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Abstract

The curvature exponentNcurv of a metric measure space is the smallest numberN for which
the measure contraction property MCP(0, N) holds. In this paper, we study the curvature
exponent of sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups equipped with the Lebesgue measure. We prove
that Ncurv ≥ 5, and the equality holds if and only if the corresponding sub-Finsler Heisenberg
group is actually sub-Riemannian. Furthermore, we show that for every N ≥ 5, there is a
sub-Finsler structure on the Heisenberg group such that Ncurv = N .

1 Introduction

It is well-known that, in Riemannian geometry, many important results are a consequence of an
assumption on the curvature of the space. For instance, a lower bound on the Ricci curvature
tensor, i.e. Ric ≥ K, implies a plethora of fundamental theorems, such as the Bonnet-Myers
theorem, Brunn–Minkowski and Prékopa–Leindler inequalities, Poincaré inequalities, and Lévy-
Gromov’s isoperimetric inequalities, see [Mye41, CEMS01, Heb99, MS86].

In recent decades, with the aim of extending these results to non-Riemannian spaces, a lot
of effort has been put into introducing and studying synthetic notions of curvature bounds that
generalize the classical ones from Riemannian geometry, starting from the seminal contributions
of [Stu06a, Stu06b, LV09]. In these works, using the language of optimal transport, the authors
introduced the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,N), generalizing the Riemannian conditions
“Ric ≥ K and dim ≤ N” to metric measure spaces. Subsequently, Ohta in [Oht07] introduced the
measure contraction property MCP(K,N), which is another synthetic condition that is weaker
than CD(K,N) and is based on a non-smooth characterization of the Bishop–Gromov inequality.
More precisely, in a metric measure space (X, d,m), the MCP(0, N) condition is, roughly speaking,
equivalent to having m(At,x) ≥ tNm(A), for every Borel set A ⊆ X, every x ∈ X and every
t ∈ [0, 1], where At,x := {γ(t) | γ : [0, 1] → X is a minimizing geodesic, γ(0) = x, γ(1) ∈ A} is the
t-intermediate set of A from x.

Sub-Riemannian and sub-Finsler manifolds are broad generalizations of Riemannian and
Finsler manifolds, where a smoothly varying norm is defined only on a subset of preferred di-
rections, called distribution. Because of this singular structure, in this setting it is not possible
to have a theory of Ricci curvature akin to the one in Riemannian geometry. The prototypical
example is the three-dimensional Heisenberg group H, which is the Lie group whose Lie alge-
bra is generated by X, Y , and Z, with the only non-zero bracket being [X,Y ] = Z. Fixing
an inner product (resp. a norm) on D := span{X,Y } ∼= R

2 induces a sub-Riemannian (resp.
sub-Finsler) structure on H. As will be made clearer in the next sections, the geometry of these
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spaces, the shape of geodesics, and their regularity are tightly tied to the choice of the sub-Finsler
norm. In this context, there is an intrinsic reference measure namely its Haar measure, which is
proportional to the Lebesgue measure L 3. This defines a metric measure space and it is there-
fore natural to ask whether some synthetic curvature-dimension conditions, such as the CD or
MCP conditions, could hold in the sub-Riemannian and sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups, or more
generally, in sub-Finsler manifolds (equipped with a smooth measure).

The validity of synthetic curvature-dimension conditions in the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg
group was first studied in [Jui09], where it was shown that in this metric measure space no
CD(K,N) condition can hold and that MCP(K,N) holds if and only if K ≤ 0 and N ≥ 5. The
failure of the CD(K,N) condition was then proven for every sub-Riemannian manifold equipped
with a positive smooth measure, see [Jui21, MR23a, RS23]. In a series of works [BT23, MR23b,
BMRT24], we have initiated the study of these synthetic curvature-dimension bounds in sub-
Finsler geometry. We found that, in a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, no CD(K,N) condition can
hold, whatever norm ‖·‖ is fixed on D. Furthermore, MCP(K,N) would also fail for every K
and N if ‖·‖ is neither C1 nor strongly convex. However, if ‖·‖ is C1,1 and strongly convex, the
MCP(K,N) condition would hold for some constants K and N . We have also highlighted mixed
behaviours when ‖·‖ is C1 and strongly convex but not C1,1.

In this paper, we study the curvature exponent of sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups. This is
defined as the smallest N ∈ (1,+∞) such that MCP(0, N) is satisfied. Note that, because of
the homogeneous structure of H, it is actually enough to focus on MCP(0, N). The work of
Juillet [Jui09] thus shows that the curvatuve exponent of the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group
is Ncurv = 5. We have conjectured in [BMRT24, Conjecture 1.5] that among all the sub-Finsler
Heisenberg groups, only the sub-Riemannian one has Ncurv = 5. This rigidity result is proven in
Section 3 (see Theorem 3.7) of the present work.

Theorem 1.1 (Rigidity of the curvature exponent). Any Heisenberg group H, equipped with a
sub-Finsler norm ‖·‖ and the Lebesgue measure L 3, satisfies Ncurv ≥ 5. Furthermore, Ncurv = 5
if and only if ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar product, i.e., the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group H is
actually sub-Riemannian.

The previous theorem shows the remarkable fact that it is possible to single out the sub-
Riemannian Heisenberg group among all the sub-Finsler ones solely by examining its curvature
exponent. In Section 4, we introduce the topology of Ck-strong convergence on the set of norms
and we prove that the curvature exponent is continuous with respect to this topology (see Theo-
rem 4.6). Using this result, we are able to build a norm on D, such that the associated sub-Finsler
Heisenberg group has a prescribed curvature exponent (see Theorem 4.11).

Theorem 1.2 (Sub-Finsler Heisenber group with prescribed curvature exponent). For any N ∈
[5,+∞), there exists a C∞ and strongly convex norm ‖·‖ such that the associated sub-Finsler
Heisenberg group (H, d,L 3) has curvature exponent Ncurv = N .

As a consequence, we show that for every N ∈ [5,+∞), there is indeed a metric measure
space (X, d,m) having Ncurv = N . These results and their proofs are based on the analysis of
metric measure spaces, convex geometry and other tools developed in [BMRT24], see Section 2.
We can expect that similar conclusions will also be observed in other sub-Finsler Carnot groups
and, more generally, in sub-Finsler geometry.

Strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1. We outline here the main idea behind the proof
of our rigidity result, inspecting the case of a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group equipped with a
smooth and strongly convex norm ‖·‖. In a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, the infinitesimal
volume contraction of the t-intermediate set is controlled by the Jacobian of the exponential map
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Jt(r, ϕ, ω), see Definition 2.10 and Proposition 2.11. Hence, the measure contraction property
and the curvature exponent can be characterized in terms of this function, cf. Section 2 for more
details. In particular, the curvature exponent Ncurv is the smallest N ∈ [5,∞) such that

Jt(r, ϕ, ω) ≥ t
NJ1(r, ϕ, ω), ∀ t ∈ [0, 1], (1)

for all (r, ϕ, ω) in the domain of the Jacobian. In the case where the norm is strongly convex and
smooth, the Jacobian is a smooth map, so that performing a Taylor expansion around ω = 0, we
obtain:

Jt(r, ϕ, ω) =
r3t5C ′

◦(ϕ)

12
(C ′

◦(ϕ) + C ′′
◦ (ϕ)ωt+ o(ω)), as ω → 0, ∀ t ∈ [0, 1],

where o(ω) is a uniform reminder and C◦ is the angle correspondence map, cf. 2.7. Then, (1) is
equivalent to asking that Ncurv is the smallest N ∈ [5,∞) such that

(C ′
◦(ϕ) + C ′′

◦ (ϕ)ωt+ o(ω)) ≥ tN−5(C ′
◦(ϕ) + C ′′

◦ (ϕ)ω + o(ω)), ∀ t ∈ [0, 1]. (2)

From this inequality, we easily see that Ncurv = 5 if and only if C ′′
◦ ≡ 0, or equivalently that C◦

is affine. But, according to Proposition 3.1, C◦ is affine if and only if ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar
product and we conclude the proof.

