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Controlled diffeomorphic extension of
homeomorphisms

Pekka Koskela, Zhuang Wang, and Haiqing Xu

Abstract

Let © be an internal chord-arc Jordan domain and ¢ : S — 0Q be a
homeomorphism. We show that ¢ has finite dyadic energy if and only if ¢
has a diffeomorphic extension h : D — €2 which has finite energy.
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1 Introduction

Let 2 C C be a bounded convex domain and suppose that ¢ is a homeomorphism
from the unit circle S onto 9. Then, by [7], the complex-valued Poisson extension h
of ¢ is a homeomorphism from ID onto Q. This harmonic map A is a diffeomorphism
in D but its derivatives are not necessarily uniformly bounded. In 2007, G. C.
Verchota [10] proved that the derivatives of h may fail to be square integrable but
that they are necessarily p-integrable over D for any p < 2. In 2009, T. Iwaniec, G.
Martin and C. Sbordone improved on [6] by showing that the derivatives belong to
weak-L? with sharp estimates. In a related work [I] by K. Astala, T. Iwaniec, G.
Martin and J. Onninen, it was shown that if additionally 9 is a C''-regular Jordan
curve, the square integrability of the derivatives of h is equivalent to the requirement
that

/ / [log |~ (§) — ¢~ ()I[|d€||dn]| < +oo.
20 J o

In this note we give a generalization of the aforementioned results. Towards this
end, recall that the Poisson extension of a homeomorphism ¢ : § — 9 may fail
to be injective if  is not convex. Next, the boundary 0f2 of a bounded convex
domain 2 is a chord-arc Jordan curve: 02 is a rectifiable Jordan curve and there is
a constant C' such that for all wy, wy € 0,

E(wl,wg) S O‘wl - w2|7

where £(wq, ws) is the arc length of the shorter arc of 0f joining w; to wy. A domain
whose boundary is a chord-arc Jordan curve is called a chord-arc Jordan domain.
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Hence we are lead to ask for the optimal regularity of homeomorphic extensions
h: D — ) for a given homeomorphism ¢ : S — 02 and a chord-arc Jordan domain
Q.

Before introducing our first result, let us fix a dyadic decomposition {I';; : j €
N, k=1,---,27} of S, such that for a fixed j € N, {T;,: k=1,---,27} is a family
of arcs of length 27/27 with |J, I';, = S. The next generation is constructed in such
a way that for each k € {1,---,2771}  there exists a unique number ¥’ € {1,--- ,27},
satisfying I'j 41 C I'j . Here, we call I'; ;s the parent of I';1; ;. Fix I'i; to be the
image of [0, 7] under the map 6 — €. We denoted by ¢(¢(T';1)) the arc length of
the image arc of I'; , under the homeomorphism .

Theorem 1. Let Q C C be an internal chord-arc Jordan domain and suppose that
¢ S — 0 is a homeomorphism. Then for X € (—1,400), the following are
equivalent:

(i) [, |Dh(z)*log*(e + |Dh(z)|) dz < +oo for some diffeomorphic extension h :
D — Q of ¢;

(i) [, |Dh(z)|210gk(1jz|) dz < 400 for some diffeomorphic extension h : D — Q
of p:

(i11) [o0, Joq 1108 [0 () — @™ M |dn] |d€| < +o0;

(i) 3255 7 2 Up(T54))? < +00;

(0) Y32, SE (D)) log™ (e + 510 ) < oo,

A Jordan domain Q2 C C is an internal chord-arc Jordan domain if 0f) is rectifi-
able and there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all wy,wy € 09,

(1.1) l(wr, wa) < CAg(wr, ws),

where ¢(wq,ws) is the arc length of the shorter arc of 92 joining w; to ws and
Aa(wy,wy) is the internal distance between wy, wq, which is defined as

Aa(wr,wy) = inf £(a),

where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable arcs o C € joining w; and ws; if there
is no rectifiable curve joining wy and wsy, we let Aq (w1, wy) = oo; cf. [9 Section 3.1]
or [2, Section 2].

