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QUASIHYPERBOLIC METRIC AND MOBIUS TRANSFORMATIONS

RIKU KLEN, MATTI VUORINEN, AND XTAOHUI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. An improved version of quasiinvariance property of the quasihyperbolic met-
ric under Mobius transformations of the unit ball in R™, n > 2, is given, and a quasiinvari-
ance property, sharp in a local sense, of the quasihyperbolic metric under quasiconformal
mappings is proved. Finally, several inequalities between the quasihyperbolic metric and
other commonly used metrics such as the hyperbolic metric of the unit ball and the
chordal metric are established.

KEYwoRrDS. Quasihyperbolic metric, distance-ratio metric, spherical metric, Mobius
transformation, quasiinvariance
2010 MATHEMATICS SUBJECT CLASSIFICATION. 30C65, 51M10

1. INTRODUCTION

A fundamental principle of the theory of quasiconformal mappings in R, n > 2, states
that when the maximal dilatation K — 1, K-quasiconformal mappings approach confor-
mal maps. The deep stability theory of Yu. G. Reshetnyak [R] deals with this topic. On
the other hand, there are some, but very few, results which give explicit sharp or explicit
asymptotically sharp estimates when K — 1. Before we proceed to formulate our main
results, we make some introductory remarks on the stability theory and on the history of
explicit quantitative bounds, respectively.

The key result of the stability theory [R] is a very general form of the classical theorem
of Liouville to the effect that for n > 3, a 1-quasiconformal map of a domain D C R" onto
another domain D’ C R™ is a restriction of a Mdbius transformation to D . By definition a
Mobius transformation is a member in the group generated by reflections in hyperplanes
and inversions in spheres. This result also underlines the fact that for n > 3 the cases
for K =1 and K > 1 are drastically different. A second ingredient of stability theory
for n > 3 deals with the case K > 1 and seeks to estimate, for a fixed K-quasiconformal
map, its distance to the "nearest” Mobius transformation (for n = 2 the distance to the
"nearest” conformal map should be measured). However, as far as we can see, the stability
theory does not provide explicit asymptotically sharp inequalities when K — 1.

The results of the present paper rely on two explicit and asymptotically sharp theorems.
The first one is an explicit version of the Schwarz lemma for K-quasiconformal maps of the
unit ball in R™ and the second one an explicit estimate for the function of quasisymmetry
of K-quasiconformal maps of R”,n > 3. For the history of the Schwarz lemma and for its
preliminary form, which fails to give an explicit asymptotically sharp bound, we refer the
reader to O. Martio, S. Rickman, and J. Viisild [MRV]. The explicit form of the Schwarz
lemma that we will apply here was first proved by G.D. Anderson, M. K. Vamanamurthy,
and M. Vuorinen [AVVI] (4.11)], see also [Vull, 11.50]. Another key result is an explicit
bound for the function of quasisymmetry due to M. Vuorinen [Vu2|. These two explicit
results have had numerous applications. One of these, a result of Seittenranta [S], will
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be applied below. What is common to the explicit sharp bounds, is the role played by
special functions such as capacity of the Teichmiiller ring.

Since its introduction over thirty years ago, the quasihyperbolic metric has become one
of the standard tools in geometric function theory. Recently it was observed that very
little is known about the geometry defined by hyperbolic type metrics, and several authors
are now working on this topic [BM], [HIMPS], [K], [Vu3].

Let D C R™ be a domain. The quasihyperbolic metric kp is defined by [GP]

1
k =inf [ —|d D
D(xvy) }/Iell“/vd(z)| Z|7 x,ye )
where I is the family of all rectifiable curves in D joining x and y, and d(z) = d(z,0D)
is the Euclidean distance between z and the boundary of D. The explicit formula for
the quasihyperbolic metric is known only in very few domains. One such domain is the
punctured space R™ \ {0} [MO]. The distance-ratio metric is defined as

(1.1) Jp(z,y) = log (1 + m1n{|§(;)?c‘i(y)}) , x,y€D.

