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Uniqueness of viscosity mean curvature flow solution
in two sub-Riemannian structures

E. Baspinar* G. Cittif

1 Introduction

Mean curvature flow describes the evolution of a surface whose points move in the normal direction,
with speed equal to the curvature. The first results in the Euclidean setting have been provided by Gage
[33, 135], Huisken [37], Gage-Hamilton [34], Grayson [36] and Altschuler-Grayson [1], with the methods
based on differential geometry. Since a mean curvature flow can develop singularities even for initially
smooth surfaces, (see for example @]), different notions of weak solution were proposed in order to
study the flow after singularities: Brakke introduced in |8] an approach based on the notion of varifold
and geometric measure theory, Evans-Spruck [29], [26], [27], [28] and Chen-Giga-Goto [12] independently
studied existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions via level set methods.

The level set method identifies the evolving surface at time ¢ as a level sext My = {x € R" : u(x,t) =
0} of a function u, which is a solution to a differential equation. In n—dimensional Euclidean setting the

\Y
curvature can be expressed as K = div (|v—u|) and the mean curvature flow equation reads:
U
n
Oz, U0y U
8tu($,t) = |VU|K = Z (51']‘ - W)alilju’

ij=1

where 0;; denotes the Kronecker delta operator, 0; represents the derivative with respect to time variable
and 9., the derivative with respect to i*? spatial variable.

The present paper focuses on the sub-Riemannian analogue of the mean curvature flow in a group
G, which can be either a Carnot group of step 2 or the group SE(2) of rigid motions. A sub-Riemannian
structure on one of these groups is defined by a triple (G, D, (gi;)), where G is the group, D is a
horizontal distribution and (g;;) is a metric on D. The space has the bracket generating properties
at step 2. That is, if we denote a basis of D by {X1,X2,...,X;n} then {[X;, X;]}i j=12.. m together
with {X1, Xo,..., X} spans the tangent space TG to G at every point where [., .] is the Lie bracket.
Eventually we will choose a metric (g;;) on D, which will make X, Xs,...,X,, orthonormal. In the
particular case where we consider SE(2), the underlying manifold will be G = R? x S*, its elements will
be expressed by & = (z,y,0) € SE(2) so that x, y denote the spatial components and 6 the angular
(orientation) component. We will make the choice of the vector fields

X1 = cos(0)0, +sin(6)0y, Xao = 0Op,

at every £ € GG, which satisfy the bracket generating condition, as it is easy to verify. We will denote the

commutator by
X3 = —sin(0)0, + cos(0)dy.

While studying a Carnot group G ~ R" of step 2 we will denote the corresponding elements by & = (z, 6),
with @ = (z1,22,...,Zm) representing the horizontal variables and 6 = (61,02, ...,60,_.,) representing
the variables of the second layer. It is known (see for example [41]) that a basis of bracket generating
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vector fields can be represented by using m x m real matrices W) in this setting as:

n—m m

Xi = 0p, + (Wa)i, Vo) = 0p, + > > wi iy, i=1,....m, (1)
k=1 I=1

with Vg = (9a,,...,0s,,), (Wx); = (WD), ..., (WM™z),) where (WHz), is the i*" component of
Wz (see also |5], |9] and [7]). Note that up to a Lie group isomorphism the matrices W*) can be
assumed to be skew-symmetric (see for example 7] and [3] for more details). Therefore we will consider
that

W = W =0, 0

Furthermore the vertical vector fields in the second layer can be expressed as

X; = 0g t=m+1,...,n. (3)

We explicitly note that that the Heisenberg group can be considered as the limit structure obtained
from SE(2) via a blow up procedure (see [12], |25] and [31]), hence those two structures, which have
completely different group laws, share the same local structure. This is why they can be studied together,
and used as models of the same types of problems. The interest in studying motion by curvature in these
two groups comes from applications of image inpainting through models of the visual cortex. Recall
that the first layer (V1) of the mammal visual cortex was modeled as a smooth sub-Riemannian surface
with the local structure of the Heisenberg group in [40], and with the SE(2) geometry in [16]. As a
consequence, some models of image completion inspired by the functionality of the cortex were proposed
in [38] and |16]. Convincing completion results have been presented using the mean curvature flow in
these groups (see [42] and |13]). We also remark that numerous image processing applications can be
performed in similar sub-Riemannian geometries (see for example the algorithms proposed in [32], [21],
(2], 2], 4], {)).

