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Localized regularity of planar maps of finite distortion

Olli Hirviniemi, Istvan Prause and Eero Saksman

Abstract. In this article we study fine regularity properties for mappings of finite
distortion. Our main theorems yield strongly localized regularity results in the bor-
derline case in the class of maps of exponentially integrable distortion. Analogues of
such results were known earlier in the case of quasiconformal mappings. Moreover,
we study regularity for maps whose distortion has better than exponential integra-
bility.

1. Introduction

Let f: Q2 — C be a function, where 2 C C is a domain. We say that f is a (homeomorphic
and orientation preserving) mapping of finite distortion if the following conditions are
satisfied:
(i) f € Wol ().
(i) f:Q — f(K2)is a homeomorphism with Jy > 0 a.e.
(i) |Df|*> = K(2)J(z, f) for ae. z € C, where Ky is a measurable function that
is finite almost everywhere.

In an analogous way, one may define mappings of finite distortion on subdomains
of R¥. In this article we only consider mappings of finite distortion on the plane. A planar
mapping of finite distortion satisfies a Beltrami equation

3f(2) = pr(2)8f (2),
where jir is a measurable function with | (z)| < 1 for a.e. z. One has

Kf(Z) -1

k&l = 0T

Here and henceforth we employ the standard notation

- d 1 , _d 1 :
0i= = =30 +idy) and 9:=— = (9x—idy).
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An important subclass is formed by mappings of finite exponential distortion which
have the property that for some positive constant p > 0 one has

(1.1) ePKr@ el |

A natural version of the measurable Riemann mapping theorem, the Stoilow factorization
theorem, and many other basic features of the standard quasiconformal theory generalise
to these classes. For a good account of the theory we refer the reader to Chapter 20 of [4].
Improving on earlier results [9] (which has result valid also in n dimensions), it was shown
in [3] that for a mapping of exponentially integrable distortion satisfying (1.1) there is the
regularity

(1.2) |Df12logP (e + |Df|) e LL. forp < p—1,

loc

and this is not necessarily true for B = p — 1. Note that in the above results one is
interested only in the local regularity of mappings of finite distortion with exponentially
integrable distortion. Similarly, in our work it is enough to consider only the regularity
of principal maps near the origin since local regularity results may then be transferred by
the Stoilow factorisation theorem to maps that are defined on subdomains. Let us recall
that a principal map f:C — C is conformal (i.e., ur(z) = 0) outside the unit disk D and
f(z) = z + O(1/|z]) near infinity.

For (standard) K -quasiconformal maps (i.e., Kr(z) < K < oo, where K is a constant),
the optimal area distortion [2] implies that Df € L? for p < 2K /(K — 1), but this fails

loc
in general in the borderline case p = 2K /(K — 1). There is a substitute (Corollary 13.2.5
in [4]) in the form of inclusion in the weak space Df € Lﬁf/ (K=1.20  Another kind of res-
ult in the borderline case was given in Theorem 3.5 of [5], stating that a K-quasiconformal

map satisfies
(1.3) (K — Ky (2))| DfPK/IE=D ¢ L}

loc?
which gives strongly localized regularity information on the map, especially we have
/; Ky<K—s |Df|K/E=1D < o for all ¢ > 0. For further basic results on planar maps of
exponentially integrable distortion we refer e.g. to [0, 10, 12, 14, 15] and the references
therein.

The principal aim of the present note is to establish a strongly localized regularity
result for mappings of finite distortion analogous to (1.3). Our main result states the fol-
lowing.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f is a planar (homeomorphic) mapping of exponentially
integrable distortion satisfying (1.1) with p = 1. Then it holds that

(1.4) |IDf|? < oo foranye >0

[4 10g4+8(e + Kf)
for any compact subset A C Q.

Arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.1 also give the following result.

Theorem 1.2. With f a mapping of integrable distortion satisfying (1.1) for some p > 0,
we have

|Df|?log?~ (e + | Df Dlloglog(| Df | + 10)]"0+32%9) e L1 = forany e > 0.
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In the radial case, one can improve both Theorems 1.1 and 1.2:
Theorem 1.3. (i) Let f:C — C be a planar and radial homeomorphic mapping of finite
distortion with exponentially integrable distortion satisfying (1.1) with p = 1. Then

— IDfPP<o0 foranye >0
//;log1+€(e+Kf)| /1 for any

and any compact subset A C C.

(ii) For radial maps of p-integrable distortion with p > 0 we have
|Df | log(e + |Df)?~ ' loglog(|Df| +10)~UF® e LY = forany e > 0.

Our next result considers mappings that in a sense lie in between mappings of expo-
nentially integrable distortion and standard quasiconformal maps.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that f is a planar homeomorphic mapping of finite distortion sat-
isfying the integrability
e EKr@)* Llloc

for some a > 1. Then, for any 8 < 1 —1/a, it holds that
(1.5) /D |Df | exp (log? (e + | Df ) < cc.

