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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the validity of synthetic curvature-dimension bounds in the
sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a positive smooth measure. Firstly, we study
the measure contraction property, in short MCP, proving that its validity depends on the
norm generating the sub-Finsler structure. Indeed, we show that, if it is neither C! nor
strongly convex, the associated Heisenberg group does not satisfy MCP(K, N) for any pair
of parameters K € R and N € (1,00). On the contrary, we prove that the sub-Finsler
Heisenberg group, equipped with a C1'! and strongly convex norm, and with the Lebesgue
measure, satisfies MCP(0, N) for some N € (1,00). Additionally, we provide a lower bound
on the optimal dimensional parameter, and we also study the case of C!' and strongly convex
norms. Secondly, we address the validity of the curvature-dimension condition pioneered by
Sturm and Lott-Villani, in short CD(K, N). We show that the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group,
equipped with a C' and strongly convex norm, and with a positive smooth measure, does not
satisfy the CD(K, N) condition for any pair of parameters K € R and N € (1, 00). Combining
this result with our findings regarding the measure contraction property, we conclude the
failure of the CD condition in the Heisenberg group for every sub-Finsler structure.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the seminal contributions [Stu06b, Stu06a, LV09], Sturm and Lott—Villani introduced the
celebrated curvature-dimension condition, in short CD(K, N). This was the first successful notion
of synthetic Ricci curvature bound in the non-smooth setting of metric measure spaces. The
crucial observation was that a weighted Riemannian manifold has generalized Ricci curvature
bounded below by K € R and dimension bounded above by N € (1, +o0] if and only if the so-called
N-Rényi entropy functional is (K, N)-convex along Wasserstein geodesics, cf. [CEMSO01, vRS05].
While the former is a differential notion, the latter relies only on the underlying metric structure
and on a reference measure, thus it can be promoted to a definition of synthetic curvature-
dimension bound for metric measure spaces. Subsequently, it was showed in [Oht09] that the
same relation between the CD condition and the (flag) Ricci curvature holds in smooth Finsler
manifolds.

While in Riemannian and Finsler geometry, the curvature-dimension condition a la Lott—
Sturm—Villani is consistent with a lower bound on the Ricci curvature, the same does not hold in
sub-Riemannian and sub-Finsler geometry. The latter are a broad generalization of Riemannian
and Finsler geometry, where a smoothly varying norm is defined on a subset of preferred direc-
tions, called distribution. In a series of contributions [JuilO, Jui20, MR23a, RS23|, it has been
showed that the CD condition fails in sub-Riemannian geometry. More precisely, given a (truly)
sub-Riemannian manifold M, equipped with a smooth positive measure m, the metric measure
space (M,dggr, m) does not satisfy the CD(K, N) condition, for any choice of parameters K € R
and N € (1,+o0c]. Note that, the positivity of the measure is not merely a technical assumption
as there are examples of sub-Riemannian manifolds, equipped with smooth measures vanishing
at some points, that satisfy the CD condition, see [PW22, Pan23]. In addition, recent develop-
ments [BT23, MR23b] have shown that the CD condition fails also in a large class of sub-Finsler
manifolds, corroborating the general belief that it should fail in sub-Finsler geometry.

These results show that the classical CD condition is not suitable to study curvature in the
setting of sub-Riemannian and sub-Finsler manifolds. Motivated by this, Barilari, Mondino and
Rizzi [BMR22] introduced and studied a generalized version of the CD condition, defined for
gauged metric measure spaces. They showed in particular that any compact fat sub-Riemannian
manifold, with a suitable gauge, satisfies their version of the CD condition.

A different classical curvature-dimension bound, which instead holds in some examples of
sub-Riemannian and sub-Finsler manifolds, is the so-called measure contraction property, or
MCP(K, N) for brevity. This condition was introduced by Ohta in [Oht07] and it prescribes a
control (depending on K and N) on the contraction rate of volumes along geodesics. Although the
MCP(K, N) condition is weaker than the CD(K, N) condition, in the setting of (unweighted) Rie-
mannian manifolds, it is equivalent to having Ricci curvature bounded below by K € R and dimen-



sion equal to N € (1,400). As mentioned, the MCP condition holds in a large class of sub-Rieman-
nian manifolds, including many Carnot groups, cf. [Rif13, Riz16, BR18, BR20, Bor22, NGZ23],
and in the (sub-Finsler) ¢P-Heisenberg group for 1 < p < 2, as shown by the first- and fourth-
named authors in [BT23]. In particular, for p = 2, they recovered a result of [Juil0], where it
was shown that the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group, equipped with the Lebesgue measure .#3,
satisfies MCP(0,5) with sharp constants.

In this paper, we complete the study initiated in [BT23, MR23b], investigating whether the
measure contraction property MCP(K, N) holds in the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped
with a general norm. The sub-Finsler Heisenberg group is a stratified real Lie group of dimension
3, where a norm ||-|| is defined on the first layer of its Lie algebra. In this setting, we prove both
positive and negative results, showing that the validity of MCP(K, N') depends on the smoothness
and convexity properties of the reference norm ||-||. This is particularly interesting if compared
to what happens in R™ (with the Lebesgue measure £"), which satisfies CD(0,n), and thus
MCP(0,n), if equipped with any distance induced by a norm, see the appendix of [Vil09].

Firstly, we study in detail the geometry of the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, making use of
convex trigonometry (cf. Subsections 2.2 and 2.3), in the way that it was introduced in [Lok19].
Building upon [Ber94, Lok21], we provide a precise and general description of geodesics and their
uniqueness: one of our main results (Proposition 3.5) highlights that uniqueness of geodesics
depends on how “flat” the polar of the unit ball of the reference norm is and extends [BLD13].
Secondly, this allows us to identify a sub-Finsler exponential map and study its regularity prop-
erties, in relation to the properties of ||-||. The main observation is that the smoothness of the
norm ||-|| influences the positivity of the Jacobian of the exponential map, while the convexity of
|I-|| determines its regularity. As the Jacobian of the exponential map controls the infinitesimal
volume distortion of geodesics (cf. Subsection 3.2), we use it to develop many useful criteria to
address the validity of the MCP condition in the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group. Our first result in
this direction (Proposition 3.18) is valid for any norm and provides a general necessary condition
for MCP to hold, in term of the Jacobian of the exponential map. Our second result (Proposition
3.20) shows that, if the reference norm |[|-|| is C! and strictly convex, the same condition is also
sufficient. Finally, a refined analysis of the differentiability properties of the Jacobian allows us
to provide further differential characterizations for MCP, if the reference norm |-| is C! and
strongly convex, cf. Corollary 3.22 and Proposition 3.23.

Relying on these criteria, we deduce our main result showing the failure of the measure
contraction property.

Theorem 1.1. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-|| which is
not C! or not strongly convex, and let m be a positive smooth measure on H. Then, the metric
measure space (H,d, m) does not satisfy the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) for every
K eRand N € (1,00).

Remarkably, Theorem 1.1 shows that the properties of the reference norm ||-|| do not only
influence the optimal constants K and N for which the measure contraction MCP(K, N) holds,
but the validity of the condition itself. The two main properties of ||-|| causing the failure of
MCP are the non-smoothness and the lack of (strong) convexity and, notably, each of these two
properties is reflected in a specific singular behavior of geodesics that we can exploit to show the
failure of MCP, with two different strategies.

Indeed, if the reference norm ||-|| is not C'!, we show that geodesics can branch, even though
they are unique, cf. Theorem 4.1. This behavior, which was already observed in [MR23b] for
strictly convex not C'' norms, has independent interest, as examples of branching spaces usually
occur when geodesics are not unique. Instead, when the reference norm ||-|| is not strongly convex,
we take advantage of the loss of regularity of the Jacobian of the exponential map. The proof
of this case is divided into two parts: the first part (Theorem 4.5) addresses the scenario where



the norm is not even strictly convex, while the second part (Theorem 4.6) closes the remaining
gap. More in details, when the norm is not strictly convex we exploit discontinuity points of
the Jacobian and contradict the necessary condition of Proposition 3.18. While, if the norm
is strictly but not strongly convex, we contradict the equivalent characterization of Proposition
3.20, exploiting the fact that the Jacobian, while continuous, fails to be Lipschitz.

Subsequently, we investigate the validity of the measure contraction property in the sub-Fin-
sler Heisenberg group, when the reference norm is at least C' and strongly convex. The central
object of our analysis is the angle correspondence map C, : R — R, which represents the duality
map from (R?,|-||,) to (R% |||, interpreted at the level of generalized angles, see Subsection
2.2 for a precise definition. According to classical convex geometry, the duality map corresponds
to the differential of the dual norm and, therefore, the angle correspondence map C, has its
regularity tied to the regularity of the norm ||-||, see Proposition 2.16. In our analysis, the angle
correspondence appears in the asymptotic expansion of the Jacobian of the exponential map.
Hence, when the norm |[|-|| is C1! and strongly convex, we shall observe that the map Cs is
bi-Lipschitz and we obtain an important positive result (Corollary 5.12).

Theorem 1.2. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C1' and strongly
convex norm ||-||, and let £ be the Lebesgue measure on H. Then, the metric measure space
(H,d,.#3) satisfies the measure contraction property MCP(0, N) for some N € (1, 00).

Note that, as the Heisenberg group admits a one-parameter family of dilations (cf. [LD15]), by
the scaling property of MCP, it is sufficient to investigate the validity of the measure contraction
property with K = 0.

Combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we obtain an almost complete picture describing
the validity of MCP in the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group. However, these results do not cover
the case when the norm ||-|| is strongly convex and C! but not C*!. In Section 5, we identify
different behaviors for this intermediate case, showing that MCP can both hold or fail. The
findings of Section 5 supporting the validity of MCP can be summarized in the following theorem
(cf. Theorem 5.9).

Theorem 1.3. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C! and strongly
convex norm ||-|| and with the Lebesgue measure 3. If the derivative of C, is asymptotically
and uniformly equivalent to a fractional polynomial at its zero points, see (68) and (69), then
(H,d, #3) satisfies the MCP(0, N) for some N € (1, 00).

The proof of Theorem 1.3 hinges upon the characterization of MCP given in Proposition 3.22
and a novel Taylor expansion of the Jacobian of the exponential map with integral remainder
(see Proposition 5.6). This theorem generalizes the validity of MCP for ¢P-norm with p € (1,2)
that was obtained in [BT23]. We remark that we indeed obtain Theorem 1.2 as a corollary of
Theorem 1.3.

On the one hand, the sufficient conditions identified in Theorem 1.3 are not necessary. Indeed,
we provide an example (cf. Example 5.16) of sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C*
and strongly convex norm ||-||, satisfying the MCP condition, but where C? does not behave as a
fractional polynomial. On the other hand, as displayed by Example 5.17, removing the uniformity
assumption may lead to the failure of the MCP condition.

An additional relevant byproduct of our study is a lower bound on the so-called curvature
exponent Neypy Of the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group. The curvature exponent is the minimal
parameter N such that H (equipped with the Lebesgue measure .#3) satisfies MCP(0, N). To
get an estimate of the curvature exponent, we need a slightly stronger assumption on C, (cf.
Theorem 5.10).



Theorem 1.4. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-| and with the Lebesgue measure 3. If the derivative of C, has maximal
fractional order s > 0, see (70), then (H,d,.#3) satisfies the MCP(0, N) for some N € (1,00),
and Neypry > 28 + 5.

An important consequence of Theorem 1.4 is that if the reference norm is C? and strongly
convex, then the curvature exponent Neyy > 5 (cf. Corollary 5.12). However, the lower bound 5
is not sharp for a general C? norm. Indeed, we observe that there is a C? and strongly convex
norm such that Ny > 5 (cf. Example 5.14). These facts lead us to formulate the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5. The metric measure space (H,d,.#3) satisties MCP(0,5) if and only if the
reference norm is the {?>-norm, that is to say (H,d) is the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group.

In the last section of this paper we prove the failure of the CD condition in the sub-Finsler
Heisenberg group, equipped with a C! strongly convex norm ||-|| and with a smooth measure m
(cf. Theorem 6.3). In light of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, this is a completely non-trivial result as the
weaker MCP condition may hold in this case. Our argument is a substantial refinement of the one
presented in [MR23b] for C'! and strictly convex norms, based on an improved analysis of the
correspondence map C,. Combining the findings of Theorem 6.3 with Theorem 1.1, we obtain
the following negative result, valid for any reference norm.

Theorem 1.6. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-|| and with
a positive smooth measure m. Then, the metric measure space (H,d,m) does not satisfy the
CD(K, N) condition, for every K € R and N € (1, 00).

The sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups are the unique (up to isometries) sub-Finsler Carnot groups
with Hausdorff dimension less than 5 (or with topological dimension less than or equal to 3), see
[ABB20, Def. 10.3] for a precise definition of Carnot group. Therefore, Theorem 1.6 corroborates
the following conjecture, already formulated in [MR23b].

Conjecture 1.7. Let G be a sub-Finsler Carnot group, endowed with a positive smooth measure
m. Then, the metric measure space (G,dgr, m) does not satisfy the CD(K, N) condition for any
K eRand N € (1,00).

Our interest in Carnot groups stems from the fact that they are the only metric spaces that are
locally compact, geodesic, isometrically homogeneous and self-similar (i.e. admitting a dilation),
cf. [LD15]. According to this property, sub-Finsler Carnot groups naturally arise as (unique)
metric tangents of metric measure spaces, as showed in [LD11]. As the metric measure tangents
of a CD(K, N) space are CD(0, N), the study of the CD(K, N) condition in sub-Finsler Carnot
groups, and especially the validity of Conjecture 1.7, has the potential to provide deep insights on
the structure of tangents of CD(K, N) spaces. This could be of significant interest, particularly
in connection with Bate’s recent work [Bat22], which establishes a criterion for rectifiability in
metric measure spaces, based on the structure of metric tangents.
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2 PRELIMINARIES

2.1 THE CD(K,N) AND THE MCP(K, N) CONDITIONS

A metric measure space is a triple (X,d, m) where (X,d) is a complete and separable metric space
and m is a locally finite Borel measure on it. In the following, we denote by C([0,1],X) the space
of continuous curves from [0, 1] to X. For every t € [0,1] we call e;: C([0, 1], X) — X the evaluation
map, i.e. e(y) :=7y(t). A curve v € C([0,1],X) is said to be a geodesic if

d(v(s),7(8) = |t — 5| - d(7(0), (1))~ for every s,t € [0,1].

We denote by Geo(X) the space of all geodesics on (X,d). The metric space (X,d) is said to be
geodesic if every pair of points x,y € X can be connected with a curve v € Geo(X). We denote by
2 (X) the set of Borel probability measures on X and by %5(X) C £ (X) the set of those having
finite second moment. We endow the space %5(X) with the Wasserstein distance W5, defined by

Wipo ) = _ inf [ ) de(ay),
mweAdm (uo, 1)

where Adm( g, i11) is the set of all admissible transport plans between po and g1, namely all the
measures 7 € (X x X) such that (p)ym = po and (p2)sym = w1, where p;, for i = 1,2, is the
projection onto the i-th factor. The metric space (5(X), W) is itself complete and separable,

moreover, if (X,d) is geodesic, then (P(X), Ws) is geodesic as well. In this case, every geodesic
(1t)eejo,) in (P2(X), Wa) can be represented with a measure n € Z(Geo(X)), i.e. pr = (er)yn-

The CD(K,N) condition. We present the curvature-dimension condition, or CD(K, N) for
brevity, firstly introduced by Sturm and Lott—Villani in [Stu06a, Stu06b, LV09]. For every K € R,
N € (1,00) and t € [0, 1], the distortion coefficients are the functions:

1—L
o0 =17 oy O] T ve>0

)

where

400 if Nm?2 < K62,
in(t0/K/N

sin(t0V K/N) if 0 < K6? < N=n?,

__J sin(0/K/N)

’ St if K =0,

sinh(t0\/—K/N) FK <0,
sinh(0y/—K/N)

Definition 2.1 (CD(K, N) condition). A metric measure space (X,d, m) is said to be a CD(K, N)
space (or to satisfy the CD(K, N) condition) if for every pair of measures oy = pom, p; = pym €
P5(X), absolutely continuous with respect to m, there exists a Wa-geodesic (1t);c(0,1] connecting
them and induced by n € Z(Geo(X)), such that u; = pym < m for every t € [0,1] and the
following inequality holds for every N’ > N and every ¢ € [0, 1]

1--L — L -5
/X pr ¥ dm > /X T (@ )0@) ™+ 7 (4 ) ) | dm(ay),
X

where m = (eg, €1) 4.