The main obstacle to the development of a strong numerical theory for sub-Riemannian mean cur-
vature flow is the lack of uniqueness results in those settings. Indeed the existence of sub-Riemannian
mean curvature flow solutions is known in Carnot groups (see |9]), and in general Hormander structures
[20], but the uniqueness problem is still largely open. Furthermore, the geometry in Carnot groups of
step 2 is different from the geometry in Carnot groups of a higher order step, since it was shown in [9]
that the planes are not minimal surfaces in Carnot groups of a step strictly bigger than two, resulting
in the lack of a family of functions which can be used as barrier functions. Hence it is natural to focus
only on step 2 groups. Up to now Capogna and Citti |9] proved the uniqueness of evolving graphs in a
Carnot group by using the fact that graphs do not suffer from singularities during the mean curvature
flow. In the special case of the 3-dimensional Heisenberg group, Ferrari, Liu and Manfredi [30] provided
uniqueness under the assumption of axisymmetricity of solutions to the sub-Riemannian mean curvature
flow equation given by (@) in the sequel.

Here we will present a complete proof of the uniqueness of the sub-Riemannian mean curvature flow
solution in the generic setting of Carnot group of step 2 and in the setting of SE(2) by discarding the
previous restrictions on the solution.

Differential calculus in sub-Riemannian spaces is well-established (see for example [39]). The hori-
zontal gradient of a function is defined as

Vo= (X1,Xo,...,Xn).

The notion of regular surface in sub-Riemannian settings has been introduced by Franchi, Serapioni and
Serra Cassano [31] as the zero level set M = {£ € G : u(§) = 0} of a smooth function u, whose horizontal
gradient does not vanish. However even surfaces which are regular in the Euclidean sense have points
at which the horizontal gradient vanishes. We call such points characteristic points and we denote the
set of those points by 3(M) = {£ € M : ‘Vou(«f,t)| = 0}. As a result of the presence of characteristic
points we lack a definition of mean curvature in sub-Riemannian settings.

Let us recall that at non-characteristic points the horizontal normal is defined as

_ Vo’u
[Voul’

Vo



and the horizontal mean curvature of the manifold M is given by
m
KO = Z XiVO,i-
i=1

This notion has been introduced in a general setting in [18]. Results on the mean curvature equation in
the special setting of the Heisenberg group were provided in [11], [9], [10], [30] and in SE(2) by [13]. We
refer to [9] for more detailed references.

Analogously to the Euclidean setting, the horizontal mean curvature flow is the evolution of a surface
My C G with normal speed equal to the horizontal mean curvature. If My is the level set of a function
ug, the flow at time ¢ will be identified as the level set My = {€ € G : u({,t) = 0} of the solution of the
following degenerate problem:

du= 3 (@-j _ %)(xixj)u in G x (0,00)
1,)=

(4)
u(.,0) =wup(.) on G x {0}.

In order to establish the uniqueness we prove the following comparison principle for the viscosity
solutions of problem (@) (see Definition [2] below):

Corollary 1.1. Assume that u and v are continuous viscosity solutions of problem ) (as defined in
Definition [2) such that

o there exists R > 0 with w =0, v =20 for |{| > R,
o u<wat timet=0.
Then u < v for every t > 0.

Note that the role of the boundary conditions on the solutions is to restrict the solution level set
to stay in a bounded set. In fact any constant C' could be chosen as the boundary condition without
losing the generality. We choose zero as boundary condition for the sake of simplicity when we study
the asymptotic behavior of the solutions.

The proof relies on a regularization procedure together with a Riemannian approximation. We will
use also the general notation which includes the approximating vertical vector fields given by

X5 =0%i-1x, =1 ... n, (5)

where § > 0 and deg(-) gives the degree of its argument, i.e.,

) 1 if i<m,
degt = . )
2 if m+1<i<n.