It is well known that |GP, Lemma 2.1], [Vull, (3.4)]

.jD<'T7y) < kD('Tvy)

for all domains D C R™ and z,y € D. Unlike the hyperbolic metric of the unit ball,
neither the quasihyperbolic metric kp nor the distance-ratio metric jp are invariant under
Mobius transformations. F. W. Gehring, B. P. Palka and B. G. Osgood proved that these
metrics are not changed by more than a factor 2 under Mobius transformations, see [GP
Corollary 2.5] and [GOl proof of Theorem 4].

Theorem 1.2. If D and D' are proper subdomains of R™ and if f is a Mobius transfor-
mation of D onto D', then for all x,y € D

%mD@jvy) < TTlD/(f<x>7 f(y)) < 2mD<x’y>’
where m € {j, k}.

A homeomorphism f : D — D’ is said to be an L-bilipschitz map if |z — y|/L <
|f(z) = f(y)] < Llx — y| for all z,y € D. It is easy to see that (cf. [Vull Exercise 3.17]):

Lemma 1.3. If D and D' are proper subdomains of R™ and if f : D — D’ is an L-
bilipschitz map, then

mD/(f(x)a f<y>> < LQmD(xvy)v m e {jv k}v
forall x,y € D.

The problem of estimating the quasihyperbolic metric and comparing it with other
metrics was suggested in [Vu3]. In this paper we will give an improved version of quasi-
invariance of quasihyperbolic metric under Mobius self-mappings of the unit ball B” and
some other results motivated by [Vu3].

Theorem 1.4. Let a € B" and h : B" — B" be a Mdébius transformation with h(a) = 0.

Then for all xz,y € B"
1

and the constants 1 + |a| and 1/(1 + |a|) are both sharp.
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Remark 1.5. Tt is a basic fact, cf. [B], [Vull 1.39], that the map h in Theorem [ is
an L-bilipschitz with L = (1 + |a|)/(1 — |a|). Therefore Lemma [[3] gives a version of
Theorem [[.4] with the constant L? in place of the sharp constant. But it is obvious that
the constant L? tends to infinity as |a| tends to 1. Theorem [L4] also shows that the
constant 2 in Theorem cannot be replaced by a smaller constant when D = D’ = B".

We also conjecture that a conclusion similar to Theorem [L.4] holds for the distance-ratio
metric, but have been unable to prove it. See Conjecture [2.3] below.

We believe that the next proposition for the planar case is well-known but have been
unable to find it in the literature.

Proposition 1.6. Let D C C be a domain and f maps D conformally onto D' = f(D)
then

1
ZkD(fL',y) < k:D’(f(x)v f(y)) < 4k:D(x7y)
for all z,y € D, and the constants are both sharp.

Gehring and Osgood proved the following quasiinvariance property of the quasihyper-
bolic metric under quasiconformal mappings. For basic results on quasiconformal map
and the definition of K-quasiconformality we follow Véisila [V]. Note that for n = 2,
K =1, Theorem [L.7] does not give the same constants as Proposition

Theorem 1.7. [GOlL Theorem 3| There exists a constant ¢ depending only on n and K
with the following property. If f is a K-quasiconformal mapping of D onto D', then

kp (f(x), f(y) < emax{kp(z,y), kp(z,y)*}, a = KV
forall xz,y € D.

The sharpness statement in Theorem [I.4] shows that the constant ¢ in Theorem [I.7]
cannot be chosen so that it converges to 1 when K — 1.

We will refine this result by proving that in a local sense we can improve the constant
for quasiconformal maps of the unit ball onto itself.

Theorem 1.8. Let f: B" — B" be a K-quasiconformal mapping and r € (0,1). There
exists ¢ = c(n, K,r) such that for all z,y € B"(r) with f(z), f(y) € B"(r)

m(f(x), [(y)) < cmax{m(z,y), m(z,y)"},  m € {jon, kg }
where a = KY= and ¢ — 1 as (r, K) — (0,1).

