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1 SOBOLEV-TYPE FUNCTIONS ON METRIC SPACES: AREA

AND CO-AREA FORMULAS BY WAY OF LUZIN, RAD Ó, AND
REICHELDERFER

NIKO MAROLA AND WILLIAM P. ZIEMER

ABSTRACT. We consider some measure-theoretic properties of func-
tions belonging to a Sobolev-type class on metric measure spaces that
admit both a Poincaré inequality and are equipped with a doubling mea-
sure. The properties we have selected to study are those thatare closely
related to area and coarea formulas. We present these formulas for
Newton-Sobolev functions in the abstract metric setting.
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per gradient.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note we investigate some measure-theoretic properties of map-
pings belonging to the Banach or vector space-valued Newtonian space
N1,p(X), which is the metric space analogue of the classical Sobolevspace
W 1,p(Rn) and was first introduced and studied by Shanmugalingam [31].
HereX is a complete metric measure space that possesses a measure that
is doubling andX supports a Poincaré inequality. With these conditions on
the space, we give a metric space version of Luzin’s condition (N) for the
graph mapping similar to one in Malý et al. [28], study absolute continuity
as defined by Malý [25] for functions in the Newtonian class,the metric
version of the coarea property, and consider the condition due to Radó and
Reichelder [30]. Our main results are versions of the area and the co-area
formula for Newtonian functions. In particular, we are ableto extend the
Euclidean results of Hajłasz [11] and Malý et al. [28] to Newton-Sobolev
functions in the setting of general metric spaces.

There is an abundance of examples of complete metric spaces with a
doubling measure and supporting a Poincaré inequality where our results
are appicable. To name but a few, we list Carnot–Carathéodory spaces, thus
including the Heisenberg group and more general Carnot groups, as well as
Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature.
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2 NIKO MAROLA AND WILLIAM P. ZIEMER

In outline, the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 weintroduce
the necessary background material such as the doubling condition for the
measure, upper gradients, Poincaré inequality, Newtonian spaces, and ca-
pacity. In Section 3 we establish a general criterion for thequantitative ver-
sion of Luzin’s condition (N) in the spirit of Radó and Reichelderfer [30,
V.3.6], see also Malý et al. [28]. Then we close Section 3 by proving,
with the aid of estimates between the capacity ant the Hausdorff content,
that the graph mapping of a vector-valued Newtonian function satisfies this
quantitative version of the Luzin condition (N). In Section4 we deal with
the coarea property and the area and co-area formulas. In Section 5 we
study the Radó–Reichelderfer condition and absolute continuity of Newto-
nian functions in the spirit of Malý [25]. It is shown that some Newtonian
functions are absolutely continuous by showing that they satisfy the Radó–
Reichelderfer condition.

2. METRIC MEASURE SPACES: DOUBLING AND POINCARÉ

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

Throughout the paper, if not otherwise stated,X := (X, d, µ) is a com-
plete metric space endowed with a metricd and a positive complete Borel
regular measureµ such that0 < µ(B(x, r)) < ∞ for all ballsB(x, r) :=
{y ∈ X : d(x, y) < r}; and if B = B(x, r), then we denoteτB =
B(x, τr) for eachτ > 0. We also denote the metric ballB(x, r) by
BX(x, r) if necessary. Also throughout the paper, if not otherwise stated,
let Y := (Y, d̃) be a separable metric space. A functionf : X → Y is
calledL-Lipschitz if for all x, y ∈ X, d̃(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Ld(x, y). We let
Lip(f) be the infimum of suchL. Our standing assumptions on the metric
spaceX are as follows.

(D) The measureµ is doubling, i.e., there exists a constantCµ ≥ 1,
called thedoubling constantof µ, such that

µ(B(x, 2r)) ≤ Cµµ(B(x, r)).

for all x ∈ X andr > 0.
(PI) The spaceX supports a weak(1, p)-Poincaré inequality for some

p ≥ 1 (see below).

We note the doubling condition (D) implies that for everyx ∈ X and
r > 0, we have forλ ≥ 1

µ(B(x, λr) ≤ CλQµ(B(x, r)),
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whereQ = log2Cµ, and the constant depends only onCµ. The exponent
Q serves as a dimension of the doubling measureµ; we emphasize that it
need not be an integer.When it is necessary to emphasize the relationship
betweenQ andX, we will use the notationXQ. Complete metric spaces
verifying condition (D) are precisely those that have finiteAssouad dimen-
sion [14]. This notion of dimension, however, need not to be uniform in
space.

Let s ≥ 0. We define thes-Hausdorff measure inX as in Federer [9,
2.10.2] (see also [14]) and will denote it byHs. We also denote byHs

∞ the
s-Hausdorff content inX. We note here that ifX is a proper, i.e. bound-
edly compact, metric space, then Hausdorff content is innerregular in the
following sense

Hs
∞(E) = sup{Hs

∞(K) : K ⊂ E compact}

wheneverE ⊂ X is a Borel set. See Federer [9, Corollary 2.10.23]. Clearly
Hs

∞(E) ≤ Hs(E).
Theuppers-densityof a finite Borel regular measureν atx is defined by

Θ∗
s(ν, x) = lim sup

r→0+

ν(B(x, r))

ωsrs
,

whereωs is the Lebesgue measure of the unit ball inR
s whens is a positive

integer, andωs = Γ(1/2)s/Γ(s/2 + 1) otherwise. We record that if for all
x in a Borel setE ⊂ X, Θ∗

s(ν, x) ≥ α, 0 < α < ∞, then

ν ≥ αHs E.

