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ON THE STABILITY OF o-UNIFORM DOMAINS

R. KLEN, Y. LI, S.K. SAHOO, AND M. VUORINEN

ABSTRACT. We study two metrics, the quasihyperbolic metric and the distance ratio metric
of a subdomain G' C R™. In the sequel, we investigate a class of domains, so called -uniform
domains, defined by the property that these two metrics are comparable with respect to a
homeomorphism ¢ from [0, 00) to itself. Finally, we discuss a number of stability properties
of ¢-uniform domains. In particular, we show that the class of p-uniform domains is stable
in the sense that removal of a geometric sequence of points from a @-uniform domain yields
a @i1-uniform domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a subdomain G & R" and z,y € G the distance ratio metric jg is defined by

' . |z — |
jal(z,y) = log (1 + min{ég(a:),5c(y)}) 7

where dg(x) denotes the Euclidean distance from = to 0G. Sometimes we abbreviate d¢g by
writing just §. The above form of the j; metric, introduced in [14], is obtained by a slight
modification of a metric that was studied in [3| 4]. The quasihyperbolic metric of G is defined
by the quasihyperbolic length minimizing property

. |dz|
o) = it 60), 60)= [0
where I'(z, y) represents the family of all rectifiable paths joining z and y in G, and £, (+y) is the
quasihyperbolic length of y (cf. [4]). For a given pair of points z,y € G, the infimum is always
attained [3], i.e., there always exists a quasihyperbolic geodesic Jg|x, y] which minimizes the
above integral, kg (z,y) = lp(Jg[x,y]) and furthermore with the property that the distance
is additive on the geodesic: kg(z,y) = ka(z, 2) + ka(z,y) for all z € Jglz,y]. If the domain
G is emphasized we call Jg[z,y| a kg-geodesic. In this paper, sometimes we also use the
terminology distance for the term metric.
The following well-known properties of the above two metrics are useful in this paper.
(i) For z,y € G & R™, we have kg(x,y) > jo(z,y) [A;
(ii) Monotonicity property: if G; and G5 are domains, with Gy C G; & R™, then for all
z,y € G we have kg, (z,y) < kg,(z,y). It is obvious that this property holds for the
distance ratio metric jo as well.

In 1979, Martio and Sarvas introduced the class of uniform domains [10].
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Definition 1.1. A domain D in R" is said to be c-uniform if there exists a constant ¢ with
the property that each pair of points 21,25 in D can be joined by a rectifiable arc v in D

satisfying (cf. [10, 12])

(1) milz%ﬁ(y[zj,z]) < ¢op(z) for all z € v, and
=1,

(2) €(7) < clar — 2,
where /() denotes the arclength of 7, v[z;, 2| the part of 7 between z; and z. Also, we say
that ~ is a uniform arc. A domain is said to be uniform if it is c-uniform for some constant
c>0.

In the same year, Gehring and Osgood [3] characterized uniform domains in terms of an
upper bound for the quasihyperbolic metric as follows: a domain G is uniform if and only if
there exists a constant C' > 1 such that

(1.2) ka(z,y) < Cja(z,y)

for all z,y € G. As a matter of fact, the above inequality appeared in [3] in a form with
an additive constant on the right hand side: it was shown by Vuorinen [I4, 2.50] that the
additive constant can be chosen to be 0. This observation leads to the definition of p-uniform
domains introduced in [14].

Definition 1.3. Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) be a homeomorphism. A domain G ¢ R” is said to
be w-uniform if

ka(z,y) < ¢(|lz —y|/ min{d(z),d(y)})
for all z,y € G.

In the sequel, Viisild has also investigated this class of domains [I2] (see also [13] and
references therein). He also pointed out that these two classes of domains are same provided
@ is a slow function. We make sure that, in this paper, we use the terminology c-uniform for
constants ¢, and frequently use 1 -uniform, J-uniform and @-uniform for functions ¥, 9, .

In Section 2, we introduce notation and preliminary results that we need in the latter
sections. The structure of the rest of the sections covers mainly on ¢-uniform domains.

In Section 3, we construct several examples of p-uniform domains and compare with their
complementary domains and with quasiconvex domains. We also prove that the image domain
of a p-uniform domain under bilipschitz mappings of R" is ¢-uniform, where v is depending
on ¢ and the bilipschitz constant.

In Section 4, we present our main results (e.g. see Theorems and .23) on ¢-uniform
domains in the following form:

Theorem. Let G be a p-uniform domain in R™. Let B be a ball with 2B C G. Suppose that
E is a compact subset of B such that R" \ E is ¥-uniform. Then G\ E is 9-uniform, where
¥ depends only on ¢ and .

Note that one of our proofs involves a control function of a fixed parameter on which ¢
also depends. Idea behind this is to obtain various other stability properties of p-uniform
domains to use as preparatory results to prove the main theorems in the above type. In
particular, it is shown that the class of ¢-uniform domains is stable in the sense that removal
of a geometric sequence of points from a p-uniform domain leads to a ¢;-uniform domain.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We shall now specify some necessary notation, definitions and facts that we frequently use
in this paper. The standard unit vectors in the Euclidean n-space R" (n > 2) are represented
by e, es, ..., e,. We write x € R™ as a vector (z1,xs,...,2,). The Euclidean line segment
joining points = and y is denoted by [z,y]. For z,y,z € R", the smallest angle at y between
the vectors © — y and z — y is denoted by £(z,y, z). The one point compactification of R"
(so-called the M&bius n-space) is defined by R* = R U {oo}. We denote by B™(z,r) and
S™=Y(z,r), the Euclidean ball and sphere with radius r centered at x respectively. We set
B™(r) := B™(0,r) and S"71(r) := S"71(0,7). Let G be a domain (open connected non-empty
set) in R". The boundary, closure and diameter of G' are denoted by dG, G and diam G
respectively. In what follows, all paths v C G are required to be rectifiable, i.e. ¢(y) < oo
where /() stands for the Euclidean length of 7. Given z,y € G, I'(z,y) stands for the
collection of all rectifiable paths v C G joining x and y .

We now formulate some basic results on quasihyperbolic distances which are indeed used
latter in Section Bl The following lemma is established in [14].

Lemma 2.1. Define
2+ 29)

a(0) = 1+ (2/6) +7r/(2log T
Let G & R" be a domain. If x,y,z € G with z,y € G\ B"(z,00¢(z)), then

kovizy(z,y) < alf) ka(z,y) .