Finally we prove in this paper several inequalities between the quasihyperbolic metric
and other commonly used metrics such as the hyperbolic metric of the unit ball and the
chordal metric. Along these lines, our main results are Lemma [2.6] and Theorem [3.3]

2. QUASIINVARIANCE OF QUASIHYPERBOLIC METRIC

First we would point out that in Lemma the condition of L—bilipschitz can be
replaced with local L—bilipschitz, that is, for all x € D there exists a neighborhood U C D
of x such that f is L—bilipschitz in U. Additionally, in this case we need that f has a
homeomorphism extension to the boundary of D. In fact, it is clear that |df (z)| < L|dx|.
We next show that d(f(x)) > d(x)/L. Let wy € Of(D) with d(f(z)) = |f(x) — wo|
and 29 = f~Hwp). Let w € [f(x),w) and v = f~Y([f(z),w]) with v(0) = z and
(1) = z = f~}w). Since 7y is compact, we can choose finite number of balls {B;}™, in
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D covering v such that f is L-bilipschitz in every ball B;. Let {zj};”jll

v such that z; = x, 2,11 = z and {z;, z;11} € B;. Then we have

be a sequence in

m

d(f(2) > |f(2) = w| = Zm Z s zenl/L > Fle 2]

Letting w tend to wq, we get d(f(z)) > |x—29|/L > d(x)/L. Now it is easy to see Lemma
[L.3 holds for locally bilipschitz mappings.

For basic facts about Mébius transformations the reader is referred to [Al B] and [Vull
Section 1]. We denote x* = x/|z|? for x € R™\ {0}, and 0* = oo, 0o* = 0. Let

oo(z) =a* +r¥(x—a*), rP=la =1, 0<]a| <1

be the inversion in the sphere S"~!(a*,r). Then o,(a) = 0 and o,(a*) = co. For a # 0
let p, denote the reflection in the hyperplane P(a,0) through the origin and orthogonal
to a, and let T}, be the sense-preserving Mobius transformation given by T, = p, o g,. For
a = 0 we set Ty = id, the identity map. A fundamental result on Mobius transformations
of B" is the following lemma [Bl, Theorem 3.5.1]:

Lemma 2.1. A mapping g is a Mdébius transformation of the unit ball onto itself if and
only if there exists a rotation k in the group O(n) of all orthogonal maps of R™ such that
g=roT,, where a= g *(0).

The hyperbolic metric of the unit ball B" is defined by

2|d
p]B"(~T7y) lnf/ 1 _| |z|‘27 T,y € ]Bn7

where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable curves in B" joining x and y. The formula
for the hyperbolic distance in B™ is [Vull, (2.18)]

2 1 . |ZL‘—’y|2 n
22) (G e0)) = oyt YR

It is a basic fact that pg. is invariant under Mobius transformations of B™ (See [B]).

Proof of Theorem[I.4 Since the quasihyperbolic metric is invariant under orthogonal
maps, by Lemma 21 we may assume that h = T, with a = h~(0). By [Vull Exer-
cise 1.41(1)]

Tu@)| = 24

lalfz — a*]

|z|2 + |a|]? — 2z - a
lal?|z|?+1—2x-a

|22 + |af? = 2[z|a
=\ aPleP 41 = 2fz]lal

||z = |al]
1 — laffz|’
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where the inequality holds since 1 + |z|*|al? > |z|? + |a|?. Therefore
el (42 = |aflz])
L+ [Ta(x)l = 1= lal[z][ + [|z] — |al

1—
{ o | > al

(t[z))(A=]a]|x])
(+la))(1—]z]) > |$| < |a|

< 1+4|al.
By the property of invariance of the hyperbolic metric under Mobius transformations, we

have
2 2[T(x)|

L—[a]*  1—|Ty(2)’

and
L O oo B 1€
1 — |z] 1+ |Ta(x)| 1 = [To()|
7o ()|
1— |To(2)|
Let v be a quasihyperbolic geodesic segment joining points 7,(x) and T,(y). Then

d
() < / dz]
TJI(V)1_|Z|

< (1+]al)

< (1la) /Tal(v) 1 |—ngzi)l 42|

_ <1+\a|>/1|f”||z|
= (1+a|)kpn (Tu(z), Ta(y)) -

Since T ' = T_,, we have
ki (Ta(x), Ta(y)) < (14| — al)kpr (T-a(To(2)), T-a(Ta(y))) = (1 + |a]) ken (2, y).

