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GEOMETRIC THEORY OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON

SOBOLEV SPACES

VLADIMIR GOL’DSHTEIN AND ALEXANDER UKHLOV

Abstract. In this paper, we present the basic concepts of the geometric
theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces. The main objects of the
theory are topological mappings which generate bounded embedding operators
on Sobolev spaces by the composition rule. This theory is in some sense a
"generalization" of the theory of quasiconformal mappings, but the theory of
composition operators is oriented to its applications to the Sobolev embedding

theorems, the spectral theory of elliptic operators and continuum mechanics
problems.

1. Introduction

This review is devoted to the geometric theory of composition operators on
Sobolev spaces. Composition (substitution) operators on Sobolev spaces arise in the
Sobolev embedding theory [57] and in the quasiconformal mapping theory [40, 49],
and form the significant part of the geometric theory of the Sobolev spaces.

The geometric mapping theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces goes
back to the Reshetnyak problem (1968) on geometric characterizations of isomor-

phisms ϕ∗ of seminormed Sobolev spaces L1
n(Ω) and L1

n(Ω̃) generated by the com-

position rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ. Here Ω and Ω̃ are domains in the n-dimensional
Euclidean space R

n, n ≥ 2. In the framework of this problem, it was proven in [73]

that these isomorphisms are generated by quasiconformal mappings ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃.
This approach can be considered in the context of the prior knowledge about

composition operators on spaces of continuous functions which are Banach alge-
bras (see, [5]). The characterizations of various structures of the space of contin-
uous functions C(S), whose isomorphisms define the topological space S up to a
topological mapping, were given in works by Banach, Stone, Eilenberg, Arens and
Kelly, Hewitt, Gel’fand, and Kolmogorov. On another hand, M. Nakai [49] and L.
Lewis [40] established an equivalence between isomorphisms of the Royden algebras
and corresponding quasiconformal mappings.

Sobolev spaces are not Banach algebras and the characteristics of corresponding
composition operators are completely different because of the global properties
of Sobolev spaces. Consequently, the standard ideas of category theory are also

inappropriate in the case of Sobolev spaces L1
p(Ω) and L1

p(Ω̃). In [74] it was proven

that a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generates an isomorphism of Sobolev spaces

L1
p(Ω) and L1

p(Ω̃), p > n, if and only if ϕ is a bi-Lipschitz mapping. This result was
extended to the case n − 1 < p < n in [9] and to the case 1 ≤ p < n in [45] (see,
also, [70]).
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Mappings that generate isomorphisms of Besov spaces were considered in [68],
and Nikolskii-Besov spaces and Lizorkin-Triebel spaces were considered in [69]. In
[44] the theory of multipliers was applied to the change of variable problem in
Sobolev spaces.

The bounded composition operators on Sobolev spaces go back to the Sobolev
embedding theory [57]. In this paper, it was proven that smooth bi-Lipschitz home-

omorphisms ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ generate a bounded operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ϕ, and as a consequence, that Sobolev inequal-
ities are preserved under the smooth bi-Lipschitz change of variables.

The next step in the theory of composition operators was given in [17] where
extension operators in Hölder cusp domains were constructed using bounded com-

position operators from L1
p(Ω̃) to L1

q(Ω), q ≤ p, generated by reflections ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃.
This work initiated the development of the geometric analysis of Sobolev spaces
in non-Lipschitz domains and required the characterization of homeomorphisms

ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ that generate bounded operators

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞.

by the standard composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ.
The partial solution of this problem, in the case p = q, was given in [67]. The case

q < p is more complicated. In this case a solution of this generalized Reshetnyak
type problem was given in [60] in terms of integral characteristics of mappings of
finite distortion (the limiting case p = ∞ was considered in [19, 20]) and is based
on the countable-additive property of operator norms introduced in [60]. In the
case p = q = n these mappings coincide with quasiconformal mappings. In the
general case they are called weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings. The part of the
main result of [60] regarding the sufficiency of the integral condition was reproved
in [33] with some additional conditions, and this article also included an interesting
example of a (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping with n < q ≤ p < ∞ which does not
satisfy the Luzin N−1-property.

In [60], two main principles of the geometric theory of composition operators on
Sobolev spaces were formulated:

• The localization principle: There exist monotone countably additive set
functions associated with the norms of composition operators generated by
the restrictions of mappings to open subsets.

• The composition duality principle: Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃
generate a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), n− 1 < q ≤ p <∞.

Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃ → Ω generates a bounded composition
operator
(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

q′(Ω)→ L1
p′(Ω̃), p′ =

p

p− (n− 1)
≤ q′ =

q

q − (n− 1)
.

In a number of subsequent works [11, 20, 62, 79, 80, 81, 82] the foundations of
the theory of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings were given. The basic properties
of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings, such as the equivalence of the analytic
description, in the terms of integral characteristics of mappings of finite distortion,
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to the capacitary description and the geometric description were proven. Within the
framework of the weak inverse mapping theorem, based on the composition duality
property, the regularity of inverse mappings was studied, including the limiting
cases q = n− 1 and p =∞. In the recent, the theory of composition operators on
Sobolev spaces has continued to develop intensively, as seen in [16, 47, 48, 59, 72, 77].

In the case p = ∞, homeomorphisms which generate bounded composition op-
erators

ϕ∗ : L1
∞(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞,

coincide with the Sobolev homeomorphisms of the class L1
q(Ω; Ω̃). The regularity

of mappings inverse to Sobolev homeomorphisms in L1
q(Ω; Ω̃), q ≥ n − 1, was

intensively studied in the last decades, see, for example, [4, 19, 20, 29, 30, 62].
We remark that in the proof of Theorem 1.2 [4] the weak upper gradient of the

inverse mapping ϕ−1 is defined as the composition of a co-distortion function, which
is a measurable function, with the inverse mapping ϕ−1. If the mapping ϕ does not
possess the Luzin N -property, then this composition is not necessarily a measurable
function. Therefore, the proof of the weak regularity of Sobolev homeomorphisms
which is given in the work [4] and is based on the area formula [34] is incomplete.
We give the detailed comments on Theorem 1.2 of [4] in Section 4.2. So, we consider
the weak regularity theorem for Sobolev homeomorphisms which possess the Luzin
N -property [19, 20].

Sobolev homeomorphisms which possess the Luzin N−1-property, and hence
transform measurable functions to measurable functions by the composition rule,
are called [84] measurable Sobolev homeomorphisms. The approach to measur-
ability which is based on the non-linear potential theory [27] was suggested in
[60, 68, 69].

The applications of the geometric theory of composition operators on Sobolev
spaces to the Sobolev embedding problems are based on the following "anti-com-
mutative diagram" which was suggested in [10]

W 1
p (Ω̃)

ϕ∗

−→ W 1
q (Ω)

↓ ↓

Ls(Ω̃)
(ϕ−1)∗←− Lr(Ω)

and was used in [18] for embeddings of weighted Sobolev spaces. In this diagram the
operator ϕ∗ defined by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ϕ is a bounded composition

operator on Sobolev spaces induced by a homeomorphism ϕ of Ω and Ω̃ and the
operator (ϕ−1)∗ defined by the composition rule (ϕ−1)∗(f) = f ◦ϕ−1 is a bounded
composition operator on Lebesgue spaces.

This method allows us to obtain Sobolev type embedding theorems in non-

Lipschitz domains Ω̃ ⊂ R
n that give an approach to the complicated problem

of the non-Lipschitz analysis of Sobolev spaces. By using the Min-Max Prin-
ciple and Sobolev embedding theorems, we obtained applications of weak (p, q)-
quasiconformal mappings to the spectral theory of elliptic operators (see, for exam-
ple, [7, 12, 13, 14, 22, 23]). In some cases the method based on composition opera-
tors allows one to obtain better estimates than the classical ones by L. E. Payne and
H. F. Weinberger even in convex domains [51]. In a certain sense the method of com-
position operators on Sobolev spaces represents a remake of the classical method
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of conformal normalizations [53] and gives spectral estimates in non-convex and
non-Lipschitz domains even in the case of domains with fractal boundaries.

The composition operators on Sobolev spaces have significant applications in the
theory of extension (trace) operators on Sobolev spaces [17, 21, 36]. The theory of
set functions associated with composition operators was used to solve problems of
Sobolev extension operators theory in [35, 61, 63]. The applications of the com-
position operators to the non-linear elasticity problems [1, 26, 58] were given in
[24].

Note that composition operators on Sobolev spaces admit a capacitory descrip-
tion [11, 60, 79] and therefore closely related to so-called Q-homeomorphisms [42].
The Q-homeomorphisms represent a generalization of quasiconformal mappings
from the point of view of the geometric function theory. The study of Q-homeomor-
phisms is based on the capacitary (moduli) distortion of these classes and was under
intensive development at last decades (see, for example, [37, 38, 39, 55, 56, 59]). In
the recent work [48] it was proved that Q-homeomorphisms with integrable function
Q, introduced in [46], coincide with mappings that generate bounded composition
operators on Sobolev spaces.

Some additional remarks. In the paper [32] (2020) bi-Sobolev mappings

ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ such that ϕ ∈ L1
n(Ω) and ϕ−1 ∈ L1

n(Ω̃) were considered in connections
with the non-linear elasticity problems. Note that these classes were studied in [50]
as BL-mappings and coincide with classes of weak (n, 1)-quasiconformal mappings.

In [16], it was proved that the class of (p,Q)-homeomorphisms coincides with
the class of weak (p′, n− 1)-quasiconformal mappings, p′ = p/(p− n+ 1).