Naturally, every chord-arc Jordan domain is also an internal chord-arc domain,
but there are internal chord-arc domains that fail to be chord-arc; e.g., the inward
cusp domain:

Qe =D\ {(z,y) eR*: 0<z < 1,|y| < 2?}.

The statement of Theorem (1| does not allow for A < —1. Actually, (i)-(v) all hold
for A\ < —1, independently of ¢. When A = —1, (iii) needs to be reformulated via a
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double logarithm, after which one still has a list of mutually equivalent conditions
that may or may not hold, see [L1].

In the case when 2 = D, Theorem [1| can be formulated via the harmonic Poisson
extension.

Theorem 2. Let ¢ : S — S be a homeomorphism and h = Plp] : D — D be
the harmonic Poisson extension of ¢. Then for A € (—1,+00) the following are
equivalent:

(i) Jp |Dh(2)[*log*(e + | Dh(2)|) dz < +oo;

(i) Jy IDR() Tog(125) dz < o

(iii) [s Js[log o™ (1) — ¢~ () |dn| |dE] < +oo;

. o0 . J
(iv) 23:1 J* Zi:1 U(p(Tjx))* < +o0;
(v) X2, S U(p(Ty))? log? (e + ““’ffﬁ’“))) < +00.

Our main task is actually to prove Theorem [2] Indeed, once we know that
Theorem [2| holds, Theorem [I] is obtained via a suitable change of variable, relying
on the fact that there is a bi-Lipschitz map from D onto (€2, Ag); see Section .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give some relevant facts
about the dyadic decomposition of S and some properties of the N-function ®(¢) =
t?log*(e 4+ t) for A > —1. Section 3 contains the full proofs of Theorem [1| and
Theorem [21

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Dyadic decomposition

Since our dyadic decomposition {T'jx : 7 € Nk = 1,---,27} of S satisfies that
[y is the image of [0, 7] under the map 6 — ¢, we may assume that the dyadic
decomposition {I;; = [27(k — 1)/27,2rk/27] : j € Nk = 1,--- ,27} of the interval
0, 27r] matches with {I';;} in the sense that each I';; is exactly the image of I,
under the map 6 — . Moreover, the dyadic arc I';;, is called a j-level dyadic arc,
and we denote the two end points of I'; ;, by &; and §; x4+1. Two dyadic arcs which
are j-level dyadic arcs for some j € N are called brother dyadic arcs if they have a
common parent.

For the dyadic decompositions {I';;} of S and {I;} of [0, 27] as above, we have
a decomposition of the unit disk D given by {Q; :j € Nyk=1,---,27} where

Qip=1{re” 11/ <r<1-1/2,0 € I;;,}

forany j € Nand k = 1,--- ,27, see Figure 1. It is easy to see that dist(Q;,S) = 277
and that if P : D — S is the radial projection map, then P(Q;) =T, for all j € N
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Figure 1: The decompositions of S and D

and k =1,---,27. There is an uniform constant C' > 0 such that for any Q,; with
center ;) = rjreir 1 =1—3/27"" and 0, = 7(2k — 1)/27, we have

B(ZL‘]‘71€, C’_ldiam(Qj,k)) C Qj,k C B(xj,k,Cdiam(QM)).

So for any @)}, we can find a disk B; satisfying B, C Q,r C CBj, where C'is a
constant independent of Q); .

In order to later estimate the integral of |Dh| over Q;, we employ the following
decomposition of S via the dyadic arcs I';; with ¢« < j. The idea is to build a
dyadic-type annular decomposition around I'; .

We fix I';, and construct the decomposition via the following steps. For sim-
plicity, we assume that the unique brother arc of I';; is I'; x4, and located at the
anticlockwise side of T'; .

