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EXAMPLES OF FRACTALS SATISFYING THE QUASIHYPERBOLIC
BOUNDARY CONDITION

PETTERI HARJULEHTO AND RIKU KLEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we give explicit examples of bounded domdiat satisfy
the quasihyperbolic boundary condition and calculate tdees for the constants.
These domains are also John domains and we calculate Jostactznas well. The
authors do not know any other paper where exact values ofrjgdeas has been esti-
mated.

1. INTRODUCTION

Domains that satisfy the quasihyperbolic boundary coowitith a constant <
(0, 1] (see Definition2.1) were introduced Gehring and Martio ifi][and after that
they have been studied intensively. The constapltays a crucial role in these studies
and many properties have been proved in the terms of it. Faampile in P] Koskela
and Rohde showed that the Minkowski dimension of the boyndathe domain is
at mostd — ¢3!, whered is the dimension of the boundary of the domain and the
constantc depends only on the dimensiah Another example is the papes][by
Hurri-Syrjanen, Marola and Véahékangas, where the Poiniceeguality is stated in
terms of5. However, there seems to be very few examples where the exaetforj
is known. In fact the authors do not know any nontrivial exémwath exact constants.

John domains form a proper subclass of domains that satisfygjiasihyperbolic
boundary conditiond, Lemma 3.11]. They were originally introduced i# put the
more intensive studies started from the arti¢ld py Martio and Sarvas. John domains
are recognized as a wide class of irregular domains whereléssical results are
known to hold, see for example the articld py Buckley and Koskela. Thus it is
surprising that the value of the parameter is known onlyrigial examples; all proofs
seems to give only existence of the parameters. The aimspé#per is to give explicit
examples of these domains.

We remove a Cantor dust-type fractal with a ratioc (0,1) from an open ball
B(0,2) C R? see Figurel. Then we calculate two constants and 3, depending
only on« and show that our domain satisfies the quasihyperbolic bayrmbndition
for 5 < (1 and it does not satisfies the quasihyperbolic boundary tiondor 5 > (3,
(Theorem3.1). Although, < s, we see thab, — 5; < 0.04. Similarly we analyze
when this domain is a John domain and show that4t3g/«-John (Theoren3.8).

We construct a von Koch snowflake in the plane by replacingtidellea-th portion,

a € (0, %], of each line segment by the other two sides of an equilateaaigle, see
Figurel. We show that the von Koch snowflake domain satisfies the layasibolic
boundary condition fo3 < /7 but not forg > 5, (Theorem4.1), hereg; and 3}
depend only oru. Finally we show that the von Koch snowflake domain is a John
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FIGURE 1. Left: a Cantor dust-type domain with= 1/3.
Right: von Koch snowflake domain with= 1/4.

domain with a constanhax{2, ﬁ} (Theorem4.5). So in particularly fora €

(0, %] it is 2-John. In this range the result is sharp and surprisinglyctivestant does
not depend on the parametersince the worst case is the equilateral triangle inside
the von Koch snowflake domain and every equilateral triaisgdeJohn domain with a
constang.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Let D C R? be a domain. The quasihyperbolic length of a rectifiable etre D
IS
|dz|
60 = [ 5 ,
, dist(z,0D)

wheredist(z, 0D) is the Euclidean distance betweeanddD. The quasihyperbolic
distance:p is defined by

kD(xay) :lnfgk(’Y)v %CUGD,
Y

where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable curvesinoining x andy. By the
definition it is clear that the quasihyperbolic metric is ratome with respect to do-
mains, which means that i? C R¢ and D’ c D are domains, and,y € D’, then
k:D(xa y) < k:D’(xa y)

We recall next the definitions of the quasihyperbolic boupdandition and the
class of John domains.

Definition 2.1. [3] A domain D C R satisfies ajuasihyperbolic boundary condition
with constants? € (0, 1] andc > 0, or shortly D satisfiess3-QHBC, if there exists a
distinguished point, € D such that

1 1

2.2 <—log———
( ) kD(xOVI) ﬁ 0og dlSt(SC,&D)

+c

forall z € D.

