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1. INTRODUCTION

In this note we investigate some measure-theoretic priegeof map-
pings belonging to the Banach or vector space-valued Nearospace
N'?(X), which is the metric space analogue of the classical Sotsplage
W1P(R™) and was first introduced and studied by Shanmugalingam [31].
Here X is a complete metric measure space that possesses a méwture t
is doubling andX supports a Poincaré inequality. With these conditions on
the space, we give a metric space version of Luzin’s conditi) for the
graph mapping similar to one in Maly et al. [28], study albgelcontinuity
as defined by Malyi[25] for functions in the Newtonian clakge metric
version of the coarea property, and consider the conditientd Rad6 and
Reichelder[[30]. Our main results are versions of the arektla@ co-area
formula for Newtonian functions. In particular, we are atweextend the
Euclidean results of Hajtasz [11] and Maly et al.[[28] to Nem+Sobolev
functions in the setting of general metric spaces.

There is an abundance of examples of complete metric spaitesaw
doubling measure and supporting a Poincaré inequalityrevbhar results
are appicable. To name but a few, we list Carnot—Carath§sgaces, thus
including the Heisenberg group and more general Carnotpgras well as

Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature.
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In outline, the paper is organized as follows: In Seclibn 2inteduce
the necessary background material such as the doublingtimmmtbr the
measure, upper gradients, Poincaré inequality, Newtospaces, and ca-
pacity. In SectiohI3 we establish a general criterion forghantitative ver-
sion of Luzin’s condition (N) in the spirit of Radd and Reattierfer [30,
V.3.6], see also Maly et all [28]. Then we close Secfibn 3 byving,
with the aid of estimates between the capacity ant the Hafisohmtent,
that the graph mapping of a vector-valued Newtonian funcstisfies this
quantitative version of the Luzin condition (N). In Sectldmwe deal with
the coarea property and the area and co-area formulas. tioSEcwe
study the Rad6—Reichelderfer condition and absoluteimoity of Newto-
nian functions in the spirit of Maly [25]. It is shown thatree Newtonian
functions are absolutely continuous by showing that théigfyathe Rado—
Reichelderfer condition.

2. METRIC MEASURE SPACES DOUBLING AND POINCARE

We briefly recall the basic definitions and collect some Walbwn re-
sults needed later. For a thorough treatment we refer tiuereéa the forth-
coming monograph by A. and J. Bjoin [3] and Heinonen [14].

Throughout the paper, if not otherwise statéd;= (X, d, 1) is a com-
plete metric space endowed with a metfiand a positive complete Borel
regular measurg such tha) < p(B(x,r)) < oo for all balls B(z,r) :=
{y € X : d(z,y) < r}; and if B = B(z,r), then we denote B =
B(xz,7r) for eacht > 0. We also denote the metric balt(x,r) by
Bx(z,r) if necessary. Also throughout the paper, if not otherwisgest,
letY := (Y, cZ) be a separable metric space. A functipn X — Y is
called L-Lipschitz if for all z,y € X, d(f(z), f(y)) < Ld(z,y). We let
Lip(f) be the infimum of suctL. Our standing assumptions on the metric
spaceX are as follows.

(D) The measurg: is doubling, i.e., there exists a constar)f > 1,
called thedoubling constanof 1, such that

p(B(z,2r)) < Cupu(B(z, 7).

forall x € X andr > 0.
(Pl) The spaceX supports a weakl, p)-Poincaré inequality for some
p > 1 (see below).

We note the doubling condition (D) implies that for everye X and
r > 0, we have forA > 1

(B(z, Ar) < CXCpu(B(z, 7)),
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where@ = log, C),, and the constant depends only ©jp. The exponent

@ serves as a dimension of the doubling meagyree emphasize that it
need not be an integeWhen it is necessary to emphasize the relationship
between) and X, we will use the notatiotk . Complete metric spaces
verifying condition (D) are precisely those that have fifigsouad dimen-
sion [14]. This notion of dimension, however, need not to hdaim in
space.

Let s > 0. We define thes-Hausdorff measure itk as in Federer [9,
2.10.2] (see also [14]) and will denote it BY. We also denote by(?_ the
s-Hausdorff content inX. We note here that iX is a proper, i.e. bound-
edly compact, metric space, then Hausdorff content is inegular in the
following sense

H: (E) =sup{H: (K) : K C E compac}
whenever C X is a Borel set. See Federer [9, Corollary 2.10.23]. Clearly
HE(E) < H(E).
Theuppers-densityof a finite Borel regular measuteat x is defined by
B
O (v, x) = limsup 71/( (z,7))
r—0+ wsrs
wherew; is the Lebesgue measure of the unit balRinwhens is a positive

integer, anduv, = I'(1/2)*/I'(s/2 + 1) otherwise. We record that if for all
xinaBorelsett C X, 0(v,z) > a,0 < a < 0o, then

v>aH L E.
On the other hand, ®%(v, ) < « we obtain
vL E<2°aH°L E.