The Brunn—Minkowski inequality. One of the main merits of the CD(K, N) condition is that
it is sufficient to deduce geometric and functional inequalities that hold in the smooth setting. An
example, which is particularly relevant to this paper, is the so-called Brunn—Minkowski inequality,
whose definition in a metric measure space requires the notion of midpoints.

Definition 2.2 (Midpoints). Let (X, d) be a metric space and let A, B C X be two Borel subsets.
Then for t € (0,1), we define the set of t-midpoints between A and B as

M(A,B) :={xeX:x=7(t), vy e Geo(X), v(0) € A and (1) € B}.

Definition 2.3 (Brunn-Minkowski inequality). Given K € R and N € (1,00), we say that a
metric measure space (X,d, m) satisfies the Brunn—Minkowski inequality BM(K, N) if, for every
nonempty A, B C spt(m) Borel subsets and every t € (0, 1), we have

m(My(A, B)))™ > {3004, B)) - m(A)F + 70, (6(4, B)) - m(B)¥,
where

inf d(z,y) if K >0,
r€A,yeB

sup d(z,y) if K <0.
z€A,yeB

©(A,B) =

As already mentioned, the Brunn—Minkowski inequality is a consequence of the CD(K, N)
condition, in particular we have that

CD(K,N) = BM(K,N),

for every K € R and every N € (1,00). In Section 6, we will prove the failure of the CD(K, N)
condition for every choice of the parameters K € R and N € (1,00), by contradicting the
Brunn—-Minkowski inequality BM(K, N). A priori, this is a stronger result than the one stated
in Theorem 1.6, as in principle the Brunn—Minkowski inequality is weaker than the CD(K, N)
condition. However, recent developments (cf. [MPR22a, MPR22b]) suggest that the Brunn-
Minkowski BM(K, N) could be equivalent to the CD(K, N) condition in a wide class of metric
measure spaces.

The MCP(K,N) condition. A way to relax the condition of CD(K, N) involves requiring it

only when the first marginal degenerates to d,, a delta-measure at x € spt(m), and the second
marginal is %, for some Borel set A C X with 0 < m(A) < oo. This is the idea behind behind
the so-called measure contraction property, introduced by Ohta in [Oht07].

Definition 2.4 (MCP(K, N) condition). Given K € R and N € (1,00), a metric measure space
(X, d, m) is said to satisty the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) if for every = € spt(m) and
every Borel set A C X with 0 < m(A) < oo, there exists a Wa-geodesic induced by n € Z2(Geo(X))

connecting J, and % such that, for every t € [0, 1],

ﬁm > (1) (Tf(;,)N (d(v(O)m(l)))N”(d”))' "

The MCP(K, N) condition is weaker than the CD(K, N) one, i.e.
CD(K,N) = MCP(K,N),

for every K € R and every N € (1,00), cf. [CM21, Lem. 6.13].



Remark 2.5. Let us recall a useful equivalent formulation of the inequality (1), which holds
whenever geodesics are unique, we refer the reader to [Oht07, Lem. 2.3] for further details.
Consider x € spt(m) and a Borel set A C X with 0 < m(A4) < co. Assume that for every y € A,
there exists a unique geodesic 7,4, : [0,1] — X joining x and y. Then, (1) is verified for the

marginals d, and % if and only if

m(M;({z}, 4"))) > /A/ T%?N(d(x,y))N dm(y), for any Borel set A’ C A. (2)

We recall below the definition of the curvature exponent.

Definition 2.6 (Curvature exponent). Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space satisfying the
MCP(0, N) for some N € (1,4+00). The curvature exponent of X is defined as

Newrv = Inf{N € (1,400) : (X,d,m) is MCP(0, N)}.

Scaling and stability properties. The CD(K, N) condition and the measure contraction
property MCP(K, N) enjoy several properties that validate them as synthetic curvature dimension
bounds. Among them, we only mention the ones necessary for our purposes:

e scaling property (cf. [StuO6b)): If (X,d,m) is a CD(K,N) (resp. MCP(K,N)) space, for
every a,3 > 0 the scaled space (X,ad,m) is a CD(a 2K, N) (resp. MCP(a2K,N))
space.

o pmGH-stability (cf. [GMS15]) Let {(Xy,dn, My, pn)}nen be a sequence of pointed met-
ric measure spaces (i.e. metric measure spaces with a distinguished point) converging to
(Xoos doos Moo, Poo) 10 the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Assume that
for every n € N, (X,,, dy,, my,) is a CD(K,, Ny, ) (resp. MCP(K,, N,,)) space, for two sequences
(Kpn)nen € R and (N )nen C (1,00) converging to Ko, € R and Ny, € (1,00), respectively.
Then, the limit space (Xoo,doo, Moo) is @ CD(K oo, Noo) (resp. MCP (Ko, Noo)) space.

2.2 CONVEX TRIGONOMETRY

In this section, we recall the definition and main properties of the convex trigonometric functions,
firstly introduced in [Lok19]. Let Q C R? be a convex, compact set, such that O := (0,0) € Int(Q)
and denote by g its surface area.

Definition 2.7 (Convex trigonometric functions). Let # € R denote a generalized angle. If
0 < 0 < 2mq define Py as the point on the boundary of €2, such that the area of the sector of €2
between the rays Oz and OPy is 30 (see Figure 1). Moreover, define sing(6) and cosq(0) as the
coordinates of the point Py, i.e.

Py = (cosq(8),sing(0)).

Finally, extend these trigonometric functions outside the interval [0, 27q) by periodicity (of period
271q), so that for every k € Z

cosq(f) = cosq(f + 2kmq), sing(f) =sing(d + 2kmq) and Py = Ppiokn,-

In particular, the maps P, sing, cosq are well-defined on the quotient R/27qZ.
Observe that by definition sing(0) = 0 and that when (2 is the Euclidean unit ball we recover
the classical trigonometric functions.

Lemma 2.8. The map P : R/2mqZ — 00 C R? that associate to the angle 6 the vector Py, is
bi-Lipschitz.



Proof. First of all, observe that, by convexity of {2, the map P is bijective and thus invertible. We
now prove that P is Lipschitz. By compactness of 02, we can find £ > 0 and a positive constant
K such that, if 61,62 € R with 0 < |6; — 03] < €, we have

deu(O, l91,02) > K,

where lg, g, is the line joining Py, and Pp,. Then, given any 6;,62 € R such that 0 < [#; — 05| < e,
we can deduce that

1 1
5102 =01 = 22 (AR, OPy ) = SK - | oy — oy

_2 eu’

where APy, OFy, denotes the triangle of vertices Py, ,O and Fy,. This proves that P is locally
K-Lipschitz everywhere, and thus K-Lipschitz, since R/27qZ is compact.

We are left to show that P~! is Lipschitz. Let 61 # 62 € R such that ZPp, OPy, < %, where
£ Py, OP,, is the Euclidean angle between OF,, and OF,,. In this case, we consider the quantities

r:=min{||z| ., : * € 90} and R :=max{|z|,, 2 € 0N},

and observe that the section of 2 between the rays OF,, and OP(;2 is contained in the triangle
2R - APy, OP,,. In fact, every point in the line segment joining 2 P and 28 =Py, has Euclidean
norm strictly bigger than R. Hence, we deduce that, for every 61 75 0o E R such that ZPp, OFy, <

5, we have

R 4R? 2R?
|92 — 6| < $2< AP910P92> —5 L (LPLOPy,) < SR [Py = Py,

Therefore, we can conclude that the map P~ is locally —LlprhltZ thus it is also 4 —Llpschltz
O

Remark 2.9. Since the projection R? 3 (z,y) — x € R (resp. R? 3 (x,y) — y € R) is Lipschitz,
we deduce that the generalized trigonometric function cosq (resp. sing) is Lipschitz continuous.

Qy
By
—T /P
sing(6) Y 1g
O] cosq(6) o
Q Q
Figure 1: Values of the generalized trigono- Figure 2: Representation of the correspon-
metric functions cosq and sing. dence 6 & ).

Consider now the polar set:

Q°:={pecR?: (p,x) <1 for every z € Q},



which is itself a convex, compact set such that O € Int(€2°). Therefore, we can consider the
trigonometric functions singe and cosge. Observe that, by definition of polar set, it holds that

cosq(0) cosqe (¢) + sing () singe () < 1, for every 6, ¢ € R.

Definition 2.10 (Correspondence). We say that two angles 6, € R correspond to each other

and write 0 <% ¢ if the vector Q, := (cosqe(¢p),singe(¢)) determines a half-plane containing €
(see Figure 2).

By the bipolar theorem [Roc70, Thm. 14.5], it holds that Q°° = Q and this allows to prove
the following symmetry property for the correspondence just defined.

Proposition 2.11. Let © C R? be a convex and compact set, with O € Int(€2). Given two angles
0,p e R, 0 & @ if and only if ¢ LNy} Moreover, the following analogous of the Pythagorean
equality holds:

6 < ® if and only if cosq () cosqe (¢) + sing(0) singe () = 1. (3)

The correspondence 6 & ( is not one-to-one in general, in fact if the boundary of {2 has a corner
at the point Py, the angle 6 corresponds to an interval of angles (in every period). Nonetheless,
we can define a monotone multi-valued map C° that maps an angle 6 to the maximal closed

interval containing angles corresponding to 6 i.e. 6 & C°(#). This function has the following
periodicity property:

C°(0 + 2mqk) = C°(0) + 2mqok for every k € Z, (4)

where mo denotes the surface area of 2°. Analogously, we can define the map C, associated

to the correspondence ¢ ALIN 0, and it satisfies an analogue of (4). Note that C, and C° are
monotone and multi-valued maps, thus their composition is monotone and multi-valued as well.
In particular, C; 0C°(0) is an interval containing 6, according to Proposition 2.11. The analogous
property holds for the composition C° o Cs(p), and, for the sequel, we define the functions
0+ : R/2mqeZ — [0,00) so that

C°oCs(p) = [p —6-(p),p + 4(0)]- (5)

Observe that the set {Qqy : ¥ € [p—0_(p), o+ (¢)]} is the maximal segment of J° containing
Qep-

Proposition 2.12. Let Q C R? as above. The trigonometric functions sing and cosq are dif-
ferentiable almost everywhere (cf. Remark 2.9). Their differentiability points coincide with the
angles 8 where C° is single-valued and it holds that

sing (0) = cosqs (C°(0)) and cosq(0) = — singe (C°(H)).
Naturally, the analogous result holds for the trigonometric functions singe and cosqe.

According to the previous proposition, letting Dy C R/2mqeZ be the set of differentiability
points of singe and cosqe, Do is a Z!-full-measure set and corresponds to the set where C, is
a single-valued map. From now on, in order to ease the notation, we will sometimes use the
shorthand:

Po = 00(90)7

for the angles ¢ € Dg, where the correspondence map C, is single-valued.
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2.3 CONVEX TRIGONOMETRY ASSOCIATED WITH A NORM

In the following, we study the convex trigonometry associated with the closed unit ball of a norm

|-l on R2, ie. Q:= B'l"ll(()). In this case, the polar set {2° is the closed unit ball Blll'”*(O) of the
dual norm ||-,.
We say that a function f : R? — R is strictly convez if, for any z,y € R? such that = # v,

fz+ (1 =t)y) <tf(z)+ (1 —1)f(y), Vte (0,1).

Furthermore, let ||| : R? — R>o be a norm, then we say that f is strongly conver with respect
to ||-] if there exists az > 0 such that, for every x,y € R",

a
flto+ (1 =t)y) <tf(2) + (1= 8)f@y) - StA-t)llz—y|*,  vte[o1]
Let ||-|| : R — Rx( be a norm on R? and define fo : R? — R>q to be the function given by

fa(x) == 3||lz||%. Similarly, we define foo : R2 — Rxq as foo () := 3||z||2, where ||-||, is the dual
norm.

Definition 2.13 (Strictly and strongly convex norm). We say that ||-|| is strictly convex if the
function fq is strictly convex. Similarly, we say that ||-|| is strongly convez if fq is strongly convex
with respect to |||

Note that, according to [Cio90, Prop. 1.6], ||-|| is strictly convex if and only if the associated

unit ball Q = B'll'”(O) is a strictly convex set. Whereas, [Cio90, Prop. 2.11] implies that ||-|| is
strongly convex if and only if the associated unit ball 2 is a uniformly convex set. We recall

below a well-known result on the relation between a norm ||-|| and its dual norm ||-||,, cf. [AP95,
Prop. 2.6].

Proposition 2.14. Let ||-|| : R? — R+ be a norm on R?, and let ||-||, be its dual norm, then:
(i) ||]| is a strictly convex norm if and only if |||, is a C* norm, i.e. foo is C1;
(ii) |||l is a strongly convex norm if and only if ||-||, is a CY' norm, i.e. foo is C1:t.

Furthermore, we can relate the regularity of the angle correspondence C, with the regularity
of the norm. Define the map @ : R/2mqeZ — 0Q° C R? that associate to the angle ¢ the vector
Q, (this is the analogous map of the one defined in Lemma 2.8 for €2).

Lemma 2.15. Let ||-|| be a norm and let ¢ € R/2mqeZ be an angle such that Q, € 050° is a
differentiability point of ||-||,. Then, the angle correspondence map C, from §° to () satisfies

Co(p) = P~ od||[l, 0 Q(p) = P~  odg, |-

Proof. According to the Pythagorean identity (3), ¢ &= Cs(¢p) if and only if Py is a dual
vector of Q,. Thus, if @, is a differentiability point of ||-||,, [MR23b, Lem. 3.6] ensures that

(cosq(0),sina(0)) = By = dg,lI-[l.-

The thesis follows from the definition of the maps P, Q, recalling also that P is invertible. O

Proposition 2.16. Let ||-|| be a norm on R? and C, be the angle correspondence map from §2°
to €, then:
(i) ||-]| is @ C' norm if and only if C, is strictly increasing,
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(ii) ||-|| is a strictly convex norm if and only if C, is single valued at every angle and continuous,

(iii) ||-|| is a strongly convex norm if and only if C, is Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. (i) According to Proposition 2.14, the norm || is C! if and only if the dual norm |-||,
is strictly convex. The equivalence between strict convexity of the reference set (in this case §2°)
and strict monotonicity of the angle correspondence has been already observed in [Lok19, Sec. 3].
(ii) According to Proposition 2.14, the norm ||-| is strictly convex if and only if the dual norm
-1l is C*. This is equivalent to asking that d||-||, is continuous. The thesis follows from Lemma
2.15 and Lemma 2.8.

(iii) The thesis can be proven similarly to item (ii), observing that the map C, = P~lod||-||, 0 Q
is Lipschitz if and only if d||-||, is Lipschitz, as a consequence of Lemma 2.8. O

Finally, since in this case the set {2 is symmetric with respect to the origin, we have the
following identities for the generalized trigonometric functions

cosqo (¢ £ mae) = —cosqe(p) and  singe (¢ £ 7o) = — singe () Vo € R. (6)
The same symmetry guarantees the following property of the correspondence C°:
Co(p £ mae) = Co(p) £ o (7)

Remark 2.17. All the properties listed above, namely Lemma 2.15, Proposition 2.16, as well as
the analogous of (6) and (7), hold for cosq, sing and C°.

3 THE SUB-FINSLER GEOMETRY OF THE HEISENBERG GROUP

We present here the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group and study its geodesics. Let us consider the
Lie group M = R3, equipped with the non-commutative group law, defined by

1
(@ 2) ) = (o o g =), Y2 @) € R
with identity element e = (0,0,0). We define the left-invariant vector fields
Xyz@—%@, Xf:%+§@

The associated distribution of rank 2 is D := span{Xj, Xo}. It can be easily seen that D is
bracket-generating. Then, letting ||-|| : R* — R>o be a norm, the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group
H is the Lie group M equipped with the sub-Finsler structure (D, ||-||). For further details on
sub-Finsler geometry, we refer to [MR23b, Sec. 2.2]. We define the associated left-invariant norm
on D as

lvllp = ||(ug,u2)l], for every v = u1 X7 + us Xo € D.

A curve 7y : [0,1] — H is admissible if its velocity 5(t) exists almost everywhere and there exists
a function u = (u1,us) € L%([0,1];R?) such that

")/(t) =u (t)Xl ('y(t)) + UQ(t)XQ(’y(t)) € 'Dq/(t), for a.e. t € [0, 1].

The function wu is called the control. We define the length of an admissible curve:
1
()= [ 10l dt € 0,50).

For every couple of points qg,q1 € M, define the sub-Finsler distance between them as

d(qo,q1) := inf {¢(y) : v admissible, v(0) = go and y(1) = ¢1} .

We recall that the Chow—Rashevskii Theorem ensures that the sub-Finsler distance on H is
finite, continuous on and the induced topology is the manifold one.
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Remark 3.1. Since both the norm and the distribution are left-invariant, the left-translations
defined by
L,:H — H; L,(q) :=p*q, (8)

are isometries for every p € H.

