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INTRINSIC LIPSCHITZ MAPS VS. LAGRANGIAN TYPE SOLUTIONS IN CARNOT
GROUPS OF STEP 2

DANIELA DI DONATO

ABSTRACT. We focus our attention on the notion of intrinsic Lipschitz graphs, inside a sub-
class of Carnot groups of step 2 which includes corank 1 Carnot groups (and so the Heisenberg
groups), Free groups of step 2 and the complexified Heisenberg group. More precisely, we
prove the equivalence between an intrinsic Lipschitz map and a suitable notion of weak so-
lution of a Burgers’ type PDE, which generalizes the Lagrangian solution in the context of
Heisenberg groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

SubRiemannian geometry is a generalization of Riemannian one but they are significantly
different from each other. A SubRiemannian manifold is defined as a manifold M of di-
mension n joint with a distribution A of m-planes (with m < n) which satisfies the known
Hormander condition and a Riemannian metric on A. One can define a distance between
two points of M as the infimum of the lengths of absolutely continuous paths that are tan-
gent to A and link these two points. Here the length of a path is defined via usual way using
the fact that the metric considered is Riemannian.

In general, SubRiemannian distances are not Euclidean at any scale, and hence not Rie-
mannian. Consequently, in the context of SubRiemannian the proofs often require new tech-
niques.

We focus our attention on particular SubRiemannian groups called Carnot groups. Le
Donne establishes in [33] that Carnot groups G are the only metric spaces that are:

a): locally compact;

b): geodesic;

¢): isometrically homogeneous;
d): self-similar.

Here ¢) means for any couple of two points there exists a distance-preserving homeomor-
phism on G; d) i.e., there exists A > 1 and a homeomorphism f on G such that the distance d
on G satisfies the following equality d(f(p), f(q)) = Ad(p, q), for all p,q € G.

It is useful to know that the Lie algebra g associated to a Carnot group G is such that

g=Vi® eV, [V;;VN]=Vj41, forj=1,...,6—1, [Vi, V1] ={0},
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where Vi, ...,V are complementary linear subspaces and [V}, V1] denotes the subspace of g
generated by the commutators [ X, Y] with X € Vj and Y € V;. The integer & is called step of
the group G, while dim(V}) is called rank of G.

Euclidean spaces are commutative Carnot groups of step 1 and are the only commutative
ones. This paper is dedicated to a suitable subclass of Carnot groups of step 2, (i.e., & = 2)
which includes the Heisenberg groups H", corank 1 Carnot groups [12], Free groups of step
2 [12] and the complexified Heisenberg group [39].

The core of this paper is to study the notion of intrinsic Lipschitz graphs. This concept is
important to develop a satisfactory theory of intrinsic rectifiable sets which is an active line
of research [7, 2, 19, 29].

Rectifiability, introduced by Besicovich in the plane, is a key notion in Geometric Measure
Theory. The classical definition was given by Federer in [20]: in Euclidean spaces, rectifiable
sets are defined as being essentially contained in the countable union of C'! submanifolds or
of Lipschitz graphs. The equivalence of these two notions follows from well-known theo-
rems: Rademacher Theorem; Extension of Lipschitz maps; Whitney’s Extension Theorem.

Regarding Carnot groups, different notions of rectifiability have been proposed in the lit-
erature:

(1) Rectifiability using images of Lipschitz maps defined on subsets of R%
(2) Lipschitz image rectifiability, using homogeneous subgroups;

(3) Intrinsic Lipschitz graphs rectifiability;

(4) Rectifiability using intrinsic C'! surfaces.

The first approach (1) is a general metric space approach, given by Federer in [20]. He
states that a d-dimensional rectifiable set in a Carnot group G is essentially covered by the
images of Lipschitz maps from R? to a Carnot group G. Unfortunately, this definition is too
restrictive because often there are only rectifiable sets of measure zero (see [1, 34]).

Another metric space approach but more fruitful than (1) in the setting of groups is given
by Pauls [38] (see (2)). It is called Lipschitz image (LI) rectifiability. The author considers
images in G of Lipschitz maps defined not on R? but on subset of homogeneous subgroups
of G.

Intrinsic Lipschitz graphs (iLG) rectifiability (3) and the notion of intrinsic C! surfaces (4)
were both introduced by Franchi, Serapioni, Serra Cassano [22, 23]. The concept (3) is studied
with different degrees of generality in [8, 9, 21, 27, 13, 25, 17, 42]. The simple idea of intrinsic
graph is the following one: let V. and W be complementary homogeneous subgroups of G,
ie, WnV ={0}and G = W -V, then the intrinsic left graph of ¢ : W — V is the set

graph(¢) = {z - 6(x) |z € W).

A function ¢ is said to be intrinsic Lipschitz if it is possible to put, at each point p € graph(¢),
an intrinsic cone with vertex p, axis V and fixed opening, intersecting graph(¢) only at p.

Moreover, in [22, 24], Franchi, Serapioni, Serra Cassano introduce the notion (4) adapting
to groups De Giorgi’s classical technique valid in Euclidean spaces to show that the boundary
of a finite perimeter set can be seen as a countable union of C'! regular surfaces. A set S is
a d-codimensional intrinsic C'! surface (4) if there exists a continuous function f : G — R?
such that, locally,

S={peG: f(p) =0},

and the horizontal jacobian of f has maximum rank, locally.
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The approaches (2) and (3) are natural counterparts of the notions of rectifiability in Eu-
clidean spaces, where their equivalence is trivial. Hence it is surprising that the connection
between iLG and LI rectifiability is poorly understood already in Carnot groups of step 2.

In [6], Antonelli and Le Donne prove that these two definitions are different in general;
their example is for a Carnot group of step 3. The paper [18] makes progress towards the
implication iLGs are LI rectifiable in H". We proved that C'!:®-surfaces are LI rectifiable,
where C'!®-surfaces are intrinsic C'! ones whose horizontal normal is a-Hoélder continuous.

Differently from Euclidean case, in Carnot groups the notions of rectifiability given in (3)
and (4) are in general not equivalent any more. The problem is that we don’t have a suitable
Whitney’s Extension Theorem for maps from a closed subset of R¥ to G; vector valued ex-
tension theorems; vector valued Rademacher’s type theorems that, in the intrinsic context, is
equivalent to saying that intrinsic Lipschitz maps are a.e. differentiable in a suitable sense.
Recently, in [43], Vittone gives a positive answer about Rademacher’s type theorems in H".
Another positive answer is given by Franchi, Marchi, Serapioni [21] for a large class of Carnot
groups which includes step 2 Carnot groups in codimension one (i.e., foramap ¢ : V. — W
with V 1-dimensional). We also recall [30], where the authors give counterexamples to a
Rademacher theorem in codimension 2 (when G # H").

In the context of H"”, a characterization of intrinsic C'! surfaces has been studied in [3].
Namely, let a continuous map ¢ : W — V be defined between two complementary subgroups
of H" where V is 1-dimensional, then the following conditions are equivalent:

a): graph(¢) is, locally, an intrinsic C*! surface;
b): ¢ is a suitable weak solution of PDE system

D% = w, (1)

where w is a continuous map.

In H!, for W = {(0,22,23) : 9,23 € R},V = {(21,0,0) : 71 € R} = H! and ¢(0, 2o, x3) :=
(¢1(22,23),0,0) : W — V, we have that

ie., D?is Burgers” operator which is a non linear first order one studied in various areas of
applied mathematics, such as fluid mechanics, nonlinear acoustics, gas dynamics and traffic
flow.

In 2015, in [32], there is a general definition of this operator introduced in [3] which is the
correct intrinsic replacement of Euclidean gradient for C I surfaces. Precisely for this reason,
it is called intrinsic gradient of ¢. Specifically, in a Carnot group of any step, Dj)qb is the
projection on W of a horizontal vector field of G on the points of the intrinsic graph of ¢,
where j is an integer smaller than the rank of G.

Starting from [3], the study of PDE in the context of intrinsic C' surfaces and then of
intrinsic Lipschitz maps has been largely developed in H" [14, 11] and in Carnot groups of
step 2 [4, 16, 15]. Recently, in [5], we generalize these results to any Carnot groups and in
low codimensional case, i.e. when V has dimension not larger than the rank of G. Here the
datum w in (1) is a continuous map.

In [10], the authors study the case when w is a bounded measurable function in the context
of Heisenberg groups H". A natural question is if it is possible to generalize the notions of
weak solution of (1) given in [10] and, finally, to prove their equivalence with iLG in more
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general cases, i.e., Carnot groups of step 2 with G = W-V and V is 1-dimensional. In [15], we
give a partially positive answer about the equivalence between iLG and a 1/2-Holder map
¢ : W — V satisties (1) in the distributional sense. Here the datum w is just a measurable
map.

In this paper, we go another step further towards the understanding of this question.

The main result (see Theorem 5.1) states that in a suitable subclass of Carnot groups of step
2, we have that

¢ is intrinsic Lipschitz <= ¢ is a Lagrangian type solution of D?¢ = w,

where w is a fixed measurable map and Lagrangian type solution is defined in Definition 4.2.

Firstly, in the context of Carnot groups of step 2, we introduce a suitable weak solution
of (1). We will call it Lagrangian type solution because it generalizes Lagrangian solution
in the context of Heisenberg groups. The idea of this definition is that the reduction on
characteristics is not required on any characteristic, as happened in the broad* solution (see
Definition 3.24 in [5]), but on a suitable set of characteristics. Finally, we present the main
result of this paper, i.e., Theorem 5.1 in a suitable subclass of step 2 Carnot groups (see Setting
5.1). Here we show the link between locally iLGs and Lagrangian solutions of (1) establishing
their equivalence with the distributional solutions of (1). We refine the technique used in
[10] in the context of H" noting that the main difference between 2 step Carnot groups and
Heisenberg groups is that in H" there is only one vertical (i.e. non-horizontal) coordinate,
whereas for 2 step Carnot groups there can be many.

We underline that in Section 4.2, the results are true in any Carnot groups of step 2. Here
the strategy is to solve the problem for corank 1 Carnot groups following [10] and then for
the general case we reduce to this one observing that the vertical components of the integral
curve of D? can be written in combination with each other (see (35)).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the basic notions on Carnot
groups of step 2, C} functions, G-regular surfaces and intrinsic Lipschitz graphs. The def-
inition, some properties and examples of the intrinsic gradient D? of a continuous map ¢
is the object of Section 3. In Section 4 we introduce and give some properties of so-called
Lagrangian type solution. Finally, Theorems 5.1 is proved in Section 5 together with some
preliminary results.