In this review we give an introduction to the geometric theory of composition op-
erators on Sobolev spaces. We consider analytical and capacitory properties of weak
(p, q)-quasiconformal mappings due to their important applications to the elliptic
operators theory. The geometric characterizations of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal
mappings can be found in [11, 64, 79]. Some review on the theory of composition
operators on Sobolev spaces can be found in [71], where the author presents his
view on the development of the theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces.

2. Sobolev Spaces, Capacity and Composition Operators

2.1. Sobolev spaces and capacity. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open set. The Sobolev

space with first weak derivatives W 1
p (Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ is a space of locally integrable

weakly differentiable functions f : Ω→ R equipped with the following norm:

‖f |W 1
p (Ω)‖ = ‖f | Lp(Ω)‖ + ‖∇f | Lp(Ω)‖.

It is well known that the Sobolev space W 1
p (Ω) is a Banach space and coincides

with the closure of the space of smooth functions C∞(Ω) in the norm of W 1
p (Ω)

[43]. It implies that functions of the Sobolev space W 1
p (Ω) are defined (as elements

of Banach space) up to a set of p-capacity zero, in accordance with convergence
in the topology of W 1

p (Ω). The Sobolev space W 1
p,loc(Ω) is defined as a space of

functions f ∈W 1
p (U) for every open and bounded set U ⊂ Ω such that U ⊂ Ω.

The homogeneous seminormed Sobolev space L1
p(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, is defined as a

space of locally integrable weakly differentiable functions f : Ω→ R equipped with
the following seminorm:

‖f | L1
p(Ω)‖ = ‖∇f | Lp(Ω)‖.
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The Sobolev space L1
p,loc(Ω) is defined as a space of functions f ∈ L1

p(U) for every

open and bounded set U ⊂ Ω such that U ⊂ Ω.
In the case of bounded Lipschitz domains Ω ⊂ R

n, n ≥ 2, Sobolev spaces W 1
p (Ω)

and L1
p(Ω) coincide because the corresponding Sobolev-Poincaré inequalities

inf
c∈R

‖f − c | Lp(Ω)‖ ≤ Bp,p(Ω)‖f | L1
p(Ω)‖

hold, see, for example, [43]. Thus, Sobolev spaces W 1
p,loc(Ω) and L1

p,loc(Ω) coincide
for any open set Ω ⊂ R

n.
In the general case coincidence of the Sobolev spaces W 1

p (Ω) and L1
p(Ω) is the

complicated open problem of the geometric analysis of Sobolev spaces.
As we noted, Sobolev spaces are Banach spaces of equivalence classes [43] up to

a set of corresponding capacity zero. This approach is based on the concept of so-
called quasicontinuity which was introduced in 70th by V. Havin and V. Maz’ya [27].
This concept is essential for a correct understanding of the theory of composition
operators, otherwise the composition operator should be considered on subspaces
of continuous Sobolev functions [31, 33], are not necessarily Banach spaces. To
clarify the notion of equivalence classes of Banach Sobolev spaces we need to use
the non-linear p-capacity associated with corresponding Sobolev spaces.

Recall the notion of the p-capacity of a set E ⊂ Ω [15, 28, 43]. Suppose Ω is an
open set in R

n and F ⊂ Ω is a compact set. The p-capacity of F with respect to Ω
is defined as

capp(F ; Ω) = inf
f
{‖∇f |Lp(Ω)‖p},

where the infimum is taken over all functions f ∈ C0(Ω) ∩ L1
p(Ω) such that f ≥ 1

on F ; such functions are called admissible functions for the compact set F ⊂ Ω. If
U ⊂ Ω is an open set, we define

capp(U ; Ω) = sup
F
{capp(F ; Ω) : F ⊂ U, F is compact}.

In the case of an arbitrary set E ⊂ Ω we define the inner p-capacity

cap
p
(E; Ω) = sup

F
{capp(F ; Ω) : F ⊂ E ⊂ Ω, F is compact},

and the outer p-capacity

capp(E; Ω) = inf
U
{capp(U ; Ω) : E ⊂ U ⊂ Ω, U is open}.

Then a set E ⊂ Ω is called p-capacity measurable if cap
p
(E; Ω) = capp(E; Ω).

Let E ⊂ Ω be a p-capacity measurable set. The value

capp(E; Ω) = cap
p
(E; Ω) = capp(E; Ω)

is called the p-capacity measure of the set E ⊂ Ω. By [3], analytical sets (in
particular Borel sets) are p-capacity measurable sets.

The notion of p-capacity permits us to refine the notion of Sobolev functions.
Let a function f ∈ L1

p(Ω). Then the refined function

f̃(x) = lim
r→0

1

|B(x, r)|

ˆ

B(x,r)

f(y) dy

is defined quasieverywhere, i. e. up to a set of p-capacity zero, and it is absolutely
continuous on almost all lines [43]. This refined function f̃ ∈ L1

p(Ω) is called
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a unique quasicontinuous representation (a canonical representation) of function

f ∈ L1
p(Ω). Recall that a function f̃ is termed quasicontinuous if for any ε > 0

there is an open set Uε such that the p-capacity of Uε is less than ε and on the set
Ω \Uε the function f̃ is continuous (see, for example, [28, 43]). In what follows we
will use the quasicontinuous (refined) functions only.

Note that the first weak derivatives of the function f coincide almost everywhere
with the usual partial derivatives (see, e.g., [43] ).

2.2. The change of variables in the Lebesgue integral. Let us recall the
formula of the change of variables in the Lebesgue integral [6, 25] in the required

for us form. Let Ω, Ω̃ be domains in R
n and let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be

such that there exists a collection of closed sets {Ak}∞1 , Ak ⊂ Ak+1 ⊂ Ω for which
restrictions ϕ|Ak

are Lipschitz mapping on the sets Ak and
∣∣∣∣Ω \

∞⋃

k=1

Ak

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Then there exists a Borel set S ⊂ Ω, |S| = 0, such that the mapping ϕ : Ω \ S →
Ω̃ \ S̃, S̃ = ϕ(S), has the Luzin N -property and the change of variables formula

(2.1)

ˆ

E

f ◦ ϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ(E)\S̃

f(y) dy

holds for every measurable set E ⊂ Ω and for every nonnegative measurable func-

tion f : Ω̃→ R. If a mapping ϕ possesses the Luzin N -property (the image of a set
of measure zero has measure zero), then |ϕ(S)| = 0 and the second integral can be
rewritten as the integral on ϕ(E).

2.3. Sobolev mappings. Sufficient conditions on the change of variables formula
can be formulated in the terms of Sobolev mappings. Let Ω ⊂ R

n be an open set.
Then a mapping ϕ : Ω→ R

n belongs to the Sobolev space L1
p,loc(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, if

its coordinate functions ϕj belong to L1
p,loc(Ω), j = 1, . . . , n.

The Sobolev homeomorphisms of the class W 1
1,loc(Ω) satisfy the conditions of

the change of variable formula [25] and so for the Sobolev mappings the change
of variable formula (2.1) holds. Note that homeomorphisms of the class W 1

n,loc(Ω)

have the Luzin N -property [76].
In the case of Sobolev mappings the formal Jacobi matrix

Dϕ(x) =

(
∂ϕi

∂xj
(x)

)
, i, j = 1, . . . , n,

and its determinant (Jacobian) J(x, ϕ) = detDϕ(x) are well defined at almost all
points x ∈ Ω. The norm |Dϕ(x)| of the matrix Dϕ(x) is the operator norm of
the corresponding linear operator Dϕ(x) : Rn → R

n defined by the matrix Dϕ(x).
Recall that a mapping ϕ is called a mapping of finite distortion if |Dϕ(x)| = 0 for
almost all x ∈ Z = {x ∈ Ω : J(x, ϕ) = 0} [76].

3. Composition operators on Sobolev spaces

Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in R
n. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ induces a

bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞,
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by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ if the composition ϕ∗(f) ∈ L1
q(Ω) is defined

quasi-everywhere (almost everywhere if q = 1) in Ω and there exists a constant
Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) <∞ such that

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖

for every function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) [81].

Set functions that are defined on open subsets play a significant role in the theory
of composition operators on Sobolev spaces. Recall that a nonnegative mapping Φ
defined on open subsets of Ω is called a monotone countably additive set function
[54, 81] if
1) Φ(U1) ≤ Φ(U2) if U1 ⊂ U2 ⊂ Ω;
2) for any collection Ui ⊂ U ⊂ Ω, i = 1, 2, ..., of mutually disjoint open sets

∞∑

i=1

Φ(Ui) = Φ

(
∞⋃

i=1

Ui

)
.

The following lemma gives properties of monotone countably additive set func-
tions defined on open subsets of Ω ⊂ R

n [54, 81].

Lemma 3.1. Let Φ be a monotone countably additive set function defined on open
subsets of the domain Ω ⊂ R

n. Then
(a) at almost all points x ∈ Ω there exists a finite derivative

lim
r→0

Φ(B(x, r))

|B(x, r)| = Φ′(x);

(b) Φ′(x) is a measurable function;
(c) for every open set U ⊂ Ω the inequality

ˆ

U

Φ′(x) dx ≤ Φ(U)

holds.

In the next assertion we formulate the "localization measure principle" [60, 62]
for composition operators.

Theorem 3.2. Let a mapping ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃, where Ω, Ω̃ are domains of the Euclidean
space R

n, generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p ≤ ∞.

