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OBSTACLES FOR SOBOLEV-HOMEOMORPHISMS WITH LOW RANK
— POINTWISE A.E. VS DISTRIBUTIONAL JACOBIANS —

WOONGBAE PARK AND ARMIN SCHIKORRA

ABSTRACT. We show that for any k and s > Z—I; there exist neither W :-Sobolev nor
C*-Holder homeomorphisms from the disk B" into R" whose gradient has rank < k in
distributional sense. This complements known examples of such kind of homeomorphisms

whose gradient has rank < k almost everywhere.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper let n > 2 and s € (0, 1]. In [5, 14] it was shown that for any s € (0, 1)

and k € {2,...,n} there exists a C*-homeomorphism (onto its target) v : B" — R™ such
that Vu € L' and
(1.1) rank (Vu) < k a.e. in B".

As is well known, the pointwise a.e. derivative is a way less restrictive object than the
distributional derivative which captures more fine geometric properties. The simplest ex-
ample is the Heaviside function which has a.e. vanishing derivative, but is certainly not
constant — because the distributional derivative does not vanish. Effects of this type are
also known for distributional vs. a.e. Jacobians, see for example [6, 13].

The purpose of this note is to show that results similar to [5, 14] are wrong if the pointwise
a.e. notion in (1.1) is replaced with a distributional version.

Since a map u € C* does not need to be differentiable, the notion of distributional rankVu

might not be immediate, but the idea is simple: Take any k-form monomial in /\k RY
dp™ A ... Adp'.

For any smooth map f : B® — RY, the pullback

n

Frp A dp*) = Y Doy [ Doy f . D S A AL da™

at,..,op=1

is a k-form whose components are the determinants of kx k-submatrices of (V f1,... Vf*) €
R™*_In particular, if f is differentiable then rank Df < k is equivalent to

fA(dp™ A...dp™) =0 V1<i<.. <ip<N.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.03853v1

2 WOONGBAE PARK AND ARMIN SCHIKORRA

On the other hand, k x k-determinants of submatrices of (Vfi, ... Vfi*) € RPN are
Jacobians and those can be defined in a distributional sense for Holder and Sobolev maps.

Consequently, it is reasonable to say f: B" — RY and k € {1,..., N} satisfies
rank D f < k in distributional sense
if for any 1 <17 < ... <1 < N we have
fA(dp™ A .. dp™) =0
in distributional sense — we shall recall the precise meaning of the latter in Section 2.
Here is our main result:

Theorem 1.1. Fiz any s > kiﬂ, k > 2. Denote by B"™ the unit ball in R™. There exists

no homeomorphism u € W= (B", RY) such that

rank (Vu) < k in distributional sense.

Here and henceforth for s € (0, 1) the fractional Sobolev space W*P(£2) is the one induced
by the Gagliardo seminorm

[flwsw(o) == (/Q ; Mdmdy)%.

o =yl

By slicing arguments and Fubini’s theorem, cf. Lemma 2.3, any W (B™, RY)-homeomorphism
for k < n induces a W**% (B*, RY)-homeomorphism on the k-dimensional ball B* — and the
above notion of distributional rank is stable under that slicing operation. Thus, when
proving Theorem 1.1 one can assume w.l.o.g. kK = n. Actually, in the case k = n, we don’t
even have to assume that u : B® — R¥ is a homeomorphism onto its target, it is only used
that u restricted to the boundary 0B" is one-to-one. Precisely we have

Theorem 1.2. Let
f:S"t RN
be a homeomorphism.

Then for any s € (0,1], s > 25, there exists no map u € W5 (B, RY) (homeomorphism
or not) with the properties

e rank Du < n in distributional sense in B"

e f=u in the sense of traces
oB"

Since by Sobolev embedding C*%¢ «— W’ls’% we have in particular

oc ?
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Corollary 1.3. Let s > kiﬂ

can not exist if the assumption

The C*-homeomorphism as the one constructed in [5, 14]

rank Du < k a.e.

18 substituted with

rank Du < k  in distributional sense.

The latter strengthens in particular [5, Theorem 12] where it is shown that a homeomor-
phism such as the one constructed in [5] cannot exist if we additionally assume it belongs to
W1* Observe that for W'*-maps distributional and a.e. notion of rank Du < k coincide.

