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Abstract

The curvature exponent Ny, of a metric measure space is the smallest number N 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 Neurv > 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 N¢yw = 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 [Mye4l, 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, V) condition is, roughly speaking,
equivalent to having m(4;,) > t"m(A), for every Borel set A C X, every € X and every

€ [0,1], where Ay, = {7(t) | v : [0,1] = X is a minimizing geodesic,y(0) = z,y(1) € A} is the
t-intermediate set of A from z.

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? 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 .#2. 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 [Jui2l, 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 C! nor strongly convex. However, if ||| is C'! and strongly convex, the
MCP(K, N) condition would hold for some constants K and N. We have also highlighted mixed
behaviours when |[|-|| is C! and strongly convex but not C'!.

In this paper, we study the curvature exponent of sub-Finsler Heisenberg groups. This is
defined as the smallest N € (1,400) 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 Newrv = 5. We have conjectured in [BMRT24, Conjecture 1.5] that among all the sub-Finsler
Heisenberg groups, only the sub-Riemannian one has N¢y = 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 3, satisfies Ny > 5. Furthermore, Ny, = 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 C*-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 €
[5,400), there exists a C* and strongly convex norm ||-|| such that the associated sub-Finsler
Heisenberg group (H,d,.#?) has curvature exponent Ney, = N.

As a consequence, we show that for every N € [5,+00), there is indeed a metric measure
space (X,d,m) having N¢yv = 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



Ji(r, p,w), 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 Ny is the smallest N € [5,00) such that

Ji(ryo,w) > N Ti(r,0,0),  Yte[0,1], (1)

for all (r, p,w) 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 w = 0, we

obtain:

30 ()
12

where o(w) is a uniform reminder and C, is the angle correspondence map, cf. 2.7. Then, (1) is
equivalent to asking that Neyy is the smallest N € [5,00) such that

(Cilp) + Clp)wt +o(w)) = ¥ (Cop) + CL(p)w +o(w)), Ve [0,1]. (2)

Ti(r,p,w) = (Celp) + C(pwt +o(w)),  asw—0, Vte(0,1],

From this inequality, we easily see that Neu, = 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
¢ where Cl(¢) > 0 in a weak sense (see Lemma 3.3) and exploit this behaviour to show that
Neary > 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 ¢ € [0, 1] we call e;: C([0, 1], X) — X the evaluation
map, i.e. e(y) :=7(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
Z(X) the set of Borel probability measures on X and by Z%2(X) C Z(X) the set of those having
finite second moment. We endow the space &5(X) with the Wasserstein distance Wa, defined by

Wipo ) = _ inf [ ) de(ay),
mweAdm (uo,p1)
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where Adm(ug, 111) is the set of all admissible transport plans between pg and py, namely all the
measures 7 € (X x X) such that (p)ym = po and (p2)ym = w1, where p;, for i = 1,2, is the
projection onto the i-th factor. The metric space (P5(X), Wa) is itself complete and separable,
moreover, if (X,d) is geodesic, then (Z2(X), Ws) is geodesic as well. In this case, every geodesic
(1e)tejo,) in (P2(X), Wa) can be represented with a measure n € Z(Geo(X)), i.e. py = (er)yn-

We present the measure contraction property, or MCP(K, N) for brevity, firstly introduced
by Ohta [Oht07]. For every K € R, N € (1,00) and ¢ € [0, 1], the distortion coefficients are the
functions:

1—L

Ton(0) =1 [of @] 7, veo
where
+00 if N2 < K62,
Sl,n(w— VE/N) if 0 < K6? < Nr?,
o) ) = sin(6/K/N)

o t it K =0,
sinh(t0\/—K/N) £ K <0,
sinh(6/—K/N)

Definition 2.1 (MCP(K, N) condition, [Oht07]). Given K € Rand N € (1, 00), a metric measure
space (X,d,m) is said to satisfy the measure contraction property MCP(K,N) if for every z €
spt(m) and every Borel set A C X with 0 < m(A4) < oo, there exists a Wa-geodesic induced by
n € Z(Geo(X)) connecting d,, and % such that, for every ¢ € [0, 1],

D™ = () (i (6000 5(10) Vn(an). (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 C X with 0 < m(A) < co. Assume that for every y € A, there exists
a unique geodesic 7, : [0,1] — X joining = and y. Then, (3) is verified for the marginals ¢, and

% if and only if

m(4;,)) > /A/ T[(;?N(d(x,y))N dm(y), for any Borel set A’ C A,

where Ay, is the t-intermediate set defined by, for A C X,
Ay ={yeX:y=~(t), v € Geo(X), v(0) =z and (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 «, 3 > 0 the scaled space (X,ad,m) is a
MCP(a~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
[BMRT?24, 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

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

where in particular Ny = +o0 if (X,d, m) does not satisfy MCP(0, N) for any N € (1, 00).



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, N¢yyy ).