Step 1. On the anticlockwise side of I'; 141, we choose the unique arc Fj_l’mjl_ SO

-1
that I'; 11 ﬂFj,l’m]lfl is a singleton. If the arc ijl,m},ﬁrl shares the common parent

Wlth Fj—l,m}7

_, then set (Fj—lm},ﬁl) = Fj_lvm}ilﬂ. If not, set (Fj_17mjl.71+1) = 0.
Then define Fj—l,mjz._l and (Fj—l,mﬁ_l—l) analogously along the clockwise side of I'; .
Step 2. Repeat the process in Step 1 with I'; ;41 replaced by Fj_17m]1_71 if we have
(Fj—l,m;_lﬂ) = () or Fj_l,m}_lﬂ otherwise, and with I';; replaced by Fj_l,m?_l if

(Fjﬂ’m?ilfl) =0 or L 1m2 1 otherwise; unless we get I (Fjo,mjl,oﬂ), Fjo,m§0

and (I' 1) such that

; 1
)
jomj,

. 2
]Ovmjo

(Pjo»m}o U (Fjo,m;0+1)> m (Fjo’m?0 U (Pjo,m?071)> ?é @
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This procedure decomposes S:

P(Tjs) = {Tser i, Djmrmt s Cymamt 1)y Do s (Djmame 1)
e Fjo’mjlo, (Fjo,mjl'0+1>’ Fjo,m§07 (Pjovm%*l) }

where each (+) is either empty or a dyadic arc. Correspondingly, we obtain a decom-
position of [0, 27] as

P(Ij7k> = {]j,k; Ij,k—l—ly ]j—l,m;717 (ijl,m;71+1)7 ijl,m?717 (ijl,m?ﬂfl)v

o Lot s (g, 1), Ljom (Ijo,m§0—1>}‘
Let us illustrate this procedure by an example, see Figure 2 below. We use a
binary tree to represent the dyadic decomposition {I';;} of S. Suppose that we are
given a dyadic arc I'y7. Then I'yg is the unique brother arc of I'y7. In Step 1, we
choose I's 5 and I's ¢ on the anticlockwise side of I'y g, and I's 3 on the clockwise side
of I'y 7. In Step 2, we choose I'; 4 on the anticlockwise side of I's 5, and I'y; on the
clockwise side of I's 3. There will be no more steps because I's; N Ty 4 # 0.

Sl
/ h \/ \/ e \

/N RN N /N
sy [so I3y Tz I3
/ N\ /\ / \ / N\ / \ / 0\ / N\ / N\
F4,1 F4‘2 F4,3 F4,4 F4’5 1“4’6 F419 F4,10 1“4’11 F4,12 F4,13 F4,14 F4,15 F4,16

Figure 2: The decomposition of S around I'y 7

Suppose we are given an n-level arc I, ,,,. We are interested in the number of
j-level arcs, j > n, which can induce I'y,,, by the above decomposition method.
Here, we say that a dyadic arc I';; induces I',, ,,, by the above decomposition method
if and only if I, ,, is in the set P(L';;).

To begin, I',,, can be first induced by its brother (without loss of generality
assume that it is I';, ;,11), and two couples of (n + 1)-level arcs. Notice that among
all (n+ 1)-level arcs, there is only one couple that can induce both I';, ,,, and 'y, ;. 41.
It follows that I', ,,, can be induced by three couples of (n + 1)-level arcs. Choose
one of these (n + 1)-level arcs. There is only one couple of (n + 2)-level arcs which
induce both Iy, ,, and the chosen (n + 1)-level arcs. Then I, ,,, can be induced by
six couples of (n + 2)-level arcs. Generally, for j > n we have

(2.1) #{T : T is a j-level dyadic arc and induce T, } < 3-2/7™
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2.2 N-functions

A function @ : [0,00) — [0,00) is an N -function if it is a continuous, increasing and
convex function satisfying ®(0) =
D(1
<) =0 and lim ﬁz—i—oo
t—>0+ t—4oo

An N-function ® can be expressed as

=/Ot¢<s>ds

where ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is an increasing, right-continuous function with ¢(0) =0
and lim ¢(t) = +o0.
t——4o00
For each N-function ® and ¢t > 0, set
Y(t) = sup s and W(t / U(s
P(s)<t

Then we call ¥ the complementary function of ®. The complementary function of an
N-function is also an N-function. We call ¥, ® a pair of complementary N -functions.