It is seen from Lemma 2] that a(6) is well-defined for § = 1. However, the method of the
proof does not give any guarantee to obtain the same value of a(f) when 6 = 1.

Lemma 2.2. Ifr >0 and z,y € G =R"\ B (r) with |z| = |y|, then

r—y|T
ka(z,y) < k‘Rn\{o}(I y) < ﬁ

for 6 € (0,1).

|z]
el -
Proof. The first inequality follows from [0, Theorem 5.20]. For the second inequality we see
that if § = £(x,0,y), then we have the identity

|z =y = |2 + |y* = 2|z] |y| cos .

Since |z| = |y| it follows that sin(0/2) = |z — y|/(2]z|). For 0 < # < 7, the well-known
inequality ¢ < msin(f/2) gives that 6 < w|z — y|/(2]x|). Since kgmfoy(z,y) < 0, when
|z| = |y|, we conclude the second inequality. O

4r—1
subdomain of R". If x,y,z € D with y,z € D\ B"(x,rép(x)), E = {z} U {xx}32, where
{zr}32, € B™(x,6p(x)) is a sequence of points satisfying x € [v,x5-1) and |v — x| =

s 0p(x), then
kpve(y, z) < a(r)kp(y, 2).

Proof. Let D; = D\ E, and dp denote the Euclidean distance to the boundary of D. Observe
first that if r € (3,1) and w € D\ B"(z, %6p(x)), then

r—+2
dr — 1)5D1(w)’

Lemma 2.3. Forr € [i,l), we define a(r) = <4<T+2> i 2+zr> Let D be a proper
+7‘

(2.4) op(w) < 4(
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where the inequality holds because of the following. If dp(w) = 0p,(w), then (2.4]) holds
trivially. If dp(w) > dp, (w), then there exists some point p € E such that

r 1
py(w) = [w—p| = [w—a| = e —p| = (5 - ) do(a).
Hence

r+2
() < dp(a) + o = p| + |p — w| < 4( 1 )op, (w).

Let v be a quasihyperbolic geodesic joining z and y in D and let U = vN B (z, 50p(x)).
We consider two cases.

Case I: U # .

Let 2’ be the first point in U when we traverse along « from z to y. The point ¢ in U is
the first point when we traverse from y to z. Let T be a 2-dimensional linear subspace of £
containing z,y’ and 2’. Then y' and 2’ divide the circle T'N S" ! (x, £0p(x)) into two arcs,
denote the shorter arc (which may be a semicircle) by a. Then ([2.4]) yields

dw| r+ 2 |dw| T+ 2
k < | <4 / =4 k !
Dl(y,y)_/ oo () = (47,_1) 1 () (4r_1) p(y,y),

YY)

and
kp,(y,2") <.

Hence, the inequalities

le (ya Z) S le (y> y/) + kD1 (y,a Zl) + kD1(Z/> Z)
r+2 r—+2
< / !
- 4<4r—1>kD(y’y)+7T+4<4r—l)kD(Z’Z)
r -+ 2
<
< A1 kolzy) +4
together with
|dw| , )
kp(y,z) = / <kply,y)+kp(z,z
ly — /| |z — 7|
<1 1 1 1
< log (1+ 50 ) +log 1+ 5D(z’))
50p(7)
< 2log (1 2
= °g< +5D(x)+%5D(x)>
1+r
= 2log<1+£)
2
give
r+2
<
le(yv’Z) = 4(4T_1)kD(Zvy)+4
r 4 2 2
< k )
= <4<4r—1>+log(1+7’)> p(y,2)

Case II: U = 0.
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By (24]) we have
ko (y, 2) (47’ - )
We finished the proof with a(r) = (4(47’21) + s - ) O
2+7r

Lemma 2.5. For o,0 € (0,1), we define
2+60+ab (1+a)r
01 —a?)  2(1—a)log((2+20)/(2+0+ab))"
If x,y,z € G with xz,y € G\ B"(z,00¢(z)), then
kg (x,y) < a(o,0) ka(z,y) .,
where G' = G\ B" (z,a0d(z,0Q)).
Proof. Denote by 6(z) = d(z,0G). Fix f € (0,1) and w € G\ B"(2,5d(2)). Choose q €

SNz, aBd(z)) and p € IG such that |w — q| = d(w,S"(z,af(2))) and |p — z| = §(2).
Then we have |w — ¢| > f(1 — «)d(z) and hence

a(a, 0) =

1+ ap
p—ql < (1 +ab)i(z) < jw—q|.
Bl —a)
It follows by the triangle inequality |w — p| < |p — ¢| + |w — ¢| that

1+1/8
11—«

(2.6) d(w,0G) < |w —p| < d(w,0G U S" (2, aB0(2))).

Let J be a geodesic joining z and y in G (i.e. J = Jglz,y]) and U = JNB" (2, (1+)05(2)/2).
If U # () then we denote by 2’ the first point in U, when we traverse along J from z to y.
We similarly define y' in U, but traversing from y to z along J. By (2.6) and Lemma

k’Gl(ZIZ', y) < kG/ (I ZE'/) + kf(;/(!lf/, y,) + kG’ (y/> y)

240+ ab N 1+ 240+ ab ,
< _
< 9(1_a)kc,~(f€x>+1_aﬂ+ 9(1_a2)ko(y,y)
2—|—¢9+049k (@ )+1+a7T
= 9(1—a2) © T

Since kg > jo we have

6—(1+a)h/2 2420
> / y) = IR R I
ka(x,y) > ka(x,2') + ka(y',y) > 2log (H 1+(1—|—a)9/2> 2108 5 oo

and therefore
]{?G/(ZL’, y) < CL(OZ, 9)]{3@(1’, y)

holds for
240+ ab (1+a)m

01— a?) ' 2(1—a)log((2+20)/2+0+ab))

a(a, 0) =

If U =0, then by (2.6)

2460+ ab
’ < < .
kG (Iay) >~ 9(1 — Oé2) kg(l’,y) = a(a,@)kg(x,y)

The assertion follows. U
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Clearly Lemma implies Lemma 2.1 as o — 0.