Lemma 2.5. Let {(X,d.,m.)}.>0 a sequence of metric measure spaces. Assume that

0
(Xa dsaxsame) fG—I{—} (X,dOaanmO)'

Then, NO < liminf._,q N¢

curv curv-

Proof. If the inferior limit of the curvature exponents is infinite, there is nothing to prove. Hence,
assume that liminf. ,o N5, < oo. This means that, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, (X,d., m.)

curv

satisfies the MCP(0, N, ), cf. Remark 2.4. Let now Ny := liminf. ,o NS, and consider a

curv

sequence {&,, }nen such that N5, — Ny. Then, by stability of the measure contraction property

curv

under the pmGH-convergence, (X, dy, mg) satisfies MCP(0, Ny). This concludes the proof. O

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? Q C R? the unit ball centered at the
identity, and mn the surface area of 2. In this section, we recall the definition of the convex
trigonometric functions associated with the norm ||-||, firstly introduced in [Lok19] (see also

[Lok21]). Let fo : R? — R be a convex function defined by fo(z) := 3||z||>. We say that a norm
is of class C*« if the function fq is of class C*< on R?\ {(0,0)}, and we say that a norm is strictly
convex (resp. strongly convex) if fq is strictly convex (resp. strongly convex). Throughout this
paper, for simplicity we assume that a reference norm ||-|| is C! and strictly convex. Geometrically
it is equivalent to the property that 9 is a C! curve and € is a strictly convex domain.

Definition 2.6 (Convex trigonometric functions). For 6 € [0, 27), define Py as the point on the
boundary of €2, such that the area of the sector of (2 between the rays Ox and OF is %9 (see
Figure 1). Moreover, define sing(6) and cosq(#) as the coordinates of the point Py, i.e.

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

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

cosq(f) = cosq(0 + 2kmq), sing(f) = sing (8 + 2kmq) and Py = Popiokn,-

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

Consider now the polar set:

Q°:={peR?: (p,x) <1 for every z € Q},

which is the unit ball of the dual norm |||, on R?, and consider the associated 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 2.7 (Correspondence). We say that two angles 6, ¢ € R correspond to each other and

write 6 <5 @ if the vector Q. := (cosqo(¢),singe (¢)) determines a half-plane containing €2 (see
Figure 2).



Q

Py
sing () %0 %9
0 cosq(0) 0
Q Q
Figure 1: Values of the generalized trigono- Figure 2: Representation of the correspon-
metric functions cosq and sing. dence 6 & ©.

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

two angles 6, € R satisfy 6 & o if and only if ¢ LNy} Moreover, 6 & o if and only if the
following analogous of the Pythagorean equality holds:

cosq () cosqe (¢) + sing(0) singe () = 1. (4)

Thanks to the C'! and strictly convexity assumption on ||-||, the correspondence & © is one-to-
one. Therefore we can define a continuous monotone map C° that maps an angle 6 to the unique

angle corresponding to 6 i.e. 6 & C°(#). Since the convex set € is symmetric, this function has
the following periodicity property:

C°(0 4+ mok) = C°(0) + maek for every k € Z, (5)

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

the correspondence ¢ & 6, and it satisfies an analogue of (5). Note that C°o(C, = C,0C° =1d
and that the relationship between C, and the reference norm is given, according to [BMRT24,
Lem. 2.15], by

Co=P lod|[l,0Q. (6)

Proposition 2.8. Let ||-| be a C! and strictly convex norm. The associated trigonometric
functions singe and cosqe are differentiable and it holds that

singe (¢) = cosq(Cs(p)) and cosgs (¢) = — sing (Co ().

Naturally, the analogous result holds for the trigonometric functions sing and cosq.

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 = R3, equipped with the non-commutative group law, defined by

1
(z,y,2)x (2',y,2) = (w +2y+y, 2+ + 5(963/ - x’y)>, Y (z,y,2), (2,y,7) € R?,
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with identity element e = (0,0,0). We define the left-invariant vector fields
X, =0, — %az, Xy =0y + %az.

The associated distribution of rank 2 is D := span{X;, Xo}. It can be easily seen that D is
bracket-generating. Then, letting ||-|| : R? — Rxq 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 = ||(u1,u2)l], for every v = u1 X7 + us Xo € D.

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

A(t) = ur () X1(y(t)) +u2(t) X2(v(t)) € Dypy» for a.e. t € [0,1].

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

1
()= [ 130l dt € 0.00).
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.

Remark 2.9. Since both the norm and the distribution are left-invariant, the left-translations
defined by
L,:H — H, Ly(q) :==px*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 G} which plays the role of a sub-Fin-
sler exponential map from the origin at time ¢, thoroughly studied in [BMRT24].

Definition 2.10. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strictly
convex norm ||-|| and let

U :=Rso X R/2mqeZ x {(—27mqe, 2mq0) \ {0}}.
For every t € R, we define the exponential map at time ¢ as G; : % — H, such that for any

(7", (,O,w) € %7 Gt(7"7 (,O,w) = (xtayhzt)a where

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

<

ye(r, o, w) = —— (cosqe (¢ + wt) — cosqe(p)),

<
N E

2zt (ry o w) = 202 (wt + cosqe (¢ + wt) singe (¢) — singe (¢ + wt) cosqe (¢)) -

According to [BMRT24, Prop. 3.5], the mapping G} 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
Gy. After a straightforward computation, we can write the Jacobian by using the trigonometric
functions.



Proposition 2.11. Let H be the sub-Finsler Heisenberg group, equipped with a C' and strictly
convex norm ||-||. The map Gy : Z — H is differentiable with Jacobian

3t
T (r,o,w) = o [2 — (singo (p + wt) sing (Co()) + cosqe (¢ + wt) COSQ(CO(QD)))

— (sing (Colip + w)) singe () + cosq (Co(p + wt)) cosqe (gp))

— wt(sing (Cs(ip 4 wt)) cosa(Co(p)) — cosq (Colp + w)) SiDQ(Co(SD)))} .