The result is optimal in the sense that the conclusion fails for f > 1 —1/a.

Sharpness of the previous theorem is shown by the map
z -
f(z) = Caiy exp (— =17 log' Ve (e +1/)2)))
for |z| < 1, and identity outside ID. We expect that the extremal maps for Theorems 1.1

and 1.2 are also given by radial maps, so it is natural to state:

Conjecture 1.5. The conclusions of Theorem 1.3 remain true without assuming that the
map is radial.

Theorem 1.3 is sharp up to the possible borderline case. For any 0 < ¢ < 1, we can
choose g.: C — C tobe

z 1 \1—2/2 1 \1-¢/2
g:(2) = —[log (e + —)] [loglog (e + —)] for |z] < 1
|z] |z] |z]

and g.(z) := cz elsewhere for some constant c. Then one directly verifies that g, is a
(radial) mapping of finite distortion satisfying (1.1) with p, but we have for general p,

/ID) |D(ge)|* log(e + | D(g:)))?~" loglog(|D(ge)| + 10) 71" = o0,
and for p = 1 we have

1
—|D 2 = .
/D e T e
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Section 2 below contains the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 assuming the quantitat-
ive estimate of Lemma 2.2. Next, Section 3 gives careful quantitative estimates for the
decay of the Neumann series associated with the Beltrami equation. Then in Section 4
we are ready to accomplish the proof of Lemma 2.2, and also to complete the proof of
Theorem 1.4. Finally, Section 5 treats the case of radial mappings, i.e., Theorem 1.3.

2. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 as well as Theorem 1.2 assuming Lemma 2.2, whose
proof we provide later. It is useful to note the general comparison for mappings of finite
distortion |df | < |Df| < 2]df].

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Our basic assumption is that f is a principal mapping of finite
distortion with

2.1 [ eKr < C < 0,
D

and we denote by u the Beltrami coefficient of /. However, we first consider the class of
quasiconformal f that satisfy (2.1) with a fixed C. After obtaining uniform estimates for
this class, we then at the end of the proof use approximation to deduce results for maps of
finite distortion.

We next fix 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and, for any w with 0 < Rw < 1, we let f,, be the unique
principal solution to the Beltrami equation

3 f(2) = v (2) Af (2),

where (
v (2) = L e
ln(2)]

A main idea in the proof is to consider the functions
gw = (1= u)" ™2 of,

and apply the analytic interpolation theorem, or actually a very special case of it that
reduces to a vector-valued Phragmén—Lindelo6f type maximum principle.

To accomplish this, note that since the dependence w > vy, is analytic, we deduce by
the Ahlfors—Bers theorem that the dependence w +> fy, (as an L2(ID)-valued function) is
analytic over the closed strip, and hence also g depends analytically on w. Especially, the
map w — g, is continuous in the strip and analytic in the interior. Moreover, by a standard
application of the Neumann series and the definition of g we see that ||gy [|L2) < C (C)
for all w in the closed strip {0 < Rw < 1}. Fix h € C3°(D) with || 2|2y = 1. A fortiori,
the function w +— ]D guw(z)h(z)dm(z) is a continuous and bounded analytic function in
the closed strip and analytic in the interior. If we denote

/ gu(2)h(z) dm(2)|.
D

M, = sup

Rw=r

and
M, = sup |gwlL2m)
Rw=r
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then we have, by a classical version of the Hadamard three lines theorem, that
iy < FIA0 R0 < MO M.

Since h € C§°(ID) is arbitrary, we in fact have for any 6 € (0, 1),

(2.2) My < MI~OMP.

In order to continue the proof we need several auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.1. For any w with Rw = 0 we have [p |gw|* < Ce™!, with a universal con-
stant C. In particular, My < C e=1/2,

Proof. As fy is a quasiconformal principal mapping, we obtain by the Bieberbach area
formula,

/ Iz fu) = |fD)| < .
D

To use this, note first that as J(z, k) = |dh|? — |0h|?, we have by the definition of g for
any w with Rw = 0,

2 _ . 2 _ |M| — |l
/D|gw| —/D(l DI —/ T B fw)_/ T I ).

As x — x2¢ is a concave function whose derivative at x = 1 equals 2¢, we have X% <
1 4+ 2e(x — 1) for all x > 0. This implies that

L—pl _ 1= fpl 1

L—|ul? = 2e(1—|pl) 26

finishing the proof. u

Lemma 2.2. For any w with Rw = 1, it holds that [p, |gw|* < Ce™*. The constant C
depends only on Cin(2.1).In particular, M < Cye2

‘We postpone the proof of this lemma to Section 4 as it needs more preparation, espe-
cially one needs to carefully check the dependence of constants in certain arguments of [3].