3. EXAMPLES OF ¢-UNIFORM DOMAINS

In order to give examples of ¢-uniform domains, consider domains G satisfying the following
geometric property [14, Examples 2.50 (1)]: there exists a constant C' > 1 such that each
pair of points z,y € G can be joined by a rectifiable path v € G with ¢(v) < C'|x — y|
and min{d(z),d(y)} < Cd(y,0G). Then G is p-uniform with ¢(t) = C?*. In particular,
every convex domain is o-uniform with ¢(t) = ¢. However, in general, convex domains need
not be uniform. More complicated nontrivial examples of p-uniform domains can be seen
by considering that of uniform domains which are extensively studied by several researchers.
For instance, it is noted in [§] that complementary components of quasimébius (and hence
bi-Lipschitz) spheres are uniform.

Complementary domains. In this subsection we understand R \ D, for the terminology
complementary domain of a domain D C R™. When we talk about complement of a domain
is another domain, we mean in the sense of its complementary domain. Because simply
connected uniform domains in plane are quasidisks [I0] (see also [2]), it follows that the
complement of such a uniform domain also is uniform. A motivation to this observation of
uniform domains leads to investigate the complementary domains in the case of p-uniform
domains. In fact we see from the following examples that complementary domains of ;-
uniform domains are not always ¢-uniform for any ¢. The first example investigates the
matter in the case of half-strips.

Example 3.1. Since the half-strip defined by S = {(z,y) € R* : >0, -1 <y < 1} is
convex, by the above discussion we observe that it is p-uniform with ¢(t) = ¢. On the other
hand, by considering the points z, = (n, —2) and w, = (n,2) we see that G := R?\ S is not
a p-uniform domain. Indeed, we have jo(2,,w,) = logh and for some m € RN Jg[z,, w,]
|m — w,|
6(wn)

This shows that G is not ¢-uniform for any . A

kG (zn, wy) > kg(m,w,) > log <1 + ) > log(l4+n) — oo asn— oo.

The above example gives a convex p-uniform domain whose complement is not ¥-uniform
for any 1. We can construct a number of examples of (;-uniform domains, whose complement
is not a @-uniform for any ¢, by suitable changes in the shape of the boundaries of the convex
domains of above type. For instance, we have the following example which provides a (-
uniform domain (not convex) whose complement is not t-uniform for any .

Example 3.2. Define
1 me
D,, = , R*: 2] < ———, 0<y < — ».
{(I v) € 2 1+ logm Y 10}

It is clear by [14, 2.50] that the domain D = (J°_, D,, is e-uniform with () = 2t. On
the other hand, a similar reasoning explained in Example B.1] gives that its complement
G’ = R?\ D, is not ¢-uniform for any v (see Figure [I). JAN

We see that the p-uniform domains considered in the above two examples are unbounded,
which generally asks the following problem:
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FIGURE 1. An unbounded ¢-uniform domain (not convex) D C R? whose
complement G’ = R?\ D is not ¢-uniform for any .

FIGURE 2. A bounded p-uniform domain whose complementary domain is not
y-uniform for any .
(The authors thank P. Hdsté and one of the referees who have given the idea of this domain.)

Problem 3.3. Are there any bounded ¢;-uniform domains whose complementary domains
are not @-uniform for any ?

The speciality in dimension 2, for Problem [B.3] is much more delicate. Indeed, one can
handle this matter by considering the domain by pulling thinner and thinner rectangles from
one edge of a rectangle (e.g. see Figure[). In this setting, one can even similarly find Jordan
domains which are p-uniform but their complements are not ¥-uniform for any . But we are
not studying detail on it in this paper. However, it is sometimes interesting to see examples
in higher dimensional setting.

In three dimensional setting, we now provide solutions to Problem as follows:

Example 3.4. Let T be the triangle with vertices (1, —1), (0,0) and (1,1). Consider the
domain D bounded by the surface of revolution generated by revolving 7" about the vertical
axis (see Figure [3)).

Then we see that D is ¢j-uniform for some ¢; (in fact, D is uniform!). Indeed, let
x,y € D be arbitrary. Without loss of generality we assume that |z| > |y|. Consider the path
v = [z,2']UC joining x and y, where 2’ € S*(]y|) is chosen so that |2/ —z| = d(x, S'(|y|)); and
C is the smaller circular arc of S'(|y|) joining 2’ to y. For z € D, we write §(z) := d(z,0D).
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FIGURE 3. A bounded ¢;-uniform domain in R? whose complementary domain
is not -uniform (the right hand side figure shows the revolution).

Then for all x,y € D we have

dz| |dz| |dz|

kp(z,y) < L@ = /[Mq 5(2) Jr/Cé(z)
|z — y] ldz|
= min{d(x),0(y)} +/05(Z)

T |z — 9|
< (1+3) min{d(x), 3(y)}’

where the last inequality follows by the fact that ¢(C) < w|x — y|/2 (see the proof of

Lemma [2.2]).

On the other hand, its complementary domain G = R3\ D is not @-uniform for any
. This can be easily seen by the choice z; = tes € G, 0 < t < 1. Indeed, we have
ja(—2, 2) = log(1 4+ 2v/2); and a similar argument as in Example 311 leads

2
kg(—zi, 2) > log (1 + %) — o0 ast—0.
The assertion follows. A

Example B4 provides a bounded (p-uniform domain in R? which is not simply connected.
In the following, we construct a bounded simply connected domain in R? which is ¢-uniform
but its complement is not.

Example 3.5. Fix h = 1/3. For the sake of convenience, we denote the coordinate axes in
R3 by -, y- and z-axes. Let D be a domain obtained by rotating the triangle with vertices
(0,0,h), (1,0,0) and (0,0, —h) around the z-axis. For each k > 1, we let

zp,=1—47% and hy = (1 —x;)/(10R).

We now modify the boundary of D as follows: let us drill the cavity of D from two
opposite directions of z-axis such that the drilling axis, parallel to z-axis, goes through the
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FIGURE 4. A double cone domain with two-sided drillings. The right hand
side picture provides a schematic view of the simply connected domain G C R3
constructed in Example B0 The left hand side picture is a cross section of G.
The domain G is uniform but its complement is not ¢-uniform for any .

point (zy,0,0). From the positive direction we drill until the tip of the drill is at the height
hy and from the opposite direction we drill up to the height —hy . The cross section (see the
left hand side of Figure H]) of the upper conical surface will have its tip at (xy, yx) described
by

y—hk:A(SL’—LL’k), A==1.
This intersects the boundary of the cavity represented by z = h(1 — x) at

 h = hy + Axy,
A+ h
This gives
| h—hk—l’k d | h—hk+$k
Uy =T|p=1 = ————— and vy =2|pymy = —————.
S ) P 1+h

Obviously, u, < xp < vg. Since vy < ugyq, we see that two successive drilling do not interfere.