See Federel [9, 2.10.19]. Recall that the Vitali coverireptiem is valid in
our setting. From a given family of balls with sup{diam B : B € B} <
oo covering a sef? C X we can select a pairwise disjoint subfamBlof
balls such that

Y

Ec | 5B,
BeB’

see[9, Corollary 2.8.5]. 1iX is separable, thefi’ is countable and®’ =
{Bi}iz1-

In this note, acurve~ in X is a continuous mapping from a compact
interval [0, L] to X. We recall that each curve can be parametrized by 1-
Lipschitz mapy : [0, L] — X. A nonnegative Borel functiop on X is an
upper gradienof a functionf : X — Y if for all rectifiable curvesy, we
have

(2.1) d(f(v(L)), F((0))) < / gds.



4 NIKO MAROLA AND WILLIAM P. ZIEMER

See Cheeger [5] and Shanmugalingam [31] for a discussioppergradi-
ents. Ifg is a nonnegative measurable functionX®rand if (2.1) holds for
p-almost every curvey > 1, theng is aweak upper gradiemf f. By say-
ing that [2.1) holds fop-almost every curve we mean that it fails only for a
curve family with zergp-modulus (see, e.g/, [31]). if has an upper gradi-
entinL?(X), then it has aninimal weak upper gradient; € L?(X) in the
sense that for every weak upper gradigmt L?(X) of f, g; < g p-almost
everywhere (a.e.), see Corollary 3.7 in Shanmugalingarh [@Zhile the
results in[[31] and([32] are formulated for real-valued fumes and their
upper gradients, they are applicable for metric space ddiuections and
their upper gradients; the proofs of these results requiletbe manipula-
tion of upper gradients, which are always real-valued.

We define Sobolev spaces on metric spaces following Sharimgagen [31].
Let 2 C X be nonempty and open. Whenewee LP((2) andp > 1, let

1/p
22)  lullsie = [l = (/ P dg+ [ gzdu) .
Q Q

TheNewtonian spacen (2 is the quotient space
N'(Q) = {u: [[ul yro) < 00} /~,

whereu ~ v if and only if |u — v||y1r@) = 0. The spaceV'*(Q) is a
Banach space and a lattice.(} C R" is open, thenV'?(Q2) = WP(Q)
as Banach spaces. For these and other properties of Newtspaaes we
refer to [31]. The clasv'?(Q; R™) consists of those mappings: Q —
R™ whose component functions each belonghté?(Q)) = N'P(Q;R).
Qualitative properties like Lebesgue points, density qisichitz functions,
guasicontinuity, etc. may be investigated componentwise.

A function belongs to théocal Newtonian spac#/,.”(Q) if u € N'#(V)
for all bounded open sefig with V' c (, the latter space being defined
by consideringl” as a metric space with the metricand the measurg
restricted to it.

Newtonian spaces share many properties of the classical&ogpaces.
For example, ifu,v € N.P(Q), theng, = g, p-a.e. in{z € Q : u(z) =
v(z)}, furthermore gmingu.cy = JuX{uxey forc € R.

We shall also need ldewtonian space with zero boundary valuEsr a
measurable sdf C (2, let

Ny (E) = {flp: f € N**(E)andf =00nQ\ E}.

This space equipped with the norm inherited frov?(Q2) is a Banach
space.
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We say thatX supports aveak(1, p)-Poincat inequalityif there exist
constants” > 0 andr > 1 such that for all ball®3(z,r) C X, all measur-
able functionsf on X and for all weak upper gradiengs of f,

1/p
(2.3) ][ |f =[] du < Cr(J[ g5 du) :
B(z,r) B(z,Tr)

WherefB(z,r) = JCB(z,r) f d,u = fB(z,r) fd:u/:u(B(Zv 7“))

It is known, see e.g. Heinonen |15, Propostion 10.9] thattheedding
N'?(z) — LP(X) is not surjective if and only ifX there exists a curve
family in X with a positivep-modulus. Moreover, the validity of a Poincaré
inequality can sometimes be stated in termg-ofiodulus. More precisely,
to require that[(2]3) holds iX is to require that the@-modulus of curves
between every pair of distinct points of the space is suffitydarge, see
Theorem 2 in Keith[[177].

It is noteworthy that by a result of Keith and Zhong [18] in arquete
metric space equipped with a doubling measure and suppaatiweak
(1, p)-Poincaré inequality there existg > 0 such that the space admits
a weak(1, p’)-Poincaré inequality for eaght > p — &.

See Shanmugalingam |31, Theorem 4.1] and Hajtasz [10, €hebt for
the following Luzin-type approximation theorem which sl of use later
in the paper.