On the other hand, ifΘ∗
s(ν, x) ≤ α we obtain

ν E ≤ 2sαHs E.

See Federer [9, 2.10.19]. Recall that the Vitali covering theorem is valid in
our setting. From a given family of ballsB with sup{diamB : B ∈ B} <
∞ covering a setE ⊂ X we can select a pairwise disjoint subfamilyB′ of
balls such that

E ⊂
⋃

B∈B′

5B,

see [9, Corollary 2.8.5]. IfX is separable, thenB′ is countable andB′ =
{Bi}i≥1.

In this note, acurveγ 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 map̃γ : [0, L] → X. A nonnegative Borel functiong onX is an
upper gradientof a functionf : X → Y if for all rectifiable curvesγ, we
have

(2.1) d̃(f(γ(L)), f(γ(0))) ≤

∫

γ

g ds.
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See Cheeger [5] and Shanmugalingam [31] for a discussion on upper gradi-
ents. Ifg is a nonnegative measurable function onX and if (2.1) holds for
p-almost every curve,p ≥ 1, theng is aweak upper gradientof f . By say-
ing that (2.1) holds forp-almost every curve we mean that it fails only for a
curve family with zerop-modulus (see, e.g., [31]). Ifu has an upper gradi-
ent inLp(X), then it has aminimal weak upper gradientgf ∈ Lp(X) in the
sense that for every weak upper gradientg ∈ Lp(X) of f , gf ≤ g µ-almost
everywhere (a.e.), see Corollary 3.7 in Shanmugalingam [32]. While the
results in [31] and [32] are formulated for real-valued functions and their
upper gradients, they are applicable for metric space valued functions and
their upper gradients; the proofs of these results require only the manipula-
tion of upper gradients, which are always real-valued.

We define Sobolev spaces on metric spaces following Shanmugalingam [31].
LetΩ ⊆ X be nonempty and open. Wheneveru ∈ Lp(Ω) andp ≥ 1, let

(2.2) ‖u‖N1,p(Ω) := ‖u‖1,p :=

(
∫

Ω

|u|p dµ+

∫

Ω

gpu dµ

)1/p

.

TheNewtonian spaceonΩ is the quotient space

N1,p(Ω) = {u : ‖u‖N1,p(Ω) < ∞}/∼,

whereu ∼ v if and only if ‖u − v‖N1,p(Ω) = 0. The spaceN1,p(Ω) is a
Banach space and a lattice. IfΩ ⊂ R

n is open, thenN1,p(Ω) = W 1,p(Ω)
as Banach spaces. For these and other properties of Newtonian spaces we
refer to [31]. The classN1,p(Ω;Rm) consists of those mappingsu : Ω →
R

m whose component functions each belong toN1,p(Ω) = N1,p(Ω;R).
Qualitative properties like Lebesgue points, density of Lipschitz functions,
quasicontinuity, etc. may be investigated componentwise.

A function belongs to thelocal Newtonian spaceN1,p
loc (Ω) if u ∈ N1,p(V )

for all bounded open setsV with V̄ ⊂ Ω, the latter space being defined
by consideringV as a metric space with the metricd and the measureµ
restricted to it.

Newtonian spaces share many properties of the classical Sobolev spaces.
For example, ifu, v ∈ N1,p

loc (Ω), thengu = gv µ-a.e. in{x ∈ Ω : u(x) =
v(x)}, furthermore,gmin{u,c} = guχ{u 6=c} for c ∈ R.

We shall also need aNewtonian space with zero boundary values. For a
measurable setE ⊂ Ω, let

N1,p
0 (E) = {f |E : f ∈ N1,p(E) andf = 0 onΩ \ E}.

This space equipped with the norm inherited fromN1,p(Ω) is a Banach
space.
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We say thatX supports aweak(1, p)-Poincaŕe inequalityif there exist
constantsC > 0 andτ ≥ 1 such that for all ballsB(z, r) ⊂ X, all measur-
able functionsf onX and for all weak upper gradientsgf of f ,

(2.3)
∫

B(z,r)

|f − fB(z,r)| dµ ≤ Cr
(

∫

B(z,τr)

gpf dµ
)1/p

,

wherefB(z,r) :=
∫

B(z,r)
f dµ :=

∫

B(z,r)
f dµ/µ(B(z, r)).

It is known, see e.g. Heinonen [15, Propostion 10.9] that theembedding
N1,p(x) → 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 terms ofp-modulus. More precisely,
to require that (2.3) holds inX is to require that thep-modulus of curves
between every pair of distinct points of the space is sufficiently large, see
Theorem 2 in Keith [17].

It is noteworthy that by a result of Keith and Zhong [18] in a complete
metric space equipped with a doubling measure and supporting a weak
(1, p)-Poincaré inequality there existsε0 > 0 such that the space admits
a weak(1, p′)-Poincaré inequality for eachp′ > p− ε0.

See Shanmugalingam [31, Theorem 4.1] and Hajłasz [10, Theorem 5] for
the following Luzin-type approximation theorem which shall be of use later
in the paper.

Theorem 2.1.SupposeX satisfies (D) and (PI) for some1 < p < ∞. Let
u ∈ N1,p(X). Then for everyε > 0 there is a Lipschitz functionϕε : X →
R such that

µ({x ∈ X : u(x) 6= ϕε(x)}) < ε

and‖u−ϕε‖1, p < ε. In other words, withEε := {x ∈ X : u(x) 6= ϕε(x)},
we haveu (X \ Eε) is Lipschitz.

Capacity. There are several equivalent definitions for capacities, and the
following are the ones we find most suitable for our purposes.Let 1 ≤ p <
∞ andΩ ⊂ X bounded.