Induction on k gives us a new domain G C R? which is simply connected and uniform, but
its complement is not p-uniform for any ¢ . Indeed, the choice of points z; = (x, 0, 2h;) and
wy, = (21,0, —2hg) in U = R3\ G gives that

d(z, 0U) = min{zy — ug, v, — x} = hp f(h).

It follows that

jU(zk,wk) = lOg <1 + h]:l']il(kh)) < o0

On the other hand,

VIFw VIFw

> VoTE ) o viTh _
ku(zr, wy) > log <1+d(zk,0U)> log <1+ P F (1) ) — 00 as k— 00

This shows that U is not ¢-uniform for any ¢. A
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FIGURE 5. A quasiconvex planar domain GG which is not ¢ uniform for any ¢.

Quasiconvex domains. A domain G C R" is said to be quasiconvez if there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that every pair of points z,y € G can be joined by a rectifiable path v C G
satisfying /() < ¢ |z — y|. We observe that the domains G and G’ respectively in Examples
BIand B2 are not quasiconvex and are not bounded too. This naturally leads to the following
problems.

Problem 3.6. Is it true that quasiconvex domains are @-uniform and vice versa?

We have a partial solution to Problem B.6, which is described in the following example.
This shows that there exist quasiconvex domains which are not -uniform for any .

Example 3.7. Start out with a construction of a finite point set on the boundary of the unit
square @ = [—1,1] x [—=1,1]. For a fixed integer m > 2, we put on d@) so many evenly spaced
points with distance 2d, their union is F, such that for every point in w € R?\ @ we have

kRZ\E(O, UJ) >m.
Then obviously it is enough to choose d such that

|
dist (p, E)

where p is the point of intersection of Q and the geodesic segment from 0 to w in R? \ E.
We say that such a set E' is of type m.

Now we choose sequence of sets F,,, m = 1,2,3,... such that each set is via a similarity
transformation (i.e. a function f of the form |f(z) — f(y)| = c|z — y|) equivalent to a set of
type m, and that the sets behave as in Figure [l (i.e. converge to a corner of the square and
are linked with each other at the corner points and that diameter of E,, is ¢v/22™™, where ¢
is the constant of similarity transformation). We denote G := Q \ US_,{E,, }.

Let w,, be the center of the square, on whose boundary, the points of E,,, are located. Then

(3.8) g (0, ) > kg (0, p) > log ( ) > log(1/d) > m,

m — W, 2(27m + 2~ (m+1)
| = W _ ev2l - ) _6v3,
min{dc(wm), d¢(wWmi1)} (c27m=1)/2
while by a similar argument as in [B.8) we get kg(wp, Wint1) > kr2\ g, (Wi, Wing1) > m.
Thus, G is not p-uniform for any ¢ but clearly it is quasiconvex. JAN

Open problem 3.9. Does there exist a simply connected quasiconvex planar domain which
is not @-uniform for any ?
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Bilipschitz Property. It is well-known that uniform domains are preserved under bilips-
chitz mappings (see for instance [15, p. 37]). We now extend this property to the class of
p-uniform domains.

Proposition 3.10. Let f: R" — R" be an L-bilipschitz mapping, that is
[z —yl/L < |f(z) = f(y)] < Lz —y|
for all v,y € R™. If G & R™ is p-uniform, then f(G) is @i-uniform with @,(t) = L*o(L*t).

Proof. We denote 0(z) := d(z,0G) and §'(w) := d(w,df(G)). Since f is L-bilipschitz, it
follows that
0(2)/L < 0'(f(2)) < Lé(2)

for all z € G. Also, we have the following well-known relation (see for instance [15, p. 37])

ka(w,y)/L? < ko) (f(2), f(y) < Lka(z,y)
for all z,y € G. Hence, @p-uniformity of G yields

kp)(f(2), f(y) < L?ka(z,y)
< L*o(|z — y|/ min{d(x),d(y)})
< L*(L? | f(x) — f(y)|/ min{d'(f(2)), &' (f())}) -
This concludes our claim. 0
A mapping h: R" — R" defined by
h(z) = a+ % h(co) = a, h(a) = oo

is called an inversion in the sphere S""!(a,r) for z,a € R™ and r > 0. We recall the following
well-known identity from [15], (1.5)]

(3.11) |h(x) = h(y)| = , ryeR"\{a}.

We next show that ¢-uniform domains are preserved under inversion in a sphere.

2z —y|
|z —al |y — al

Corollary 3.12. Let 20 € R" and R > 0 be arbitrary. Denote by h an inversion in
S" (2, R). For 0 <m < M, if G C B"(z, M)\ B"(z9,m) is a p-uniform domain, then
h(G) is @i-uniform with ©1(t) = (M/m)*p(M?*t/m?).
Proof. We denote 6(z) := d(z,0G) and ¢'(w) := d(w, 0h(G)). Without loss of generality we
can assume that zg = 0. By the assumption on G we see that m < |z| < M for all z € G.
Hence, by the identity (BI1) we have
R?|lz — y|/M? < |h(z) = h(y)| < R?|lz — y|/m”
which implies
R*min{d(x),d(y)}/M? < min{d'(h(z),&'(y))} < R*min{d(x),d(y)}/m*.
It follows that
(m/M)*ke(2,y) < k) (h(x), h(y)) < (M/m)*ka(z,y)
for all z,y € G. Since G is p-uniform, by a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition B.10]
we conclude our assertion. O
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4. STABILITY PROPERTIES OF @-UNIFORM DOMAINS

Various classes of domains have been studied in analysis (e.g. see [5]). For some classes,
the removal of a finite number of points from a domain may yield a domain no longer in this
class [0]. Here we will investigate cases when this does not happen, i.e. the removal of a finite
number of points results a domain of the same class.

Theorem 4.1. For a fized 0 € (0,1), consider the function a(0) defined as in Lemma 21 If
G & R™ is a p1-uniform domain and zy € G, then G\{z0} is p-uniform for some ¢ depending
on @1 only. Moreover, we have

™

log 3

o(t) =2 max{ log(1 + 3t), a(9/4)<p1(3t)} .
Proof. In this proof we denote by d; the Euclidean distance to the boundary of G' and 5 the
Euclidean distance to that of G\ {z}. Fix 6 € (0,1) and let z,y € G \ {2} be arbitrary. We
prove the theorem by considering three cases.