Acknowledgements. We wish to express our gratitude to Raul Serapioni for many in-
valuable discussions about the notion of intrinsic Lipschitz maps. We also thank Gioacchino
Antonelli for the useful discussions on the topic.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Carnot groups of step 2. We here introduce Carnot groups of step 2 and we refer the
reader to [12, Chapter 3]. We denote with m the rank of G and we identify G with (R™*",.).
If g € G, we write ¢ = (x,y) meaning that x € R™ and y € R". The group operation - between
two elements ¢ = (z,y) and ¢’ = (2/,y') is given by

Q'q/: (1’+Z’/,y+y/—%<8$’,$/>), (2)

where (Bz,z'") := ((BWz, 2"y, ... (B™z, 2")) and BY are linearly independent and skew-
symmetric matrices in R™*™, for i = 1,...,n. Moreover the dilation J, : R™*" — R™*"
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defined as
or(z,y) == (Az,N%y), forall (z,y) e R™*",

is an automorphism of (R™*",.), for all A > 0.
The identity of G is the origin of R™*" and (x,y) ! = (—z, —y). For any p € G the intrinsic
left translation 7, : G — G are defined as

q—Tpq :=Pp-q=Dpq.

A homogeneous norm on G is a nonnegative function p — |p| such that for all p, ¢ € G and
forallA >0

Ip| =0 if and only if p = 0
|8l = Alpl, e~ all < Ipll + lall

We make the following choice of the homogeneous norm in G:

(2, )| == max{|a|mn, |y}, 3)

for a suitable € € (0, 1] (for the existence of such an ¢ > 0 see Theorem 5.1 in [23]). From now
on, with a bit abuse of notation, we will write the norm of R? for every s € N with the same
symbol | - |.

However, given any homogeneous norm | - |, it is possible to introduce a distance in G
given by

d(p,q) =d(p'q,0) = |p~'q|,  forallp,qeG.

The metric d is well behaved with respect to left translations and dilations, i.e. for all
p,q,¢ € Gand A > 0,

dip-q,p-q) =d(q.q),  d(6xq,0\q) = Md(q. ),

Moreover, for any bounded subset 2 — G there exist positive constants ¢; = ¢;(£2), ca = ¢2(9)

such that for all p,q € Q
cilp — g < d(p,q) < calp — q|"?

and, in particular, the topology induced on G by d is the Euclidean topology. For p € G and
r > 0, U(p,r) will be the open ball associated with the distance d.

The Hausdorff dimension of (G, d) as a metric space is denoted homogeneous dimension of
G and it can be proved to be the integer >, _, , I dimV; = m + 2n > m + n (see [36]).

Foranyi = 1,...,nand any j,¢/ = 1,...,m, denote by (B(i))jg = (bg.?), and define m + n
linearly independent left-invariant vector fields by setting

Xi(p) == 0u, — 5 . D 00y, forj=1,....m,
/=1

i=1 4)

Yi(p) := 0y, fori=1,...,n.

DO | —

The ordered set (X1,...,X,,,Y1,...,Y,) is an adapted basis of the Lie algebra g of G. Using
the skew-symmetry of B, it easy to see that

[X;, X =Y 0l9vi, and [X;,¥]=0, Vjf=1..mandVi=1..n (5
=1
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Remark 6. Note that the above arguments show that there exist 2 step Carnot groups of any
dimension m € N of the first layer and any dimension

m(m — 1)
~ 2 )
of the second layer: it suffices to choose n linearly independent matrices B, ..., B™ in the

vector space of the skew-symmetric m x m matrices (which has dimension m(m — 1)/2) and
then define the composition law as in (2).

Remark 7. 1f we denote M; a non singular m x m matrix and My a non singular n x n matrix,
the linear change of coordinates associated to M; and M, is

(x’ y) — (Mlxa MQy)

The new composition law  in R™*", obtained by writing - in the new coordinates, is
1 -
(Myz, May) * (M, May') := (Myz + Myz',y + ¢ + §<Bﬂf,ﬂf/>),

where B := (B, ..., BM™) and if we put My = (csk)y p—1 then
B) — (Mfl)T <Z Csch(k)> Mfl,
k=1

for s = 1,...,n. Itis easy to check that the matrices BW, ... B™ are skew-symmetric and
that (R™*™, «,d,) is a Carnot groups of step 2 isomorphic to G = (R™*", - §,) (see Section 3.4
in [12]).

Example 2.1. The simplest example of Carnot group of step 2 is provided by Heisenberg group
HF = R+l Exhaustive introductions to Heisenberg groups can be found in [12, 40]. The
group operation is of the form (2) with

w_ (0 I
-1 %)
where 7}, is the k£ x k identity matrix and the family of (non isotropic) dilations is defined as

ox(z,y) = Az, \%y), forall (z,y) € R**1 X\ > 0.

A basis of left invariant vector fields is given by

1
ij(?mj—ixkﬂ&y, forallj=1,...,k
1
Xk+j:amk+j+§~"3jay, forallj=1,...,k
Y = 0.
The only non trivial commutator relations being [X;, X;,;] =Y, j = 1,..., k. Moreover the

stratification of the Lie algebra h of the left invariant vector fields is given by h = h; @ ba,

h1 = span{X1,..., Xox}, b2 =span{Y}.
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Example 2.2. A corank 1 Carnot group is a Carnot group of step 2 where the dimension of
vertical layer is 1 (i.e,, n = 1). The group operation is of the form (2) where (B);, = (bj() is
am x m skew symmetric matrix. Observe that

1
ijaxjfiz%g:ﬂgay, forjzl,...,m,
=1

Y = 0y,
and
[Xj,Xg] ijgY, forj,ﬁzl,...,m.
Obviously, H” is a corank 1 Carnot group.

Example 2.3. Free Step 2 Groups are examples of Carnot groups of step 2 (see [12, Section
3.3]).

Fix an integer m > 2 and denote by h = m + . In R" denote the coordinates by z;,
for 1 < j < m,and by yy,, for 1 < s < £ < m. Let d; and Jy; denote the standard basis vectors
in this coordinate system. We define h linearly independent vector fields on R” by setting:

m(m—1)

1 1 . .
Xj:aj+§ Z xgagj—§ Z xzajz, ifl1<j<m,

j<t<m 1<t<j (8)
Yis = 0rs, ifl<s</l<m.
m(m—1) . . .
Let F = (R™* 2 .) be the coordinate representation of the step 2 Carnot group with m

generators whose Lie algebra is generated by the vector fields in (8). Then F is free and its
Carnot structure is given by

Vii=span{X; : 1<j<m} and Vy:=span{Yy : 1 <s </{<m}.

Moreover, the composition law (2) also tells us that B(~*) has entry 1 in position (¢, s), —1 in
position (s, ¢) and 0 elsewhere. That means

(p-q)j =pj +4j, if 1 <j<m,
(P~ @es = pes + Qs + %(peqs —qps), ifl1<s</{<m.
It is easily verified that for 1 < s </ <mand 1 < j < m, one has
[Xe, Xs] =Y and  [X}, Y] = 0. )

Example 2.4. The complexified Heisenberg group H} [39] (see also Section 12 in [35]) is the Carnot
group of topological dimension 6 whose Lie algebra is decomposed into

by = span{X1, X2, X3, X4} @ span{Y7, Y2},

where the only non-vanishing bracket relations are given by [ X7, Xo] = [ X3, X4] = Y1, [ X1, X4 =
[X2, X3] = Ya. The explicit group operation on Hy is given by (2) with

0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 —1
m_ |1 0 0 0 @_|o 0 10
B 00 0 1| B 0 -1 0 0]
0 0 -1 0 1 0 0 0
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and so for (z,y), (z/,y') € R* x R?

x+a
(z,9) - (@y') = [ w1 + ) + 5 (= 222 + @y2h + 2y — 232
Yo + Yh + 5 ( — zaz) + w37y — ToTh + T17))

Moreover, a basis of the Lie algebra b} of H} is

1 1
X1 =0z, — _(x25y1 + x48y2), Xo = Oy + 5(710y, + x38y2),

2 2
1 1
X3 = Ogy + 5(9545111 - x28y2), Xy = 0py — 5(3538111 - x15y2),

Y1 = 0y, Yo = 0Oy,.

2.2. C((l} functions, G-regular surfaces, Caccioppoli sets. (See [40]). In [37], Pansu intro-
duced an appropriate notion of differentiability for functions acting between Carnot groups.
We recall this definition in the particular instance that is relevant here.

Let U be an open subset of a step 2 Carnot group G. A function f : 4 — R* is Pansu differ-
entiable or more simply P-differentiable in a € U if there is a homogeneous homomorphism

dpf(a): G — R,
the Pansu differential of f in a, such that, for b € U,
— - -1
im sup O f(@) —dpfa)(a”Tb)le

=0.
r—0% 0< a1 <r la=1b]

Saying that dp f(a) is a homogeneous homomorphism we mean that dp f(a) : G — RFisa
group homomorphism and also that dp f(a)(dxb) = Adp f(a)(b) forallbe G and A > 0.

Observe that, later on in Definition 2.8, we give a different notion of differentiability for
functions acting between subgroups of a Carnot group of step 2 and we reserve the notation
df or df (a) for that differential.

We denote C} (U, R¥) the set of functions f : U — R* that are P-differentiable in each a € U
and such that dp f(a) depends continuously on a.

It can be proved that f = (f1,..., fx) € CL(U,R”) if and only if the distributional hori-
zontal derivatives X;f;, forl = 1...,m, j = 1,...,k, are continuous in /. Remember that
CY(U) = CL(U) with strict inclusion whenever G is not abelian (see Remark 6 in [22]).

The horizontal Jacobian (or the horizontal gradient if k = 1) of f : U — R* in a € U is the
matrix

Ve f(a):= [lej(a)]lzl...m,jzl...k

when the partial derivatives X, f; exist. Hence f = (f1,...,fx) € C’é(u ,RF) if and only
if its horizontal Jacobian exists and is continuous in ¢. The horizontal divergence of ¢ :=
(P1,---s0m) : U — R™ is defined as

divge == Y. X;¢;,
j=1
if X;¢;existforj=1,...,m.
Now we use the notion of P-differentiability do introduce introduce the G-regular surfaces.
Regarding the bibliography, in addition to the one already mentioned, the reader can read

[35].
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Definition 2.1. S < G is a k-codimensional G-reqular surface if for every p € S there are a
neighbourhood U of p and a function f = (fi,..., fx) € C((l} (U, R¥) such that

SnU={qel: f(q) =0}
and dp f(q) is surjective, or equivalently if the (k x m) matrix Vg f(¢) has rank k, forall g € U.

The class of G-regular surfaces is different from the class of Euclidean regular surfaces. In
[31], the authors give an example of Hl—regular surfaces, in H' identified with R?, that are
(Euclidean) fractal sets. Conversely, there are continuously differentiable 2-submanifolds in
R? that are not H!-regular surfaces (see [22] Remark 6.2 and [3] Corollary 5.11).

In the setting of step 2 Carnot groups, there is a natural definition of bounded variation
functions and of finite perimeter sets (see [28] or [40] and the bibliography therein).

We say that f : &/ — R is of bounded G-variation in an open set i/ < G and we write
feBVgU),if fe £LYU) and

IV f|@d) = sup{ | Fdiveode™ " : o CLUHE).[o(p)| < 1}< +2.

The space BV joc(U) is defined in the usual way.
In the setting of step 2 Carnot groups, the structure theorem for BV functions reads as
follows.