The assumption s > kiﬂ in Corollary 1.3 is notable. The notion of rank Df < k in

distributional sense is well-defined for C*-maps with s > 1 — %, see Section 2.

Question 1.4. Does Corollary 1.3 hold for s € (1 — 1, kiﬂ) ?

Indeed, Question 1.4 is related to a conjecture by Gromov that one cannot C*-embedd
two-dimensional surfaces into the Heisenberg group H; for s > % This is known to be
true for s > 2, [7]. Notably Wenger and Young [22] recently constructed examples of
C*-maps from two-dimensional surfaces into the Heisenberg group, whose boundary map
is homeomorphic — which suggests that the threshhold s > -2 in Theorem 1.2 could be
sharp at least in some dimensions. As a matter of fact, our main tool is a consequence of
a technique developed for maps into the Heisenberg group in [10]: Any homeomorphism

can be nontrivially “linked” with a differential form, more precisely

Lemma 1.5 ([10]). Let f:S"' - RN, N > n+ 2, be a smooth homeomorphism. There
exist w € C(N""RY) such that dw = 0 in a neighborhood of f(S*') C RN and

(1.2) Fw)=1.

S§n—1

See Lemma 3.1 for more explanation and a slightly sharper statement. The main idea to
prove Theorem 1.2 is to show that the rank condition is not compatible with (1.2).

Lastly, let us mention that Corollary 1.3 can also be proven for the limiting Holder case

_k_
C*1+ the adaptations are left to the reader — the underlying technical arguments are
discussed in [10].
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2. THE DISTRIBUTIONAL RANK CONDITION

The theory of distributional Jacobians has a long tradition with celebrated contributions
by Ball [1], Brezis, Nirenberg [3], Coifman, Lions [4], Miiller [15], Reshetnyak [16], Wente
[23], Tartar [20], among many others. We recall and adapt the notion to our setting, but
the results of this section are likely well-known at least to experts.

Definition 2.1. Let s € (0,1], p € (1,00). We say that f € W*P(B",RY) satisfies
f*(dp™ A ...dp™) =0
in (W*P-)distributional sense if for any ¢ € C>°(B") and any f. € C=(B",RY) with

e—0
Ife = fllwer =0

we have
lim [ fX(dp™ A ...dp™)p = 0.

e—0 B

The following type of estimate is essentially known since [19], inspired by the results in [4].
In special cases an extremely elegant proof using harmonic extensions was given in [2], see
also [11] for the relation to commutator estimates and harmonic extensions. See also [18]
where this is revisited using the arguments of [11].

Lemma 2.2. Let s > 1 — % and p > k.

For any f € WP(B",RY) and f. as in Definition 2.1
Fdp" A dp™) ] = fiyen(dp™ A dp™)lp] = lim [ fX(dp"™ A dp™)p = 0.
15 B~
is a linear functional on ¢ € C°(B"), independent of the precise choice of f..

Moreover we have

“(dp™ A dp™)el] 3 [ liveslel aonz,

and for fi, fo € WP(B", RY) we have

[ A dp ] = £ A )] S (el (L0 + [l o) [
In particular if f € WerPr(B", RN )NW2P2(B", RY) then the linear functional as an W1P! -

limit or an W*2P2-lymit coincides, i.e.
Firsron (dp™ A dp™) @] = fiyenms (dp™ A ... dp™) ]
for all p € C=(B", RY).

N P
W(lfé)kvﬂ

Observe that this gives naturally also a suitable notion of C*-distributional rank, because
C* embedds into W*™=4 for any € > 0, q € (1, 00).

Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of Theorem 1.2, once we observe the following restriction
result.
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that f € WP(SF1 RN) be continuous for s > XL p > k. Then, if

E+27
we slice
sttt = | {t} x vi—es

te[—1,1]
Then for L'-a.e. t € (—1,1)

(2.1) gi=1f e WP({t} x V1 — 28" RY)

{t} x/1-t2Sk
and if for some j € {1,...,k+ 1} we have

rank Df < j in distributional sense in SF+!

then
rank Dg < j in distributional sense in S*

Proof. The fact that (2.1) holds is an application of Fubini’s theorem, see e.g. [13, Lemma
A.2]. For a more direct proof see [12, §6.2.].