In the general case, where the norm is not smooth, we can not perform a Taylor expansion as
in (1). Nonetheless, if ‖·‖ is not induced by a scalar product, we are still able to find an angle
ϕ where C ′′

◦ (ϕ) > 0 in a weak sense (see Lemma 3.3) and exploit this behaviour to show that
Ncurv > 5. In particular, in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we provide crucial estimates which replace the
Taylor expansion of C◦ in the non-smooth setting. These estimates, in turn, allow to reproduce
an inequality akin to (2) and finalize the proof.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 The MCP(K,N) condition and curvature exponent

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 et : C([0, 1],X)→ X the evaluation
map, i.e. et(γ) := γ(t). A curve γ ∈ C([0, 1],X) is said to be a geodesic if

d(γ(s), γ(t)) = |t− s| · d(γ(0), γ(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 γ ∈ Geo(X). We denote by
P(X) the set of Borel probability measures on X and by P2(X) ⊆P(X) the set of those having
finite second moment. We endow the space P2(X) with the Wasserstein distance W2, defined by

W 2
2 (µ0, µ1) := inf

π∈Adm(µ0,µ1)

ˆ

d2(x, y) dπ(x, y),
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where Adm(µ0, µ1) is the set of all admissible transport plans between µ0 and µ1, namely all the
measures π ∈ P(X × X) such that (p1)♯π = µ0 and (p2)♯π = µ1, where pi, for i = 1, 2, is the
projection onto the i-th factor. The metric space (P2(X),W2) is itself complete and separable,
moreover, if (X, d) is geodesic, then (P2(X),W2) is geodesic as well. In this case, every geodesic
(µt)t∈[0,1] in (P2(X),W2) can be represented with a measure η ∈P(Geo(X)), i.e. µt = (et)#η.

We present the measure contraction property, or MCP(K,N) for brevity, firstly introduced
by Ohta [Oht07]. For every K ∈ R, N ∈ (1,∞) and t ∈ [0, 1], the distortion coefficients are the
functions:

τ
(t)
K,N(θ) := t

1
N

[
σ
(t)
K,N−1(θ)

]1− 1
N

, ∀ θ ≥ 0

where

σ
(t)
K,N(θ) :=





+∞ if Nπ2 ≤ Kθ2,

sin(tθ
√
K/N )

sin(θ
√
K/N )

if 0 < Kθ2 < Nπ2,

t if K = 0,

sinh(tθ
√
−K/N )

sinh(θ
√
−K/N)

if K < 0.

Definition 2.1 (MCP(K,N) condition, [Oht07]). GivenK ∈ R andN ∈ (1,∞), a metric measure
space (X, d,m) is said to satisfy the measure contraction property MCP(K,N) if for every x ∈
spt(m) and every Borel set A ⊆ X with 0 < m(A) < ∞, there exists a W2-geodesic induced by

η ∈P(Geo(X)) connecting δx and m|A
m(A) such that, for every t ∈ [0, 1],

1

m(A)
m ≥ (et)#

(
τ
(t)
K,N

(
d(γ(0), γ(1))

)N
η(dγ)

)
. (3)

Remark 2.2. Let us recall a useful equivalent formulation of the inequality (3), which holds when-
ever geodesics are unique, we refer the reader to [Oht07, Lem. 2.3] for further details. Consider
x ∈ spt(m) and a Borel set A ⊆ X with 0 < m(A) <∞. Assume that for every y ∈ A, there exists
a unique geodesic γx,y : [0, 1]→ X joining x and y. Then, (3) is verified for the marginals δx and
m|A
m(A) if and only if

m

(
A′

t,x)
)
≥

ˆ

A′

τ
(t)
K,N(d(x, y))N dm(y), for any Borel set A′ ⊆ A,

where At,x is the t-intermediate set defined by, for A ⊆ X,

At,x := {y ∈ X : y = γ(t) , γ ∈ Geo(X) , γ(0) = x and γ(1) ∈ A} .

On the one hand, it is well known that the measure contraction property has the scaling
property: If (X, d,m) is a MCP(K,N) space, for every α, β > 0 the scaled space (X, αd, βm) is a
MCP(α−2K,N) space. On the other hand, a Carnot group (including the Heisenberg group) has
the dilation automorphism. By scaling a metric with the dilation, we can deduce that a Carnot
group satisfies MCP(K,N) for some K < 0 if and only if MCP(0, N) also holds (see for example
[BMRT24, Prop. 3.17]). Thus finding the optimal number N is one of the central interest of
Carnot groups. Such a number is called the curvature exponent.

Definition 2.3 (Curvature exponent). Given a metric measure space (X, d,m), its curvature
exponent is defined as

Ncurv := inf{N ∈ (1,+∞) : (X, d,m) satisfies MCP(0, N)},

where in particular Ncurv = +∞ if (X, d,m) does not satisfy MCP(0, N) for any N ∈ (1,∞).
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Remark 2.4. Observe that, for a metric measure space (X, d,m) satisfying MCP(0, N) for some
N ∈ N, the curvature exponent is a minimum, meaning that (X, d,m) satisfies MCP(0, Ncurv).

Lemma 2.5. Let {(X, dε,mε)}ε≥0 a sequence of metric measure spaces. Assume that

(X, dε, xε,mε)
ε→0
−−−−→
pmGH

(X, d0, x0,m0).

Then, N0
curv ≤ lim infε→0N

ε
curv.

Proof. If the inferior limit of the curvature exponents is infinite, there is nothing to prove. Hence,
assume that lim infε→0N

ε
curv < ∞. This means that, for ε > 0 sufficiently small, (X, dε,mε)

satisfies the MCP(0, N ε
curv), cf. Remark 2.4. Let now N0 := lim infε→0N

ε
curv and consider a

sequence {εn}n∈N such that N εn
curv → N0. Then, by stability of the measure contraction property

under the pmGH-convergence, (X, d0,m0) satisfies MCP(0, N0). This concludes the proof.

2.2 Convex trigonometry

We recall some basic facts about convex trigonometry, see [BMRT24, Sec. 2.2-2.3] for a more
comprehensive introduction. Let ‖·‖ be a norm on R

2, Ω ⊆ R
2 the unit ball centered at the

identity, and πΩ the surface area of Ω. In this section, we recall the definition of the convex
trigonometric functions associated with the norm ‖·‖, firstly introduced in [Lok19] (see also
[Lok21]). Let fΩ : R2 → R be a convex function defined by fΩ(x) :=

1
2‖x‖

2. We say that a norm
is of class Ck,α if the function fΩ is of class Ck,α on R

2\{(0, 0)}, and we say that a norm is strictly
convex (resp. strongly convex) if fΩ is strictly convex (resp. strongly convex). Throughout this
paper, for simplicity we assume that a reference norm ‖·‖ is C1 and strictly convex. Geometrically
it is equivalent to the property that ∂Ω is a C1 curve and Ω is a strictly convex domain.

Definition 2.6 (Convex trigonometric functions). For θ ∈ [0, 2πΩ), define Pθ as the point on the
boundary of Ω, such that the area of the sector of Ω between the rays Ox and OPθ is 1

2θ (see
Figure 1). Moreover, define sinΩ(θ) and cosΩ(θ) as the coordinates of the point Pθ, i.e.

Pθ =
(
cosΩ(θ), sinΩ(θ)

)
.

Finally, extend these trigonometric functions outside the interval [0, 2πΩ) by periodicity (of period
2πΩ), so that for every k ∈ Z

cosΩ(θ) = cosΩ(θ + 2kπΩ), sinΩ(θ) = sinΩ(θ + 2kπΩ) and Pθ = Pθ+2kπΩ
.

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

Consider now the polar set:

Ω◦ := {p ∈ R
2 : 〈p, x〉 ≤ 1 for every x ∈ Ω},

which is the unit ball of the dual norm ‖·‖∗ on R
2, and consider the associated trigonometric

functions sinΩ◦ and cosΩ◦ . Observe that, by definition of polar set, it holds that

cosΩ(θ) cosΩ◦(ϕ) + sinΩ(θ) sinΩ◦(ϕ) ≤ 1, for every θ, ϕ ∈ R.

Definition 2.7 (Correspondence). We say that two angles θ, ϕ ∈ R correspond to each other and

write θ
Ω
←→ ϕ if the vector Qϕ := (cosΩ◦(ϕ), sinΩ◦(ϕ)) determines a half-plane containing Ω (see

Figure 2).
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sinΩ(θ)

cosΩ(θ)O

1
2θ

Ω

Pθ

Figure 1: Values of the generalized trigono-
metric functions cosΩ and sinΩ.

O

1
2θ

Ω

Pθ

Qϕ

Figure 2: Representation of the correspon-

dence θ
Ω
←→ ϕ.