Definition 3.2. Let H be the Heisenberg group. We say that a Borel measure m on H is smooth
if it is absolutely continuous with respect the Lebesgue measure .3 with a smooth and strictly
positive density.

3.1 GEODESICS IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP

In the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, the geodesics were originally studied in [Bus47] and [Ber94]
for the three-dimensional case and in [Lok21] for general left-invariant structures on higher-
dimensional Heisenberg groups. Now, we define the map G; which plays the role of a sub-Finsler
exponential map from the origin at time ¢, as justified by Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 below.

Definition 3.3. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||, let £ be
the associated closed unit ball and 2° its polar. Let

U = R>0 X R/Qﬂ'goz X {(—27TQ0,27T90) \ {0}}

For every t € R, we define the continuous mapping Gy : % — H such that for any (r, p,w) € %,
Gt(r, P, W) = (xt, Yt Zt)’ where

roo. .
(1, p,w) = — (singe (p + wt) —singe(9)) ,

Yi(r, o, w) = == (cosne (p + wit) — cose (), (9)

r
w
2

zt(r, o, w) (wt + cosqe (¢ + wt) singe (¢) — singe (p + wt) cosqe (¢)) -

T 202

We stress that the domain % does not contain w = 0, £27qo.

The curve [0,1] 3 t — G(r, p,w) € H satisfies the Pontryagin maximum principle, cf. [Lok21,
Thm. 4], thus, as a consequence of [Ber94, Thm. 1], we deduce the following result.

Proposition 3.4. The curve (., ) : [0,1] = H, defined as ¥(; , ., () := G¢(r, p,w) is a geodesic
between its endpoints e = (., .)(0) and v ;) (1)-

Proposition 3.5. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-|| and let
R = {(r,o,w) € U : =270 + 04 (p) <w < 2mae —d_(p)},

where 01 are defined as in (5). For (r,p,w) € Z, the curve vg. o) : [0,1] = H; 740w (t) =
Gi(r, p,w) is the unique geodesic between its endpoints.

If the norm ||-|| is C1, then # = % . While, if the norm |-|| is strictly convex, then Gy is
continuously extended to w = 0 by

x(r, ,0) = (rcosq(ps)) t,
ye(r,,0) = (rsina(po)) ¢,
zt(r, ,0) =0,

where we use the shorthand ¢, := C, (). Finally, if the norm ||-|| is C* and strictly convex, then
G1: % — {(z,y,2) e H: 2 #0, (z,y) # (0,0)} is a homeomorphism.

13



Notation 3.6. We fix two important notations:

(i) Denote by Q. o) the following transformation of €2° = F!'”*(O):

[e] T [¢] .
V) = B | S0 = (cosas (), singe ()]
where R_ /5 is counter-clockwise rotation in the plane of angle —7 /2.

(ii) For a continuous curve v = (z,y, z) : [0,1] — H and for every ¢ € [0, 1], we denote by A¢(7)
the oriented area that is swept by the vector joining (0,0) with (z(s),y(s)), for s € [0, t].

The proof of Proposition 3.5 is based on the following results.

Proposition 3.7 ([Ber94, Thm. 1]). Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped

with a norm |-||. Consider the curve ¥, for some (r,¢,w) € % . Then, the curve t
(z¢(r, p,w), Yt (1, ¢, w)), which is the projection of 7. , ., onto {z = 0}, belongs to the boundary
of Q?rw ) Moreover, for every t € [0, 27‘30 ], we have z(t) = A(y).

Proposition 3.8 ([Nos08, Thm. 6]). There exists a continuous function p : R? — Rs, which
is 2-homogeneous, i.e. u(Ap) = Nu(p) for every A\ € R, such that if |2| > p(x,y) then any
geodesic connecting the origin e with the point (x,y, z) projects to a subpath of a unique (up to
translations) isoperimetric profile on the plane {z = 0}.

Remark 3.9. According to [Nos08, Thm. 6], for every p # 0 € R? the quantity u(p) is the infimum
of the positive areas swept by the subpaths of isoperimetric profiles joining 0 to p. In particular,
if the norm is strictly convex, then 9Q° is C', and p = 0. Finally, we stress that the uniqueness
of the isoperimetric profile has to be intended up to translations in R2.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. First of all, Proposition 3.4 tells us that v, ., is a geodesic. We are
now going to prove uniqueness assuming w > 0, without loss of generality. As (r,p,w) € Z,
we can fix T > 1 such that mge < wT < 2mge — d_(p). Observe that the lower bound on wT'
ensures that the area Ar(v(.,.)) is bigger than half the area of Q‘(’r%w). Moreover, recalling
the definition of 0_(p), cf. (5), we have that (zp(r, p,w),yr(r, o,w)) does not lie on the flat

segment of 89‘(’T¢w) containing O := (0,0). In particular, thanks to Proposition 3.7, we deduce

2
that zr(r, o, w) > S5mqo.
On the other hand, take ¢’ = ¢ + wWT — Qo and T' = %TQO — T and observe that, keeping in
mind (6), we can explicitly compute that

(1’T(T, 1) w)a yr (n ¥, w)) = (xT' (n 4,0/7 w)a yr (Tv ()0,7 w)) : (10)

Moreover, since mge < wT < 2mgo — d_ (), we have that 0 < wT’ < wgo. Therefore, the area

A7 (Y(r, ) is smaller than half the area of QE’T o) In particular, we deduce that Ap (v, w)) <

L—QQWQO. Then, keeping in mind Remark 3.9 and by Proposition 3.7 and (10), we can then conclude

that
2

r
ZT(T, @ w) > FTFQO > AT’(’Y(T‘,(Q’,W)) > N(CET(T’ @ W), yr (T’ 2 w)) :

Thus, by Proposition 3.8, we conclude that any geodesic connecting e and 7., (T') projects to
a subpath of an isoperimetric profile.

Assume by contradiction that there exist two distinct geodesics joining e and 7(,., ,)(T'). Both
geodesics must project to a subpath of an isoperimetric profile, therefore we find two distinct
subpaths

I C 89%7%&}), I'y C 39?7,,7%0/7&}/)
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of isoperimetric profiles, enclosing the same signed area (thus = = L—/,), and joining O = (0,0) and
P := (zp(r,p,w),yr(r,o,w)). From Proposition 3.8, cf. Remark 3.9, there exists a translation
T, : R2 — R? such that

TU(CC, y) = ('Ia y) +, Tv(aQ?r,Lp,w)) = aQ(()r/,ap’,w’)’ (11)

for some v € R2. Now, let ¢ be the straight line through O and P and let R; be the region
bounded by I'; and ¢, for i = 1,2. Then, by our assumptions, R; has swept area zp(r, ¢,w), for
i = 1,2. Thus, as T), is a translation, the swept area of the regions Ry and T,(R;) is the same.
But T,(Ry) is bounded by T,,(I'1) C 80, , ) and by the line T, (£), hence, to not change the
signed area, £ must be fixed by T,,, meaning that v is parallel to the vector OP. Assume, without
loss of generality, that v = AOP for A > 0. Then, we claim that

[0, P] C O, ., (12)

where [O, P] := {sP : s € [0,1]}. Indeed, according to (11), the point Q := (T,)"}(O) = —v
belongs to OQE’T%W) and, by construction, it is distinct from O and P. Then we find three distinct
extremal points O, Q) and P for the convex set Q‘(’n%w), belonging to ¢. Thus the claim (12) is
verified, by convexity.

To conclude the proof, we recall that the assumption w7 < 2mgeo — d_(p) implies that the
endpoint P must not lie on the flat segment of BQ?T’WU) containing O. This is in contradiction
with (12) and concludes the proof of the first part of the statement, since T' > 1 and any restriction
of a geodesic is still a geodesic.

We now show the second part of the statement. If the norm |- || is C!, then C° is single valued
and the whole interval C,(¢) are mapped to a single point. Therefore #Z = % .

If the norm ||-|| is strictly convex, then C, is single valued and continuous (cf. Proposition
2.16), and we can compute the limits

lim (7, ¢, w) = (rcosq(p,))t and ul)lg%] ye(r, p,w) = —(rsing(vo))t,

w—0

cf. Proposition 2.12. Moreover, since 7
obtain that

rpw) 18 horizontal, then z; = %(xty't — ydy), and we can

¢
2(r, p,w) = / Tl — Yy dt
0

/t |:SinQo (p + wt) — singe(¢)
r
0

N~ N~

- sing ((¢ + wt)o)

o t) — °
| cosg (¢ + Ww) cosqe () cosq((p + wt)o)] dt

converges to 0 as w — 0, by the dominated convergence theorem.

Finally, if the norm ||-|| is C* and strictly convex, then yu = 0 (cf. Remark 3.9) and Z = % .
Therefore, according to the first part of the statement, for every p € {(z,y,z) e H: 2z # 0, (z,y) #
(0,0)}, there exists a unique geodesic of the form v, . for a unique (r, p,w) € %, joining e and
p. This implies that G is a bijection onto the subset {(z,y,2) € H: z # 0, (x,y) # (0,0)}. In
addition, G is homeomorphism onto its image since it is continuous and proper on % . U

Remark 3.10. From Definition 3.3, we can observe that
Gt (T’ P, W) = Gl (tT’, @, tW)

In particular, when the the norm ||-|| is C! and strictly convex, for every ¢t € (0, 1] Proposition
3.5 guarantees that the map

Gt :Rog X R/2mq0Z X (—2mqe /t,2mq0 /t) \ {0} — {(z,y,2) e H: 2z # 0, (z,y) # (0,0)}
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is a homeomorphism. Note that this identifies a sub-Finsler analogue to the so-called cotangent
injectivity domain of sub-Riemannian geometry.

3.2 THE JACOBIAN OF THE EXPONENTIAL MAP

In this section we study the Jacobian of the exponential map (9), in particular when it is well-
defined and its properties depending on the assumption we make on the reference norm ||-||. This
object will play a fundamental role in this work, as it will allow us to formulate strategies to
address the validity of the MCP(K, N) and CD(K, N) conditions (cf. Section 3.3).

In this first proposition we identify the set of differentiability points of the exponential map
and provide the explicit expression of the Jacobian at these points. We recall that Dy C R/27qeZ
is the set of differentiability points of the functions singe and cosgqe, cf. Section 2.2.

Proposition 3.11. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||. Given
any (r,p,w) € Z with ¢ € Dy, for every t € [0, 1] such that ¢ +wt € Dy, the exponential map at
time t

(Ta ¥, w) — Gy (Ta 12 w)
is differentiable in (r, p,w) with Jacobian

r3t

rvr) = S |2 (singe -+ wt)sinlie) + cosee (i + ) cosap))

— <sinQ (¢ + wt)o) singe () + cosq ((¢ + wt)o) COSQO(‘P)) (13)

— wt(sing ((¢ 4 wt)o) cosa(po) — cosq ((¢ + wt)o) sinQ(goo))] .

Proof. Note that, since ¢, ¢ + wt € Dy, the trigonometric functions cosqe and sing. are differen-
tiable at ¢ and p+wt and, in addition, the correspondence map C, is single-valued at ¢ and ¢+wt.
It is then possible to apply Proposition 2.12 to explicitly differentiate the quantities x¢(r, ¢, w),
ye(r, o, w) and z(r, p,w) (cf. (9)). After routine computations, we end up with (13). O

Remark 3.12. Since Dy has full #!-measure in R/27qZ, Fubini’s theorem implies that for .#2-
a.e. (p,0) € R/2mqeZ X (—27qe, 2mq0), we have ¢, ¢ + 1 € Dg. In particular, given any ¢, the
Jacobian J;(r, ¢,w) is defined for .#3-almost every (r,p,w) € %. In addition, if the reference
norm ||| is strictly convex, then, according to Proposition 2.16, we know that the map C. is
everywhere single valued (and then Dy = R/2mwq.Z) and continuous. Therefore, the map Gy is
C1, as it is everywhere differentiable and its Jacobian (13) is continuous.

We define the reduced Jacobian as the measurable function Jg : R/2mqeZ x (—2mqe, 2mqe ) —
R, such that for every ¢ and 9 satisfying ¢ € Dg and ¢ + ¥ € Dy, we have

Tr(p, ) =2 — (singo (¢ + ) sing(ps) + cosqe (@ + ) cosQ(goo))
- (SinQ ((¢ +1)o) singo () + cosq (¢ + ¥)o) COSQo(SD)) (14)

_ w(sing (¢ 4 ¥)o) cosalis) — cosq ((¢ + ¥)o) sing(gpo)).

According to Proposition 3.11, the Jacobian in (13), when defined, can be expressed as

r3t
\.Tt(ra ®, UJ) = FJR((pa Wt) (15)
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Remark 3.13. Along the same lines of Remark 3.12, we deduce that the reduced Jacobian Jr(¢, )
is defined .#?-almost everywhere. Then, Lebesgue differentiation theorem ensures that for .-
almost every (p,1), we have that ¢, o + 1 € Dy and (¢, ) is a Lebesgue point for Jr. Applying
Fubini’s theorem, we deduce the existence of a Z!-full measure set Dy C Dy such that, for every
¢ € Do, we have that ¢ + 1 € Dg and (p,%) is a Lebesgue point for Jg, for Z!-almost every
P € (—2mqe, 2mq0).

Proposition 3.14. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||. Given
¢ € Do, we have that Jr(p,1) > 0 for every 1 € (mqe,2mqe — 0_(p)) such that ¢ 4+ 1 € Dy.
In particular, if the reference norm ||-|| is C*, then Jgr(p,%) > 0 for every ¢ € Dy and every
Y € (o, 2mqe ) such that ¢ + 1 € Dy.

Proof. First of all, according to (3), we have that
singe (¢ + 1) sing (o) + cosqe (¢ + ) cosa(ps) < 1, (16)
sing ((gO + 1/1)0) singe (¢) + cosq ((cp + w)o) cosoe (p) < 1, (17)
and the equalities hold if and only if ¢ + ¢ € C° o Cy(¢). We claim that
—sing ((¢ + 1)) cosa(yo) + cosq (¢ + ¥)o) sina(e) > 0, (18)

with the equality holding under the same condition. On the one hand, the quantity at the
left-hand side can be interpreted as the scalar product of the vectors

(cosa(po),sina(ps)) and (= sing ((¢ +1)o), cosq ((¢ +9)o))- (19)
On the other hand, observe that the (Euclidean) angle between the vectors
(cosa (o), sina(ps)) and  (cosq (¢ + ¥)o), sina((e + ¢)o)) (20)

is in (m,2m) for every ¢ € (mqo,2mqe — 0_(p)). Therefore, inequality (18) follows by noticing
that the second vector in (19) is the second vector in (20) rotated by an (Euclidean) angle of 7.
Keeping in mind (14), the thesis follows by putting together (16), (17) and (18).

The second part of the statement is trivial, because, if the reference norm ||-|| is C'*, we have
that 0_(p) = 0 for every ¢ € R/2mqoZ. O
By requiring more regularity on the reference norm ||-||, we can prove a stronger version of

Proposition 3.14, taking advantage of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.15. Assume that the reference norm ||-|| is C* and strongly convex. Let D] C R/2mqoZ
be the set of angles where C,, is differentiable with positive derivative. Then, Df N I has positive
#1-measure, for every open interval I C R/2rqoZ.

Proof. According to item (iii) of Proposition 2.16, the map C, is Lipschitz and therefore it is
differentiable .#’!-almost everywhere and absolutely continuous. Moreover, item (i) of Proposition
2.16 guarantees that C, is strictly increasing. In particular, given any open interval I = (a,b),
we deduce that

b
/ () dib = Co(b) — Cola) > 0.
Therefore the set Di" N I must have positive .#'-measure. U

Proposition 3.16. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-|. Then, the reduced Jacobian Jg is everywhere non-negative and we have

Tr(, 1) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0.
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Proof. From the explicit formula (14), it is easy to check that if ¢ = 0, then Jr(p,1) = 0. We
now focus on proving that if ¥ # 0, then Jgr(¢,%) > 0. By the periodicity of the trigonometric
functions, we can assume ¢ € R/2mqoZ and, without loss of generality, fix ¢ € (0,2mq0), as the
case for negative 1 is completely analogous. Proposition 3.14 ensures that Jr(p, ) > 0 for every
v € R/2mqeZ and ¢ € (7o, 2mqe). To prove positivity for the other values of 1, we preliminary
observe that, under the hypothesis of this proposition, the map C, is Lipschitz, cf. Proposition
2.16. In particular, C, is absolutely continuous and differentiable .#!-almost everywhere and
consequently, given any ¢ € R/2mq0Z, the function ¢ — Jgr(p, ) is itself absolutely continuous
and differentiable .#!-almost everywhere. For every differentiability point 1 € (0, 7ge] of Jr(¢, ),
we have

Oy Tr(p,¥) = Cilp +1¥)K(p,9), (21)

where

K(p, 1) := singe (¢ + 1) cosge (¢) — cosqe (¢ + 1) singe ()
- 1/1((:0890 (¢ + ) cosq(ps) + singe (¢ + ) sinQ(goo)) . (22)

We claim that K(p,1) > 0 for all ¢ € (0, 7qe]. In order to prove this statement, we consider the
function h : R — R defined as
t— ,C(QO—i-’l/J—t,t),

a direct computation shows that h(0) = 0. Moreover, reasoning as before, we can deduce that h
is absolutely continuous and differentiable almost everywhere with derivative:

W (t) = —tCi(p + ¥ —t) (cosqe (¢ + 1) sings (¢ + ¢ — ) — singe (p + 1) cosqe (¢ + 1 — t)) .

