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C1*-SUBELLIPTIC REGULARITY ON SU(3) AND
COMPACT, SEMI-SIMPLE LIE GROUPS

ANDRAS DOMOKOS AND JUAN J. MANFREDI

ABSTRACT. Let the vector fields X1, ..., X¢ form an orthonormal basis of
‘H, the orthogonal complement of a Cartan subalgebra (of dimension 2)
in SU(3). We prove that weak solutions u to the degenerate subelliptic
p-Laplacian
6
Agpu(e) = X7 (I’ Xiu) =0,
i=1
have Holder continuous horizontal derivatives Viyu = (Xiu,..., Xeu)
for p > 2.
We also prove that a similar result holds for all compact connected
semisimple Lie groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a set of m vector fields X;,Xo,...,X,,, in a domain Q@ C RV,
where m < N, the horizontal gradient of a function u: 2+ R is the vector
field
For p > 1 the horizontal Sobolev space W;[p (€2) consists of functions u for
which we have

el 0y = (/Q (| V()P + yu(x)\p)dx>1/p .

Here we have used

m 1/2
V| = (Z(Xiuf) :

i=1
As usual, we define Wi%(Q) as the closure in the W;t’p (©)-norm of the the

smooth functions with compact support. Given a function F' € W;ip (Q),
consider the variational problem

inf / V()P da. (1.1)
@ Jo
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When p > 1 there exists a minimizer, that it is also unique when the
vector fields satisfty the Hormander condition

rank Lie span{ Xy, Xo,..., X, }(z) = N for all x € Q, (1.2)

which we assume from now on. Minimizers of (1.1) are weak solutions of
the subelliptic or horizontal p-Laplacian

m
Agpu(z) = X7 ([VuP 2 Xu) =0, (1.3)
i=1
where X is the adjoint of X; with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Note
that in the linear case p = 2 we get

Ay pu(x) = Z X! Xu(z).
i=1

If the dimension of the Lie algebra generated by X7, Xs,...,X,, at each
point z is N (Hérmander’s condition (1.2)), then it is well-known that the
operator Ay o is hypoelliptic [Hor67]. In fact, Hérmander proved several
estimates in L2-fractional Sobolev spaces. These estimates were extended
to more general LP-fractional Sobolev and Besov space by Rothschild and
Stein [RS76].

In the quasilinear case p # 2, when the non-degeneracy and boundedness
condition for the horizontal gradient

1
0< i < |Wyul(x) < M, for a. e. z € Q. (1.4)

is satisfied, Capogna [Cap97, Cap99] proved that solutions to (1.3) are C*°-
smooth for the Heisenberg group, and Carnot groups, respectively. The case
of general semi-simple Lie groups follows from work done by us in [DM09]
for special classes of vector fields.

The situation is more complicated when we only assume the non-degeneracy
condition for the horizontal gradient

1
0< i < |Wyul(x), for a. e. x € Q. (1.5)

In this case the key step is to show first the boundedness of the horizontal
gradient. In the case of the Heisenberg group this is due to Zhong [Zhol7],
who extended the Hilbert-Haar theory to the Heisenberg group. Assuming
(1.5), Ricciotti [Ricl5] proved C*°-smoothness of p-harmonic functions in
the Heisenberg group for 1 < p < co. This result was extended to general
contact structures by using Riemannian approximations in [CCDO18], which
is the method we will extend below.

When condition (1.5) is not assumed, we can only expect C':®-regularity
as in the Euclidean case. For the Heisenberg group this is indeed the case.
See [Ric18] for the case p > 4, [Zhol7] for p > 2, and [MZ17] for 1 < p < occ.

The case of general contact structures is considered in [CCDO18], where
the C1®regularity of p-harmonic functions is obtained for p > 2.
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In this paper, we consider first the group SU(3) and second, all compact,
connected, semi-simple Lie groups, and prove that if « is a solution of (1.3)
and p > 2, then Vyu is Holder continuous. As we shall explain below,
the dimension of the space of non-horizontal vectors fields, which turns out
to be the dimension of the maximal torus, may be greater than 1; thus, it
cannot support a contact structure since the dimension of the non-horizontal
subspace is greater than or equal to two.

We extend the Riemannian approximation method of [CC16] to SU(3)
(and general semisimple compact Lie groups) to get boundedness of the
gradient, and build on the work of [MMO7],[DM09], [MZGZ09], [Zhol7],
and [CCDO18] to extend the regularity proof to our case. Note that, as
in the case if the previous contributions mentioned above, we don’t have a
nilpotent structure, so when we differentiate the equation we need to account
for all commutators by relying on the root structure of the Lie algebra.

Given the technical character of the regularity proofs, we present first
the proof for SU(3) in full detail, and later indicate the minor modifications
needed in the general case.

2. STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS FOR SU(3)

The special unitary group of 3 x 3 complex matrices is defined by
SUB)={g € GL(3,C) : g-¢g" =1, detg=1},
and its Lie algebra by
su(3) ={X €¢l(3,C) : X+ X" =0, trace X =0}.
The inner product is defined by a multiple of the Killing form
(X,Y) = —%trace(XY).

We consider the two-dimensional maximal torus

e 0 0
T = 0 elaz 0 D ay, as,a3 €R, ay+as+az3=0
0 0 e

and its Lie algebra

z'al 0 0
T = 0 das O | :a,a2,a3€R, a1 +ax+az3=0,,
0 0 iag

which is our choice for the Cartan subalgebra. The following are the Gell-
Mann matrices, which form an orthonormal basis of su(3):
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—i 0 0 7 0 0
T'h=10 ¢ 0}, o =10 \7—% 01,
2
0 0 0 0 0 75
0O 1 0 0 2 O
Xi=|-10 0, Xo=1¢ 0 0],
0O 0 O 0 0 O
0O 0 O 0 0 0
X3 - O O 1 ) X4 - O 0 _Z )
0 -1 0 0 — 0
0 0 1 0 0 =2
X5 = o 0 01, Xe=10 0 0
-1 0 0 1 0 0

For the method of Riemannian approximation, described in Section 3, the
following two vector fields provide simpler calculations than 77 and T5. As
it is described in Section §5, these are two of the positive roots.

—2 0 0 00 0
Xe=—[X1,Xo]=| 0 2i 0f, Xs=—[X3,X4]=1[0 20 0
0 0 0 0 0 —2i

We list all the commutators of the vector fields X7, ..., Xg in the next
table.
In case of SU(3) the orthonormal basis for the horizontal subspace H is

By = {X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6} .