By the bipolar theorem [Roc70, Thm. 14.5], it holds that Ω◦◦ = Ω. This fact implies that

two angles θ, ϕ ∈ R satisfy θ
Ω
←→ ϕ if and only if ϕ

Ω◦

←→ θ. Moreover, θ
Ω
←→ ϕ if and only if the

following analogous of the Pythagorean equality holds:

cosΩ(θ) cosΩ◦(ϕ) + sinΩ(θ) sinΩ◦(ϕ) = 1. (4)

Thanks to the C1 and strictly convexity assumption on ‖·‖, the correspondence θ
Ω
←→ ϕ is one-to-

one. Therefore we can define a continuous monotone map C◦ that maps an angle θ to the unique

angle corresponding to θ i.e. θ
Ω
←→ C◦(θ). Since the convex set Ω is symmetric, this function has

the following periodicity property:

C◦(θ + πΩk) = C◦(θ) + πΩ◦k for every k ∈ Z, (5)

where πΩ◦ denotes the surface area of Ω◦. Analogously, we can define the map C◦ associated to

the correspondence ϕ
Ω◦

←→ θ, and it satisfies an analogue of (5). Note that C◦ ◦C◦ = C◦ ◦C
◦ = Id

and that the relationship between C◦ and the reference norm is given, according to [BMRT24,
Lem. 2.15], by

C◦ = P−1 ◦ d‖·‖∗ ◦Q. (6)

Proposition 2.8. Let ‖·‖ be a C1 and strictly convex norm. The associated trigonometric
functions sinΩ◦ and cosΩ◦ are differentiable and it holds that

sin′Ω◦(ϕ) = cosΩ(C◦(ϕ)) and cos′Ω◦(ϕ) = − sinΩ(C◦(ϕ)).

Naturally, the analogous result holds for the trigonometric functions sinΩ and cosΩ.

2.3 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 = R

3, equipped with the non-commutative group law, defined by

(x, y, z) ⋆ (x′, y′, z′) =

(
x+ x′, y + y′, z + z′ +

1

2
(xy′ − x′y)

)
, ∀ (x, y, z), (x′, y′, z′) ∈ R

3,

6



with identity element e = (0, 0, 0). We define the left-invariant vector fields

X1 := ∂x −
y

2
∂z, X2 := ∂y +

x

2
∂z.

The associated distribution of rank 2 is D := span{X1,X2}. It can be easily seen that D is
bracket-generating. Then, letting ‖·‖ : R2 → R≥0 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

‖v‖D := ‖(u1, u2)‖, for every v = u1X1 + u2X2 ∈ D.

A curve γ : [0, 1] → H is admissible if its velocity γ̇(t) exists almost everywhere and there exists
a function u = (u1, u2) ∈ L

2([0, 1];R2) such that

γ̇(t) = u1(t)X1(γ(t)) + u2(t)X2(γ(t)) ∈ Dγ(t), for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1].

The function u is called the control. We define the length of an admissible curve:

ℓ(γ) :=

ˆ 1

0
‖γ̇(t)‖D dt ∈ [0,∞).

For every couple of points q0, q1 ∈M , define the sub-Finsler distance between them as

d(q0, q1) := inf {ℓ(γ) : γ admissible, γ(0) = q0 and γ(1) = q1} .

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.

Remark 2.9. Since both the norm and the distribution are left-invariant, the left-translations
defined by

Lp : H→ H; Lp(q) := p ⋆ q,

are isometries for every p ∈ H.

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. We recall the map Gt which plays the role of a sub-Fin-
sler exponential map from the origin at time t, thoroughly studied in [BMRT24].

Definition 2.10. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C1 and strictly
convex norm ‖·‖ and let

U := R>0 × R/2πΩ◦Z× {(−2πΩ◦ , 2πΩ◦) \ {0}}.

For every t ∈ R, we define the exponential map at time t as Gt : U → H, such that for any
(r, ϕ, ω) ∈ U , Gt(r, ϕ, ω) := (xt, yt, zt), where





xt(r, ϕ, ω) =
r

ω
(sinΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt)− sinΩ◦(ϕ)) ,

yt(r, ϕ, ω) = −
r

ω
(cosΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt)− cosΩ◦(ϕ)) ,

zt(r, ϕ, ω) =
r2

2ω2
(ωt+ cosΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt) sinΩ◦(ϕ) − sinΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt) cosΩ◦(ϕ)) .

According to [BMRT24, Prop. 3.5], the mapping Gt holds several properties that characterize
the exponential map at time t. Moreover, as highlighted in [BMRT24] (see also Propositions 2.14
and 2.15 below), the validity of MCP(K,N) is related to the properties of the Jacobian of the map
Gt. After a straightforward computation, we can write the Jacobian by using the trigonometric
functions.
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Proposition 2.11. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C1 and strictly
convex norm ‖·‖. The map Gt : U → H is differentiable with Jacobian

Jt(r, ϕ, ω) =
r3t

ω4

[
2−

(
sinΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt) sinΩ(C◦(ϕ)) + cosΩ◦(ϕ+ ωt) cosΩ(C◦(ϕ))

)

−
(
sinΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ω)

)
sinΩ◦(ϕ) + cosΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ωt)

)
cosΩ◦(ϕ)

)

− ωt
(
sinΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ωt)

)
cosΩ(C◦(ϕ)) − cosΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ω)

)
sinΩ(C◦(ϕ))

)]
.

On the domain U := R/2πΩ◦Z × (−2πΩ◦ , 2πΩ◦) \ {0}, we define the reduced Jacobian as the
measurable function JR : U → R, such that for every (ϕ,ψ) ∈ U ,

JR(ϕ,ψ) := 2−
(
sinΩ◦(ϕ+ ψ) sinΩ(C◦(ϕ)) + cosΩ◦(ϕ+ ψ) cosΩ(C◦(ϕ))

)

−
(
sinΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ψ)

)
sinΩ◦(ϕ) + cosΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ψ)

)
cosΩ◦(ϕ)

)

− ψ
(
sinΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ψ)

)
cosΩ(C◦(ϕ)) − cosΩ

(
C◦(ϕ+ ψ)

)
sinΩ(C◦(ϕ))

)
.

(7)

In other words, the reduced Jacobian is defined so that Jt(r, ϕ, ω) =
r3t
ω4 JR(ϕ,ωt). The (reduced)

Jacobian can be used to study the measure contraction property (see [BMRT24, Sec. 3.3]).

Recall that according to [BMRT24, Prop. 2.16], the correspondence map C◦ is strictly in-
creasing and Lipschitz if the reference norm ‖·‖ is C1 and strongly convex. The following useful
expression for the reduced Jacobian was obtained in [BMRT24].

Proposition 2.12 ([BMRT24, Prop. 5.6. and Eq. (63)]). Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg
group, equipped with a C1 and strongly convex norm ‖·‖. Then, its reduced Jacobian JR can be
expressed in the following way. For all (ϕ,ω) ∈ U , it holds

JR(ϕ,ω) =
1

2

ˆ ϕ+ω

ϕ

(
ˆ ϕ+ω

ϕ
(t− s)2C ′

◦(t)C
′
◦(s) ds

)
dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:P (ϕ,ω)

+R(ϕ,ω), (8)

where

R(ϕ,ω) =

ˆ ϕ+ω

ϕ

ˆ t

ϕ

ˆ s

ϕ
(t− s)(s− u)

[
sinΩ◦(u) cosΩ◦(ϕ) − sinΩ◦(ϕ) cosΩ◦(u)

− (t− ϕ)(cosΩ(C◦(ϕ)) cosΩ◦(u) + sinΩ(C◦(ϕ)) sinΩ◦(u))
]
C ′
◦(t)C

′
◦(s)C

′
◦(u) duds dt.

(9)
Furthermore, there exists a constant M > 0 such that

|R(ϕ,ω)| ≤Mω6, for every (ϕ,ω) ∈ U . (10)

Remark 2.13. The bound (10) is justified by considering (9), the Lipschitzness of C◦ (which gives
a uniform bound on C ′

◦) and the fact that the generalized trigonometric functions are bounded
and Lipschitz. Note that this estimate of the error term R(ϕ,ω) improves on [BMRT24, Eq. (63)]
and we will need this better one (at (24), to be precise).

Finally, [BMRT24] provides several sufficient and necessary conditions relating the reduced
Jacobian and the MCP(0, N) condition.
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Proposition 2.14 ([BMRT24, Prop. 3.20]). Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped
with a C1 and strictly convex norm ‖·‖, and with the Lebesgue measure L 3. Then, the metric
measure space (H, d,L 3) satisfies MCP(0, N) if and only if

|JR(ϕ,ωt)| ≥ t
N−1|JR(ϕ,ω)|,

for every (ϕ,ω) ∈ U and every t ∈ [0, 1].

Moreover, when a reference norm ‖·‖ is C2 and strongly convex, there is another characteri-
zation by using the log-derivative of the reduced Jacobian.

Proposition 2.15 ([BMRT24, Cor. 3.22]). Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped
with a C2 and strongly convex norm ‖·‖, and with the Lebesgue measure L 3. Then, the metric
measure space (H, d,L 3) satisfies MCP(0, N) if and only if, for all (ϕ,ω) ∈ U ,

N(ϕ,ω) := 1 +
ω∂ωJR(ϕ,ω)

JR(ϕ,ω)
≤ N.

3 Rigidity of the curvature exponent

In this section, we are going to prove Theorem 1.1. We begin by characterizing the angle corre-
spondence C◦ of a sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group.