In order to continue the proof, we choose # = 1 — ¢ in (2.2) and note that f1_, = f
in order to obtain

C
23) /D (1= (@) IOf 1P dm(z) = /D (1= @D |fi-e ()P dm(z) = —-

Up to now we have considered the case where f is quasiconformal and satisfies (2.1).
We then choose a sequence of quasiconformal maps that converge to f locally uniformly
and satisfy the condition (2.1). In order to find such a sequence one may e.g. use the
factorization (see Corollary 4.4 in [3]) f = g o h, where g is (say) 5-quasiconformal and
f]D e5Kn < C 4 e, In this situation one may approximate & by quasiconformal maps &,
by truncating its dilatation in a standard way, and one defines f;, := g o h,,, and then the
sequence f, satisfies (2.1) with possibly slightly increased C, but uniformly in n. That
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we have the convergence h;,, — h locally uniformly is deduced by the fact that in this
regime the Neumann-series of /,, converges in L? with uniform bounds for kth term, and
clearly we have convergence in L? for each individual term of the Neumann-series. Thus
Dh, — Dh in Lﬁ)c, which implies local convergence in VMO for the maps %, and the
uniform convergence then follows by the known uniform modulus of continuity estimates
for mappings of exponentially integrable distortion.

Since f, — f locally uniformly, we obtain that f, — f in the sense of distribu-
tions, and hence df, — df in the sense of distributions. Let us then fix p < 2. We have
by (1.2) that [ [3f,|? < C uniformly in n for any fixed ball, and the same inequal-
ity holds also for f instead of f,. This verifies (by using the density of test functions
in L7) that the convergence in distributions upgrades to weak convergence df;, 59 f in
L?(D). This immediately implies the weak convergence in L? (D) of (1 — |11(2)])*/?d;,
to (1 — |(2)])¥/Pdf, and we obtain by the basic properties of weak L?-convergence and
the uniform estimate (2.3) that

IA

[ a= @b ar1? ame) < timint [ (1= w@D)* 017 dm)
D > JD

/

IA

lmM/uwmmmMWM@+nsC
n—>o0 D

o4

By letting p ' 2 we finally obtain for the general f the desired inequality

C/
24 La=men e = 5.

and again, the constant C’ in (2.4) does not depend on «.

The inequality (2.4) already provides a non-trivial localization result because we may
consider small values of ¢. However, as we have all values ¢ € (0, 1/2) at our disposal,
the result can be improved on by invoking the following observation:

Lemma 2.3. Let h and W be non-negative functions on D, with W(z) < 1 for all z. Let
also g9 € (0,1/2), o, C > 0 be positive constants. Assume that for any 0 < & < gy we
have

2.5) AW@W@MW@S%-

Then there is a constant C; = Cy (g9, «, C) such that for0 < n <1,

1

J (log (e + )"

W(z)

lmwmns%-

Proof. The assumption remains valid if W is replaced by min(W, 1/2), and the conclusion
obtained in this case yields the original one, in view of the assumption. We may hence
assume that W(z) € [0, 1/2] for all z. From (2.5) it immediately follows thatif 0 < n <1,
then

&0 €0 C
/ g¥ 1A / (W(2))°h(z)dm(z)de < C/ e lde = —¢f.
0 D 0 n
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On the other hand, we can use Fubini’s theorem to conclude that

/:O 8“_1+”/D(W(z))€h(z) dm(z)de = /Dh(z) /080 2 N(W(2))¢ de dm(z).

For those z with W(z) = 0, the inner integral is 0. Let now 0 < a := W(z) < 1/2. Then
the inner integral is equal to

) 1 €0 1 a+n—1 1
xX®T1= ¥ dx = —/ log (- )x e~ Uog(@)X) gy
J Gor e o (o2

1 €0 log(2) )
og (5 0

The last integral factor approaches I' (o + 7) uniformly on 7 € [0, 1] as @ — 0. The positive
function ¢: (0,1/2] x [0, 1] — R,
1\\«¢+n log(L
(log (e + 7)) /Og(“)so sen=1,=8 g
0

(log (3))*""

extends therefore to a continuous positive function on [0, 1/2] x [0, 1]. Therefore there is
a positive constant ¢ > 0 so that for all z we have

pla.n) =

c
log (e + %))

which finishes the proof. ]

at+n’

/ " et w@)ede >
0 (

Theorem 1.1 is obtained by applying Lemma 2.3 in conjunction with inequality (2.4)
using the choices W(z) := (1 — |u(z)|) and @ = 4. |