On the domain U := R/2mqeZ X (—27mqe, 2mqe) \ {0}, we define the reduced Jacobian as the
measurable function Jr : U — R, such that for every (p,9) € U,

Tr(p, ) :=2— <SinQO (p + ) sing(Cs(p)) + cosqe (¢ + ) COSQ(CO(@)))
— <sinQ (Co(cp + ¢)) singe (¢) + cosq (Co(<P + 1/1)) COSe (‘P)) (7)
— ((sing (Colp + 1) cosa(Ca()) = cos (Colp + 1)) sina (Co ().

In other words, the reduced Jacobian is defined so that J;(r, p,w) = L—?}jR(gp, wt). 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 C! 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 C' and strongly convex norm ||-||. Then, its reduced Jacobian Jr can be
expressed in the following way. For all (p,w) € U, it holds

awtew) =3 [ ([T 0= peuncinas) arerio) ®)

::P‘(:p,w)

where

R(p,w) = /:er /4: /L:(t —s)(s —u) {singo (u) cosqe () — singe (¢) cosqe (u)

— (t — ¢)(cosqa(Cs(p)) cosqe (u) + sing (Cs(p)) singe (u))] CL(t)CL(s)CL(u) duds dt.
(9)

Furthermore, there exists a constant M > 0 such that
IR(p,w)| < Muwb, for every (p,w) € 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(y,w) 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.



Proposition 2.14 ([BMRT24, Prop. 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 MCP(0, N) if and only if

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

Moreover, when a reference norm ||-|| is C? 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 C? and strongly convex norm ||-||, and with the Lebesgue measure .£3. Then, the metric
measure space (H,d,.#3) satisfies MCP(0, N) if and only if, for all (¢,w) €U,
WO,y Ir(p,w)
N(p,w) = 1+ LLIBDY)
(SD ) jR(SD’w)

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 aby > 0. Define a curve ¢t — (x(t),y(t)) by

x(t) = acos(ct) 4+ by sin(ct),  y(t) = besin(ct),

where ¢ := %. Then the generalized trigonometric function (cosqe (), singe (t)) associated to |||,
coincides with (z(t),y(t)). Indeed, clearly the image of (z(t),y(t)) is the unit sphere {||v||, = 1}
and the identity zy —y& = 1 holds by the choice of ¢. By the formula cos¢ (t) = —CL(t) cosqe (t),
we have that C! = 2.

Conversely, suppose that C = C? > 0. Recall that the trigonometric functions (z(t),y(t)) =
(cosqe (t),singe (t)) are recovered by the differential equation

i) = —C2-alt), () = —C2-y(t), (1)

with initial conditions given by (x(0),y(0)) = (z0,0) and (£(0),y(0)) = (&0,70). Then, the
solution to (11) is given by

x(t) = Acos(Ct) + By sin(Ct), y(t) = By sin(Ct),

where the constants A, By, Bo € R are determined by the initial values g, #¢ and 79, 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= 2(t)y(t) — y(t)i(t) = ABsC.

By the first part of the proof, this implies that the norm is induced by a scalar product whose
orthonormal basis is {(A4,0), (B1, B2)}. O



We now introduce the following finite difference operators, that will be useful in the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Definition 3.2. For p,w € R, we define the first-order finite differences
_ BuCo(p) _ Colp+w) = Colyp)

= s

ALCo(p) := Cop + w) — Co(p), and D,Co(yp) : " -

as well as the second-order finite differences

AZCs(#) = AuCs(ip + w) — AyCo() = Colp + 2w) — 2Cs (¢ + w) + Co(y),

and
A,[D,Co D, ,Cs(p +w)— D,C, ALColp +w) — ALC,
D2C0(s) = [ )] _ (o +w) (p) _ (¢ )2 (%)
w w w
CA2C,(p) | Colp+2w) —20u(p + w) + Co()
o w? o w? )

We are going to prove a series of lemmas before concluding with the proof of Theorem 1.1.
In these lemmas, (H,d,.#?) is a sub-Finsler Heisenberg group associated with a C'! 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(Cs) < +oo (see [BMRT24, Prop. 2.16]), and
is not affine by Proposition 3.1. We define a > 0 as the quantity given by
a:= essinf Cl(p) < Lip(Cs) < +00. (12)
p€[0,2mq0)
In this definition and in the rest of the paper, whenever we consider an interval of generalized
angles I C R, this is identified, with a slight abuse of notation, with its quotient in R/2mwqoZ.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a positive constant H such that for every h > 0, there are 6 € (0, h|
and ¢ € [0,2mqe) for which it holds that

DgCO(QD) > H.

Proof. Observe that (5) implies that the function

0
Qo

[0,27q0) 3 ¢ = Co(p) —

is moo-periodic and non-constant, then it is not concave on [0,2mq.). Consequently, C, is not
concave and we can find g and wgy such that Dgo Cs(po) =: H > 0. To prove this, we argue by
contradiction, assuming that DZO Cs (o) < 0, for every choice of angles ¢p, wp. But this implies
that C, is midpoint concave, and thus concave.

Now, assume by contradiction that there exists h > 0 such that, for every ¢ € (0, h] and every
¢ € [0,2mq0), we have D2C,(¢) < H. From the very definition of D2C, (), we have that

1
_Dio/QCO((PO + wo).