Proposition 3.1. The angle correspondence C◦ of a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H, d) is (a
single-valued) affine map if and only if its norm ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar product, i.e. (H, d) is
actually sub-Riemannian.

Proof. Firstly, suppose that a norm ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar product. Let {(a, 0), (b1, b2)} be
an orthonormal basis of the dual norm ‖·‖∗, which is also induced by a scalar product. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that ab2 > 0. Define a curve t 7→ (x(t), y(t)) by

x(t) = a cos(ct) + b1 sin(ct), y(t) = b2 sin(ct),

where c := 1
ab2

. Then the generalized trigonometric function (cosΩ◦(t), sinΩ◦(t)) associated to ‖·‖∗
coincides with (x(t), y(t)). Indeed, clearly the image of (x(t), y(t)) is the unit sphere {‖v‖∗ = 1}
and the identity xẏ− yẋ ≡ 1 holds by the choice of c. By the formula cos′′Ω◦(t) = −C ′

◦(t) cosΩ◦(t),
we have that C ′

◦ ≡ c
2.

Conversely, suppose that C ′
◦ ≡ C

2 > 0. Recall that the trigonometric functions (x(t), y(t)) =
(cosΩ◦(t), sinΩ◦(t)) are recovered by the differential equation

ẍ(t) = −C2 · x(t), ÿ(t) = −C2 · y(t), (11)

with initial conditions given by (x(0), y(0)) = (x0, 0) and (ẋ(0), ẏ(0)) = (ẋ0, ẏ0). Then, the
solution to (11) is given by

x(t) = A cos(Ct) +B1 sin(Ct), y(t) = B2 sin(Ct),

where the constants A,B1, B2 ∈ R are determined by the initial values x0, ẋ0 and ẏ0, and we
can assume C > 0 by the symmetries of the (classical) trigonometric functions. Furthermore, the
Pythagorean identity (4), together with Proposition 2.8, implies the following identity

1 ≡ x(t)ẏ(t)− y(t)ẋ(t) = AB2C.

By the first part of the proof, this implies that the norm is induced by a scalar product whose
orthonormal basis is {(A, 0), (B1 , B2)}.
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We now introduce the following finite difference operators, that will be useful in the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Definition 3.2. For ϕ,ω ∈ R, we define the first-order finite differences

∆ωC◦(ϕ) := C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ), and DωC◦(ϕ) :=
∆ωC◦(ϕ)

ω
=
C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ)

ω
,

as well as the second-order finite differences

∆2
ωC◦(ϕ) = ∆ωC◦(ϕ+ ω)−∆ωC◦(ϕ) = C◦(ϕ+ 2ω)− 2C◦(ϕ+ ω) + C◦(ϕ),

and

D2
ωC◦(ϕ) =

∆ω[DωC◦(ϕ)]

ω
=
DωC◦(ϕ+ ω)−DωC◦(ϕ)

ω
=

∆ωC◦(ϕ+ ω)−∆ωC◦(ϕ)

ω2

=
∆2

ωC◦(ϕ)

ω2
=
C◦(ϕ+ 2ω)− 2C◦(ϕ+ ω) +C◦(ϕ)

ω2
.

We are going to prove a series of lemmas before concluding with the proof of Theorem 1.1.
In these lemmas, (H, d,L 3) is a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group associated with a C1 and strongly
convex norm that is not induced by a scalar product. In particular, the angle correspondence
map C◦ is strictly increasing and Lipschitz, thus Lip(C◦) < +∞ (see [BMRT24, Prop. 2.16]), and
is not affine by Proposition 3.1. We define a ≥ 0 as the quantity given by

a := ess inf
ϕ∈[0,2πΩ◦)

C ′
◦(ϕ) ≤ Lip(C◦) < +∞. (12)

In this definition and in the rest of the paper, whenever we consider an interval of generalized
angles I ⊆ R, this is identified, with a slight abuse of notation, with its quotient in R/2πΩ◦Z.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a positive constant H such that for every h > 0, there are δ ∈ (0, h]
and ϕ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦) for which it holds that

D2
δC◦(ϕ) ≥ H.

Proof. Observe that (5) implies that the function

[0, 2πΩ◦) ∋ ϕ 7→ C◦(ϕ) −
πΩ
πΩ◦

ϕ

is πΩ◦-periodic and non-constant, then it is not concave on [0, 2πΩ◦). Consequently, C◦ is not
concave and we can find ϕ0 and ω0 such that D2

ω0
C◦(ϕ0) =: H > 0. To prove this, we argue by

contradiction, assuming that D2
ω0
C◦(ϕ0) ≤ 0, for every choice of angles ϕ0, ω0. But this implies

that C◦ is midpoint concave, and thus concave.
Now, assume by contradiction that there exists h > 0 such that, for every δ ∈ (0, h] and every

ϕ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦), we have D2
δC◦(ϕ) < H. From the very definition of D2

ωC◦(ϕ), we have that

D2
ω0
C◦(ϕ0) =

1

4
D2

ω0/2
C◦(ϕ0) +

1

2
D2

ω0/2
C◦(ϕ0 + ω0/2) +

1

4
D2

ω0/2
C◦(ϕ0 + ω0).

Iterating this identity, for every n we obtain

D2
ω0
C◦(ϕ0) =

1

22n

2n−1∑

k=0

(k + 1)D2
ω0/2n

C◦(ϕ0 + kω0/2
n)

+
1

22n

2n+1−2∑

k=2n

(2n+1 − 1− k)D2
ω0/2n

C◦(ϕ0 + kω0/2
n).
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Then, taking n sufficiently large such that ω0/2
n < h, we deduce that

D2
ω0
C◦(ϕ0) <

H

22n

[
2n−1∑

k=0

(k + 1) +

2n+1−2∑

k=2n

(2n+1 − 1− k)

]
=

H

22n

[
2n + 2

2n−1∑

k=1

k

]
= H,

finding a contradiction and concluding the proof.

Note that with the assumptions and notations of Lemma 3.3, we also have that

C◦(ϕ+ 2δ) ≥ C◦(ϕ) + 2δDδC◦(ϕ) +Hδ2, (13)

in fact the following identity holds:

∆2δC◦(ϕ) = 2(C◦(ϕ+ δ) −C◦(ϕ)) + C◦(ϕ+ 2δ) − 2C◦(ϕ + δ) + C◦(ϕ)

= 2δDδC◦(ϕ) +D2
δC◦(ϕ)δ

2.

In Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, H will stand for the quantity given by Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. For every h > 0, there are δ ∈ (0, h], ϕ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦), ω ∈ (0, 2δ], and

K ≥ A := ess inf
t∈[ϕ,ϕ+ω)

C ′
◦(t) ≥ a (14)

for which it holds that

∆tC◦(ϕ) ≤

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
t, ∀t ∈ [0, ω] and ∆ωC◦(ϕ) =

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
ω. (15)

Proof. Given any h > 0, we apply Lemma 3.3 finding δ ∈ (0, h] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦) for which

D2
δC◦(ϕ) ≥ H.

We set K := DδC◦(ϕ) and define

ϕ := sup

{
θ ∈ [ϕ,ϕ+ δ] : C◦(θ)− C◦(ϕ) ≥

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
(θ − ϕ)

}
,

ω := inf

{
t ∈ (0, ϕ + 2δ − ϕ] : ∆tC◦(ϕ) ≥

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
t

}
.

Observe that, by definition of K,

C◦(ϕ+ δ)− C◦(ϕ) = Kδ <

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
δ,

which ensures that ϕ is well defined and that ϕ < ϕ + δ. By continuity of C◦, it actually holds
that

C◦(ϕ)− C◦(ϕ) =

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
(ϕ− ϕ).

Moreover, taking into account (13), we note that

C◦(ϕ+ (ϕ+ 2δ − ϕ))− C◦(ϕ) = C◦(ϕ+ 2δ)− C◦(ϕ) + C◦(ϕ)− C◦(ϕ)

≥ 2δK +Hδ2 +

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
(ϕ− ϕ)

=

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
(ϕ+ 2δ − ϕ).
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Thus, the set that determines ω is not empty, which implies that ω is well-defined. Furthermore,
the very definition of ϕ guarantees that ω > ϕ + δ − ϕ > 0. Then, since C◦ is continuous, (15)
follows from the definitions of ϕ and ω. Moreover, we observe that

C◦(ϕ+ δ) − C◦(ϕ) = C◦(ϕ+ δ)−C◦(ϕ)−
[
C◦(ϕ)− C◦(ϕ)

]

= Kδ −

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
(ϕ− ϕ) ≤ K(ϕ+ δ − ϕ)

and therefore we deduce that
K ≥ ess inf

t∈[ϕ,ϕ+δ)
C ′
◦(t) ≥ A ≥ a,

proving (14).