Remark. Generalizing Theorem 1.1 for values p # 1 appears to require interpolating in
Orlicz space settings instead of L? with suitable counterparts of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. We
have not attempted to carry out the necessary details for the generalisations since it would
considerably increase the technicality of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Following the argument of the proof of Lemma 2.2 and keeping
track of the dependence of constant factors, we obtain under the assumption (1.1) that,
instead of the result stated in Lemma 2.2, we obtain for general p that

/ Df?log(e + | DF )P log™ (e + |DfI) < Ce1+3P),
D

Then, as before, the statement follows by an application of Lemma 2.3. ]

Remark. We note that one may apply Lemma 2.3 again directly on the result stated in
Theorem 1.1, and this yields that the integral

- IDfI?
/Alog4+’3(8+Kf)| /1
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is bounded by C/e. Thus taking @ = 1 in Lemma 2.3 we obtain a statement of the form

1
/ 7 |IDf|?> < oo forany e > 0.
A log*(e + Kr)(loglog(10 + Kr))1+¢

An industrious reader may refine this result by iterating the lemma, obtaining estimates
for weights with more iterations of logarithms.

3. Decay of the Neumann series

For the proof of Lemma 2.2 we need quantitative versions of several auxiliary results
in [3]. In this section we establish decay estimates for the Neumann series that suffice
both for Theorem 1.1 and for Theorem 1.4. Our proof follows rather closely the ideas
of [3, 8], but keeping track of the dependence of the constants is somewhat non-trivial
even in the case o« = 1 which relates to that considered in [3, 8].

The Beurling operator § is the singular integral

L e
7 Jo (z —1)?

Recall that in the context of quasiconformal mappings, the classical Beltrami equation in
wl2(c),

loc

So(z) := dr.

0f(z) = u(2) 0f (2).

has a unique principal solution f(z) = z + O(1/z) —for this and other basic facts on
quasiconformal maps we refer the reader to [1,4]. We can use the identity 3 — 1 =§(3 /)
to write the Beltrami equation equivalently for v = 9 f:

0(z) = u(2)(Sw() + 1),

which is solved by the Neumann series

o=0-pS) 'u=p+uSu+puSuSu+---.

The series converges absolutely when |u(z)| < k < 1 almost everywhere because § is
a unitary operator in L2(C). This is no longer true if only |(z)| < 1, but we have as
substitute the estimates of Lemma 3.1. We state here a refined (in the case « = 1) and
generalized (for ¢ > 1) version of Theorem 3.1 in [3] needed for our purposes. Its proof
is adapted from the original proof in [3].

Lemma 3.1. Let |1(z)| < 1 almost everywhere, with u(z) = 0 for |z| > 1. Assume that
the distortion function K(z) = % satisfies
X" e LP(D), forsome p>0anda > 1.

In case o > 1 we have, forevery p >0, B € [p/2, p) andn € N,

[ 1018y = Cexp (20872 = (0 B4+ D'V = B4+ 1)) ).
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where by denoting § := (p=B) & . 52 (o el’Ka)(p_ﬂ)/ZP, b:=(B/2)"% and B :=

— BBy ~ pB
max (=47 ((2b/8)*~" = (1 + B/4)'71/%),0) we have
3.1) C = (4572Ce?B +1).

In the case a = 1 one instead has

+ B4+ 1\—B
Sy < Co( LT L2 TN N,
[lwsrur < co(*EEEE) T e
where

1-B/p)
(3.2) Co = 12ﬁ+3(p/,3—1)_(5+2ﬁ)([DepK)2 .

Proof. We first note that a simple computation shows that the case @ = 1 follows from the
case o > | by first assuming that || t|lo < 1 and letting @ — 17 in estimate (3.1). Hence
we may assume that @ > 1 and start by fixing 0 < § < p. For n € N, divide the unit disk
into two sets,

2[3 1/a
- (4n)l/e + pl/a

|By| < (/ epKa) e—4np/B
D

The terms of the Neumann series ¥, = (u8)" 1 and the auxiliary terms g, are obtained
inductively:

an{zeD:|u(z)|>l } and G, =D\ B,.

By Chebychev’s inequality,

Yn = pSWn-1), Yo =p, and gy = xG,uS(gn-1), go = 1.
For g, we can estimate by using the fact that § is L2-isometry to see that

2'31/11

2
2
- W) lgn—1l72

lenlls = [ luSteavl? = (1
Gn

and therefore

n
2[31/&
lignllze < jl:[l (1 - W)”go”u

n 2 1/a
= exp (Zlog (1 - @])l/f‘—'Hgl/a)) [l L2

J=1

Aslog(l —x) < —xforx < 1, and ||| 2 < +/7, it follows that

n

1
IIgnIIszeXp(—Zlfz/“ﬁ”“E Y PR YII )ﬂ”z
Ja 1 1/
el el (7R

n

1
< ex (_2—1/01 1/a .—>n1/2’
P P L G
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where we applied the inequality () + (B/4)V/* < 2'=Ve(j + B/4)Y/* The sum
inside the exponential can be estimated by an integral:

(3.3)
)PP / P dx BT - (1 Ay
SGHBHYE T (ot B/ (1-1/a) ’
so that

e gie @ L+ B/HITVE — (14 B/a)t-1/e
(3.4 llgnllL2 §exp(—2 Hepl/ 1—1/a )

The difference of ¥, and gy, is
Yn —&n = XG, wS(Yn—1—8gn—-1) + XB, uS (Yn—1).