We define the gradient
V5 = (Xla X27 oo 7Xma X(m+1)57 ceey Xn5)7

with 0 < d,e < 1, then for an open ball B(0, R) (with respect to the left-invariant metric generated
by Xi,...,Xmm) with radius R centered at the origin we introduce the regularized problem with the
Riemannian approximation

L Xisus X isus .
Ayl = 8 — =20 J0 0 ) X X sus B(0,R) x (0
s 132::1( ! |V5ug|2+62) sXjsus  in B0, R) % (0,00) )
uS(.,0) = ug(.) on B(0,R) x {0} (6)

5 (.
u§(.,t) =0 on 0B(0,R) x [0,T],

and the same problem on the whole space

n Xi(;ueX‘gue .
Aus = (51'4 _ M)X%Xﬁue in G x (0, 00)
) i7]221 J |V6Ug|2 4 €2 JoHs ( (7)

u§(., 0) =up(.) on G x {0}.



Remark. Here we explicitly remark that the solutions u§ to the equations given by @) and (@) are of
C™ type and they are considered as the solutions in the classical sense.

Then we use the following vanishing viscosity solution definition:

Definition 1. A function u is called a bounded, continuous vanishing viscosity solution to [@l) if there
exist a constant C, for any compact set Z a constant C(Z), and for any §, ¢, R > 0 a solution ug’R to

the problem (Bl) such that
. ||ug’R||Oo <C, |VEu§’R(§,t)| < C(Z) where Vg denotes the Euclidean gradient,

e there exists a function u$§, solution to (M), such that u§ = lim ug’R uniformly,
R—+o00

o u= lim u§ uniformly.
€,0—0
This definition immediately implies that comparison principle and uniqueness are valid for vanishing
viscosity solutions (see also Theorem below and [13] for more details). The same result will be
extended to viscosity solutions, proving that those two notions, viscosity and vanishing viscosity solutions,
coincide. This assertion has been already known in the Euclidean setting but not in a sub-Riemannian
setting. Indeed the crucial idea of the article is to establish the following approximation result:

Theorem 1.1. Let v be a bounded, continuous viscosity solution to the problem () in the sense of
Definition[3 below, constantly equal to 0 outside of a compact set, and let u§ be a solution to the problem
[@), limit of problem [@). Then for every 0 < T < co and a > 0 there exists a constant M = M (ug, T, @)
such that

sup  [(v —u§)(§,t)| < Me®,
£€G,0<t<T

for all0 < e <1 and 6 = d(e).
An immediate consequence of Theorem [[L1]is the following:
Corollary 1.2. Any continuous viscosity solution v is a vanishing viscosity solution.

The proof of Theorem [[T] generalizes the proof of Deckelnick [19] to the sub-Riemannian geometries
of step 2 Carnot groups and SE(2). The comparison principle of viscosity solutions is based on the
maximization of

w(f, th) - ’U(é,t) - U(Ua t) - d)(f, th),

for a suitable function ¢ where £, € G. In Euclidean setting (see for example [19]) the function ¢
satisfies the following conditions:

i) the sum of the second order derivatives vanish when the first order ones do,

ii) Xf(,b = —X¢, where Xf and X denote the i*" horizontal vector fields at £,7 € G.

As noted by Ferrari, Liu and Manfredi [30], the main difficulty in extending the classical approach to
the sub-Riemannian setting is to find a function ¢ satisfying the above mentioned conditions. We handle
this difficulty and we consider a weaker condition required on |X§¢ + X¢| (see [28)). Then instead
of following the classical approach for proving uniqueness, which is based on comparing two different
solutions of the same equation, we compare two different solutions of two different equations, (]) and
([@), where the latter converges to the first one at the limit as we send the parameters € and ¢ to zero.

Note that with the approximated equation ([7]) we give a formal meaning to the regularized operator
|Vsu§|Ko at the characteristic points. Indeed, formally if £ is characteristic for every e > 0, then

3 (5~ TSI ) X X5 (6) = D KXot ®

which is the Laplace operator of the function w in the sub-Riemannian setting of G as §,¢ — 0.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2] we provide some basics of SE(2) and Carnot group
sub-Riemannian geometries. In particular, we provide the notions of vanishing viscosity solution and
viscosity solution, and describe the generalized flow. In Section [l we give some geometric properties
of vanishing viscosity solutions. Finally in Section [4 we prove Theorem [[.1] in both settings of Carnot
groups and SE(2). From this theorem we deduce the comparison principle and the uniqueness result for
viscosity solutions in those settings.