The term between parentheses can be interpreted as the inner product between the vectors

(COSQO (¢ + 1), singe (p + 1/))) and (singo (p+1 —1t),—cosqoe(p+ 1 — t)),

the latter being the rotation of (cosge (¢ + 1 — t),singes (¢ + ¢ — t)) by an (Euclidean) angle of
—%. Then, the scalar product is negative for every ¢ € (0, mq-). In particular, recalling Lemma
3.15 and that A is absolutely continuous, we conclude that

P
K, ) = h() = /0 W (s)ds > 0,

proving our claim. Analogously, equation (21) combined with Lemma 3.15 allows us to deduce
that Jr(p, 1) > 0 for every ¢ € R/2mqeZ and ¢ € (0, mge|, concluding the proof. O

3.3 THE MCP CONDITION IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP

In this section we discuss several results that will help us in addressing the validity of the
MCP(K, N) condition in the sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups. In these results the Jacobian of
the exponential map studied in the previous section plays a fundamental role, as it describes the
infinitesimal volume contraction along geodesics.

First of all, we show that, since the Heisenberg group admits a one-parameter family of
dilations, it is sufficient to study the validity of the MCP(K, N) (and the CD(K, N) condition)
with curvature parameter K = 0 and having .#3 as reference measure.

Proposition 3.17. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||,
and with a smooth measure m. Assume that the metric measure space (H,d, m) satisfies the
MCP(K,N) (resp. CD(K,N)) condition, for some K € R and N € (1,00). Then, the metric
measure (H,d, #3) satisfies the MCP(0, N) (resp. CD(0, N)) condition.
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Proof. Let m : HH — R+ be the (smooth) density of the measure m with respect to the Lebesgue
measure 3. Since the Heisenberg group admits a one-parameter family of dilations [LD15], it
holds that
(H,n-d,n4-m,e) PmGH, (H,d,m(e) - Z3,e) asn — oo.

Moreover, by the scaling property of the MCP condition, we have that (H,n -d,nt- m) is a
MCP(K/n?, N) space. Then, the pmGH-stability of the MCP condition ensures that (H,d,m(e) -
#3) is a MCP(0, N) space. Using once again the scaling property, we conclude that (H,d,.#3)
is a MCP(0, N) spaces as well. The same argument, proves the result for the CD condition. [

Second of all, we characterize the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) in terms of the
reduced Jacobian of the exponential map.

Proposition 3.18. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||, and
with the Lebesgue measure 3. If the metric measure space (H,d,.#3) satisfies the measure
contraction property MCP(0, N), then

|\ Tr(p;wt)] >tV Tr(p,w)),

for every (r,p,w) € Z and t € [0,1] such that ¢, + wt,o + w € Dy and (p,wt), (¢,w) are
Lebesgue points for Jg.

Proof. Fix any (r,p,w) € #Z and t as in the hypothesis and assume that MCP(0, N) holds. For
every ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we consider the ball B.(r, p,w) of radius ¢ (with respect to the
Euclidean distance) centred at the point (7, ¢,w). Observe that Proposition 3.5 ensures that for
every ¢ € G (B8 (r, o, w)) there exists a unique geodesic connecting e to x and it is of the form
Yo' w1y, for some (', @', W) € Be(r,¢,w). Therefore, the characterization (2) yields that for
every ¢ (sufficiently small) we have that

LGB ) = 523G ().

Then, thanks to our assumptions on the parameters and keeping in mind (15), we deduce that

1
= 1i
| T (7, 0,w)| e Z3(B.(r, ¢,0)) /Bs(r%w)

( (B:(r )

| T (', ' )| dr’ dy’ dw

3 (G1 (BE(T‘, ©, w)))

. t . N
-] > lim ¢
S0 D(Ba(rpw)  esor LABer )
1
~ Y fim / 0, ) A dg! do’ = ¢V |73 (r, )],
Be(r,p.w)

=0t 33( 6(7a7 (P,w))

where in the second and third equality we were able to use the area formula because G; is locally
Lipschitz for every t. The thesis immediately follows from (15). O

Combining Proposition 3.17 and Proposition 3.18, we immediately deduce the following corol-
lary, that provides an effective strategy to disprove the measure contraction property.

Corollary 3.19. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-||, and with
a smooth measure m. Suppose there exist (r,o,w) € # and t € [0, 1], such that p, p+wt, p+w €
Do, (p,wt), (p,w) are Lebesgue points for Jr and

’jR((pa wt)‘ < tN_l‘jR((pa w)’

Then, the metric measure space (H,d,m) does not satisfy the measure contraction property
MCP(K, N), for every K € R and N € (1, 00).

19



In the following statement we equivalently characterize the validity of the MCP(0, N') condi-
tion, when the reference norm ||| is C! and strictly convex. In the sequel, we denote by U the
projection of % in the variables (p,w), namely

U = R/zﬂ'ﬂoz X (—271'90,27‘('90) \ {O}

Proposition 3.20. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strictly
convex norm ||-||, and with the Lebesgue measure 3. Then, the metric measure space (H,d, £3)
satisfies the MCP(0, N) if and only if

|Tr(p,wt)] > " Tr(p,w)l, (23)
for every (p,w) € U and every t € [0,1].

Remark 3.21. The left-translations (8) are isometries and % is a left-invariant measure. As a
consequence, in order to test the validity of the measure contraction property MCP(0, N), it is
sufficient to prove the condition (cf. Definition 2.4 and Remark 2.5) for x = e.

Proof of Proposition 3.20. The “only if” part is a consequence of Proposition 3.18 and Proposi-
tion 3.16. In fact, in the case we are considering, we have that Dy = R/27wqeZ, Z = % and the
reduced Jacobian Jg(+,-) is defined and continuous on U.

For the “if” part, we assume that (23) holds. Given any Borel set A C H, we observe that
Ac{(z,y,2) €EH:z#0,(x,y) # (0,0)} up to a £3-null set. In particular, according to the last
part of Proposition 3.5, there exists a Borel set B C % such that A = G1(B) up to a .Z3-null set
and G; is an homeomorphism between B and G;(B). Moreover, Remark 3.10 guarantees that
G is injective for every ¢ € (0,1]. Then, using the area formula and (23), we deduce that

3¢
33(Mt(eaA)) ZXB(Gt(B)) :/ ‘\%(r7¢7w)’drd@dw:/ LT‘jR(watw)‘drd@dw
B B
3
th/ %|jR(go,w)|drdgodw:tN/ |j1(r,go,w)|drdg0dw:tNXB(Gl(B)):tN.,iﬂ?’(A).
B B

Finally, we note that this inequality is sufficient to prove the MCP(0, N) condition, according to
Remarks 2.5 and 3.21. O

We provide an alternative version of Proposition 3.20, under the further assumption that the
norm ||-|| is strongly convex. In this case, Proposition 3.20, combined with Proposition 3.16,
guarantees that the MCP(0, N') condition holds if and only if

jR(SD’Wt) > tNiljR(SD’w)a (24)

for every (p,w) € U and every t € [0,1]. Moreover, when |-|| is C' and strongly convex,
Proposition 2.16 ensures the map C, is Lipschitz and differentiable .#*-almost everywhere. We
call D1 C R/2mqoZ the (full-measure) set of differentiability points.

Corollary 3.22. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-||, and with the Lebesgue measure 3. Then, the metric measure space (H, d, £3)
satisfies the MCP(0, N) if and only if

waij(gp, W)

N(p,w) =1+ Tl )

<N, (25)
for all (p,w) € U with ¢ +w € Dj.
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that (25) is equivalent to (24). Assume the latter holds and let
(p,w) € U such that ¢ +w € D;. Then, Jr(yp,-) is differentiable at w and we obtain that

aij(SD’w) _ i BERT log(jR(SD’ Z)) - log(jR(gpaw))
_ 1 0g(Tr(p,wt)) —log(Tr(p,w))
W t—1— t—1
Sllim (N—l)logt:N—l,
W t—1- t—1 w

where the inequality follows from (24).
For the other implication, observe that, by Proposition 2.16, C, is Lipschitz and therefore
map Jr(g, ) is Lipschitz and thus absolutely continuous. Then, (25) implies that

w

“d d
/t &log(jR(go, z))dz < (N — 1)/ d—logzdz,

w wt 4%

which simplifies to (24). O

We conclude the section with a useful criterion that ensures the validity of the MCP(0, N)
condition for some N € (1,00).

Proposition 3.23. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-||, and with the Lebesgue measure 3. Then, the metric measure space (H, d, £3)
satisfies the MCP(0, N) for some N € (1,00) if and only if for any ¢ € R/27q0Z,

limsup N(p,w) < +o0, (26)
(Sovw)%(SDOOvO)

where the limsup is taken over all (¢,w) € U such that ¢ +w € Dj.

Proof. The “only if” part is follows immediately from Corollary 3.22, as (25) implies (26). Let
us investigate the “if” part of the statement. For k& € N, denote by U the set

U .= {(p,w) EU|p+w € Dy and N(p,w) > k}.

By Corollary 3.22, satisfying the MCP(0, N) condition for some N € (1,00) is equivalent to the
existence of a k € N such that i), = (). Assume by contradiction that for all k € N, the set U, is
not empty. Then, there exists a sequence {¢k, w treny C U such that limg_, 4o N(¢k, wi) = +00
and @ + wy € D; for all £ € N. Up to extracting a converging subsequence, we can assume that
(pr, wr) converges to (Yoo, Woo). Firstly, we claim that we = 0,4+27mqe. Indeed, if this were not
the case, keeping in mind (21), (22) and that C, is Lipschitz, we would have that

wiK (g, w
N, wi) = 1+ Cl(pp + wk)ij’“}%&’“ w:))
. wiK(pk, wr) . Woo K (Po0s Woo )
<1+ Lip(Co)——"———= = 1+ Lip(Cy)—————"—~ <0 as k — +oo,
- P(Ce) Tr(@k, wk) P(Ce) TR(Poo, Woo)

where we used continuity of wk (¢, w)/Jr(p,w) and that the last term is finite because Proposition
3.16 guarantees that Jr(¢oo,woo) > 0. Moreover, we can exclude that ws, = £2mgo because
wK(p,w) < 0 near w = +2mqo, while C/(p +w) > 0 and Jr(p,w) > 0 by Proposition 3.16.
Finally, ws = 0 is excluded by the assumption (26) and we obtain the desire contradiction. [
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Figure 3: The flat part of 0€2°.

4 FAILURE OF THE MEASURE CONTRACTION PROPERTY IN THE SUB-FINSLER
HEISENBERG GROUP

In this section we study the validity of the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) in the sub-
Finsler Heisenberg group H, equipped with the norm ||-||. In particular, we are going to prove
Theorem 1.1, as a result of the combination of Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.5, and Theorem 1.2.

4.1 FAILURE FOR NON-C! NORMS

In this first subsection we prove Theorem 1.1 for every non-C! reference norm ||-||. The proof
we are going to present follows the same strategy developed in [MR23b, Thm. 5.26], properly
adapted taking advantage of Proposition 3.5, in order to include the case of non-strictly convex
norms. Asin [MR23b, Thm. 5.26], the main idea is to exploit a branching behaviour of geodesics
which is caused by the singularities of the reference norm ||-||.

Theorem 4.1. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-|| which is
not C!, and let m be a smooth measure on H. Then, the metric measure space (H,d, m) does not
satisfy the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) for every K € R and N € (1,00).

Proof. According to Proposition 2.14, since ||-|| is not C*, its dual norm |- ||, is not strictly convex.
In particular, there exists a straight segment contained in the sphere S'll'”*(O) = 0€)°. Since the
distribution generating the Heisenberg group is invariant under rotations around the z-axis, we
can assume without losing generality that this segment is vertical in R2 N {z > 0}, i.e. there
exists T € R+ and an interval I := [yg, y1] C R such that

{z} x I C 09Q°.

Moreover, we can take the interval I to be maximal, namely for every y ¢ I we have (z,y) & Q°.
Let o, Y1 € R/2mq0Z be such that Qy, = (Z,y0) and Qy, = (Z,y1) (see Figure 3). Observe that,
for every y € I, it holds that

('f7 y) = Q¢0+(y—yo)fa (27)
as a consequence, we deduce that
cosge (Yo + (y —y0)T) =2 and  singe (Yo + (y —y0)z) =y,  fory el (28)
Consider ¢ := (o +¢1) and y2 = 3(yo + y1), so that (Z,y2) = Qz, according to (27).
Fix 7 > 0 and @ > mqo such that (7, ¢,w) € #Z and take a neighborhood &7 C Z of (7, p,w),
such that w > mqo for every (r,¢,w) € &7. Proposition 3.5 guarantees that, for every (r,¢,w) €
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4, the curve v(; ., is the unique geodesic connecting e and G1(r, p,w). Therefore, we deduce
that
M ({e},G1 (o)) = Gy (o), for every t € [0,1].

As observed in Remark 3.12, we have ¢, ¢ + tw, ¢ +w € D for Z3-a.e. (r,,w) € o7. Moreover,
at those points, Proposition 3.14 ensures that

3
Tilrp.w) = 1 Tn(p.w) > 0. (29)

Therefore, since G () is locally Lipschitz on o7, by the area formula and (29), we deduce that
m(G1(«)) > 0. (30)

We can now disprove the measure contraction property MCP(K, N), taking as marginals

1 3
M1 = Wiﬂ ’G’l(,c%)-

According to Remark 2.5, it is enough to contradict (2) with A’ = A = G1(«/). In particular, we
are going to find ¢y € (0,1) such that

1o = e and

M;({e}, A) = Gi(«/) C {y =0,z = 0}, Vit <tp. (31)
To this aim, fix any (r, p,w) € & and note that, for every ¢ < w, (28) implies that

t
cosqe (p + wt) =T and singe (¢ 4+ wt) = singe (@) + WT
T

From these relations and (9), it follows immediately that
ye(r, p,w) =0 and 2 (r, p,w) =0,

for every s < W. Then, according to our choice of 7, (31) holds with ¢ty = 7’[;:9—70“’. O
Remark 4.2. Observe that the previous theorem generalizes [MR23b, Thm. 5.26]. While the
strategy of its proof is similar, we highlight that now we are able to prove (30) using Proposition
3.14 and working in a neighborhood &/ where w > mqo. This is in contrast with the geometric
construction of [MR23b, Thm. 5.26] which was local around the flat part of 90Q°.

Remark 4.3. As already observed in [MR23b, Rmk. 5.27], the construction presented in the last
proof highlights the existence of a family of branching geodesics, originating from the presence of
a flat part in 992°. In particular, when H is equipped with a singular norm, geodesics can branch,
although they are unique (in the sense of Proposition 3.5).

4.2 FAILURE FOR C! AND NON-STRICTLY CONVEX NORMS

In this subsection we complete another step for the proof of Theorem 1.1, considering the sub-
Finsler Heisenberg group H, equipped with a non-strictly convex C! norm ||-||. The main idea
behind our strategy is to exploit the discontinuities of the generalized trigonometric functions,
caused by the “flat parts” of 9 (cf. Lemma 4.4). According to Proposition 3.11, these will result
in discontinuities of the Jacobian of the exponential map, which, if properly utilized, will allow
us to show the failure of the MCP(K, N) condition.

In particular, in this case there exists a straight segment L contained in the sphere Slll'”(O) =
0. As done in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we can assume without losing generality that this

segment is vertical in R2 N {x > 0}, i.e. there exists # € Rs¢ and a maximal interval I :=
[yo,y1] C R such that L = {z} x I C 9.
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Lemma 4.4. We have that

lim cosq(®,) = lim cosq(v,) =% and lim sing(¥.) =y <y1 = lim sing(v,).
Iy (o) b () Ji (Yo) =yo < 11 line ()
$€Do P€Do $€Do $€Do

Proof. Let v € 0Q2° be the dual vector of every vector in L, i.e.
v =dg,lll, for every y € I.