An N-function ® is said to satisfy the Ay—condition if there is a constant Cp > 0,
called a doubling constant of ®, such that

D(2t) < Cp®(t), ¥ t > 0.

Proposition 1. If an N-function ® satisfies the Ao— condition, then for any con-
stant ¢ > 0, there exist cy,co > 0 such that

a1 ®(t) < O(ct) < cp®P(t) forall ¢>0,

where ¢ and co depend only on ¢ and the doubling constant Cy. Therefore, we obtain
that if A~ B, then ®(A) ~ ®(B).
)

Lemma 1. ([8, Theorem 4.2]) The complementary function of an N—function ®
satisfies the Ay-condition on [0, +00) if there is a constants | > 1 such that

1
d(t) < 2lCI>(lt) for any t > 0.
Given an N—function ®, we denote by L} the collection of all measurable func-
tions f such that [, ®(af) < oo for some a > 0.

For a measurable function f on R?, we define the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
function of f by setting

Myla) = sup 17(:)]d= = sup JAECIES

where the supremum is taken over all open disks B that contain zx.
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Proposition 2. ([3 Theorem 2.1|) Let ® and V be a pair of complementary N -
functions. The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) there exists positive constants C' and b such that
[ etmp@az<c [ e vfe L,
n R"

(ii) U satisfies the Ag-condition on [0,400).

Example 1. Denote by ® the function ®(t) = t>log*(e + t) for A > —1. An ele-
mentary computation shows that ® is increasing, continuous and convex on [0, +00)

with lim 28 = 0 and lim 22 = 400, So ® is an N —function. Moreover, both

t—0+4 t t—+o00 t
the function ® and its complementary function satisfy the As-condition. Hence we

know that @ satisfies Proposition [I] and [2 We will use Proposition [I] frequently in
Section 3.1]

Actually, a direct computation shows that the above ® satisfies the Ay—condition
on [0, 400). In order to check that the complementary N —function of ¢ satisfies the
As-condition, by Proposition [, we only need to find a constant [ > 1 so that

(2.2) 2logt(e +t) < lloghe+1t), ¥Vt > 0.

In fact, if A > 0 we can take | = 2. By monotonicity of log*(e 4 -), we have that
inequality (2.2) holds for any + > 0. If =1 < A < 0, we take [ = 2/(+) By
monotonicity we have

log(e +1t) < llog(e +t), Vit > 0.

Together with I = (2/1)"/*, it follows that (2.2) holds for all ¢ > 0.

3 Proofs of Theorem [1l and Theorem [2

In this section, the notation A < B means that there is a constant C' > 0 so that
A < C - B. Here and in this section, the notation C' denotes a positive constant
which may differ from line to line. The notation A ~ B means A < B and B < A.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof of (iv)<(v). Our claim is obvious when A = 0.
Case A > 0. Assume (iv) holds. Since ¢(p(I';x)) < 27 for any I';, and A > 0, we
have

T .
log? (e + —E(@Q(_jk))> < log* (e+277'm) < 4N
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Therefore, we get

o0

ZZe 1og(+ “Drk) ]le Ze 2 < oo,

71=1 k=1

which gives the implication (iv)=-(v). For the other direction, assume that (v) holds.
In order to estimate the logarithmic term from below, we set

L i () > 277
0, otherwise.

(3.1) G ) = {

Then
ZJ Zﬁ Zy Zm, Tj0))?

+ Zﬁ Z(l — (G B p(T30))? = Py + P,

j=1 k=1

If 0(o(Tk)) > 2-%, then we have

F‘ 1 -
10g>\ (6 + g(@;_j,"u‘))) Z log)\(€+ 21]) Z j>\~

Hence, we obtain from (v) that

PlgiZE )2 log? < +W)<+oo.