2 Definitions and preliminary results

2.1 Definition of viscosity and vanishing viscosity solutions

Let us consider a vector field X, a point { in G. If ¢ x is a solution to the following Cauchy problem:

Ye.x (t) = Xe x(t)
Vf,X(O) = 6)

then we will define exp(X)(€) := v¢,x(1). For every fixed £ and e = (e1, ea,...,e,) € R the exponential
map

e GXP(Z eiXi)(6), 9)

is a local diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of 0 in R™ to a neighborhood of &.
In Carnot groups, using the representation of the vector fields provided in (l), a direct computation
shows that the increment defined in (@) can be expressed as

€ =Tgi — Ty if degz = 1

. . 10
ei =0¢i—m — Oni—m + = Z w(l m) (e, jxn) — e xn;) i degi=2. (10)
l] 1

On the other side, in the setting of SE(2), in order to simplify the computations, we will consider the
increments associated to the vector fields with constant coefficients. Starting from [2], it is indeed clear
how the exponential distance (@) induced by a family of vector fields is approximated with the distance
induced by vector fields with constant coefficients. We consider the distance induced by the vector fields
with coefficients evaluated at the point &, then we symmetrize the distance by following a similar idea
as the one proposed in [14], [15]. Here we choose 6y = 0. Then the exponential increments becomes:

e1 = cos(bp)(xe — xy) +sin(bo) (ye — yn), e2 =sin(fe —6,),
es = —sin(0o)(ze — xy) + cos(0o)(ye — yy)-

(11)
We define the superjets P>+ u(¢,t) and P>~ u(€, t), as follows:

P2Tu(é,t) = {(a,p, H) € R x R" x S(m) | u(exp (Zeri),s)(f) <wu(&,t)

a(s —1t) +szez+ Z eiej +o(|s—t) +lef2) as (e,s—t) — 0},

and P2 u(,t) = —P?T(—u)(£,t) with S(n) representing the group of n x n symmetric matrices.
Note that (p1,p2,- .., Ppm) plays the role analogous to a horizontal gradient in this formula. However in a
Carnot group of step 2, the right hand side contains the analogue of the complete gradient (p1, pa, . .., Pn)-
Furthermore (H;;)i j=1,2,...,m plays the role of a horizontal Hessian. Finally we denote the closure of the
superjets by P2t and P2 .

Then the viscosity solution in this case is defined as follows:

Definition 2. A function u € C°(G x [0,00)) is called a viscosity subsolution of (@) if for every (o,t0) €
G x (0,00) and every (a,p, H) € P> %u(&,to) it is provided that

-

<5ij - T;TQJ)HU if p#0,

[ 1

<
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Viscosity supersolution is defined analogously where < is replaced by > and 732’+u(§0, to) by ’ﬁ2’_u(£0, to).
A wiscosity solution to @) is a function u € C°(G x [0, 00)) which is both a subsolution and supersolution.



The condition at the characteristic points is motivated by (). Let us explicitly note that alternative
definitions are available, as for example given in [20].

We explicitly remark that the set of viscosity solutions is a larger set than the set of vanishing viscosity
solutions. In other words, a vanishing viscosity solution to (@) is the viscosity solution which is the limit
of a solution to (@) as €, — 0. Consequently vanishing viscosity solutions are also viscosity solutions
(see |13]) while the fact that viscosity solutions are also vanishing viscosity solutions will be proved here
in this article.

2.2 Existence and comparison results

In |29] the existence of a vanishing viscosity solution of an Euclidean mean curvature flow was established
under the assumption that the initial condition is identically 1 at infinity. The same theorem is already
known in the two types of groups considered here: Carnot groups and SE(2) (see [9] for Carnot groups
and [13] for SE(2)).

Theorem 2.1. Assume that G is either a Carnot group or SE(2), and the initial datum ug is of class
CE(G) (i.e., in the Buclidean sense). Then there is a sphere of radius R such that ug is identically
constant out of this sphere, and there is a constant C' such that

max(||uol| L (), |V B0l L (@) < C,

where Vg denotes the standard Euclidean gradient. Then for every compact set Z there is a constant
C(Z), such that for every § and e the solution of problem () satisfies

[u§ (. t)|| Loy < C,
IVeus(., 1) L@ < C(Z).