Then

Φ(Ã) = sup
f∈L1

p(Ω̃)∩C0(Ã)

(∥∥ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥
∥∥f | L1

p(Ã)
∥∥

)κ

is a bounded monotone countably additive function defined on open bounded subsets

Ã ⊂ Ω̃. As usual C0(Ã) is the space of continuous functions on Ã with a compact
support and the number κ is defined according to the expression 1/κ = 1/q − 1/p.

Proof. If Ã1 ⊂ Ã2 are bounded open subsets in Ω̃, then, extending the functions of

the space C0(Ã1) by zero on the set Ã2, we have the inclusion
(
L1
p(Ã1) ∩C0(Ã1)

)
⊂
(
L1
p(Ã2) ∩ C0(Ã2)

)
.
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Hence we obtain the monotonicity of the set function Φ:

Φ(Ã1) = sup
f∈L1

p(Ã1)∩C0(Ã1)

(∥∥ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥
∥∥f | L1

p(Ã1)
∥∥

)κ

≤ sup
f∈L1

p(Ã2)∩C0(Ã2)

(∥∥ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥
∥∥f | L1

p(Ã2)
∥∥

)κ

= Φ(Ã2).

Now, let Ãi, i = 1, 2, ..., be open disjoint subsets of Ω̃ and denote Ã0 =
∞⋃
i=1

Ãi.

For i = 1, 2, ... we consider functions fi ∈ L1
p(Ãi) ∩ C0(Ãi) which simultaneously

satisfy the following conditions

∥∥ϕ∗fi | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥ ≥
(
Φ(Ãi)

(
1− ε

2i
)) 1

κ
∥∥fi | L1

p(Ãi)
∥∥

and
∥∥fi | L1

p(Ãi)
∥∥p = Φ(Ãi)

(
1− ε

2i
)
, i = 1, 2, ...,

where ε ∈ (0, 1) is a fixed number. Letting gN =
N∑
i=1

fi and applying the Hölder

inequality (the case of equality), we obtain

∥∥ϕ∗gN | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥

≥
( N∑

i=1

(
Φ(Ãi)

(
1− ε

2i

)) q
κ ∥∥fi | L1

p(Ãi)
∥∥q
)1/q

=

( N∑

i=1

Φ(Ãi)
(
1− ε

2i

)) 1
κ
∥∥∥∥gN | L

1
p

( N⋃

i=1

Ãi

)∥∥∥∥

≥
( N∑

i=1

Φ(Ãi)− εΦ(Ã0)

) 1
κ
∥∥∥∥gN | L

1
p

( N⋃

i=1

Ãi

)∥∥∥∥

since the sets, on which the gradients ∇ϕ∗fi do not vanish, are disjoint. From here
it follows that

Φ(Ã0)
1
κ ≥ sup

∥∥ϕ∗gN | L1
q(Ω)

∥∥
∥∥∥∥gN | L1

p

( N⋃
i=1

Ãi

)∥∥∥∥
≥
( N∑

i=1

Φ(Ãi)− εΦ(Ã0)

) 1
κ

,

where the least upper bound is taken over all the above-mentioned functions gN ∈
L1
p

( N⋃
i=1

Ãi

)
∩ C0

( N⋃
i=1

Ãi

)
. Since both N and ε are arbitrary, we have

∞∑

i=1

Φ(Ãi) ≤ Φ
( ∞⋃

i=1

Ãi

)
.

The validity of the inverse inequality can be proved in a straightforward manner. �
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3.1. Capacitory properties of composition operators. Let us start with the
Luzin type properties of capacities for mappings which generate bounded compo-
sition operators on Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 3.3. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generate a bounded composition
operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω), 1 ≤ p <∞.

Then the inequality

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃)

holds for every Borel set Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃.

Proof. Let F ⊂ E = ϕ−1(Ẽ) be a compact set. Because ϕ is a homeomorphism,

F̃ = ϕ(F ) ⊂ Ẽ is also a compact set. Let f ∈ C0(Ω̃) ∩ L1
p(Ω̃) be an arbitrary

function such that f ≥ 1 on F̃ . Then the composition g = ϕ∗(f) belongs to
C0(Ω) ∩ L1

p(Ω), g ≥ 1 on F and

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.
Since the function g = ϕ∗(f) ∈ C0(Ω) ∩ L1

p(Ω) is an admissible function for the
compact F ⊂ E, we have

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ ‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

Taking infimum over all functions f ∈ C0(Ω̃)∩L1
p(Ω̃) such that f ≥ 1 on F̃ we have

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (F̃ ; Ω̃)

for any compact set F̃ ⊂ Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃. Now for the Borel set Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃ we have (by the
definition of the p-capacity of Borel sets)

cap1/pp (F̃ ; Ω̃) ≤ cap1/p
p

(Ẽ; Ω̃) = cap1/pp (Ẽ; Ω̃).

Hence

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃).

Since F = ϕ−1(F̃ ) is an arbitrary compact set, F ⊂ E, E is a Borel set as a

preimage of the Borel set Ẽ under the homeomorphism ϕ, then

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) = cap1/p
p

(ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) = sup
F⊂E

cap1/pp (F ; Ω)

≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃).

�

Theorem 3.4. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generate a bounded composition
operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p <∞.

Then the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃)

holds for every Borel set Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃.
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Proof. Let F ⊂ E = ϕ−1(Ẽ) be a compact set. Because ϕ is a homeomorphism,

F̃ = ϕ(F ) ⊂ Ẽ is also a compact set. Let f ∈ C0(Ω̃) ∩ L1
p(Ω̃) be an arbitrary

function such that f ≥ 1 on F̃ . Then the composition g = ϕ∗(f) belongs to
C0(Ω) ∩ L1

q(Ω), g ≥ 1 on F and

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

Since the function g = ϕ∗(f) ∈ C0(Ω) ∩ L1
q(Ω) is an admissible function for the

compact F ⊂ E, then

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ ‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

Taking infimum over all functions f ∈ C0(Ω̃)∩L1
p(Ω̃) such that f ≥ 1 on F̃ we have

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (F̃ ; Ω̃)

for any compact set F̃ ⊂ Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃.

Now for the Borel set Ẽ ⊂ Ω̃ we have (by the definition of the p-capacity of Borel
sets)

cap1/pp (F̃ ; Ω̃) ≤ cap1/p
p

(Ẽ; Ω̃) = cap1/pp (Ẽ; Ω̃).

Hence

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F̃ ); Ω) ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃).

Since F = ϕ−1(F̃ ) is an arbitrary compact set, F ⊂ E, E is a Borel set as a

preimage of the Borel set Ẽ under the homeomorphism ϕ, then

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) = cap1/q
q

(ϕ−1(Ẽ); Ω) = sup
F⊂E

cap1/qq (F ; Ω)

≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) cap
1/p
p (Ẽ; Ω̃).

�

Corollary 3.5. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ generate a bounded composition
operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 < q ≤ p <∞.

Then the preimage of a set of p-capacity zero has q-capacity zero.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4.
�

The characterization of mappings which generate bounded composition operators
on Sobolev spaces in capacitary terms is given in the terms of the variational p-
capacity [15]. The condenser in the domain Ω ⊂ R

n is the pair (F0, F1) of connected
sets F0, F1 ⊂ Ω that are closed relative to Ω. A continuous function u ∈ L1

p(Ω) is
called an admissible function for the condenser (F0, F1) if the set Fi∩Ω is contained
in some connected component of the set Int{x|u(x) = i}, i = 0, 1. We say that the
p-capacity of the condenser (F0, F1) relative to the domain Ω is the value

capp(F0, F1; Ω) = inf ‖u|L1
p(Ω)‖p,

where the infimum is taken over all functions admissible for the condenser (F0, F1) ⊂
Ω. If the condenser has no admissible functions, we set the capacity to equal infinity.
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Let capp(F0, F1; Ω) < ∞. Suppose that a function v belongs to the Sobolev

space L1
p(Ω) is admissible for the condenser (F0, F1). Then v is called an extremal

function for the condenser (F0, F1) [75], if
ˆ

Ω\(F0∪F1)

|∇v|p dx = capp(F0, F1; Ω).

Note that for any 1 < p <∞ and any condenser (F0, F1) with capp(F0, F1; Ω) <∞
the extremal function exists and unique.

The set of extremal functions for p-capacity of every possible pairs of n-dimensional
connected compact sets F0, F1 ⊂ Ω, having smooth boundaries, we denote by the
symbol Ep(Ω).

Theorem 3.6. [75] Let 1 < p < ∞. Then there exists a countable collection of
functions vi ∈ Ep(Ω), i ∈ N, such that for every function u ∈ L1

p(Ω) and for any

ε > 0 there exists a representation of u in the form u = c0 +
∞∑
i=1

civi, for which the

inequalities

‖u | L1
p(Ω)‖p ≤

∞∑

i=1

‖civi | L1
p(Ω)‖p ≤ ‖u | L1

p(Ω)‖p + ε

hold.

The following assertion was proved, but not formulated in [75].

Lemma 3.7. Let 1 < q ≤ p <∞. Suppose that ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ is a homeomorphism of

domains Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R
n, such that for a pair of n-dimensional connected compact sets

F̃0, F̃1 ⊂ Ω̃ with smooth boundaries the inequality



ˆ

Ω

|∇v|q dx




1
q

≤ Cp,q(F̃0, F̃1)



ˆ

Ω̃

|∇u|p dx




1
p

holds for extremal functions v and u of pairs (ϕ−1(F̃0), ϕ
−1(F̃1)) and (F̃0, F̃1) cor-

respondly, where Cp,q(F̃0, F̃1) depends on F̃0, F̃1 ⊂ R
n. Then

‖ϕ∗(u) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Cp,q(F̃0, F̃1)‖u | L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

Remark 3.8. The proof of this assertion in [75] is based on the monotonicity of
the capacity and the lower semi-continuity of Sobolev norms, see also [78].