The commutation properties in Table 2.1 show that, by identifying G with
the Lie algebra of left-invariant vector fields, By satisfies the Hormander
condition and generates the horizontal distribution of a sub-Riemannian
manifold.

Recall that the curve v : [0,7] — G is subunitary associated to By if 7 is
an absolutely continuous function, such that for all i € {1,...,6} there exists
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TABLE 2.1. Commutators in SU(3)

X1 X5 X3 Xa X5 X6 X7 Xs
X1 0 — X7 X5 | —Xs —X3 Xa 4X, 2X>
Xo X7 0 X6 Xs —X4 —X3 —4X: | —2X,
X3 || —Xs5 | — X6 0 —Xs X1 Xo 2X4 4X4
Xa Xe | X5 | Xg 0 Xa -Xi —2X3 | —4X3
X5 X3 Xy | X1 | —Xo 0 Xs— X7 | 2X¢ | —2X5
Xe || —Xa X3 | —Xo X1 | X7 —Xs 0 —2X5 | 2Xs
X7 || —4X2 | 4X1 | —2X4 | 2X3 —2X5s 2X5 0 0
Xg || —2X2 | 2X1 | —4X4 | 4X3 2 X6 —2X5 0 0

a; € L*®[0,T] with the properties
6

6
V() =Y ) Xi(v(1), Y ai(t) <1, ae t€0,T].
i=1

i=1
The control distance (Carnot-Carathéodory distance) with respect to By is
defined by
d(z,y) = inf{T > 0 : there exists v : [0,7] — G, a subunitary curve
for By, connecting x and y}. (2.1)
We use B, for the Carnot-Carathéodory balls of radius r generated by d.

Let us fix a bi-invariant Haar-measure and note that for left-invariant
vector fields we always have X* = —X;. Consider a domain 2 C SU(3), and
the following quasilinear subelliptic equation:

6
> X (ai(Vu) =0, inQ, (2.2)

i=1

where for some 0 < § < 1,p >1,0 <[ < L, and for all ,6 € RS the
following properties hold:

6 . p=2
> e € mny = 15+ 1) 7 Il (23)
ij=1
] % |8 e
> |G| <n(s+1ep) ™ . (2.0
ij=1

() < LG+ . (2.5)
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The quintessential representative example for the functions a; is given by

ai(€) = (6+1¢)"7 &.

A function u € W;”l’oc(Q) is a weak solution of (2.2) if

6
3 /Q ai(Vyu(z)) Xip(z)dz = 0, for all 6 € C2(Q).  (2.6)
i=1

We list our main results:

Theorem 2.1. Let p > 1 and u € W;{’Z{OC(Q) be a weak solution of (2.2).
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on p,l, L, such that for
any Carnot-Carathéodory ball B, CC ) we have

1
sup |Wu| < ¢ (][ (0+ ]VHulz)gdaz> " (2.7)
BT/Z By

Theorem 2.2. Letp > 2 and u € W;l’IfOC(Q) be a weak solution of (2.2).
Then Vyu € C2 ().

loc
3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Consider an arbitrary, but fixed 0 < ¢ < 1. Define the following vector
fields:
e For i € {1,...,6} define X; = X,.
e For i € {7,8} define X7 = cXj.
Regarding the behavior as € — 0, we have three types of commutators:

1 1 1
XF,X5) =~ X5, X5, X5) = —— X5, (X5, X) = <(Xg - X5)
[XZ, X5 = —4e X5, .., [XE, X5 = —2eX5, .., [XE, X5] = —2¢X5,... (31)
[XT, X5] = XE, [X{,X]]=-X§,..., [X5,X5] =XG, ...
We will use the following notations:
o V= (X77X8)7 Vi = (X17 "'7X6)'
o Vi = (X5,X3), Ve = (X7,..., X5, X5, X3).
e w. =0+ ‘VEUEP.
We can always extend the vector function (as,...,ag) to (ai,...,as) in such
a way that we keep the properties (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5). Consider the
quasilinear elliptic PDE, which will serve as a Riemannian approximation
of (2.2):
8
> Xf(ai(VFu)) =0, in Q. (3.2)
i=1
Remark 3.1. If 6 > 0 and € > 0, the weak solutions of the non-degenerate

quasilinear elliptic equation (3.2) are smooth in Q by classical regularity
theory. See for example [LUGS].
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The series of lemmas that follow contain generalizations of the Cacciopoli-
type inequalities that were developed and gradually refined in the case of
Heisenberg group in [MMO07, MZGZ09, Zhol7, Ricl5, CCDO18|.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 <0 <1, >0 and n € C§°(Q) be such that 0 <n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on p, | and L such that
for any solution u. € C*(2) of (3.2) we have

p—2
/Qn%az Veu, P |V VEw, 2 da

—2

p—2
§c/|VE77|2w€2 \VEue |2+ da
Q

ya
+C€2(5+1)2/772w§ \VEu.* de. (3.3)
Q

Proof. In order to accommodate all the terms, we will simplify the writing
of (3.2):

> Xi(ai) =0, (3.4)
By differentiating (3.4) with reszpect to X7 and switching X7 and X} we get
D XF(X5(a;) = 4eX5(a1) — 42 X5 (ap) + 26 X5 (a3) — 26 X5 (aa)
Z + 2eX§(as) — 2e X% (ag).

Using the notation a;; = g—g;, for any ¢ € C§°(2) we get
Z/ aij X7 Xju. X7 pdv = 45/ a1 X5 ¢dx 4+ similar terms.
ij 9 @
Another switch between X7 and X7 leads to
ij 9
= 46/ a1 X5¢dzr + similar terms
Q
+ 4e Z / a;1 X5u: X; ¢ dr + similar terms. (3.5)
—Ja
(3

Let us use ¢ = n? |VEu.[*’ XZu, in (3.5). Then,
Xza(b = 277Xi677 ’V7E-u€’26 X?“E
+ 17 B[ Vrue 72 X7 (| Vue]*) X5 ue
+ 0| VFue | X5 Xz

and hence
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Z/ aij X5 Xzue 2nX5n \VEu|*? Xsu, dz
ij 7
+ Z/ aij X5 X7u. n? BIVEu | P72 X5 (|VEu. ) XEu, da
— o
Z7-7
+ / a1 X Xu, 1 [Veue 2 X Xu, da
— Ja
Z7-7
= 4&?/ a1 20 X5n |VEue | Xsu, dx
Q
+ 45/ a1 1P BIVEu 252 X5 (|VEu, 2) X5u, da
Q
+ 45/ a1 n* |VEue| P X5 XEu. dx + ...
Q

+4€Z/ an X5ue 20 X5 | Viiu: > Xeu. dx
~ Jo
KA
"‘452/9%'1 X5uz1” ‘V%ua‘2ﬁ_2 XE(IVEue?) X5, da
i

14y / ain X5u | VEu. 2P XE Xeu, do + ...
. Q
KA

(3.6)

As we already did in (3.6), in the following estimates we will list one member
of each group of terms requiring certain type of inequalities and signal the
presence of similar terms by “...”. By writing an identical equation for Xg
and adding it to (3.6), we get nine representative terms:

(L1) + (L2) + (L3)
= (Rq1) + (R12) + (R13) + ...
+ (Ra1) + (Ra2) + (R23) + ...