1 1
D2, Cs(po) = ZDio/QCo(@o) + §D30/2Co(<ﬂo +wo/2) + 7

Iterating this identity, for every n we obtain

2" —1

1 n
D2 Co(0) = o 3" (k+1)D2 5. Coli00 + kuo/2")
k=0
ontl_g
T 92n Z (2n+1 —1- k)Dio/ano(% + kwo/2").
k=2n

10



Then, taking n sufficiently large such that wy/2" < h, we deduce that

H 2n—1 2ntl_g H
D2, Cs(0) < o k1) + Y @M -1- k)] = o
k=0 k=2n

2n—1
2"+2Zk] =H,

k=1
finding a contradiction and concluding the proof. O
Note that with the assumptions and notations of Lemma 3.3, we also have that
Cs(p + 20) > Co(p) +26DsCo () + HO?, (13)
in fact the following identity holds:

A25Cs(p) = 2(Co(p + ) = Co(9)) + Colp + 26) — 2Cs(p + 6) + Co(y)
= 26D;Cs(p) + D3Cs()5>.

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 6 € (0,h], ¢ € [0,27q0), w € (0,26], and

K> A:= essinf CL(t)>a (14)
telp,ptw)

for which it holds that

ACo(p) < (K + H75> t, Vtel0,w] and  ALCo(p) = (K + HT(S) w. (15)

Proof. Given any h > 0, we apply Lemma 3.3 finding § € (0, h] and @ € [0, 2mqe) for which
D3Co() > H.

We set K := DsCo () and define
_ _ H$ _
pi=sup 0 € P9 +0]: Co(l) —Co(@) 2 | K+ — | (0 -9)
. _ H$

W= 1nf{t € (0,54 20 — ] : ACo(p) > (K—l— 7) t}.

Observe that, by definition of K,
H)
Co(¢+6) — Co(@) =K< <K+ 7) d,

which ensures that ¢ is well defined and that ¢ < 4+ ¢. By continuity of C,, it actually holds

that s
o) - @) = (K + 557 ) (0 =)

Moreover, taking into account (13), we note that
Colp + (@ + 20 — ¢)) = Colp) = Co(@ + 20) — Co() + Co() — Co(w)

H§
> 26K + H& + <K+7> (@ — o)

= <K+H75> (@420 — ).

11



Thus, the set that determines w is not empty, which implies that w is well-defined. Furthermore,
the very definition of ¢ guarantees that w > @+ d — ¢ > 0. Then, since C, is continuous, (15)
follows from the definitions of ¢ and w. Moreover, we observe that

Co(@+0) — Co(p) = Co(@ + 0)—Co (@) — [Co(p) — Co()]
— k5~ (K+73) (=P <K@+

and therefore we deduce that

K > essinf C.(t) > A > a,
te[p,p+9)

proving (14). O

Given C' > 0, we define S¢ := {¢ € [0,27mq0) : CL(¢)) < C}. Moreover, for a subset S C 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 § € (0,h] and A > a that satisfy the following: for all
e > 0 sufficiently small, there are ¢ € D(Sa4.), w € (0,28], and B > Hd/2 for which it holds

At < AyCo(p) < (A+ B)t for allt € [0,w] and  A,Co(p) = (A+ B)w. (16)

Proof. Given any h > 0, we apply Lemma 3.4 finding 6 € (0,h], $ € [0,27q0), w € (0,24], and
K > A:=essinficig 540) C(t) > a for which

ACo(7) < (K + H;) t, Vte[0,m and  AgC.(F) = (K + HT‘S> @ (17)

Let & > 0 sufficiently small and pick any ¢ € D(S44+(@,w)), where we denote
Sate(@0) = {0 € [P +w) : C(0) < A+e} C Saye.

Note that, by definition of A, this set is not empty and in addition ¢ = % + ¢, for some ¢ € [0, ®].
Now, we introduce

CO(@ + w) - Co(‘:o) Co(@ + w) - Co(a) + CO(@) — CO(“P)

B = —— — A= — T2 — A
Pt+w—p p+w—op
_ AaCo_(so)_—AzCo(so) A (K+ff5/2)_(s0+w—so) —AzH—5>o,
p+w—¢ p+w—op 2

where the first inequality follows from (17). Now, we take
wim nf{t € (0,5 +T— 9] : ACaly) = Colp+£) — Culp) > (A+ B)t}.
The definition of B ensures that
Colp + (F+T — 9)) — o) = Cal@ +@) — Col9) = (A+ B) 7+ - 9)

and thus that w is well defined. Moreover, since ¢ € D(S44:(@,w)) C Saye, then Cl(p) < A+e
and we can deduce that w > 0. Now, the lower bound of (16) is a consequence of the definition of A,
while the upper bound follows from the definitions of ¢ and w. The equality A,Cs(p) = (A+B)w
is justified by the continuity of Cs. U

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

P(p,w) == %/:W (/:er(t —5)2C(t)C(s) ds) dt,  V(p,w) €U.

12



Lemma 3.6. For all (p,w) € U, we have that

P(o,w) =2A,Cs(p) /Ow(w —t)ACo(p) dt — </0w ACo(p) dt>2. (18)

Proof. Integrating by parts a first time we obtain

Plpw) =5 [ (t=wPCllp+0Culp+w)dt— 3 [* £l +Cup)at

+ /Ow /Ow(t —5)CL(p +t)Cs(p + s) dsdt.
With another integration by parts and after standard computations, we have that:
Plipse) = ="Colip +)Cslip) +2 [ (0= 00 (o + w)Culip +1)de
+2 /Ow tCo(@)Cs(p +t)dt — /Ow /Ow Co(p+1t)Co(p + s)dsdt.