Note that if D’ C D andzx,y € D', thenkp(z,y) < kp/(z,y). We use this property
when we obtain lower estimates for the quasihyperboli@dist.
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Definition 2.3. [17] A domain D is ac-John domainc > 1, if there is a distinguished
point xo € D such that anyr € D can be connected tg, by a rectifiable curve
v :[0,1] — D, which is parametrized by arclength and witft)) = =, v(I) = x, and
1
dist(y(t),0D) > —t
C
for every0 < ¢ < [. The distinguished point, is called the John center.

Punctured spadi@? \ {0} is one of the very few domains where the explicit formula
for the quasihyperbolic distance is known. Martin and Osgpved the following
resultin 198611, p. 38].

Proposition 2.4. LetG = R4\ {0} andz,y € G. Then

k:(;(x,y) = “ 02 + 10g2 %7

Finally, we give a formula for the quasihyperbolic lengtfadEuclidean line segment
in twice-punctured space.

Lemma 2.5.[8, Remark 4.26].etG = R\ {a,b} fora # b, c = (a +b) /2, the linel
be the perpendicular bisector of, ] andz € [. Then

(o(l, c]) = log (2 (|x o+ \fJa— b2/ + |z — c|2)) “logla —b].

wheref = £(z,0,y).

3. CANTOR DUST-TYPE FRACTAL

Leta € (0,1). LetQ, C R? be the closed square in the plane which side length is 1
and which is centered at the origin. We make a Cantor corigiruim (),. We remove

from @ strips{—-5 < =z < §} and{-5 < y < §}. We get four closed squares

1 i =1,...,22. We continue the process by removing from egrhvertical and
horizontal strips of widthy(Q?). We set
oo 2%

ThusC,, consists of the corner points of all squa@js The setC,, is self-similar and
thus its Hausdorff dimension is equal to its Minkowski diraem [L0, Lemma 3.1, p.
488]. By [2, Theorem 9.3, p. 118] we can calculate

log4
dimy(Co) = dimp(Ca) = —2

B log 2=
Thusa — dimy(C,) = dimy,(C,) is a strictly decreasing bijective mapping from
(0,1)to(0,2). Note thatin the range € (0, 3] we havelimy (C,,) = dim(C,) < 1.

We set

Q. = B(0,2)\ C, C R%

Then(), is a bounded domain wittimy, (9Q,) = dim(9Q) = max {1, dimu(C,) }
and for every\ € [1,2) there exists a unique € [0, 1] such that\ = dimy (99Q,) =
dimp,(092,). For the domairnf2,, see Figurel or 3.
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Theorem 3.1. The domairf, C R? (defined above) satisfies theQHBC for

3.2) BLp 000
. X Pl =
2+4/4+(1—a)? :
log g Ay
and it does not satisfyg-QHBC for
(3.3) B=8 -
. z P2 = .
og VG 4 5 g
1-
0.03"
| 0.02
| ~
.................. -
0 | | O % 1

FIGURE 2. Left: boundss; (solid line) ands, (dashed line) of Theo-
rem3.1plotted as functions af. Right;3; — 3; plotted as a function of
Q.

Note that althougl®, < 3, we haves3, — 3, < 0.04, see Figure.

Proof. Letz, be a center of), and letz,, be a center of)? in an upper right corner, see
Figure3. We want to give upper and lower estimates for the quasiligerdistance
kq. (x9,z,). Then by the geometry of the domain we can connect by a lineeeg
anyx € Qy N (), to a suitable center point. Thus if the center points satiséys-
QHBC then, by increasing the constarih (2.2), all z € QN €, satisfy3-QHBC for
the sames. We start with the upper estimate. We connecandzx,, as in the Figure,
where we use line segments and circle arcs near the paints ;z,,_;. Let us denote
I € {1,2,...,n}. We first estimate the dotted part of the path denoted,by et y,
andu; be as in Figur&. By Lemma2.5we obtain

k(p) = (v, w) < k(ly, w))
=log (a(52)7 (14 /1411 - 0)2)) —log (a(52)")

2+«/4+(1—a)2.