• The variationalp-capacity of a setE ⊂ X is the number

capp(E) = inf ‖gu‖
p
Lp(X),

where the infimum is taken over allp-weak upper gradientsgu of
someu ∈ N1,p(X) such thatu ≥ 1 onE.

• The relativep-capacity ofE ⊂ Ω is the number

Capp(E,Ω) = inf ‖gu‖
p
Lp(Ω),

where the infimum is taken over allu ∈ N1,p
0 (Ω) such thatu ≥ 1

onE.
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• The Sobolevp-capacity ofE ⊂ X is the number

Cp(E) = inf ‖u‖pN1,p(X),

where the infimum is taken over allu ∈ N1,p(X) such thatu ≥ 1
onE.

Observe that ifµ(X) < ∞ the constant function will do as a test func-
tion, thus all sets are of zero variationalp-capacity. Under our assumptions,
these capacities enjoy the standard properties of capacities. For instance,
whenp > 1 they are are Choquet capacities, i.e., the capacity of a Borel set
can be obtained by approximating with compact sets from inside and open
sets from outside. It is noteworthy, however, that the Choquet property fails
for p = 1 in the general metric setting. This does not cause any problems
for us as we mainly deal with compact sets in this note. In a recent paper
by Kinnunen–Hakkarainen [13] the BV-capacity was proved tobe a Cho-
quet capacity. See, e.g., Kinnunen–Martio [20], [21] for a discussion on
capacities on metric spaces.

The Sobolev capacity is the correct gauge for distinguishing between
Newtonian functions: ifu ∈ N1,p(X), thenu ∼ v if and only if u = v
p-quasieverywhere, i.e., outside a set of zero Sobolevp-capacity. More-
over, by Shanmugalingam [31] ifu, v ∈ N1,p(X) andu = v µ-a.e., then
u ∼ v. A function u ∈ N1,p(X) is said to bequasicontinuous, if there
exists an open setG ⊂ X with arbitrarily small Sobolevp-capacity such
that the restriction ofu toX \G is continuous. A mapping inN1,p(X ;Rm)
is said to be quasicontinuous if each of its component functions is quasi-
continuous. Recall thatall functions inN1,p(X) are quasicontinuous, see
Björn et al. [4]. Since Newtonian functions have Lebesgue points outside
a set of zero Sobolev capacity we may assume, in what follows,that every
Newtonian function is precisely represented.

3. GRAPHS OFNEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS: LUZIN ’ S CONDITION

Let Q > 0. Recall that a mappingf : X → Y is said to satisfyLuzin’s
condition(NQ) if HQ(f(E)) = 0 wheneverE ⊂ X satisfiesµ(E) = 0. By
way of motivation, the validity of Luzin’s condition implies certain change
of variable formulas, thus it is of independent interest in analysis.

Let E ⊂ X. We denote bȳf : X → X × Y thegraph mapping off

f̄(x) = (x, f(x)), x ∈ X,

andGf (E) is thegraphof f overE defined by

Gf (E) = {(x, f(x)) : x ∈ E} ⊂ X × Y.
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It is well known that if the mappingf is Borel measurable, then the graph
Gf(X) is Borel measurable as well, see, e.g., [11, Lemma 18]. We, fur-
thermore, denote byprX : X × Y → X the projectionprX(x, y) = x,
and byprY : X × Y → Y the projectionprY (x, y) = y. Observe that
Lip(prX) = Lip(prY ) = 1. Also it is well-known that iff : X → Y is
continuous, thenGf (X) is homeomorphic toX.

Lemma 3.1.Let f : X → Y be measurable. ThenprX(Gf(X) ∩ E) is
measurable for every measurable subsetE ⊂ X × Y .

Proof. Let f ∗ andf∗ be Borel measurable representatives off ; Borel reg-
ularity of the measureµ implies that iff is measurable, then there exist
Borel measurable functionsf∗, f ∗ such thatf∗ ≤ f ≤ f ∗ andf∗ = f ∗

µ-a.e. Thus the graphGf∗(X) of f∗ and the graphGf∗(X) of f ∗ are Borel
subsets ofX×Y . Then Kuratowski [22, Theorem 2, p. 385] implies that the
projectionsprX(Gf∗(X) ∩ E) andprX(Gf∗(X) ∩ E) are Borel measurable
for every Borel measurable setE ⊂ X × Y . Sincef∗ andf ∗ agree up to a
set ofµ-measure zero, so do setsprX(Gf∗(X) ∩ E) andprX(Gf (X) ∩ E),
implying thatprX(Gf (X) ∩ E) is measurable. �

We now state a general criterion for the condition(NQ) similar to that of
Radó and Reichelderfer, see [30, V.3.6] and Malý [25]. In Euclidean spaces
this result was obtained by Malý et al. [28].

In what follows, we suppose that1 ≤ m < Q, wherem is related toRm.
In other words, the range space will be of dimension no greater than our
domain space.

Theorem 3.2.SupposeX satisfies (D) andf : XQ → R
m is a measurable

function. Let

Ξr := Gf(X
Q) ∩B(z, r),

wherez ∈ XQ×R
m and0 < r < diam(XQ). Then if there exists a weight

Φ ∈ L1
loc(X

Q) such that

(3.1) HQ−m
∞ (prX(Ξr)) ≤

1

diam(Ξr)m

∫

prX(Ξ4r)

Φ dµ

for all z ∈ XQ × R
m and all 0 < r < diam(XQ)/4. Then there exist a

constantC depending onCµ andm such that

(3.2) HQ(f̄(E)) ≤ C

∫

E

Φ dµ

for each measurable setE ⊂ XQ. In particular, f̄ satisfies Luzin’s condi-
tion (NQ).
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Proof. Define a set functionσ on the Cartesian productXQ × R
m by

σ(E) :=

∫

prX(Gf (XQ)∩E)

Φ dµ, E ⊂ XQ × R
m.