Theorem 2.2. If f € BV 1,.(Q2) then |V f| is a Radon measure on §2. Moreover, there is a |V f|
measurable horizontal section oy : Q — HG such that |o¢(P)| = 1 for |V f|-a.e. P € Qand

/ fdivge dLmn — / EopydVaf],
Q Q

for every € € CL(Q, HG). Finally the notion of gradient V¢ can be extended from reqular functions
to functions f € BVg defining Vg f as the vector valued measure

Vof == —o;L|Vef| = (=(erhbVefl,-- . —(ap)m L IVar]),
where (o y); are the components of oy with respect to the base X;.

A set £ c G has locally finite G-perimeter, or is a G-Caccioppoli set, if xs € BV 10:(G),
where x¢ is the characteristic function of the set £. In this case the measure |V x| is called
the G-perimeter measure of £ and is denoted by |0&|g. Moreover we call generalized intrinsic
normal of 0& in ) the vector

ve(p) 1= —0x: (p).

2.3. Complementary subgroups and graphs. A homogeneous subgroup W of G is a Lie
subgroup such that 6,p € W for every p € W and for all A > 0. Homogeneous subgroups are
linear subspaces of R"*", when G is identified with R™*".

Definition 2.3. We say that W and M are complementary subgroups in G if W and M are homo-
geneous subgroups of G such that W n M = {0} and

G =W - M.
By this we mean that for every p € G there are pw € W and py € M such that p = pwpm.



10 DANIELA DI DONATO

If W and M are complementary subgroups of G and one of them is a normal subgroup then
G is said to be the semi-direct product of W and M. If both W and M are normal subgroups
then G is said to be the direct product of W and M.

The elements py € W and py € M such that p = pyw - pu are unique because of WM = {0}
and are denoted components of p along W and M or projections of p on W and M. The
projection maps Pw : G — W and Py : G — M defined

Pw(p) = pw, Pui(p) = pm, forallpe G,

are polynomial functions (see Proposition 2.2.14 in [27]) if we identify G with R™*", hence
are C™. Nevertheless in general they are not Lipschitz maps, when W and M are endowed
with the restriction of the left invariant distance d of G (see Example 2.2.15 in [27]).

Remark 10. The stratification of G induces a stratifications on the complementary subgroups
Wand M. If G = G'! @ G2 then also W = W @ W2, M = M! @ M? and G* = W! @ M-
A subgroup is horizontal if it is contained in the first layer G'. If M is horizontal then the
complementary subgroup W is normal.

Proposition 2.4 ([9], Proposition 3.2). If W and M are complementary subgroups in G there is
co = co(W, M) € (0, 1) such that for each pwy € W and py; € M

co(lpwl + lpml) < lpwpmll < llpwl + ol (11)

Definition 2.5. We say that S < G is a left intrinsic graph or more simply a intrinsic graph if
there are complementary subgroups W and M in G and ¢ : O ¢ W — M such that

S = graph (¢) := {a¢(a) : a € O}.

Observe that, by uniqueness of the components along W and M, if S = graph (¢) then ¢ is
uniquely determined among all functions from W to M.
We call graph map of ¢, the function ® : O — G defined as

®(a) :==a-¢(a) forallaeO. (12)

Hence S = ®(0) is equivalent to S = graph (¢).
The concept of intrinsic graph is preserved by translation and dilation, i.e.

Proposition 2.6 (Proposition 2.2.18, [27]). If S is a intrinsic graph then, for all X\ > 0 and for all
q € G, q-Sand §,S are intrinsic graphs. In particular, if S = graph (¢) with ¢ : O < W — M,
then

(1) Forall A >0,
dx (graph (¢)) = graph (¢»)
where ¢y : 0,O = W — Mand ¢y (a) := dx¢(d1/xa), for a € 6,0.
(2) Forany qe G,
q - graph (¢) = graph (&)

where (bq O, € W — M is defined as ¢,(a) := (Pum(qg 'a)) t¢(Pw(g'a)), for all
ae O, {a:qula)e(’)}
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2.4. Intrinsic differentiability.

Definition 2.7. Let W and M be complementary subgroups in G. Then ¢ : W — M is intrinsic
linear if ¢ is defined on all of W and if graph (¢) is a homogeneous subgroup of G.

We use intrinsic linear functions to define intrinsic differentiability as in the usual defini-
tion of differentiability.

Definition 2.8. Let W and M be complementary subgroups in G and let ¢ : O <« W — M
with O openin W. Fora € O, let p := a - ¢(a) and ¢,-1 : O,-1 =« W — M be the shifted
function defined in Proposition 2.6.

(1) We say that ¢ is intrinsic differentiable in a if the shifted function ¢,,-1 is intrinsic diffe-
rentiable in 0, i.e. if there is a intrinsic linear d¢, : W — M such that

-1
iy 1400016, )

0.
r—0% o< |b] <r 1]

The function d¢, is the intrinsic differential of ¢ at a.
(2) We say that ¢ is uniformly intrinsic differentiable in ag € O or ¢ is u.i.d. in ag if there exist
a intrinsic linear function d¢,, : W — M such that

-1
i sup 180081011

H
=0, (13)
=0t aj o]

where the supremum is for |ay 'a| < 7, 0 < |b| < r. Analogously, ¢ is u.i.d. in O if it
is u.i.d. in every point of O.

Remark 14. Definition 2.8 is a natural one because of the following observations.

(i) If ¢ is intrinsic differentiable in a € O, there is a unique intrinsic linear function d¢,
satisfying (1). Moreover ¢ is continuous at a. (See Theorem 3.2.8 and Proposition 3.2.3 in
[21]).

(ii) The notion of intrinsic differentiability is invariant under group translations. Precisely,
let p := a¢(a),q := bp(b), then ¢ is intrinsic differentiable in a if and only if ¢,,-1 := (¢,-1)4
is intrinsic differentiable in b.

(iii) It is clear, taking a = ag in (13), that if ¢ is uniformly intrinsic differentiable in a¢ then
it is intrinsic differentiable in a¢ and d¢,, is the intrinsic differential of ¢ at ay.

From now on we restrict our setting studying the notions of intrinsic differentiability and
of uniform intrinsic differentiability for functions ¢ : W — H when H is a horizontal sub-
group. When H is horizontal, W is always a normal subgroup since, as observed in Remark
10, it contains the whole strata G2. In this case, the more explicit form of the shifted function
¢,—1 allows a more explicit form of equations (1) and (13).

Proposition 2.9 (Theorem 3.5, [16]). Let W and H be complementary subgroups of a step 2 Carnot
group G, O open in W and H horizontal. Then ¢ : O ¢ W — H is intrinsic differentiable in ay € O
if and only if there is a intrinsic linear dgg, : W — H such that

[¢(b) — é(ao) — dia, (ag 'b)|

lim sup — =0
r—0% oo tj<r | #(a0) " ag bg(ao)|
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Analogously, ¢ is uniformly intrinsic differentiable in ay € O, or ¢ is u.i.d. in ag € O, if there is a
intrinsic linear d¢g, : W — H such that

C16(0) = 6la) — dug(a=1b)]
o s ) e Tho(a)]

where r is small enough so that U(ag, 2r) < O and the supremum is for |ag 'al < r, 0 < [a™'b] < 7.
Finally, if k < m is the dimension of H, and if, w.l.o.g., we assume that

-0

H={p:prs1=""=Pmsn=0 W={p:pi=--=p, =0}
then there is a k x (m — k) matrix, here denoted as V¢ (ay), such that

A0y (0) = (V20(a0) Bgs1, -, bn) 05, 0)

forallb = (b1,...,bmin) € W. The matrix V¢ (ao) is called the intrinsic horizontal Jacobian of
¢ in ag or the intrinsic horizontal gradient or even the intrinsic gradient if k = 1.

Observe that u.i.d. functions do exist. In particular, when H is a horizontal subgroup, H
valued euclidean C'! functions are u.i.d.

Theorem 2.10 (Theorem 4.7, [16]). If W and H are complementary subgroups of G with H horizon-
tal and k dimensional. If O is open in W and ¢ : O = W — H is such that ¢ € C1(O,H) then ¢ is
u.id. in O.

In [16], the author gets a comparison between G-regular surfaces (see Definition 2.1) and
the uniformly intrinsic differentiable maps.

Theorem 2.11. Let W and H be complementary subgroups of a step 2 Carnot group G with H
horizontal and k dimensional. Let O be open in W, ¢ : O ¢ W — Hand S := graph (¢). Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) there are U open in G and f = (f1,. .., fx) € C&(U; R¥) such that
S={pelU: f(p) =0}
dpf(q)m: H — R* s bijective for all g e U
and g — (dpf(q)‘H)_l is continuous.
(2) pisu.id. inO.
Moreover, if (1) or equivalently (2), hold then, for all a € O the intrinsic differential d¢, is

dgo = — (dp f(ad(a)s) " © dp f(ad(a)).
Finally, if, without loss of generality, we choose a base X1, ..., X1y, of g such that Xy, ..., Xy, are
horizontal vector fields, H = exp(span{Xj, ..., X;}) and W = exp(span{Xy+1,..., Xiin}) then

H={p:prs1 =" =Pnin=0 W={p:p1=-=pp=0}
Vef = (M | My) where
Xifr-.. Xk Xip1fr-- X f1
Myp= | w0, Me=f 0
Xifr-o Xifr Xir1fr - X fr

Finally, forall g e U, for all a € O and forallpe G
(dp f(a)) (p) = (Ve f(a) p'



Intrinsic Lipschitz maps vs. Lagrangian type solutions in Carnot groups of step 2 13

and the intrinsic differential is
dga() = ((V96(a)) (Brsrs b )T,o, ,0)

= ((7/\41(@@( )) 1M2 ) bk-i—la--' )Tao""’o)a
forallbe W.
2.5. Intrinsic Lipschitz Function. The following notion of intrinsic Lipschitz function ap-

peared for the first time in [22] and was studied, more diffusely, in [10, 11, 21, 27, 26]. Intrinsic
Lipschitz functions play the same role as Lipschitz functions in Euclidean context.

Definition 2.12. Let W, H be complementary subgroupsin G, ¢ : O ¢ W — H. We say that ¢
is intrinsic Cp,-Lipschitz in O, or simply intrinsic Lipschitz, if there is C';, > 0 such that
IPu(a'q)| < CLlPw(a'q)|,  forallg,q’ € graph (¢).
¢ : O — His locally intrinsic Lipschitz in O if ¢ is intrinsic Lipschitz in O’ for every O’ € O.
If $ : O ¢ W — H is intrinsic C7-Lipschitz in O then it is continuous. Indeed if ¢(0) = 0

then ¢ is continuous in 0. To prove the continuity in a € O, observe that ¢,-1 is continuous in
0, where ¢ = a¢(a).

Remark 16. In this paper we are interested mainly in the special case when H is a horizontal
subgroup and consequently W is a normal subgroup. Under these assumptions, for all p =

ap(a),q = bp(b) € graph (¢) we have
Pu(p~'q) = ¢(a) ' ¢(b), Pw(p™'q) = ¢(a)'a”'be(a).
Hence, if H is a horizontal subgroup, ¢ : O ¢ W — H s intrinsic Lipschitz if
[6(@)~ 6 ®)| < Crlé(a)~"a™"bd(a)|  foralla,be O.

