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CARNOT-CARATHEODORY METRICS ASSOCIATED TO
DEGENERATE ELLIPTIC OPERATORS IN THREE
DIMENSIONS

LYUDMILA KOROBENKO, FLORIAN MEISTER, AND OLIVE ROSS

ABSTRACT. This note is a companion paper to [7]. Here we generalize some of
the results of |7, Chapter 7] to the case of a 3 X 3 matrix function A(x) =~
diag{1, f(z1),g(z1)}. More precisely, we make explicit calculations of the
geodesics in the Carnot-Carathéodory space associated to A, and provide esti-
mates on the Lebesgue measures of metric balls centered at the origin in that
space.

1. INTRODUCTION

One powerful approach to study regularity theory for degenerate elliptic equa-
tions is through properties of metric spaces associated to the operator, see for
example [6]. The idea to use Carnot-Carathéodory metric spaces in place of R™
to perform the Moser iteration to establish Holder continuity of weak solutions to
degenereate elliptic equations goes back to Franchi and Lanconelli [4], and many
more results of this flavor have been obtained since then, see e.g. [12} [7, [8] [T, 2].
Despite this, there are very few results that give any explicit description of these
metric spaces, such as geodesic curves and metric balls. The works [10] and [7]
contain such calculations for metric spaces associated to specific classes of two-
dimensional operators. In this paper we extend some of the results of [7] to a class
of three-dimensional operators.

The Moser iteration uses two key ingredients: a Sobolev inequality, valid for all
compactly supported Lipschitz functions; and a Caccioppoli inequality, valid for
weak solutions to a uniformly elliptic equation of the form Lu = V - AVu = 0.
As a result one obtains local boundedness of weak solutions. Using in addition a
Poincaré inequality, one can obtain further regularity, namely, Holder continuity
of weak solutions. It turns out that this scheme can be adapted to operators that
are not uniformly elliptic, such as degenerate elliptic operators. Fabes Kenig and
Serapioni [3] identified four essential conditions necessary for performing the Moser
iteration, namely, (1) the doubling condition; (2) uniqueness of the gradient; (3)
(¢,p) Sobolev inequality with ¢ > p; and (4) (p,p) Poincaré inequality. Franchi
and Lanconelly [4] were the first to apply the Moser technique in the Carnot-
Carathéodory setting. Numerous generalizations of their results followed [5], [111 1],
including a recent result by one of the authors and collaborators [7] for infinitely
degenerate operators. The difficulty in this latter case is that the metric balls are
no longer doubling, and the classical Sobolev inequality no longer holds. A weaker
Orlicz Sobolev inequality might be used instead, but its proof requires explicit
description of metric balls, and estimates on their Lebesgue measures.
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In [7] the authors consider an operator of the form L = VAV with the n x n
matrix A satisfying

A(z) = diag{1,1,...,1, f2(ac1)},

which is a generalization of the two dimensional case of
A(x) =~ diag{1, f?(z1)}.

For the Carnot-Carathéodory metric space associated to A they give 1) an explicit
description of geodesic curves; 2) the Jacobian determinant that allows integration
over metric balls; 3) sharp estimates on Lebesgue measures of the metric balls. In
this paper we generalize some of these results to the case of a 3 x 3 matrix of the
form

A(z) ~ diag{1, f*(z1), ¢*(z1)}.
There seems to be some indication that the three dimensional case seems to be the
key step to developing a theory for n x n dimensional matrices satisfying

A(z) ~ diag{1, f{(z1),..., f1_1(x1)}.

More precisely, in [9] the authors prove a regularity result for an operator whose
matrix has the above form. It turns out that this result roughly only depends on
the maximum and minimum of the functions fi,..., fn,_1. This suggests that the
three dimensional matrices considered in this paper might be the model case that
opens the door to the development of a complete n dimensional theory.

The main results of this paper are the implicit equations for geodesic curves,
and the upper and lower bound estimates for Lebesgue measures of metric balls.
Unlike in the two dimensional case, the upper and lower bounds do not match in
general, only under some extra assumptions on f and g. So far we do not know if
this mismatch is crucial for applications in regularity theory.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we obtain implicit equations
describing the geodesics starting at the origin. Section [3]is devoted to upper and
lower estimates on the Lebesgue measure of a subunit ball B(0, R), centered at the
origin. Finally, the appendix contains detailed calculations of the change of variable
determinant 9(x,y, z)/0(r, A, ).