By a Vitali-type covering theorem there is a pairwise disjoint countable
subfamily of balls{Bi} := {B(xi, ri)} such that we may coverprX(Ξr) as
follows

prX(Ξr) ⊂
⋃

i

B(xi, 5ri) =:
⋃

i

5Bi.

For eachi let Mi denote the greatest integer satisfying

C(Mi − 1)ri < diam(Ξr)

with some positive uniform constantC. SinceΞr ∩ pr−1
X (5Bi) is bounded

in XQ × R
m, it can be contained in a large enough cylinder of the form

5Bi ×Ri(diam(Ξr)), whereRi is a cube inRm with side-lengthdiam(Ξr).
SinceCMiri ≥ diamΞr, Ri may be covered byMm

i cubes{Rj
i} of side-

lengthCri. Hence we get

HQ
∞(Ξr ∩ pr−1

X (5Bi)) ≤ C
∞
∑

j=1

diam(5Bi × Rj
i )

Q

≤ CMm
i diam(5Bi)

Q ≤ C(Mi diam(5Bi))
m diam(5Bi)

Q−m

≤ (diam(Ξr) + diam(5Bi))
m diam(5Bi)

Q−m.

As diam(5Bi) ≤ diamprX(Ξr) ≤ diam(Ξr) summing overi shows that

HQ
∞(Ξr) ≤ C diam(Ξr)

m

∞
∑

i=1

diam(5Bi)
Q−m.

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

HQ
∞(Ξr) ≤ C diam(Ξr)

mHQ−m
∞ (prX(Ξr)),

where the constantC depends only onCµ andm. Assumption (3.1) together
with this estimate gives for eachz ∈ X × R

m and0 < r < diam(XQ)/4

HQ
∞(Ξr) ≤ C diam(Ξr)

mHQ−m
∞ (prX(Ξr))(3.3)

≤ C

∫

prX(Ξ4r)

Φ dµ ≤ Cσ(B(z, 4r)).

Since forHQ-almost everyz ∈ Gf (X
Q), see Federer [8, Lemma 10.1],

(3.4) lim sup
r→0+

HQ
∞(Ξr)

ωQrQ
≥ C,
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it follows from (3.3) that

lim sup
r→0+

σ(B(z, r))

ωQrQ
≥ C

for HQ-almost everyz ∈ Gf (X
Q). Lemma 3.1 implies thatσ is a measure

on the Borel sigma algebra ofXQ×R
m, and it may be extended to a regular

Borel outer measureσ∗ on all ofXQ × R
m in the usual way

σ∗(A) := inf{σ(E) : A ⊂ E, E is a Borel set}.

SinceΦ ∈ L1
loc(X

Q) it follows thatσ∗ is a Radon measure onXQ × R
m.

Therefore, by (3.4)
HQ(E) ≤ Cσ∗(E)

for all E ⊂ Gf (X
Q). Finally, given aµ measurable setE ⊂ XQ, choose a

Borel setG with E ⊂ G. Thenf̄(E) ⊂ G × R
m, G × R

m is a Borel set,
and

HQ(f̄(E)) ≤ Cσ∗(f̄(E)) ≤ Cσ(G× R
m) = C

∫

G

Φ dµ.

The proof is completed by taking the infimum over all suchG. If E ⊂ XQ

such thatµ(E) = 0 then it readily follows thatHQ(f(E)) = 0. This
completes the proof. �

We shall show, as an application of Theorem 3.2, that the graph mapping
of a Newtonian function satisfies a version of Luzin’s condition (NQ). We
start with a few auxiliary estimates. We shall need the following relation
between thep-capactity and the Hausdorff content whenp ≥ 1. For the
proof of (I) in the next lemma we refer to a special case of Theorem 4.4 in
Costea [6], and (II) is a result by Kinnunen et al. [19, Theorem 3.5].

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

(3.5) CrQ ≤ µ(B(x, r))

for all x ∈ X and0 < r < diam(X). LetE ⊂ X be a Borel set.

(I) Let1 < p ≤ Q and suppose thatt > Q− p. Then

Ht
∞(E ∩B(x, r)) ≤ Crt−Q+pCapp(E ∩B(x, r), B(x, 2r)),

wherex ∈ X, r > 0, andC depends onCµ, p, t, and the constants
in the weak(1, p)-Poincaŕe inequality.

(II) Letp = 1. Then

HQ−1
∞ (E) ≤ C cap1(E),

where the constantC depends only on the doubling constantCµ and
the constants in the weak(1, 1)-Poincaŕe inequality.
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Remark 3.4.The additional assumption thatµ satisfies the lower mass
bound (3.5) is not restrictive. It follows readily from (D) thatµ satisfies
the following local version of (3.5): For a fixedx0 ∈ X and a scalerD > 0
we have

C̃rQ ≤ µ(B(x, r))

for all ballsB(x, r) ⊂ X with x ∈ B(x0, rD) and0 < r < rD, where
C̃ = Cr−Q

D µ(B(x0, rD)) andC is from (3.5).

Let us mention that the lower mass bound (3.5) for the measureµ implies
thatHQ is absolutely continuous with respect toµ.