Moreover, if ¢ is intrinsic Lipschitz then |¢(a) ~ta~'b¢(a)| is comparable with [p~!q|. Indeed
from (11)

collé(a) ™ a bp(a)] < |
< [ é(a)~ a" og(a)] + |¢(a) " o (b)]
< (1+Cp)lg(a) " a bg(a).

The quantity |¢(a) ta=1bp(a)|, or better a symmetrized version of it, can play the role of a ¢
dependent, quasi distance on O. See e.g. [3].

Remark 17. A map ¢ is intrinsic C-Lipschitz if and only if the distance of two points ¢, ¢’ €
graph(¢) is bounded by the norm of the projection of ¢~'¢’ on the domain O. Precisely
¢ : O ¢ W — His intrinsic Cz-Lipschitz in O if and only if there exists a constant C; > 0
satisfying

la™td'| < Cr[Pw(a™"'d),
for all ¢, ¢’ € graph (¢). Moreover the relations between C; and the Lipschitz constant C, of
¢ follow from (11). In fact if ¢ is intrinsic Cz-Lipschitz in O then

la™'d'| < [Pw(a'd) + |Prla™"d) < (1 + Cr)|Pw(a ),
for all ¢, ¢’ € graph (¢). Conversely if ¢ 1¢'|| < co(1 + CL)|Pw(g~1¢')| then

IPu(e'd)| < CLlPw(q'd)|,
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for all ¢, ¢' € graph (¢).

We observe that in Euclidean spaces intrinsic Lipschitz maps are the same as Lipschitz
maps. The converse is not true (see Example 2.3.9 in [21]) and if ¢ : W — H is intrinsic
Lipschitz then this does not yield the existence of a constant C' such that

|p(a) 1o ()| < Cla~"b| fora,be W

not even locally. In Proposition 3.1.8 in [27] the authors proved that the intrinsic Lipschitz
functions, even if non metric Lipschitz, nevertheless are Holder continuous.

Proposition 2.13. Let W, H be complementary subgroups in G and ¢ : O ¢ W — H be an intrinsic
C'r-Lipschitz function. Then, for all r > 0,

(1) thereis Cy = Ci(¢,r) > 0 such that
lp(a)] < C1  forall a e O with ||a| <r
(2) thereis Cy = Co(CL,7) > 0 such that ¢ is locally 1/2-Holder continuous, i.e.,
|é(a) 6| < Calla™"0]"*  for all a,bwith |al, [b] < r
Now we present a result which we will use later:

Proposition 2.14 (Proposition 3.6 [16]). Let H, W be complementary subgroups of G with H hori-
zontal. Let O be open in Wand ¢ : O — Hbe u.i.d. in O. Then

(1) ¢ is intrinsic Lipschitz continuous in every relatively compact subset of O;
(2) the function a — d¢, is continuous in O.

Finally, we recall Rademacher type theorem proved in [21] in codimension 1 for a large
class of Carnot groups which includes Carnot group of step 2. In this paper, we need it for
step 2 and so we does not introduce this specific class. Moreover, recently, Vittone generalized
this result in low codimension when G = H" (see [43]).

Theorem 2.15. Let H and W be complementary subgroups of a Carnot group G of step 2 with H
one dimensional and let ¢ : © c W — H be an intrinsic Lipschitz function. Then ¢ is intrinsic

differentiable L™ 1-g.e. in O.
3. THE INTRINSIC GRADIENT

LetG = (R™*",.,§)) be a Carnot group of step 2 as Section 2.1 and W, V be complementary
subgroups in G with V horizontal and one dimensional.

Remark 18. To keep notations simpler, through all this section we assume, without loss of

generality, that the complementary subgroups W, V are
Vi={(x1,0...,0) : 1 € R}, 19
W= {(0,z2,...,Zm,Y1,.--,¥n) : Tj,yj €Rfori=2,....m,j=1,...,n}. 19

This amounts simply to a linear change of variables in the first layer of the algebra g (see
Remark 7 where My = 7, is the n x n identity matrix).

When V and W are defined as in (19) there is a natural inclusion i : R™*"~1 — W such
that, for all (z2, ... %m, Y1, .., yn) € R™TL

i((x2y .o Ty Y1y Yn)) = (0,22, . . Ty Y1, - .., Yp) € W.
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If O and ¢ are respectively an open set in R™*"~! and a function ¢ : O — R we denote
O :=i(0) c Wand ¢ : O — V the function defined as

9(i(a)) := (¢(a),0,...,0) (20)
forall a € O. o .
From Theorem 2.11 (15), if ¢ : O < W — V is such that graph (¢) is locally a non critical
level setof f € C((l}(G, R) with X, f # 0, then (5 is w.i.d. in O and the following representation
of the intrinsic gradient V¢ holds

A% X2f me n
VPo(p) = — <X—1f o X1f> (p-o(p)) (21)

forallpe O.

In Proposition 3.1 we prove a different explicit expression of V%4, not involving f, but
only derivatives of the real valued function ¢.

Proposition 3.1 (Proposition 5.4, [16]). Let G = (R™*", ., 6) be a Carnot group of step 2 and V,
W the complementary subgroups defined in (19). Let U be open in G, f € CL(U,R) with X1 f > 0

and assume that S := {p € U : f(p) = 0} is non empty. Then there are O open in W and ¢ : O — V
such that S = graph ((]3). Moreover ¢ is u.i.d. in O and the intrinsic gradient V% is the vector

V9a(i(a) = (D§ola), ... Diola))

forall a € O where, for j =2,...,m,
DY =X +¢ > b)Y (22)
s=1

in distributional sense in O, where X, Y, are defined as (4).

From Proposition 3.1, if graph (¢) is a G-regular hypersurface, the intrinsic gradient of ¢
takes the explicit form given in (22). This motivates the definitions of the operators intrinsic
horizontal gradient and intrinsic derivatives.

Definition 3.2. Let O be open in R™*"~! ¢ : O — R be continuous in O. The intrinsic
derivatives Df, for j = 2,...,m, are the differential operators with continuous coefficients

¢ ._ Sl PHOENE & P
DY =0y, + 21 <¢bﬂ) +3 lZ xlbﬂ)> 2y,
§= =2
= Xjjw + ¢ 2 bgsl)YSIW
s=1

where, in the second line with abuse of notation, we denote with the same symbols X; and
Y, the vector fields acting on functions defined in O.

If qﬁ = (¢,0,...,0) : O — V, we denote intrinsic horizontal gradient V% the differential
operator

V¢ .= (DS,...,D%).



16 DANIELA DI DONATO

Definition 3.3. (Distributional solution). Let O = R™" "~ be openand w = (w2, ..., wy,) €
~ (O,R™1) . We say that ¢ € C(O) is a distributional solution in O of the non-linear first
order PDEs’ system

<D§¢, . ,Dm) —w inO, (23)
if for every ¢ € C1(0)

/¢<X <+¢Zb(5 >d£m+"1=—/wjgdcm+"1, forj=2,...,m
O @]

Remark 24. If the vector fields Df e D%, are smooth we know that it is possible to connect
each couple of points a and b in O with a piecewise continuous integral curve of horizontal
vector fields. This means that there is an absolutely continuous curve v, : [t1,t2] — O from
a to bsuch that —o0 < ¢ < t9 < +00 and

t) = i hy(t) DY () ae. t € (t,to)
=2

with b = (ha,..., hp) : [t1,t2] — R™ ! a piecewise continuous function. In our case the
vector fields Dj’ are only continuous, and consequently it isn’t sure the existence of ;.

In [15], we show the following relationship between intrinsic Lipschitz function and dis-
tributional solution of (23) when the datum w is a measurable map (see [5, 4] for the case of
continuous datum):

Theorem 3.4. Let G = (R™*",. §)) be a Carnot group of step 2 and V, W the complementary
subgroups defined in (19). Let ¢ - O — V be a continuous map where O is open in W and ¢ :
O — R is the map associated to ¢ as in (20). If ¢ is locally 1/2-Holder continuous along the vertical
components then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is locally intrinsic Lipschitz function;
(2) ¢ is a continuous distributional solution of (Dg5 Dy, Dﬁbgb) = w in O with
we LP (O,R™1),

loc

By Theorem 2.15 and Theorem 3.4, it immediately follows

Corollary 3.5. Let G = (Rm+”, -,0x) be a Carnot group of step 2 and V, W the complementary
subgroups defined in (19). Let ¢ : O — V be a continuous map where O is open in W and ¢ : O — R
is the map associated to é as in (20). We also assume that

(1) ¢isacontinuous distributional solution of (Df by D;’%qﬁ) =win Owithw € L},
(2) ¢ is locally 1/2-Holder continuous along the vertical components

Then ¢ is intrinsic differentiable L™ -a.e. in O and (DS ¢(a), ..., Did(a)) = w(a) a.e. a € O.

(O,R™)

We conclude the section given some explicit examples of the intrinsic gradient of a contin-
uous map ¢.

Example 3.1 (Intrinsic gradient on corank 1 Carnot groups). Let G be a corank 1 Carnot group
as in Example 2.2 and let W and V be complementary subgroups of G as in (19). Given a
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continuous map qB: O € W — V asin (20), the intrinsic derivatives D? of ¢ are given by

RS ,
D?) = 8%. - <bj1(b + 5 Z .%'gbjg) ay = Xj|(’) - bjl(bY]@, fOI'] = 2, e, M. (25)
=2
Then, for each j = 2,...,m, every integral curve v;: I — R™ of Df has vertical component

y: I — R satisfying the following equation
1 m
y(t) = =bjo(w2, ..., Tj—1,Tj + 1, Tj41,. ., T, Y(t)) + B Z Tybje,
=2

and the horizontal components of v;(0) are (x2, ..., Zn).

Example 3.2 (Intrinsic gradient on free Carnot groups of step 2). Let IF be a free Carnot group
of step 2 as in Example 2.3 and let W and V be complementary subgroups of I as in (19).

Given a continuous map $: O = W — V as in (20), the intrinsic derivatives Df of ¢ are given

by

1 1 .
Dj’:ﬁj—¢8j1+§ Z Cﬂzaéjfi Z Cﬂsajs: j‘O*QSle‘Oa forj=2,...,m. (26)

j<t<m l<s<y
Then, for each j = 2,...,m, every integral curve ;: I — R™T"~1 of D? has vertical compo-
m(m—1) c s . .
nents y = (yos)1<s<t<m: I — R~ 2 satisfying the following equations

yjl(t) = _¢(x27- .. ,I'j_l,x]‘ + taxj-i-lr .. 7.7]m,y(t)),

Ye(t) = e, ifj<t<m,

Ujs(t) = —5%s; ifl <s<yj,

Ues(t) = 0, otherwise,
where the horizontal components of v;(0) are (z2, ..., Zm).