2. GEODESIC EQUATIONS

Following [7, Chapter 7] we have that the A-distance is given by
1
[ (@)

dt? = dz® + dz?.

1
dy2 +
g2(x)

L2 N S £ S B A

de ) f2(z) \dz g%(x) \dz ) ’

and the distance from the origin to a point with x = zq is thus
o 1 [dy\> 1 [dz\?

t= 1+ (L) + —— (2 da

/ ¢+f2(:r) (#) + 7w (2)

The goal then is to find y(z) and z(x) that minimize this distance, since the subunit
metric is the infimum of admissible paths. This can be done using calculus of

This gives
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variations. Assume y and z are such that they minimize the distance Define ®(9)
to be the distance

d((0,0,0,), (zo, y(wo) + dx(wo), 2(x0) + IB(w0)) »

where o and (8 are variations. By assumption, this will have a minimum at é = 0,

and therefore d(b(‘s) = 0. Using the known formula for the distance to a point z,

1 da 1 [(dz _dB\®
/ 1
2
« z d,
2\/”)%) +0g% ) + gt (8 +02)

2 dy da\ da 2 dz dpg\ dg
x(mex”m)m* m(m+%Jm)“

This implies that

and

T

0 _/0 1 dy da')? 1 dﬁ
1dyda | 1d:d3
f2dedx  g?dxdx

which gives

VT
Since this must be true for any variations « and (3, including 0, it follows that
1 1 dy da

= X
/ 2dx dx
0 dy\? gz2 47 de
Lt s (2)7+ o ()

9°(x)

1

5da> + Q}x)( 5d5> (fzdmdx g* dx dx

1 dyda 1 dzdﬁ)

fz(x)

and

_/mo 1 1dzdﬁx
B 2dx dx
0 du )\ 2 a2 97 az
\/1+f21(m)(dz) + o ()

Integrating these formulas by parts,

Zo
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The left component will be 0, since the variation must be 0 at the beginning and
end of the path, and so

To d 1d 1
o= [ [ 1 b
o dx | ¢g*dx L4 (@)2+ R (2)2
f2(z) \ dz g2(x) \dzx

Because this is true for any 3,

_d |1 !
dr | ¢2dzx ) 2 Uon 2
Vi (8) + 7 ()
Therefore, 4542 1 is conserved along the geodesic. Call this

) 2 d:
o \/1+f21(w)(%)2+g21(w)(%)2
1 dy 1

quantity p. Likewise, via an identical argument for the y component, = — —
d z
i (@) + 2 (8)

f?dx
is also conserved. Call this quantity A. The definitions of the constants A and p can
be rearranged to show that

2\ 2
L+ 5 (%)

dy 2 2
2= 4\ g7 4w/
dx / 1—)A2f2

and

2

1 (d
s, |17 (#)

de M 1—p2g2

This can be used to show that

dy 9 1
dx f \/1)\2f2u292

and

dz 1
B A —
dx H9 \/1/\2f2u292

Finally, integrating these with respect to x, we obtain

_ ‘ 2 1
o= (“\/ 0 - 2"

and

_ ‘ 2 1
A (’V ROk

The figure below shows a geodesic starting at the origin. The point on the curve
has distance 1 from the origin.

3. MEASURE ESTIMATES

In this section we derive upper and lower bounds on Lebesgue measure of subunit
balls centered at the origin.
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FI1GURE 1. Geodesic starting from the origin

3.1. Upper bound. For an upper bound estimate we first show that the projection
of the three dimensional ball B(0, R) on the xy-plane is contained in the two di-
mensional ball Bap (0, R), subunit with respect to the metric given by {1, f?(x1)}.
Let L be a geodesic of length R with the parametrization v : [0, R] — R3. Let
P be the projection of L onto the xy-plane given by v* : [0,R] — R?® where
v*(t) = (71(t),2(t),0). Since L is a geodesic, we know ~ satisfies the admissibility
condition: for all ¢ € R3 we have

(E71(8) + E275 (1) + E74(1))* < & + Ef (1 () + Eg(n(t))?