Given C > 0, we define SC := {ψ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦) : C ′
◦(ψ) ≤ C}. Moreover, for a subset S ⊆ R, we

denote by D(S) the set of density points of S, which are contained in S.

Lemma 3.5. For every h > 0, there are δ ∈ (0, h] and A ≥ a that satisfy the following: for all
ε > 0 sufficiently small, there are ϕ ∈ D(SA+ε), ω ∈ (0, 2δ], and B ≥ Hδ/2 for which it holds

At ≤ ∆tC◦(ϕ) ≤ (A+B)t for all t ∈ [0, ω] and ∆ωC◦(ϕ) = (A+B)ω. (16)

Proof. Given any h > 0, we apply Lemma 3.4 finding δ ∈ (0, h], ϕ ∈ [0, 2πΩ◦), ω ∈ (0, 2δ], and
K ≥ A := ess inft∈[ϕ,ϕ+ω) C

′
◦(t) ≥ a for which

∆tC◦(ϕ) ≤

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
t, ∀t ∈ [0, ω] and ∆ωC◦(ϕ) =

(
K +

Hδ

2

)
ω. (17)

Let ε > 0 sufficiently small and pick any ϕ ∈ D(SA+ε(ϕ,ω)), where we denote

SA+ε(ϕ,ω) :=
{
θ ∈ [ϕ,ϕ + ω) : C ′

◦(θ) ≤ A+ ε
}
⊆ SA+ε.

Note that, by definition of A, this set is not empty and in addition ϕ = ϕ+ t, for some t ∈ [0, ω̄].
Now, we introduce

B :=
C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ)

ϕ+ ω − ϕ
−A =

C◦(ϕ+ ω)−C◦(ϕ) + C◦(ϕ)− C◦(ϕ)

ϕ+ ω − ϕ
−A

=
∆ωC◦(ϕ)−∆tC◦(ϕ)

ϕ+ ω − ϕ
−A ≥

(K +Hδ/2)(ϕ + ω − ϕ)

ϕ+ ω − ϕ
−A ≥

Hδ

2
> 0,

where the first inequality follows from (17). Now, we take

ω := inf{t ∈ (0, ϕ + ω − ϕ] : ∆tC◦(ϕ) = C◦(ϕ+ t)− C◦(ϕ) ≥ (A+B)t}.

The definition of B ensures that

C◦(ϕ+ (ϕ+ ω − ϕ))− C◦(ϕ) = C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ) = (A+B)(ϕ+ ω − ϕ)

and thus that ω is well defined. Moreover, since ϕ ∈ D(SA+ε(ϕ,ω)) ⊆ SA+ε, then C
′
◦(ϕ) ≤ A+ ε

and we can deduce that ω > 0. Now, the lower bound of (16) is a consequence of the definition of A,
while the upper bound follows from the definitions of ϕ and ω. The equality ∆ωC◦(ϕ) = (A+B)ω
is justified by the continuity of C◦.

For the convenience of the reader, we recall here the definition of P (ϕ,ω) given in (8):

P (ϕ,ω) :=
1

2

ˆ ϕ+ω

ϕ

(
ˆ ϕ+ω

ϕ
(t− s)2C ′

◦(t)C
′
◦(s) ds

)
dt, ∀ (ϕ,ω) ∈ U .
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Lemma 3.6. For all (ϕ,ω) ∈ U , we have that

P (ϕ,ω) = 2∆ωC◦(ϕ)

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)∆tC◦(ϕ) dt−

(
ˆ ω

0
∆tC◦(ϕ) dt

)2

. (18)

Proof. Integrating by parts a first time we obtain

P (ϕ,ω) =
1

2

ˆ ω

0
(t− ω)2C ′

◦(ϕ+ t)C◦(ϕ+ ω) dt−
1

2

ˆ ω

0
t2C ′

◦(ϕ+ t)C◦(ϕ) dt

+

ˆ ω

0

ˆ ω

0
(t− s)C ′

◦(ϕ+ t)C◦(ϕ+ s) ds dt.

With another integration by parts and after standard computations, we have that:

P (ϕ,ω) = −ω2C◦(ϕ+ ω)C◦(ϕ) + 2

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)C◦(ϕ+ ω)C◦(ϕ+ t) dt

+ 2

ˆ ω

0
t C◦(ϕ)C◦(ϕ+ t) dt−

ˆ ω

0

ˆ ω

0
C◦(ϕ+ t)C◦(ϕ+ s) ds dt.

We add and remove the quantity ω2C◦(ϕ)
2 + 2ωC◦(ϕ)

´ ω
0 C◦(ϕ + t) dt, obtaining:

P (ϕ,ω) = − ω2C◦(ϕ)
2 − ω2C◦(ϕ)[C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ)] + 2ωC◦(ϕ)

ˆ ω

0
C◦(ϕ+ t) dt

+ 2[C◦(ϕ+ ω)− C◦(ϕ)]

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)C◦(ϕ+ t) dt−

(
ˆ ω

0
C◦(ϕ+ t) dt

)2

= [C◦(ϕ+ ω)−C◦(ϕ)]

(
ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)C◦(ϕ+ t) dt− ω2C◦(ϕ)

)

−

(
ˆ ω

0
C◦(ϕ + t) dt− ωC◦(ϕ)

)2

Once we have this expression, the thesis simply follows from the definition of ∆ωC◦(ϕ).

We are now ready to prove our first main result.

Theorem 3.7. Any Heisenberg group H, equipped with a sub-Finsler norm ‖·‖ and the Lebesgue
measure L 3, satisfies Ncurv ≥ 5. Furthermore, Ncurv = 5 if and only if ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar
product.

Proof. If ‖·‖ is induced by a scalar product, then there is an isometry between (H, d) and the
standard sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group, and thus (H, d,L 3) has Ncurv = 5 (see [Jui09]).

If ‖·‖ is not induced by a scalar product and it is neither strongly convex nor C1, then,
according to [BMRT24, Theorem 1.1], it does not satisfy MCP(K,N) for any K ∈ R and any
N ∈ (1,+∞) and thus Ncurv = +∞. For the rest of the proof, we assume that ‖·‖ is C1 and
strongly convex and it is not induced by a scalar product, i.e. C◦ is not an affine map, by
Proposition 3.1. We are going to prove that Ncurv > 5.

We place ourselves within the conclusions of Lemma 3.5, using the same notations expect for
SA+ε that we denote by S for simplicity. Recall the definition of a in (12) and consider r ∈ [0, 1].

Step 1: Finding an upper bound on P (ϕ, rω).
Let ϕ ∈ D(SA+ε) the angle identified by Lemma 3.5. By writing [ϕ,ϕ + rω] as the disjoint

union of [ϕ,ϕ + rω] ∩ S (on which we have C ′
◦(θ) ≤ A+ ε) and [ϕ,ϕ + rω] \ S (on which we use

the trivial estimate C ′
◦(θ) ≤ Lip(C◦)), using the definition of P in (8), we obtain
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P (ϕ, rω) ≤
1

2

(
(A+ ε)2

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]∩S

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]∩S
(t− s)2 ds dt

+ 2(A+ ε)Lip(C◦)

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]∩S
(t− s)2 ds dt

+ Lip(C◦)
2

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S
(t− s)2 ds dt

)
.

We then use the trivial inclusion [ϕ,ϕ+ rω] ∩ S ⊆ [ϕ,ϕ + rω] to get

P (ϕ, rω) ≤
1

2

(
(A+ ε)2

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]
(t− s)2 ds dt

+ 2(A + ε)Lip(C◦)

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]
(t− s)2 ds dt

+ Lip(C◦)
2

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S

ˆ

[ϕ,ϕ+rω]\S
(t− s)2 ds dt

)

≤
1

2

(1
6
(A+ ε)2r4ω4 +

4

3
(A+ ε)Lip(C◦)r

3ω3
L

1([ϕ,ϕ+ rω] \ S)

+ Lip(C◦)
2r2ω2

L
1([ϕ,ϕ + rω] \ S)2

)
.

Since ϕ is a density point of S, we know that

L 1([ϕ,ϕ + rω] \ S)

rω
→ 0, as r → 0+.

In particular, we deduce that for every r > 0 small enough, it holds

P (ϕ, rω) ≤
1

12
(A+ 2ε)2r4ω4. (19)

Step 2: Finding a lower bound on P (ϕ,ω).
Considering the function fϕ(t) := ∆tC◦(ϕ)−At, from (16), we deduce that

0 ≤ fϕ(t) ≤ Bt for all t ∈ [0, ω], and fϕ(ω) = Bω. (20)

To deduce the lower bound on P , we use the expression (18) obtained in Lemma 3.6. Then,
thanks to our choice of angles, we have

P (ϕ,ω) = 2ω(A+B)

(
ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)fϕ(t) dt+

1

6
Aω3

)
−

(
1

2
Aω2 +

ˆ ω

0
fϕ(t)

)2

=
1

12
A2ω4 +

1

3
ABω4 +Aω

(
2

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)fϕ(t) dt− ω

ˆ ω

0
fϕ(t) dt

)

+

(
2Bω

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)fϕ(t) dt−

(
ˆ ω

0
fϕ(t) dt

)2
)
.