Theorem 2.1.SupposeX satisfies (D) and (PI) for some< p < co. Let
u € N'?(X). Then for every > 0 there is a Lipschitz functiop. : X —
R such that

p{r € X u(z) # pe(2)}) <e
and||u — ¢.||1,, < €. In other words, withe, := {z € X : u(z) # ¢-(2)},
we haveu | (X \ E.) is Lipschitz.

Capacity. There are several equivalent definitions for capacitied, tae
following are the ones we find most suitable for our purpokesl < p <
oo and? C X bounded.

e The variationap-capacity of a setl C X is the number

cap,(E) = inf ||9u||ip(x)a

where the infimum is taken over allweak upper gradientsg, of
someu € N'?(X) such that, > 1 on E.
e The relativep-capacity ofZ C 2 is the number

Capp(Ev Q) = inf ||QU||IL)P(Q)7

where the infimum is taken over all € N;*(Q2) such that: > 1
onk.
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e The Sobolew-capacity ofE C X is the number

Cp(E) = inf [[ulljp(x),
where the infimum is taken over alle N'?(X) such that, > 1
onk.

Observe that ifu(X) < oo the constant function will do as a test func-
tion, thus all sets are of zero variatiopatapacity. Under our assumptions,
these capacities enjoy the standard properties of cagscikor instance,
whenp > 1 they are are Choquet capacities, i.e., the capacity of a Bete
can be obtained by approximating with compact sets frondeand open
sets from outside. It is noteworthy, however, that the Clebguoperty fails
for p = 1 in the general metric setting. This does not cause any prable
for us as we mainly deal with compact sets in this note. In antepaper
by Kinnunen—Hakkarainen [13] the BV-capacity was provethéca Cho-
guet capacity. See, e.g., Kinnunen—Martiol[20],/[21] foriscdssion on
capacities on metric spaces.

The Sobolev capacity is the correct gauge for distingugstiatween
Newtonian functions: ifx € N'?(X), thenu ~ v if and only if u = v
p-quasieverywhere, i.e., outside a set of zero Sobpleapacity. More-
over, by Shanmugalingarn [31]if, v € N'?(X) andu = v p-a.e., then
u ~ v. Afunctionu € N'?(X) is said to bequasicontinuousif there
exists an open s&i C X with arbitrarily small Soboley-capacity such
that the restriction of: to X \ G is continuous. A mapping itv!?(X; R™)
is said to be quasicontinuous if each of its component fonstis quasi-
continuous. Recall thatll functions inN?(X) are quasicontinuous, see
Bjorn et al. [4]. Since Newtonian functions have Lebesgam{s outside
a set of zero Sobolev capacity we may assume, in what follthas every
Newtonian function is precisely represented.

3. GRAPHS OFNEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS LUZIN'S CONDITION

Let @ > 0. Recall that a mapping : X — Y is said to satisfj.uzin’s
condition(Ny) if H(f(E)) = 0 wheneverr C X satisfiequ(F) = 0. By
way of motivation, the validity of Luzin’s condition implgéecertain change
of variable formulas, thus it is of independent interestnalgsis.

Let £ C X. We denote by : X — X x Y thegraph mapping off

flx) = (z, f(z), zeX,
andg,(F) is thegraphof f over E defined by
Gi(E)={(x, f(z)): ze E} C X x Y.
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It is well known that if the mapping is Borel measurable, then the graph
G¢(X) is Borel measurable as well, see, e.g., [11, Lemma 18]. We, fu
thermore, denote byry : X x Y — X the projectionpry(z,y) = =z,
and bypry : X x Y — Y the projectionpry (z,y) = y. Observe that
Lip(pry) = Lip(pry) = 1. Also it is well-known that iff : X — Y is
continuous, the (X)) is homeomorphic tox.

Lemma 3.1.Let f : X — Y be measurable. Thepry(G;(X) N E) is
measurable for every measurable subBet X x Y.

Proof. Let f* and f, be Borel measurable representativeg pBorel reg-
ularity of the measure, implies that if f is measurable, then there exist
Borel measurable functions,, f* such thatf, < f < f*andf, = f*
p-a.e. Thus the grap@,, (X) of f. and the graplg(X) of f* are Borel
subsets o x Y. Then Kuratowski[22, Theorem 2, p. 385] implies that the
projectionspr y (G, (X) N E) andpr  (G¢+(X) N E) are Borel measurable
for every Borel measurable setC X x Y. Sincef, and f* agree upto a
set of y-measure zero, so do setsy (G- (X) N E) andpr (G¢(X) N E),
implying thatpr (G(X) N £) is measurable. O

We now state a general criterion for the condit{dy,) similar to that of
Rad6 and Reichelderfer, s€e[30, V.3.6] and Maly [25]. rtliflean spaces
this result was obtained by Maly et &l. [28].

In what follows, we suppose that< m < @, wherem is related taR™.
In other words, the range space will be of dimension no grehsn our
domain space.

