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A note on the relationship between quasi-symmetric mappings

and (I)-uniform domains
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2. An example

Example 2.1. Let G = {z =z +iy e C: 0 < y < 1} (see Fig. 1). Then

(1) G is w-uniform with @(i) = f:
(2) the identity mapping id: (G, jo) — (G, kg) is not mp-quasi-symmetric for any homeomorphism
[0,00) — [0, oc).

Proof. The proof of the assertion (1) in the example easily follows from [9, Remarks 2.19(2)] or [8, Re-
mark 6.17]. In the following, we prove the assertion (2). We shall show this assertion by contradiction.
Suppose the identity mapping id: (G, jo) — (G, k) is n-quasi-symmetric for some homeomorphism #:
[0,00) = [0,00). It follows that for all a, z and b in G,
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