Min-Max Principle the first non-trivial Neumann eigenvalues in the domains
Ω̃ can be characterized as

µ1(Ω̃) =
(
B2,2(Ω̃)

)−2

.

With the help of Q-homeomorphism we can estimate the first eigenvalue of the
Neumann-Laplacian in the case of cusp domain. The estimate is based on the
following anti-commutative diagram [4, 10]:

L1
2(Ω̃)

ϕ∗

−−−−→ L1
1(Ω)y
y

L2(Ω̃)
(ϕ−1)∗←−−−− L2(Ω)

By this diagram, B2,2(Ω̃) ≤ ‖ϕ∗‖B2,1(Ω)‖(ϕ−1)∗‖
Let us consider the Hölder cusp domain Ωα ⊂ R2 which is the image of the

square Ω = {(x, y) : |x| + |y| ≤ 1} under Q-homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ωα of the
form

ϕ(x, y) =

{
(x, yα), y ≥ 0,

(x,−yα), y < 0.

Theorem 7.1. Let Ωα ⊂ R2 be the Hölder cusp domain. Then

µ1(Ωα) ≥
(α+ 1)α(2 − α)(3 − α)

9π3α(α + 1 + α(2 − α)(3 − α)) .
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In particular, if α = 4, then µ1(Ωα) ≥ (11, 7π3)−1.

Proof. First of all, we calculate the constant in inequality (6.2) for the square
Ω = {(x, y) : |x| + |y| ≤ 1}. As a bi-Lipschitz mapping, let us consider the radial
transformation ψ : D(0, 1)→ Ω, acting by the rule

ψ(x, y) = (l(x, y)x, l(x, y)y), l(x, y) =

√
x2 + y2

|x|+ |y| .

By simple calculation, we obtain

|Dψ(x, y)| =
(
2(x2 + y2)2

(|x| + |y|)4 +
x2 + y2

(|x|+ |y|)2
) 1

2

and

J(x, y, ψ) =
x2 + y2

(x+ y)2
.

Then, for (x, y) ∈ D(0, 1),

sup
(x,y)

|J(x, y, ψ)| 12 = 1, sup
(x,y)

|Dψ(x, y)|
J(x, y, ψ)

= 2.

Substituting these values to inequality (6.2), we obtain

(7.1)



¨

Ω

|f(x, y)− fΩ|2 dxdy




1
2

≤ 3
√
π3

2

¨

Ω

|∇f(x, y)| dxdy,

The next step is to calculate the norms of composition operators

ϕ∗ : L1
2(Ωα)→ L1

1(Ω) and (ϕ−1)∗ : L2(Ω)→ L2(Ωα).

By theorem 2.1 the norm

‖ϕ∗‖ ≤ K2,2(Ω;ϕ) =

∥∥∥∥
|Dϕ(·)|
|J(·, ϕ)| 12

| L2(Ω)

∥∥∥∥ .

In the [46], it was proven, that the norm (ϕ−1)∗ can be calculate as

‖(ϕ−1)∗‖ =M2(Ω) = sup
(x,y)∈Ω

|J(x, y, ϕ)| 12 .

For the Q-homeomorphism ϕ : Ωα → Ω,

|Dϕ(x, y)| =
√
1 + α2y2(α−1), J(x, y, ϕ) = αyα−1;

K2,2(Ω) =



4

1
ˆ

0

dx

x
ˆ

0

1 + α2y2(α−1)

αyα−1
dy





1
2

=

(
4

α(2 − α)(3 − α) +
4

α+ 1

) 1
2

;

M2(Ω) = sup
(x,y)∈Ω

|J(x, y, ϕ)| 12 =
√
α.

Combine all the estimates, we infer that

µ1(Ωα) ≥
(α+ 1)α(2 − α)(3 − α)

9π3α(α + 1 + α(2 − α)(3 − α)) .

�
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