Example 3.3 (Intrinsic gradient on complexified Heisenberg group). Let G be the complexified
Heisenberg group H} defined as in Example 2.4 and let V = {(1,0,...,0) : z; € R} and
W = {(0,z2...,26) : x; € R, fori = 2,...,6} be complementary subgroups of G as in (19).
Given a continuous map qu O € W — V as in (20), then the intrinsic derivatives Df of ¢ are

1 1 1 1
DY = 0y, + ¢y, + 5230y, DS = 0,y + 5240y, — 5220y, DY = 05, + ¢y, — 5730y,

Then for each j = 2,3,4 and (zj, ;) € R? fixed, every integral curve v I — Rm+n=1 of
D? has vertical components (71, 7;2) : [—6, 5] — R? satisfying the following equations

() +t,25,7(t), ifj=2 T3, if j =2
i) =3 3, if j =3 Yio(t) = —3aa, ifj =3
—%1‘3, lf] =4 ¢(x] —l—t,i'j,’yj(t)), lfj =4

where the horizontal components of v;(0) are (z2, z3, x4).
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4. EXISTENCE OF A LAGRANGIAN TYPE SOLUTION

In this section we introduce and give some properties of so-called Lagrangian type solution
of (23) (see Definition 4.2). This name follows because it generalizes Lagrangian solution of
(23) in the context of Heisenberg groups defined in [10]. Our setting is any Carnot groups of
step 2 as in Section 2.1.

The idea of Lagrangian type solution is that the reduction on characteristics is not required
on any characteristic as happened in broad* solution, but on a suitable subset of character-
istics. Exhibiting a suitable set of characteristics and so proving that this definition is not
empty is the topic of Section 4.2.

4.1. Definition of Lagrangian type solution. It is convenient to introduce the following
notations: forj =2,...,m,s=1,...,n,&; = (x2,...,2j_1,%j41,...,Tm) € R™ % and
Us = (Y1, -+, Ys—1,Ys+1,- - -, Yn) € R"7! fixed, we denote by

(t,fﬂj) = (562, e ,xjfl,t,qu,l, ces ,ZCm)
and

(ys,gs) = (yla sy Ys—1yYsy Ys41y - -+ ,yn)-

Moreover, let O < R~ 1
e for given #; € R™ 2 we will denote z; instead of (%;);.
e for given #; € R™ 2 and y € R", we will denote Oi;y:=1{teR: (t,2;,y) € O}.
o for given z € R™~!, we will denote O, := {y e R" : (z,y) € O}.
e for given &; € R™ 2, we will denote Oz, := {(t,y) e R x R" : (t,2;,y) € O}.
o for givent € Rand x € R™! we will denote Oy, := {(t,%;,Y1, -, Ys—1,Yst+1,---,YUn) €
R x R (¢,44,y) € O}
e for given t € R, we will denote O; := {(2;,y) e R™" 2 x R" : (¢,4;,y) € O}.

We begin recalling that a set A < R™*" is universally measurable if it is measurable w.r.t.
every Borel measure, (see [41], Section 5.5). For example the open sets of R”*" are universally
measurable.

Universally measurable sets constitute a o-algebra, which includes analytic sets. A func-
tion f : R™™™ — R is said universally measurable if it is measurable w.r.t. this o-algebra.
In particular, it will be measurable w.r.t. any Borel measure. Notice that Borel counterim-
ages of universally measurable sets are universally measurable. Then the composition ¢ o v
of any universally measurable function ¢ with a Borel function % is universally measurable.
This composition would be nasty with v just Lebesgue measurable. Since restrictions of Borel
functions on Borel sets are Borel, all the terms in the following definition are thus meaningful.

Definition 4.1. Lagrangian type parameterization. For j = 2,...,m, a family of partial
Lagrangian type parameterizations associated to a continuous function ¢ : © — R and to

the system (D3¢, ..., Di¢) = w is a family of (O}, Xjr- X)) = (0;,x;) with O; ¢ R™+7—1

opensets and, for s = 1,...,n, x;s : O; — R are Borel functions such that
(L.1) themap Y; : O; —» R™™L Y (z,y) = (z, xj1(z,y), ... s Xjn(2,y)) is valued in O;
(L.2) for each x € R™ ! and for all s = 1,...,n, the function Oj(z,9:) 2 Ys = Xjs(T,ys, Us) 18

non-decreasing; .
(L.3) for each x € R™!, y € R" and (z; — 6,2, + ) < Oj(¢,,4) the function (—4,6) 5 t —
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jrj(xj + t,2;,y) is absolutely continuous and Y is an integral curve of the vector field Df,
ie.

T; R
= (@ +1d5,y) = DY(Yj(xj +t,25,y)),  te(=4,0). (27)

We call it a family of (full) Lagrangian type parameterizations if x : @j(m,gs) — {yseR :
(x,ys,ys) € O} is onto.

Definition 4.2. Lagrangian type solution. A continuous function ¢ : O — R is a La-
grangian type solution of

(DS¢,...,D8¢) =w inO, (28)
if there exists a family of Lagrangian type parameterizations (O;, x;) (for j = 2,...,m) as-
sociated to ¢ and (28), and a family of universally measurable functions w,; € L*(0O) for
j=2,...,m,suchthat forallz e R™" !, y e R"and (z; — 6, z; + §) = @@jy it holds that
(LS1) the function (—06,6) 2t — ¢(Y;(x; +t,2;,y)) is absolutely continuous and

d . _ .
E(JS(Tj(xj +t,35,y)) = wy, (Ti(z; +t,25,y)) Llaete (—6,0).

(LS2) for j = 2,...,m if there is o; € R such that for every integral curve I'; : I — O of Dj5
with I';(0) = (z,y) and

2 50,00 — ting 2Ts) = AT(0)

t—0 t a

then a; = D?qﬁ(x,y) = Wy, (z,9)-
(LS3) wy, = w; L7 -ae. inO, forall j =2,...,m

4.2. Existence of (partial) Lagrangian type parameterization. In this section we show that
the definition of the Lagrangian type parameterization is not empty.

Lemma 4.3. Let O < R™™~1 be a relatively open and bounded set and let ¢ : clos(O) — R be
a continuous function with {y = 0} < O. Then there exist domains O,,, Oy associated to the
functions

Xm (2 +t,25,y) := min {’Yj(t) = (11(@); -, Yn (1) ¢ (x5 + 7,85,7;(r)) € clos(O),
(7j1(0)7 <o fY]n(O)) = (y17 cee 7yn)

N | —
Rk

b (2,), forall s = 1,...,n}

Ags(r) = B by + 1,25, 7;(r)) + ;

= (29)
xu(xj +1t,%5,y) = max {’Yj(t) = (11(@); -, Yn (1) ¢ (x5 +7,85,7;(r)) € clos(O),
(%100, - .- %n(0)) = (y1,-- -, Un)
Yjs(r) :bﬁ)gb(:ﬂ]Jrr Ty, (r %Z 1 forall s = 1,...,n}
- (30)

for which (O, Op), (Onr, Onr) are partial Lagrangian type parameterization relative to .
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Proof. We split the proof in two steps. In the first step we refine the technique used in [10,
Lemma 4.1] in the context of H"; while the second step is the main difference w.r.t. the case
of Heisenberg groups.

Step 1. We consider the case n = 1. Fix j = 2,...,m and z; € R™~2. For simplicity, we
choose z; = 0. For each (Z, #;,y) € O we could consider the minimal and the maximal curve
satisfying on clos(Q) the ODE for characteristics (27) and passing through that point: in fact
the functions

Yoy (t) 1= min {35(1) = (r,5,75() € los(O), (P = 5

UL (31)
3is(r) = BV (r, 25,7, (r)) + % Mo(@y) foralls =10}
=2
~E25:9) (¢) := max {W(t) (r,@,7;(r)) € clos(O), v (F) = §
(32)

. S A 1 - S A
Yjs(r) = b§1)¢(r, zj,7v5(r)) + 3 Z bgi)(%‘)z‘ foralls=1,...,n }
i=2

are well defined, Lipschitz and because of the continuity of ¢ they are still integral curves.
Moreover, denoting by r.i. the relative interior of a set, we define the domains

Omin = tif(t,2),y) € R x Oj0 1 (£5,) € Oj0, (£, 25,%0,3,.) (1) € O,

@mam = 1‘-i~{(t7@j,y) e R x Oj,O : (i'jﬁy) € Oj,07 (tai'j7fy(0’ij7y)(t)) € 0}7

where 00 = {(2;,r) e R™™! : (0,4;,r) € O}. Note that Omin and O, are both nonempty
because, by hypothesis, (0,2;,0) € O.

Using the fact that (7 3, 5)(t) and ~v(®:23,9) (t) are Lipschitz solutions to the ODE with contin-
uous coefficients, we have that xmin(t, 2, ), Xmaz(t, Z;,y) in the statement are C1(O n {7 =
y}) in the ¢ variable for each y fixed.

Now it remains to show that X,,in, Xmaz are monotone w.r.t. y. Indeed, noticing that x,,in,
Xmaz are jointly Borel in (¢, Z;, y) by continuity in ¢ and the monotonicity in y, we obtain the
thesis, as desired.

Hence, we prove the monotonicity w.r.t. y of x,mn(t, Z;,y) for every t fixed. This is a direct
consequence of the following semigroup property: for hj, hy > 0 for example for (31)

Yo,50) (M) =1 Y1, Vg (M +he) =ty2 = Y04, (h1 + h2) = .

Indeed, if we put xmin(t,2j,y) = 0.4,y (t), we have that if y; < Y2 and fy(o@pyl)(tl) >
Y(0,2;.y2) (t1) at a certain ¢; > 0, by the continuity of the curves there is ¢ > 0 with ¢ < ¢t; when
Y0.85.51) (E) = Y(0,2;.492) (1) But then the curve

_ [ 0a00(#), fort <t
t) = J L,
i { 7(O,fcj7z/2)(t), fort >t,

is a good competitor for the definition of v(q 3, ,,), which implies
Y0,85,92) (t1) = V(1) = Y0,8;,90) (1),

and so we get the equality. In a similar way, we prove the statement for ~(%%5:4),
Step 2. We consider the case n > 1. We want to reduce to the step 1.
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Fix j =2,...,mand &; e R™ 2. If bgi) = 0 for some s = 1,...,n itis evident that there is a
unique solution of the Cauchy problem

7]3(25) 221 2 ]z xl?
’Yjs(o) = VYs,

Obviously, it is

js (t tZ by + v, (33)

Henceforth we consider the curves v;; when bgj») # 0.