Theorem 3.2.SupposeX satisfies (D) andf : X¢ — R™ is a measurable
function. Let

=, = Gr(X9) N B(z,1),
wherez € X9 x R™ and( < r < diam(X?). Then if there exists a weight
® € L} (X?) such that

loc

_ 1
GD  HETONENS g [ e
prx (Ear)

~ diam(=Z,)™

forall 2 € X? x R™and all0 < r < diam(X¥)/4. Then there exist a
constant”' depending or€”,, andm such that

(3.2) 7ﬂuw»scé¢w

for each measurable sét ¢ X©. In particular, f satisfies Luzin’s condi-
tion (Ng).
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Proof. Define a set function on the Cartesian produgf® x R™ by

o(E) = ddy, ECX9xR™

/prx(gf(XQ)ﬂE)

By a Vitali-type covering theorem there is a pairwise disjaccountable
subfamily of balls{ B;} := {B(x;, r;)} such that we may cover (=,) as
follows

pry(E,) C UB(xi,Sri) =: U5B,~.
For eachi let M; denote the greatest integer satisfying

with some positive uniform constant. Since=, N pr)_(l(f)B,-) is bounded

in X@ x R™, it can be contained in a large enough cylinder of the form
5B; x R;(diam(Z,.)), whereR; is a cube irfR™ with side-lengthliam(=,.).
SinceCM;r; > diam =,, R; may be covered by/™ cubes{R{} of side-
lengthC'r;. Hence we get

HO(Z, Npry (5B)) < CZ diam(5B; x R?)%
j=1
< CM™ diam(5B;)? < C(M; diam(5B;))™ diam(5B;)9~™
< (diam(Z,) + diam(55;))™ diam (5B;)9~™.

Asdiam(5B;) < diam pry (=,) < diam(Z,) summing ovei shows that
HE (Z,) < C diam(Z,)™ Z diam(55;)9~™.
=1

Hence by taking the infimum over all coverings we have obthihe fol-
lowing estimate

Hc?o(Er) <C diam(Er)mH?o_m(er(Er))a
where the constaiit depends only or’, andm. Assumption((3.]1) together
with this estimate gives for eache X x R™ and0 < r < diam(X?)/4
(3.3) HE(E,) < Cdiam(E,)"HE ™ (pry(E,))

<C ¢ dp < Co(B(z,4r)).

pry (Ear)
Since forH“-almost every: € G;(X?), see Federef [8, Lemma 10.1],

Q (=
(3.4) lim sup Hool(Er) > C,

r—0+  word T
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it follows from (3.3) that

B
lim sup ZBE) S
r—0+ erQ
for H?-almost every: € G;(X“). Lemma3.1 implies that is a measure
on the Borel sigma algebra &f? x R™, and it may be extended to a regular
Borel outer measure* on all of X9 x R™ in the usual way

c*(A) :=inf{o(FE): AC E, Eis aBorel se}.
Since® € Ll _(X©9) it follows thato* is a Radon measure 0Xi? x R™.

loc
Therefore, by((3]4)
HO(E) < Co*(E)
forall E C G;(X9). Finally, given gu measurable sef C X@, choose a
Borel setG with £ C G. Thenf(E) C G x R™, G x R™ is a Borel set,
and
HO(F(B)) < Co*(F(E)) < Co(G x R™) = c/ B dy.
G
The proof is completed by taking the infimum over all sdehif £ C X
such thatu(E) = 0 then it readily follows that{“(f(E)) = 0. This
completes the proof. O

We shall show, as an application of Theollerd 3.2, that thehgnagpping
of a Newtonian function satisfies a version of Luzin’s coiadit N,). We
start with a few auxiliary estimates. We shall need the foilg relation
between thep-capactity and the Hausdorff content whern> 1. For the
proof of (1) in the next lemma we refer to a special case of Taen4.4 in
Costeal[6], and (ll) is a result by Kinnunen et al.[[19, Theo&5].

Lemma 3.3.SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI), and assume fur-
ther that there exists a constafit> 0, depending only ot,,, such that the
measure. satisfies the lower mass bound

(3.5) Cr? < u(B(z,1))
forall z € X and0 < r < diam(X). LetE C X be a Borel set.
() Letl < p < @ and suppose that> Q — p. Then
H! (EN B(z,r)) < Cr'=9* Cap,(E N B(x,r), B(x,2r)),
wherex € X, r > 0, andC depends o, p, t, and the constants
in the weak(1, p)-Poincaté inequality.
(I Letp =1. Then
HEH(E) < Ceap, (E),

where the constarit depends only on the doubling constahtand
the constants in the wedk, 1)-Poincat inequality.
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Remark 3.4.The additional assumption that satisfies the lower mass
bound [(3.5) is not restrictive. It follows readily from (Didt .. satisfies
the following local version of (3]5): For a fixed, € X and a scalep > 0
we have

Cr? < u(B(x,r))
for all balls B(z,r) C X with z € B(zg,rp) and0 < r < rp, where
C = Crp®u(B(zo,7p)) andC is from (3.3).