For the norms, this gives

2 1/a
I = gnller = (1= g g7 ot = gt + VR@)

with
RO = 5, 18 Wn1)|22 = / (18)"

By

By induction and estimating like in (3.3) we deduce

2 1/a
Wn=enlir = (1= Gty ) Wt — otz + VE@D)

Sém H (1 L)

o 1/ 1/
k=j+1 (k) + plie

:jz:\/mexp( z": log<1 L))

o 1/ 1/
k=j+1 (ak)le + piie

n

< 3 VRGew (~ 2t Y )
j=1

1/ 1/
L KT BT

N o a0 L BTV — (4 1 pa) e
_;\/R(/)ew( 27t p! I~ 1/a )

(35) = exp ( _ 2—1/0[ﬁ1/aﬁ((” + 1)1—1/a . (1 + ﬂ/4)1_1/a))

. —1/a o 1 . -1/ -1/« -
x;exp(z Ve g (G 1B/ = (/4 1)) VR,

We next recall that in [3] the Astala area distortion result | fA(E)| < M |E|'Y/M for
quasiconformal maps was used to estimate R(n) by considering the solution f = f* to
the Beltrami equation

df = Audf,
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with |A| < 1 via expressing the term ($)” u of the Neumann series

o0

gf/l — ZAH—H(MS)”M

n=0
by a Cauchy integral

1 -
aftda,

1
H'u=—
(R8)"H 21t Jip=p A2

multiplying by the characteristic function y g and by forcing the Jabobian to appear under
the integral. This yielded (see [3], p. 8) for any u with just ||p|lco < 1, any M > 1, and
any E C D the general estimates

and

M+1)2n M+ 1% b
—1 4
M+1>2n+2 (M +1)?

—1 4

(3.6) g ¥nliZ =< = (

<

(3.7 g SWmlZ: = 7 (

<

Choosing E = B,, this yields

VR@) < ﬁ(‘z\jt;) (M2+ D |, 12m

M+ 1\" (M + 1) pke\" M —2np/(am)
Sﬁ(M—l) 2 (/De ) ¢ ‘

In our situation we may actually slightly improve this by invoking the Eremenko and
Hamilton form of the area distortion estimate stating, for any measurable £ C D, the
inequality

(38) |g(E)| SMI/MHI_I/M|E|1/M S7T€l/(7re)|E|l/M.

This leads to

/R(n) < \/;el/(27re)<]]5+1)n /(M4L1)2<[ epKﬂ)l/ZMe—znp/(ﬂM)_
- D

We want to choose M > 1 in order to force R(n) to decay exponentially. For that we

need to have M4l )
(M) 20 5y

M-1) MB~
Choose M = 2p/(p — B) and estimate
b(M+5_££< 2 2p_2p—Ph) 2p—§)
M=) TMBTM 1T MBT p+p 28
(r-8>* .

TET R
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Noting that (M + 1)2/(4M) < M and /mwe'/ 7€) < 2, this yields

~ ~ 8 «\ (P—B)/4
JR() < Ce™ with €= |2 (/ S ) PR
r—B\Jp

Hence, if we denote b := 2_1/“,31/0‘, we obtain

Do exp (2B (1 B — (4 /4 VR
j=1
< éeﬁie—ﬁ/z < 28_15(35,
j=1

where B = sup; (1575 (( + 1+ /971 — (1 + B/4)'71/*) = (§/2)j). An ele-
mentary computation where one simply differentiates with respect to j shows that

B<B:= max(1 e (2b/8)*' — (1 + /3/4)1_1/:1),0).

In view of (3.5) we then obtain
V0 — gnllL2

<257 CePexp (—27p _11 7o+ 1 By e (B/4)!11)).

Together with (3.4) this proves the lemma. ]

4. Proof of Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 1.4

We start with an area distortion result that generalizes Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 5.1
in [3] to the range o > 1. In case « = 1 we need to keep careful track of the constants,
which is somewhat non-trivial in this situation, and hence for the readers sake we give the
details here although the basic idea of the proof follows that in [3, 8]. Thus for o = 1 the
novelty of the statement as compared to Theorem 5.1 in [3] is in a precise estimation of
the dependencies of the constant terms. This is a crucial technical ingredient needed for
our main results.