. . b(_s)
Without loss of generality we can suppose that b(li-) # 0. Let o5 := b{—}) The key observa-
1

tion is that we can reduce v;s, . . ., v;, satisfying

MI»—\

ﬁjs(t) = bg'sl)(b(t Ty, (t Z Z’l, (34)

with bgj») # 0 and 7;4(0) = ys as

452(t) = e ( %Z () andll)).

for every s = 2,...,n with bﬁ) # 0 and, consequently,
1
'Yjs( ) 04137]1 + t Z xl( alsbg'l)) + (ys - Oélsyl) s (35)
for every s = 2,...,n with bg-sl) # 0. Hence the function ¢ depends only on +;; and we

can apply the case n = 1. Consequently, there exist (g,z, ) and v(*#¥) associated to ;1
satisfying (29) and (30).
Now we define

T(O :vj,y) <fY(O Z5,)> ’Y(o &) 77{6,@',3/)) ;

TO0.25.y) . <7(07xj,y)’7§07%9), N ,%(LO’ij’y)>,
where if bﬁ) = 0 the curve 750 i) = yﬁo 39 s defined as (33) and if bgj) # 0 we have two

cases: if a5 > 0, then

7€O7i~j,y) (t) = alsV(O,ij,y) (t) +
(36)
AT = gy 05 (8) +
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On the other hand, if a1, < 0, then

s T 1 S s 1
’Y(o@;j’y) (t) = 0615’}’(07 39 (t) + §t Z x] <b§l) — Oélsbg'l)) + (ys — alsyl),
=2
L om (37)
0,2, s 1
'YL(Q 39) (t) = Q157(0,25,y) (t) + §t Z x (bgl) - Oélsbg'l)> + (ys - alsyl)-
=2

We would like to prove that T oz, ,)(?) satisfying (29).
We consider the case a1, > 0 and we prove that 7(80 55.9) is the minimal curve associated to
Vs, i.€. if there is '?(30 55.) satisfied (34) and such that

’A}/E’\Ov:ﬁj 7y) (T) < ’oni'j 7y) (T)7
for some r > 0, then
o255 () = V0,2, (T)- (38)

We consider the curve ﬁ(107£j7y) associated to ﬁ(so,@j,y) as in (35); recall that bg»sl) # 0, it easy to
see that

fs/(lo,ij,y) (t) als 7(0 & ,y + t Z xl( - als ( )) + <y1 - al_sly5>' (39)

We know that 7oz, ,) is the minimal curve associated to ;; satisfying on clos(O) the ODE
for characteristics (27) and consequently

V0,85, () < ;Y(lojj,y) (t), (40)
for all ¢ > 0. Now using (36), it follows

7(0@]'7@/)(75) = 0‘13 7(0 xj,y) )+ 75 Z l“l( - 0415 §l)) + <y1 - Oéfslys>,

for each ¢ > 0 and, consequently, recall that o;; > 0 and putting together (39) and (40) with
t = r we obtain that
'Y(Sovij,y) (r) < ’?(807@].,21) (r),
Hence (38) holds, as wished. In the similar way, we can prove the other cases.
The last step is to prove that 7(30755]_731) is non decreasing in y;. If bg.sl) = 0, it is clear. On the

other hand, if bg-sl) # 0, we can use the same argument in Step 1.
O

In Proposition 5.4 we show how to make a partial parameterization y surjective. In the
following lemma, w.l.o.g. in a simpler setting, we provide instead a full Lagrangian type
parameterization, defined at once instead of extending a given one.

Proposition 4.4. Let G be a Carnot group of step 2 and B = max{bﬁ) cs =1,...,n,4,0 =
1,...,m}. Then, if n > 1, there exist a suitable open subset U of R™ "~ which depends on B and a
full Lagrangian type parameterization associated to a continuous function ¢ : U — R which is also
continuous on the closure of U. On the other hand, if n = 1, the statement holds with U = (0,1)™
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Proof. We split the proof in several steps. In the first three steps we refine the technique
used in [10, Lemma 4.2] in H"; while the last step is the main difference w.r.t. the case of
Heisenberg groups.

At first, we consider G a corank 1 Carnot group as in Example 2.2. Fix j = 2,...,m

and #; € [0,1]™ 2. For simplicity, we write b;; instead of bgll)

define the map

and we choose z; = 0. We

Ji(ry i (r)) = bjud(r, 25,7;(r)) + % > b,
=2

where ¢(-, Z;, -) be a continuous function on [0, 1] x [0, 1]. We want to give a Lagrangian type
parameterization for its restriction to (0, 1)? as we define it on an open set.

Step 1. We show that we can assume f; is compactly supported in (t,y) € [0,1] x (0, 1).
On the contrary, one can extend it to a compactly supported function f; on [0, 1] x (—1,2): re-
stricting the Lagrangian type parameterization (O/1, y/1) for f, defined as described below,
to the open set

O = {(t,25,9) € ON « xJ'(t.35,9) € (0,1)},

one will get a Lagrangian type parameterization for f;. The assumption of y compactly sup-
ported in (0, 1) implies that there are two characteristics, one starting from (0,0) and one
from (0, 1) which satisfy

NgE

. . 1
() = bjno(t, 25,75 (1)) + 5 2, b = 0.
1=2
This means respectively v;(t) = 0 and v;(t) = 1 for each ¢ € [0, 1].
After this simplification, we associate to each point (¢, #;,y) with (¢,9) € [0,1]? a curve ~;

which is minimal forward in ¢ and maximal backward:
_ Vg (), fort >t

Vi (t, t, g) = _ _ (41)
29 (1), fort < t,

where (7 3, 5 (t) and ~(5:25:9) (t) were defined in (31) and (32). Observe that the curve v (5t y)

is defined on the whole [0, 1].
Step 2. Now we consider the set

C:={y(.t.9) : [0,1] —[0,1], (,7) € [0,1]7}.

We will endow C by the topology of uniform convergence on [0, 1] and the following total
order relation

it y) < vt y2) = it it yn) < vt te,y2), VEe[0,1] (42)

Let us denote by C* the closure of C = C/([0,1]) endowed with the topology of uniform
convergence and satisfy the following properties:
(a) C* is compact;
(b) The total order relation (42) still applies in C*;
(c) C* is connected;
(d) C* is still a family of characteristic curves for f.
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1 m

That means for each v;(-,21,y1) € C* we have ;(t) = bj10(t, 2;,7;(t)) + 5 20 bjix1.

(a). Since C is a family of equi-Lipschitz continuous and bounded functions of C([0,1]),
then, from Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem C* is compact, i.e., (a) holds.

(b). Let v;,7; € C*, we would like to show that v; < 7} or v} < ;. By definition there are
two sequence {7/}, {fy;h} n © Csuch that+/ — ~; and 'y;»h — 7} uniformly in [0, 1]. Tf y; # +/,
then there is ¢y € [0, 1] such that

75(to) < j(to) or j(to) < ;(to)-
Suppose v;(to) < 7;(to). Then we will show that
;(t) < ~j(t) forallte [0,1]. (43)

75 (to)—; (to)

Let0 <e < 5 , these is h = h(e) € N such that

|y (t) — 'yjh(t)| <e and |y;(t) - 'y;»h(t)\ <e forallte[0,1],h > h.
As a consequence,
Y (to) < ;(to) + e <7j(to) —e < 7;"(to) forall h > h,

and so, recall that 'y?, fy;-h are ordered, we get that fy;?(t) < ’y;-h(t) forallt € [0,1], h > h. The
inequality (43) holds passing to the limit as h — co.

(c). By contradiction, we suppose that C* = C; u C5 and C; n C5 = &, where C;',C5 are
non empty, closed sets in C([0,1]). It is well-known that, from (a) and (b), for each subset
A < C* there exists the least upper bound (or supremum) sup .A and greatest lower bound
(or infimum) inf A of A. More precisely, we have

vy i=1inf C} < 7y, :=supCy and M, i=1inf C5 < vy, :=supCs, (44)
where v;,,vr,, € CF for i = 1,2 because C} and C3 are closed. Moreover since C; n C5 = J, it
follows vz, < v, or vz, < . If we assume, for instance, that vz, < 7;,, then vz, (t) < 7, (t)
forall t € [0,1] and vz, (t9) < i, (to) for a suitable ¢y € [0, 1]. Now we obtain a contradiction
because if we put

_ to) + t
Fety o= VL ( 0)2 s ( 0)’
then by definition v(¢) € C < C*, butyy, < v < 7,, i.e.,y doesn’t belong to Cf LU C5 = C*.
(d). Let 7; € C*, then by definition there is a sequence {%h}h < C such that WJh —
uniformly in [0, 1]. Moreover

Y(t) == v;(t,t,7), for t € [0,1], (45)

t—t ) 1 m
7?@) *7?(5) = bj1 ; ¢(7‘,ﬂ?j,7?(7“))d7"+ 5(75*75)25]‘1561,
1=

and so passing to the limit as h — o in the previous identity we get the last claim (d).
Step 3. Now we are able to give a full Lagrangian type parametrization associated to ¢. In
order to do it, we consider the map 60; : C* — R given by

S 1
0; () =) i),
1=0
where (77)en is an enumeration of Q n [0, 1]. Notice that 6; satisfies the following properties:

(a.1) By definition, 6; is continuous.
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(b.1) By definition, 0; is strictly order preserving, thatis 0;(v;) < 6;(v;) if v < ;-
(c.1) 0;(C*) = [0,2]; indeed, noticing that ;(v;(-,0,0)) = 0 and 6;(v;(-,0,1)) = 2, the
equality follows from (c), (a.1) and (b.1).

(d.1) Using (a), (b.1) and (c.1), we have that there exists H;l : [0,2] — C* continuous.

Therefore for each j = 2,...,m and &; € [0,1]™? fixed, we consider the map x;, : [0,1] x
[0,2] — [0, 1] defined as

Xa; (ty) =05 (y)(t)  for (t,y) € [0,1] < [0,2], (46)
which is a continuous function because of (d.1). Hence, we can define x; : [0, 1]™! x [0,2] —
[0,1] as
Xi(t 25, y) = xa; (L, y)-
Finally, forall j = 2,...,m themap Y, : (0,1)™! x (0,2) — (0,1)™, given by
Tj(t7'i'j7y) = (tviﬁxj(t?@jvy))a

turns out to be a full Lagrangian type parameterization associated to ¢ : (0,1)" — R, as
desired.

Step 4. We consider the case n > 1. Fix j = 2,...,m and &, € [0,1]™2. If bg‘;) = 0 for
some s = 1,...,nitis evident that

1 (s _
~js(t) = §(t—£)Zb§l>xl + T (47)
1=2
As a consequence, we consider the curves v;, when bg»sl) # 0.
Thanks to Remark 7, without loss of generality, we can suppose that bg.sl) > 0 for s =
1,...,n and we also assume that bgll) = max{bﬁ) : s =1,...,n}. Asin Step 2 of Lemma 4.3,

the key observation is that we can reduce vjo, . . ., v;, satisfying ¥;4(t) = ﬁ)qﬁ(r, zj,7(t)) +

1 m

3 2g bﬁ)xl with 7v;,(t) = s as

NgE

1 S 1 _ _
Yislt) = sy (t) + 5 =) Y an (b5 — b)) + @ — ). (48)

=2

()

b

for s = 2,...,n such that bg-sl) # 0, where oy, := @ € (0,1]. Hence the function ¢ depends
J

only on ;1 and we can apply the case n = 1. Consequently, for each j = 2,...,m and

#; € [0,1]™2 fixed, there is a map Xj1(t, 2, y) associated to ;1.
Then we define the map T, : O; — R™+7~1 given by