Remark 3.9. The quantity Cp,q(F̃0, F̃1) is the norm of the composition operator

ϕ∗ restriction on the set of functions of Ep(Ω̃)) with the gradients ∇u vanishing on

the set ∂F̃0 ∪ ∂F̃1.

The next assertion gives the capacitory description of composition operators on

Sobolev spaces L1
p(Ω̃) and L1

p(Ω). In the proof we follow [60].

Theorem 3.10. Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in R
n. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→

Ω̃ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω), 1 < p <∞,
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if and only if there exists a constant Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) such that for every condenser
(F0, F1) ⊂ Ω the inequality

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap

1/p
p (F0, F1; Ω̃)

holds

Proof. Necessity. Let u be an admissible function for the condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω̃.
Then u ◦ ϕ is an admissible function for the condenser (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ

−1(F1)) ⊂ Ω.
Since ϕ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω)

then, by the definition of the p-capacity, we have

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ ‖ϕ∗(u)|L1

q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖u |L1
p(Ω̃)‖.

Since u is an arbitrary admissible function, we obtain

cap1/pp (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) cap

1/p
p (F0, F1; Ω̃).

Sufficiency. Let a function u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃). Then by Theorem 3.6

u = c0 +

∞∑

i=1

civi, vi ∈ Ep(Ω̃),

and

‖u | L1
p(Ω̃)‖p ≤

∞∑

i=1

‖civi | L1
p(Ω̃)‖p ≤ ‖u | L1

p(Ω̃)‖p + ε

for arbitrary ε > 0.

The series c0 +
∞∑
i=1

civi converges to the function u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) p-quasieverywhere

(up to a set of p-capacity zero) in Ω̃. Hence, by Corollary 3.5 we have that the

series c0 +
∞∑
i=1

ci(vi ◦ ϕ) converges to the function u ◦ ϕ = ϕ∗(u) p-quasieverywhere

(up to a set of p-capacity zero) in Ω.
By Lemma 3.7 we obtain

‖(c0 +
∞∑

i=1

ciϕ
∗(vi))|L1

p(Ω)‖p =

∞∑

i=1

cpi ‖ϕ∗(vi)|L1
p(Ω)‖p

≤
∞∑

i=1

Cp
p,p(F̃

i
0, F̃

i
1)c

p
i ‖vi|L1

p(Ω̃)‖p ≤ Kp
p,p(ϕ; Ω)

∞∑

i=1

‖civi|L1
p(Ω̃)‖p

= Kp
p,p(ϕ; Ω)‖u|L1

p(Ω̃)‖p + εKp
p,p(ϕ; Ω).

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain that for every function u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃)

‖ϕ∗(u)|L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖u|L1

p(Ω̃)‖.

�

The case 1 < q < p <∞ was given in [60].
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Theorem 3.11. Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in R
n. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→

Ω̃ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 < q < p <∞,

if and only if there exists a bounded monotone countable-additive set function Φ de-
fined on open subsets of Ω such that for every condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Φ(Ω̃ \ (F0 ∪ F1))

p−q
pq cap1/pp (F0, F1; Ω̃)

holds.

Proof. Necessity. Let u be an admissible function for the condenser (F0, F1) ⊂ Ω̃.
Then u ◦ ϕ is an admissible function for the condenser (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ

−1(F1)) ⊂ Ω.
Since ϕ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω)

then, by the definition of the p-capacity, we have

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ ‖ϕ∗(u)|L1

q(Ω)‖
≤ Φ(Ω̃ \ (F0 ∪ F1))

(p−q)/pq‖u |L1
p(Ω̃)‖,

where the set function Φ is defined in Theorem 3.2.
Since u is an arbitrary admissible function, we have

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Φ(Ω̃ \ (F0 ∪ F1))

(p−q)/pqcap1/pp (F0, F1; Ω̃).

Sufficiency. Let u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃). Then by Theorem 3.6

u = c0 +

∞∑

i=1

civi, vi ∈ Ep(Ω̃),

and

‖u | L1
p(Ω̃)‖p ≤

∞∑

i=1

‖civi | L1
p(Ω̃)‖p ≤ ‖u | L1

p(Ω̃)‖p + ε

for arbitrary ε > 0.

The series c0 +
∞∑
i=1

civi converges to the function u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) p-quasieverywhere

(up to a set of p-capacity zero) in Ω̃. Hence, by Corollary 3.5 we have that the

series c0 +
∞∑
i=1

ci(vi ◦ ϕ) converges to the function u ◦ ϕ = ϕ∗(u) q-quasieverywhere

(up to a set of q-capacity zero) in Ω.
We denote by Qp,q(ϕ; Ω) the total variation of the set function Φ raised to the

power (p− q)/pq:

Qp,q(ϕ; Ω) = sup
{Ãk}

(
∞∑

k=1

Φ(Ãk)

) p−q
pq

<∞,
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where the supremum is taken over all families of disjoint open sets {Ãk}k∈N, Ãk ⊂ Ω̃.
By Lemma 3.7 we obtain

‖(c0 +
∞∑

i=1

ciϕ
∗(vi))|L1

q(Ω)‖q =

∞∑

i=1

cqi ‖ϕ∗(vi)|L1
q(Ω)‖q

≤
∞∑

i=1

Cq
p,q(F̃

i
0 , F̃

i
1)c

q
i ‖vi|L1

p(Ω̃)‖q ≤
∞∑

i=1

Φ(Ω̃ \ (F i
0 ∪ F i

1))
p−q
p cqi ‖vi|L1

p(Ω̃)‖q

≤
(

∞∑

i=1

Φ(Ω̃ \ (F i
0 ∪ F i

1))

) p−q
p
(

∞∑

i=1

cpi ‖vi|L1
p(Ω̃)‖p

) q
p

≤ Qq
p,q(ϕ; Ω)

(
∞∑

i=1

‖civi|L1
p(Ω̃)‖p

) q
p

= Qq
p,q(ϕ; Ω)

(
‖u|L1

p(Ω̃)‖p + ε
) q

p

.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain that for every function u ∈ L1
p(Ω̃)

‖ϕ∗(u)|L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Qp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖u|L1

p(Ω̃)‖.
�

3.2. The analytical description of composition operators. We begin with
an analytical description of homeomorphisms which generate bounded composition

operators on Sobolev spaces L1
p(Ω̃) and L1

p(Ω). In the proof we follow [60, 68].

Theorem 3.12. Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in R
n. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→

Ω̃ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

p(Ω), 1 ≤ p <∞,

if and only if ϕ ∈ L1
p,loc(Ω) has finite distortion and

ess sup
x∈Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) 1
p

= Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) <∞.

The norm of the operator satisfies ‖ϕ∗‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω).

Proof. Necessity. Fix a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), which is equal to one on the

ball B(0, 1) and is equal to zero outside of the ball B(0, 2). We consider the test
functions

(3.1) fj(y) = (yj − yj0)η

(
y − y0

r

)
, j = 1, ..., n,

where yj is the j-th coordinate function. We see that

(3.2) |∇(fj(y))| =
∣∣∣∣(∇(yj − yj0))η

(
y − y0

r

)
+ (yj − yj0)∇

(
η

(
y − y0

r

))∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣η
(
y − y0

r

)
+

yj − yj0
r

(∇η)
(
y − y0

r

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 + 2|∇η|
(
y − y0

r

)
≤ Cη,

where

(3.3) Cη = 1 + 2max
z∈Rn

|∇η|(z) <∞.
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By substituting the test functions

fj(y) = (yj − yj0)η

(
y − y0

r

)
, j = 1, ..., n,

into the inequality

‖ϕ∗f | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖,

we have that

(3.4)

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B(y0,r))

|Dϕ(x)|p dx
)1/p

≤ CKp,p(ϕ; Ω)(r
n)1/p,

where C is a constant which depends on n and p only. Hence, the homeomorphism
ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space L1

p,loc(Ω).

We then prove that ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a homeomorphism of finite distortion. Let
Z = {x ∈ Ω : J(x, ϕ) = 0}. We prove that

ˆ

Z

|Dϕ(x)|p dx = 0.

In order to achieve this, we rewrite the integral as sum of two integrals:
ˆ

Z

|Dϕ(x)|p dx =

ˆ

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx+

ˆ

Z∩S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx,

where S is the set from the change of variables formula (2.1) on which the homeo-
morphism ϕ does not have the Luzin N -property.

Because |S| = 0, we have
ˆ

Z∩S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx = 0.

Let us show that
ˆ

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx = 0.

By the change of variable formula we have |ϕ(Z \ S)| = 0. Fix ε > 0. Then there
exists a family of balls {B(yi, ri)} generating a covering of the set ϕ(Z \ S) such
that the multiplicity of the covering B(yi, 2ri) is finite and

∑
i

|B(yi, ri)| < ε. Then

by inequality (3.4) we obtain

ˆ

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx ≤
∞∑

i=1

ˆ

ϕ−1(B(yi,ri))

|Dϕ(x)|p dx ≤ CpKp
p,p(ϕ; Ω)

∞∑

i=1

|Bi|.