The sharpness of constants is clear for ¢ = 0. For the remaining case 0 < |a| < 1,
we choose © = a and y = (1 + t)a € B" with ¢ > 0. Since the radii are quasihyperbolic
geodesic segments of the unit ball, we have

t|al
kgn =1 14—
B ("L‘7y) 0og ( + 1— |a| . t|a,|)

and
1

tlal
han (Ta(@), Taly)) = log 7—7r 57 = log (1 PG +t)|a|2> '

So we have

t]al
. _log (1 + 1ft|a\f<1+t>\a|2>
lim = lim
t—0+ kg (z,7) t—0+ log <1+ t]al )

1—|a|—t|a|

1 — [a] —t]a]
im
t—0+ 1 — tla] — (1 +¢)|al?
1
1+ |al
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and
i e (Ta(Ta(2)), T(Ta()))  _ kgn (2, y)
08T e (Tg2), T () 0 T (Ta (@), Ta(9)
= 1+]|—a|=1+]dal|
This completes the proof. ([l

It is natural to consider the quasiinvariance of the distance-ratio metric j; under Mobius
transformations. But we only have the following conjecture:

Conjecture 2.3. Let a € B" and h : B" — B" be a Mébius transformation with h(a) = 0.

Then
JBr (ﬁ(a:), h(y)) 14l
evesn e (2, )
Remark 2.4. Let e, = a/|al, t € (0,1).
£t = jBn(Ta(—tea),Ta(tea)) B log <1 i 11j|\;1‘|t12__tt)
Jen (—teq, teg) log (1 + 12__tt)

G

: log % B artht

which is strictly decreasing from (0, 1) onto (0, |a|). Hence we have

i (T, (—tey). T (tes
oy o (Tal=te0). Tfte,)
t€(0,1) Jn (—teq, teg)

=1+ |al.

Lemma 2.5. Ifr € (0,1), then the function
log(1+t/(1—r))
arsh(t/\/(1 —r2)(1 — (r — t)?))

is strictly decreasing from (0,2r) onto (1,1 +1).

ft) =

Proof. Let fi(t) =log(1+t/(1—7r)) and fo(t) = arsh(t/\/(1 —r2)(1 — (r —t)2)). Then
we have f1(0) = 0 = f»(0), and f{(t)/f5(t) = 1 +r —t which is strictly decreasing with
respect to t. Hence the monotonicity of f follows from the monotone form of I'Hopital’s
rule [AVV2 Theorem 1.25]. O

Lemma 2.6. For x,y € B" and r = max{|z|, |y|},

+7r

(2.7) 1pxaan(ﬂf:,y) <m(z,y) < ! P (T, Y),

2
where m € {jpn, kpn }.
Proof. The first inequality of (27)) follows from [Vull 3.3] and [AVV2, Lemma 7.56],

respectively. For the second inequality of (27) for the quasihyperbolic metric, let v be
the hyperbolic geodesic segment joining x and y. Then

an(x’y)S/ |dz| S1+7“/ 2|dz|2:1+r
L1 =7 2 ), 1—|z 2

p]B"(xay)'
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Now we prove the second inequality of (27) for the distance-ratio metric. We may
assume that |z| > |y|. By (L)) and (22)),

2z (z,y) log(1 + |z —y[/(1 — |z[))
pen (T, Y) arsh(|z — y|/\/(1 — [z (1 = [y|?))
log(1 + [z —y|/(1 — |z]))
arsh(|z —y|//(1 = [2[2)(1 = ([2] — |z — y[)?))
< 14z <1+,

where the second inequality follows from Lemma 2.5 O

Lemma 2.8. Let D C C be a domain and f : D — D' = f(D) is a conformal mapping,
then
O P
4d(z,0D) ~ d(f(z),0D’) — d(z,0D)’
Proof. For a fixed zy € D, we define by
g(Z) _ f(Z(] + d<207 aD)Z) - f(ZO)
d(ZQ, aD)f/(Zo)

a normalized univalent function g on the unit disk D. Then the Koebe one-quarter theorem
yields that ¢g(ID) contains the disk |w| < 1/4. Thus

d(f(20),0D’)
d(20,0D)|f"(20)|

z€D.