1l—«

= log

For the circle arc the radius is, (“T“)l and hence the quasihyperbolic length of the
circle arc is

s —Q l
k(q): 50&%(17) :z
: al(l—_a)l 2’
2 2

There are two line segments inside the sq@}k_er The longer has Iengtk(Q{) =

(%)l and the shortet¢(Q7). In both parts the distance to the boundary is equal to
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FIGURE 3. The path used in the proof of Theoré&ni.

or greater thar%a(l‘Ta)lfl. For the line segments we obtain an upper bound for the
guasihyperbolic length

k(r) + k(s1) = (%);1 _ 5(1_—0‘)

a 2

Putting these three estimates together and adding therfotldaat parts of the path, we
have

2+ /4 1 —«)?
(3.4) = 2—g+n<log + -« +i T 3).

Next we calculate a lower bound for the quasihyperbolicagise. We do not need
to know where exactly quasihyperbolic geodesic is locaBed.if a geodesic connects
xo andzx,, in the upper right corner, then the geodesic should go frabtundary of
Q{ to the boundary OQ{H. Thus we can give a lower estimate to the quasihyperbolic
distancek (u;_;, u;). First we estimate the path from the boundarg$fto the 'middle
square’ ofQ/. Here the shortest route is in the middle of the strip andérstime time
the distance t@’, is the greatest. Thus we obtain

1—a\!+1
i« 2/1 —
o > 12 = 2(150).
5(5%)
Then we estimate the path across the 'middle square’ to thedary on{H. We use
a circular arc to estimate the path through the 'middle sgjusee Figuré, and obtain
k(@) > 5. Finally we estimate the path from the 'middle square’ tolbendary of

!..- In the boundary o)/, , the distance t@’, is at most.a/(Q7, ). Thus we get a

lower estimate for the later half by approaching to the neddithe strip perpendicular
to the boundary o€}, as we did in the dotted part of the upper bound. We get the
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termlog 2ryarlza)l W Collecting the terms together we obtain

ko, () > n2(552) + (0= 1) + n log Y/ 0—0)?

e 2 l—«

In the definition of the quasihyperbolic boundary conditwe chooser, = 0 and
let x = z,, be a center of),. Now

dist(x,,, 0C,) = V22 (1 _ a)

2 2
and thus
1 V2 2
3.6 log ———— =log — 1 )
(3.6) o8 dist(z,,, 0C,) %67 +nlog 1—

Combining @.4) and (3.6) and lettingn — oo we deduce tha®,, satisfies2.2) in the
QHBC for

log ﬁ

l—«

B <

Similarly combining 8.5 and @.6) and lettingn — oo we see that), does not
satisfies 2.2) in the definition of the QHBC for

5> log—lfa O
= _a2 .

Proposition 3.7. Let 0 be the John center. Then the dom&lp is c-John forc >
4.37/a, and it is notc-John fore < 4/a.

Proof. We consider first the case thate 2, N Qy. Letz, be a center o)’ in an
upper right corner. We choose the curyg joining z,, andz, consisting of horizontal
and vertical line segments as in FigdréVe denote:, = v, o N OQ;, andyy, zx € Yno

as in Figured. Now
1—a\"
tone) =1 (152

o= (5°) - (5%

wherey, i is the subcurve of,, , connectinge,, to x;, with &k < n. Letz € Q@\UQ{LH
andy, = [z, z,] Uy, fory € 7,0, wherev, , is the subcurve of;, , connectinge,,

toy. Now [z — z,| < ((1 —«a)/2)"V1 + a2/2 implying

dist (12, (£(7). 09)) 5 (452"
= —_a\" o2 —_a\k —a\"
() (}52)" S+ () - (%) +
>

and

(5"

(%

(52" " (VT+a?=2)+2—a

w| O e
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and
. o (1—a)k+1
dist (%k (E(%Me)’ 690)) > 2 (17)
T 1—a\" Vita? 1—a\ K+l 1—a\™ | 1 (1—a\k+1
() (55%)" e+ (5) - (%) +3 (%)
N (6% > (6%
()" VIH -4
Hence the definition holds < ¢ i.e. if¢ > 3/a
OO0 00 Tp+1
OO0 00 Qn i
oo Un
0o oo z
Tn, | Yn
OO0 00 o0 00O
OO0 00 o0 00O
OO0 00 o0 00O
00 OO 00 OO a4

FIGURE 4. The curvey, , and pointsy,, z, andu, used in the proof
of Proposition3.7.