7=1 k=1

For P,, we have

P2<Zj 22 2J*Z2 29] < +00.
7j=1

In conclusion, P, + P» < 400, and (iv) follows.
Case A < 0. Assume that (v) holds. Since ¢(p(I';x)) < 27 for any I'; , and A < 0,
we have

LTy .
log/\ (€+ (SD( j,k)>) Z logA <6_|_2]—17T) z])\

Therefore, we get

>3 Y ot £ 30 3 tplha)) g (e ) < oo
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which gives us the implication (v)=-(iv). For the other direction, assume that (iv)
holds. Using the equation (3.1), if £(¢(T';x)) > 27374, we have

I'; .
log? (e + —E(gpé_jk))) < log*(e + 25) < 4

Therefore, we obtain
co 27 (()0 F
. &)
A= Y S0’ (o4 L)) £ 37 Zf < oo,
j=1 k=1 Jj=1

Moreover, since ¢(¢(I';5)) > 0 and A < 0, we always have

log? (e + “Wé%j’“))) <1.

Hence, we obtain

PQ' =

Z<1 = x(5, k)e(e(Tjr))* log™ (e + teLjn))

S,

oo 2 ]
< Z 973 — ZQ’éj < +00.
j=1 k=1 j=1
Then P| + Py < 400 which gives us (v).

By combining the cases A = 0, A > 0 with A < 0 above, we finish the proof of

(iv)e(v). O

Proof of (iv)=-(i). The harmonic extension of ¢ is given by the Poisson integral
formula:

) |d
277 |z C ]2 <) ldcl-
We can therefore compute the z-derivative by differentiating this kernel:
oh 1 ¢ 1 [ e 0
3.2 h, — d¢| = — ———p(e") db.
62 hla) =) = 5 [ e = 5 [ e

We may write . .
p(e”) = p(1) - e
where f : [0,27] — [0, 2] is continuous and increasing with f(0) = 0 and f(27) =
27. This allows us to rewrite (3.2)) as

(3.3) hu(z) = ggrli) /0 N % {ﬁ} e d = % /0 7 0 (ﬁ) :
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Here we use the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration on the right-hand side of (3.3). By
integrating the right-hand side of (3.3) by parts, we obtain the estimate

ho(z) = e(1) /027r ( 1 d (eif(e)) .

270 z — e'f)

We therefore have

|h<z>|<i/% o ld ().
= om Jy |2 — e

Denote by py the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure of the continuous increasing function
f. Then we have ‘d (eif(e))} < d(f(8)) = dus(#). Therefore, we obtain the formula

1 [ 1
4 < — - .
(3.4) ha(2)] < 5 / 0

Using our decomposition of the unit disk D and the decomposition P(; ) of [0, 27]
in Section [2.1} for ®(¢) = t?log(e +t), we get

+oo 27

/D o(h())dze =S5 [ @(h(2))dz

j=1 k=1 " @ik

+oo 27

1 1
<YYol X [ ] o

— o 7T 1z — e

.7_1 k=1 7 IG'P(I]JC)

+oo 27 1 1
3.5 = O — —dps(0) | d
(3.5) A (2722/] s >> :

j=1 k=1 Qjk n<j m n,m
where we abuse the notation: sum over those m which belong to {1,---,2"} and

satisfy [, , € P(L;x). It is easy to check that #{m} < 3. For any I,,., € P(L;x), we
know that |z — €| &~ 27" for any z € Q;; and 0 € I,,,,. Since j; is the Lebesgue-
Stieltjes measure of our continuous increasing function f, for any interval I, ,,, we
get

/I A1y (0) = |f(Tnwn)| = £((Tm)-

Hence we obtain

/Dq)(]hz(z)\)dz SHIWAK (ZZW) i

Jj=1 k=1 n<lj m

59 SHI IR

j=1 k=1 n<lj m
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Since ((¢(Ly,)) < 27, we have
() 1

DY TS Y 5 s

n<lj m n<j m
Using the same idea as in Proof of (iv)<(v), we have the estimate

+oo 27 QD F +oo 27 QO(F 2
27 n,m < 2] n,m
>y o (N el ) 55 (U3 ke o
J=1 k=1 n<j m =1 k=1 n<j m

This allows us to estimate (3.6) as

(3.7) /ch z<222 27 (ZZ SD(QF’;’” > +C.