This is true for all £ € R? so therefore it is true for all £ of the form (&1, &2, 0) where
&1,& € R. This means the following holds for all &1,&; € R.

(E71 () + €275(1)* < & + & f(n(1)?

From the definition of v* we obtain

(E(7)' (1) + &(13) (1)) < & + & (M (1)
SE+EFOT1) + G (1),

Therefore v* is subunit with length R. This means the distance from the origin
to the end point of v* is less than R, therefore the end point of the projection is
contained within the 2D ball of radius R in the zy-plane.

The same argument tells us that the endpoint of the projection is contained in
the 2D ball of radius R in the zz-plane. We conclude that the endpoint of L is
contained within the shape outlined above.

To estimate the measure |B(0, R)| we note that from [7, Conclusion 45] we know
that the area of a 2D ball centered at the origin is proportional to %, and
from Proposition 47 we know that 2D balls centered on the origin have a maximum
height proportional to I F,(( R))‘ By above, we know that the ball B(0, R) is contained
in the cylindrical shape outlined by the boundary of the 2D ball in the zy-plane
and extending in the positive and negative z-direction to the height of the 2D ball
in the xz-plane. Since the area of the 2D ball in the zy-plane is proportional to
| F’Ef’»)\” and the maximal height of the 2D ball in the zz-plane is approximately

IG’((RR))I’ the volume of the resulting shape is given by %. Interchanging
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the roles of y and z we obtain the upper bound of %. Combining the

two estimates gives

AL E

W 0.1 5w ety TG T

3.2. Lower bound. For a lower bound estimate we use subunit curves of maximum
parameter R that are not necessarily geodesics. Since each of these curves is not
necessarily a geodesic, its length is less than or equal to its maximum parameter
R, so it will be contained within the metric ball of radius R. This means that the
shape containing only these subunit curves is contained within the metric ball, so
the volume of the metric ball is bounded below by the volume of the shape.

These subunit curves will be made up of 3 straight lines, one parallel to each
axis. The curves will be of the form

(t,0,0) 0 §t§ a
o(t) = ¢ (a,(t —a)f(a),0) a<t<bh.
(a,(b—a)f(a),(t —b)g(a)) b<t<R

Each portion of the curve is subunit so therefore the whole curve is. We also know
that the curve is continuous. To find the volume of the shape we need to find
the maximum z, y, and z values for each curve. The maximum x value ranges
from 0 to R. For a curve with maximum x value of z¢, the y value ranges from
0 to (R — x0)f(z0), achieving this maximum value when b = R. For a curve with
maximum z value of zg and maximum y value of yp, we want to find the maximum
z value in terms of zp and yo instead of a and b. Note that yo = (b — o) f(zo) so

b= % + xo. Therefore the z value ranges from 0 to (R — T — %) g(zo).

We can now find the volume of the shape by integrating, which establishes a
lower bound for the volume of the metric ball. Let M = min{ﬁ, ﬁ},
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R p(R—a)f(x) r(R—z—35)9(2)
V:/O /0 /0 ldzdydz
R p(R—z)f(z) y
—/0 /0 (R—m—Jc(x))g(x)dyd:r
R (R-2)f(2) .
-[] (= a)gla) — o5 dyd
B R - - }@ ) (R—x) f(x)
— [ (=gt - 355 L
7R7xx7x fE@foQx
- [ (R=a)gl@) (R =)@ - G (R =0 pw)d
R
= [ (B= P f @) = 5(R =02 @)ala) da
R’y
= [ R 0P do
0
1 (R )
>3 | (R=-2P i@ dr
1 (B )
ZE/R_M(R_””) F(R— M)g(R— M) da
1 R 2
=3 J(R— M) g(R— M) /R_M(R—x) da
~ ST (RgR) e — Ry
=S (Rg(R)(R~ B ~ (R~ M) ~ R
= F(R)g(R)0 + M
~F(R)g(R)M?.