We estimate each term.

-2

p—z

() 21 [ 7™ [Gu [9°Vuefda.

Q

1 _

(1) = 532 | o0 X5VFul?) o B V0P X () do

i7j

BU [ 5 222 98 9 Ge/ime. (22
e e (R T

p=2
(L1) < c/ﬂwe2 IVEVEue| 20 | Vo | VEu 2P da
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l p=2
< — | pPwe? |VEu PP |VEVE | da
100 /g,

+c/ yvenP ]VTu 125+2 dy

(Rll) R21 2 n ’ven‘ ‘Veu ‘254-1 dx

\

<e / Ve wl® (Vw2 d
+ 662/ 7 wgg \VEu, |* da
Q
(Ri2) + (Ra3) + (Ra2) + (Ra3)

< ce(ﬁ+1)/ we 2 P |VEu*P |VEVEu, | da
Q
l

< 100 /., e wg |V7u€|25 \VEVEue|* do
P
+ce?(B + 1)2/ n? we |V |* do
9)
By combining all these estimates we get (3.3). O

Remark 3.2. If in Lemma (3.1) we change 1 to °7? we get the following
estimate:

/ ”wﬂ \VTu 127 | VEVEue | da
Q
p—2
(B + 12|02 / 22 15 [ 22 g
Q
P
+ce?(B+1)° / P o2 (Ve P de. (3.7)
Q

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < d <1, >0 and n € C5(2) be such that 0 <n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on G, p, I and L such
that for any solution u. € C*(Q) of (3.2) we have

p=2
/n%g P \vEvEu ? da
9)
c(B+1)* /77 we? \V7u5]2dm

P
L e(B 1) / (0 + [V + 0V wE T de. (3.8)
Q
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Proof. Let’s differentiate equation (3.4) with respect to X{ and switch X7
and X7. In this way we get

1
Z X7 (XTa;) = —Xsag — 4eX5a7 — XEag + similar terms.
, €
(3
The weak form of this equation looks like

ij 78

1
= —/@X?qbdm - 4€/a7X§¢dx - /a3X§¢d:E + ... (3.9
€ Ja Q Q

After switching X5 and Xf in (3.9) we get

— Ja
27-]
1
:g/a2X$¢dx—4E/a7X§¢da;—/angqﬁda:—i-...
Q Q

Q

1
23 [ X Xeodo 1Y [ e Xgue Xeoda
AL L

—Z/ainguequﬁda:—k...
. JQ
(3.10)

Let us use ¢ = n?w? X{ue in (3.10).
Z/ aij X5 X ue n? Wl XEX5u, dr
ij e
3 [ o0y X5 X 5 X (V) X o
— JQ
Z?]

+§ /ainiju€2annw?Xfu€d:n+...
— JQ
7’7]

1
:—/a2772w?X$Xfu€d:E
€ Ja

1
+g/agnzﬂweﬁ_lX?(\Veuelz)Xfugda:
Q
1
+—/a22nX$nw?Xfuada:+...
€ Ja

—45/ arn? WP X5X5u, dx
Q
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—4&?/ arn? Bwl = X5(|Veu*) X5u, dx
Q
—45/&7277X§17w?Xfu5d:17+...
Q
—/a3n2w?X§Xfu5dx
Q
= [ aa? Bt XE(VEuf?) X do
Q
—/a32nX§nw?Xfu€da:+...
Q
1 2
—l-gg:/ﬂaigX?ugn w? X5 X5u, dx
1
#230 [ aa Xguo? 5 XV uef?) Xfu. do
9 P Q
1
—|——Z/ai2X$u€277anw?Xfu€d:E+...
3 p Q
—452/ air Xsuen? w? X: X5u, d
—~ Ja
(2
—452/ai7X§u€n26wf_1Xf(\VauEP)Xfuada:
~ Ja
7
—452/ai7X§u€277Xf77w?Xfu€d:E+...
~ Ja
7
— Z/ a;3 X:ue n? wf X X{ue dx
— Ja
—Z/ai3X§u€n2 ﬁw?_l Xf(|VEu€|2)Xfu€dx
~ /o
(2
—Z/ ai3X§u52annwafuada:+....
—~ Ja
(2

Repeat the above calculations for X3, ..., X§ and add all equations. In this
way we get an equation in the following format

6
L(1.1)+L(1.2) + L(1.3) = Y "R(i.1) + R(.2) + R(i.3) + ..

i=1
We estimate each term.

L(1.1) = Z /Q aij X Xgue n? Wl X5 Xu, dx
1,5,k
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p=2
zl/n2w52 +B\V€V‘Eu5]2daz.
Q

L(12) = Z/Qaij X5 Xjue Xpuen® Buwl ™ X5 (|Vou[*) da
2 k
SIS [ o KA X e
]

> 5 [ ) o

IL(1.3)] < c/ W |VEVEu Vo] T E d
0) < e | n V| we &z
Q

772 R |V€V€u€|2 dx
Q

D
c/ |Ven|? w§+ﬁ dx .
Q

<
— 100

1
R(1.1) = e/Qagn w? XEXSu, dx + ...

1
= E/a277 w? (XEXEu, — 4eX5u.) dx + ...
Q

:—é/QXf(aQUQw?)X$u€d:E—I—4/Qa277 w? XSu dx + ...
:—Z/QaginXfu€772w§X7u€d:E—/Qag 277Xf77wa7u5dx
i
—/Qagn2ﬂwf_1 2(Veue, X7 Veu.) X7u. dx
+4/Qa277 w? XSu, dr +
§C/Qw;T2 |V€V€u€|n2wf|V7-u€|dx—|—c/ﬂwa n|Ven| w? [Vru.| dz
—i—c/chE n? Buwl~ lwa |VEVEue| [ Vrue| do

—i—c/w5 nw dx
Q

2 PP gepe, |2 2
n° we |VEVEU|* da + 2¢ 77 wa \Vfrual dx
Q

e —
Q

<
— 200
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l
+ — 772 T +B|V€V€u5|2d$+cﬁ2/n we? |V7—u5|2d:1:
200 Q
P
+c/ 7w 2th dx
Q
<o [ e Ve R da + o8 4 1)2 /n w0 P 1 2 da
Q

r
+c/(n2 + \Van\z)wngﬁ dx .
Q

For the next set of estimates we will use the following identity that comes
from the commutators’ Table 2.1:

(Vugs, X;Vue) = (Veue, VEX{u,), ifi =Tor 8.