Remark 3.5.If u ∈ N1,p
0 (B(x, 2r);Rm) such thatu ≥ 1 onE∩B(x, r), gu

is a minimalp-weak upper gradient ofu, andt = Q −m, where1 ≤ m <
min{p,Q}, we obtain

HQ−m
∞ (E ∩ B(x, r)) ≤ Crp−m

∫

B(x,2r)

gpu dµ,

where the constantC is as in Lemma 3.3 (I).

Remark 3.6.If u ∈ N1,1(X ;R) such thatu ≥ 1 onE andgu is a minimal
1-weak upper gradient ofu, Lemma 3.3 (II) implies that

HQ−1
∞ (E) ≤ C

∫

X

gu dµ,

where the constantC is from Lemma 3.3 (II).

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

Theorem 3.7.Suppose thatX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with some
1 ≤ p ≤ Q, and the lower mass bound(3.5)is satisfied. Letu ∈ N1,p(XQ;Rm),
where eitherp > m or p ≥ m = 1. Then the graph mappingu satisfies a
version of Luzin’s condition(NQ).

The assumption thatp > m or p ≥ m = 1 is necessary already in the
Euclidean case. We refer to a discussion in Malý et al. [28].

Proof of Theorem 3.7.It is sufficient to verify the hypothesis of Theorem 3.2
with some locally integrable functionΦ onXQ.

Assume firstp > m and, to this end, fix a pointz = (x̃, ỹ) ∈ XQ × R
m

andr > 0. We observe the following

Ξr := Gu(X
Q) ∩ B(z, r) ⊂ (Gu(X

Q) ∩ (BX(x̃, r)× B(ỹ, r))).

Hence we have that

prX(Ξr) ⊂ (BX(x̃, r) ∩ u−1(B(ỹ, r))),
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moreoveru(x) ∈ B(ỹ, r) for µ-a.e.x ∈ BX(x̃, r) ∩ u−1(B(ỹ, r)). Let us
define the functionv : XQ → R by

v(x) = max

{

2−
|u(x)− u(x̃)|

r
, 0

}

,

and consider an open subsetO ⊂ XQ such that{x ∈ XQ : v(x) > 0} ⊂ O.
Thengu/rχO is ap-weak upper gradient ofv [31, Lemma 4.3], wheregu
is a minimalp-weak upper gradient ofu. Let η : XQ → R be a Lipschitz
cut-off function so thatη = 1 on BX(x̃, r), η = 0 in XQ \ BX(x̃, 2r),
0 ≤ η ≤ 1, andgη ≤ 2/r. Thenvη ≥ 1 on BX(x̃, r) ∩ u−1(B(ỹ, r)),
andvη ∈ N1,p

0 (B(x̃, 2r)). Moreover, the product rule for upper gradients
gives us the followinggvη ≤ gv +2v/r µ-a.e. Thusvη is admissible for the
relativep-capacity and Lemma 3.3 (I) implies that

HQ−m
∞ (prX(Ξr)) ≤ HQ−m

∞ (BX(x̃, r) ∩ u−1(B(ỹ, r)))

≤ Crp−m

∫

BX(x̃,2r)∩O

gpvη dµ

≤ Crp−m

∫

BX(x̃,2r)∩O

(

vp

rp
+ gpv

)

dµ

≤ Cr−m

∫

BX(x̃,2r)∩u−1(B(ỹ,2r))

(1 + gpu) dµ.

Since
BX(x̃, 2r) ∩ u−1(B(ỹ, 2r)) ⊂ prX(Ξ4r),

above reasoning gives us that

HQ−m
∞ (prX(Ξr)) ≤

C

rm

∫

prX(Ξ4r)

(1 + gpu) dµ.

This verifies the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 withΦ = C(1+ gpu), and thus
concludes the proof whenp > m. The casep ≥ m = 1 is dealt with by a
similar argument together with the estimate in Lemma 3.3 (II). �

Having Theorem 2.1 and Luzin’s condition(NQ) at our disposal it is
standard to show for a functionu ∈ N1,p(XQ;Rm) that the graphGu(X

Q)
can be approximated by Lipschitz functions fromXQ to XQ × R

m. Let
u ∈ N1,p(XQ;Rm) with eitherp > m or p ≥ m = 1. Then

HQ

(

Gu(X
Q) \

∞
⋃

i=1

ϕi(Ei)

)

= 0,

whereϕi : X
Q → R

m are Lipschitz functions.
We want to recall the following definition (see, e.g., [9], [1]). Let X be a

metric space; a Borel setE ⊂ X is calledcountablyHm-rectifiableif there
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exists subsetsAi ⊂ R
m and Lipschitz mapsϕi : Ai → X, i = 1, 2, . . .,

such that

Hm

(

E \
∞
⋃

i=1

ϕi(Ai)

)

= 0.

Remark 3.8.It was shown by Ambrosio and Kirchheim [1] that the Heisen-
berg groupH is purelyk-unrectifiable fork = 2, 3, 4, i.e.,Hk(S) = 0 for
any countablyHk-rectifiable subsetS ⊂ H. Hence it is not clear that
graphs of Newtonian functions onX are rectifiable. In general, the graphs
of Newton–Sobolev functions on ”nice” spacesX are not rectifiable. For
example, ifX is the Heisenberg group and we consider a constant mapping
onX then the graph looks essentially the same as the Heisenberg group and
thus there is no Euclidean rectifiability.