Since ε is an arbitrary number then
´

Z\S

|Dϕ|p dx = 0. Hence, Dϕ = 0 a.e. on

Z \ S, and as a consequence, Dϕ = 0 a.e. on Z and the homeomorphism ϕ has
finite distortion.
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We apply to the left side of the inequality (3.4) the change of variable formula,
and we denote B := B(y0, r):

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)

|Dϕ(x)|p dx
) 1

p

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\S

|Dϕ(x)|p dx
) 1

p

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\(S∪Z)

|Dϕ(x)|p dx
) 1

p

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\(S∪Z)

|Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)| |J(x, ϕ)| dx

) 1
p

=

(
ˆ

B\ϕ(S)

|Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|p
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)| dy

) 1
p

≤ CKp,p(ϕ; Ω)(r
n)

1
p .

Hence, we have the inequality
(

1

rn

ˆ

B\ϕ(S)

|Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|p
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)| dy

) 1
p

≤ CKp,p(ϕ; Ω).

By using the Lebesgue theorem about differentiability of the integral by measure
(see, for example, [54, 81]) we obtain

( |Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|p
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)|

) 1
p

≤ CKp,p(ϕ; Ω) for almost all y ∈ Ω̃ \ ϕ(S).

Because the homeomorphism ϕ has the Luzin N -property on the set Ω \ S, we
finally have:

ess sup
x∈Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) 1
p

≤ CKp,p(ϕ; Ω) <∞.

Sufficiency. Let f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃)∩C∞(Ω̃). Then the composition f ◦ϕ belongs to the

class W 1
1,loc(Ω) and the chain rule holds [85]. Thus, we have

‖ϕ∗f |L1
p(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ(x))|p dx
) 1

p

≤
(
ˆ

Ω

(|∇f |(ϕ(x))|Dϕ(x)|)p dx
) 1

p

=

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f |p(ϕ(x))|J(x, ϕ)| |Dϕ(x)|)p
|J(x, ϕ)| dx

) 1
p

.

Hence

‖ϕ∗f |L1
p(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ(x))|p dx
) 1

p

≤ ess sup
x∈Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) 1
p
(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f |p(ϕ(x))|J(x, ϕ)| dx
) 1

p

.

Applying the change of variable formula gives the required inequality

‖ϕ∗f | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,p(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖

for every smooth function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃).
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To extend the estimate onto all functions f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃), 1 < q < p < ∞, consider

a sequence of smooth functions fk ∈ L1
p(Ω̃), k = 1, 2, ..., such that fk → f in

L1
p(Ω̃) and fk → f p-quasi-everywhere in Ω̃ as k → ∞. Since by Corollary 3.5

the preimage ϕ−1(S) of the set S ⊂ Ω̃ of p-capacity zero has the p-capacity zero,
we have ϕ∗(fk) → ϕ∗(f) p-quasi-everywhere in Ω as k → ∞. This observation
leads us to the following conclusion: Extension by continuity of the operator ϕ∗

L1
p(Ω̃)∩C∞(Ω̃) to L1

p(Ω̃) coincides with the composition operator ϕ∗, ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ϕ.
If p = 1 then we should replace the capacitary characteristic of convergence with

a coarser one: if a sequence fn ∈ L1
1(Ω̃) converges to f ∈ L1

1(Ω̃) in L1
1(Ω̃) then

a subsequence of fn converges to f almost everywhere. To complete the proof, it
suffices to use the following property: the inverse image of a set of measure zero

under the mapping ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ inducing the bounded operator ϕ∗ : L1
1(Ω̃)→ L1

1(Ω)
is a set of measure zero.

�

The next theorem gives the characterization of composition operators from Sobolev

spaces L1
p(Ω̃) to L1

q(Ω) for q < p [60].

Theorem 3.13. Let Ω and Ω̃ be domains in R
n. Then a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→

Ω̃ generates a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p <∞,

if and only if ϕ ∈ L1
q,loc(Ω) has finite distortion and

(
ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) q
p−q

dx

) p−q
pq

= Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) <∞.

The norm of the operator satisfies ‖ϕ∗‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω).

Proof. Necessity. By Theorem 3.2 the inequality

(3.5) ‖ϕ∗f |L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Φ(Ã)

p−q
pq ‖f |L1

p(Ω̃)‖, 1 ≤ q < p <∞,

holds for any function f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩C0(Ã).

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.12, we fix a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (Rn),

which is equal to one on the ball B(0, 1) and is equal to zero outside of the ball
B(0, 2). Then, given r > 0, define test functions fj as in (3.1). By the computation
performed in (3.1), we have

|∇(fj(y))| ≤ Cη for all y ∈ R
n,

where the constant Cη is as in (3.3). Notably, Cη is independent of r.
By substituting the test functions fj into the inequality (3.5), we see that

(3.6)

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B(y0,r))

|Dϕ(x)|q dx
)1/q

≤ CΦ(B(y0, 2r))
p−q
pq (rn)1/p.

Hence the homeomorphism ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space L1
q,loc(Ω).

We then prove that ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a homeomorphism of finite distortion. As in
the proof of the previous theorem, we let Z = {x ∈ Ω : J(x, ϕ) = 0}, and let S
be the set from the change of variables formula (2.1) where the homeomorphism ϕ
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does not have the Luzin N -property. Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 3.12,
it suffices to show that

ˆ

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|q dx = 0.

Next, we again let ε > 0, and use the fact that |ϕ(Z \ S)| = 0 by the change
of variables formula (2.1) to select a cover {B(yi, ri)} of ϕ(Z \ S) such that the
multiplicity of the covering B(yi, 2ri) is finite and

∑
i

|B(yi, ri)| < ε.

Then, by inequality (3.6), we obtain

ˆ

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|q dx ≤
∞∑

i=1

ˆ

ϕ−1(B(yi,ri))

|Dϕ(x)|q dx

≤ C

∞∑

i=1

Φ(B(yi, 2ri))
p−q
p (rni )

q/p

≤ C

∞∑

i=1

Φ(B(yi, 2ri))
p−q
p (

∞∑

i=1

rni )
q/p.

Since ε is an arbitrary number, we have
´

Z\S

|Dϕ(x)|q dx = 0. Hence we have that

Dϕ = 0 a.e. on Z \ S and the homeomorphism ϕ has finite distortion.
We then rewrite inequality (3.6) to the form

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B(y0,r))

|Dϕ(x)|q dx
) p

p−q

≤ C
Φ(B(y0, 2r))

|B(y0, 2r)|
(rn)

p
p−q

and apply to the left side of this inequality the change of variable formula, with the
notation B := B(yo, r):

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)

|Dϕ(x)|q dx
) p

p−q

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\S

|Dϕ(x)|q dx
) p

p−q

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\(S∪Z)

|Dϕ(x)|q dx
) p

p−q

=

(
ˆ

ϕ−1(B)\(S∪Z)

|Dϕ(x)|q
|J(x, ϕ)| |J(x, ϕ)| dx

) p
p−q

=

(
ˆ

B\ϕ(S)

|Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)| dy

) p
p−q

≤ C
Φ(B(y0, 2r))

|B(y0, 2r)|
(rn)

p
p−q .

Hence, we obtain the inequality
(

1

rn

ˆ

B(y0,r)\ϕ(S)

|Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)| dy

) p
p−q

≤ C
Φ(B(y0, 2r))

|B(y0, 2r)|
.

Using the Lebesgue theorem about differentiability of the integral and properties
of the volume derivative of countably-additive set functions [54, 81] we obtain

( |Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)|

) p
p−q

≤ CΦ′(y) for almost all y ∈ Ω̃ \ ϕ(S).
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By integrating the last inequality on an arbitrary open bounded subset Ũ ⊂ Ω̃, we
obtain

ˆ

Ũ\ϕ(S)

( |Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)|

) p
p−q

dy ≤ C

ˆ

Ũ\ϕ(S)

Φ′(y) dy

≤ C

ˆ

Ũ

Φ′(y) dy ≤ CΦ(Ũ) ≤ CQ
p−q
pq

p,q (ϕ; Ω).

Since the choice of Ũ ⊂ Ω̃ is arbitrary, we have
ˆ

Ω̃\ϕ(S)

( |Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)|

) p
p−q

dy ≤ CQ
p−q
pq

p,q (ϕ; Ω).

Hence,

ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) q
p−q

dx =

ˆ

Ω

|Dϕ(x)|
pq

p−q

|J(x, ϕ)|
p

p−q

|J(x, ϕ)| dx

=

ˆ

Ω̃\ϕ(S)

( |Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|q
|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)|

) p
p−q

dy ≤ CQ
p−q
pq

p,q (ϕ; Ω) <∞.

Sufficiency. Let f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩C∞(Ω̃), then the composition f ◦ ϕ belongs to the

class W 1
1,loc(Ω) and the chain rule holds [85]. So, we have

‖ϕ∗f |L1
q(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ)|q dx
) 1

q

≤
(
ˆ

Ω

(|∇f ||Dϕ(x)|)q dx
) 1

q

=

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f |q|J(x, ϕ)|
q
p
|Dϕ(x)|)q

|J(x, ϕ)|
q
p

dx

) 1
q

.

Using the Hölder inequality we obtain

‖ϕ∗f |L1
q(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ)|q dx
) 1

q

≤
(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f |p(ϕ(x)) · |J(x, ϕ)| dx
) 1

p

·
(
ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) q
p−q

dx

) p−q
pq

.

Now the application of the change of variable formula gives the required inequal-
ity

‖ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω̃)‖
for every smooth function f ∈ L1

p(Ω̃).