Notice that v is an horizontal vector in R?, therefore v = Q. In particular, setting 6y and 6; to
be such that (z,y0) = Py, and (z,y1) = Py,, we have

C°0)=0 if and only if 0 € [0, 01]. (32)

Fix € > 0 and let 8y < 6y and 6, > 61 such that

cosq(f) € (z — e, 7], for every 6 € [6,60] U [01,61],
sing(0) € (yo — €, yol, for every 6 € [fy, 6o],
sing(0) € [y1,y1 +¢€), for every 6 € [61,601].

Call 1 := C°(fp) < 0 and 1y := C°(6;) > 0, cf. (32). Now, consider 1 € (10,0) N Do (so that
C, is a single-valued map at 1) and note that C,(¢0) = ¥s € [Ao, p] and therefore it holds that

cosq (o) € (T — &, ], sing (¥s) € (yo — €, Yo)- (33)

With an analogous argument, we deduce that for every ¢ € (0,4;)N Dy, we have that v, € [0, 0]
and

cosq (o) € (T — ¢, 7], sing (o) € [y1,y1 + €). (34)
By the arbitrariness of € > 0, the combination of (33) and (34) yields the thesis. O

Theorem 4.5. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a norm ||-|| which is
C' and not strictly convex, and let m be a smooth measure on H. Then, the metric measure
space (H,d,m) does not satisfy the measure contraction property MCP(K, N) for every K € R
and N € (1, 00).

Before going through the proof, we recall from section 3.2 that there is a Z1-full measure set
Do C Dy such that, for every ¢ € Dy, we have that ¢+ € Dy and (¢, ) is a Lebesgue point for
Jr, for Z1-almost every 1) € R.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. According to Lemma 4.4, the following limits exist

= lim sing (e and = lim sing(o),
wo= lim sing(v.) m= lim sing(vo)
$€Dg €Dy

and we know that § := y; — yo > 0. Observe that, by the symmetry of the norm, cosge(mge) =
—cosqe (0) < 0 and singe (mqe ) = singe (0) = 0. Let p > 0 be sufficiently small, then, by continuity
of the trigonometric functions, there exists € > 0 such that, for every ¢ € [mqo — &, mqo],

singe (p) € {0, ﬁ} and — cosqe(p) € [cosqe(0) — p, cosqe (0) + p, (35)

where M := maxgsing(f) is positive and finite. Thus, by the Pythagorean identity (3) and the
first relation in (35), we deduce that

cosq (o) cosqe () € [1 — p, 1+ p], Vo € [mge — €, mqe] N Do.
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Combining this with the second relation in (35), we deduce that

1-p 1+p
cose (0) + p’ cosqe(0) — p

—cosq(po) € , Vi € [mae — €, mqe] N Do.

In addition, up to restricting € > 0, by continuity, we may also assume that

2 sings (i) < ——2
singe —_—
moe S Cosge 0)+p

Vo € [me — €, mqe] N Do.

In conclusion, we can find € > 0 such that

—cosq(ps) > singe () for every ¢ € [mqe — €, mqo| N Do. (36)
TQe
Fix @ € [rqe —¢,mqo )N Dy, call k(1)) := — singo () — 1) cosq(@,) and observe that (36) ensures
that
T Qo TTOo
k() > —singe (@) — g cosq(@s) > 0 for every ¢ > % (37)

Note that the function ¢ — Jr(@,?) is not continuous at 2mgo — ¢. In fact, looking at the
explicit expression (14) of the reduced Jacobian, thanks to Lemma 4.4, we have that every term
of Jr(p, 1) is continuous (in v, at 2mge — @) except for

—sing ((¢ + ¥)o) singe (@) — ¢ sing ((§ + )0 ) cosa (o) = k() sing (¢ + ©)o).

As a consequence, calling

J1 = lim Jr(p, and Jo = lim TIr(@, ), 38
v= L im - TR(2,0) 2= i T(#:¢) (38)
p+1yYeDg @+1eDg

we deduce that

Jo >J2—];?(27TQ<>—¢3)'5:J1 >0
where the first inequality is a consequence (37), while the second one follows from Proposition
3.14. Recall that, since we chose ¢ € Dy, we have that, for .#!-almost every 1 € R, @ + 1) € Dy
and (¢,1)) is a Lebesgue point for Jr. Now, we consider the quantity

Keeping in mind (38), for any N € (1,00), we can find 91 < 2mge — ¢ and ¥9 > 2mqe — @ such
1

that @ + Y1, ¢ + 19 € Do, (¢,11) and (@, 1) are Lebesgue points for Jg, % =1t >tN-1,

Tr(@, Y1) < Ji + %k(zmo — @) =Jy— glé(zmo — @) and Jr(@,v2) > Jo — %7{(27{90 — Q).
Now, taking w = 1), we conclude that
Tr(@,wt) = Tr(@,91) < J2 — %k(zmo — )= 73<J2 - %k(zmo = <P)> <t Tr(p,¢2)
<tV TR(p,w).

Then, we can apply Corollary 3.19 and deduce the thesis, thanks to the arbitrariness of N. [
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4.3 FAILURE FOR C' AND STRICTLY BUT NOT STRONGLY CONVEX NORMS

In this subsection, we consider the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group H, equipped with a norm ||-||
which is C! and strictly convex, but not strongly convex and prove the failure of the MCP(K, N)
condition in these structures. In this way, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. The strategy
used in this section is similar to the one developed to prove Theorem 4.5. But, instead of looking
at discontinuities of the Jacobian, which is continuous in this case, we exploit the existence of
suitable parameters at which the Jacobian has big variations. This case includes the Heisenberg
group equipped with the sub-Finsler ’-norm when p € (2, +00), and recovers the result in [BT23,
Thm. A.2].

Theorem 4.6. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strictly but
not strongly convex norm ||-||, and with a smooth measure m. Then, the metric measure space
(H, d, m) does not satisfy the MCP(K, N) for every K € R and N € (1,00).

Before going to the proof, we observe that the characterization (23) of Proposition 3.20 is equiv-
alent to
log | Tr(p,wt)| —log|Tr(p,w)| _ (V —1)logt
wt —w - wt —w

)

for every (p,w) € U and t € [0,1]. In particular, if (H,d,.#3) satisfies the MCP(0, N) for some
N € (1,00), then

lim sup log | Tr(p, w1)| — log | Tr(p, w2

(w1,w2)— (w,w) w1 — w2
w1Fwa

log |wi| —log|ws| N —1

IN

(N —1) limsup
(w1 ,w2) = (w,w) Wi — w2 w
w1Fw2

< +o0, (39)

for every (p,w) € U. The last equality is justified since

S LG L) Y
(Ly%lgia,a) T —y - f (a)7
TFy

whenever f is C! in a neighbourhood of a (by the mean value theorem). In the proof, we will
also use the property

f(x) = fy)

lim sup = limsup (40)
@y)=@a) 9@ =9l @y-i@@)  TY
TFy T#y

whenever g is strictly monotone and continuous.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. According to Proposition 2.16, we know that the angle correspondence C,
is strictly increasing and continuous but not Lipschitz. Then, we can fix ¢ € R/2mwqoZ at which
C, fails to be Lipschitz, i.e. there exists a sequence {t,, }neny — ¥ such that

lim lim sup Co(tn) = Coln) = o0, and thus limsup M = +o00.

O N Yn =1 (@,y)— (1) -y
TH#Y
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We set w := mqe and ¢ := 9 — w and we shall see that Jg(y,-) fails to be Lipschitz at w. For
every wi,ws near w, we can explicitly compute that

Ir(p,w1) = Tr(p,wa) _ ([ cosoe(p +wi) — cosae(p + wa)
w1 — Wy W1 — W2

oo

[ singe (¢ 4 w1) —singe (¢ + wo)
W1 — W2

) sing (o)
— cosa(pe) sina((p + w1)o) + sina(e) cosa((w +wi)o)

N (co(sow;z :S;(so+w2)> y (Co((p +Fc£io),cjlbc:?;+w2)>7

where
F(p,wi,ws) :=(sing(Colp +w1)) — sing(Colp + w2))) (— singe () — wa cosa (o))
+ (cos(Cs(ip + wi)) — cosa(Colp +w2))) (= cosae (19) + wasing (o).
Note that the continuity of C, yields that

lim sing((¢p +w1)o) = sing((p +w)o) and lim cosq((p +w2)s) = cosa((p +w)o).
(w1,w2)—= (w,w) (w1,w2)— (w,w)
w1 Fwa w1 Fw2
Moreover, since the generalised trigonometric functions cosqe and singe are C!, we also have that

cosqo (¢ + w1) — cosqe (¥ + w2)

lim —= —sin + w)o ,
(w1,w2)—=(w,w) W] — wo a((e )o)
w1 Fwa
and, similarly,
o Sheelpten) stnaelpdwn) o))
(w1,w2)—=(w,w) W] — Wy
w1Fwa

Finally, since C, is strictly increasing and continuous, we find that

lim sing (Co (¢ + w1)) — sing(Cs(p + w2))

(Wi w2)—= (ww) Co(p +w1) — Co(p + w2)
w1FwW2
_ lim sine(py) = sina(ea) _ o0 4w
(01,02) = ((p+w)o,(9Fw)o) 01— P2
P1F£P2

where the first inequality follows from (40), while the second is a consequence of the differentia-
bility of sing, cf. Proposition 2.12. In the same way, we also have that

i cos0(Co (¢ + w1)) — cosq(Co(p + wa))
1m
(W1,w2)— (wyw) Colp +w1) — Co(p + w2)

w1FWw2

= — Sinﬂo (QO + (,U)

As a consequence, keeping in mind (6), we obtain that

lim F((pawth)
(w1,w2)—(ww) Co(p +w1) — Co(p + wa)

w1Fw2

= cosqe (p + w)(—singe (¢) — wcosq(ps))

— singe (¢ + w)(— cosqe (¢) + wsing(po)) = w > 0.

Putting everything together, since C, is not Lipschitz at ¢ = ¢ + w, we deduce that Jgr(p,-)
fails to be Lipschitz at w. Furthermore, the logarithm function log is locally bi-Lipschitz and the
value of Jr(yp,-) stays in a compact subset of (0, +00) near w, therefore also log(Jr (¢, -)) fails to
be Lipschitz at w. We conclude that the Heisenberg group is not MCP(0, N) for any N € (0, c0),
as (39) is not satisfied. The thesis then follows from Proposition 3.17. O
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5 MEASURE CONTRACTION PROPERTY FOR C!' AND STRONGLY CONVEX NORMS

In this section, we study the measure contraction property for the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group
equipped with a norm |[|-|| that is C! and strongly convex. Firstly, we provide further necessary
(but not sufficient) conditions for the MCP to hold in this case. Secondly, we identify sufficient
(but not necessary) conditions for the validity of MCP, providing estimates for the curvature
exponent (cf. Definition 2.6). In particular, we show that MCP holds under C'! regularity of the
reference norm ||-||. Thirdly, we investigate possible necessary and sufficient conditions for MCP
through several meaningful examples. This study relies on the behavior of (the derivative of) the
angle correspondence C,. We summarize the results of this section as follows.

(i) If C! has discontinuous zero points or non-negligible zero points, then (H,d,.#3) does not
satisfy MCP (Theorems 5.2 and 5.3). This happens, for example, when Cl(p) = 1z¢(p)
near one of its zero points, where Z is a fat Cantor set.

(i) If C! has infinite order at one of its zero points, then (H,d,.#3) does not satisfy MCP
(Theorem 5.4). This happens, for example, when C’(p) = e~ /¢! near ¢ = 0.

(iii) If C! is uniformly asymptotic to a fractional polynomial near its zero points, then (H, d, £3)
satisfies MCP(0, N) for some N € (1,+00) (Theorem 5.9 and 5.10). This happens, for
example, for the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group equipped with the ¢P-norm with p € (1, 2).

(iv) If C! is not a fractional polynomial but is “monotone” near its zero points, then there are
examples of sub-Finsler structures on the Heisenberg group that satisfy the MCP(0, N) for
any N € (1,400) , see Example 5.16.

(v) If C! “oscillates with large variation” near one of its zero points, then there are examples of
sub-Finsler structures on the Heisenberg group that do not satisfy the MCP(0, V) for any
N € (1,+00) , see Example 5.17.

5.1 ZERO POINTS OF C. AND NON MCP

Under the assumptions of this section, Proposition 2.16 ensures that the angle C, strictly increas-
ing and Lipschitz continuous (thus differentiable almost everywhere). Let Z = D1\D{ C R/2mqeZ
be the set of zero points of C/. Under the assumption on the norm ||-|| to be C! and strongly
convex, we do not have information on the size of Z and the behavior of C/ near its zero points.
In this section, we investigate how the zero points in Z affect the validity (or failure) of the mea-
sure contraction property. We start with a lemma which gives a lower bound of the crucial ratio
w0y JIr/Jr solely using C..

Lemma 5.1. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C'' and strongly convex
norm ||-||. For a fixed angle p* € R/2mq0Z, we have

. w0l JIr(p,w) . wCi(p +w)
limsup —————= > limsup )
(paw)=(e0)  TROW) T (pu)=(pn0) Colp +w) = Co(e)

where the limsup is taken over all (p,w) € U such that ¢ + w € D;. In particular, if there is
©* € R/2mqoZ such that

!
lim sup wCs(p +w)

= —|—QO,
(@)= (o*,0) Colp +w) — Co(¢p)

then the metric measure space (H,d,.#3) does not satisfy the MCP(0, N) for any N € (1, 00).
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Proof. By using the function K(p,w) defined in (22), we can write

wi,Jr(p,w)  wO(p+w)  (Colp+w) — Co(p) K(p,w)
Jr(p,w) Co(p +w) — Co(w) Jr(p,w) '

We claim that

(Colp +w) = Co(p)K(p,w) _
jR((P7w) -

for sufficiently small w € D;. We prove (41) for w > 0, as the proof for w < 0 is completely
analogous. At every differentiable point ¢ + w € Dy, we have

(41)

D [(Co(p +w) — Co(9))K(p,w) — jR(SD,W)} = (Co(p+w) — Co(9))0uK(p, w)

= (Colip +w) = Co(9)) | sina( + w)o) (sing= () + w cosa(.))

(42)
+ cosq((p 4 w)o) (cosqe (@) — wsing (o))

— cosqe (¢ + w) cosq(ps) — singe (¢ + w) sing(gpo)} .

We are going to show that 0,/KC(p,w) is positive for w > 0 sufficiently small. By the fundamental
theorem of calculus, we have

0K (p,w) = sing((¢ + w)o) [sinﬂo (p+w)— /0 ) <cosQ((gp Ft)e) — cosQ(%)) dt}

+ cosa((¢ + w)o) |:COSQO (p+w)+ /0 <SiHQ((s0 +1)o) — SinQ(@o)) dt}
— cosqe (p + w) cosq(ps) — singe (¢ + w) sing (¢o)

=1 — cosqe(p + w) cosq(ps) — singe (¢ + w) sing(ps) + / flo,w,t)dt
0
> [ttt
0
where we have used the Pythagorean identity (3) and where f(t) := f(¢,w,t) is given by

f(#) = cosa((p +w)o) [sina((¢ +t)o) — sina(ws)] — sina((¢ +w)s) [ cosa((¢ +1)o) — cosa(ps)]-

The integral f(;u f(t)dt is positive, since again by (3),

Ouf(t) = CLlp +1) [ sina(( +w)e) sings (i + 1) + cosa(p +w)a) cosae (¢ + )]

=1 when w=0 and t=0

and thus by continuity 0,f(¢) > 0 for all w > 0 sufficiently small and all ¢ € (0,w). Since
f(0) = 0, we deduce that f(t) > 0, and 9,K > 0 for sufficiently small w > 0. Then, since C, is
non-increasing, the partial derivative in (42) is non-negative and therefore (41) holds. The second
part of the statement follows from Propositions 3.23. O

By using Lemma 5.1, we are able to give several necessary conditions for MCP to hold.

Theorem 5.2. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-||, and with the Lebesgue measure . If MCP(0, N') holds for some N € (1, 00),
then the map C! : D; — R is continuous at every ¢ € Z.
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Proof. The claim is that if ¢ € Z and if MCP(0, N) holds, then C/ must be continuous at ¢.
Assume by contradiction this is not the case, then there exists a sequence {¢y,}nen C Dy such
that ¢, — ¢ as n — 400 and lim,,_,;~ CL(¢,) = C > 0. Now, setting wy, := ¢, — ¢ and recalling
that ¢ € Z by assumption, we compute that

wnC4(p + wn) _ Cl(p 4 wn)
Co(<p o) = Co(@) = Caloran)—Co(9) — +00, as n — +oo.