A different notion of rectifiable sets was introduced by Pauls [29] in the
setting of Carnot groups. Given Carnot groupsG andF , a setE ⊂ G
is defined to beF -rectifiable if E = f(U) for some setU ⊂ F and a
Lipschitz mapf : F → G. Furthermore, a set is countablyF -rectifiable if
it is a countable union ofF -rectifiable sets up to a set ofHk

G measure zero,
wherek is the Hausdorff dimension ofF . This definition clearly extends
the classical notion by using a Carnot group, instead ofR

m, as a model
space for rectifiability. It might be interesting to generalize Paul’s notion
of rectifiability to the metric setting by using some nice metric space as a
model space.

4. NEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS: AREA AND CO-AREA FORMULAS

In this section we shall prove a version of the area and co-area formula
for Newtonian functions. In the metric space setting these formulas have
been studied previously by Ambrosio–Kirchheim [1], Magnani [23, 24],
and Malý [26], to name a few. We also refer to Hajłasz [11] fora very nice
discussion on the topic. Let us first deal with some preliminary properties.

For a moment, letX = (X, d, µ) be a boundedly compact (i.e., bounded
sequences admit converging subsequences) metric measure space with a
positive complete Borel measureµ andY = (Y, d̃) another boundedly com-
pact metric space. A functionf : X → Y is said to satisfy thet-coarea
property, for somet > 0, in X if for each setE ⊂ X with µ(E) = 0 and
for Ht-almost everyy ∈ Y we haveHt(E ∩ f−1(y)) = 0.

We recall Eilenbeg’s inequality [7], we refer also to Federer [9, 2.10.25–
27] and Malý [26]. Letf : X → Y be a Lipschitz map,A ⊂ X, 0 ≤ k <
∞, and0 ≤ h < ∞, then

(4.1)
∫ ∗

Y

Hk(A ∩ f−1(w)) dHh(w) ≤ C Lip(f)hHk+h(A),
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whereC is a constant depending onk andh. The symbol
∫ ∗ denotes the

upper integral. The following proposition follows readilyfrom Eilenberg’s
inequality and Theorem 3.7.

Proposition 4.1.SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with some1 ≤
p ≤ Q, and the lower mass bound(3.5) is satisfied. Letu ∈ N1,p(XQ;Rm),
where eitherp > m or p ≥ m = 1. Thenu satisfies the(Q − m)-coarea
property, i.e., for everyµ-null setE ⊂ XQ

HQ−m(E ∩ u−1(y)) = 0

for HQ−m-a.e.y ∈ R
m.

Proof. Let E ⊂ XQ so thatµ(E) = 0. We apply Eilenberg’s inequality
(4.1) forA = u(E) ⊂ XQ × R

m, f = pr
Rm : XQ × R

m → R
m, h = m,

andk = Q−m. Then, due to Theorem 3.7 we have
∫ ∗

Rm

HQ−m(u(E) ∩ pr−1
Rm(y)) dH

m(y) ≤ CHQ(u(E)) = 0.

Sinceu(E)∩pr−1
Rm(y) = {(x, u(x)) ∈ XQ×R

m : x ∈ E, u(x) = y}, it fol-
lows thatprX(u(E)∩pr−1

Rm(y)) = E∩u−1(y). The fact that Hausdorff mea-
sure is not increased under projection, gives us thatHQ−m(E∩u−1(y)) = 0
for HQ−m-a.e.y ∈ R

m, thus completing the proof. �

4.1. Area and coarea formulas.Let us turn to area and coarea formulas.
We define the generalized Jacobian of a continuous mapf : X → Y at
x ∈ X as follows

J f(x) := lim sup
r→0

µY (f(B(x, r))

µ(B(x, r))
,

where the Borel measureµY measuresY . It follows from [9] applied to the
pull-back measureν(E) = µY (f(E)), thatf(E) is measurable for every
Borel setE ⊂ X. Moreover, forµ-a.e. x ∈ X, J f(x) is finite. coarea
measure

∫

Y

HQ−P (E ∩ f−1(y)) dHP (y),

wheneverE ⊂ X is a measurable set. The coarea measureνf is a Borel
regular measure onX, cf. Magnani [23]. Moreover, iff : XQ → R

m

is a Lipschitz function, then by the Eilenberg inequality, (4.1), the coarea
measureνf is absolutely continuous with respect toHQ, and thus toµ.

We may state the following theorems.

Theorem 4.2(Area formula). SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI)
with some1 ≤ p ≤ Q, and the lower mass bound(3.5) is satisfied. Let
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u ∈ N1,p
loc (X

Q;Rm), wherep > m or p ≥ m = 1. Then the following area
formula is valid

∫

A

J ū(x) dµ(x) = HQ(ū(A)),

whereA is a measurable subset.

Proof. Due to Theorem 3.7 the graph mappingū satisfies Luzin’s condition
(NQ) and is, moreover, one-to-one. Thus the pull-back measureHQ(ū(A)),
A ⊂ XQ measurable, is absolute continuous with respect to the doubling
measureµ. Letϕi : X

Q → R
m be a sequence of Lipschitz maps andE1 ⊂

E2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ XQ sets such thatu Ei = ϕi Ei andµ(XQ \
⋃

i Ei) = 0.
These Lipschitz functions and sets follow from Theorem 2.1.We obtain
(4.2)

HQ(ū(Ei)) = HQ(ϕ̄i(Ei)) =

∫

Ei

J ϕ̄i(x) dµ(x) =

∫

Ei

J ū(x) dµ(x).