Similarly, the rank condition also follows from Fubini’s theorem, since

0 = lim fA(dp™ A .. .dpY)p = hm/ / fE(dp™ A .. .dpY)e
1,1) J{t} xv/I—tZsk

e—0 Sk+1 e—0

implies that for a.e. t € (—1,1),

lim fr(dp™ A .. dpY) = 0.
£20 Jrinxy/1—¢2sk

3. USING THE LINKING NUMBER: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

As discussed in the introduction, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the recent arguments
developed for maps into the Heisenberg group [17, 10, 9].

The main ingredient is the following lemma, which is essentially just a reformulation of the
well-known fact from Algebraic Topology that the homology class Hy_(,—1)—1(RY \ K)) is
nontrivial if K is a homeomorphic to the S*~!-sphere. Indeed this fact can be found in the
early chapters of any algebraic topology book, see e.g. [21, Corollary 1.29]. However, this
particular reformulation transforms this fact into an analytically easily usable tool.

Lemma 3.1. Let f : S ! — RN, N > n + 2, be a homeomorphism. There exist ¢ > 0
(depending on f) and w € CX(N\"""RN) such that

e dw = 0 in a neighborhood of f(S*1) C RY



6 WOONGBAE PARK AND ARMIN SCHIKORRA
o for any f € C=(S" 1, RN) with
If = fllzeesn—1y < e

we have

frw) =

S§n—1

For a proof we refer to [17, Proposition 9.2.] or [10, Lemma 2.6.]. dw essentially represents
a “surface” that is linked with f(S"!') — where “surface” is to be understood in a general
sense, see [8].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume to the contrary the existence of u as in Theorem 1.2.

By [13, Lemma A.4] there exist u. € C*°(B") such that |u. 2% 0 and Ug

uniformly converges to f as e — 0.

Uyt gy aB"

From Lemma 3.1 we find w so that dw = 0 around f(S"!) and

/ uiw)=1 Vek1
S§n—1

By Stokes’ theorem this is equivalent to

(3.1) / wdw) =1 Ve< 1

If we write
dw = Z Kk dp”
I
where each I = (iy,...,14,) is a strictly ordered tuple in {1,..., N}, then we have by (3.1)

1—2/ dp Jrr(us) Vel

Moreover, by the uniform Lipschitz continuity of x

e—0

(3.2) s () = () e oy = ote =l gy 2% 0.

Since dw = 0 in a neighborhood of f(S"™!) we also have dw = 0 in a neighborhood of
u-(S"71) for all suitably small €. For such € we have rr(u.) = 0 on dB" (in the classical
sense).

Since the trace operator is an extension of the continuous trace operator, we find that
wr(us) € Wy (B").
By the convergence (3.2) we conclude

ki(u) € Wo'e (B).



OBSTACLES FOR SOBOLEV-HOMEOMORPHISMS WITH LOW RANK 7

Here WP (B™) the closure of C°(B™)-maps under the W*P(B")-norm and we have used
the trace identification with the continuous trace (since s =n > 1), see [12, Chapter 9.].
Thus we find
ps € C(B")
with
6—0
[ps — m(u)]ws,g(Bn) — 0.
In particular for € and 9 suitably small we have
[QO(; — I{](UE)]WS,%(Bn) <1l Vee (0,60),5 € (0,50)

Recall that [ is an n-tuple. By the continuity of distributional Jacobian, Lemma 2.2 for
k:n,sincesZnLH>1—%and%>n,wehave

S [ ) (= ) R Wl g = 0],
I n

Since s > -5 we see that (1 — s)n <'s, and thus by Sobolev embedding
S [t (s = ) 3 s g s — (e
I

We conclude that for €; and 4, suitably small,

1
3= [ s ¥ee )5 € (0.6)

I
On the other hand, by the assumption of rank Du < n — 1 in distributional sense, we have

lim [ u?(dp)ps = 0.

e—0 Br

This is a contradiction, and we can conclude. O
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