The estimate is extended to all functions f ∈ L1
p(Ω̃), 1 < q < p < ∞„ in

a manner similar to how this was done in the proof of Theorem 3.12. Indeed,

Corollary 3.5 again yields that if fk ∈ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩ C∞(Ω̃) tend to f both in L1

p(Ω̃)

and p-quasi-everywhere in Ω̃, then ϕ∗(fk)→ ϕ∗(f) q-quasi-everywhere in Ω. Thus,
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the composition operator ϕ∗ defined by ϕ is given by its continuous extension from

L1
p(Ω̃) ∩ C∞(Ω̃) to L1

p(Ω̃).

If 1 = q < p, consider a sequence of smooth functions fk ∈ L1
p(Ω̃), k = 1, 2, ...,

such that fk → f in L1
p(Ω̃) and fk → f p-quasi-everywhere in Ω̃ as k → ∞. Then

there exists a subsequence ϕ∗(fnk
) which converges almost everywhere in Ω. Hence

the extension by continuity of the operator ϕ∗ L1
p(Ω̃) ∩ C∞(Ω̃) to L1

p(Ω̃) coincides
with the operator of substitution ϕ∗, ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ. �

In the case 1 ≤ q ≤ p =∞ we need the following lemma [20]:

Lemma 3.14. Let a function f : Ω → R
n belong to the Sobolev space L1

∞(Ω).
Then there exists a sequence of smooth functions {fk} such that the sequence ∇fk
weakly converges to ∇f in L∞(Ω).

By using this lemma we prove the following theorem [20].

Theorem 3.15. [20] Let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a homeomorphism between two domains

Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R
n. Then ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space L1

q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ if and only if
the composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
∞(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω)

is bounded.

Proof. Necessity. Since the composition operator ϕ∗ is bounded, substituting into
the inequality

‖ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ∗‖‖f | L1

∞(Ω̃)‖
the coordinate functions fj = yj , j = 1, ..., n, we obtain that

‖ϕj | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ∗‖, j = 1, ..., n,

because ‖yj | L1
∞(Ω̃)‖ = 1. Hence, the mapping ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space

L1
p(Ω).

Sufficiency. Let f be a smooth function of the class L1
∞(Ω̃). Then the composi-

tion f ◦ ϕ belongs to the Sobolev space W 1
1,loc(Ω) and

‖ϕ∗f | L1
q(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ)|q dx

) 1
q

≤
(
ˆ

Ω

|Dϕ(x)|q |∇f |q(ϕ(x)) dx
) 1

q

≤
(
ˆ

Ω

|Dϕ(x)|q dx

) 1
q

‖f | L1
∞(Ω̃)‖,

where

K∞,q(ϕ; Ω) =

(
ˆ

Ω

|Dϕ(x)|q dx

) 1
q

<∞.

For an arbitrary function f ∈ L1
∞(Ω̃) we find by Lemma 3.14 a sequence of

smooth functions fk ∈ L1
∞(Ω̃) such that ∇fk → ∇f weakly in L∞(Ω̃) and

‖fk | L1
∞(Ω̃)‖ → ‖f | L1

∞(Ω̃)‖,
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see e. g. [2]. Note that

‖f | L1
∞(Ω̃)‖ ≤ lim inf

k→∞
‖fk | L1

∞(Ω̃)‖,

see e. g. Lemma II. 3.27 in [5]. Then ∇(ϕ∗fk)→ ∇(ϕ∗f) weakly in Lp(Ω) and

‖∇(ϕ∗f) | Lp(Ω)‖ ≤ lim inf
k→∞

‖∇(ϕ∗fk) | Lp(Ω)‖ = lim inf
k→∞

‖ϕ∗fk | L1
p(Ω)‖.

Hence, tending to the limit in the inequality

‖ϕ∗fk | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ K∞,q(ϕ; Ω)‖fk | L1

∞(Ω̃)‖
we obtain that

‖ϕ∗f | L1
p(Ω)‖ ≤ K∞,q(ϕ; Ω)‖f | L1

∞(Ω̃)‖,
for any function f ∈ L1

∞(Ω̃). �

3.3. Mappings of bounded (p, q)-distortion. Let us define the "normalized"

p-dilatation of a Sobolev homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃ at a point x ∈ Ω as

Kp(x) = inf{k(x) : |Dϕ(x)| ≤ k(x)|J(x, ϕ)| 1p , x ∈ Ω}.
In the case p = n this characteristic Kp is the "normalized" conformal dilatation
and in the case p 6= n the equivalent p-dilatation was introduced in [8]. Then

ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is called a mapping of bounded weak (p, q)-distortion [65] or a weak
(p, q)-quasiconformal mapping [11, 79] if ϕ ∈ W 1

q,loc(Ω), has finite distortion, and

Kp,q(ϕ; Ω) = ‖Kp | Lκ(Ω)‖ <∞,

where 1/q − 1/p = 1/κ (κ =∞, if p = q).
Let us consider as an example mappings of bounded weak (p, q)-distortion of

Lipschitz domains onto anisotropic Hölder singular domains (introduced in [10]).
Let Hg be a domain with anisotropic Hölder γ-singularities:

Hg = {x ∈ R
n : 0 < xn < 1, 0 < xi < gi(xn), i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1}.

Here gi(τ) = τγi , γi ≥ 1, 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 are Hölder functions. For the function

G =
∏n−1

i=1 gi we denote

γ =
logG(τ)

log τ
+ 1.

It is evident that γ ≥ n. In the case g1 = g2 = · · · = gn−1 we will say that the
domain Hg is a domain with σ-Hölder singularity, where σ = (γ − 1)/(n− 1). For
g1(τ) = g2(τ) = · · · = gn−1(τ) = τ we use notation H1 instead of Hg.

We define the mapping ϕa : H1 → Hg, a > 0, by

ϕa(x) =

(
x1

xn
ga1 (xn), . . . ,

xn−1

xn
gan−1(xn), x

a
n

)
.

Theorem 3.16. Let (n − p)/(γ − p) < a < p(n− q)/q(γ − p). Then the mapping
ϕa : H1 → Hg, is a weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mapping, 1 < q < p < γ, 1 < q < n,
from the Lipschitz convex domain H1 onto the "cusp" domain Hg with

Kp,q(H1) ≤ a−
1
p c(p, q, γ)

√√√√
n−1∑

i=1

(aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2

where c(p, q, γ) =
(

p−q
np−q(a(γ−p)+p)

)(p−q)/pq

.
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Proof. By simple calculations

∂(ϕa)i
∂xi

=
gai (xn)

xn
,

∂(ϕa)i
∂xn

=
−xig

a
i (xn)

x2
n

+
axig

a−1
i (xn)

xn
g′i(xn) and

∂(ϕa)n
∂xn

= axa−1
n

for any i = 1, ..., n− 1. Hence J(x, ϕa) = axa−n
n Ga(xn) = axaγ−n

n , J(x, ϕa) ≤ a for
a > 1 and

(3.7) Dϕa(x) =




xaγ1−1
n 0 ... (aγ1 − 1)x1x

aγ1−2
n

0 xaγ2−1
n ... (aγ2 − 1)x2x

aγ2−2
n

... ... ... ...
0 0 ... axa−1

n




= xa−1
n




xaγ1−a
n 0 ... (aγ1 − 1) x1

xn
x
a(γ1−1)
n

0 xaγ2−a
n ... (aγ2 − 1) x2

xn
x
a(γ2−1)
n

... ... ... ...
0 0 ... a


 .

Because 0 < xn < 1 and x1/xn < 1 we have that

|Dϕa(x)| ≤ xa−1
n

√√√√
n−1∑

i=1

(aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2.

Then

Kp,q(H1) =



ˆ

H1

( |Dϕa(x)|p
J(x, ϕa)

) q
p−q

dx




p−q
pq

≤

√∑n−1
i=1 (aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2

p
√
a



ˆ

H1

x
(p(a−1)−(aγ−n))q

p−q
n dx




p−q
pq

=

√∑n−1
i=1 (aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2

p
√
a




1
ˆ

0

xn
ˆ

0

...

xn
ˆ

0

x
(p(a−1)−(aγ−n))q

p−q
n dx1...dxn




p−q
pq

=

√∑n−1
i=1 (aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2

p
√
a




1
ˆ

0

x
(p(a−1)−(aγ−n))q

p−q
+n−1

n dxn




p−q
pq

.

By the calculation

(3.8)




1
ˆ

0

x
(p(a−1)−(aγ−n))q

p−q
+n−1

n dxn




p−q
pq

=

(
p− q

np− q(a(γ − p) + p)

) p−q
pq

,

if np− q(a(γ − p) + p > 0, or equivalently a < p(n− q)/q(γ − p).
Hence

Kp,q(H1) ≤ c(p, q, γ)

√∑n−1
i=1 (aγi − 1)2 + n− 1 + a2

p
√
a

,

if a < p(n− q)/q(γ − p).
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We then check that 1 < q < np/(p+ aγ − pa) < p. The inequality 1 < np/(p+
aγ − pa) implies a < (np− p)/(γ − p), and

p(n− q)

q(γ − p)
<

np− p

γ − p
, if q > 1.

Since the inequality np/(p+ aγ − pa) < p implies a > (n− p)/(γ − p), we have
that a ∈ ((n− p)/(γ − p), p(n− q)/q(γ − p)). �

4. On the weak inverse mapping theorem for Sobolev

homeomorphisms

4.1. The weak regularity of Sobolev homeomorphisms. In this section we
consider weak regularity properties of mappings inverse to homeomorphisms that
generate bounded composition operators on Sobolev spaces. On this base we prove

that if ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ is a homeomorphism which generates a bounded composition
operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), n− 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞,

then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃ → Ω also generates a bounded composition
operator on Sobolev spaces, see [60] (the limit case in [20]).