By Lemma 5.1, the metric measure space (H,d,.#3) does not satisfy MCP(0, N) for any N €
(1, 00). O

Theorem 5.3. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C! and strongly
convex norm |-||, and with the Lebesgue measure .£3. Assume that #*(Z) > 0. Then, the
metric measure space (H,d, #3) does not satisfy the MCP(0, N) for any N € (1, 00).

Proof. Let 1zc be the indicator function of the complementary subset Z¢ C R/2mqeZ. By the
Lebesgue differentiation theorem and the assumption .Z!(Z) > 0, there is a Lebesgue point ¢* € Z
of 1zc. Denote by D, the set of points w such that ¢* + w € D;. Note that, since the norm ||-||
is strongly convex, C, is Lipschitz (cf. Proposition 2.16) and therefore for all § > 0,

sup  Cl(¢* +1t) < +oo0.
t€(0,0]ND

Observe also that Lemma 3.15 ensures that this supremum is strictly positive. Then, for all § > 0,
there exists w € (0,0] N Dy« such that

sup  Co(p* +1),
t€(0,w]ND ,x

DO =

1
Clp*+w)>= sup Cl(e"+1t)>
t€(0,0]ND ,x

where the last inequality holds because (0,w] N Dyx C (0,6] N Dy+. In particular, there exists a
sequence {wp }nen € Do+ such that w, — 0 as n — 400, and

1
Clp* +wpn) > = sup Cl(p* +w), Vn e N. (43)
we(0,wn]ND
We make also the following simple observation:
1 Wn, Wn

— Clp* +t)dt = — Cl(p* +t)1ze(@* +t)dt
Wn Jo Wn Jo

1 [on
< (— / 1ze(p* +t) dt) sup Clp* +w)
0

Wn wE(0,wn]ND
Consequently, we have the estimate

wn O (0™ + wn) _ wnC4(p + wy)
Colp* +wn) — Colp)  Jo Colpr +w)dw

Cé(SD* + wp)

>
( J™ 1ze(9" +1) A1) SUD (0, O™ +)
1
= [ 1ze(pr + 1) At

(44)

>

where we have used (43) for the last inequality. Since ¢* € Z is a Lebesgue point of 1z, we have

1o
hm — / 1zc((p* =+ t) dt = 1Zc((p*) = O
0

n—00 Wy,
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Thus, taking the limit as n — +o0 in (44), we obtain

Wncé(@* + wn)

li = .
e Colp* T wm) — Colg) 0
This concludes the proof, as a consequence of Lemma 5.1. U

By Theorems 5.2 and 5.3, the following conditions can always be assumed when investigating a
sufficient condition for the measure contraction property:

Z(Z)=0 and C! is continuous at every ¢ € Z (%)

However, as shown in the following theorem, the condition (%) does not give a sufficient
condition for the measure contraction property. In particular, the MCP may fail due to a single
zero point of C?.

Theorem 5.4. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm |||, and equipped with the Lebesgue measure 3. Assume that there is ¢* € Z
such that for any o > 2,

Ci(p) =ollp — ¢*|*?)  as¢ — ¢* in Dy. (45)

Then, the metric measure space (H,d,.£?) does not satisfy the MCP(0, N) for any N € (1,00).

Proof. We define the function 5 : Rsg — RU {+o0} as follows:

logw

log(Cole™tw)) ¢, DiNZ°N R,
Bw) =

400 otherwise.

In other words, 3 is such that C(p*+w) = WP whenever is finite. In addition, since the norm
is strongly convex and .Z!(Z) = 0, B is finite almost everywhere. The assumption (45) implies
that for any « > 2, there is § > 0 such that if 0 < w < ¢,

Cl(p* +w) < w2,

Therefore, we have f(w) > a — 2 for sufficiently small w. Since a € [2,4+00) is arbitrary, we
deduce

liminf f(w) = +o0. (46)

w—0

We claim that there exists a sequence of positive numbers {wy, }nen with w, — 0 such that

log 2 ‘ } . (47)

log w

Blwy) < inf {ﬁ(w)—i—

w€(0,wn)

Indeed, by (46), for any positive number ; € Dy, there is §; = d1(¢1) > 0 with the property that

BW)< il B+ = > (48)

Without loss of generality, we can choose §; < 2. On the other hand, for any €; > 0, there is
wy € (0,77) such that

< inf + £1.
B(wr) wel(rolwl)ﬁ(w) €1
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log 2

Choose €1 > 0 sufficiently small so that €1 < ‘ Then, wy satisfies

log 01
Blwr) < inf Bw)+ei< inf Blw)+ |82
V'S o) P o) log 61
< inf {ﬁ()+log2}< .f{ﬂ()+log2}
in w in w ,
~ we(0,91) logw|] = we(Owi] log w

where the second-to-last inequality follows from (48). We can now repeat the same procedure
starting from any s < wi to get a desired number wo, and recursively get the desired sequence
{wn }nen which satisfies (47).

Let 3, := B(wy). By (47), for every w € (0,wy,),

Cl (0" +w) < 2wPr and Cl (0" + wp) = whr,

Then, as n — oo, we have:

waCL(o* +wy) wpn ! N wprt Bt e
Co(@* +wn) = Co(w*)  [i" Cl(p* +w)dw — 2 [ whn dw -~ F2wh Bntl 2
By Lemma 5.1, the conclusion holds. O

Remark 5.5. The condition (45) in Theorem 5.4 implies that the norm |[-|| is not C1® for any
a € (0,1]. Indeed, by [Ci0o90, Prop. 1.6], the norm |[|-| is not C'* if and only if there is a sequence
{(¢n,wn) }nen such that

Co(pn +wn) — Co(pn)
<A)l/oz

—0 as n — oo.

However, the converse is not necessarily true: if the norm [|-|| not being C1% for any a € (0, 1]
does not automatically imply the condition (45).

5.2 SUFFICIENT CONDITION BY USING C’

In this section, we shall give a sufficient condition for the measure contraction property. We
start from rewriting the reduced Jacobian function [Jg in terms the function C,. Recall that
the differential equality sinf. () = —C.(z) singe (x) holds for 2 € Dy. Since Dy is a full measure
subset, we are allowed to use the integration by parts to write

singe (z) = singe (y) —i—/ cosq(to)dt
’ " (49)
= singe (y) + cosq(yo)(z —y) — / singe (£)CL(t) (z — t) dt,
y
which is the Taylor’s formula with integral remainder of order 2. Note that the integrand of the

last term of (49) contains singo(¢), and it can be replaced recursively by the same expression (49),
ie.

singe (z) = singe (y) + cosq (yo) (@ — y)

- /:v <singo (y) + cosqa(yo)(t —y) — / singe (s)CL(s)(t — s) dt) Ci(t)(zx —t)dt
= singo(y) + cosq(yo)(x — y) — singe (y / Cl(t)(z —t)dt

y
— o8 (Yo / Cit)(xz—t)(t—y dt+/ /Sano CL(t)CL(s)(x —t)(t — s)dsdt.
y
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We repeat this process a last time, that is to say, we replace the term singo(s) in the last integral
term above by its expression (49):

singe (z) = singe (y) + cosq(yo)(z — y) — singe (y) /JC Cl(t)(x —t)dt

— cosq(Yo) /r CL(t)(x — t)(t — y) dt + singe (y) /:v/ CL(s)CL(t)(x —t)(t — s)dsdt
+ cosq (Yo / / CL(s)CL(t)(x —t)(t — s)(s —y)dsdt
- / / / singe (u)CL(t)CL(s)CL(u)(z — t)(t — 5)(s — u) duds dt.

(50)

The same reasoning can be done for cosge (), starting from cosg. (z) = —C(x) cosqe (z) with
similar computations and we get

cosqe () = cosqe(y) — sing(yo)(z — y) — cosqe (y) /ff Cl(t)(x —t)dt
y

Tz rt
+ sing (yo) / CL(t)(x —t)(t — y) dt + cosge (y) / / CL(s)CL(t)(x — t)(t — s)dsdt
y y Jy

t
— sing(yo) C t)(x—t)(t—s)(s—y)dsdt

<

/ / ) cosqe (u)CL(#)CL(s)Ch(u)(z — t)(t — s)(s — u) duds dt.

(51)
Since cosq (o) = % singe (x) and sing(x,) = —% cosqe (), we also obtain
cosq (o) = cosq(yo) — singe (y / CL(t)dt — cosq(yo / CL(t)(t —y)dt
t
+ singe (y / / Cl(s) —s)dsdt
y yt (52)
+ cosq (Yo / /C t)(t—s)(s —y)dsdt
v Jy
t
- / / / singe (u)CL(t)CL(s)CL(u)(t — s)(s — u) dudsdt,
y Jy Jy
and
sing(x,) = sing(yo) + cosge (y)/ Cl(t)dt — sing(yo)/ ClLt)(t —y)dt
y y
r rt
_ cosae (1) / / CL()CL()(t — s) ds dt
(53)

+ sina (ye) / /C’ JOL(E)(t — 5)(s — y) ds
///ﬂ )JCL(E)CL()Ch(u) (¢ — 5)(s — u) duds .

The combination of these formulas leads to the following result.
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Proposition 5.6. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-||. Then, its reduced Jacobian Jr can be expressed in the following way. For all
(p,w) €U, it holds

1 [etw ptw
gute) =5 [ ([ e srescis as) arr mepw), 654)
¥ ¥
and, if in addition ¢ + w € D1, it holds:
ptw
duTr(p,w) = Co(p +w) / (o 4w —1)°Co(t) dt + D, R(p,w), (55)
®

where the remainder term R(p,w) is given by

/eo+w// t—s)(s—u |:SlIlQo( ) cosae () — singe () cosae (u)

— (t — ) (cosq(ps) cosqge (u) + sing(ps) singe (u ))} CL(t)Ch(s)Ch(u) duds dt,

(56)

and its derivative by

+w
OuR(p,w) = Cl(p+w) /So / (p+w—235)(s—u) [Singo (u) cosqe () — singe (¢) cosqe (u)
@ @
— w(cosq(po) cosqe (1) + sing (ps) singe (u))] Cl(s)Cl(u)duds.
(57)

Remark 5.7. This formula is a synthetic generalisation of the expansion of the Jacobian that
appeared in [BT23, Lem. 29] and [BT23, Eq. (30)] for the ¢P-Heisenberg group.

Proof of Proposition 5.6. The equality (54) is shown by substituting (50), (51), (52), and (53),
with y = ¢ and z = ¢p+w, into the expression of the reduced Jacobian (14). The term singe (p+w),
for example, is replaced using (50) by

singe (¢ + w) = singe (¢) + w cosq(¢s) (58)
ptw

ptw
~ sings(p) / CL(t) (i + w — ) dt — cosalpo) / CLE) (o +w — )(t — ) dt (59)
® ®
—+w t
+ singe () / : / CL(s)CL(t) (o +w —t)(t — s)dsdt (60)
® @
“+w t
+ cosa(is) / ’ / CL()CL(E) (i + w0 — £)(¢ — 5)(s — ) dsdt (61)
® ®
p+tw t s
— singe (1)CL()C' (s)C' (r W — —3s)(s — r)drdsdt. 62
/@ // 00 (ML CL(8)CLr) (g + w — 1)(t — s)(s — 1) drds dt (62)

This is also done for the terms cosqge (¢ + w), sing((¢ + w)s), and cosq((p + w)o) in (14). After
a computation, one can find that all the terms of “order zero” (those with no integral and no
C! term) such as (58) vanish. All the terms of “order one” (those with one integral and one C/
term) such as (59) cancel out too. The terms of “second order” (those with a double integral
and two C! terms) such as (60)—(61), however, do not cancel and they simplify to the first term
n (54). The remainder (56) is obtained by gathering all the terms of “higher order” (those with
three integrals and three C! terms) such as (62). Finally, differentiating with respect to w yields
(55) and (57). O
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Remark 5.8. Since the generalised trigonometric functions are bounded and C, is Lipschitz, there
is a constant C' > 0 such that for all (p,w) € U, we have

p+tw t s
R(p,w)| <C —5)(s —u)CL(t)CL(s)CL(u) dudsd
|<@>|<L /@/@“ (s — u)CL(£)CL()C! (w) du ds dt
ptw petw  potw
C —w)2C(t)CL(s)C! (u) dudsd 63
S/@/@/@“)“)”” ' (63)

1 [fetw petw
< 20l los w (5 [ umsramesas dt)
© ©

and, similarly, when defined,

ptw

0. R(p,w)] < 20Ol (c;«o o) [T erw e dt) (64)
)

with an appropriate constant C' > 0.

To simplify the notation in the proof of the next theorem, we introduce the following functions.
For a > 2, we define

1 fetw / retw
P =3 [T ([T s as )
© ©

1 2a 2a 2 (6% o
a2raz =) (e el 1ol + Z5lo + el Il

(I + @101 + Jw + 2 *2pl?) (@ + P,
(65)

a?—1

and P,(s) := P,(1,s). Note that

B 2 B
O Pa(ip,w) = w4 2@ 1)(w+<ﬂ)+a\w+<ﬂ’a 2(w+9)|el*

2
ala? —1)

5 (@ Dlw+ ¢l + (a = DIpl*) [w + @] lel* e,

and that 5P, (s) = 0,P,(1,s). More explicitly, the functions P, (s) and d5P,(s) are given by

1 —
P,(s) == 21 11+ s]**—a?|1 + s|*(1+s)+2(a®=1)|1 + s|*—a2[1 + s|* 2(1—|—s)—{—1], (66)
and
2 a—2 @ ala+1) 4
3sPa(5):m|1+5| [|1+5| (1+5)—1—(a+1)5—75].

(
The function P,(s) vanishes if and only if s = 0. Indeed, if 1 + s < 0, then it is easy to see
that all the terms of P, (s) are strictly positive. If 1 + s > 0, the derivative of P,(s) is

DsPo(s) = 2a(1 + 5)*72 [(1 +5) — 1 — (a+1)s — WSQ}.

Consider the function f(s) := (14 )% =1~ (a+1)s — Msz. Then f”(s) = a(a+ 1)[|1 +
s|*=t — 1], thus f'(s) is convex on (—1,+00) with a unique minimum f’(0) = 0 and therefore f
is increasing on (—1,+00). Since f(—1) = M < 0 and f(0) =0, 0sP,(s) is increasing with a
unique zero point 95 P, (0) = 0. Therefore, P,(s) attains a unique minimum at 0. Since P,(0) =0
we conclude that s = 0 is the unique zero point of P,.
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The following limits are easily obtained:

limwzll lim M lim M

= = 2a.
50 Pal(s) " sotoo Po(s)  so—oo Po(s) “ (67)

The map s — 1+ sasP(a()s) is thus continuous for all s € R and bounded.

Theorem 5.9. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C! and strongly
convex norm ||-||. Assume that for all p* € R/2mq Z, there exists a(p*) € [2,+00) and
A(p*), B(¢*) > 0 such that

Al — @[22 < Cl(p) < Bl — 972 for ae. p near o*.  (68)
Assume furthermore that

B¢ N
sup , sup  a(p’) < +oo. (69)
o*eR/2m0. 2 AP*) " preR/2ra,Z

Then, the metric measure space (H, d, £3) satisfies the MCP(0, N') condition for some N € (1, 00).

Proof. Fix p* € R/2mqoZ. If (p,w) € U is close enough to (¢*,0), then we have, by (54) and the

assumption, that
ptw s0+w
g =5 [ ([ - reineioas) a mipw)

SO—HU SO—HU * *
> 2L 7 ([ = o= g = stk i)
©
- A(QO*) (ip*)(gp - ,W) + R(tp,w)
> [A(#*)? = CB(#")w| Pagon) (0 — ¢",),

DN |

where P+ (p,w) is the function defined in (65) and a lower bound on the remainder term
R(p,w) can be obtained from (63) and the lower bound of (68), with C := 2C||C!||sc. Similarly,
we can deduce an upper bound for d,Jr from (55) and the upper bound of (68):

ptw

0.Ta(piw) = Cllp+w) [ (o 4w —1PCL0) dt+ R(p.w)
)

< B(@*)Qawpa(go*)(@ - gp*, W) + auR(SD’W)
< [Be*)? + CB(0") 2] 0uPagon) (¢ = ¢,

where we also have a bound for the remainder term 9,, R(y,w) using (64). The goal now is to show
that lmsup,, )+ 0) N(p,w) has a uniform upper bound independent of ¢*, since this would
prove that the MCP(0, N) condition is satisfied for some N € (1,00), according to Proposition
3.23. A bound for limsup, . (e+0) V(p,w) is found following the blueprint of the proof of
[BT23, Thm. 39].