As a consequence, there exists a continuous vanishing viscosity solution u of problem [l) which satisfies

lu(., )l Lo (@) < C,
IVeu(.,t)| L@ < C(Z).

Recall that the regularized equation (7)) has no critical points, hence the comparison principle estab-
lished by Capogna and Citti [9] for viscosity solutions of the equation in the Carnot group settings is
valid for (7)) as well.

The proof of Theorem 2] in [13] is obtained via an approximation, starting with vanishing viscosity
solutions, in the sense of Definition 1. Using this explicit construction, the following weak version of the
comparison principle follows:

Theorem 2.2. Let G be a Carnot group or SE(2). Assume that u and v are vanishing viscosity solutions
of @) in accordance with Definition [, identically constant out of a compact set. Suppose further

(i) For all £ € G, u(&,0) < wv(&,0),

(i1) w and v are uniformly continuous when restricted to G x {t = 0}.

Then u(&,t) < wv(&,t) for all £ € G and t > 0.

Proof. The solution ug’R, which is defined on the bounded cylinder, satisfies the maximum and compar-

ison principles. As a consequence these properties are inherited by u§ = lim ug’R and v = lim w§.
R—+4o00 J,e—0
O

3 Asymptotic behavior of solutions

In this section we establish the asymptotic behavior of solutions of equations [l and (), whose Euclidean
analogue has been proved by Evans [29], and extended to Carnot groups in [9]. The proof is based on a
comparison with an ad hoc auxiliary function. Since at this stage we have the comparison principle only
for the vanishing viscosity solutions, the geometrical results hold only for that type of solutions.



3.1 Asymptotic behavior of the vanishing viscosity solution

Recall that in a Carnot group of step 2 we use the notation £ = (z,6), where x = (x1,--- ,2,,) are the
variables of the first layer, § = (61, -- ,0,_.,) are the variables of the second layer and in SE(2) we use
¢ = (z,y,0) with the spatial variables z,y € R and the angular variable § € S*. We will write |¢| in
order to denote a pseudo-distance of £ from the origin which can describe a neighborhood of infinity. In
particular we will denote

€] = (2% +v°) 2 in SE(2), ¢ = (lz|*+ |6’|2)1/4 in a Carnot group. (12)

In the Euclidean and Carnot settings it is known that if the level sets of the initial datum are confined
in some bounded region, then the corresponding level set of the solution remains in the same region during
the whole mean curvature flow. This result in Carnot groups can be stated by following |9, Theorem 5.6]
as:

Theorem 3.1. Assume that G is a Carnot group of step 2, ug is continuous and there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

uo(&) is constant for all &€ € G satisfying |&] > K.
Then there exists R > 0, dependent only on K, such that any vanishing viscosity solution of {) satisfies
u(&,t) is constant for all £ € G satisfying |£] > R and for all t > 0.

Here we prove the same asymptotic behavior in SE(2). Clearly, if £ = (x,y,0) € SE(2) it is sufficient
to check the (z,y) variables in a neighborhood of infinity. Precisely we prove

Theorem 3.2. Assume that ug € C*°(SE(2)) and it is constant at the exterior of a cylinder. More
precisely, assume there exists a constant K > 0 such that

uo(&) is constant for all & € SE(2) satisfying |¢| > K.
Then there is R > 0, dependent only on K, such that the vanishing viscosity solution u of @) satisfies

u(&,t) is constant for all £ € SE(2) satisfying |£| > R and for all t > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that G = SE(2). Let us fir 0 < §,¢ < 1 and let h(§) = # Forallé e G, t>0
let us call

0 (s > 2),

VE(E t) = \Il(h(é) + te) —CteY? with U(s) = { (s — 2)3 (0<s<2).

Then there exists a choice of the constant C such that the function Vi satisfies

3
XisVEX 5V
8V€—§ 8, — 22029070 N\ (x. X . AVE <O
tVe <J 52+|V6V56|2 ( g J5)6_ y

i,j=1
and at the initial time t =0

VE(E,0) < —1 if 0<h(€) < 1.

Proof. Let us first note that ¥ € C?([0,00)), and it satisfies

’ _ 0 (s >2), " _ 0 (s >2),
‘p(s)_{?,(sz)? 0<s<2, ™ W(S)_{6(52) (0<s<2).