Case I: x,y € B"(20,001(20)/2) \ {20}

We see that
]{Zg\{ZO}(SL’,y) = ]{ZRn\{ZO}(SL’,y)
< g (3.9)
—— R\ {201 (T,
= log 3]R \{z0} (L5 Y
< oo (@)
Z I’ )
= log 3]G\{ o\ Y
where the equality follows (see [9, page 38]) from the fact that z, is the closest point
for the geodesics Jg[z,y] = Jav |2, y] which are logarithmic spirals (or circular arcs) in
B™(zy,001(20)/2) and the second inequality is due to Lindén [7, Theorem 1.6]. It follows that
(4.2) kenizoy(#,9) < pallz — yl/ min{dy(x), 62(y)})

for ¢o(t) = 555 log(1 + 7).
Case II: x,y € G\ B"(20,661(20)/4).
Since G is pj-uniform, using Lemma 2.1] we obtain
kav(zoy (@, y) < a(0/4)ka(z,y)
= a(0/4)¢1(|z — y|/ min{d1 (x), 01(y)})
< a(0/4)pr(|lz — yl/ min{dy (), 62(y)}),

where the last inequality holds because d; > d,. This gives that
(4.3) k(=01 (@, y) < ps(lo — y[/ min{d2(2), 62(y)})

with @5(t) = a(6/4)p1 (1),

Case III: x € Bn(Zo, ‘9(51(20)/4) \ {Zo} and Yy € G \ Bn(Zo, ‘9(51(20)/2) .

There exists a quasihyperbolic geodesic joining = and y that intersects the boundary of
B™(29,001(z0)/4). Let an intersecting point be m. Along this geodesic we have the following
equality

(4.4) k203 (7,9) = e\ 203 (2, M) + ke 20) (M, y) -
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Now, Case I and Case II respectively give

ke gz} (2, m) < @a(lx —m|/ min{dy(z), 62(m)})
and

ke (z0) (M, y) < s(m — y|/ min{dz(m), d2(y)}) -
We note that max{|z —m|,|m — y|} < 3|z —y| and da(m) > d2(x). Also, @2 and @3 being
monotone, from (£4]) we obtain
< a3l — yl/ min{dy(x), 02(y)}) + @3(3lx — y[/ min{da(2), d2(y) })
< 2max{pz(3|z — y|/ min{dy(x), 62(y)}), pa(3lz — y|/ min{ds(2), 02(y)}) }
pa(lz — yl/ min{dy (), 02(y)}) },

where (1) = 2max{pa(3t), a(30)}.
We verified all the cases, and hence our conclusion holds with ¢ = 4. U

kenizo3 (%, 1)

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that {z1,zo,..., 2} is a finite non-empty set of points in a domain
G G R™. If G is po-uniform, then G\ {z1, 22, ..., zm} is p-uniform for some ¢ depending on
o, m and the distance min{d(z;, 0G), |z — z;|} withi# 7, 1,7 =1,2,...,m

Proof. As a consequence of Theorem [4.1] proof follows by induction on m. Indeed, we obtain
o(t) = 2™a(0/2)™ ' max{r(1+ 3t)/log3,a(0/2)we(3t)},

where 6 = min{d(z;, 0G), |z; — z;|} with ¢ # jand 4,5 =1,2,...,m. O

The following property of uniform domains, first noticed by Véisila (see [I1, Theorem 5.4])

in a different approach, is a straightforward consequence of Theorem LIl For convenient
reference we record the following Bernoulli inequality:

(4.6) log(1+at) <alog(l+t); a>1,t>0.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that {z1, z2, ..., 2z} is a finite non-empty set of points in a uniform
domain G G R". Then G' = G\ {21, 22, ..., zm} also is uniform. More precisely if (L2)) holds
for G with some constant C, then it also holds for G' with a constant C" depending on C and
m.

Proof. 1t is enough to consider the domain G\ {z;} when (I.2)) holds for G with some constant
C. We refer to the proof of Theorem .1l Our aim is to find a constant C” such that
ka3 (@) < C oy (2,9)
From Case I, we have C" = 7/log3. Since (L2)) holds for G with the constant C, from Case
IT we get C" = C a(0/2).
By Case I and Case 11, we see that
kavizy (@, ) = ka\(zi3(,m) + ke 203 (m, y)
< max{r/log3, Ca(0/2)} lje\ (23 (7, m) + jor(zay (M, )]
< Cjo\fay (2, Y)

where C" = 6 max{m/log3,C a(0/2)}. Note that the last inequality follows by similar rea-
soning as in Case I and by the Bernoulli inequality (Z.0l).
Inductively, we notice that uniformity constant for G’ is

6™a(0/2)™ ' max{r/log3,Ca(f/2)} = 6"a(h/2)™C
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where a(0) is defined as in Lemma 2] for 6 € (0,1). O

Theorem 4.8. Let § € (0,1) be fizred. Assume that G & R" is py-uniform and zy € G. If
E C B™(z9,0d(z0,0G)/5) is a non-empty closed set such that R™ \ E is pq-uniform, then
G\ E is p-uniform for ¢ depending on o1 and ps.

Proof. In this proof we denote by d;, d» and d3 the Euclidean distances to the boundary of
G, G\ E and R" \ E respectively. Let § € (0,1) and z,y € G\ E be arbitrary. We subdivide
the proof into several cases.

Case A: x,y € G\ B"(z0,001(20)/4).

Denote G’ as in Lemma, but with &« = 1/5. Then ;-uniformity of G gives

kG\E(x>y) < kf(;/(l',y)

a(1/57 9/4)]{50(25', y)

a(1/5,0/4)p1(|x — y|/ min{61(x), 61(y)})

a(1/5,0/4)p1(|lx — y|/ min{dz(x), 62(y)}) ,

where the first inequality holds by the monotonicity property, second inequality follows by
Lemma and last follows trivially.

Case B: x,y € B"(z9,061(20)/2) \ E.

If v,y € B"(20,001(20)/4) \ E, then the quasihyperbolic geodesic J := Ja glz,y| may
entirely lie in B" (2, 06,(20)/3) or may intersect the sphere S™ (2, #5,(29)/3). This means
that the shape of J will depend on the shape of E. So, we divide the case into two parts.