7j=1 k=1 n<j m

For fixed ¢(T',,,) and fixed j > n, the estimate (2.1)) gives us #{k} < 3-2/7". By
applying the Holder inequality on the right-hand side of inequality (3.7]) and Fubini’s
theorem for series, we obtain

+oo 27 2
R S SR B BE = e

A
NP
8
(]
~
o |2
[ !
leo| S
3
e
(_\
[\
3
=[]
~
ol
k?
>
N——
+
Q

A
(1%
3
(]
~
pS
—
SIS “3
>
<
[\
3
~
[N
h&
>
N——
+
Q

9—35n
n=1 m=1 ~ 2—%71”)\
+oo 2™
< Z Z nM(p(Tym))? + C < +oo0.
n=1m=1

An analogous estimate follows for h: by the same reasons. Thus we finish the
proof of (iv)=(i). O

Proof of (iv)=-(ii). Recall the estimate (3.4) for |h.| and formula (3.5). From
and the fact that log? (T) ~ j* for any z € @, we have

+oo 29
2

/|h (2)[*log™ ( |Z| = ZZ/ 2 log (1_|Z’)dz

j=1 k=17 @ik
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+oo 27
ZZ] / (2)|* d=.
j=1 k=1 Qj.k

By replacing ®(t) = t?log*(e +t) by * in (3.6)), we obtain

—9j E(So(rnm)) 2
ha(2)P dz S 2% AP nm)) )"
/Q (Z; )
Hence we have

jlkl n<j m

Consequently, we may apply the very same arguments that we used above to estimate
the right-hand side of (3.7)) so as to arrive at

+oco 2™
/\h (2)|* log™ ( <ZZn’\€ ? < +o0.
n=1m=1
One may similarly deal with h; to finish the proof of (iv)=-(ii). O

Proof of (iv)<(iii). We first divide the double integral on S into two parts:

_ A+1
//ilogw 1E) — o I Jdnllde]
SJS
(3.8) :// +// — I+ 1II.
S J{neS:1<|p=1(&)—p~1(n)|<2} S J{neS:0<|p=1(&)—p~1(n)|<1}

Since A > —1, we have 0 < |logt|*! < (log2)*! for 1 < ¢t < 2. Therefore we
obtain 0 < I < . So our job is to estimate I1.
Fubini’s theorem changes 11 to

1
" //nes PG )|<1}/ A X (10— mI<e<1ydt|dnl|dE]
(8:9) :/S/O tines: |90‘1(€) — o7 ()| < tHA()dt]de],

where A(t) = (A + 1)log” (1) /t. Here we used the fact that

1 1
|log t|M! = logM*? (;) :/ A(t)dt, for any 0 <t < 1.
t
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Then we have

o= X[ e -l < g

2—J

B10) < 0+X [t -l <2l [ Awar

2-5-1

If £ € p(T;x) and |h1(&) — h1(n)] < 279, then the arc length of the shorter arc
from h=1(€) to h™1(n) is at most 2777 and hence it follows that n € Ut) (T ,).
This means that for 7 > 1, we have

S [ tnsle o -l < 2l

27

(3.11) <Y (U o(Ta))eTin) S Ue(Tinr)
h=1 h—1

By the mean value theorem, we have

2—J
(3.12) / A(t)dt = log T (27T1) — log™™(29) ~ 5%, j > 1.
2

—j—1

Combining (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12]), we therefore deduce

+oo 27

/S / [og [p2(€) — ¢ () P delldn) S 503 Up(Tyu))2 + €

=1 k=1

We are left to deal with the converse direction. We divide the interval [0,1] in
(3.9) into intervals [r/8,1] and [277 7, 277+27] for j > 5. Then we have

+oo o—i+2,
B13) 1=y [l @l <2 mhlael [ A
j=5 2—Ji+1g
Given any j > 5 and 1 < k < 27, the inequality
™€) — 7 ()] < U(Typ) < w27

holds for all ,& € ¢(I'; ). Thus we have

(3.14) Z/

(({n = P78 = h7 ()| < m2'IR)[de] 2 ) U (Ty0))>
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Finally, the estimates (3.8]), (3.12)), (3.13) and (3.14) yield