Let us then consider,, € Q, \ Qo = B*(2) \ Qo. Letx, = i(2 — 1/n) and~, is
the line segment joining,, to x,. Now
dist (7, (1), 0924) < 5 __a _a
(1)) 2—1/n  4=2/n 4
and hence the definition does not hold it & i.e. if ¢ < 4/«
Letw, = v2(1+1i)(2—1/n) andvy,, = [z,/2]UdU[a/2+i(1+a)/2, z,], where
4 is the circular arc joining/2 anda/2 + i(1 + «) /2 with center atv/2 + i/2. Now

e

dist(7a(), ) - dist(7(t))
> llm —==
{(yn(t)) oo {(7n(t))
_
Sy (VI b2 (V- e
. (0%
l—a+2 +\/17 42 4 2a(1 — 4v/2 + a?)
> > .
1+ \/17 —4y2 43T
Hence the definition holds ¥ < ;% i.e. if ¢ > 4.37/a.
By the geometry it is clear that the assertion follows. O

When the parameter is small then the origin is no longer a good choice for the
John center. In the next theorem we B$g1 instead and get a slightly better result.
Most probably the optimal John center should dependv@nd thus have the form
c(a)i.
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Theorem 3.8. The domain(, is 4.37/a-John fora € [1/3,1) and 3/a-John for
a e (0,1/3).

Proof. By Proposition3.7 the domain(2,, is 4.37/a-John and thus we need to show
that foraw < 1/3 itis 3/a-John.
Let o < 1/3 and choose, = 5i/4 to be the John center. By the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.7it is clear that for ally € 2, N Qy we have
dist(y(¢), 024 ) ,@

((y(#)) 3’
wherey = ~" U [0, 2] is the curve joining, to xz, and~ is as in Figuret.
Let us now assume thate B(0,2) \ Qo. We consider the curve from y to x,
which consists of the line segmeft, 5y/(4|y|)] and the shortest circular arc from
5y/(4ly|) to xo with center at 0. By the selection ofwe obtain

dist(y(£),02) _ 5-% 5-22 1 _a
Gy o g

= > ,
24+3 5743 7 97 3
where the last inequality follows from the fact that 1/3. Now the assertion follows
as(, is 2-John. O

4. vON KOCH SNOWFLAKE DOMAIN

We construct a von Koch snowflake. Lete (0,1/2]. We start with an equilateral
triangle with side length 1. We replace the middih portion of each line segment
by the other two sides of an equilateral triangle. We comrtimaluctively and obtain a
von Koch snowflake. We denote 3y, the bounded domain bordered by the von Koch
snowflake. TherdS, is self-similar and thus its Hausdorff dimension is equait$o
Minkowski dimension [0, Lemma 3.1, p. 488]. Note that farc (0,1/2), 95, is not
self-intersecting{, Theorem 3.1]. The Minkowski dimension @f, is the solution of
2a° +2(3(1 —a))® = 1fora € (0,1/2), [2, Example 9.5, p. 120].

Theorem 4.1. The domainS, C R? satisfies the3-QHBC for

B<p = log%
x M1 — )
log 1+v1t3ae” ;i/—g?’“ + log (3 + 2\/5)
and it does not satisfy-QHBC for
log é

B == |
arcsin® ———8___  Jog? VT2
2(1+a)(3+2a) /2

We have thati;, — 8; < 0.4, see Figure.

Proof. We calculate first the upper boum. We concentrate on the worst situation,
see Figures, where we first go up and then always to the left to the centartoéngle.
Note that other points in the same triangle can be easily exirio the center point
and thus they do not effect to the valuefLet us denote by, the center of5, and
by x,, the center of the triangle constructed on thth iteration as in Figuré. We
estimateks, (zo, z,,) by using the curve,, = U, [z;_1, z;] and denote pointg,,, z,
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0.3f

0.2

0.1}

0

NI= -

1 1 1
0 Z 2 :

FIGURE 5. Left: boundss; (solid line) ands, (dashed line) of Theo-
rem4.1plotted as functions af. Right;5, — 3; plotted as a function of
.

as in Figures. We estimaté:s, (., y,) by the quasihyperbolic length of line segments
(2, ¥ in the domairR? \ {y,1}. By Lemma2.5we obtain

2
V3am an\’ V3an a"
< 2 — -1 —
kSa ('rn7 yn) Og 4 + ( 4 ) + 4 Og ( 2 )

- (2 (;;g () (a;gf)) e (%)
= log (24 v/3) +log V3 = log (3 + 2V/3).