Consider a converging sequence {(¢n,wn)}neny C U such that ¢, + w, € Df‘ and (pn,wn) —
(¢p*,0) as n — +oo. Assume also, without loss of generality, that that the ratio s,, := wy,/(¢n—¢*)
converges to s € [—00, +00] as n — +o00. Since w, — 0, we obtain a positive lower bound

jR(‘men) > |:A((P*)2 - éB(@*)an] Pa(go*)(‘;on - QO*awn)

= [A(¢") = CB(9")2on] lpn — ¢ Paggey (51):
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We estimate wy, Jgr(@n,wn) is a similar fashion:

0T R(Pnson) < | B(p")? + CB(¢"wn |0 Pagor)(on = 9 wn)

= [B"? + B Pun]lon — 1) 500, Pagry 50

With these bounds in hand, we can write

limsup N(gn,wn) < Tim 1+ 280 HCB@ wn Jon = PP n0:Patgn (o)
msu nooo | A(p*)2 — CB(¢")2wn  |on — 2@ Pagor)(sn)
)2 805 Py (o) (5)
A(SD*)2 Pa(tp*)(s)
Bl 39, Par )

<1+ sup sup sup
p*ER/2m0 7 A((P*)Q $E[—00,+00] p*ER/2Tq0Z Pa(ap*)(s)

Taking into account the first assumption in (69), it is enough to show that the second supremum
is finite. Since the function
505 Py ()
a,s) = ————
( ) Pa(s)
is continuous and bounded as s — oo (cf. (67)) and thus uniformly bounded on [2, M] x
[—00, 400] for every M € (2,400), the second assumption in (69) allows to conclude.

O

The next theorem shows that, we can get a lower bound on the curvature exponent, cf.
Definition 2.6, by assuming C is differentiable in a fractional way.

Theorem 5.10. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strongly
convex norm ||-||. Assume that for all o* € R/2mq 7, there exists a(¢*) € [2,4+00) and A(p*) > 0
such that

CL(p) = Ao — |72+ o(lp — ¢*[*¥)72), as o — ¢* in Dy. (70)

Assume furthermore that q := sup{a(¢*) | ¢* € R/2mq,Z} < +oo. Then, the metric measure
space (H,d,.#3) satisfies the MCP(0, N) condition for some N € (1,+0c0). In addition, it holds
that

NCUI‘V Z 2q + 1'

Proof. Observe that the assumptions of Theorem 5.9 are verified, therefore (H,d,.#?) satisfies
the MCP(0, N) condition for some N € (1,+00). In the reminder of the proof we find an estimate
for its curvature exponent Ncy. The argument follows the same lines as the proof of Theorem
5.9, but with finer asymptotics. Let p* € R/2m9q0Z and, for simplicity, we write A = A(¢*). We
start by showing that

A2

jR((pa w) = 2

o e 2 *)—2 )2
[ ([ Pl 2l 2 s ol Page e 90
® ®

:A2Pa(ap*)(¢_w* 7(“))
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as (p,w) — (¢*,0). In order to prove that, consider the leading term of (54), and observe that
1 [etw petw
= / (t — 5)2CL(t)C(s) ds dt
2 /e ¢

A2 pete retw . .
o A R e A R T
® ©

2
1 ptw ptw * *
b [ [T A = ) = Al = ) s ()
¢ ¢
L e e 21 *a(p*)—2 *a(p*)—2
+§ (t—s)“(Cy(t) — Alt — %] )Als — ¥ dsdt (72)
¢ ¢
L [ere e 21 *|o—2 / *a(p*)—2
+3 (t — )7 (Co(t) = Aft = @*|*77)(Co(s) — Als — ¢ )dsdt. (73)
¢ ¢
The term (71) is o(Pypor) (¢ — ¢*,w)) as (p,w) = (¢*,0). Indeed, by (70), for all € > 0, we have
that
L [ete et 20 *|a(p*)—2 / *|a(p*)—2
3 (t —8)"(Co(t) — Alt — ¢7| )(Co(s) — Als — ¢7| )dsdt
¢ ¢

A2 petw petw . .
<2l / (t— 8)2]t — |22 )5 — Hale)=2 gy,
® ®

for all (p,w) € U sufficiently close to (¢*,0) so that

Cit) — Alt - so*l““"*”\ <elt — @272 forall t € [p, 0+ wl.

Analogous computations show that the terms (72), (73) are o(Py(p)(¢ — ¢*,w)) as (p,w) —
(¢*,0). The same thing can be done for 0,Jr(p,w) with the help of (55) and (64). More
precisely, under the condition (70), we have that

* So+w *
OuTr(p,w) = A2lp + w — p*[*¥ )‘2/ (0 4w — )%t = @[22 At +0(0y Py (p—* ),
%)

=A%0., Pa(cp*) (p—p*,w)

as (p,w) = (¢%,0).
Now, given any s € [—00, 4-00], consider a sequence {(n,wn)},cy C U such that @, on+w, €
D1, (on,wn) — (¢*,0) as n — +oo and the ratio s, := w,/(¢n — ¢*) converges to s € [—00, +00]
as n — 4o00. Then, we obtain that, as n — oo,
A2wnawpa(<p* (on — (P*ﬂfun) + O(Wnawpa(gp*)(wn - (P*ﬂﬂn))
A2Pa(lp* (on — @*,wn) + O(Pa(Lp*)(SDn — ¢*,wn))
“pn - SO*PQ(LP*) |:A2$nawpo¢(go*)(sn) + Sno(aspa(go*)(sn))}

[ = @[22 | A2 Pogpe) (30) + 0 Pagp (5u)|
s@sPa(W)(s)
Pager)(s)

where P, +)(s) is the function defined in (66). Keeping in mind (74) and since s € [—o0, +o0] is
arbitrary, we finally deduce that

N(pn,wn) =1+

— |~

14

$Os P (s
sup limsup N(p,w)=  sup sup _;ijﬁ£l£2

>2q+1,
P*ER/2mq0Z (p,w)—(¢*,0) P*ER /2w 0 Z sE[—00,+0] Pa(ip*)(s)
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where the last inequality is a consequence of the estimate that limg 4. saliti‘;()s) = 2q cf. (67).

The conclusion follows from Corollary 3.22. U

Remark 5.11. (i) If ¢ > 2 and there is ¢* such that a(¢*) = ¢, then one can prove that the
curvature exponent satisfies Neyv > 2¢ + 1. Indeed, it is possible to observe that, in this
case, the map

505 Py(s)

P,

s 1+
a(8)

converges from above to its limits at —oo.

ii) For p € (1,2), consider the ¢P-Heisenberg group, that is to say the sub-Finsler Heisenberg

i) F 1,2 ider the ¢P-Heisenb that is t the sub-Finsler Heisenb
group equipped with an ¢P-norm. The P-norm is C' and strongly convex, and its angle
correspondence C, satisfies

-1 _ pxla—2 o x|g—2 if o*
Cé():{w o=@l dollp—tft?) itrenz

Tq
2
(g — 1)|sing (¢*) cosea ()72 +0(1) if o* ¢ FZ°
Therefore, Theorem 5.10, together with item (i), recovers the estimate in [BT23].
As a consequence of the previous results, we also obtain the following important corollary.

Corollary 5.12. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C1' and strongly
convex norm ||-||. Then, the metric measure space (H,d,.#3) satisfies MCP(0, N) for some N €
(1,00). Furthermore, if the norm ||-|| is C?, then Neyry > 5.

Proof. As the norm | - || is C'! and strongly convex, then C° and C, are Lipschitz continuous,
cf. Proposition 2.16. In particular, for every ¢ € Dy, 1/A < C/(¢) < A for some constant A > 0
since C; o C° = Id. Therefore, the hypothesis of Theorem 5.9 are satisfied with a(¢*) = 2 for
every ¢* € R/2mq 7, and the first claim follows.

If the norm is C2, then the (inverse) angle correspondence map C° is of class C'!. By the
inverse function theorem, C, is also of class C!, and C” is continuous. Then, Theorem 5.10 holds
with ¢ = 2. This implies the last part of the claim. O

Remark 5.13. (i) For the estimate N > 5, we only need the continuity of C! at one non-zero
point. However, if the norm is only C1!, the existence of such a point is not guaranteed.

(ii) If the norm is C?, then what we have proven is that

limsup N(p,w)=5
(psw)=(p*,0)

for every ¢* € R/2mqo (and thus Neyw > 5). To prove MCP(0,5) (so that Neyy = 5), we
would need to show the inequality N (¢, w) <5 for w # 0.

The following example shows that there is a C? and strongly convex norm such that the
associated sub-Finsler Heisenberg group has Ncyv > 5.

Ezample 5.14. For K,L > 0 and ¢ € (0, K/L), let f be the function defined on (—¢,¢) by

f(e) = K + Le.

Since f is bounded, positive and smooth, there is a C? and strongly convex norm on R? such
that its angle correspondence satisfies Cs(p) = fogo f(t)dt in a sufficiently small neighbourhood
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of ¢ = 0, and such that cosq(0s) = cosqe(0) = 1, sing(0,) = singe(0) = 0 (for the construction
of such a norm, see Remark 5.15). For w € (—¢,¢), we have that

%/Ow (/Ow(t — 5)2CL(t)CL(s) ds> dt = %/Ow /Ow(t — 5)?(K + Ls)(K + Lt)dsdt

wt 9 L2 9
_E<K +KLw+Fw>.

By (56) and the assumption on the initial values, the remainder term R(0,w) satisfies

= ) t ’ — S) s —ujlu — ’LL2 ! IS /’LL udas :0w6 as W
R<o,w>—/0 /0/0@ (5 — u)(u— t + O(u2)CL(HCL(5)Ch(w) duds dt = o(wb) as w — 0.

Therefore, by (54), we have that

w4 L2
jR(O,w)zﬁ <K2—|—KLw+Fw2> + o(w®) as w — 0.

Since w € D; by construction, we also have that
w w
wcg(w)/ (w—t)?CL(t)dt = w(K + Lw)/ (w—t)*(K + Lt)dt
0 0

1 4(.9 BKL  L%?
=-w [ K*+—= :
3w < + v + 1

In addition, by (57), it holds that wd,R(0,w) = o(wY), as w — 0. Thus, recalling (55), we have:

1 5KL L2w?
w0, Jr(0,w) = §w4 <K2 + v + 4w > + o(w?).

Consequently, for sufficiently small w > 0, we obtain that

4 12

4 2,2
ATR(0,w) — w0, Tr(0,w) = % ( Klw L

> +o(w%) < 0.
This shows that 1 4+ w0, Jr(0,w)/Jr(0,w) > 5 and Neyy > 5 by Proposition 3.22.
Remark 5.15. For a given integrable, bounded and almost everywhere positive function f, we

construct a norm ||-|| whose angle correspondence C, satisfies the following conditions:

(75)

C, is Lipschitz continuous and strictly increasing,
C1(%) = F(¢) near ¢ = 0.

Recall that the generalized trigonometric functions satisfy the differential equations

4 cosge (t) = —sing(to), L cosq(to) = —CL(t) singe (),
L sing (to) = CL(t) cosqe (t), 4 singo () = cosq(to),

provided that the norm ||-|| is C! and strongly convex. Conversely, the following differential
equations locally recovers a generalized trigonometric function:

{X(t) = —f()y(), (76)
t), y(t) = X(1).



Indeed, by Carathéodory’s Theorem, there is an absolutely continuous solution to the differential
equation (76) for a given initial value (Xo, Yy, zo,%0) at time ¢ = 0.

Let (X, Y, z,y) be a solution to the initial value (1,0, 1,0). Note that, since (X,Y") is absolutely
continuous and its differential is bounded, the curve (z,y) is C1!. Then, we have obtained C':!
curves v+ : (—e,6) — R2%, v, (t) := (z(t),y(t)) and v_(t) := (—x(t),—y(t)). Without loss of
generality, we can assume that 4 is twice differentiable at endpoints. Join vy (g) and y_(—¢)
by an Euclidean arc smoothly. The central inversion of this arc joins v4(—¢) and ~v_(g). This
procedure yields a centrally symmetric, strictly convex and C''! domain B, and define ||-||, as
the norm whose unit ball is B. Let ||-|| be the dual norm of ||-||,. From the construction, the
angle correspondence Cs of the norm ||-|| satisfies the condition (75).

5.3 TOWARDS A NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITION

In this section, we provide examples of norms that satisfy and do not satisfy the measure contrac-
tion property. We begin by presenting an example of a norm that satisfies the MCP condition,
even though it is not included by the assumptions of Theorem 5.9.

Ezample 5.16. Let f be defined by f(¢) = |plog|e|| in a neighbourhood of ¢ = 0. Since f is
bounded, strictly positive and locally integrable, following the construction laid out in Remark
5.15, there is a C' and strongly convex norm on R? such that its angle correspondence satisfies
Co(p) = [ f(t)dt in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of ¢ = 0. Note that C is everywhere
positive except at ¢ = 0 or p = mgo. We shall see that the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group associated
with this norm satisfies the measure contraction property.

For sufficiently small and positive ¢ and w, we have that

1 [¥tw retw 1 [etw retw
—/ / (s — t)2CL(s)CL(t) dsdt = —/ / (s —t)*|slog|s|| - |tlog |t|| ds dt
2 @ ¢ 2 ¥ ¥
p+w ptw p+w\ 2
= [g5alalP(1 = dloglal)| " x [dall(1 — 210glal)] " = ([3l2lP(1 - 310gl2D)] ),
¢ ¢ ¢

as well as

Ptw
<w+w—w%uwwzu¢+ngw+wu/ (¢ +w — )7t log t]| dt
[

1 P
Colp +w)
%)
ptw
= (e +w)loglo +wl] x ((o+w)? |falal(1 ~ 210g e)))

Potw
~2p+ ) o1~ Blog o))

ot
+ [1—1636\30]3(1 —4log ]w\)L} )

In the computations above, we have use the notation [F(x)]% := F(b) — F(a) as well as

d /1 d /1
— (=z|z|(1 - 21 = |zl —(=]z>(1 - 31 = x|zl
— (oIl — 210g]a])) = |loglall, = (Glal*(1 — 3log|a])) = alzlog]al],
and
£<Ex|x| (1- 4log|x|)) = 2%|zlog|zl|,  forallz e (—1,1)\ {0}

Since the only zero points of C? are ¢ = 0 and ¢ = mge and lim SUP (4 ) — (0*,0) N(p,w) =5 for the
other values of ¢*, proving that lim SUP (4 )—(0,0) N(p,w) < +oo implies that the corresponding
sub-Finsler Heisenberg group satisfies MCP, according to Proposition 3.23 (it follows by symmetry
that Hmsup(,, .) - (rg0,0) NV (¢ w) < +00).
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Consider a sequence {(n,wn)neny C U of positive numbers such that ¢, ¢, + w, € D1 and
(pn,wn) — (0,0) as n — +00. Assume also, without loss of generality, that the ratio s, := w,/¢n
converges to s € [—oo, +o0| as n — 4o00. If s # —1,+00, then

Wn
log ‘1 + o

log |on + wy| _

= 1=1. 77
n——+o00 log ‘(pn’ n—oo  log ’(pn’ T ( )

In this case, we find that

L BLET ST (s —HPCa(s)Ca () ds dt

n—>00 @5 (log ¢n])?

<1+ﬂ>‘1+ﬁ3< 1 _410g\<pn+wn]>_< 1 _4)

©n, on| \log |¢n] log [n| log [n|
(o) ] ) ()
z ©n ©n | \log [pn] log |¢n| log [
2
1 3( 1 3log!<pn+wny> ( 1 3>
log |¢n| log |¢n| log |¢n|

= @t st sP 1] x [+ o)+ - 1] ‘%[|1+s|3—1r:: .

Wn
$n

81

‘1+

and similarly

i @nCelen +own) JEE (pn + wn — 1)2CY(1) dt
1m
n—00 5 (log |onl)?
= 5|1 + 5| x [1—12(1 +8)[ 148 =11 +8)%+2(1+5) — ﬂ — 50, P(s).