1
R(1.2) = E/Qag 0 Bl XE(IVEu ) X§ue da + ...
1
6/6L277 Bwl =t 2(Vou., XEVEu) XSu. da + ...
Q
_1 asn? Bwl = 2(Veu,, VEXSu.) XEu, do +
- e Jo 217 € €9 7Ug 1 Ue

= %Z/a n wﬁ 1XeuaXsX?uEXluada:+
i
—%Z:/X5 (az ?wP™! Xfu. X§u.) Xsu. da + ...
e —Ja
= —252/9Xf(a2772wf_1 Xiue XTue) Xquedx + ...
= —252/9&2]- X; X5uen wﬁ ' Xfu. Xfu. Xque do + ...
—252/Qa2217Xf77wf_1XfueXfueXﬂLedx—I—...
i
_28(5 - I)Z/chg 2 WP X2 (Vo ?) Xoue XTu. Xou do+ .
i
—25Z/Qagnzw?_leXfueXfu€X7u5dx—I—...
i
—2ﬁZ/a2n wﬁ 1X€u€X€X1u5X7UEdZ'+
i

p—2
< / W' 19V (Ve | da
Q
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%+B €
+cB | e n Vel |Vrue| da
p—2
+ o8+ 1) / or® P VR o Ve da
Q

77 wgz +B\V€V5u5]2daz+cﬂ2/n w52 +B\V7-u5]2da;
Q

- 200
D
+c/ |V5n|2w§+ﬁdx—|—cﬁz/77 we? |VTu€|2 dx
Q
2 PP gepe, |2 2
+ﬁ N we \VEVEu > da + (B + 1)* /77 we? |V7—u€| dz
=100 J," 2w +B\V€V‘Eua!2dw

+c(f+1)* /77 we? |V7-u€|2d:17+c/ |Ven|? w 2+Bdm.

R(1.3)+R(2.3)+R(5.3) < c(z +1) / V| ws P d
R(2.1)+R(2.2)+R(3.1)+R(3.2)+R(5.1)+R(5.2)+R(6.1)+R(6.2)
<cle+1)(B+ 1)/ " w;%u_g |VEVEu. | dx

772w 7 +6|V€V€u€|2 dr +c(e + 1) (ﬁ+1)2/ n w§+ﬁ dx .
Q

<
— 100 Q

R(3.3)+R(6.3) < c/ W T Ve Wl da
Q

P
< c/ (772 + ]VEn\2)w§+ﬁ dx.
Q

p—2
R(4.1)4+R(4.2) < c(5+ 1) / i P | n? Ve da
Q

2

p=2
< — [ nPw? 7 \VEVEu |2 dx + (B + 1)2/ n wg ’VTUE’2 dx.
100 Q Q

R(4.3) < c/ wgi IVrue| n |[Ven| dz
Q

§c/ n we |V7-u€|2d:17+c/ (Ven|? wé LAY
Q

By adding the estimates from above we get (3.8) and this finished the proof
of Lemma 3.2. O
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Lemma 3.3. Let 0<d <1, B>1 and n € C(Q) be such that 0 <n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on p, | and L such that
for any solution u. € C*(Q) of (3.2) we have

p—

p—2
/ 772B+2 We 2 |V7€_u€|2ﬁ |V€V€’LL5|2 dr
Q

P
< (B + 1)1V |2m / 728 Wk [VEu 252 |VEVey, [2da
Q
(3.11)

Proof. Let us use ¢ = 02972 |VEu|*’ X{u. in (3.9). First, let us organize
the terms of X7 ¢ in the following way:

X5 = 1542 |VEu 28 XX Su, + 6o % 282 |, P Xu, + ..
— 467 67726+2 |V7€—u€|2ﬁ X5ue + ... — ;3 7725+2 |V7€—u€|25 Xiue + ...
+ 1P 8 95,2 XE((FFu.f?) X,
+ (28 + 20T Xin Vw1 Xfu. .

Therefore, equation (3.9) has the following form.
S g XEXGue 1P [Vl XX d
ij 78
1
+ - Z/ ag; X7X5ue 0?5+ \VEu.|?P Xeu, dx + ...
g P Q
— 1Y / arj X5 Xuz 542 [VEu |2 Xue d + .
i Q
Y / asj X5 Xoug 22 [VEu, 2 Xue di + .
j Q
+8) / aij X5 X5u 02 [V X5 (| Ve ) Xfu. da
— JO
7’7]
+28+1)3 / a1 X5 XSue 25+ X5 | VEue|? X, da
— JQ
7’7]

1
_ _E/ Xzan 2542 Vw8 Xoue da + ..
Q
b de / X5ar 2?2 Vw2 Xiu, do + ...
Q

+/X§a3n26+2\fouglzﬁXfuada:—F....
Q
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By repeating this for ¢ = 1,2,...,8 and adding the equations we get the
following terms:

i=1 i=1
Once more, let’s estimate each term.