Let us recall that a ring condenser R (see, for example, [8, 41]) in a domain
Ω ⊂ R

n is a pair R = (F ;G) of sets F ⊂ G ⊂ Ω, where F is a connected closed set
and G is a connected open set. The p-capacity of a ring R = (F ;G) is defined by

capp(F ;G) = inf ‖f |L1
p(Ω)‖p,

where the greatest lower bound is taken over all continuous functions f ∈ L1
p(Ω)

with a compact support in G and such that f ≥ 1 on F . Such functions are called
admissible functions for the ring R = (F ;G). Note that our notation R = (F ;G)
for ring condensers coexists with the notation (F1, F2) for condensers defined in
Section 3.1; in particular, we have (F ;G) = (F,Ω \G).

Recall the capacity estimate [39]:

Lemma 4.1. Let E be a connected closed subset of an open bounded set G ⊂
R

n, n ≥ 2, and n− 1 < p <∞. Then

capn−1
p (E;G) ≥ c

(diamE)p

|G|p−n+1
,

where the constant c depends on n and p only.

By using this lemma we prove weak differentiability of mappings inverse to home-
omorphisms generating bounded composition operators on Sobolev spaces [60].

Theorem 4.2. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ generate a bounded composition
operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), n− 1 < q ≤ p <∞.

Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃ → Ω is an ACL-mapping, differentiable almost

everywhere in Ω̃.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary n-dimensional cube P, P ⊂ Ω̃, with edges parallel to
coordinate axes. We show that ϕ−1 is absolutely continuous on almost all lines in
P parallel to the yn-axis. Let P0 be a projection of P to the subspace yn = 0 and
let I be a projection of P to the yn-axis. Then P = P0 × I.
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We consider the set function Φ defined by Theorem 3.2. This monotone count-
ably additive set function Φ generates by the rule Φ(A,P ) = Φ(A× I) a monotone
countably additive set function defined on open subsets A ⊂ P0. It is known that
for almost all points z ∈ P0 the value

Φ
′
(z, P ) = lim

r→0

Φ(Bn−1(z, r), P )

|Bn−1(z, r)|
is finite, where Bn−1 is the (n− 1)-dimensional ball with the center at the point z
and radius r > 0 and |Bn−1(z, r)| its (n− 1)-dimensional measure.

The n-dimensional Lebesgue measure defines a quasiadditive set function Ψ(E) =

|ϕ−1(E)|, where E ranges over open sets in Ω̃. This set function generates the

quasiadditive function Ψ(A,P ) = Ψ(A× I) of open sets A ⊂ P0, and Ψ
′
(z, P ) <∞

for almost all z ∈ P0.

Fix an arbitrary point z ∈ P0, at which the derivatives Φ′(z, P ) and Ψ
′
(z, P )

are finite. On the section Iz = {z} × I of the cube P , we take γ1, . . . , γk mutually
disjoint intervals with lengths l(γ1), . . . , l(γk) correspondingly.

Let us denote by Ri the set of points with distance less than r from γi. We

consider ring condensers (γi, Fi), Fi = Ω̃\(γi∪Ri). We choose a number r > 0 such
that the sets R1, . . . , Rk are mutually disjoint, Ri ⊂ P and ωnr < ωn−1l(γi), i =
1, . . . , k, where ωn and ωn−1 are the volume of the unit ball and the area of its
surface in R

n correspondingly.
Now, applying the inequality

cap1/qq (ϕ−1(F0), ϕ
−1(F1); Ω) ≤ Φ(Ω̃ \ (F0 ∪ F1))

p−q
pq cap1/pp (F0, F1; Ω̃),

where we set Φ(Ω̃\(F0∪F1))
p−q
pq := Kp,p(ϕ; Ω) in the case p = q, the upper capacity

estimate [15]

capp(γi, Fi; Ω̃) ≤
|Ri|
rp
≤ 2ωn−1bir

n−1−p,

and the lower capacity estimate

capq(ϕ
−1(γi), ϕ

−1(Fi); Ω) ≥ c
(diamϕ−1(γi))

q/(n−1)

|ϕ−1(Ri)|(1−n+q)/(n−1)
,

given by Lemma 4.1, we obtain

diamϕ−1(∆i) ≤ c1 · r(n−1−p)(n−1)/pΦ(Ri)
(p−q)(n−1)/pqΨ(Ri)

(1−n+q)/qb
(n−1)/p
i .

Summing overy i = 1, . . . , k, applying the Hölder inequality and using the definition
of the countably additive set function, we have

k∑

i=1

diamϕ−1(∆i) ≤ c1

(
Φ(Bn−1(z, r), P )

|Bn−1(z, r)|

)((p−q)/(n−1))/pq

×
(
Ψ(Bn−1(z, r), P )

|Bn−1(z, r)|

)(1−n+q)/q
(

k∑

i=1

l(γi)

)(n−1)/p

.

Passing to the limit r → 0, we obtain

k∑

i=1

diamϕ−1(γi) ≤ c2

(
k∑

i=1

l(γi)

)(n−1)/p

,
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which implies that ϕ−1 ∈ ACL(Ω̃).

Now, we show that ϕ−1 is differentiable almost everywhere in Ω̃. For every point

y ∈ Ω̃ we consider the ring condenser (F0, F1), where F0 = {z| |y − z| ≤ r}, F1 =

{z| |y− z| ≥ 2r}. Then capp(F0, F1; Ω̃) = c · rn−p, where c is some constant. Using
the lower capacity estimates we obtain

(
diamϕ−1(F0)

r

)pq

≤ c

(
Φ(B)

|B|

)(n−1)(p−q) (
Ψ(B)

|B|

)pq+p−np

.

Here, as before, Ψ(B) = |ϕ−1(B)|, B = Ω̃\F1. Passing to the limit while r → 0,

for almost all points y ∈ Ω̃, we obtain

L(y, ϕ−1) ≤ c(Φ
′
(y))(n−1)(p−q)/pq(Ψ

′
(y))(1−n+q)/q,

where

L(y, ϕ−1) = lim
r→0

( max
|y−z|=r

|ϕ−1(y)− ϕ−1(z)|/r),

and the values Φ
′
= lim

r→0
(Φ(B)/|B|) and Ψ

′
(y) = lim

r→0
(Ψ(B)/|B|) are finite almost

everywhere in Ω̃. By using Stepanov’s theorem, [6] we obtain that ϕ−1 is differen-

tiable almost everywhere in Ω̃. �

By using this theorem, we obtain the following duality property of composition
operators on Sobolev spaces [60].

Theorem 4.3. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω→ Ω̃, Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R
n, generate a bounded

composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), n− 1 < q ≤ p <∞.

Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃→ Ω induces a bounded composition operator
(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

q′(Ω)→ L1
p′(Ω̃), n− 1 < p′ ≤ q′ <∞,

where p′ = p/(p− n+ 1) and q′ = q/(q − n+ 1).

Proof. By Theorem 4.2 we have that ϕ−1 ∈ W 1
1,loc(Ω̃). Then by [52] (see also

[4, 19, 30]) we have

|Dϕ−1(y)| =





(
| adjDϕ|(x)
|J(x,ϕ)|

)

x=ϕ−1(y)

if x ∈ Ω \ (S ∪ Z) ,

0 otherwise.

Hence,

|Dϕ−1(y)| ≤ |Dϕ(x)|n−1

|J(x, ϕ)| ,

for almost all x ∈ Ω \ (S ∪ Z), y = ϕ(x) ∈ Ω̃ \ ϕ (S ∪ Z), and

|Dϕ−1(y)| = 0 for almost all y ∈ ϕ(S).

Now, taking into account that

q′p′

q′ − p′
=

pq

(p− q)(n− 1)
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we obtain

ˆ

Ω̃

(
|Dϕ−1(y)|q′

|J(y, ϕ−1)|

)p′/(q′−p′)

dy ≤
ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

)q/(p−q)

dx,

where in the case p = q we have p′ = q′ and L∞-norms instead of integrals. Thus,
by Theorems 3.12 and 3.13, we have a bounded composition operator

(
ϕ−1

)∗
: L1

q′(Ω)→ L1
p′(Ω̃), n− 1 < p′ ≤ q′ <∞.

�

Remark 4.4. In the case n = 2 we have p′ = p/(p− 1), q′ = q/(q− 1) and p′′ = p,

q′′ = q. Hence the homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃, Ω, Ω̃ ⊂ R
n, induces a bounded

composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω̃)→ L1

q(Ω), 1 < q ≤ p <∞,

if and only if the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃ → Ω induces a bounded composition
operator (

ϕ−1
)∗

: L1
q′(Ω)→ L1

p′(Ω̃), 1 < p′ ≤ q′ <∞.

In the case n 6= 2 we have

p′′ = (p′)
′
=

p

(n− 1)2 − p(n− 2)
6= p, if p′ > n− 1,

q′′ = (q′)
′
=

q

(n− 1)2 − q(n− 2)
6= q, if q′ > n− 1,

and this case is more complicated.

The weak regularity of the inverse mapping in the case q = n − 1 is more
complicated and requires additional assumptions.

Theorem 4.5. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ between two domains Ω and

Ω̃ ⊂ R
n, n ≥ 2, generate by the composition rule ϕ∗f = f ◦ ϕ a bounded operator

ϕ∗ : L1
∞(Ω̃)→ L1

n−1(Ω).

In addition, suppose that ϕ possesses the Luzin N -property and has finite distortion.

Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃→ Ω generates the composition operator

(ϕ−1)∗ : L1
∞(Ω)→ L1

1(Ω̃)

and belongs to the Sobolev space L1
1(Ω̃).

Proof. Let f ∈ L1
∞(Ω̃). Then the composition f ◦ ϕ is weakly differentiable in

Ω. Since ϕ is a mapping of finite distortion, Dϕ(x) = 0 at a.e. x ∈ Ω where
J(x, ϕ) = 0. Hence, we can define adjDϕ(x) = 0 at such points. Then

|J(x, ϕ)||∇f |(ϕ(x)) ≤ |∇(f ◦ ϕ)|(x) adjDϕ(x) for almost all x ∈ Ω,

because

min
|h|=1

|Dϕ(x) · h| = 1

max
|h|=1

|(Dϕ(x))−1 · h|

and

(Dϕ(x))−1 = J−1(x, ϕ) adjDϕ(x)
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if J(x, ϕ) 6= 0. Hence,

‖f | L1
1(Ω̃)‖ =

ˆ

Ω̃

|∇f |(y) dy =

ˆ

Ω

|∇f |(ϕ(x))|J(x, ϕ)| dx

≤
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ)|(ϕ(x))| adjDϕ(x)| dx ≤
ˆ

Ω

|∇(f ◦ ϕ)|(ϕ(x))|Dϕ|n−1(x) dx

≤ ‖ϕ | L1
n−1(Ω)‖n−1 · ‖ϕ∗f | L1

∞(Ω)‖

because by Theorem 3.15 the mapping ϕ belongs to L1
n−1(Ω). Thus, we have the

lower estimate for the composition operator

‖f | L1
1(Ω̃)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ | L1

n−1(Ω)‖n−1 · ‖ϕ∗f | L1
∞(Ω)‖

whenever ϕ∗f belongs to L1
n−1(Ω). Therefore, the inverse operator (ϕ∗)−1 = (ϕ−1)∗

is a bounded operator

(ϕ−1)∗ : L1
∞(Ω) ∩ L1

n−1(Ω)→ L1
1(Ω̃).

Fix a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (B(0, 2)) such that η = 1 on B(0, 1). By substituting

into the inequality

‖(ϕ−1)∗g | L1
1(Ω̃)‖ ≤ K∞,1(ϕ

−1; Ω̃))‖g | L1
∞(Ω)‖

the test functions gj = (xj −x0j)η
(
x−x0

r

)
, x0 ∈ Ω, r < dist(x0, ∂Ω), we obtain that

ϕ−1 belongs to the Sobolev space L1
1,loc(Ω̃). Now, using the estimate

ˆ

Ω̃

|Dϕ−1(y)| dy ≤
ˆ

Ω̃

|Dϕ(ϕ−1(y))|n−1

|J(ϕ−1(y), ϕ)| dy =

ˆ

Ω

|Dϕ(x)|n−1 dx < +∞

we conclude that ϕ−1 belongs to L1
1(Ω̃) and by Theorem 3.15 generates a bounded

composition operator from L1
∞(Ω) to L1

1(Ω̃). �

By using Theorem 3.15 and Theorem 4.5 we obtain the weak regularity of map-
pings which are inverse to Sobolev homeomorphisms.

Theorem 4.6. Let a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ between two domains Ω and

Ω̃ ⊂ R
n, n ≥ 2, belong to the Sobolev space L1

n−1(Ω), possess the Luzin N -property

and have finite distortion. Then the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃ → Ω belongs to the

Sobolev space L1
1(Ω̃).

4.2. Remarks on the weak regularity and the Luzin N-property. Let us

recall the following area formula [6, 34]. Let Ω, Ω̃ be domains in R
n, and let ϕ : Ω→

Ω̃ be a homeomorphism of W 1
1,loc(Ω). Then there exists a Borel set S ⊂ Ω, |S| = 0,

such that the mapping ϕ : Ω \S → Ω̃ \ S̃, S̃ = ϕ(S), has the Luzin N -property and
the area formula

(4.1)

ˆ

E\S

f(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ(E)\S̃

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy

holds for every measurable set E ⊂ Ω and for every nonnegative measurable func-
tion f : Ω→ R. If a mapping ϕ possesses the Luzin N -property (the image of a set
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of measure zero has measure zero), then |ϕ(S)| = 0 and the second integral can be
rewritten as the integral on ϕ(E):

(4.2)

ˆ

E

f(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ(E)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy.

In [34] it was proved that for Sobolev homeomorphisms of W 1
1,loc(Ω), the area

formula (4.2) is equivalent to the Luzin N -condition (the image of a set of measure
zero has measure zero).

Remark 4.7. In the change of variables formula (4.1) a measurable function
f : Ω → R is an element of the space of measurable functions X(Ω), i.e. an
equivalence class up to a set of measure zero. The representation of measurable
functions as equivalence classes is required, in particular, in Egorov’s Theorem and
Luzin’s Theorem [6].

The consideration of special representations of measurable functions can lead to
confusion. If, for example, we take in the area formula (4.1) the special represen-
tation of a measurable function f : Ω→ R such that f = 0 on S, then f ◦ ϕ−1 = 0
on ϕ(S), and

(4.3)

ˆ

E

f(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

E\S

f(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ(E)\ϕ(S)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy

=

ˆ

ϕ(E)\ϕ(S)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy+

ˆ

ϕ(S)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy =

ˆ

ϕ(E)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy,

that contradicts the conclusion of [34].
This area formula was used in [4] for the proof of the following weak regularity

theorem.

Theorem 4.8. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a domain and let ϕ : Ω → Ω̃ be a homeomorphism

of W 1
n−1,loc(Ω) of finite distortion. Then ϕ−1 ∈ W 1

1,loc(Ω̃) and ϕ−1 is a mapping of
finite distortion.

However, the proof of Theorem 4.8 has the following problematic points, which
are related to the measure theory.

1. The weak gradient g : Ω̃→ Ω of the inverse mapping ϕ−1 : Ω̃→ Ω is defined as
the composition of the measurable co-distortion function

Hϕ(x) =

{
|adjDϕ(x)|
J(x,ϕ) if x ∈ Ω \ S and J(x, ϕ) > 0,

0 otherwise,

where S is a set of measure zero from (2.1), with the inverse mapping ϕ−1. Unfortu-
nately, because ϕ does not have the Luzin N -property, the composition g = Hϕ◦ϕ−1

can be non-measurable. However, it was not proven in [4] that g = Hϕ ◦ ϕ−1 is a
measurable function.

2. Let us suppose, for simplicity’s sake, that J(x, ϕ) > 0 for almost all x ∈ Ω. In
[4], by using the special choice of the measurable function Hϕ: Hϕ = 0 on the set
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of measure zero S, it was calculated that

(4.4)
ˆ

ϕ−1(A)

|adjDϕ(x)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ−1(A)

Hϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ−1(A)\S

Hϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx

=

ˆ

A\ϕ(S)

(
Hϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy =

ˆ

A\ϕ(S)

(
Hϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy

+

ˆ

ϕ(S)

(
Hϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy =

ˆ

A

g(y) dy,

for any compact set A ⊂ Ω̃, and it was stated that g ∈ L1
1,loc(Ω̃) because ϕ ∈

W 1
n−1,loc(Ω).

However, this calculation depends on the choice of the representation of the mea-
surable function Hϕ. Let us consider another representation of this measurable
function:

H̃ϕ(x) =

{
|adjDϕ(x)|
J(x,ϕ) if x ∈ Ω \ S and J(x, ϕ) > 0,

1 otherwise.

The functions Hϕ and H̃ϕ are representations of the same measurable function.

However, if we repeat the calculations from [4] for H̃ϕ, we obtain (assuming that g̃

is measurable) for the function g̃ = H̃ϕ ◦ ϕ−1:

(4.5)
ˆ

ϕ−1(A)

|adjDϕ(x)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ−1(A)

H̃ϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ−1(A)\S

H̃ϕ(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx

=

ˆ

A\ϕ(S)

(
H̃ϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy <

ˆ

A\ϕ(S)

(
H̃ϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy

+

ˆ

ϕ(S)

(
H̃ϕ(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy =

ˆ

A

g̃(y) dy,

and so, the integrability of |adjDϕ(x)| does not imply the integrability of g̃. Thus,
we have that the integrability of the suggested "gradient" of ϕ−1 depends on the
choice of the representation of the measurable co-distortion function Hϕ, that does
not correspond to the Lebesgue integral theory.

In addition, this method, which can be referred to as the "method of special rep-
resentatives", leads to contradictions in geometric measure theory. Indeed, let
f : E → R be a measurable function. Let us consider a special representative of f
such that f = 0 on a set S with |S| = 0. Then the area formula

ˆ

E\S

f(x)|J(x, ϕ)| dx =

ˆ

ϕ(E)\ϕ(S)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy =

ˆ

ϕ(E)

(
f(x)|x=ϕ−1(y)

)
dy,

holds without the Luzin N -property of the homeomorphism ϕ for all measurable
functions f : E → R. This seems unreasonable.
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Therefore, the weak regularity of Sobolev homeomorphisms without the Luzin
N -property, does not have a complete rigorous proof in the article [4]. However, it
is possible that a rigorous proof could be obtained by modifying the proof given in
the article [4].

Conclusion. In the present review we have tried to give an introduction to the
geometric theory of composition operators on Sobolev spaces. Unfortunately, nu-
merous properties of weak (p, q)-quasiconformal mappings, like measure and metric
distortions, sequences, boundary behavior and so on, have been omitted due to
volume constraints. Thank you for reading of the article.
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