We add and remove the quantity w?Co(¢)? + 2wCo(¢) [;” Co(p + t) dt, obtaining:

P(p,w) = — w?Colp)? — w?Co()[Cs(ip + w) — Co()] + 2wCs () /Ow Co(p +t)dt

2

#ACp+ )~ O] [ = tCulo+ = ([T Cuo+ar)
= Culp+ ) G [ (= 0Ce + )b - wCo(0))
- (/Ow Colp + 1) dt — wCo(cp)>2

Once we have this expression, the thesis simply follows from the definition of A,Cs(¢p). O
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 .£3, satisfies Neyry > 5. Furthermore, Ney = 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,.#3) has Ny = 5 (see [Jui09]).

If ||-]| is not induced by a scalar product and it is neither strongly convex nor C!, then,
according to [BMRT24, Theorem 1.1}, it does not satisfy MCP(K, N) for any K € R and any
N € (1,+00) and thus Neyy = +oo. For the rest of the proof, we assume that [|-|| is C! 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 N¢y. > 5.

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

Step 1: Finding an upper bound on P(y,rw).

Let ¢ € D(Sa4e) the angle identified by Lemma 3.5. By writing [¢, ¢ + rw| as the disjoint
union of [p, ¢ + rw] NS (on which we have C.(§) < A+¢) and [p, ¢ + rw] \ S (on which we use
the trivial estimate C’(6) < Lip(Cs)), using the definition of P in (8), we obtain

13



Plorw) < ¢ ((4+¢)? / (t — 5)2dsdt

2 [p.pt+rwlns /[s0,¢+rw}ﬁs

+2(A+e)Lip(Co)/ (t —s)?dsdt

[p,p+Tw]\S /[w7w+rw}05

+ Lip(C,)? / / (t—s)%ds dt).
o tr\S Jfp.ptrul\s

We then use the trivial inclusion [, ¢ + rw] NS C [p, ¢ + rw] to get

P(p,rw) < 1<(A +¢)? / / (t —s)*dsdt
2 [ ptrw] Jp,ptruw]

+ 2(A 4 ¢)Lip(Cy) / / (t —s)?dsdt
[psptrw\S J[p,p+rw]

+ Lip(Co)Q/ / (t—s)*ds dt)
le, ¢+rw1\s e ptrw\S

%(é(A +e) 2wt 4 - (A +e)Lip(Co)r’w’ 2 ([p, ¢ +1w] \ 5)

IN

+ up<co>2r2w2$1<[so, o+ 1]\ 5)2).
Since ¢ is a density point of S, we know that

fl([%@ +rw]\ S)

Trw

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

Po,rw) < iz(Ame)? i, (19)

Step 2: Finding a lower bound on P(p,w).
Considering the function f,(t) := A;Co(p) — At, from (16), we deduce that

0< fo(t) < Bt forallte[0,w], and f,(w)= Bw. (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

2

Plow) =204+ B) ([ - 000+ o) - (1Aw2 + [ 1)
- %A%‘* + éABw‘l + Aw (2 /Ow(w — 1) f,(t) / fo(t) ) (21)

+ <2Bw/0w(w_t)f¢(t)dt_ (/Ow folt) dt> ) .

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

w w w w 5
2/0 (w—t)fp(t)dt — w/o fo(t)dt = /0 (w — 2t) f,(t) dt > / (w—2t)Btdt = —ﬂBw‘?’.

w/2
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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,w] satisfying [" Btdt = [ f,(t) d&. Then, we have that

/ (fo(t) = X[sw)Bt)dt =0, and thus /08 fo(t)dt = /w(Bt = fowy) dt

This yields that
[ @-onmaz [[wosfoa= [Tw-sm-fmas [Cw-om- o

and therefore [”(w —t)fo(t)dt > [(w —t)Btdt. Hence, we can estimate the third line of (21)
as follows:

280 [“w-nr0a- ([ 1w dt>2
w 1

w 2
> 2Bw/ (w—t)Btdt — (/ Btdt) = EBZ(W —5)3(3s +w) > 0.

Finally, we conclude that

1 1
P(p,w) > EA2w4 + gABw4. (22)

Step 3: Proving N.yv > 5 when a > 0.
Using the estimates (19) and (22), keeping in mind (10), we deduce that for r sufficiently small,
we have
Tr(p,rw) < L(A+ 2e)%r%wt + MrSw® _ 7"4%(14 + 2¢)2 + Mr2w?
Jr(p,w) — HA%wh 4+ FABwt — MuwS HA2 4+ 1AB — Mw?

Moreover, we observe that

o 5 (A+20)? + Mr?w?® (A +2¢)? (A + 2¢)?

— : 23
r—0 5A2 4+ 2AB — Mw? A2+ 3AB — 12Mw? ~ A2+ 3HAGS — 48M 62 (23)

where the inequality follows from the facts that B > H¢/2 and w < 2§. We finally choose h > 0
and € > 0 in Lemma 3.5 so that the expression in (23) is smaller than 1. For example, we can

take
aH 1 1
< < - |1/A2+-Had—A|.
h_192M and 8_2< +4 ad )

Note that, since a > 0, we may pick h,e > 0. With these choices, recalling that A > a and ¢ < h,
we get

3 3 1
A? 4 JH A~ 48M 8% > A? + 1 Had - A8M* > A% + 5 Had > (A + 2¢)2. (24)
Putting everything together, we deduce that there exists r € [0,1] (close to 0) such that

Jr(pyrw) 4
— <
jR(QD, W) '

According to Proposition 2.14, this is sufficient to prove that the metric measure space (H, d,.Z3)
does not satisfy MCP(0,5), and then Ny > 5, thanks to Remark 2.5.
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Step 4: Proving N.yv > 5 when a = 0.