> d(g(0), dg(D)) > i

which gives
)
d(f(z0), 0D") ~ d(z,0D)

Applying the above discussion to f~!, we have

FRUICD) P
A0/ (F(0)),0D) = d([(z0), OD')

and this is equivalent to
L)
4d(29,0D) ~ d(f(z0),0D’)
This completes the proof since zg € D is arbitrary. O

Proof of Proposition[1.6. Let v be a quasihyperbolic geodesic segment joining z and w in
D and v = f(v). Then by Lemma 2.8 we have

dul /)l
@500 < [ gt = [ direen)

|dz|
< 4| —— =1 .
< Ld(z,&D) kp(x,y)

A similar argument yields

ko) < ko(f(2), F(w).

For the sharpness of the constant, let the conformal mapping be the Koebe function
f(2) = z/(1 — 2)? on the unit disk D and G = f(D) = C \ (—o0, —1/4]. Let z = te? and
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fix 6 to be sufficiently small such that Re(z) > 0 and Re(f(z)) > 0. Then by the formula

(B0 we have

Im
ko). 2) = hey-ayaon (121, TTE) = 2avctan el H
and by (2.2)
%pm(z,z) = arshflinfj‘l.
Hence
2 arctan m(/(2))
k) FE) ke (PG TE) _ 2T Re(f ) + 174
t—0  kp(z,7%) t—0 op(2,%)/2 =0 arsh 2Im(z)
1—|z?
o 2m(f) 1|
=0 Re(f(2)) +1/4 2Im(z)
where the first equality follows from (2.7]). O

Now we study the quasiinvariance property of the quasihyperbolic metric and the
distance-ratio metric in the unit ball under quasiconformal mappings. For this purpose
we need the following quasiinvariance property of dp ([S]) which is defined in an open
subset D C R™ with Card(dD) > 2 as

op(z,y) = sup log(l+ |a,z,b,y|)
a,bedD
for all x,y € D. Here
q(a,b)q(z, y)
q(a, z)q(b,y)
is the absolute cross ratio and ¢(z,y) is the chordal metric defined in (3.2).

‘a/7 .T, b7 y| =

Theorem 2.9. [S| Theorem_1.2] Let f: R* = R be a K-quasiconformal mapping, D
and D" = f(D) open sets of R* with Card(0D) > 2, and x,y € D. Then

5D'<f('r)7 f<y>> < bmaX{(sD('ra y)7 5D<x7 y)a}u
where o = K™ = 1/8 and b = b(K,n) = N0~ 8nk .(1). Here b tends to 1 as K tends
to 1.

In the above theorem, ), is the Grotzsch ring constant, with A, € [4,2¢"71) and Ny = 4
(see [AVV2, Ch.12]). For the function ng, and estimates for 7, (1) see [AVV2, Ch.14].

Corollary 2.10. Let f: B" — B" be a K-quasiconformal mapping, and x,y € B". Then
PBr (f('r)a f<y>> < bmax{an (.T, y)7 an<.§L’, y)a}u

where the constants are the same as in Theorem [2.9.

Proof. 1t is well known that f can be extended quasiconformally to the whole space R™ and
homeomorphically to the Mobius space R" with f(oc) = co. By the monotonicity property
of Seittenranta’s metric dp, o~ (f(x), f(y)) < dpm)(f(2), f(y)). Since dgn = ppn, this
theorem follows from Seittenranta’s theorem. U

Remark 2.11. For n = 2, the corollary can be found in [BV], Theorem 1.10] with a better
constant.
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Proof of Theorem[1.8. By Corollary 210l and (27]), we have

(), () < i bmax{2m(z,y). 2*m(z, y)°)

IN

< (1 +r)bmax{m(z,y), m(z,y)*}.
The assertion follows by choosing ¢ = (1 + r)b. O
For r € (0,1) and K > 1 we define the distortion function
1
Yo (K (1/7))
where 7,(t) is the capacity of the Grotzsch ring, i.e., the modulus of the curve family

joining the closed unit ball and the ray [te;, 00). It is well known that if f : B" — B" is
a nonconstant K-quasiconformal mapping, then