Case B1: J N S" Y(z,001(2)/3) = 0.

Note that for all z € J, the closest boundary points to z are in E, and thus, J is also the
quasihyperbolic geodesic Jgm\ (gy[2,y]. Since R™ \ E is y,-uniform we have

(4.9) kave(z,y) = kame(2,y) < @l — yl/ min{da(z), d2(y)})

Case B2: J N S"Y(z,001(2)/3) # 0.
To get a conclusion like in (Z.9)) it is enough to show that

(4.10) kave(@,y) < Ckenp(2,y)

for some constant C' > 0.

Case B2a: x,y € B"(2,001(20)/4) \ E and kgn\g(z,y) > log 3.

Let @1 be the first intersection point of J with S™ (2, d;(20)/3) when we traverse along
J from z to y. Similarly, we define x5 when we traverse from y to x (see Figure ). In
a similar fashion, let us denote y; and y, the first intersection points of Jgm glz,y] with
S™ (29, 61(20)/3) along both the directions respectively. We observe that d5(2) = d3(2) for
all z € J[x, x|, where J[z,z1] denotes part of J from x to x;. Hence, along the geodesic J
we have

IAIA A

(411) ]{Zg\E(SL’, y) = ]{ZRn\E(LL’, S(Zl) + ]{Zg\E(SL’l, LL’Q) + ]{ZRn\E(LL’Q, y) .
Now, by the triangle inequality we see that
(4.12) krm\g(z,21) < kgpm\g(z, y1) + kre\e(y1, 71) -

By comparing the quasihyperbolic distance along the circular path joining vy, and z;, we
obtain

(413) kR”\E(ylazl) S 4.
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S" (2o, d/5) 5" Mz, d/4)

FIGURE 6. The geodesic J intersects S" 1(zp,d/3) at x; and 9, d = 05, (2).

On the other hand, we see that

, 8
(4.14) kgo\g(2,y1) 2 jre\e(2,91) > log -

because |z — yi| > 001(z0)/12 and d3(y1) < 7001(z0)/12. Combining (LI3) and (£I4), from

({I2) we obtain

47
kgn .
logg) R \E(%yl)

kRn\E(ZIT,[El) S (]_ +

Similarly we get

47
krm\g(22,y) < (1 + ] 8) kr\6(Y2, ) -
Og7

A similar argument as in (£I3]) and the last two inequalities together with (ZI1]) give

47
8
log =

kG\E(xa y) < 4 + (1 + ) kR”\E(‘Ta y) .

So, by the assumption in this case, the inequality ([AI0) follows from the last inequality with
the constant C' =1+ (47/log £) + (47 /log 3).

Case B2b: x,y € B"(20,001(20)/4) \ E and kgm p(z,y) < log 3.

The well-known inequality jre\g(2,y) < kre\g(2,y) reduces to

(4.15) R= %mm{ag(g;),ag(y)} > |z —y|.

Without loss of generality we assume that min{ds(x),d3(y)} = d3(x). Then there exists a
point zg € S"!(z,2R) N OF such that d3(x) = |z — x9| = 2R. For the proof of [{I0), we
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proceed as follows

kB"(x,2R) (ZIZ’, y)
2jB"(w,2R) (LU, y)

|z — 9 )
210 1+
s ( 53(x) — |7 — |

ﬂx—M)
2loo [ 1 +
& ( e

W—M)
4log [ 1+

g( 53(x)
4 {20} (2, Y)

4j]R"\E(x> y) )

where the second, third and fourth inequalities follow from [l Lemma 7.56], ({.15]) and (Z.0)
respectively. Hence we proved Case B when x,y € B™(zo,001(29)/4) \ E.

If 2 € B"(20,06,(2)/4) \ E and y € B"(2,061(20)/3) \ B" (20, 061(20)/4), by considering a
sphere S™"!(zy, 051 (20)r) with r € (1/4,1/3) we proceed like before.

If & € B™(2,061(20)/4)\ E and y € B™(2,051(20)/2)\ B (20, 061(2)/3), then the geodesic
Jeplr,y] will intersect S™~!(zy,001(20)/3). Let m be the first intersection point when we
traverse along the geodesic from x to y. Then along the geodesic we have

kave(z,y)

IA A

IN

I IA

IN

kae(x,y) = kae(z,m) + keg(m, y)

ke (2, m) +a(1/4,60/3)1(|lm — y[/ min{d2(m), 2(y)})

@2(|z — m|/ min{ds(x), 65(m)}) + a(1/4,0/3)¢1(|m — y|/ min{d2(m), 62(y) })
@2(4]z — y|/ min{da(x), 62(y)}) + a(1/4,0/3)¢1(10|z — y|/ min{d2(x), 62(y)}) ,

where the first and second inequalities follow by Case A and the assumption on E respectively.
Thus, we conclude that if z,y € B™(z,001(20)/2) \ E, then

kave(,y) < 2a(1/4,0/3)ps(|z — y|/ min{ds(x), 02(y)}) ,

with (1) = max{ga(100), 1 (10)}.
Case C: x € Bn(ZO, 951(20)/4) \ E and Yy < G \ Bn(ZO, 951(20)/2)
Let p € Ja\glz, y) N S™ (29, 001(20)/4). Then we see that

VANRVANRVAN

kae(z,y) = kee(z,p) + kae(p,v)
< 2a(1/4,0/3)ps(|lx — p|/ min{dz(z), 02(p) })
+a(1/5,0/4)1(lp — y|/ min{d2(p), d2(y) })
< 2a(1/4,0/3)ps(|lx — p|/ min{da (), d2(y)})
+a(1/5,0/4)e1(|p — y|/ min{da(z), 02(y)}) ,

where the first inequality holds by Case B and Case A, and last holds by a similar argument
as above (or as in the proof of Case 1] in Theorem [.T]). It is easy to see that

max{|z — p|, [p —y|} <3|z —y|.