(L1) = ZZ/ aij XX ue 0?2 | VEue | P X X ue dr
=

> z/ 242, vau 128 |VEVeu,|? d.
Q
(L2) = Z / azj X{X5ue "2 [Viue [’ XFue do + .
-2 / Xeag 1?52 Vw2 Xeu. d + ...
Q
1
- _2/ ag X5 (772 |Viu ¥ X5ue) doe + ..
Q
1
- _E/ az (26 + 2) 1?7+ Xin [Viue | Xiuc da + ..
Q

1 _
_E/ an P82 BVEu P2 X5 (V. |?) XSu, da + ..
Q

1
- / 0o PP Vw2 X XSu. da + ..
Q

< M/ n2ﬁ+1 \Vsn! ]Veu ’2ﬁ+1 dx
€ 0
+1
+ 7‘3(55 ) / P07 (G |V V. do
Q

! 2842 P50 e, 2642
< W/Qn we? | ViFug| dx

P
+o(B+ 1) / 02 w2 (Vo2 VEu. | da

l 28+4 28 2
V; VEVFu* d
20002 (5+1)2HV877H%00/” e Tue| " VU] da

+HE+ DTl [ Pk [V do.
Q
In the following we use (3.7), the inequalities
Vuel? < 22|VeVeu |, [l < 1,

and that without loss of generality we can assume ||[Ven||pe > 1.
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l
(Lo) < /7726+2 |VEu. |? |VEVE |2 da
200
D
+¢(B + 1) | VE]|3 0 €2 / n?P we |VEu |72 |VEVeu, |* da
Q
+ L/ 77213—1-2pr72 |V€u |2B+2 dx
2002 Jq < T
D
+c/ n?P T w2 |V |?P da
Q
FE+ VIl 2 [ 7k (G0 P2 [9°Veuf do
Q
l
< m/ n25+2 ’VTU ‘2B‘V€VEU ’2 dr
D
+ (B + DY Ve 2 62/ n?P w2 |Viu|?P~2 VeV | da.
Q

(L3) + (La) + (R2) + (R3)
Sc(a—i—l)/ 242,57 |VEu, P |VEVEu, | da
Q

l
< m/ n25+2 ’v’TUaPB ‘V€VEU€’2 dr

ya
+ele+ 1)2/ 0?12 w2 |VEu.|? da
Q

! 2B+2 28 |xveE,, |2
< —
_100/77 vau\ IVEVEu|? da

p
+ee?(e 4+ 1)2 / 0252 WF |VEu P2 Ve Ve, da,
Q

(Ls) < cf / W12, vaua\% 1]VEVEu€HV€VTuE]da;
! 2
< 5+4 \V/ 28 VEVE 2d
= 200c£2(B + 1)2||Ven||2 / 7 ‘ Fuel ™ [VEVFuel da
D
+ 3B+ 1Y |Ven| 2 / 0?0 w2 |VEu. |72 | VEVeu | da
Q

l O
< — A2 0.7 VPP t2 da
= 20022 /Q” =" Vil

D
+c/ 0Pt w2 |V |?P da
Q

P
LB+ DYVl e / 72wk [VEu 252 |9V da
Q
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l
< _/ 77254—2 |v7_u |25|V€v€u |2 dx
100 Jo
p
+ 662(,8 + 1)4HV€77H%00 / P w2 \Vfu5]26_2 \steuglz dx.
Q

(Le) < c(B+1) /Q P Ve wlT [V [VEVEL] de

l
< —/ 7725+2 |V7—u |25|V€V€u€|2da¢
100 Jq,

+CE2(ﬁ+1)2HVEnH2Lw/n ws \VTuE]w 2\V5V5u5]2daz.
Q

1
(1) = _gZ/ azj X5 X5u. n*? VEu [ XS do + ..
. Q
J
1
B _EZ/ agj X5 Xsue P12 |VEu [P Xfue do + ..
~ Ja
J

+ 4/ ag X5u,. n?o+2 \foua\w Xiusdx + ...
Q

P
gg / P (VR P |V V| da + ¢ / 72 w2 [Viu [ da
o Q

Following now the estimates from (Ls) we get that
l
(F1) < 1o [Pl [V VoVl da

b
e 1P e 2 [ 0P (GO (9
Q
We can finish now the proof by combining the above estimates. U

Using the fact that |Vru.|? < 2|VV®u.|?, we can adapt the proof of
Lemma 3.3 to the case § = 0, to obtain the following estimate.

Corollary 3.1. Let 0 < 0 < 1 and n € C§°(Q2) be such that 0 < n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on p, | and L such that
for any solution u. € C*>(Q) of (3.2) we have

/77 we? |V€V€u€|2dx
Q

D
¢ (14 |IVen| 2 + Hvﬂ;um)/ vk de. (3.12)
supp(n)
Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < d <1, B> 1 and n € C(Q) be such that 0 <n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on p, | and L such that
for any solution u. € C*>(Q) of (3.2) we have
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p—

p—2
/ 77wt Ve[ [ VEVEu P da
Q
p—2
< (B + 1) ven| . / Purt P |VeVeu e
Q
(3.13)

Proof. The case f =1 is included in Lemma (3.3).

In the case of > 1, in the right hand side of (3.11) we use Young’s inequality

with the constants p = % and g = .

p—2
/772B+2w€2 |V7a_u€|26 |Vavau€|2 dr
Q

b
<c? (B4 D)HVonli / 7’ wé |Vru |72 VeV P dx
Q
) B-1
p—2 3
< </ 7725+2w52 |VTEu€|2B |V€V5u€|2d:p>
Q

1

p—2 B

.<cﬁa2ﬁ (B+1)" ||voy|2 /n%g? +B[VEV€UE\2dx>
Q

Taking into consideration a division by €2, estimate (3.13) is now a simple
consequence of the above inequality. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof. We start with the first term on the right hand side of (3.8). By

Young’s inequality with exponents p = 5+ 1 and § = % and Lemma 3.4

we get that
p—2
B+ 1! [l P o
Q

2 51
p— 1
< C(ﬂ + 1)4 </ 7726+2 we 2 |V7-u€|26+2 d$>

Q

B
E+ﬁ B+1
. </ w2 " dx
supp”

1
B+1

p=2
<c(B+ 1)4 <2 / 772B+2 we 2 |VTUE|2B |vavau€|2 dﬂ?)
Q
B

P B+1
. </ w2 +h da:)
supp”

1
B+1

p—2
< e(B+1) (df(ﬂ R A e S d:c>
Q
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B
. (/ p+6 d:z:> o
suppn

1
2 p—2 B+1
<c (ﬂ+1) T Hvenu‘”l (/ n? we 2 +6\V€V€u5!2daz>
Q

B
B+B B+1
. (/ wg " dx
supp”

1

p=2
< 71 /n2w€2 +B|V5V€u€|2 dx
Q

B
B+1°

Hence, inequality (3.8) implies the following estimate:

P
e Hvanum/ W g
supp n

p—2
/n%g P \vEvEu ? da
Q
P
<c(B+1)V (1+||van||2Loo+||an||Lm)/ Wi dr. (3.14)

supp1)
Since for any integer 1 < i < 8 we have

Py B 2 4 2 P
(Xf <nwé+2>> <ovePuw™ +2(548) ntwd T vevELp,

it follows that

2+5

<@+ 0" (L IVl + I9las) [ oF

supp )

Similarly to (2.1), for any small £ > 0, consider subunitary curves associ-
ated to {X7,1 < i < 8}, the control distance d° and balls B:.
Notice that for all ¢ > 0 and z,y € SU(3) we have d°(z,y) < d(z,y), and
hence it follows that B, C BS. The homogeneous dimension ) = 10 pro-
vides a constant ¢ independent of & such that for volumes of balls of radius
0 < r <1 we have

er® <|B,| < |Bi|.