Let us mention that the lower mass boulnd|(3.5) for the measumglies
thatH? is absolutely continuous with respect;to

Remark 3.5.1f u € N} ?(B(x,2r); R™) such that: > 1 on ENB(z,7), g,
is a minimalp-weak upper gradient aof, andt = Q — m, wherel < m <
min{p, @}, we obtain

HE(EN B <or [ g,
B(z,2r)
where the constartt is as in Lemmaz313 (l).

Remark 3.6.If u € N!(X;R) such that: > 1 on E andg, is a minimal
1-weak upper gradient of, Lemmd_ 3.8 (Il) implies that

HE(E) < C/ Gu dpt,
X

where the constartt is from Lemmd 3.3 (l1).

The preceding estimates imply the following. Observe disbthe graph
mapping is always one-to-one.

Theorem 3.7.Suppose thak satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with some
1 < p < @, and the lower mass bourf@.3)is satisfied. Let € N'?(X?;R™),
where eithep > m or p > m = 1. Then the graph mapping satisfies a
version of Luzin’s conditioN,).

The assumption that > m or p > m = 1 is necessary already in the
Euclidean case. We refer to a discussion in Maly ef al. [28].

Proof of Theorerh 3171t is sufficient to verify the hypothesis of Theorém|3.2
with some locally integrable functiof on X <.

Assume firstp > m and, to this end, fix a point = (7, 7) € X% x R™
andr > 0. We observe the following

E = Gu(X?) N B(z,r) C (Gu(X?) N (Bx(&,7) x B(j,1))).
Hence we have that
pry(E,) C (Bx(%,r) Nu~'(B(g,1))),



SOBOLEV-TYPE FUNCTIONS ON METRIC SPACES: AREA AND CO-AREA 11

moreoveru(z) € B(y,r) for p-a.e.x € Bx(z,r) Nu~'(B(g,r)). Let us
define the function : X% — R by

o(w) = max {2 - =2 o},

r

and consider an open subgetC X suchthafz € X9 : v(x) > 0} C O.
Theng, /rxo is ap-weak upper gradient af [31, Lemma 4.3], wherg,

is a minimalp-weak upper gradient af. Letn : X9 — R be a Lipschitz
cut-off function so that) = 1 on Bx(z,7), n = 0in X9\ Bx(z,2r),

0 <n <1, andg, < 2/r. Thenvy > 1 on Bx(z,r) Nu ' (B(y,r)),
anduvn € N&”’(B(;i, 2r)). Moreover, the product rule for upper gradients
gives us the followingy,,, < g, + 2v/r u-a.e. Thusn is admissible for the
relativep-capacity and Lemma 3.3 (I) implies that

HE " (pry () < HE™(Bx(2,m) Nu™'(B(g,7)))
< Crp_m/ gh, dp
Bx (#,2r)N0O
p
< o / (“— + g”) dp
- P v
Bx(#,2r)n0 \T

< Cr‘m/ (1+g%)dp.
Bx (z,2r)Nnu—1(B(g,2r))

Bx(#,2r) Nu™'(B(y,2r)) C prx(Zar),
above reasoning gives us that

Since

m — C
HE " (pry(E,) < — / (1+ ) du.
r prx (Ear)
This verifies the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 with- C'(1 + ¢7), and thus
concludes the proof whem > m. The case > m = 1 is dealt with by a
similar argument together with the estimate in Lenima 3)3 (Il O

Having Theorem_2]1 and Luzin’s conditiqiV,) at our disposal it is
standard to show for a functione N'?(X¥;R™) that the graplg, (X )
can be approximated by Lipschitz functions froxif to X@ x R™. Let
u € N'P(X?;R™) with eitherp > m orp > m = 1. Then

1 (0.6 U)o
wherey, : X¢ — R™ are Lipschitz functions.
We want to recall the following definition (see, e.@!, [9])[lLet X be a
metric space; a Borel sét C X is calledcountablyX™-rectifiableif there
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exists subsetsl; ¢ R™ and Lipschitz mapg; : A, — X,i = 1,2,..,,
such that

Hm (E \ g %(Ai)) 0.

Remark 3.8.1t was shown by Ambrosio and Kirchheim [1] that the Heisen-
berg groupH is purelyk-unrectifiable fork = 2,3, 4, i.e., H*(S) = 0 for
any countably}*-rectifiable subseS C H. Hence it is not clear that
graphs of Newtonian functions oX are rectifiable. In general, the graphs
of Newton—Sobolev functions on "nice” spac&sare not rectifiable. For
example, ifX is the Heisenberg group and we consider a constant mapping
on X then the graph looks essentially the same as the Heisentmarg gnd
thus there is no Euclidean rectifiability.