We therefore obtain

f(R)g(R)
2 B(0,R)| 2 .
. PO P B C@P
Compared to the upper bound in , this quantity is strictly smaller in general.
However, in a special case when ) ~ m7 the two bounds match. As an

example of this one can consider f(z) = e_l/”z, glx) = e—2/7"

4. APPENDIX

We now calculate the determinant for the change of variables (z,y, z) — (r, A, ).
In order to do this we must first find the derivatives of z, y, and z with respect to
r, A, and p. This is primarily done using the chain rule for multiple variables, in

order to utilize the derivatives we already know.
dx .
ﬂ.
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® 1
r :/ du
0 V1—=Xf(u)? — p2g(u)?
dr _dr s
dr —dx dr

dz .
d\®

z 1
r= du
0 V1=22f(u)? - p2g(u)?
ar_do dr ar
dx  d\ dz

dx 1 + Ig 1 du
Nia vy 0 O3 | VTR g
_dx 1 f( )?
<¢1_w o = )* 0 1—A2f 7 — gl o7
dx
&~ VI PTEP 2/0 0= f(u ﬂg<>>3/2d“
dzx .
dp”

du

® 1
’"‘/0 VI XJ(W? — i2g(u)?

dx '
e /T = N2f (@) — 12g(x)? ./O (1= 22/ () — 2g(u)?) 372 du

dy.
dr*

(" Af(u)? "
i _/o V1= 22f(u)? - p2g(u)? !
dy dy dx
dr —dz dr
- A (@) Y vy T oy
(w — N (@) —/ﬁg(x)?) VIR ptale)
=Af(2)?

dy .
ax’
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7/"” Af(u)

y= d
o V1= Xf(u)? — p2g(u)?
dy _dy dx LW dy

d\ dz d\ ' dA

Af() (i [ Flup? )
(m RE /ﬂg(a:)?) (WP =307 [ g a7 ) *
/“f o Y0 .

o O3 | VIR (w2 = eglar

B f(U)2 ue [ f(w)?(1 — pg(u)?) "
A / 0= 2 f(u)? —ug( DR +/o (1= A2 (u)? — 2g(u)?) 72 °

) [ £ (u)2g(u)?
/ (1—Xf(u —ug( %) 372 d“‘“/o (0= 22 () — u2gu)?) o2

dy .

du*

_/“c Af(u)

y= d
o VI RTWE = g
dy _dy drv  dy

dpy dx dp o du

Af() A A —mae. [ u
(ﬂ e M29(x)2> (VTR | g gty ) *

/w 9 l Af( 2 ] "
o I | VI=XF () = 2g(u)?
g(w)* J(w)g(u)* "

= —Auf(x)? /0 (1= A2 () — p2g(u)?) 3/ du+>\u/0 (1= X2f(w)? — p2g(u)?) 3/2

dz.
dr*

; :/"’” pg(u) du
0o V/1=22f(u)?— p2g(u)?

dz dz dv
dr —dx dr
)2
= (\/1 - )\2;(936()2)_ ,u2g(1‘)2> V1= A2f(2)2 — pu2g(x)?

=ug(x)?

dz .
dx*
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T 2
. :/ prg(w) s
0 V1 —=Xf(u)? — p2g(u)>?
dz _dz dv  dz
A\ dz dx ' dx

_ 2 [ () ’ f(u)g(w)?
Rl (e e L e o e

following the same argument as g—z.

dz.
dup”

_/”” fug(u)?

z= du
0 V1 V(P — 2g(u)?
b _d: do d:

dp dr dp o dp

x

—(1 — u2a(z)? u— A2 ’
=(1—p7g(x) )/0 (1= A2f(u)? — p2g(u)?) 3/2 du — A /o (1 —X2f(u)? — p2g(u)?) 3/2

following the same argument as dy

dX”
de dr dx
dr d\ du
dy dy dy

Now we are ready to calculate the change of variable determinant, det | 22 2% 7% |.

iqiode (dy dz _ dy  dz\_dz (dy dz _ dy  dz de (dy dz _ dy  dz
The formula for this is <d>\ dp “dp d )" \dr dp —du dr ) Tdp \dar T ax T ax dr )
For legibility we set

_ [ f(w)?

4 _/o (1= A2f(u)?2 — p2g(u)2) 3/2 du
_ [ g(u)?

? _/o (=22 f(u)? — ug(uyr) 2 ™
_ [ flu)?g(u)?