By [VSCC92, Theorem V.4.5, page 70], the Sobolev inequality holds for
K= % = % and a constant ¢, depending only on () and independent of ¢.
For a careful study of the independence of ¢ of ¢, see [CC16]. Therefore, for

0 < 5 <71 <rg <1 and appropriate cut-off function n we have
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E+B
< e(B+ 1)1 (14 |Vl + %l ) / WP da,

B
T2
The well-known Moser iteration leads to a constant independent of &, such
that for any weak solution u. of (3.2) in B, satisfying u. = u on OB we have

P
sup |Veu.| < ¢ ][ (6 + |Vou|?)2da | (3.15)
B, BF
Letting ¢ — 0 in (3.15), we obtain (2.7). O

4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

Based on the Lipschitz regularity from Theorem 2.1 and [DM09, Theorem
1.1] we have the following result:

Theorem 4.1. Letp > 2,0 >0 and u € W;’{’OC(Q) be a weak solution of
(2.2). Then u e C*(Q).

We can observe that the estimates from the Lemmas and Corollaries
from the previous section are homogeneous in €. Therefore, by dividing
with the corresponding power of ¢ and then letting ¢ — 0, we obtain
the following intrinsic Cacciopoli type inequalities for solutions of (2.2).
Similar inequalities were obtained in the case of the Heisenberg group in
[MMO07, MZGZ09, Ricl8, Zhol7]. We will use the notation w = & + |Vyul?.

Corollary 4.1. Let 0 < 0 < 1 and n € C§°(Q2) be such that 0 < n < 1.
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on p, | and L such that
for any solution uw € C*°(QQ) of (2.2) the following inequalities hold:

(1) If B > 0, then

o 0 Sl (S e < ¢ [ [Vl 0 (9 da
+ (B + 1)2/9772105 V| dz. (4.1)
(2) It B >0, then
/anwp22+5 |V Vil da < (B + 1)4/9772101,2%% \Vrul? de
oA+ 17 [ + [Vnl? ol ) wh 7 dn. (4.2
(3) It B > 1, then
/9772B+2WP22 Vrul? [V Vgl da

D _
< (B + 1) Ven][3ee /Q 02w [ru|? 2 [V, Vhyu 2

(4.3)
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(4) If B > 1, then

—2
/7725+2pr IVrul?? |V Vg u|? da
Q

s£w+wwmwﬁi/%w%ﬂﬂme%m
Q

(4.4)
(5) If B >0, then

/ 7 w8 |V Vi) da
Q

gcw+4ﬂzu+HWmmw+H%mmwy/ Wb dz. (4.5)
supp n

In case of § = 0 the key result in proving the Cb* regularity of weak
solutions of equation (2.2) is the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let § > 0, u € C*°(Q) be a solution of (2.2) and consider a
CC-ball Bs,, C ). For any q > 4 there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending
only on G, p,l, L,rg and q, such that for allk e R, |k| < M, 0 <7 <r <rg,
s € I we have

[ @+ 19aP) M- b o
As,k,r’
C 2 p—2 +\2
< Xsu —
< /A+ (6 + |Vul)"2 (Xou — k)*)? da

s,k,r
+e(6+ M) [AY, |0, (46)
where M = supp, \Vru| and AT, = {z € B, : X,u(z)—k > 0}.

Proof. We will present the proof for s = 1, the other cases are identical. Let
us denote v = (Xju — k)*. As in Section §3, let us differentiate equation
(2.2) with respect to X7, multiply it by a ¢ € C5°(€2) and integrate. In this
way we obtain

Z/ainleuXiqﬁda;:—/X7a2<;5da:—/a3X5¢dg;+___
ij 7% Q Q

+Z/ai2X7uXi¢dx—Z/ai3X5uX,-¢dx+... (47)
i /O i /e

Consider a cut-off function n € C§°(B,) such that n = 1 in B/, ||Vyn||p~ <
2 and || V||~ < ﬁ . After substituting the test function ¢ = n?v

r—r
in equation (4.7), we get the following terms:

Ll—l—Lg:R1+R2+...—|—R3—|—R4+...
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We will estimate each term. Note that X; X u(z) = Xjv(z) if v(x) # 0 and
we can assume |Ba,,| < 1.

Ly = Z/ Qjj XjX1U772 X;vdzx > l/ ?’]2pr72 ‘vH’l)’2dx.
— . 5.
[2¥)

Ly = Z/ a;j X; Xqu2n Xynvdr < c/ w's [Nl | Vyn| vde
— JB,

T

< — 7]211)% Vo2 dm+c/ V|2 W' v da.
100 /5,

T

Ry = — Xras 772vd:17 = —Z/ as; X7Xiu772vd:17
B, /B,

:—Z/ agiXiX7un2vda:+4/ CL21X2u7]21}d$+...

T

p—2 2 p—1
<c 77 w2 |WVrulvde+c¢ | n*w? vde

T

c/ 77w¥|VHVT’LL|’Ud:E+C/ n2w¥v2da¢+c/ n? wh da
B

+
r Alkr

p—2 9 Dp=2 9
<c| w2 [WYrulvdr +c [ w2 v dx
By

T

+ (8 + M%)2 AT, |

p=2 9 P2 o
<c| w2 [WYrulvdr +c [ w7 v de
B

T

+ (6 + M?)2 AT, |

1
Ry = 5/ as (n X5v + 210 Xsno) dx
B,

§c/ T |Vq.w|dx—|—c/ wp%n|Vq.m|vd:E

T

w
§ / wp22\VHfu]2da;+c/ n”?w? dr
+

1,k,r
2, P22 9
c Vun|“ w2 v*dx
Br

I _ _
n2w¥ \VHdea:—i-c/ \Vmﬂ%u% v? da
B, B,

<_
=100
+ o6+ M?)E AT, yl"
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R3 = Z/ azo Xqu (7]2Xw +2n X;nv)dz
i Q

<c

T

/w¥ |V7—u|772|Vq.Lv|dx+C/ w"T [Vrul [V v da
B

T

< — n2w¥ |Vyo|? dx + c/ \Wn\%u% v? da
100 B, By

+c/ 772pr72 |Vrul? de .
B,

The last term needs more attention. We will use the Holder inequality

and inequalities (4.4) and (4.5). All multipliers involving ¢ and ¢ will be
included in the general constant c.