A different notion of rectifiable sets was introduced by BgdE] in the
setting of Carnot groups. Given Carnot groupsand I, a setk C G
is defined to beF-rectifiable if £ = f(U) for some set/ C F and a
Lipschitz mapf : F — G. Furthermore, a set is countabfyrectifiable if
it is a countable union of -rectifiable sets up to a set &ff, measure zero,
wherek is the Hausdorff dimension af’. This definition clearly extends
the classical notion by using a Carnot group, instea®df as a model
space for rectifiability. It might be interesting to generalPaul’s notion
of rectifiability to the metric setting by using some nice ritespace as a
model space.

4. NEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS. AREA AND CO-AREA FORMULAS

In this section we shall prove a version of the area and ca-fnenula
for Newtonian functions. In the metric space setting thesentilas have
been studied previously by Ambrosio—Kirchheim [1], Magnga8, [24],
and Maly [26], to name a few. We also refer to Hajtasz [11]darery nice
discussion on the topic. Let us first deal with some prelimyiqaoperties.

For a moment, leX = (X, d, 1) be a boundedly compact (i.e., bounded
sequences admit converging subsequences) metric megage with a
positive complete Borel measyteandY = (Y, d) another boundedly com-
pact metric space. A functiofi : X — Y is said to satisfy the-coarea
property, for somet > 0, in X if for each sett' ¢ X with u(E) = 0 and
for H'-almost everyy € Y we haveH!(E N f~(y)) = 0.

We recall Eilenbeg’s inequality [7], we refer also to Fedd®: 2.10.25—
27] and Maly [26]. Letf : X — Y be a LipschitzmapAd € X,0 < k <
oo, and0 < h < oo, then

.) /Y CHMAN 7 (w)) dH(w) < O Lip(f)H(A),
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whereC is a constant depending dnandh. The symbol[” denotes the
upper integral. The following proposition follows readflpm Eilenberg’s
inequality and Theorem 3.7.

Proposition 4.1.SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with sorhec
p < @, and the lower mass bourf@.5)is satisfied. Let: € N1 (X%; R™),
where eithep > m or p > m = 1. Thenu satisfies thé() — m)-coarea
property, i.e., for every-null setE ¢ X

HO™(ENu(y) =0
for H?-a.e.y € R™.

Proof. Let E ¢ X so thatu(E) = 0. We apply Eilenberg’s inequality
@1) forA = u(E) C X9 x R™, f = prgm : X? x R™ — R™, h = m,
andk = Q — m. Then, due to Theorem 3.7 we have

[ Hem @) npsd ) a1 (0) < CHA@E) =0
Sincen(E)Nprgn (y) = {(v,u(r)) € X¢xR™ : z € E, u(z) = y}, itfol-
lows thatpr  (7(E) Nprgs (y)) = ENu~t(y). The fact that Hausdorff mea-
sure is not increased under projection, gives us#at™(ENu~(y)) = 0
for H?~m-a.e.y € R™, thus completing the proof. O

4.1. Area and coarea formulas.Let us turn to area and coarea formulas.
We define the generalized Jacobian of a continuous fnapX — Y at
z € X as follows

: py (f(B(z,r))
Jf(x) :=limsup ——————=,
fw) =T = B, )
where the Borel measuyg- measured’. It follows from [9] applied to the
pull-back measure(F) = uy(f(F)), that f(E) is measurable for every
Borel set? € X. Moreover, foru-a.e. z € X, Jf(x) is finite. coarea
measure

/Y HEP(EN £ () dHT (),

wheneverE C X is a measurable set. The coarea measyiis a Borel
regular measure o, cf. Magnani[23]. Moreover, iff : X¢ — R™
is a Lipschitz function, then by the Eilenberg inequalid,1(), the coarea
measure/; is absolutely continuous with respect#¥, and thus tqu.

We may state the following theorems.

Theorem 4.2(Area formula) SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (P1)
with somel < p < @Q, and the lower mass boun@.5) is satisfied. Let
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u € NP(X? R™), wherep > m or p > m = 1. Then the following area

loc

formulais valid
/A Tu(z) du(x) = HO(a(A)),

whereA is a measurable subset.

Proof. Due to Theorerh 317 the graph mappingatisfies Luzin’s condition
(Ng) and is, moreover, one-to-one. Thus the pull-back meak@re(A)),

A C X% measurable, is absolute continuous with respect to thelitgub
measure:. Lety; : X¢ — R™ be a sequence of Lipschitz maps atdcC
E,C...C X@9setssuchthat L E; = ¢; L E; andu(X9\ |, E;) = 0.
These Lipschitz functions and sets follow from Theoten 2V&.obtain
4.2)

HO(E)) = HOG(E) = [ T duto) = [ Tila) duta).

Sinceu(z) = ¢;(x) for everyx € E; it follows thatJu = J¢; p-a.e.x €
X9, Moreover,[[4.R) is satisfied wheneverd) = 0, A C X9 measurable.
Thus [4.2) holds true for alt ¢ X<, O

Theorem 4.3 (Co-area formula)SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and
(PI) with somel < p < @, and the lower mass bour@.5) is satisfied.