In this case, we can provide a similar and simpler argument. Since a = 0, the set S, is non-
empty for all € > 0. Therefore, repeating the argument from Step 1 with A = 0, we obtain that
if p € D(S:) and w > 0, then for all r € [0, 1] sufficiently small

P(p,rw) < 3e2riw?,

Recalling Proposition 2.12, this yields that
1
lim M < lim — (382r4w4 + Mr2w5) = 32wt

r—0 7“4 r—07r

As we are focusing on C! and strongly convex reference norms, the reduced Jacobian (p,w)
Jr(p,w) is continuous and nonnegative when w is not a multiple of 2o, see Remark 3.12 and
Proposition 3.16 in [BMRT24]. In particular, by periodicity, we have that

w:= min Jgr(f,mq) > 0.
9€[0,2m¢y0)

Finally, we choose ¢ < y/u/(3mdo) and w = mgo and we get that for r € [0, 1] sufficiently small it
holds that
Tr(p,rr00) < riu < r'Tgr(p,mao).

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

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 (C*-strong convergence of norms). Let k > 2 and {||-||_}c>0 be a family of C*
and strongly convex norms on R2. We say that {||-||_}->0 converges C*-strongly to a norm ||-||,
on R as e — 0 if ||-]|> — [|-]|2 in CF_(R?\ {0}) as ¢ — 0.

Remark 4.2. 1f the family {||-||_}e>0 of C k¥ and strongly convex norms on R? converges C'*-strongly
to a norm ||-||, as € — 0, then (||-].)2 = (||[lo)? in CF (R?\ {0}) as € — 0. Indeed, for a given

loc

C* and strongly convex norm ||-||, according to [MR23b, Lem. 2.9], it holds that

* 1 2
vt = foll |-l = Sl P = N(v), Yo eR*\{0},
where v* denotes the dual element of the vector v. Thus, defining N*()) := 3d, |- 12, as v*™* = v,
we can deduce the identities
NON*:N*ON:idRQ\{O}. (25)

If ||-|l. = [||ly C*-strongly, then N. converges to Ny in the C*~!-topology ¢ — 0. From (25),
we see that also NI converges to N in the C*1_topology as € — 0, concluding the proof of the
claim. In light of this convergence, it is clear that C*-strong limit norm of {||-||.}c>0 as e — 0 is
C* and strongly convex.

Lemma 4.3. Let k > 2 and ||-|| be a C* and strongly convex norm. The map P : R/2mq7 —
0Q C R? that associate to the angle @ the vector Py, is a C*-diffeomorphism.
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Proof. Recall that the map P is bi-Lipschitz, cf. [BMRT24, Lem. 2.8]. Moreover, if ||-|| is of class
C*, then 8Q = {||v|| = 1} is a C* curve, as 1 is a regular value of f(v) := |jv||%. Let v : [0,1] — 89
be a C* parametrization of 99, with v(0) = P(0) and constant (Euclidean) speed. Then, there
exists a C* function @ : [0,1] — [0, 2mq] such that

V() = PO),  vielo1],

where, by definition, #(0) = 0 and (1) = 2mq. Indeed, using Stokes’ theorem, we see that the
function 6(-) satisfies

t
0() = [ ((6)3a(s) ~ 2(s)ia(s) ds (26)
and thus is C*. Now, we compute

0(t) = n(t)32(t) = 1231 () = (1) - 3(0)",

where - denotes here the Euclidean scalar product and v is the Euclidean orthogonal complement
of v. Since ¥(t) # 0 for every t € [0, 1], we deduce that also 6(t) # 0 for every ¢ € [0, 1]. Indeed,
we have

0= 3 SO =900 5(),  vrel1,

therefore () = 0 would imply that 4(t) is parallel and orthogonal to (t), meaning that #(t) = 0
and thus giving a contradiction. Therefore, 6 is a C*-diffeomorphism and thus P = v o 67! is
C*-diffeomorphism as well. O

Lemma 4.4. Let {||-||.}c>0 be a family of C* and strongly convex norms on R2, which C*-
strongly converges to a norm ||-||, on R? as e — 0. For every € > 0, let P° : R/2mq 7 — 0. C R?
that associate to the generalized angle ¢ the vector Pj;. Then,

Pe— P inCF(R,R?), (27)
extending the maps by periodicity.

Proof. For every € > 0, let 4 : [0,1] — R? be a constant-speed C* parametrization of 9%..
Assume that 7¢(0) = 7°(1) = P¢(0) for every € > 0. Then, as a consequence of the implicit
function theorem, v° — A% in the C*-topology. Reasoning as in the previous lemma, for every
£ >0, we find a C*-diffeomorphism 6. : [0,1] — [0,27q,] such that

YE(t) = Pe(0:(t)), Vtel0,1].

Since 0. is defined by (26), with 4¢ in place of  in the right-hand side, we deduce that 6. — 6
in C*(]0,1]). Now, for every £ > 0, consider the function ¢, : [0,1] — [0,1] defined by ¢.(t) :=
6-1(2mq.t). Since 2mq. — 27w, and 6. — 6y in C*([0,1]), we have that ¢. — ¢ in C*([0,1]),
implying (27) as P°(2mq_t) = v*(pe(t)), for every t € [0, 1]. O

Corollary 4.5. Let {||-||_}c>0 be a family of C* and strongly convex norms on R?, which C*
strongly converges to a norm ||-||, on R? ase — 0. Then,

Cce — Y, in CF-Y(R,R) as e — 0,

loc
extending the map by periodicity.
Proof. Recall that, for every € > 0, CS = (P°)~tod(]|-||.)«0Q° by (6), and observe that, by Lemma

4.3, C¢ is a C*! function. Now, thanks to our assumption and by Lemma 4.4, d(||[|.)« o Q¢
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converges to d(||[[o)« o Q° as e — 0 in the C¥~1-topology. Thus, we are left to check that
(P5)~1 — (P%)~! as ¢ — 0 in the C*-topology. Define f. : R?\ {0} — R as

x

fe(z) = (P)7! (—) ., Yz eR*\ {0}, e>0.