Proposition 4.1. Let pand 0 < B < p and f be as in Lemma 3.1.

(i) In case a > 1, we have the area distortion estimate
(4.1) |f(E)| < cexp(—c'log"™"*(e + 1/|E]))

with some constants ¢, ¢’ > 0.

(ii) In case o = 1, under the additional assumption 1/2 < B < p < 4, it holds that
1/2
42) |f(E)] = A|EP** + 4267 log P (e + 1/|E|)(/ e’€)" EcD,
D

where we denoted § == p — 8 and A, is a universal constant.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. We start by observing that our maps are Sobolev homeomorph-
isms that satisfy Lusin’s condition V. Especially, we obtain (using the notation of the
previous section)

|f<E)|=/E|af|2—|5f|2sz|E|+2[E|af—1|2=2|E|+2||XE<8f—1>||§

@y <20E1+2( Y lesSvals)

n=0

We estimate the last written sum in two parts, and fix to that end an index m > 1 that will
be specified later on. First of all, using (3.6) with M = 3 yields

m—1 m—1
4.4) Y g Svnlla < Y Vm 2"t BV <2m 3| E|e.
n=0 n=0

In case o« > 1 we choose § = p/2 in Lemma 3.1 and obtain with small work the estimate

o0
> s S¥nlla < 1 exp(—cam'=1%),

n=m

Here and later, the ¢;’s are constants that may depend on 8, p, «, and whose exact value is
of no interest to us. By choosing m = |2 + #ng log 1/|E||, we obtain in view of (4.3)
and the previous estimates

|f(E)| < 2|E| + c3|E[''? + dcyexp (= calog! ™% (e + 1/|E))).

which proves part (i).
In case (ii) we have o = 1. In this case we first assume that 2 < 8 < p and an applic-
ation of Lemma 3.1 yields in this case

> S -8/ ) .,
(S v = 5 (S 7y A0 iy

where the expression for the constant Co = Co(B, p) is given in (3.2). In view of (4.4) we
thus have

|f(E)| < 2|E| + 22" 7|E|'3 4

8Co(B/4+ 1)? im + B/4\>~F
(B-2)? <5/4+1) '

Choosing m = [mlog(l + 1/|E|)] and noting that |E| < 4|E|"/® and 1210og2 < 9
yields

8Co(B/4 + 1) (log(<1/|E| + 1)1/%) + ﬂ/4)2—ﬂ
(B-2)7 1+ /4

Our next step is to apply G. David’s factorisation trick to improve the above bound
and extend it to all values of p. We assume thus that f is as in the statement of the

4.5)  |f(E)| <2000|E|"/® +
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proposition (with the general assumption 1/2 < 8 < p < 4) and recall from [3] that for
any M > 1 we may factorise f as f = g o F, where g and F are principal mappings, g
is M -quasiconformal and F satisfies

It ;=/ oPMK(.F) <eM[ oPKGS)
D - D

Denote Bo := (p + B)/2,and M =2/(Bo — B) = 4/(p — B) = 1. We will apply (4.5)
with parameters (Mo, M p) instead of (8, p) in order to estimate | F'(E)|. This is possible
since by the assumption p < 4 we have 2 <2 + M = BoM < pM. Thus,

|F(E)| < 2000|E|"/S
8Co(MPBo, Mp, Ing)(MBo/4+1)? (10g((1+1/|E|)1/9)+Mﬂo/4>2 Mbo
(MBo — 2)? 1+ MBo/4

Above, the notation Co(M By, M p, I)r) recalls the dependences of the constant Cy. As g
is a principal quasiconformal mapping, we obtain from the standard area distortion estim-
ate (3.8),

| f(E)| = |go F(E)| < 4|F(E)|"™.

By noting that 2 — MBo = —M B, and MBy/4 = 1 1’+’3 > (p/B —1)~!, combing the last
two inequalities leads to

Co(MBo, Mp, I;m)(MPBo/4 + 1)2)1/1”
(MB)?
((log(l + 1/IEDY® + (p/B—1)~ 1)
1+ (p/B—D7!