Letu € NP(X?;R™), wherep > m or p > m = 1. Then the following

co-area formula is valid

/A Fule)du(e) = | HE AN ) ()

whereA is a u-measurable subset.

Proof. Sinceu satisfies thd(@ — m)-coarea property by Proposition 4.1,
the coarea measurg is absolutely continuous with respect;to Thus we
obtain the claim as in the proof of the preceding theorenstlyjrwe have
that on the sel; (the sets are as in the preceding proof)

@3) [ Ful)dn) = [ OB ) ),

which is satisfied also whem(A) = 0. Hence[(4.B) holds true for all mea-
surabled ¢ X¢. O

Remark 4.4.Magnani[24] has recently presented an area formula for con-
tinuous mappings between metric spaces without any nofidifferentia-
bility. We mention that in the present paper a functioim Nﬁ)’f(XQ; R™),

p > m, appearing both in Theorem 4.2 dnd]4.3, need not to be cantfu

In addition, we do not assume a priori that the pull-back measr the
coarea measure is absolutely continuous with respect toéasure..
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Remark 4.5.The co-area formula in Theoredm %#.3 can be extended by ap-
plying the formula tap; and6; = 0xg,, whered : A — [0, co| is measur-
able. Then by carrying out standard approximation schertremeasurable
step functions, we obtain the following co-area formula

0(x) Tu(x) du(r) = o 0(@)dHOT(x) | dH(y),
/ o )

whereA ¢ X is measurable.

5. NEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS, ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY, RADO,
REICHELDERFER AND MALY

Classically, absolutely continuous functions on the rieal $atisfy Luzin’s
condition, are continuous, and differentiable almost ywhere. It is well-
known that these properties for the Sobolev cldss’(R™) depend omp.
For instance, functions ifi’!"™(R™) may be nowhere differentiable and
nowhere continuos whereas functionsiin'*(R™),p > m, have Holder
continuous representatives and are differentiable alenastywhere. Next
we consider Luzin’s condition, absolute continuity, anffiedentiability for
the Banach space valued Newtonian spsi¢é( X “; V), whenp > Q. Here
V= (V,] - ||y) is an arbitrary Banach space of positive dimension. We re-
fer the reader to Heinonen et al. [16] for a detailed disarssin the Banach
space valued Newtonian functions. Suppdassatisfies conditions (D) and
(PI) with somel < p < oo; the following is known.

e Letp > . In this case each function € N'?(X?;R) is locally
(1 — @/p)-Holder continuous (Shanmugalingam|[31]), moreaver
is differentiableu-a.e. with respect to the strong measurable differ-
entiable structure (see Cheeder [5]), consult Balogh ¢2/al.

e Letp = (). Then every continuous pseudomonotone mapping in
Nl’Q(XQ; V) satisfies Luzin’s conditiofiNy) (Heinonen et al.[16,

loc

Theorem 7.2]).

Following Maly—Martio [27], we callamap : X — V pseudomonotone
if there exists a constant,; > 1 andr;; > 0 such that

diam(f(B(z,7))) < Cy diam(f(0B(z,r)))

forall z € X and all0 < r < ry,. Note that we denoté@B(z,r) := {y €
X :d(y,x) =r}.

Let Q € X“ be open. We show next thate N'*(; V), p > Q, is
absolutely continuous in the following sense. Followingl{f25] we say
that a mappingf : Q@ — V is @-absolutely continuous for eache > 0



16 NIKO MAROLA AND WILLIAM P. ZIEMER

there exist® = §(¢) > 0 such that for every pairwise disjoint finite family
{B;}32, of (closed) balls irf2 we have that

Z diam(f(B;))® < e,

whenevery ° u(B;) < 0. Furthermore, we say that a mappifig X —
)V satisfies th&)-Rad—Reichelderfer conditigrrondition (RRYor short, if
there exists a non-negative control functidp € L .(X) such that

loc

(5.1) diam(f(B(z,r)))% < / Oy dp

B(z,r)
for every ballB(z,r) C X with 0 < r < R. A condition similar to this
was used by Rado and Reichelderfer.in [30, V.3.6] as a seffficiondition
for the mappings with the condition (RR) to be differentalale. and to
satisfy Luzin’s condition, see also Maly [25]. A functighs said to satisfy
condition (RR) weakly if[(5.11) holds true with a dilated b&|(x, ar), o >
1, on the right-hand side of the equation.

It readily follows that condition (RR) implies (locad)-absolute continu-
ity of f. Indeed, let > 0 and{B(z;,7.,)},0 < r,, < R, apairwise disjoint
finite family of balls in©2 such that = | J, B(z;, r,,), andu(E) < 6. Then
condition (RR) and pairwise disjointness{aB(x;, r,,)} imply

Zdiam(f(B(xi,rm)))Q §Z/B( )‘bfdM:/E‘bfdM<5~

Local absolute continuity of a function follows even if thattions satisfies
condition (RR) weakly.