Sinceu(x) = ϕi(x) for everyx ∈ Ei it follows thatJ ū = J ϕ̄i µ-a.e.x ∈
XQ. Moreover, (4.2) is satisfied wheneverµ(A) = 0, A ⊂ XQ measurable.
Thus (4.2) holds true for allA ⊂ XQ. �

Theorem 4.3 (Co-area formula). SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and
(PI) with some1 ≤ p ≤ Q, and the lower mass bound(3.5) is satisfied.
Let u ∈ N1,p

loc (X
Q;Rm), wherep > m or p ≥ m = 1. Then the following

co-area formula is valid
∫

A

J u(x) dµ(x) =

∫

Rm

HQ−m(A ∩ u−1(y)) dHm(y),

whereA is aµ-measurable subset.

Proof. Sinceu satisfies the(Q − m)-coarea property by Proposition 4.1,
the coarea measureνf is absolutely continuous with respect toµ. Thus we
obtain the claim as in the proof of the preceding theorem. Firstly, we have
that on the setEi (the sets are as in the preceding proof)

(4.3)
∫

Ei

J u(x) dµ(x) =

∫

Rm

HQ−m(Ei ∩ u−1(y)) dHm(y),

which is satisfied also whenµ(A) = 0. Hence (4.3) holds true for all mea-
surableA ⊂ XQ. �

Remark 4.4.Magnani [24] has recently presented an area formula for con-
tinuous mappings between metric spaces without any notion of differentia-
bility. We mention that in the present paper a functionu in N1,p

loc (X
Q;Rm),

p > m, appearing both in Theorem 4.2 and 4.3, need not to be continuous.
In addition, we do not assume a priori that the pull-back measure or the
coarea measure is absolutely continuous with respect to themeasureµ.
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Remark 4.5.The co-area formula in Theorem 4.3 can be extended by ap-
plying the formula toϕi andθi = θχEi

, whereθ : A → [0,∞] is measur-
able. Then by carrying out standard approximation scheme with measurable
step functions, we obtain the following co-area formula

∫

A

θ(x)J u(x) dµ(x) =

∫

Rm

(
∫

A∩u−1(y)

θ(x) dHQ−m(x)

)

dHm(y),

whereA ⊂ XQ is measurable.

5. NEWTONIAN FUNCTIONS: ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY, RADÓ,
REICHELDERFER, AND MAL Ý

Classically, absolutely continuous functions on the real line satisfy Luzin’s
condition, are continuous, and differentiable almost everywhere. It is well-
known that these properties for the Sobolev classW 1,p(Rm) depend onp.
For instance, functions inW 1,m(Rm) may be nowhere differentiable and
nowhere continuos whereas functions inW 1,p(Rm), p > m, have Hölder
continuous representatives and are differentiable almosteverywhere. Next
we consider Luzin’s condition, absolute continuity, and differentiability for
the Banach space valued Newtonian spaceN1,p(XQ;V), whenp ≥ Q. Here
V := (V, ‖ · ‖V) is an arbitrary Banach space of positive dimension. We re-
fer the reader to Heinonen et al. [16] for a detailed discussion on the Banach
space valued Newtonian functions. SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and
(PI) with some1 ≤ p < ∞; the following is known.

• Let p > Q. In this case each functionu ∈ N1,p(XQ;R) is locally
(1−Q/p)-Hölder continuous (Shanmugalingam [31]), moreoveru
is differentiableµ-a.e. with respect to the strong measurable differ-
entiable structure (see Cheeger [5]), consult Balogh et al.[2].

• Let p = Q. Then every continuous pseudomonotone mapping in
N1,Q

loc (X
Q;V) satisfies Luzin’s condition(NQ) (Heinonen et al. [16,

Theorem 7.2]).

Following Malý–Martio [27], we call a mapf : X → V pseudomonotone
if there exists a constantCM ≥ 1 andrM > 0 such that

diam(f(B(x, r))) ≤ CM diam(f(∂B(x, r)))

for all x ∈ X and all0 < r < rM . Note that we denote∂B(x, r) := {y ∈
X : d(y, x) = r}.

Let Ω ⋐ XQ be open. We show next thatu ∈ N1,p(Ω;V), p ≥ Q, is
absolutely continuous in the following sense. Following Malý [25] we say
that a mappingf : Ω → V is Q-absolutely continuousif for eachε > 0
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there existsδ = δ(ε) > 0 such that for every pairwise disjoint finite family
{Bi}

∞
i=1 of (closed) balls inΩ we have that

∞
∑

i=1

diam(f(Bi))
Q < ε,

whenever
∑∞

i=1 µ(Bi) < δ. Furthermore, we say that a mappingf : X →
V satisfies theQ-Rad́o–Reichelderfer condition, condition (RR)for short, if
there exists a non-negative control functionΦf ∈ L1

loc(X) such that

(5.1) diam(f(B(x, r)))Q ≤

∫

B(x,r)

Φf dµ

for every ballB(x, r) ⊂ X with 0 < r < R. A condition similar to this
was used by Radó and Reichelderfer in [30, V.3.6] as a sufficient condition
for the mappings with the condition (RR) to be differentiable a.e. and to
satisfy Luzin’s condition, see also Malý [25]. A functionf is said to satisfy
condition (RR) weakly if (5.1) holds true with a dilated ballB(x, αr), α >
1, on the right-hand side of the equation.

It readily follows that condition (RR) implies (local)Q-absolute continu-
ity of f . Indeed, letε > 0 and{B(xi, rxi

)}, 0 < rxi
< R, a pairwise disjoint

finite family of balls inΩ such thatE =
⋃

i B(xi, rxi
), andµ(E) < δ. Then

condition (RR) and pairwise disjointness of{B(xi, rxi
)} imply

∑

i

diam(f(B(xi, rxi
)))Q ≤

∑

i

∫

B(xi,rxi)

Φf dµ =

∫

E

Φf dµ < ε.