1]l

We claim that f. — f in CF _(R?\ {0}) as € — 0. Indeed, let K C R?\ {0} be compact, then for
eo sufficiently small the family {f:}.c(0,c,) is uniformly bounded in K

|fe(x)| < 2mq, < 4mq,, Vo e K.
In addition, it is equi-Lipschitz on K, as for z,y € K and € € (0,g9) we have

T Y

|fe(x) = fo(y)] < Lip((P9)7) o~ Tl

< Lip((P*) ") sup d. (—) & — g,
R2 zeK HHE

and the constant in the right-hand side is uniformly bounded since {||-||.}c>0 C*-strongly con-
verges to |||, as € — 0 and Lip((P¥)~!) is bounded by the Euclidean distance between Q¢ and the
origin, cf. [BMRT24, Lem. 2.8]. Then, given any sequence {&, }nen such that e, — 0 as n — oo,
using Arzela-Ascoli theorem we can extract a subsequence {&,(m)}men such that { Senim }meN
converges uniformly as m — co. Thanks to Lemma 4.4, we must have that { fgn(m) tmen = fo
uniformly as m — oco. Computing the differential of fgn(m), we see that

1 .
o fery = d '
zJen(m) (PEn(m) )/ o fEn(m) * <H : Han(m) )

Since (Pn(m)’ is uniformly bounded away from 0 and converges uniformly to (P")’, we deduce
that da fc,,,, — dafo on K as m — oo, implying that f. =~ — fo in CL.(R%\ {0}) as m — oo.
With an inductive argument, we conclude that (P=(m)~! — (P%)~! as m — oo in CF (R?\ {0}).
As this holds for every sequence {&, }nen, we deduce that (P¥)~! — (P%)~L in CF (R%\ {0}) as
e — 0, concluding the proof. O

Theorem 4.6. Let k > 3 and let {||-||.}e>0 be a family of C* and strongly convex norms on R?,
which C*-strongly converges to a norm |-]lo on R? as e — 0. For every ¢ > 0, denote by d. the
sub-Finsler distance induced by |-||. on H and by N&,., the curvature exponent of (H,d.,.Z?).
Then, we have that
0 .
NCUI'V = 11m NCEUI'V'
e—0

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 € > 0, define the map

Jf:[0,1) x (0,1) = [0,00);  Tg(s,7) := T5(2maes, —2mae (1 — 7) + 2maer).

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

e €—0

Tp =2 79, in €*1([0,1) x (0,1)). (28)

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

lim Jg(s,r) =0 <= =01, (29)

1
r—r* 2 ’
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According to Proposition 2.15, after reparametrization, we have that

Newe = sup  Ne(s,r) (30)
(s,r)€[0,1)x(0,1)

where, for every (s,7) € [0,1) x (0, 1),
(T - %)arj}%(s,r)
Tils:7)

Firstly, observe that for every s € [0,1), J%(s,) is strictly positive on (0,1) \ {3} and (29) holds.
Therefore, there exists § > 0 sufficiently small such that (r — 3)9,J%(s,r) < 0 in [0,1) x ((0,8) U
(1—19,1)). Since 8, J5(s,7) — 9, J3(s,r) uniformly as ¢ — 0, then there exists g9 > 0 such that

Ne(s,r) =1+

<r — %)&jﬁ(s,r) <0, V(s,r) €0,1) x ((0,0) U(1—6,1)), € < ep.

This means that the supremum in (30) can be taken on the set [0,1) x [§,1 — §]. Secondly, we
claim that N¢ — N° uniformly on [0,1) x [6,1 — 4], this would conclude the proof.

To prove the claim, first of all, by (28) and (29), we immediately deduce that N¢ — NO locally
uniformly on [0,1) x ((0,1)\{3}). 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 = % To do so, we use the expression (8) to obtain a first reduction: in particular we
observe that, for the norm ||-||_, the remainder term (9) can be bounded by M.w® around w = 0,
where M. depends on L>-norm of P, Q¢ and (C2)’ which are all uniformly bounded in e. Hence,
after reparametrization, we get the following simplified expression for NE:

(r — 1)8.(I* (s,r) + R*(s,1)) (r — 3)9,I(s,7)

Ne(s,r) =1+ - =1+ + R°(s, 1),
(5:7) I¢(s, ) + Re(s,r) I#(s, 1) (5,7)

where RFf is a remainder term and

¢ . ' ' — 7)2(C%Y (2mqe (s — Y (2mqo (s — 7)) dTr
I(s,r>.—2/1/2</1/2<t (C2)' (2o (5 — 1+ 20))(C) (2mas 1+2>>d>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 ¢ > 0

(r— %)&J’e(s, T)

Q*(s,1) 1= S,

V(s,7) €10,1) x (0,1),

where I¢ is defined in (31), we have Q¢ — Q¥ uniformly on [0,1) x (0,1), as e — 0.