Condition (RR) also implies that the mgphas finite pointwise Lips-
chitz constant almost everywhere, see Wildrick—Zurci38; [Proposition
3.4]. Combined with a Stepanov-type differentiability dhem [2], this has
implications for differentiability[[5].

For the next proposition, we recall that the noncenteredlAdrittlewood
maximal function restricted t€, denoted)M,, is defined for a integrable
(real-valued) functiorf on 2 by

Mof(s)=swp f |fldn
B B(x,r)

where the supremum is taken over all balisC 2 containingz. Con-

sider further the restrained noncentered maximal funclin; in which

the supremum is taken only over balls{inwith radus less thai®. Then

Mgqf = suppso Mo,rf. Itis standard also in the metric space setting, we

refer to Heinonen [14], that for < p < oo the operatoi\/, is bounded on
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L”,i.e., there exists a constafit depending ort’,, andp, such that for all
felrr

WM fllee < C|fllLe-

We have the following generalization.

Proposition 5.1.SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with
NHp=0Q. fue Nl’Q(XQ;V) is continuous and pseudomonotone,

loc
thenw satisfies condition (RR), and thus is (locally}absolutely
continuous.
() somep > Q. Thenu € N P(X?;V) satisfies condition (RR)

weakly, and thus is (locally)-absolutely continuous.

Proof. Let Q2 € X© be open, and fix ¢ (.

():LetB(x,r,),0 < r, < min{rp,ry }, be aball such thas(z, 127r,) C
Q; 7 > 1is the dilatation constant appearing in the Poincaré iakiyuBy
a Sobolev embedding theorem Hajtasz—Koskela [12, Theordintiere
exists a constar@, depending o', and the constants in the weék Q)-
Poincaré inequality, and a radins < r < 2r,, such that

(52  Jlu(z) — u)h < Cd(z,y)P/2r1-/) ][ o dy

B(z,57rz)

for eachz,y € Q with d(y,z) = r = d(z,z), wherep € (Q — &,Q). In
fact, [12, Theorem 7.1] is stated and proved only for redlied functions,
but the argument is valied also when the target is a Banadegsawe may
make use of the Lebesgue differentation theorem for Banpabesvalued
maps as in[[16, Proposition 2.10]. Sincas pseudomonotone we obtain

from (5.2)

diam(u(B(z,r,)))P’ < C¥, diamu(dB(x,r)))? < Crﬁ][ b dp,

B(x,577rs)

whereC depends o6, Cj,, and the constants in the wegk ))-Poincaré
inequality. For eacly € B(x,r,) we have

][ ghdp < ][ gn dp < Mo 17, 95(Y).
B(z,51ry) B(y,10Tr5)

Compining the preceding two estimates and integrating gwerB(z, ;)
we get

diam(u(B(z,1,)))? < 07“@][ Ma 12, 9y, dp.

B(z,re)
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Recall thatl) — 9 < p < Q; we get
diam(u(B(z,7,)))" < Crop(B(z,r,)) "9

p/Q
</ (Ma,120r, %) %"" dM)
B(z,rz)

p/Q
SC@MB@JMYWQ</ g?m& ,
B

(@,r2)

which implies by Remark 314 that
diam(u(B(z, 7,)))? < CC / 02 dp,
B(z,rz)

whereC depends o6, Cj,, and the constants in the wegk ))-Poincaré
inequality, and”' is from Remark34. Ag? € L. (X) this verifies the fact
thatu satisfies condition (RR), and thus is locallyabsolutely continuous.
(1) : Let B(x,r;), 0 < r, < rp, be a ball such thaB(z,57r,) C Q.
Theorem 5.1 (3) in Hajtasz—Koskela [12, Theorem 5.1] ingptieat there
exist a constant’, depending or”,,, p, and the constants appearing in the

weak(1, p)-Poincaré inequality, such that
1/p
gﬁdu)

forall z,y € B(z,r,). Infact, [12, Theorem 5.1] is stated and proved only
for real-valued functions, but the argument is valied albemwthe target is
a Banach space. Young's inequality < a?/p + "' /p’ and Remark 314

imply

. e Q/p
diam(u(B(z, 7y < . / ggd )
( ( ( ))) M(B([L’,"“x))Q/p < B(z,57ry) g

lu(=) = uy)ly < Cd(z,y)!~ 2P (J[

(z,577rs)

<c(cumern+ [ g
B(z,577rz)

=¢ </B(gc’a7"z) <é_1 " gg) du) '

Henceu satisfies condition (RR) weakly with = 57 and with®, =
C(C~! + gP), C appearing in Remaik3.4. O

The fact that a continuous pseudomonotone funciian N (X?; V)

loc

verifies Luzin’s condition /) would easily follow also from Proposi-
tion[5.1 (1).
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