+oo 27

ééu%w1@wwﬂwm“wmmm+cz§jzyw@MWﬁ.

j=1 k=1
O

Proof of (ii)=-(iv). Since ¢ is uniformly continuous, there exists jo > 3 such that
((p(Tjx)) < /3 whenever j > joand k = 1,---,27. Fix such j,k and let £ € T'j;_4,
n€jrt1 (Do =12, =T1,1). Since h € C(D) is a diffeomorphism, we have
that

|7 (§) = h(n)] S/\Dh\ds.

for any rectifiable curve v C D joining & to . Moreover, |h(&;x) —h(&rv1)| < |R(E)—
h(n)| because ¢ is homeomorphic and £(¢(I'; 51U, ,Ul; 141)) < 7. Denote by & the
midpoint of the arc T'; . Let t; > 0 be the smallest ¢ for which B(£,t) N 44y # 0

and let ¢t be correspondingly the largest such t. Write v, = 0B (f ) ND for t; <
t < ty. Then there exists an absolute constant C so that

U Yy C OQM N D.
tE[tl,tQ]
Now

|Mgm—hgmﬂns/NDmm
Yt

for t € [t1,t5] and by integrating with respect to ¢ we obtain

B15) (2= t)lh() — b < [ [ Dhldsae< [ |pa)a-

ijkm]DJ

Notice that ty — ¢1 is uniformly comparable to 277 ~ ((T';;) when j > jo and
ke{l,---,27}. It follows from (3.15) that

—/
Dh(z)|dz.
0050 Jog o )

Recall that we have £(p(I';)) < m/3. Thus ¢(¢(I';x)) is also uniformly comparable
to |@(&x) — (& k+1)|- We can therefore conclude from (3.16]) that for any j > jo
and 1 < k < 27, the following inequality holds:

(3.16) |A(&jk) — P(§jma1)] S

1
(3.17) Up(Tin)) S e<r;k>./QQﬁkmD'ljh‘z>’dz'
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Fix p € (1,2) and ¢ € (2,400) with 1/p + 1/q = 1. By applying the Holder
inequality to (3.17]), we have

p/q
1 Ag 1
{(p(T ‘,k))p < —/ H(z)dz / log~ 2 <_> dz :
’ UTik)? Jeg,, CQ; xD 1—|z]

where H(z) = |Dh(z)|? log*"/? (ﬁ) Xp(2). Moreover by changing to polar coordi-

nates we have the estimate

. (1 CHT) g (1
/ logf% ( ) dz < E(FM)/ log*% <—> ds
CQ;.ND 1— 2| 0 s

Agq 1
<UTj,)log™ 2
~ ( ],k‘) Og (E(F]Jg))
0T )% A2,

Q

It follows that

(3.18) (D)) 5% < £(Fj,k)P][ H(z)dz.

CQj’kﬂ]D)

Next by the inclusion relationship between B, ;, and (); and the definition of Hardy-
Litterwood maximal function we have

(3.19) H(z2)dz < H(z)dz §][ Mpy(z)dz < Mpyg(2)dz.
CQj,k CBjk Bj i Qjk

Combining (3.18) with (3.19) and then applying Jensen’s inequality, we arrive at

W@ S | MHP(2)dz, Vj>joand 1 <k <2
Qjk

Then the L*?-boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator implies

+oo 27 Yoo 27
DD Uit S ZZ/ MyP(2)dz < | My"(2)dz
Jj=jo k=1 j=1 k=1 " @ik R2
1
< / |Dh(2)|? log™ (—) dz.
D 1— |z

Moreover, we have that

jo—1 27 jo—1 27 Jo—1

SN U < S St | S <c
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Hence we conclude

+oo 27 jo—1 27 +oo 27
DD UeTin))?t =)0 Tt + ) 0D Ue(Tr))5
j=0 k=1 j=1 k=1 j=jo k=1