Note that the function P(s) attains 0 only at s = 0, the map s — s0sP(s)/P(s) is continuous,
and the following limits can be easily established:
s0sP(s) s0sP(s) s0sP(s) . 50,P(s)

lim %45y I _ i $2sP(s) _
T S O IR ===y T R - Wy =Ty

The remainder terms R(pp,wy,) and 0,R(@n,wy) (cf. (54) and (55)) can be dealt with in the
same way as in the proofs of Theorems 5.9 and 5.10 and they are of higher orders. Therefore, we

have that 5 5.P 5.P
lim WO TR (Pn,wn) _ 50 (s) < sup s0sP(s)
n—+00  JR(¢n,wn) P(s) 7 ser\i-1y P(s)

< +00

Assume now that w,/¢, — —1 as n — +oo. In that case, in a similar way to (77), |1 +
:—Z|“log lon + wnl/log |pn| — 0 for all @ > 0 and thus
lim “ne IR wn) _ oy $0P8)
T Tnlomwn) T P(s)

Similarly, if wy /¢n — 00, then for any a > 0, it holds that [1422[* log |¢n +wn|/ 10g |¢n| = 400

which implies that
lim Wn 0w IR(On,wn) — lim s0sP(s) _
n—+00 jR(@nawn) s—%00 P(S)

In any case, the limit superior of the map (p,w) — wWILJTr(p,w)/Tr(p,w) as (p,w) — (0,0)
remains bounded. Therefore, the Heisenberg group (H,d,.#?) satisfies MCP(0, N) for some N €
(1,400) according to Proposition 3.23.
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In Example 5.16, we have seen that if the angle correspondence satisfies C!, ~ |¢log |¢|| near
its zero points, then it is possible to verify the measure contraction property. This means that
the sufficient condition of Theorem 5.9 is not a necessary condition. Indeed, the upper bound of
C! in (68) is satisfied with o < 3 while the lower bound is only satisfied with & > 3. In some
sense, this indicates that the principal term of C’ need not have fractional order at any zero point
for the MCP to hold.

Next, we present an example of sub-Finsler structure on the Heisenberg group for which the
the differential of the angle correspondence C! oscillates between || and |¢log |¢]|. This example
is going to tell us that if the differential of the angle correspondence oscillates, then the measure
contraction property may fail.

Ezample 5.17. Let {antnen, {bn}neny and {c,}nen be three sequences of positive real numbers
converging to zero such that a,, < b, < ¢y, ¢p41 = ap, and a, /b, — 0 as n — +oco. In particular,
bn/(by, — an) — 1 and a,/(b, — a,) — 0 as n — +oo. Let f be the function defined almost
everywhere by

Fo) = {m if [io] € (an, bn)

lplog [pl|  if || € (bn,cn)-

Since f is bounded, positive and locally integrable, there is a C' and strongly convex norm
on R? such that its angle correspondence satisfies Co(p) = [J f(t)dt in a sufficiently small
neighbourhood of ¢ = 0 as in Remark 5.15. Set ¢, = a, and w, := b, + &, — a,, where g, >0
is chosen so that b, + &, € (by,c,) and &, < (b, — a,)>. We have that

1 Ontwn ©On+wn 1 bn bn
3 / / (t — 5)*CL(t)CL(s)dsdt = 3 / / (t —s)*stdsdt

n

1 bn bn+ten 1 bnten bn
-3 / / (t — s)*tslog sdsdt — 3 / / (t —s)*stlogtdsdt (78)
an bn, bn an

1 brn+en bn+ten
+ 5/&; /b (t — s)*tslogtlog s dsdt (79)

1
T2
The asymptotic above is justified since

1
(b — an)® + o((by, — a,)%) = Ebg + 0(b%), as n — 4o0.

1 bn  rbnten ) (b — a)en(En + by — a0)%bp (b, 4 €,)| log by |
S — t — s)*tslog sdsdt| <
(by, — an)6 ‘ /an /bn ( 5)“tslogsds > (bn — an)G )

and the right-hand side tends to zero as n — +o0o. A similar computation can be done for the
other terms in (78) and (79). Since ¢, + wy € Dy by construction, we also have that

Ontwn
onC (o + wn) / (o + wn — )2C(1) dt

bn, bn+en
= — (by — ap + &) (b + £,) log (b, + €,) </ (bp + & — t)°tdt —/ (bp + €n — t)2t10gtdt>
an bn
o — @)+ ol(b — a)?)]
12 n n n n

1
= — Ebg log(by) + o(—bS log(b,)),  as n — +oc.
From (63) and (64), it is also not difficult to see that R(p,,w,) = o(b?), as well as 0, R(pn, wn) =
o(—b log(by,)), as n — +oo. Consequently, we obtain that

i Ngy.wy) = lim 14 200 108(0n) +o(=b}log(bn))

1316 6
n—+4o0o n—+4o0o ﬁbn + O(bn)

= — (by — an + &) (by + £,) log(by, + €n)|:

= +o00.
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This shows that the metric measure space (H,d,.#?) does not satisfy the MCP(0, N) for any
N € (1,00), according to Proposition 3.23.

Let us summarise the findings of this section. For ¢* € R/2mq 7Z, we introduce the following
constants ,
a(e”) :=inf {a >2: A(p*) ;= sup essinf L@f > 0} . (80)
50 lp—¢*|<é | — p*|*72
and
B(p*) := sup {5 > 2: B(¢*) := inf esssup L@)_ < —1—00} (81)
6>0 \cp—go*\<6’()0 - 90*‘6 2
Note that, by construction, we have that a(¢*) > B(¢*). Intuitively, they are the optimal
constants for which following inequality holds asymptotically

o — P [FEI2 <Ol Sl — " PEI2 as - ot

Observe that Theorem 5.4 states that if MCP holds, then 3(¢*) must be finite for every ¢*. The
essence of the proof of Theorem 5.9 is that if the supremum in (81) and the infimum in (80) are
equal, finite and attained, then limsup, .- (*,0) NV (p,w) is finite. The refinement in Theorem
5.10 shows that if furthermore A(¢*) = B(¢*) for every ¢*, then imsup(, )+ 0) N(p;w) >
2a(p*) + 1 and thus Neyry > 2a(*) + 1 for every ¢*.

One may wonder if these sufficient conditions for MCP are also necessary, and that is what the
examples we provided are investigating. Example 5.16 has @(p*) = B(¢*), while the supremum
and infimum in (81) and (80) are not attained, and yet the imsup(, .+ 0) N(p,w) is finite.
At this point, it is reasonable to ask whether the necessary and sufficient condition for MCP to
hold is simply that @(¢*) = B(¢*) < +o0o. Example 5.17 shows that this is not the case. We
constructed an example that has a(¢*) = B(¢*) < +oo with lim SUD (4, w)— (o+,0) NV (p, w) = +00.

In conclusion, @(p*) = B(¢*) < +oo should be a necessary condition for MCP to hold, and
the necessary and sufficient condition for the measure contraction property probably lies in the
“oscillation” of the angle correspondence C! near its zero points. There may be two obstacles
for achieving this goal. Firstly, one would need to define rigorously a good notion of oscillation.
Secondly, this oscillating function would need to be integrated and quantitatively estimated.

6 FAILURE OF THE CD(K, N) CONDITION IN THE SUB-FINSLER HEISENBERG GROUP

In this section we prove Theorem 1.6. Our argument consists in a suitable refinement of the
strategy developed in [MR23b, Sec. 5.3]. For sake of clarity, we will explicitly adapt the proof
of [MR23b, Thm. 5.24] to prove Theorem 6.3, as this adaptation consists of several non-trivial
improvements. On the contrary, for the fundamental preliminary result (Proposition 6.2) we will
simply refer to [MR23b], explaining the arguments can be easily adapted to the setting of this
section.

We consider the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group H, equipped with a C! strongly convex norm
II-|l, recalling that in this case the correspondence map C, is single-valued and Lipschitz, thus
differentiable almost everywhere. Moreover, according to Proposition 3.5, we know that if p, ¢ € H
are such that pxq~! ¢ {x = y = 0}, then there exists unique geodesic joining p and ¢. Recall the
definition of midpoint map:

M(p.q) =e1 (pg),  ifprg™ & {z=y=0},

where v, : [0,1] — H is the unique geodesic joining p and ¢. Similarly, we define the inverse
geodesic map I, (with respect to m € H) as:

L (q) = p, it M(p,q) = m.
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In Lemma 3.15, we have identified a .Z!-positive set DIL where C, is differentiable with
positive derivative. In [MR23b], this property played a fundamental role in deducing Jacobian
estimates for the exponential map. In particular, with the same strategy we can prove the
following proposition, which is the analogous of [MR23b, Prop. 5.23].

Remark 6.1. Recall Definition 3.3 and observe that
Gt(h ®, w) = G—t(V"7 @ + mQo, —W).

In particular, the map Gy for ¢t € [—1,0] has the same properties of G_;, cf. Proposition 3.5 and
Proposition 3.11.

Proposition 6.2. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' strongly

convex norm ||-||. There is a full-measure set D, C D so that, for every (r,p,w) € Z = U
with ¢ € Df,, there exists a positive constant p = p(r,¢,w) such that for every t € [=p, p] \ {0}:

. . . . 1 : . .
e - [ ) )
(i) the inverse geodesic map I, is well-defined and C" in a neighborhood of G¢(r, ¢,w)

(i) the midpoint map M is well-defined and C' in a neighborhood of (e, G¢(r, p,w)), moreover

| det th(T%w)M(e, )‘ < 2i4

Sketch of the proof. We follow the blueprint of [MR23b]. Therein, the map C, is differentiable
with positive derivative #!-a.e. in R/2mqoZ and this allows to deduce the needed estimates for
the Jacobian J;(r, ¢, w), for every r > 0, w € (—2mqe, 2mqe) \ {0} and for Z'-a.e. ¢ € R/21q0Z.
In this case, according to Lemma 3.15, the set Df C R/2mqeZ where C, is differentiable with
positive derivative, has only positive .#'-measure. Nonetheless, the latter is sufficient to prove
the estimates of [MR23b, Lem. 5.16-5.19] for every r > 0, w € (—2mqe, 27q0 )\ {0} and for £ -a.e.
¢ € Df. Thus, [MR23b, Cor. 5.20] holds also in this setting for .#!-a.e. angle in D{". Finally,
once the latter result is proven, the proof of the current proposition can be carried out repeating
verbatim the one of [MR23b, Prop. 5.23], with D] in place of R/2mqeZ. O

Theorem 6.3. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C strongly convex
norm ||-|| and with a smooth measure m. Then, the metric measure space (H,d, m) does not
satisfy the Brunn—Minkowski inequality BM(K, N), for every K € R and N € (1, 00).

Proof. Take an angle ¢ € D},

w € (—2mge, 2mqe) \ {0} and, for simplicity, call v the curve v, ), i-e.

(cf. Proposition 6.2) which is a density point for D . Fix r > 0,

reg*

[0,1] 3 s = () := Gi(r, p,w).

By Remark 3.12, we know that for every ¢ € [0, 1] the map Gy is C', moreover, Proposition 3.16
ensures that Ji(r, o,w) = %jg((p,wt) > 0. Therefore, G; is invertible, with C! inverse, in a
neighborhood By C H of G¢(r, ¢,w) = v(t). Consider the curve

515 a(s) i= Lot (1t + 8)) = 2(s) 7 %t + 9),
and observe that, for s sufficiently small, we have a(s) € B;. Therefore, the function
s+ ®(s) = p2 Gy (s))] = p2[Gy " (Loys)-1 (V(t + 9))) ],

where p; : TXH — R denotes the projection onto the i-th coordinate, is well-defined and C*
(being composition of C! functions) in an open interval I C R containing 0. In particular, note
that ®(s) is the “initial angle” for the geodesic joining e and a(s).
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We are now going to prove that
¥'(0) #0. (©)

Consider the map F :=pyo Gy ' : H — R. Since F is C' in B; with non-zero differential at (t),

the set O := F~1(p) locally defines a C'-surface and its tangent space is T,0 = Ker d,F, for

every p € O N B;. On the one hand, the tangent space to O is spanned by %, %} and, on

the other hand, ®'(0) = da(g)F'(&(0)). Therefore, (C) is equivalent to showing that

) 0Gy 0Gy
&(0) ¢ Ker dy o) F = Span{%(r, P, w), W(T’ %W)}- (82)

In order to prove (82), we observe that, since the left-translations are isometries and v is a
geodesic,
d(e,a(s)) =d(y(s),y(t +s)) = tr, Vsel.

This implies that p; [G; ! (a(s))] = r for s € I and, as a consequence, reasoning as above with
F:=po G;l, we deduce that

. 0Gy oG,
a0) € spn{ 520, G2 (e .

In conclusion, to prove (C) it is enough to show that

bl
w

oG
) ¢ svanf T2 0 . (53)
To this aim, we explicitly compute that

a(0) = T(COSQ(((P + wt)o) — cosq(ps), sing((¢ + wt)o) — sing (o), A),

oG,

9 _ 7 (rcosa((i + wi)e) — (singe (¢ + wt) — sings (9))

twsing((p + wt)o) + (cosqe (¢ + wt) — cosae(9)), &),

where A and ¢ denote quantities that we do not need to make explicit. In particular, call M the

minor of the (3 x 2)-matrix
: 9Gy
(0] %)

obtained by erasing the last row and observe that, in order to prove (83), it is sufficient to verify
that det M # 0. The explicit computation shows that

2
-y
det M = EJR(gp,wt) > 0,

cf. Proposition 3.16. This proves (C).
Now, we want to find an interval I C I (containing 0) such that

L ({sel: d(s) DL, }) > gzl(f). (84)

Consider the set
J:={pe®):¢eD},}c el

and observe that J has density 1 in ®(0) = . In fact, ¢ is a density point for D, and, as a

reg
consequence of (C), ®(I) contains a neighborhood of . Then, using once again claim (C), we
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can show that the set {s € I : ®(s) € D},;} = ® !(J) C I has density 1 in 0. In particular, up

to taking a smaller interval I C I, we can realize (84).
At this point, let 5 € I such that ®(s) € D, and consider

reg

7= 0(G; M (a(s)) >0,

where p(-) is the positive constant found in Proposition 6.2. For every s € [—p,p| \ {0}, from
Proposition 6.2, we deduce that the inverse geodesic map I, and the midpoint map M are
well-defined and C! in a neighborhood of G, (G;'(a(5))) and (e, Gs (Gt_l(a(g)))), respectively.

Moreover, we have that
1
| det dg, (61 @M@ )] < 5

Observe that, since the left-translations are smooth isometries, the inverse geodesic map I,s) is
well-defined and C! in a neighborhood of (5 + s), in fact it can be written as

Ly(5)(P) = Ly(s) [Le(Ly(s)-1 () ]

and L.-1(7(5 + 5)) = G, (G '((5))). Similarly, we can prove that the midpoint map is
well-defined and C* in a neighborhood of (v(5),v(5 + s)), with
_ 1

| det d'y(§+s)M(7(S)a )| < ?
In conclusion, up to restriction and reparametrization, we can find a geodesic 7 : [0, 1] — H and
aset G C [0,1] with Z1(G) :=m > I, cf. (84), such that for every 5 € G, there exists A(5) > 0
such that, for every s € [ — A(5),5 + A(5)] N [0,1] \ {5}, the inverse geodesic map I, 5 and the
midpoint map M are well-defined and C! in a neighborhood of n(s) and (1(3),n(s)) respectively,

and in addition )

|detdn(s)M(n(‘§)")‘ < o4

Set A(s) =0 on the set [0,1] \ G and consider the set
T :={(s,t) €[0,1]* : t € [s — A(s),5 + A(s)]} .
Observe that, introducing for every € > 0 the set
D= {(s,0) € 0,17 : |t —s| < e},
we have that

L2TnD.) ZL*TnD.) 7
72D _e m> <, as € — 0. (85)

On the other hand, we can find 6 > 0 such that the set As := {s € [0,1] : A(s) > 0} satisfies
L1 (As) > %. In particular, for every ¢ < § sufficiently small we have that

% ({(s,t) o i le Ag} mD5> > ;5 > 232(&). (86)

Therefore, putting together (85) and (86), we can find ¢ < ¢ sufficiently small such that
s+t

£ (Tﬂ D.N {(s,t) €0,1% : € A5}> > %XZ(DE).

Then, since the set D, is symmetric with respect to the diagonal {s = ¢}, we can find 5 # ¢ such
that

(5,1), (t,5) GTﬂDeﬂ{(s,t) e[0,1)? : S_QH eA(g}.

In particular, this tells us that:
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(i) te[8—A(5),5+ A(5)] and 5 € [t — A(¢),t + A()];
(ii)

(iii) T+ € As.

t—35| <e<d;

Now, on the one hand (i) ensures that the midpoint map M is well-defined and C* in a neigh-
borhood of (1(8),n(t)) with

1
\@mwwmx)ﬂgg and |@mwwwm®ﬂg?
While, on the other hand, the combination of (ii) and (iii) guarantees that the inverse geodesic
map [ n(55E) is well-defined and C! in a neighborhood of 7(3) and in a neighborhood of 7(?)

respectlvely Indeed, we have:

§+t_’§+f C §+E_A 5+E7§+E+A 5+t ’
2 2 2 2 2 2

and, by the very definition of A(-), we obtain the claimed regularity of the inverse geodesic map.

Once we have these properties, we can repeat the same strategy used in the second part of
the proof of [MR23b, Thm. 4.26] and contradict the Brunn—Minkowski inequality BM (K, N) for
every K € R and every N € (1,00). O

5,te
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