—2
c/ Pw'z [Vrul?de
By

1—2
p=2 ! p=2 i
<c / w 2 dx / ntw 2 |Vrul|?dex
A;rkr Br

2
)(q 2) _
<+ 0 4 18 ([ S S G )
B

(p—2)(4—2) _2
<C(5+M2) T ‘Amr‘l

a=2 (] 2(]—4 8 q_2 ptqg—4 2 !
o (9) ™
2 To Bs

ESEIN

(p—2)(g—2) 2 —2
<e(6+ M) T AL, T / wt s
67,

B 0
g0
(p— 2)((1 2) 1_7
|A1kr| (5+M2) q
(5+M2) ’Alkrll_i'

—2

< (04 M?)

The estimate of Ry is similar to the estimate of Ry. In conclusion, at this
stage for a constant ¢y > 0, we have the following estimate

/ 7]211)% |Vyv|? do < co/ 7]211)% |V Vru| v dx
By By

+co/ (P + [Sen?) w2 o da + o (5 + M5 |Af, [
B
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It is left to estimate the term
—2
Ay = co/ Pw'z |[VVru|v da .
B,
By introducing the term

p—2

1
_ 2
nz( / (1 + [V 0T v de + / 2w’ \w%) |
B B

inequality (4.8) can be rewritten as

H2SA0+(00+1)/ (7 + [Vhen[?) 0T 02 da

too 6+ MY AT, [T, (49)

We will focus now on Ag. By Hélder’s inequality we obtain

1
_ 2 . 3
Ao < ¢ / 77210% dx </ 772pr2 |V Vru|? v dm)
At B,

1,k,7
_ 2
< co(6 + M?) T |Al,“,|2 (/ 77210% |VHVTu|2v2d:E>
B
For g > 0, we introduce the following terms:

Do = [ s (GGl (Sl o do,
By

Ag = / n?w? |V’ v? da .
By
Note that we have
1
Ap < co(6+ M?) T yAl,Myzrg. (4.10)

By the fact that v? < 4(§ + M?) and after repeated use of the inequalities
(4.1)-(4.5), we find a constant ¢ > 0 depending on p,, L,7¢, 3 such that

D+ Ag < c(6+ M2 (4.11)
Applying the Holder inequality to Ag, for 8 > 0 we get that
Ag < ok (8 + M?)2 Agﬁ, (4.12)

and after iterating (4.12) m times, we find that there exists a constant ¢ > 0
depending also on p, [, L, 1y, 3 and m such that

2 gt 2\1— gk AT
Ap < cer™ 2m=T (0 + M) 27 AJug, (4.13)
To estimate I'g let us differentiate (2.2) with respect to X7 to get

Z / ai; X; X7u X6 dx

3,j=1
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6
:4/a1X2¢dx+...+4Z/ainguXiqua:—...
Q /0

We will use ¢ = n?v? |Vrul® Xru. In X;¢ we will order the four terms in
the following way:

X6 = 2 X;nv? |Vrul? Xou + n? 20 X |Vrul? Xqu
+n%v? EvauyH Xi(|Vrul?) Xou + 0% 0? [Vrul® X Xqu.

By repeating the same steps for Xg and adding the two equations we get
the following terms:

4 4
Li+Lo+Ls+ L= Ri+..+> Ro+..
i=1 i=1
For each term we have the following estimates.

Li<ec / w2 [Vl [Vagn| o2 [ VrulP+ ! da
Q

1
_ 2
<c </ |Vyn|2w¥ v? d:z:>
Q

_ 1
: (/ 772pr2 IV Vru|? [Vru| 2942 2 dm) <crl3s ,.
Q

1
Lo < similarly to Ly < C/QF;BJFQ .
l,B p—2 _
Ly > / 0w s V([ Vrul®)|? (Va2 0 da.
Q

Ly > 1/ P w'T |V Vrul? [Vrulf o2 de = 0.
Q
By Holder’s inequality we get

1
R+ Rig + Ro1 + Rag < C/{A226+2 .
Young’s inequality leads to

l 1
Rz + Rua+ Ry + Roy < 7ooTs +en (B+1)7 (0 + M)z A,
Therefore in case of § > 2 we obtained the following inequality:

1 1 1
Ig<ck <F22/3+2 +AZgp + (0 4+ M?)z A§ﬁ> : (4.14)
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where the constant ¢ depends on £5.
In case of 8 = 0 the terms L3, Ri3 and Rs3 are missing and, for an integer
m € N, the estimate for Ri4 + R24 can be changed to the following.

Ris+ Roy < c/ prfl n* v? |V Vru| dx
0

l _
< — n2w¥ |V Vru|? v dm+c/ n? w v? da

l _
§—F0—|—c(5—|—M2)/772wp22v2d:17
100 o

IN

1
l 1 _ m+1
—To+c(0+ M2)n2(1 amrT) / n? w2 vtde )’
100 Q

l _p
ﬁfo + 052_2% ((5 + M2)1+2Wf+2 .

IN

Therefore, we have obtained the following estimate:
1 1
T < ck (rg A2+ (5 + MY T ml—%m> . (4.15)

In inequality (4.15) we will have to have to iteratively apply (4.14). First,
by using (4.12) and (4.11), we can rewrite (4.14) in the following way:

1 B+2
Ig<crlgs, o+ cK2m (0 + M2)T+2"?+2 . (4.16)

After m iterations of (4.16) and by choosing §,, = 2™ — 2, we get the
following inequality:

m—1 _1 m_1 1
Ty =Tp, < cr>i0 2 TT0 + 3 w2777 (5 + M) ot . (4.17)

2
1=0

By applying (4.11) and (4.17) in (4.15) we get that

m
Iy < CI{2_2L’" 6+ M2)1+2mp+? + ¢ Z,{2_ 2ml+i (6 + M2)1+2mf72+i
i=1

+2ck2Tm (0 + M2)1+2m—p+7 .

Hence, we obtained a constant ¢; such that
m 1 »
Do <er Y (k27700 (§ 4+ M2) ! Tamive (4.18)
i=0
We return now to inequality (4.10) and obtain

Ag < e+ MP)'T |Af, |2
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=0

1
m 2
| (Cl > ()T <5+M2>”W+”>
1 gmAitl_y
<co(5+M2) |A ko |2 ( 2 Z(;ﬁ)w (5_|_M2)2mfﬁ+3>
i=0
2m+i+1+1

m 2m+l+1 1 % 9 Q 4 1
g TomFit2 0001 (5 + M ) omFi+3 |A1 & 'r‘| ) .