From this explicit expression it immediately follows that ¥/ >0, ¥ < 0and ¥ < 0, |¥"| < 2V/3 (\IJ’) 1/2,



|[W/], |P"| < 12, for all s > 0. Besides if we call

o5& 1) = W (h(e) +te),
then
Xisv5(8,t) = (h(£) + et) Xish, (14)
(Xis Xj5)v5(€,t) =V (R(€) + et) Xis Xjsh + U (h(E) + €t) X;sh X sh.
If so we see
S (617 - S ) (X X9)0 =

= €2 + |Vsvg|?

3
W2 Xi5h X jh
—ev = 3 (6 - S ERXish ) X 0 XX s
‘ (J ar@evsnp | (¥ XuXish + Vi XishX;sh)

ij=1

e (1 (02X, hX 1k

- W) (VX0 Xuh+ W' Xih o)

o (¥)2Xs5hXssh
2+ (V)2[Vsh|2

()2 (X1h)2(X35h) 0"
€2 + (U')2|Vsh|2 7

) (\I//X35X35h + \I/”ngthgh)

since Xoh = XoXoh = 0 and X3 X3sh = X3sX1h = 0. Using the fact that ¥ < 0, ¥'X;X1h > 0,
U’ X35 X35h > 0 we obtain

3
X506 X 1506 297(| Xy 2 + | Xash?
Oyvs— Z <6ii -5 Jév(s)(Xiané)Ufs <ew - = (Xihl” + | Xssh[") <

2 + [Vave|? 2+ (U)2|Vsh[?

i,j=1
21y 2 21\’ |1/2 2
|| |Vsh? 4 24/3€2| W |1/2|V sh|

Uy
eV + e+ (U)2|Vsh2 = e+ (U)2|Vsh2

where we have used also the fact that |U”| < 2v/3 (¥) /2 We can assume here that h(§) < 2 (since
otherwise the thesis is trivially true) and in this set |Vsh|? < 16.
We have two cases. The first one is € > ¥’ resulting in

) 2\11/1/2 hl2 2 5/2 hl?
NE AU\ NG T\ 211

< /2y 1/2 « 1.1/2
2+ (V)2[Vsh|2 — . < /20 4 32/361/% < Ce ,

eV’ +

where C' > 0 is a fixed finite number.
In the second case where now € < ¥’ we find the same estimate as

21\’ |1/2 2 2(q/\1/2 2
24/3€2| W |1/2|V sh| < 24/3€2(1) v 2/3¢
€2 + (‘I")2|V5h|2 (\I/’)2 (\I/’)3/2
2\/§€2

€3/2

eV’ +

< el + < V20 4 24/3e1/? < Cel/?.

Choosing C' in this way in the definition of v§, we immediately deduce that Vy satisfies

3
. XisVEX s Vs .
A (%— ~Er e (Xi5X,5) Vs <0,

ij=1
and at the initial time ¢ = 0

VE(£,0)=0 it h(g) > 2



V5 (§0) < -1 if 0<h()<1

Now we can provide the proof of Theorem
Proof. By Lemma [BJ] we know that there exists a function Vi which satisfies

3
VEXisVsE
9. VE— 51"—M X5 X5)VE <0
o 3;( ST vl et =0

and the conditions given in (I3)) at the initial time ¢ = 0. Up to a rescaling we can assume that |ug| < 1,
and ug = 0 where 22 +y? > 1. Hence the conditions in ([3) imply that VE(&,0) < ug(€) for all £ € SE(2).
Applying the comparison principle to vanishing viscosity solutions obtained from the regularized mean
curvature equation, we deduce that V¥ < u§ in SE(2) x [0, 00) for each 0 < §, e < 1. This result implies

WY — 0 < ue), (15

lim V¢ = \11(
1m 2

e—0

for all t > 0 and & = (x,y,0) € SE(2) satisfying (|z|> + [y[?)/2 > 2. Hence u > 0 if (|z|* + |y[*)/2 > 2.
Arguing in the same way with the function Vi = —Vy°, we deduce

w<0 i (e +y)/2 > 2. (16)

Hence ([[5) and (I8]) give u(&,t) =0 for all t € [0,T] and € = (x,y,0) such that (|z|? + |y[*)/2>2. O

3.2 Asymptotic behavior of the approximating solutions

Here we prove that the solutions of problem (7]}, which are obtained as limits of the solutions of problem
([6), exponentially tend to a constant value.