ON THE STABILITY OF ¢-UNIFORM DOMAINS 17

In the same way, as in Theorem [4.1] the monotonicity property of ¢3 and ¢, gives

kove(e,y) < 4a(1/4,0/3) max{y(30]x — y|/ min{dy(x), 62(y)}),
p1(30]x — y|/ min{dy(x), 62(y) })}-

By combining all the above cases, a simple computation concludes that the domain G\ F is
p-uniform for (t) = 4a(1/4,0/3) max{p;(30t), p2(30t)}, where a(1/4,60/3) is obtained from
Lemma O

Corollary 4.16. Fiz 0 € (0,1). Assume that G & R" is po-uniform and (z;)", are non-
empty finite set of points in G such that §(z;) = min{d(z;)}*,. Denote

d .= rr;ém{|zz — z;|/2} and 6 := min{d(z),d} .
i#j

Ifall E;, i =1,2,...,m, are non-empty closed sets in B"(z;,00/5) such that R" \ ", E; is
o1-uniform for some ¢y, then the domain G\ ;- E; is @-uniform for some ¢.

Proof. As a consequence of Theorem the proof follows by induction. O

What we consider above are removing finite number of points or sets from a domain in a
class yields a domain in the same class. In the following, we would like to consider the case
of removing infinite number of points or sets from a domain, but in the geometric sequence.
We first introduce a lemma (see [I3] Theorem 2.23]) which is used latter in this section.

Lemma 4.17. Suppose that v is a c-uniform arc in D with end points a,b. Then

kp(a,b) < 7¢*log <1 + M)

As a consequence of [IT, Theorem 5.4], one can prove that

Theorem 4.18. Let {x;}72, be a sequence of points in B™(xq,r) satisfying: xy € [xo, Tr—1)
and |zo — x| = gezr. Denote E = {xo} U {xy}72, . Then there exists some constant ¢ such
that B"(xq,7) \ E is c-uniform.

We now provide a similar result in the case of ¢p-uniform domains.

Theorem 4.19. Suppose that D & R"™ is a @-uniform domain and xo € D. let xo € D, and
{zr}32, be a sequence of points in B"(xo,0p(xg)) satisfying: xy € o, Tx—1) and |xg — zg| =
se30p(x0). Denote E = {xo} U{xy}32,. Then D\ E is t-uniform with ¢ depending on .

Proof. We note that E C B" (o, £0p(x9)). Let z,y € D\ E be arbitrary. We subdivide the
proof into several cases.

Case I: x,y € B"(x9, 20p(z0)) \ E.

By Theorem we know that B™(xo, $0p (7)) \ E is c-uniform with some constant c.
Then we can join z,y by a uniform arc v in B"(xq, 36p(20)) \ E, hence ~ is uniform in D\ E
also. Lemma .17 shows that D \ E is po-uniform with ¢, (t) = clog(1l + ).

Case II: v,y € D\ B™(z0, 25p(20)).

4
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Since D is p-uniform, using Lemma we get

1

kpe(e,y) < a(3) ko(e,y)

< a (%) (p<min{(|sz (;)?{LSD(y}>

IN

1 |z — |
al - . :
<4>(p<mm{5p\}3($)>5D\E(y)})
This gives that

v — |
]fD\E(Iuy) < (p2<min{5D\E($)’5D\E(y)})

with @(t) = a(3)e(t).
Case III: x € B™(g, 30p(w0)) \ E, y € D\ B"(x9, 30p(20))-
Let w € S™ (20, 20p(20)). Then we have

1
dp\e(w) > Z5D(Io) > dp\e(z),

and
max{ |z — wl, |y —w|} < 5|z —y|.
Hence
kD\E(I, y) < k‘D\E(I, w) + kD\E(U%?/)
|z — wl ly — w|
< - + -
= ¥ (mln{(SD\E(ZL'), 5D\E(w)}) s (mln{éD\E(y)a 5D\E(w)})
5|z — y 5|z — y
< 2max - ) :
- {901 (mm{éD\E(z), 5D\E(y)}) 72 (HHH{(SD\E(I'), 5D\E(y)})}
|z — y
<
- Spg(min{st\E(ﬂf% 5D\E(y)}>’
where p3(t) = 2max{y(5t), p2(5t)}. Hence we complete the proof with ¢ = 3. O

Although the following is a consequence of [I1, Theorem 5.4], it follows directly from
Theorems and [L.T9

Corollary 4.20. Suppose that D C R"™ is a c-uniform domain and o € D. Then D\ E is
cy-uniform with ¢y depending on c, where E is defined as in Theorem [{.19

Theorem 4.21. Let {x;}32, be a sequence of points in B"(xq,r) satisfying x; € [xo, x;_1) and
|xg — 24| = 21%7". Assume that B;, 1 = 1,2, ..., are disjoint balls with centers x; and radii r;.
For ¢ € (0,1), let E; C B"(x;,cr;) be the closed sets whose complements with respect to R™
are p-uniform and satisfy x; € E;. Denote F' = UE; U{xy}. Then B"(xq,7)\ F is {-uniform
with ¢ depending on .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that xg = 0,7 =1 and ¢ = i.

Let G = B"\ F, and z,y € G be arbitrary. We prove the theorem by considering three
cases.

Case A: v,y € G\ B ().
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By the choice of F, we have F' C B"(<). Then G\ En(—) is a c-uniform domain with
some constant c. Hence we can join z and y by an arc 7 in G \B (<) such that 7 is a uniform
arc in G. By Lemma ELI7, we see that for every z,y € G\ B (< ),

|z —y
ka(z,y) < ¢ (min{&;(x)a 5G(y)}>

with o1 (t) = clog(1 + t).
Case B: x yeB"( )\ F.
If lv —y| <3 mln{ég( ),0c(y)}, then

|dw] 2|z —y
o) < [ S S T ST

If |z —y| > s min{da(2), 6c(y)}, then we assume that |z| < |y|, and we divide the discussion
of the proof into three subcases.

Case B1: x,y ¢ U2 B"(x;, 577).

In this case, there exist some non-negative integers s and ¢ With s > t such that z €
B"(3%) \ B"(32%) and y € B"(325) \ B"(zt”) If |v — y| < 52, then we have s =t or
s =t + 1. By corollary we get G = [B"(557) \ B" (555)] \ F' is go-uniform, where ¢
depends on . Hence

|z —y| it’]
kao(x,y) < kg, (x,y) < SOO(Inin{éGl(x),éGl(y)}) < SOO(min{csc(:E),(SG(y)}),

the last equality holds because d¢, (w) > d¢(w) for every w € B"(325) \ B"(32)-

In the following, we consider the case |z —y| > ?% Let T, T, be 2-dimensional subspaces
determined by x and [0,z4], y and [0, x,], respectively. Let [ denote the line determined
by 0 and x1, then 0 divides [ into two rays: [; and [, with x; € [,. Denote the points of
intersection of Iy with 7,, N.S"~!(|z|) and with T,, N S"~*(|y|) by p, and p,, respectively. Then
x and p, determine a shorter arc (or semicircle) in circle 7, N S™(|z|) which is denoted by
«, similarly, y and p, determine a shorter arc (or semicircle) in circle 7, N .S"(|y|) denoted
by 8. Let v = a U [py,p,] U S (see Figure [7), and let m, n be positive integers such that
da(x) = Orm\E,, (%), 06(y) = Orm\g, (y) and denote Gy = R™\ (£, U E,).