Proof. Before proving the claim, let us observe that

T

O I (s,1) = (Cg),(Qﬂ'Qg(S —1+2r)) /1/2(t — T)Q(Cg)/(Qﬂ'Qg(S —1+2t))dt. (32)

/

~~

=:J¢(s,r)

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

T (s,7) = W(T _ %)3 + /1/2 (t —3%)3(05)"(2@;(5 120 dt »
R S o T
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where the big-O term is uniform in € and depends on a uniform bound for Lip((C%)”). From this
expansion, we deduce an expansion for the function I¢(s,r) at r = %, using (32) and a uniform
bound on Lip((C%)"). More precisely, we have:

€ _ " € _ (Cg)/(2779§5)2 1\4 1\5 . 1
If(s,r) = 1/2&] (S,T)dT—T(T‘—i) +0 <r—§) , as T = o, (34)

where the big-O term is once again uniform in e.
We intend to apply Arzela-Ascoli theorem to the functions Q¢. Firstly, by (34) and (32), there
exists constants C' > ¢ > 0, not depending on &, such that
14 14
dr-3| <iFi=cl -3, erizc

13
r—3|
2

This means that the functions QF are uniformly bounded by a constant not depending on e.
Secondly, we find a uniform bound for the gradient of O°. For the derivative in the s-direction,
the estimates from the first part of the proof, together with a uniform bound on Lip((C%)"), allows
to conclude. For the derivative in the r-direction, it is convenient to write:

+(C2) (2mae (s — 1+ 2r))0, (W) (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((C%)’). For controlling the second term, we need
a uniform bound on

9 (r—3)J%(s,7) (o) (r = D)0 e (s, 7)) (s,7) — (r — $)J5(s,7)0,I(s,7)
" I¢(s,r) I#(s,1)?

Note that, a priori, the numerator has order 7 at r = %, while the denominator has order 8.
However, replacing the Taylor expansions (34) and (33), after a routine computation, one obtains
that:

1 1 1\8 1

(Je(s,7)+(r— §)ar<]€(8,’l“))[€(8,’l“) —(r— g)Js(s,r)ﬁrIE(s,r) =0 <<’I“ - 5) > , as T — o
where the big-O is uniform in €. This shows the claimed uniform bound for the second term of
(35). Finally, we have proven that {Qf}.>¢ is uniformly bounded and equi-Lipschitz as ¢ — 0.
Therefore, since we also know that Q%(s,r) — Q°(s,r) pointwise as € — 0, we conclude the proof
of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.8. With the assumptions and notations of Theorem 4.6, R¢ — R uniformly on
[0,1) x (0,1), ase — 0.

Proof. This remainder term is actually C*~1, since QF contains the singular part of the orig-
inal quotient, therefore the uniform convergence of the reduced Jacobian implies the uniform
convergence of R¢ to RO, O

Theorem 4.9. Given any N* > 5 and k > 2, there exists a C* and strongly convex norm ||-|
such that the curvature exponent Ny of the associated sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H,d, .£3)
is equal to N™*.
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Proof. Let p € (1,2) and let g € (2,00) be its conjugate exponent. Choose p sufficiently close to
1 so that ¢ > min{k, 3} and 2¢ + 1 > N*. Consider the curve of norms

0,1] 3t |-||":=fL,  with f':= 09+ (1 — )% (36)

where ¢4 denotes the standard ¢9-norm and ¢2 is the classical Euclidean norm. Then, for every
t € [0,1), f! is strongly convex and of class C la) and ¢ — f! is a continuous curve of norms
with respect to the topology of Cl%)-strongly convergence (with |¢| > min{k,3}). Therefore,
according to Remark 4.2, t — ||-||" is a continuous curve of strongly convex and C'%) norms on
[0,1). Moreover, the endpoints of t — ||-||* are respectively the £2-norm at ¢ = 0 and the £’-norm
at t = 1. By Theorem 4.6 (which applies since |¢| > 3) and by Lemma 2.5, we have

lim NY,., = N

curv curv’ curv
t—to

Vto€[0,1) and  NL . <liminf N{ .. (37)
t—to

But now, since at time ¢t = 1, ||-||* = 7, by [BT23, Thm. A], N} . > 2¢+1 > N. Hence, from
(37), we have that ¢ +— ||-||* is a curve of norms whose curvature exponents connect continuously
NO =5 and 2¢ + 1. Thus, there exists ty such that N0 = N*, and setting ||| := ||-||"°, we
find a C* and strongly convex norm with the desired curvature exponent.

O

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,.#?) has Neyy > N*. Here we outline
a possible construction. For an integer h > 3, let us fix a function

_ 2 hhh
gly) =1-y -5y

Note that for y € [0, %],

g(y) >0, ¢(y) <0, ¢"(y) <0,

so there is a C° and strongly convex norm |-||” such that its unit sphere locally coincides with
the level set x — g(y) = 0 for y € [0, %] For each y € [0, %], we can associate the generalized angle
wp(y) so that (g(y),y) = (cosqe(wn(y)),singe (wp(y))). One can show that, for every h € N, the
angle wy, := wp(1/h) satisfies

0, 0, h

jR(Oa Wh) 4
where wy, — 0 and R(h)/h — 0 as h — oco. Then, the ratio diverges to +o0o0 as h — +o00 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 N of the associated sub-Finsler Heisenberg group (H,d,.#?) is equal
to N*.

Proof. We repeat the same argument of Theorem 4.9, replacing the ¢%-norm in (36) with the
smooth and strongly convex norm ||||f: 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. O
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