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

Condition (RR) also implies that the mapf has finite pointwise Lips-
chitz constant almost everywhere, see Wildrick–Zürcher [33, Proposition
3.4]. Combined with a Stepanov-type differentiability theorem [2], this has
implications for differentiability [5].

For the next proposition, we recall that the noncentered Hardy–Littlewood
maximal function restricted toΩ, denotedMΩ, is defined for a integrable
(real-valued) functionf onΩ by

MΩf(x) := sup
B

∫

B(x,r)

|f | dµ,

where the supremum is taken over all ballsB ⊂ Ω containingx. Con-
sider further the restrained noncentered maximal functionMΩ,R in which
the supremum is taken only over balls inΩ with radus less thanR. Then
MΩf = supR>0 MΩ,Rf . It is standard also in the metric space setting, we
refer to Heinonen [14], that for1 < p ≤ ∞ the operatorMΩ is bounded on
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LP , i.e., there exists a constantC, depending onCµ andp, such that for all
f ∈ Lp

‖Mf‖Lp ≤ C‖f‖Lp.

We have the following generalization.

Proposition 5.1.SupposeX satisfies conditions (D) and (PI) with

(I) p = Q. If u ∈ N1,Q
loc (X

Q;V) is continuous and pseudomonotone,
thenu satisfies condition (RR), and thus is (locally)Q-absolutely
continuous.

(II) somep > Q. Thenu ∈ N1,p
loc (X

Q;V) satisfies condition (RR)
weakly, and thus is (locally)Q-absolutely continuous.

Proof. Let Ω ⋐ XQ be open, and fixx ∈ Ω.
(I) : LetB(x, rx), 0 < rx < min{rD, rM}, be a ball such thatB(x, 12τrx) ⊂

Ω; τ ≥ 1 is the dilatation constant appearing in the Poincaré inequality. By
a Sobolev embedding theorem Hajłasz–Koskela [12, Theorem 7.1] there
exists a constantC, depending onCµ and the constants in the weak(1, Q)-
Poincaré inequality, and a radiusrx < r < 2rx such that

(5.2) ‖u(z)− u(y)‖pV ≤ Cd(z, y)p/Qrp(1−1/Q)
x

∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ

for eachz, y ∈ Ω with d(y, x) = r = d(z, x), wherep ∈ (Q − ε0, Q). In
fact, [12, Theorem 7.1] is stated and proved only for real-valued functions,
but the argument is valied also when the target is a Banach space as we may
make use of the Lebesgue differentation theorem for Banach space valued
maps as in [16, Proposition 2.10]. Sinceu is pseudomonotone we obtain
from (5.2)

diam(u(B(x, rx)))
p ≤ Cp

M diam u(∂B(x, r)))p ≤ Crpx

∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ,

whereC depends onCµ,CM , and the constants in the weak(1, Q)-Poincaré
inequality. For eachy ∈ B(x, rx) we have

∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ ≤

∫

B(y,10τrx)

gpu dµ ≤ MΩ,12τrxg
p
u(y).

Compining the preceding two estimates and integrating overy ∈ B(x, rx)
we get

diam(u(B(x, rx)))
p ≤ Crpx

∫

B(x,rx)

MΩ,12τrxg
p
u dµ.
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Recall thatQ− ε0 < p < Q; we get

diam(u(B(x, rx)))
p ≤ Crpxµ(B(x, rx))

−p/Q

(
∫

B(x,rx)

(MΩ,12τrxg
p
u)

Q/p dµ

)p/Q

≤ Crpxµ(B(x, rx))
−p/Q

(
∫

B(x,rx)

gQu dµ

)p/Q

,

which implies by Remark 3.4 that

diam(u(B(x, rx)))
Q ≤ CC̃

∫

B(x,rx)

gQu dµ,

whereC depends onCµ,CM , and the constants in the weak(1, Q)-Poincaré
inequality, andC̃ is from Remark 3.4. AsgQu ∈ L1

loc(X) this verifies the fact
thatu satisfies condition (RR), and thus is locallyQ-absolutely continuous.

(II) : Let B(x, rx), 0 < rx < rD, be a ball such thatB(x, 5τrx) ⊂ Ω.
Theorem 5.1 (3) in Hajłasz–Koskela [12, Theorem 5.1] implies that there
exist a constantC, depending onCµ, p, and the constants appearing in the
weak(1, p)-Poincaré inequality, such that

‖u(z)− u(y)‖V ≤ Cd(z, y)1−Q/prQ/p
x

(
∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ

)1/p

for all z, y ∈ B(x, rx). In fact, [12, Theorem 5.1] is stated and proved only
for real-valued functions, but the argument is valied also when the target is
a Banach space. Young’s inequalityab ≤ ap/p + bp

′

/p′ and Remark 3.4
imply

diam(u(B(x, rx)))
Q ≤

CrQx
µ(B(x, rx))Q/p

(
∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ

)Q/p

≤ C

(

C̃−1µ(B(x, rx)) +

∫

B(x,5τrx)

gpu dµ

)

≤ C

(
∫

B(x,αrx)

(

C̃−1 + gpu

)

dµ

)

.

Henceu satisfies condition (RR) weakly withα = 5τ and withΦu =
C(C̃−1 + gpu), C̃ appearing in Remark 3.4. �

The fact that a continuous pseudomonotone functionu ∈ N1,Q
loc (X

Q;V)
verifies Luzin’s condition (NQ) would easily follow also from Proposi-
tion 5.1 (I).
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