(21)

We now estimate the two quantities within the parentheses. Firstly, we observe that

2

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)fϕ(t) dt− ω

ˆ ω

0
fϕ(t) dt =

ˆ ω

0
(ω − 2t)fϕ(t) dt ≥

ˆ ω

ω/2
(ω − 2t)Bt dt = −

5

24
Bω3.
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Secondly, we claim that the third line of (21) is non-negative. To prove this, we note that (20)
implies the existence of a unique s ∈ [0, ω] satisfying

´ ω
s Bt dt =

´ ω
0 fϕ(t) dt. Then, we have that

ˆ ω

0
(fϕ(t)− χ[s,ω]Bt) dt = 0, and thus

ˆ s

0
fϕ(t) dt =

ˆ ω

s
(Bt− fϕ(t)) dt.

This yields that

ˆ s

0
(ω− t)fϕ(t) dt ≥

ˆ s

0
(ω− s)fϕ(t) dt =

ˆ ω

s
(ω− s)(Bt− fϕ(t)) dt ≥

ˆ ω

s
(ω− t)(Bt− fϕ(t)) dt,

and therefore
´ ω
0 (ω − t)fϕ(t) dt ≥

´ ω
s (ω − t)Bt dt. Hence, we can estimate the third line of (21)

as follows:

2Bω

ˆ ω

0
(ω − t)fϕ(t) dt−

(
ˆ ω

0
fϕ(t) dt

)2

≥ 2Bω

ˆ ω

s
(ω − t)Bt dt−

(
ˆ ω

s
Bt dt

)2

=
1

12
B2(ω − s)3(3s + w) ≥ 0.

Finally, we conclude that

P (ϕ,ω) ≥
1

12
A2ω4 +

1

8
ABω4. (22)

Step 3: Proving Ncurv > 5 when a > 0.
Using the estimates (19) and (22), keeping in mind (10), we deduce that for r sufficiently small,

we have

JR(ϕ, rω)

JR(ϕ,ω)
≤

1
12 (A+ 2ε)2r4ω4 +Mr6ω6

1
12A

2ω4 + 1
8ABω

4 −Mω6
= r4

1
12 (A+ 2ε)2 +Mr2ω2

1
12A

2 + 1
8AB −Mω2

.

Moreover, we observe that

lim
r→0

1
12(A+ 2ε)2 +Mr2ω2

1
12A

2 + 1
8AB −Mω2

=
(A+ 2ε)2

A2 + 3
2AB − 12Mω2

≤
(A+ 2ε)2

A2 + 3
4HAδ − 48Mδ2

, (23)

where the inequality follows from the facts that B ≥ Hδ/2 and ω ≤ 2δ. We finally choose h > 0
and ε > 0 in Lemma 3.5 so that the expression in (23) is smaller than 1. For example, we can
take

h ≤
aH

192M
and ε ≤

1

2

(√
A2 +

1

4
Haδ −A

)
.

Note that, since a > 0, we may pick h, ε > 0. With these choices, recalling that A ≥ a and δ ≤ h,
we get

A2 +
3

4
HAδ − 48Mδ2 ≥ A2 +

3

4
Haδ − 48Mδ2 ≥ A2 +

1

2
Haδ > (A+ 2ε)2. (24)

Putting everything together, we deduce that there exists r ∈ [0, 1] (close to 0) such that

JR(ϕ, rω)

JR(ϕ,ω)
< r4.

According to Proposition 2.14, this is sufficient to prove that the metric measure space (H, d,L 3)
does not satisfy MCP(0, 5), and then Ncurv > 5, thanks to Remark 2.5.
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Step 4: Proving Ncurv > 5 when a = 0.
In this case, we can provide a similar and simpler argument. Since a = 0, the set Sε is non-

empty for all ε > 0. Therefore, repeating the argument from Step 1 with A = 0, we obtain that
if ϕ ∈ D(Sε) and ω > 0, then for all r ∈ [0, 1] sufficiently small

P (ϕ, rω) ≤ 3ε2r4ω4.

Recalling Proposition 2.12, this yields that

lim
r→0

JR(ϕ, rω)

r4
≤ lim

r→0

1

r4
(
3ε2r4ω4 +Mr2ω5

)
= 3ε2ω4.

As we are focusing on C1 and strongly convex reference norms, the reduced Jacobian (ϕ,ω) 7→
JR(ϕ,ω) is continuous and nonnegative when ω is not a multiple of 2πΩ◦ , see Remark 3.12 and
Proposition 3.16 in [BMRT24]. In particular, by periodicity, we have that

u := min
θ∈[0,2πΩ◦)

JR(θ, πΩ◦) > 0.

Finally, we choose ε <
√
u/(3π4Ω◦) and ω = πΩ◦ and we get that for r ∈ [0, 1] sufficiently small it

holds that

JR(ϕ, rπΩ◦) < r4u ≤ r4JR(ϕ, πΩ◦).

As in the fist case, this is sufficient to conclude.

4 Continuity of the curvature exponent

In this section, we prove that the curvature exponent of sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups is con-
tinuous with respect to a suitable convergence of the underlying norms. As a consequence, we
deduce that for every N⋆ ≥ 5 there exists a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group having N⋆ as curvature
exponent.

Definition 4.1 (Ck-strong convergence of norms). Let k ≥ 2 and {‖·‖ε}ε>0 be a family of Ck

and strongly convex norms on R
2. We say that {‖·‖ε}ε>0 converges Ck-strongly to a norm ‖·‖0

on R
2 as ε→ 0 if ‖·‖2ε → ‖·‖

2
0 in Ck

loc(R
2 \ {0}) as ε→ 0.

Remark 4.2. If the family {‖·‖ε}ε>0 of C
k and strongly convex norms on R

2 converges Ck-strongly
to a norm ‖·‖0 as ε → 0, then (‖·‖ε)

2
∗ → (‖·‖0)

2
∗ in Ck

loc(R
2 \ {0}) as ε → 0. Indeed, for a given

Ck and strongly convex norm ‖·‖, according to [MR23b, Lem. 2.9], it holds that

v∗ = ‖v‖ dv‖·‖ =
1

2
dv‖·‖

2 := N(v), ∀ v ∈ R
2 \ {0},

where v∗ denotes the dual element of the vector v. Thus, defining N∗(λ) := 1
2dλ‖·‖

2
∗, as v

∗∗ = v,
we can deduce the identities

N ◦N∗ = N∗ ◦N = idR2\{0} . (25)

If ‖·‖ε → ‖·‖0 C
k-strongly, then Nε converges to N0 in the Ck−1-topology ε → 0. From (25),

we see that also N∗
ε converges to N∗

0 in the Ck−1-topology as ε→ 0, concluding the proof of the
claim. In light of this convergence, it is clear that Ck-strong limit norm of {‖·‖ε}ε>0 as ε→ 0 is
Ck and strongly convex.

Lemma 4.3. Let k ≥ 2 and ‖·‖ be a Ck and strongly convex norm. The map P : R/2πΩZ →
∂Ω ⊆ R

2 that associate to the angle θ the vector Pθ, is a C
k-diffeomorphism.
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Proof. Recall that the map P is bi-Lipschitz, cf. [BMRT24, Lem. 2.8]. Moreover, if ‖·‖ is of class
Ck, then ∂Ω = {‖v‖ = 1} is a Ck curve, as 1 is a regular value of f(v) := ‖v‖2. Let γ : [0, 1] → ∂Ω
be a Ck parametrization of ∂Ω, with γ(0) = P (0) and constant (Euclidean) speed. Then, there
exists a Ck function θ : [0, 1]→ [0, 2πΩ] such that

γ(t) = P (θ(t)), ∀ t ∈ [0, 1],

where, by definition, θ(0) = 0 and θ(1) = 2πΩ. Indeed, using Stokes’ theorem, we see that the
function θ(·) satisfies

θ(t) =

ˆ t

0
(γ1(s)γ̇2(s)− γ2(s)γ̇1(s)) ds, (26)

and thus is Ck. Now, we compute

θ̇(t) = γ1(t)γ̇2(t)− γ2(t)γ̇1(t) = γ(t) · γ̇(t)⊥,

where · denotes here the Euclidean scalar product and v⊥ is the Euclidean orthogonal complement
of v. Since γ̇(t) 6= 0 for every t ∈ [0, 1], we deduce that also θ̇(t) 6= 0 for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed,
we have

0 =
1

2

d

dt
|γ̇(t)|2 = γ(t) · γ̇(t), ∀ t ∈ [0, 1],

therefore θ̇(t) = 0 would imply that γ̇(t) is parallel and orthogonal to γ(t), meaning that γ̇(t) = 0
and thus giving a contradiction. Therefore, θ is a Ck-diffeomorphism and thus P = γ ◦ θ−1 is
Ck-diffeomorphism as well.