1
<C —i—/ |Dh(2)|?log™ < ) dz.
D 1— 2|

Proof of (i)=(v). Set K(z) = |Dh(z)|xp(2). As in the proof of (ii) = (iv), we

have
(D) -
ULk ~Jeg,,

Thus Jensen’s inequality for the function ®(t) = t?log*(e + t) and inequality (3.19)
with H replaced by K imply that

]

K(2)dz for any j > joand 1 < k < 27,

iié k)’ ( ) ikif ]k][k (M)(2)dz

O(Mg)(z)dz < /R? O(Mg)(2)dz.

(3.20) < ZZ/

Here in the second inequality, we used the fact that ¢(I';;)* ~ |Q,x|. Therefore
Proposition [2 gives

(3.21) / B(Mi)(2)dz < / () (2)dz.
R2 R2
Moreover, we have that
jo—1 27 E Jjo—1 27 jo—1
I O R ED S SIS AED SRS
Jj=1 k=1 =1 k=1 j=1
Combining ((3.20)), (3.21)) with the above inequality gives
+oo 27
(T
DD Ue(Tyr))? logh ( +M) 50+/|Dh<z)|21og*(e+\Dh(z)y)dz.
=1 k=1 arj,k) D
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3.2 Proof of Theorem

Proof. From [2, Lemma 3.2], we know that any internal chord-arc Jordan domain
Q c Cis a bounded John disk whose boundary 9 satisfies (1.I)). Note also that
in bounded John disks, the internal distance of any two boundary points is finite,
[9, Remark 6.6]. By using the arc length parametrization of 92 and the property
(1.1), we see that there is a bi-Lipschitz map g : S — (09, Aq). Then applying
[2, Theorem 4.7] and the fact that the internal distance in the unit disk is the
same as the Euclidean distance, we know that ¢ extends to a bi-Lipschitz map
g : D — (Q,)q). Moreover, the bi-Lipschitz map § is a diffeomorphism in D.
Indeed, by the construction of the map ¢ in [2, Theorem 4.7], § = v o f, where
Y1 : D — Qs a conformal map and f : D — D is a homeomorphic extension of
f =17 og from [5, Lemma 2.10]. By the construction of fin [0, Lemma 2.10],
f =15 0 f oy, where ¢y : D — H? is a Mobius map and f : H2 — H2 is the
Beurling- Ahlfors extension of the quasisymmetric map 1,0 f 015 *. Since conformal
maps, Mobius maps and Beurling-Ahlfors extensions of quasisymmetric maps are
diffeomorphic (cf. [4, Chapter 8]), we obtain that the map g is a diffeomorphism.

In the statements (i) and (ii) in Theorem [1} we let h = §o P[g~! o ¢], where
P[g7! o ¢] is the Poisson extension of g~! o . Hence h is a diffeomorphism. Since g
is bi-Lipschitz with respect to the internal distance and the internal distance \q is
the same as the Euclidean distance locally in €2, we obtain that there is a constant
C > 0 so that 1/C < |Dg(z)| < C for any z € D. Hence the convergence of the
integrals of |Dh| in (i) and (ii) in Theorem [1|is equivalent to the statements (i) and
(i) for P[g~! o ¢ in Theorem [2|

By [2, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6], we know that for any z1, zo € 092,
the shorter arc v,, ,, of 92 joining z; and 2, satisfies

diam(v,, .,) = Aa(z1, 22).

Hence the arc length £(-) on 0 with respect to the Euclidean distance is comparable
to the arc length (), (-) on 02 with respect to the internal distance Ap. Combining
with the bi-Lipschitz property of g, we obtain that £(¢(T;))/C < (g7 op(T;x)) <
Cl(p(T)k)) for any I';, and that we can use a change of variable via g to conclude
the equivalence of (iii) for ¢! and ¢ ~tog in Theorem [1]and[2] Hence the statements
(iii)-(v) for ¢ in Theorem [l is equivalent to the statements (iii)-(v) for g=' o ¢ in
Theorem [ O
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