By applying Young S mequahty to each term we obtain

m

1
A < —_x?
pars 2(m+1)
2m+z+2 2m+i+2
+ § ) (Co\/ex) T (8 4+ M2)E AT, [
By choosing m € N such that
2 2m+2
1l-=-< —
g~ 2mt2 427

and taking into consideration (4.9), we obtain that

co+1
2

1 _2
Ao = 540+ / 0? + [V} w'= v? da
B

1_,
(GG +MEIAL, [
In conclusion, from (4.8) we get that
[ s Bl <o [ 6F 4 Sl w2
te(@+ME AL, [T
and this finishes the proof of Lemma 4.1. O

In a similar way we can prove Lemma 4.1 for the lower level sets Al_,k,r
and then the proof of Theorem 2.2 relies only on properties of functions
belonging to the De Giorgi classes. The De Giorgi-type iteration methods
leading to Holder continuity are well known and are available in a wide range
of spaces, including homogeneous metric measure spaces. For references we
quote [Giu03, KS01, KMMP12, LUG68, Ricl8, Zhol7].

5. THE CASE OF A GENERAL SEMI-SIMPLE, COMPACT, CONNECTED LiE
GROUP

The proofs of our results are based on the properties of the commutators
listed in Table 2.1 and (3.1). This is how we can handle the fact that we
don’t have a nilpotent stucture. Similar properties of commutators of vector
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fields hold in any compact, connected, semi-simple Lie group. For the sake
of clarity we presented all details for the case of SU(3), which is the simplest
non-nilpotent group case that takes into account all possible commutators
present in the general case.

Next, we describe those algebraic and analytic properties of semi-simple,
compact, connected Lie groups, which allow mutatis mutandis for the ex-
tension of our proofs in SU(3) to any semi-simple, compact, connected Lie
group.

Let G be a semi-simple, connected, compact matrix Lie group and G its
Lie algebra. Note that every compact Lie group is isomorphic to a compact
group of matrices [HMO06, Corollary 2.40], so there is no loss of generality
assuming that G is a matrix group.

On G we consider an inner product with properties

(Adg(X),Adg(Y)) =(X,Y), forall geG, X,Y €3,

and
(ad X(Y),Z) = —(Y,ad X(2)), forall X,Y,Z€G,

where Adg(X) = gXg~! and ad X(Y) = [X,Y]. An example of such an
inner product is given by any negative multiple of the Killing form [Arv03].

Consider a maximal torus T of G and its Lie algebra 7, which is a maximal
commutative subalgebra of G, called a Cartan subalgebra. Let us fix an
orthonormal basis By = {T4,...,T,} of T, and identify the dual space T*
(space of roots) with 7 (space of root vectors).

We extend the inner product bi-linearly to the complexified Lie algebra
Gc = G ®iG. The mappings adT: Gc — G, T € 7T, form a commuting
family and are skew-symmetric, so they share eigenspaces and have purely
imaginary eigenvalues.

Definition 5.1. We define R € T to be a root if R # 0 and the root space
Gr # {0}, where

Gr={Z2€Gc : [IZ]=i(R,T)Z, forall TeT }.

Let R be the set of all roots. We call a root positive if its first non-zero
coordinate relative to the ordered basis By is positive and let R* denote
the set of all positive roots.

For the following properties of the real root space decomposition we quote
[HMO06, Proposition 6.45, Theorem 6.49]. We have

G=T®H

where

H=T"= P Hr and Hr=(Gr®G-r)NG. (5.1)
ReR*
Therefore, we can choose an orthonormal basis of H,

BH = {X17X27"'7X2TL—17X21’L}7 (52)
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with the following properties:

(i) For all 1 < j < n there exists R; € R" such that
span{Xo;_1, X9} = Hr; -
(i1) [Xoj—1,Xoj] = =Ry, [Xoj, Bj] = —||R;|[* Xa;1,
[Rj, Xaj-1] = |IRy[[P Xz -
(idd) If (m, k) # (2 — 1,2), then [Xom, Xz] € H.
(iv) T €T, then {[Xoj—1,T], [Xoj, T]} C Hr, -

(5.3)

Notice that [Arv03, Proposition 2.20] the positive roots span the Cartan
subalgebra T, but might not form a linearly independent set. To extend By
to a basis of G, let us select a subset of positive roots {Ry, ..., R, }, which
form a basis of 7. This can be the set of simple roots, but not necessarily.

For 0 < £ < 1, define the following vector fields:

e For i € {1,2n} define X7 = X.

e For j € {1,v} define R; = ¢R;.
Consider the Riemannian approximation given by setting as an orthonormal
basis of G the vector fields

{X1, ..., Xon, RS, .., R} }.

We now set the horizontal and vertical gradients

2n v
Viu=» (Xu)X;, Vru=Y (Rju)R;,
i=1 j=1

and the full Riemannian gradient
Veu = Wyu + eVru.
We also set
we = 0 + |Veue|?,
and
Vfﬁu = GVTU

Let us fix a bi-invariant Haar-measure in G. Consider a domain 2 C G,
and the following quasilinear subelliptic equation:

2n
> Xi(ai(Vu) =0, nQ, (5.4)
i=1

where for some 0 < § < 1, p > 1,0 <[ < L, and for all n,& € R>" the
following properties hold:

2n

Da; 22
> g6 ©mny 21(5+16F) * Il (5.5)
ij=1
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2n aai ) #
2 Jog <§)‘ <L(3+1eP) T, (5.6)
()] < L5+ [¢2)T . (5.7)

We list our main results for a general semi-simple, compact, connected
Lie group G.
Theorem 5.1. Let p > 1 and u € W;{”I’OC(Q) be a weak solution of (5.4).
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on G,p,l, L, such that
for any Carnot-Carathéodory ball B, CC ) we have

1
sup |[Wyu| < ¢ <][ (0 + ]VHUIQ)gda:> " (5.8)
B,

r/2

Theorem 5.2. Let p > 2 and u € W;l’IfOC(Q) be a weak solution of (5.4).
Then Vyu € C ().

Regarding the Riemannian approximation as ¢ — 0, by (5.3), the commu-
tation relations that arise are exactly the same as those described in (3.1).
This means that all the proofs in Sections §3 and §4 carry over with minor
modifications (for example, the homogeneous dimension is Q) = 2n + 2v),
and our results are valid in any semi-simple, compact, connected Lie group

G.
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