¢ _/0 (1= A2f(u)?2 — p2g(u)2) 3/2

du

Using the above substitutions we re-express our derivatives.
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dzx

O TR iglaP

dx 2 2 2 2
=~ AWV (@)? - p2g(a)? A
dxr

s pV1=N2f(2)? — p2g(z)? B
dy _ 2

Y (@)

d

=(1= N @) A= 0

j—z = —Auf(x)*B + \uC

dz 9

7 —r9(@)

g—j\ = —\ug(z)?A + \uC

dz

L —(1- gl - NC

To help with legibility we will calculate the determinant one term at a time. The

g dr (dy  dz _ dy  dz i i i i
first term is 97 ( T dn d}\). Plugging the above values into this expression

gives the following.

VIR @R~ 2g(a) [((1 LN f(@)?)A - 120) - (1 - 12g(x))B — NC) — (—Auf(2)’B + AuC)-

(~Mug(aA + 2C)|

TR = 129 |(A— N f()A— 12C) - (B — 1g(w)B — A2C)—
(X242 (2)2(2)2AB — Aug(a)2AC — A2 (2)? BC + Npi2C?)

=1 = X2f(2)? — p2g(x)? |(AB — pPg(2)?AB = N AC — N f(2)?AB + Ni? f (2)?g(x)* AB + \* f (x)* AC

— 1 BO + pg(2)?BC + N p*C?) — (N2 f(2)?g(2)? AB — N g(2)? AC — Npi® f(2)* BC + N2 C?)

=1 = X2f(x)2 — p2g(x)? —(AB — 12g(x)?AB — N2 AC — N f(2)?AB + \* f(x)2AC

- IEBC+ uig(aBO) — (-Npg(a)?AC — N1 (0 BC))

=1 - X2f(2)2 — 2g(x)2 |AB — 1i2g(2)?AB — N2AC — N2 f(2)?AB + M\ f(x)2AC

— W’ BC + ptg(x)*BC + N pu2g(x)*AC + A%ﬁf(x)?Bc}
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io _dzx (dy dz _ dy  dz
The second term to calculate is — 5 (dr 4 ~ d dr).

(IR g A) [Af(x)Q (1= 12g(@))B — NC) — (~Auf(2)’B + AuC) - ug(xf]

=M1 =N f(2)? — p2g(x)? A _/\f(x)2 (B = p?g(x)*B = N°C) — (=M f(x)?g(x)*B + Auzg(l‘)QC)}

AT N @? — 129 A|M (@) B — M2 F(x) 9B — X f()°C + M2 f (g )2 B — wg@cfc}

AT = @G0 AP E - ¥ Ja7C - wig(a)c ]

TR — (g |¥f(@)AB - X (@ AC - Vyg(oAC |

ig dz (dy dz _ dy  dz
The final term is d“(dr - dr).

i/ TR @ — 2B M (2)? - (Mg A + AuC) — (1~ X f(@))A — 12C) -ug<x>2]

— TR~ B | = Wuf(0g(a A + X (@PC = (4 = X[ = 1C) - gl

/T W@ — g B - Nuf(e)2g(@)A + Nuf(@)°C — (ugle)?A — Nuf(2)g(x)A /f’g(x)?cﬂ

= /TR @) 2902 B| N f (@) — (ugla)?A - mg(:c)?cﬂ

= TR~ 2908 | N f (2)2C — gl A + u?’g(x)QC}

— - VIZ NG G [V S0 BC gl AB + iyl B

Combining together and simplifying we finally obtain
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dr dX d
dz dz dz
dr dX dp

VI=N[@)? — @2ge)? [A?f(xFAB — X f(2)?AC — A%ﬂg(z)gAc} -

VIR = @ |\ BO = 129(aAB + w'g()?BC |

= /1= 22f(2)2 — pu2g(x)? {AB —u?g(x)?AB — N2AC — N f(2)?AB + X' f(z)? AC

— u?BC + ptg(x)?BC 4+ N2 p2g(x)? AC + N2 f(x)? BC+
N f(x)2AB — X f(2)2AC — N2 g(x)* AC—

(242 f(2)?BC — 12g(x)? AB + u4g<x>230>}

= /1= 22f(2)? — pu2g(x)? [AB —A2AC — ,ﬁBC]
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