Lemma 4.4. Let {‖·‖ε}ε>0 be a family of Ck and strongly convex norms on R
2, which Ck-

strongly converges to a norm ‖·‖0 on R
2 as ε→ 0. For every ε ≥ 0, let P ε : R/2πΩε

Z→ ∂Ωε ⊆ R
2

that associate to the generalized angle θ the vector P ε
θ . Then,

P ε → P 0, in Ck
loc(R,R

2), (27)

extending the maps by periodicity.

Proof. For every ε ≥ 0, let γε : [0, 1] → R
2 be a constant-speed Ck parametrization of ∂Ωε.

Assume that γε(0) = γε(1) = P ε(0) for every ε ≥ 0. Then, as a consequence of the implicit
function theorem, γε → γ0 in the Ck-topology. Reasoning as in the previous lemma, for every
ε ≥ 0, we find a Ck-diffeomorphism θε : [0, 1]→ [0, 2πΩε

] such that

γε(t) = P ε(θε(t)), ∀ t ∈ [0, 1].

Since θε is defined by (26), with γε in place of γ in the right-hand side, we deduce that θε → θ0
in Ck([0, 1]). Now, for every ε ≥ 0, consider the function ϕε : [0, 1] → [0, 1] defined by ϕε(t) :=
θ−1
ε (2πΩε

t). Since 2πΩε
→ 2πΩ0 and θε → θ0 in Ck([0, 1]), we have that ϕε → ϕ0 in Ck([0, 1]),

implying (27) as P ε(2πΩε
t) = γε(ϕε(t)), for every t ∈ [0, 1].

Corollary 4.5. Let {‖·‖ε}ε>0 be a family of Ck and strongly convex norms on R
2, which Ck

strongly converges to a norm ‖·‖0 on R
2 as ε→ 0. Then,

Cε
◦ → C0

◦ , in Ck−1
loc (R,R) as ε→ 0,

extending the map by periodicity.

Proof. Recall that, for every ε ≥ 0, Cε
◦ = (P ε)−1◦d(‖·‖ε)∗◦Q

ε by (6), and observe that, by Lemma
4.3, Cε

◦ is a Ck−1 function. Now, thanks to our assumption and by Lemma 4.4, d(‖·‖ε)∗ ◦ Q
ε
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converges to d(‖·‖0)∗ ◦ Q
0 as ε → 0 in the Ck−1-topology. Thus, we are left to check that

(P ε)−1 → (P 0)−1 as ε→ 0 in the Ck-topology. Define fε : R
2 \ {0} → R as

fε(x) := (P ε)−1

(
x

‖x‖ε

)
, ∀x ∈ R

2 \ {0}, ε ≥ 0.

We claim that fε → f in Ck
loc(R

2 \ {0}) as ε→ 0. Indeed, let K ⊆ R
2 \ {0} be compact, then for

ε0 sufficiently small the family {fε}ε∈(0,ε0) is uniformly bounded in K:

|fε(x)| ≤ 2πΩε
≤ 4πΩ0 , ∀x ∈ K.

In addition, it is equi-Lipschitz on K, as for x, y ∈ K and ε ∈ (0, ε0) we have

|fε(x)− fε(y)| ≤ Lip((P ε)−1)

∣∣∣∣
x

‖x‖ε
−

y

‖y‖ε

∣∣∣∣
R2

≤ Lip((P ε)−1) sup
z∈K

dz

(
·

‖·‖ε

)
|x− y|R2 ,

and the constant in the right-hand side is uniformly bounded since {‖·‖ε}ε>0 C
k-strongly con-

verges to ‖·‖0 as ε→ 0 and Lip((P ε)−1) is bounded by the Euclidean distance between ∂Ωε and the
origin, cf. [BMRT24, Lem. 2.8]. Then, given any sequence {εn}n∈N such that εn → 0 as n →∞,
using Arzelà-Ascoli theorem we can extract a subsequence {εn(m)}m∈N such that {fεn(m)

}m∈N

converges uniformly as m → ∞. Thanks to Lemma 4.4, we must have that {fεn(m)
}m∈N → f0

uniformly as m→∞. Computing the differential of fεn(m)
, we see that

dxfεn(m)
=

1

(P εn(m))′ ◦ fεn(m)

dx

(
·

‖·‖εn(m)

)
.

Since (P εn(m))′ is uniformly bounded away from 0 and converges uniformly to (P 0)′, we deduce
that dxfεn(m)

→ dxf0 on K as m → ∞, implying that fεn(m)
→ f0 in C1

loc(R
2 \ {0}) as m → ∞.

With an inductive argument, we conclude that (P εn(m))−1 → (P 0)−1 as m→∞ in Ck
loc(R

2 \{0}).
As this holds for every sequence {εn}n∈N, we deduce that (P ε)−1 → (P 0)−1 in Ck

loc(R
2 \ {0}) as

ε→ 0, concluding the proof.

Theorem 4.6. Let k ≥ 3 and let {‖·‖ε}ε>0 be a family of Ck and strongly convex norms on R
2,

which Ck-strongly converges to a norm ‖·‖0 on R
2 as ε → 0. For every ε ≥ 0, denote by dε the

sub-Finsler distance induced by ‖·‖ε on H and by N ε
curv the curvature exponent of (H, dε,L

3).
Then, we have that

N0
curv = lim

ε→0
N ε

curv.

Proof. In order to prove the continuity of the curvature exponent, we need to address the con-
vergence of the reduced Jacobians associated with the norms. To this aim, it is convenient to
introduce the following parametrization: for every ε ≥ 0, define the map

J̃ ε
R : [0, 1) × (0, 1)→ [0,∞); J̃ ε

R(s, r) := J
ε
R(2πΩ◦

ε
s,−2πΩ◦

ε
(1− r) + 2πΩ◦

ε
r).

Then, recalling the explicit expression of the reduced Jacobian (7), as a consequence of Lemma
4.4 and Corollary 4.5, we easily obtain that

J̃ ε
R

ε→0
−−−→ J̃ 0

R, in Ck−1([0, 1) × (0, 1)). (28)

In addition, since the norms of the sequence are C1 and strongly convex, [BMRT24, Prop. 3.16]
implies that the reduced Jacobians are always non-negative and

lim
r→r⋆

J̃ ε
R(s, r) = 0 ⇐⇒ r⋆ = 0, 1,

1

2
. (29)
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According to Proposition 2.15, after reparametrization, we have that

N ε
curv = sup

(s,r)∈[0,1)×(0,1)
Ñ ε(s, r) (30)

where, for every (s, r) ∈ [0, 1) × (0, 1),

Ñ ε(s, r) := 1 +
(r − 1

2)∂rJ̃
ε
R(s, r)

J̃ ε
R(s, r)

.

Firstly, observe that for every s ∈ [0, 1), J0
R(s, ·) is strictly positive on (0, 1) \ {12} and (29) holds.

Therefore, there exists δ > 0 sufficiently small such that (r− 1
2)∂rJ

0
R(s, r) < 0 in [0, 1)× ((0, δ) ∪

(1− δ, 1)). Since ∂rJ̃
ε
R(s, r)→ ∂rJ̃

0
R(s, r) uniformly as ε→ 0, then there exists ε0 > 0 such that

(
r −

1

2

)
∂rJ̃

ε
R(s, r) < 0, ∀ (s, r) ∈ [0, 1) × ((0, δ) ∪ (1− δ, 1)), ε < ε0.

This means that the supremum in (30) can be taken on the set [0, 1) × [δ, 1 − δ]. Secondly, we
claim that Ñ ε → Ñ0 uniformly on [0, 1) × [δ, 1 − δ], this would conclude the proof.