Similarly kg, (x,,, yn,+1) iS estimated by the quasihyperbolic length of line segments
[T, Yny1] IN R?\ {2z, }and thus by Lemma.5we obtain

k ( +) < 1 2 . <—” 1>2 < ! )2 1 n+1
T, Yn < lo + + oga
S Int1 & 2\/§ 2 2\/§ &

14+ v3a2+1
VA

= log

Therefore we have
(4.2) ks, (x0, 7n) < ks, (w0, 1) + (0 — 1)(1og (3+2v3) +log 1+¢F)

We easily obtain

n+1 2 n 2 n
dist(:cn,aSa):\/<a2 ) +< - ) :%\/a+1/3

2V/3
and thus
(4.3) log ——M =1 #‘F 1 1
: Ogdist(xn,asa)_og a+1/3 noe L

Combining é.2) with (4.3) we obtain thatS, satisfies thegg-QHBC for 5 < ;.
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We prove next the lower boung. We estimaté:(y,,, y,+1) by the quasihyperbolic
distance between, andy,, . in the domairR? \ {z,}. We deduce that, ., — z,| =

an+1/2’
‘ | a™ 2 N am — an—l—l 2 a® a® — an+1 T
n — Zn = - — — —————— COS —
Y 2 2 2 2 3

a™+/(1+ a)(3 + 2a)
22

and by sine rule
V3
V21 +a)(3+2a)

Sin K(yTH 2117 yn+1) -

Therefore, by Propositiop.4

Y , /0B )
k(Yn, Yns1) = \/arcsm NCIETICEST) + log s .

and

V3 s v/ (1+a)(3+ 2a)
+ log .
V2(1+a)(3 + 2a) av’2
Combining @.4) with (4.3) we obtain thats, does not satisfy-QHBC forg > 5,. [0

/\

Yn+1
Zn \[ In

FIGURE 6. Pointst,, v, andz, as in the proof of Theorem. 1.

(4.4) k(zg,z,) = (n— 1)\/amsin2

X2

Theorem 4.5. Leta € (0, 3]. The setS, is c-John withc = max {2,
not ¢’-John for anye’ < 2.

} and itis

4
3(1—a)

Note that the result is sharp in the range (0, 3].

Proof. Let us denote b{/;, the open equilateral triangle, which has sidelength 1 and is
contained inS,. We choose the John centeyto be the center df and letx be any
pointin.S,.
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If x € Ty, then we choose to be the line segment joiningto z,. It is clear that

4.6) dist(~y(t), 0S,) > 1’
(1)) 2
(and hence every open equilateral trianglg-ohn).

If x ¢ Ty thenx € T, whereT,, is a maximal equilateral triangle ifi, \ 7, with
sidelength:™. Let s be the side off}, with s N S, = () andy,, the midpoint ofs (see
Figure6). We denotey = [z, y,] U [yn, 20| U [T, Yn_1] U+ - - U [y1, 20], Wwherez,, is the
center off}, as in Figures. We easily obtain that,, ., — x| = |2, —yn| = a"/(2V/3)
and thugy,. 41 — ©n| + |2, — ya| = a”/V/3. This yields for every: = 0, ... n that

1 ak 1— anfk:Jrl

g(’yyk) = ﬁ( \/gﬁa

wherev,, is the subpath of that joinsz to y,. Sincedist(yx, 0S,) = %a’f we obtain
for everya, n andk that

a"+ ... +ad") =

dist(v(t), 9S, V3 g 3 1-a 3
(47) ( ( ) ) — o 1ian—k+l = — TR 2 —<1 — CL),
0(~(t)) Nen e 41—a 4

where~v(t) = yx. Note that the last inequality is sharp wheis fixed andn — oo.
Whena € [0, 5, we havel(1 — a) > ; the inequality is sharp when= 3. By (4.6)
and @.7) the setS, is max {2, ﬁ }-John.

Next we show that, is notc-John for anye < 2. Let us denote by one of the
corners off, and considefy = [z, 2| for z € [z¢, y]. We obtain thatS, is notc-John
for c < ¢, = 3|xy — z|. AsSz — y we havelzy — y| — 2/3 and thus:, — 2 implying
the assertion. O
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