(2.12) thpxaan(f(ﬂg),f(y)) < orn <thM> |

Pra(r) = ,a= KV,

2
holds for all z,y € B" [Vull, Theorem 11.2]. Combining ([2.7)) and (2.12]), we get that
m(f(a:), f<y>> < (1 + T) arthng,n<thm<x7y))7 m e {j]Bn, kB"}u

holds for all z,y € B™(r). Thus the following conjecture will give an improvement of
Theorem [LL8]

Conjecture 2.13. For K > 1,n> 2 andr € (0,1),
1
arth »( thr) < 2arth <¢K,2<th§>) max{r, r"}.

Remark 2.14. Conjecture 213 is true for n = 2 [BV] Lemma 4.8]. Hence the conjecture
follows if we can prove

Prn1(r) < 0ra(r)
for n > 2 (see [AVV3, Open Problem 5.2(10)]).

3. COMPARISON OF QUASIHYPERBOLIC AND CHORDAL METRICS

G.J. Martin and B.G. Osgood [MO| page 38] showed that for z,y € R™\ {0} and n > 2

i
kgm\foy (7, ) = \/ 02 + log® %

where § = £(x,0,y) € [0,7]. Since the quasihyperbolic metric is invariant under transla-
tions, it is clear that for z € R", z,y € R"\ {2} and n > 2

z
3.1 kv (2, y) = 4602 + log? — =

where 0 = £(z,z,y) € [0,7].
The chordal metric in R” = R™ U {oo} is defined by
|lz—y|
3.2 o) = | Yo A
Vi e
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M. Vuorinen posed the following open problem [Vu3|, 8.2]: Does there exist a constant
¢ such that

q(z,y) < ck(z,y)
for all z,y € R™\ {0}7 R. Klén [K| Theorem 3.8] solved this problem, and his theorem

says

1
ap @y L

«,y€R™\ {0} k]Rn\{o}(xa ?/) 2
T#y

We compare next the quasihyperbolic metric and the chordal metric for the general
punctured space R™ \ {z}, and hence give a solution to an open problem [K| Open
problem 3.18].

Theorem 3.3. For G = R"\ {z} and z € R" we have

q(z,y) |zl + 1+ |22
5 .

sup =
z,yeG kig(l‘, y)
z#Y

For the proof of Theorem [3.3] we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For given a > 0,

(r+s+a)3®* (aJr\/m)Z.

max

r,5>0 (]_ + TQ)(l + 82) a 2

Proof. Let

(r+s+a)?

frs) = Ty 2

r,s € [0,400).

It is clear that f(r,+o0) = f(+o0,7) = 1/(1 + r?) for each r € [0,+00). A simple
calculation implies that

07 - 70 — 1 ’0 — 1+ 2.
Jdnax f(0.7) = max f(r,0) = f(1/a,0) = 1+a

By differentiation,

We have
> 1+ a*

<a+\/4+a2>2
2

Since f is differentiable in [0, +00) X [0, 4+00), f(r,s) < f(re, 7o) for all (r,s) € [0, 4+00) X
[0, +00). O

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem [3.3
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Proof of Theorem[3.3. By (3] and (B.2]),

aley) z ]
@) TP T+ g /82 + log(ly — =/|x — 2I)
B \/|x—z|2+|y—z\2—2|x—zHy—z|COSt9 1
- 0% +log*(|y — 2| /|z — 2) VI[P [y
o w2 —ly—2] 1
= loglr —z[ —logly — 2| \/1 + [2[2\/1 + [y?
o le—altly -2 1
N 2 V1tV yP
< |l +lyl+ 2

2¢/1+ [z2/1+ [y

o Ll VTHRP
— 2 )

where the first inequality follows from [K| Lemma 3.7 (i)], the second inequality is the
mean inequality (¢ — b)/(loga —logb) < (a + b)/2 and the last one follows from Lemma
B4 From the above chain of inequalities it is easy to see that the upper bound (|z| +

V14 |z]?)/2 can be obtained when z,y — (—+/1 + [2]? + |z|)2/]|z|- O
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