T](t,jjay) = (taj],X]l(taj]’y)a Xj2(ta~%]’y)a s ann(t’j]ay))a

where the curve x;s(t, 2, 7) is defined as (47) if bg‘;) =0or
~ ~ 1 . s 1 _ _
Xjs(t, Z5,y) = a1sxi(t, &5,y) + 5(75 —1) Z x (bﬁ»l) - Oélsb;l)> + (Us — a1s71)
1=2

if bg-sl) # 0. Now the idea is that for a suitable choice of 35, we have that
X;js(t,Zj,y) € (0, K(B)) where K(B)>0 notdependson j.
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More precisely, recall that B = max{bﬁ) cs=1,...,n,5,f = 1,...,m} is larger than zero
because the matrices are skew- symmetric, we define an open set
O; = {(t,2,y) € (0,1) x (0,1)™2 x R"}
as follows:
e y1 € (0,2);
o if b} = 0, then y, (|§ Sy 0], (m —1)B +1— |3 37, bﬁ)ml\);
o if bg-sl) # 0, then
Ys € (|% PP <b§‘;) - alsbﬁ)) | +2,(m—1)B+3— 15— |32 o1 <b§f7) - alsbg})> |> )
It is easy to see that T is onto and, in particular,
Y;(0;) = (0,1)™ ' x (0,1) x (0,B2) x -+ x (0,B8,),
where
5 _ { (m—1)B+1, iftf) =0,
: (m—1)B+3, ity #0.
Hence, if we put
U:=(0,1)"1 x(0,1) x (0,B3) x --- x (0,B,),

then for each j = 2,...,m, we proved that there is T, : O; — U which is a full Lagrangian
type parameterization associated to ¢ : U — R, as desired.
O

5. INTRINSIC LIPSCHITZ MAP VS. LAGRANGIAN TYPE SOLUTION

In this section we prove the main theorem 5.1 of this paper, i.e.,
¢ is intrinsic Lipschitz <= ¢ is a Lagrangian type solution of (28).
Actually, we will show that

¢ is a Distributional solution of (28) <= ¢ is a Lagrangian type solution of (28)

when ¢ : W — V is locally 1/2-Holder continuous along the vertical components. We un-
derline that it is not trivial fact that a weak solution of (28) is locally 1/2-Holder continuous
along the vertical components; indeed, for instance, in the context of step 2 Carnot groups,
this problem is open for continuous datum w when V has dimension larger than one. On
the other hand, in [32], the author prove that we can not drop the Holder regularity when
G is a Carnot group of step 3. Finally, in [4], we give a positive answer in step 2 with V
1-dimensional.

In order to obtain Theorem 5.1, we restrict to a subclass of Carnot groups of step 2 defined
in Section 5.1. We underline that thanks to the "good" structure of our intrinsic derivatives
in this "good" subclass of step 2, we can reduce the study of PDE system (28) to ODE (see
Proposition 5.5).

Roughly speaking, an £*-representative w for the datum of the ODEs (58) provided by
taking the ¢-derivative of ¢(t, &, x;j1(t, Z,9), - - ., Xjn(t, Z;,y)), which is ¢ evaluated along the
characteristics x (¢, 7) of the Lagrangian type parameterization; by construction, it coincides
with the second ¢-derivative of x;s(¢, Z;,y) where 5 is the only one index such that bg-sl) # 0.
Here we have hidden the fact that we need to come back from (¢,y) to (¢,7), a change of
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variable that is not single valued, not surjective because the second derivative was defined
only almost everywhere, and which may map negligible sets into positive measure sets. We
overcome the difficulty showing that it is enough selecting any value of the second derivative
when present. However, if one changes the set of characteristics in general one arrives to a
different function w € £L*, which however identifies the same distribution as w (see Theorem
51(2) = (3)).

5.1. Setting. We consider G = (R™*",-,§,) a Carnot group of step 2 where the group opera-

tion is given by (2) for m x m real matrices B, ..., B(™ which satisfy the following property
ifn > 1:

bgsl)bgl) =0, foralls,k=1,...,nand s # k. (50)
Here for each fixed j = 2,...,m and (z;,%;) € R™! the vertical characteristic line v; =

(Yj15- -+ Yn) : [—9,0] — R™ satisfying

Yjs(t) = bg.‘?qb(x] +t,25,7;(t Z b xl, atmostone s € {1,...,n},

m
Z CE[, foralls=1,...,nwith s # 5.

l\')IH

’7] s

Consequently, we have that every vertical component is a strict line except one and this fact
allows us to "immerse" in the context of Heisenberg groups where we just have a non linear
component. Therefore, it is natural that the strategy will be to adapt the technique valid in
H" proved in [10] to groups satisfy (50) .

We conclude this section given some examples of the subclass of Carnot groups studied.

Example 5.1. Corank 1 Carnot groups, and so also Heisenberg groups, as in Example 2.2
belong to our setting because n = 1.

Example 5.2. Free Carnot groups of step 2 as in Example 2.3 satisfy the condition (50).

Example 5.3. The complexified Heisenberg group as in Example 2.4 satisfies the condition
(50).

5.2. The main theorem. From now on, G will be as in the setting 5.1 and we will take z; = 0
for simplicity.
Theorem 5.1. Let G as in the setting 5.1, let V, W be complementary subgroups defined in (19) and
let U = R™! gs in Proposition 4.4. Let ¢ be a continuous map where ¢ : U — R is the map
associated to ¢ as in (20). If ¢ is locally 1/2-Holder continuous along the vertical components, then
the followzng statements are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is a locally intrinsic Lipschitz function.

(2) ¢isacontinuous distributional solution of ( Df Oy, D;’%qﬁ) =winU withw € L (U,R™1).

(3) ¢ is a Lagrangian type solution to the equation (D;5 o, ... ,Dﬁlgb) = w in U for a bounded
function w : U — R™ ! such that w = w L™ -a.e on U.

Remark 51. We don’t know if Theorem 5.1 (2) < (3) is true in general Carnot group of step
2. We underline that Lagrangian type solution implies a suitable monotonicity of the vertical
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components of the maps x;; and we don’t know if the following results as Proposition 5.3,
5.4 and 5.5 preserve these properties in general Carnot group of step 2.

Remark 52. In Example 1.3 in [10], the authors show that the datum w in (2) in general is not
equal to the datum w in (3); but, in general, we have that w = w almost everywhere on U.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 requires on the following statements

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 7.3, [15]). Let G = (Rm+", ,0x) be a Carnot group of step 2 and V, W the
complementary subgroups defined in (19). Let ¢ : O — V be a continuous map where O is open in
Wand ¢ : O — R is the map associated to ¢ as in (20). We also assume that

(1) ¢ isa continuous distributional solution of(quS, ce D%qﬁ) =win Owithw € L (O,R™1)
(2) ¢ is locally 1/2-Holder continuous along the vertical components

Then, for all j = 2,...,m there is C = C(||lwjl|zo(0r) bg‘?) > 0 such that ¢ is a C-Lipschitz map

along any characteristic line v; = (yj1,...,%vjn) : [—9,0] — R™ satisfying

;Yjs()_bS)(b(t Ty, (t Z J;,  foralls=1,...,n

l\.')lr—l

with t € [—6,0] and 35 € R™2 fixed.
About regularity of a full Lagrangian type parametrization, we have the following result:

Proposition 5.3. Forall j = 2,...,m,let Y, : O; — O be a full Lagrangian type parametrization
of a continuous map ¢ : O — R. Then for a given (i;,9s) € R™ 2 x R the map x;s =
Xjs(s 25, Us) + Oja,,5.) — R is continuous for every s = 1,...,n.

Proof. We just consider the case bﬁ) # 0. Fix j = 2,...,m and a point (to, Z;, yo,Ys) € @j. Let
0o > 0 such that

R = [to — do. to + o] x {25} x [yo — o, 4o + do] x {§s} < O;.

Because O is open set and [yo — o, Yo+ o] < O

i(to,2;,35) it follows that there is o = o(t9) > 0
such that

[XjE(t07 j:.j7 Yo, gg)? ng(t07 j:.j7 Yo, gE) + UO] < Oj(t()@j@g)' (53)
Moreover, by definition of full Lagrangian type parametrization, x;s(to, Z;, -, Js) is monotone
and surjective; and so
3 lim xjs(to, 25,9, 9s) = xjs(to, T4, Yo, Js)- (54)
Y=Y
Indeed, if this is not true, one of the inequalities below would be strict
hmﬁ XjE(t()a j}ja Y, gg) < XjE(t07 'f;]7 Yo, gE) < hm st(t07 .YJ], Y, ys)
Y—=Yo yﬁyo
and we get a contradiction given by the surjectivity. On the other hand, since the map [t; —
do,to + 60] 3 t — x;js(t, 25,90 * do,Ys) is continuous and using again the monotony of x s,
it follows that the map T; : R — O is bounded. Then by (L.3) of Definition 4.1, we get
that x;s(-, 25,9, 9s) : [to — do,to + do] — R is Lipschitz continuous uniformly with respect to
y € [yo—0d0, Yo+ o] and, consequently, using also (54), x s is continuous at point (to, Z;, Y0, Us)
as desired.
Notice that we do not prove anything about the global continuity of x s. O
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In the previous section, we give an explicit example of the partial Lagrangian type pa-
rameterization. Following [10], and, consequently, using the specific form of our intrinsic
derivatives we can extended the partial Lagrangian type parameterization to a full one.

Proposition 5.4. Any partial Lagrangian type parameterization can be extended to a full one.
Proof. The proof follows as in [10], Appendix A.1 in the context of Heisenberg groups. O

The following proposition states one can reduce the PDE to ODEs along a selected family
of characteristics constituting a Lagrangian type parameterization.

Proposition 5.5. Let ¢ : U — R be a continuous function where U is given by Proposition

4.4. Foreach j = 2,...,mand %; € [0,1]™2 fixed, consider a Lagrangian type parametrization
(OJ’ X]l(ta :AU], y)a ) Xjn(ta j]a y))flndassume that [Oa 1] 51— gb(t’ j]a le(t, j]a y)’ s ,X]n(ta :AU], y))
is Lipschitz continuous for all y € O; (t3))" Then, for s = 1,...,n such that bgf? # 0, there exists a
Borel function w = (g, . .., Wy,) : U — R™L such that for all y
a¢ A 1 82st ~
Py — (25 xn (25, y), - xgn(t, 25, y)) = ey W(t,%‘,y) (55)
51

= QI}.7(t’ j]’ le(t’ j]’ y)’ sy X]n(ta :AU], y)),
for Ll-a.e. t e [0,1].
Proof. We use the similar technique exploited in [10, Lemma 6.2] in the context of Heisenberg
groups.

Fixj = 2,...,m, (&j,9s) € R™™2 x R"~! such that the components belong to U. With a bit
abuse to notation we use U and O; for the same thing.

In order to check T (9 — U lifts S) affg * to a map w; a.e. defined on O;, which would

J
provide our thesis, we split the proof in several steps.
Step 1. Using Tonelli theorem, we prove that the subset A < O; of those (t, Z;, v, ;) where
Xjs is twice t-differentiable is a full measure, i.e.

A-AUU {(t,y) S5 = 9lt) cm} 56

e—0reQ 6>0

Indeed each y—section has full measure by the Lipschitz continuity of
b.gsl)(b(taj}jax‘]l(u'f;]ay)?7Xj7l t 1'], Zb]l €.
Moreover, using the continuity of ¢, we have that A is F;; set, i.e. it is a countable union of

closed sets equal to (56), as desired.

(s)

Step 2. It is relevant to notice that 1 - 6352 *(t,2;,y,Ys) is a Borel function on its domain @j.