To prove the claim, first of all, by (28) and (29), we immediately deduce that Ñ ε → Ñ0 locally
uniformly on [0, 1)×((0, 1)\{12 }). Second of all, by periodicity and compactness, the convergence
is actually uniform as s ∈ [0, 1), therefore we are left to check that we have a uniform convergence
around r = 1

2 . To do so, we use the expression (8) to obtain a first reduction: in particular we
observe that, for the norm ‖·‖ε, the remainder term (9) can be bounded by Mεω

6 around ω = 0,
whereMε depends on L

∞-norm of P ε, Qε and (Cε
◦)

′ which are all uniformly bounded in ε. Hence,
after reparametrization, we get the following simplified expression for Ñ ε:

Ñ ε(s, r) = 1 +
(r − 1

2 )∂r(I
ε(s, r) + R̃ε(s, r))

Iε(s, r) + R̃ε(s, r)
= 1 +

(r − 1
2)∂rI

ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)
+Rε(s, r),

where Rε is a remainder term and

Iε(s, r) :=
1

2

ˆ r

1/2

(
ˆ r

1/2
(t− τ)2(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2t))(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2τ)) dτ

)
dt. (31)

The proof now follows from Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.7. With the assumptions and notations of Theorem 4.6, denoting for every ε ≥ 0

Qε(s, r) :=
(r − 1

2 )∂rI
ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)
, ∀ (s, r) ∈ [0, 1) × (0, 1),

where Iε is defined in (31), we have Qε → Q0 uniformly on [0, 1) × (0, 1), as ε→ 0.

Proof. Before proving the claim, let us observe that

∂rI
ε(s, r) = (Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2r))

ˆ r

1/2
(t− r)2(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2t)) dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Jε(s,r)

. (32)

The function Jε(s, r) has a Taylor expansion with uniform (in ε) remainder at r = 1
2 , indeed:

Jε(s, r) =
(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
s)

3

(
r −

1

2

)3
+

ˆ r

1/2

(t− 1
2 )

3

3
(Cε

◦)
′′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s − 1 + 2t)) dt

=
(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
s)

3

(
r −

1

2

)3
+O

((
r −

1

2

)4)
, as r →

1

2
,

(33)
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where the big-O term is uniform in ε and depends on a uniform bound for Lip((Cε
◦)

′′). From this
expansion, we deduce an expansion for the function Iε(s, r) at r = 1

2 , using (32) and a uniform
bound on Lip((Cε

◦)
′). More precisely, we have:

Iε(s, r) =

ˆ r

1/2
∂rI

ε(s, τ) dτ =
(Cε

◦)
′(2πΩ◦

ε
s)2

12

(
r −

1

2

)4
+O

((
r −

1

2

)5)
, as r →

1

2
, (34)

where the big-O term is once again uniform in ε.
We intend to apply Arzelà-Ascoli theorem to the functions Qε. Firstly, by (34) and (32), there

exists constants C > c > 0, not depending on ε, such that

c
∣∣∣r −

1

2

∣∣∣
4
≤ |Iε| ≤ C

∣∣∣r −
1

2

∣∣∣
4
, |∂rI

ε| ≤ C
∣∣∣r −

1

2

∣∣∣
3
.

This means that the functions Qε are uniformly bounded by a constant not depending on ε.
Secondly, we find a uniform bound for the gradient of Qε. For the derivative in the s-direction,
the estimates from the first part of the proof, together with a uniform bound on Lip((Cε

◦)
′), allows

to conclude. For the derivative in the r-direction, it is convenient to write:

∂rQ
ε(s, r) = 4πΩ◦

ε
(Cε

◦)
′′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2r))

(r − 1
2 )J

ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)

+ (Cε
◦)

′(2πΩ◦

ε
(s− 1 + 2r))∂r

(
(r − 1

2 )J
ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)

)
(35)

The first term can be uniformly estimated reasoning as in the first part of the proof, using the
expansion (33) and also a uniform bound on Lip((Cε

◦)
′). For controlling the second term, we need

a uniform bound on

∂r

(
(r − 1

2)J
ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)

)
=

(Jε(s, r) + (r − 1
2 )∂rJ

ε(s, r))Iε(s, r)− (r − 1
2)J

ε(s, r)∂rI
ε(s, r)

Iε(s, r)2
.

Note that, a priori, the numerator has order 7 at r = 1
2 , while the denominator has order 8.

However, replacing the Taylor expansions (34) and (33), after a routine computation, one obtains
that:

(Jε(s, r)+(r−
1

2
)∂rJ

ε(s, r))Iε(s, r)− (r−
1

2
)Jε(s, r)∂rI

ε(s, r) = O

((
r −

1

2

)8)
, as r →

1

2

where the big-O is uniform in ε. This shows the claimed uniform bound for the second term of
(35). Finally, we have proven that {Qε}ε≥0 is uniformly bounded and equi-Lipschitz as ε → 0.
Therefore, since we also know that Qε(s, r)→ Q0(s, r) pointwise as ε→ 0, we conclude the proof
of the lemma.

Lemma 4.8. With the assumptions and notations of Theorem 4.6, Rε → R0 uniformly on
[0, 1) × (0, 1), as ε→ 0.

Proof. This remainder term is actually Ck−1, since Qε contains the singular part of the orig-
inal quotient, therefore the uniform convergence of the reduced Jacobian implies the uniform
convergence of Rε to R0.

Theorem 4.9. Given any N⋆ > 5 and k ≥ 2, there exists a Ck and strongly convex norm ‖·‖
such that the curvature exponent Ncurv of the associated sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H, d,L 3)
is equal to N⋆.
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Proof. Let p ∈ (1, 2) and let q ∈ (2,∞) be its conjugate exponent. Choose p sufficiently close to
1 so that q ≥ min{k, 3} and 2q + 1 ≥ N⋆. Consider the curve of norms

[0, 1] ∋ t 7→ ‖·‖t := f t∗, with f t := t ℓq + (1− t)ℓ2, (36)

where ℓq denotes the standard ℓq-norm and ℓ2 is the classical Euclidean norm. Then, for every
t ∈ [0, 1), f t is strongly convex and of class C⌊q⌋ and t 7→ f t is a continuous curve of norms
with respect to the topology of C⌊q⌋-strongly convergence (with ⌊q⌋ ≥ min{k, 3}). Therefore,
according to Remark 4.2, t 7→ ‖·‖t is a continuous curve of strongly convex and C⌊q⌋ norms on
[0, 1). Moreover, the endpoints of t 7→ ‖·‖t are respectively the ℓ2-norm at t = 0 and the ℓp-norm
at t = 1. By Theorem 4.6 (which applies since ⌊q⌋ ≥ 3) and by Lemma 2.5, we have

lim
t→t0

N t
curv = N t0

curv, ∀ t0 ∈ [0, 1) and N1
curv ≤ lim inf

t→t0
N t

curv. (37)

But now, since at time t = 1, ‖·‖1 = ℓp, by [BT23, Thm. A], N1
curv > 2q + 1 ≥ N . Hence, from

(37), we have that t 7→ ‖·‖t is a curve of norms whose curvature exponents connect continuously
N0

curv = 5 and 2q + 1. Thus, there exists t0 such that N t0
curv = N⋆, and setting ‖·‖ := ‖·‖t0 , we

find a Ck and strongly convex norm with the desired curvature exponent.

Remark 4.10. Given any N⋆ ≥ 5, it is possible to construct a C∞ and strongly convex norm such
that the corresponding sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H, d,L 3) has Ncurv ≥ N

⋆. Here we outline
a possible construction. For an integer h ≥ 3, let us fix a function

g(y) = 1− y2 −
hh

2
yh.

Note that for y ∈ [0, 1h ],

g(y) > 0, g′(y) ≤ 0, g′′(y) < 0,

so there is a C∞ and strongly convex norm ‖·‖h∗ such that its unit sphere locally coincides with
the level set x− g(y) = 0 for y ∈ [0, 1h ]. For each y ∈ [0, 1h ], we can associate the generalized angle
ωh(y) so that (g(y), y) = (cosΩ◦(ωh(y)), sinΩ◦(ωh(y))). One can show that, for every h ∈ N, the
angle ωh := ωh(1/h) satisfies

ωh∂ωJR(0, ωh)

JR(0, ωh)
=
h

4
+R(h),

where ωh → 0 and R(h)/h→ 0 as h→∞. Then, the ratio diverges to +∞ as h→ +∞ and the
conclusion follows from Proposition 2.15.

This remark allows us to improve the regularity of norms in Theorem 4.9 and proves Theorem
1.2.

Theorem 4.11. Given any N⋆ > 5, there exists a C∞ and strongly convex norm ‖·‖ such that
the curvature exponent Ncurv of the associated sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H, d,L 3) is equal
to N⋆.

Proof. We repeat the same argument of Theorem 4.9, replacing the ℓq-norm in (36) with the
smooth and strongly convex norm ‖·‖h∗ of Remark 4.10, with h sufficiently big. Note that the
norm ‖·‖, found with the construction, is C∞ and strongly convex, as it is the dual of a C∞ and
strongly convex norm, cf. Remark 4.2.
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[Ber94] V. N. Berestovskĭı. Geodesics of nonholonomic left-invariant inner metrics on the
Heisenberg group and isoperimetrics of the Minkowski plane. Sibirsk. Mat. Zh.,
35(1):3–11, i, 1994.
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