We now prove

1
(4.22) da(w) > 5 min{dg, (z),0c,(y)} for every w € 7.

Let p be a positive integer such that dg(w) = dgn\ g, (w). Then for all w € o we have

1 1 1 1
da(w) = Slw = x| 2 Slon — 2] 2 S0a(x) = 506, (2).

Similarly, for all w € 3, dg(w)
If w € [ps, pyl, then we get o (w

v

Z a(pe) Z 106, (x). The proof of ([@22) follows.
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FIGURE 7. Picture for Case B1: The radii of the circles are 3/2573 3/25%2
3/2173 and 3/2'*2 respectively, and the small balls contained in the rings are
balls centered at x; and with radii r;/4. We note that the removed sets Els are

contained in such balls.

By ([@22) and Corollary .16l we get

ka(z,y) < <2 :
o(:9) + 0 (w) - min{da, (), éc, (v) }
< 22w +1) 2~y <2°(2m +1) <ekG2(’”’y) - 1)

min{de, (), 6c,(y)}
< (21 + 1)(eH1 - 1) = 2%(27 + 1)(eH2 - 1),

with H; = ¢ (min T 59‘;(;)@/,‘6@2 (y)}> and Hy = g (W), which shows that the theorem

in this subcase holds with ¢(t) = 2°(2r + 1) (69”0(” — 1) =: 9(t).

Case B2: There exists some positive integer p such that z,y € B"(x,, %rp) \ E,.
Let G5 = B"(xy, 1) \ Ep. Then by Theorem .8 we know that Gj is gp-uniform. Hence

|2 —y| Sz —y|
ko (@, y) < kay(z.y) < SOO(min{éG:;(x) A 5(;3(y)}> = S00<3 min{dg(x), 5G(y)}>.

Case B3: There exists some positive integer p such that z € B"(z,,ir,) \ E, and
y € [B"\ B"(xy, %xpﬂ \ FL
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Choose w € 5" !(z,, +r,) such that dg(w) > dg (). Then

|z —w| <7, <8z —y|
and
ly—w| <o —w|+ |-yl <z -yl
Hence, Case B1 and Case B2 together yield
kG(x7y> < kG(wi) +kG(wvy)

2~ ul ht]
= %(min{cSG(:E),cSG(w)}) " ﬁ(min{dG(y),dg(w)Q
< po( e 0] o~y

min{oc(2), 5g(y)}) My my 50(:6)})
8|z — y| 9z — y|
S 2max {‘PO (min{ég(x),%g(y)}) ’ ﬁ(min{(k(y),%g(z)}) }

which shows that in this subcase the theorem holds with
P(t) = 2max{po(8t), (9t)} =: p3(t) .

Case C: x € B"\ B"(3), y € B"(<) \ F.
Choose w € S"~!(1) such that d(;( ) > dg(y). Then

max{|r — wl, |y —w|} < 9|z —yl,

which shows

ka(z,y) < ko, w) + ka(w,y)
|:)3—w| lw —y|

¢3(min{50( ), 0 ) * @2<m1n{5g w)})

IN

i) )

o) )

|z —y]
- ‘P4<mm{5(,~(y)?j5g(g;)}>’

where 4(t) = 2 max{py(9%), ¢2(90)}.
We verified all the cases and our conclusion holds with ¥ = ¢,.

We now extend Theorem [4.2]] to arbitrary domains.
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Theorem 4.23. Suppose that D C R" is a @-uniform domain and xo € D. Let {x;}2, be a
sequence of points in B™(xo, dp(x0)) satisfying x; € [z, ;1) and |z — x;| = 5350p(wo). Let
B;’s be disjoint balls with centers x; and radii r; and for ¢ € (0,1), let E; C B™(x;,cr;) be the
closed sets whose complements with respect to R™ are y-uniform and satisfy x; € E;. Denote

F =UE; U{xy}. Then D\ F is @3-uniform with ps depending on ¢ and 1).

Proof. We note that F© C B"(zg, 26p(x0)). Let z,y € D\ F be arbitrary. We prove the

theorem by considering three cases.
Case I: x,y € B"(x, 30p(9)) \ F.
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By Theorem [.2T] we know that Dy = B"(x, %5,3(1'0)) \ Fis pi-uniform with ¢; depending
only on ¢ and . Then

kD\F(xa y) < le (Zlf, y)

|z —y
< (’Dl(min{(SDl(x)%Dl (y)}>

= 801< 2~y )
min{dp\r (), op\r(y)}
Case II: x,y € Dy = D\ B"(x¢, 10p(0)).
1

Since D is -uniform, using Lemma with o = 7 and 6 =

3

7 we get

kD\F(xv y) < kD2 (LU, y)

oot

IN

a(%, %)%min{df(;)ﬂp(y)})

13 |z — |
< al-,- - .
- <4 4)¢<m1n{5D\F(x),5D\F(y)}>
This gives that

|z — y|
kp\r(2,y) < 902(min{5D\F(x),5D\F(y)})

with ¢a(t) = a(g, 1e(t).
Case III: x € B™(xo, 30p(w0)) \ F, y € D\ B"(x0, 30p(20))-
Let w € S™ (20, $0p(20)). Then we have

1
dp\r(w) > 15D(Io) > op\r(),

and
max{|z — w|, [y — w[} < 5|z —yl.
Hence
Epvr(z,y) < kp\p(z,w) + kp\p(w, y)
|z — w]
<
- gol(min{ép\p(ll’),st\F(w)})
5|z — y Slz — y
< 2max - 3 :
- {%(mm{éD\F(x),5D\F(y)}) (p2<m1n{5D\F(x)>5D\E(y)}>}
[z — vl
< )
- (p3<min{5D\E(x)adD\E(y)}>
where ¢3(t) = 2max{p;(5t), p2(5t)}. Hence we complete the proof of the theorem. O
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