Indeed, this follows from the 51mply fact that

Xjs 1, R R
st(tax]’y) = bgi)gb(t’xja)(jl(t,xjay)’ ’X]n t CE],

R

l\?l»—\

is Lipschitz continuous in ¢.
Step 3. Now we analyze T ;(.A) and partial inverse of it.
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We partition O; into the level sets of T, which are G sets (i.e. level sets of Y, are countable
intersection of open sets). Indeed, recalling that a closed subset of a metrizable space is a G;

set (see [41], Exercise 2.1.16), it is easy to see that, if (t9, Z}, y0,9s) € T;(O;), then

T_j_l(t07 'i.jv Yo, st) = {(t07 j:.j)} X IO X {@8}7
where Iy < R is a closed bounded interval.

Moreover, in order to prove the Borel measurability of the partition {Tj_l(to, Zj,90,0s) :
(to, 7,90, Us) € Y;(O;)}, it is sufficient to show that Tj_l(Tj (U)) is a Borel set for each open
set U = R™*™ (see Section 5.1 in [41]).

For simplicity, thanks to Proposition 5.4, we can consider the case when Y, is already a
full parameterization. Here, by Proposition 5.3, x5 is continuous.

Because every open set U is o-compact we know that, by continuity, T;(i/) is o-compact,
and so Tj_l(Tj (U)) is also o-compact. Therefore by [41, Theorem 5.9.2], we have that there
is a Borel restriction which is one-to-one with image Y;(.A), i.e., there is a Borel set S and a
Borel injective map A;

A;l :Sc @j — T](.A) c Oj,
such that
(1) it holds

ANt &5, y,0s) = Y5t 25,9, 0s), forall (£, 25,y,3s) € S.

(2) Im(A; 1) = T;(A).

Hence, Theorem 4.12.4 in [41], due to Lusin, says that Y ;(.A) is Borel and that this restric-
tion A;l has a Borel inverse

A]’ . TJ(@J) (e Oj — @j'

Step 4. Finally, we can define w; as

62 is ~ ~ : -, 5
o it (A (L 25,9, 9s)), if (82,9, 9s) € T5(A),
_ A ~ 1
wj(taxjayays) = !

Arguing as in Step 5 of Lemma 6.2 in [10], we have that b<15) 6261(35 o T;l is multivalued
i1

at most countable set and consequently w; is well defined. The proof of this proposition is
complete. O

Now we are able to show the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. (1) < (2) follows from Theorem 3.4.

(2) — (3)
Foreachj =2,...,mand z; € (0, 1)™=2 fixed, by Lemma 4.4 there exists a full Lagrangian
type parameterization associated to ¢ : U — R. Moreover from Lemma 5.2, it follows that ¢

is Lipschitz continuous along characteristics and consequently by Proposition 5.5 properties
(LS1) and (LS2) of Definition 4.2 immediately hold.
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Finally, in order to prove (LS3) of Definition 4.2, we show the identification of w and w.
By Corollary 3.5

Adiay(e5) = (DJ(a),0,...,0) = (w;(a),0,...,0), ae.ael, (57)
wheree; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) and j-th element is 1.
On the other hand, if
9. . . X o R R
5(@%%;‘1(1‘/,%#), s Xgn(t 25, 9)) = Wit 25, x51(E 25, 9), - Xon( 25,Y)), (58)

fora.e. t€[0,1], forally € (§j (t:35) and y, are onto, using again Lemma 5.2, we have

doi(ay(e5) = (Dj’¢(a),o, o ,o) — (@j(a),0,...,0), ae. ael, (59)

As a consequence, from (57) and (59), (LS3) of Definition 4.2 is true and the proofof (2) — (3)
is complete.

(3) = (2).

We refine the technique used in [10, Theorem 6.10] in the context of Heisenberg groups.
The main differences w.r.t. Heisenberg case are Step 3 and 4. Here we use on a mollification
procedure in the Lagrangian variables; we begin regularizing the map x5 and then using it
we prove the smoothing of T'; and so of ¢ in the ¢-variable. Finally, using again the Friedrichs’
mollifier, we regularize the datum w.

By assumption, x; is smooth for every s = 1,...,n except for at most one 5. Hence, we
just consider the case bg-sl) # 0 and, for simplicity, we write s instead of 5.

Fixj = 2,...,m, #; € R" 2 and §j; € R* . Let ; : O; — O be a full Lagrangian type
parametrization of ¢ : O — R. This is possible thanks to Section 4.2 and Proposition 5.4.

As this is a local argument, one can assume in order to avoid technicalities that x;s is
constant out of a compact: just modify x;s, and consequently ¢ and w, out of an open ball
where one wants to prove the statement. By a partition of unity the statement will hold then
on the desired domain. By a change of variables one can as well assume that y, is valued
in (0,1) and that the support of ¢ is compactly contained in (0, 1)2. In particular w.Lo.g. we
can assume that T : O; := (0,1) x (f1,f2) — O := (0,1) x (t1,t9) with —c0 < {1 < £ < +00,
0 < t; <t < 1 and that y;, can be meant as a continuous function (0,1) x R — (0,1) by
defining it x;s(¢,4;,y) = t; for each t € (0,1) and ys < #3, and x;s(t,%;,y) = t2 for each
te (0,1) and y; = to.

We split the proof in several steps:

(1
(2

Smoothing of X;s(z;.4.)

Existence of the inverse map of T j;
(3) Smoothing of ¢ in the ¢-variable;
(4) Approximation of the datum w;

(5) Limiting argument.

~— —

Step 1. As we said, we use Friedrichs” mollifier to regularize x ;, in ys-variable.
Consider a suitable convolution kernel p. (ys) compactly supported in {|ys| < ¢} and define
the ys-regularized function

X;s(jﬁgs) = Xis :(0,1) x R - R,
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given by

XGs(tys) = (14 eys) (xys(t, ) = pe) (ys) = (1 + eys) /Rx]‘s(taf)pe(ys —§) ds.

Arguing as in Step 1 of [10, Theorem 6.10], it is possible to show that

e The function x5, is locally Lipschitz continuous;
e foreveryt e (0,1),x5,(t,") : R — Ris strictly increasing and smooth
e for ¢ small enough and each (¢, y,) € (0,1) x R, it holds

X 0Xj
S22038) = 0s(t)* pe) ) + (1 + ) (%(t, ) pe) (4:) > 0,

S

ox5 . .. .
where axyjss (t,-) * p- denotes the convolution between the finite non-negative measure

axe
aXsts (t,-) and the kernel p.

* X5, converges locally uniformly to x;s for e — 0.

Step2. Let Yj 3, 9. = Tje: (0,1) x R — (0,1) x R" defined as

Tj,E(tayS) = (tai.j7le(tay)7 e 7X§s(tay8)7 e 7Xjn(t7y))

It is trivial the fact that T ; . is a smooth function, if we do not consider the factor x5,. We put
Xj}l(t, y) the inverse map of x¢(t,y) equal to (33) for £ = 1,...,n with £ # s. Hence, the only
problem is the factor x5;. By Proposition 5.3, the map

E,E(t? ys) = (ta X;s(t’ ys))’

is continuous map. Moreover, by definition and Step 1, it is 1-to-1 and onto and, conse-
quently, it admits an inverse map F. " : (0,1) x R — (0 1) x R which is continuous, injective
and onto between two open sets of Rz. We call T e ! the map given by identity in vertical
components and, for the last vertical components, the inverse component of each x;, for
t=1,. nwithf;ésandelforf—s

Step 3 We can define the approx1mat10n oy (25.55) = ¢° : (0,1) xR — Ras the map satisfying
the following equality

bﬁ)xl,

N | —
s

b6 (b ys) = v* (51t ) —

=2

where ¢° : (0,1) x R — R is given by
“(t,ys) == (1 B\ o(t, 35, xi (L : n(t,d5,y)))
P (ays)- ( +<€ys) ]1¢(’x]ax_]1(,x]’y)""’ a"'ann(,x]ay)) Pe (ys)a
where - is in s-position. The key observation is that, recall that

aX j A s A I 1 S s
a; (t.2j,y) = b§1)¢(t7Xj1(t,9€j7y), s Xgn(6 25, 9)) + 5 > b§-l)wz,
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we have that

=2
s 1 S S
— ) () o) ) - g 2 (@)
=2
axas A 1 - S
= a—tj(t,xjay) - 5 Zbgl)xl

Arguing as in the last two claim in Step 1 of [10, Theorem 6.10], ¢° is a locally Lipschitz
smooth function which converges in L! to ¢ as ¢ — 0. Here the only difference is that ¢* and
¢ are compactly supported in (0,1) x (0, B) for some B > 0 instead of (0, 1)2.

Step 4. We define an approximate datum w; : O — R using the approximation ¢ in the
previous step:

0 (@) 13 S
it oy, 2 (t2,y) + 52

¢€
ot o Be

Y) + b(s) gzl St x,y), (61)

almost everywhere in O, i.e., Djf ¢ = wj. We can assume that w*® is a Borel map, because
¢° is a Lipschitz map. Moreover, using the smoothness of ¢* and (60), the equality (61) is
equivalent to
) ) ) 1 X5,
w;(t’ Ly, le(t’ Ly, y)’ ceey Xjn(ta Zj, y)) = b(s) Tgs(t’ Ly, y)
31
oc . . R .
= W(t’ Zj, le(t, Zj, y), LR X]g(ta ys), cee ,X]n(ta Ly, y))

By Proposition 5.5, we have that (55) holds with the datum @ and so

€ A - € A~ 1 62X§5 ~
wj(t,x],le(t,x],y), cee 7st(t7y8)7 e 7XJ7L(t7x]7y)) = @W(tﬂx]?y)
i1

2.y .
= e (G o) (00

= (L4 eys) (0 (t, &5, x50 (6 25, Y)s - XGs (G Ys)s - Xgn (25, 9)) * pe) (Ys)-

In particular, the datum wj are uniformly bounded by (1 + ¢) times the uniform bound for
w. Moreover, for each ¢ fixed w5 (t, Z;, x;j1(t, 25, Y), - -+, X55(ts Ys)s - s Xjn (¢, 25, y)) converges
in all LP(dys) to w;(t,Z;, x;1(t,Z5,Y), -, Xjs(t, Ys), - -, Xjn(t, 25, y)), and thus in LP(dtdys);
Notice that if the datum w is continuous, then the convergence is clearly uniform.

Step 5. Arguing as in Step 4 of [10, Theorem 6.10], we have that there is a bounded map w
such that ¢ is a distributional solution of the equation

0¢ () 0 ¢° 15029 TG
at (t x y) +b ays 2 (t,l’,y) + 2 ;ay(t7x7y)l=22bjl 1’[ _wj(t7x7y)7

on U. Finally, we prove that w = w a.e. on U. Indeed, by Theorem 2.15, the function w is equal
to the intrinsic gradient of ¢ almost everywhere. On the other hand, using the definition of
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intrinsic gradient of ¢ and Lemma 5.2, the intrinsic gradient of ¢ coincides to the datum w
almost everywhere.
This completes the proof of (3) — (2) and, consequently, the theorem is true. O
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