Here, since Mp/Mpo—1=(p—PB)/(p+B) = (p—p)/2pand (p/fo—1)/2M <1/2
we obtain by recalling (3.2) and easy estimates,

g (ColMBo M QU2 2N gy 20 ([ en%)™,

where A is an absolute constant. In the simplification we applied our assumption on the
range of p and B and observed that (p — )~?~#) has a universal upper bound. We also
observe in (4.6) that (p/B — 1)# has a universal upper bound, and by increasing A; we
may replace log(1 + 1/|E[)/® by log(1 + 1/|E|). In addition, in our situation p/f — 1 <
(p — B). Combining these estimates completes the proof of part (ii). L]

| f(E)| < 8000|E|'/*M 4 4-81/M(

(4.6)

We then turn to the goals stated in the title of this section. As expected, we will
first estimate the integrability of the Jacobian using the estimates for area-distortion we
just proved. For that purpose we will first state a general lemma that yields (essentially
optimal) integrability estimates from estimates of area distortion.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that f is a principal mapping of finite distortion and g: [0, 7) —
[0, 00) is concave with g(0) = 0, satisfying for any measurable subsets E C B(0, 1) the
area distortion estimate

4.7 |f(E)| < g(ED.
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Then for any convex and increasing H on [0, 00) it holds that
T
[ HUpenaae < [ HE O
B(0,1) 0

Proof. Letus denote by h: (0, 7) — R the decreasing rearrangement of J¢. By assuming
first that g is differentiable on (0, ), our assumption may be rewritten as

/ h(t)dt 5/ g'(®)dt forall x € (0, 7).
0 0

The statement now follows from a continuous version of the Hardy—Littlewood Pélya (or
Karamata) inequality, see Theorem 2.1 in [7] or [11]. [

Proof of Theorem 1.4. It follows from Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.1(i) that in our situ-
ation the higher integrability of Jy is at least as good as that of the derivative 4’ on the
interval (0, ), where

h(x) := exp (—c'log"~"*(e + 1/x))

on the interval (0, 7). Namely, # is clearly decreasing near the origin which is enough for
us in order to apply Lemma 4.2. We may safely leave to the reader to check that ¢ (k')
is integrable near the origin with ¢(y) := y exp(log‘g (e +y)) for B < 1—1/w. In other
words, we have

[ Jr exp(log? (e + Jr)) <oo forB < 1—a
D

By recalling that | Df |? = KJy, the stated integrability of the derivative follows immedi-
ately by the elementary inequality

Xy exp (logﬂ/(e + xy)) < C(exp(px®) + yexp (logﬂ(e +y)). xy=>1

forany 0 < 8/ < B8 < 1 and p > 0, and where C = C(p, 8, 8/, «). The latter inequality
follows easily by examining separately the cases x < exp((1/2) log?(e + y)) and x >

exp((1/2) logf (e + y)). n
Proof of Lemma 2.2. Easy estimates that just apply differentiation show that the function
x = (1 +d8log(1 + l/x))_ﬁ

is concave for x > 0 as soon as § < (1 4+ B)~L, which in our situation holds at least if
8 <1/5. Wenow fix p=1+42¢, =1+ ¢, withe € (0,1/10) in Proposition 4.1 (ii) and
note that Lemma 4.2 yields the integrability

[ J(z. f)logle + J(z. f)) < / " W () log(e + I (x)) dx,
D 0

where 7(x) := Axx®/2* + A,e7373¢ (log(1+ 1/x)) 717 Jp €7K) 2 Hence, if we denote
Az = Ay( [pePK )1/2 with another universal constant A%, we have

-3
h(x) < A3(8x_1+8/24 + %(log(l + l/x))_z_s),
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Obviously, logh'(x) <log(A3)+3log(1/¢)+31og(10/x), so that noting that fon h(x)dx
= h(m) < 104383 we obtain that

/ J(z, Hlogle + J(z, f)) < /ﬂ K (x)log(e + h'(x))dx
D 0

< 104367 (log(A3) + log(1/¢))
2 -3
+ 3A3/0 (ex‘”s/z“ + 87(1og(1 + l/x))_2_8> log(10/x) dx

< Aslog(A3)10%™4,

In the estimation of the last written integral we noted that
T
/ gx1te/100 log(10/x) dx < 10%¢7!,
0

and estimated the second integral from the above by

3 1/2 —1—¢ dx _3 4
21og(20) (8 log(1/x) — + 3¢ ) < 40e°.
0 X

We next note the well-known inequality stating that for any € € (0, 1) and reals x, y >0
it holds that

xy < xlog(e + x) + 1Y

(one simply checks that is true for ¢ = 0). The choice x = J;j(z), y = K := Ky (z), and
integration over D finally yields that

/ |Df|2§A4(/ e(l+s)K>1/210g(/ e(1+s)K) 8—4+/ o(I+OK
D D D D

(4.8) < Ase™* / eI+aK,
D

where A4 and A5 are universal constants.
We are now ready to complete the proof of Lemma 2.2. To that end we need to estab-
lish for any w with Rw = 1 the key estimate

C
/ gl < <.
D &

with constant C does not depend on ¢. Note that this estimate implies the bound M; <
C,/&? for some constant Cy. Moreover, estimating the integrability of | gy, | reduces to that
of |0( fy)| because |gy| = |0(fw)| a.e. since we have Hw = 1.

Let us first estimate the distortion K(z, fy,). Assume that ¢ € (0, 1/2) and consider the
function r(x) := 1 — x!*¢ — (1 4+ £/2)(1 — x). We claim that r(x) > 0 for x € [1/2,1].
As r is concave with (1) =0 and r'(1) = —¢/2 < 0, it is enough to check that r(1/2) > 0,
or equivalently that 1 + ¢/2 <2 — 27°. In turn this follows from the concavity of ¢ —
R(e) :=2—27%— (1 4+ ¢/2) and by noting that R(0) = R(1/2) = 0.
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We thus have that 1 — |v(z)|'*® > (1 + &/2)(1 — |v(z)|) assuming that |v(z)| > 1/2,
and we may estimate the distortion as follows:

L
K(z. fu) = TG
S R S 2
i = T i e/ = @D 1= 1721+
2 2 2
=T e a—pen Tioyz T T e a - e
- (m1+——)+3+ L__Ke /)
1 +¢/2 1 —|v(z)| 1+¢/2 = 14+¢/2
It follows that

/e(1+£/2)K(z,fw) f/ eK(z,f)+4+2£§eS/ eK(z,f)'
D D D

In conclusion, an application of inequality (4.8) (with /4 in place of ¢) yields the
desired uniform bound

C
/D|a<fw>|zs/D|wa|258—4- .

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Throughout this section we assume that f:D — D is a radial homeomorphism of the form

1) = 6z,
||
where ¢: [0, 1] — [0, 1] is an increasing homeomorphism. We also assume that f is a map
with exponentially integrable distortion (satisfying (1.1)). By the Lusin condition, this
implies that ¢ is absolutely continuous, and the assumed exponential integrability of Ky
can expressed as

1 pr¢’(r) p 9(r)
6D (e ¢ + e ’W('))rdr = Cp < 0.
0

Our aim is to first prove an area distortion estimate for these maps.

Proposition 5.1. Let f:D — D be a radial homeomorphism of exponentially integrable
distortion (see (1.1)). Then for any measurable subset E C D,

| F(E)| = C(log(1 + 1/|ED) ™"
The constant C = C(p, Cy) is uniform for fixed Cy and p € [1,2].

Proof. We shall denote by C constants whose actual size if of no interest to us, and their
value may change from line to line. We call the set £ C D ‘radial’ if one has that z € E if
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and only if |z| € E. By a standard approximation argument, it is enough to prove the claim
in the case where E is a disjoint union of sets of the form {a <|z| <b, ag <arg(z) <o},
and this case is easily reduced to the case of radial sets. Thus, we may assume that £ =
{|z| € F,} where F C (0, 1) is a disjoint union of open intervals.

Forn = 1,2, ..., we denote the dyadic annuli 4, := {27" < |z| < 2!7"}. Our first
goal is to estimate ¢ (7) from the above. To that end, fix n > 1 and note that by (5.1) and
Jensen’s inequality applied on the probability measure r ~!'dr on (e, e!™") and on the
convex function x — e?/* yields

(g g = [ O ([ e (r5) %))
¢

G (r) -
=o(oe(e [, e (i) o)) = e

Applying this for first » annuli yields

—n . P —-p/2
(5.2) ¢(e™) <exp E — ) <Cn™ %/~
(kzl log Co + Zn)

We next produce a very crude estimate of area distortion for radial sets £ C A,. Write
E = {|z| € F,} where F C (e, e!™") and note that |F| < e"|E|. Let us observe first

that (5.1), Jensen’s inequality and the convexity of the map x — exp(p+/x + 1) on [0, c0)
yield that

[ ) = Gee( [, (o (55 + ) 7)) -

< (% log (62” /e 1_ exp (p rj;;g) + p)rdr))2 —1
< p2(logCy +2n + p)* < Cn?.

We may then compute using the above estimate, the bound (5.2) and Cauchy—Schwarz to
obtain, for radial subsets of £ C A,

rg'(r) dr
F @) r

| f(E)] = 271/ P’ (r)dr < 2m(p(e"™))?

l dr re¢’ (r) 2dr
F r \// (r) r

(5.3) < —|F|e"*n <Cn'"Pe"VE.
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We finally observe that in the general case we may assume that |E| = e~*V for some
integer N > 1. By using the estimates (5.2) and (5.3), it follows that

N N
|flzl < e DI+ IfEN A < 7(@e™™)>+C Y e"n' 7PtV

|f(E)| <
n=1 n=1
/
<& iNen < &
NP 4N P
as was to be shown. |

Proof of Theorem 1.3. One simply applies the area distortion estimate we just proved and
obtains the analogue of (4.8) now with term 1/ instead of 1/&*. The first part follows
then directly from Lemma 2.3. Similarly, part (ii) follows by keeping the track of the
dependence of constant factors under this area distortion estimate. ]
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