Theorem 3.3. Let G be either a Carnot group of step 2 or SE(2), and let u§ be the solution of problem
[@), obtained as the limit of the solution of problem ([@l). For each 0 < §,¢ < 1 there exist some finite
numbers B,b > 0 independent of € and § such that

‘1 - u§(§,t)| < Be "Ml forall £ € G x [0, 7],
where T is a positive finite number denoting the final time and |&| is defined in (I2I).
Proof. The proof is based on comparing the function 1 — u§ with the auxiliary function
v§(&,t) = W(h(€)) where (s) = ¢e 7Tt

with 0 < a < 1, 0 < 0 < oo and constant ¢ = 2e%°”. The function h will be a polynomial, and we will
need to perform different choices of this function for the first and the second layer of the Carnot group
and for the SE(2) group. As before we assume that

lugl| <1on G, wuy=0 forall |¢>1. (17)

Now we proceed by using a procedure similar to the one in the proof of |6, Theorem 5.1], and we
show that both in Carnot groups of step 2 and in SE(2) we have

e\ Xisv5 X505 ¢
(9{05 - Z (5” — W (XZ'(;XJ'(;)’U(; Z 0. (18)

ij=1

In a Carnot group of step 2 we will consider a function h(¢) = |z|? + E /14 02 where x denotes

the horizontal and 0 the vertical variables. Furthermore we will express the horizontal vector fields X



by using (), and the approximating vertical vector fields X;s by using @@]). In this case we write all the

vector fields as: g
Xjh =2z, + w; zis, =1,...,m,
! ; I k\/1+0§ !
s TETp .
XXh—Q(SU—f—Z jZ \/H-—HQ Z W, ’L,_j—l,...,m,
00;_m
Xj(;h:ji, j=m+1,....n
1+,
8;:62
Xis Xish= —2—— i, ] = 1,...
R (1+9]2_7m)3/25 1,] m+ ) y 1y
XisX;h = 1+92 3/22wjkxk—Xin5h, i=m+1,....,n, j=1,...,m.
jsh = X;5X;h, then we write

We use the derivatives of v§ computed in (I4)) and the fact that X; X
the curvature operator on the function v§ as:

e\ Xisv5 X505 ¢
8,51)5 — Z <61J — W (Xi(SXj(S)U(S

i,j=1
- U2 X,hXh
<5ij — 2( ) J )(\II’Xinh—i-\If”Xihth)

=0w§ — Z + (U)2|Vsh[?

=
)2X;h X sh
_22 Z ( )|vjéh|2>(‘1”Xin6h+‘I’"Xz'hXjéh)
=1 j=m+1
- XishXjsh
- ¥ <5ij— (v )( )6|V 2|2>(\1/’waj5h+\1/” i5hXjsh)
i,j=m—+1

=05 — Q1 — Q2 — Qs.
N2y, R
Let us first consider Q};. Due to the symmetry of §;; — % and the antisymmetry of wj(f)
(note that w;;(s)'s correspond to a skew-symmetric matrix, see () and (2)) we deduce that

— [ (¥)2X;hX;h s TRy _
_ijzﬂ <6w T er (U)2|Vsh|? (2513 T Z Jz \/H_—Gg Z 1+ 92)3/2) o

TETp

u: U2 X;hX;h
-y 87 — (W) XihXih (251 () 7) <0
,JZI < T2y (U")2|Vsh|? it Z Wi 1+92)3/2 -7
i,j= p.k,s
where we use also that ¥/ < 0 and the matrix of coefficients of the equation is positive semidefinite. On

the other hand we see by using ¥” > 0 that

S (\III)2(Xih)2 " % (\III)2Xihth "
0ij — U X,hX,;h = — = — |U"X;hX,h
Z( SR CDR AT =2\ Er :
i#j
S (X h) " 2
1-— U (X;h
Z: ( 2+ \If’) e )Y K
S ) (X h) " 2 " S 2 " 2
§ — A (XR)2 < U XGh P < 200 e
2
P )2V shl =
Therefore
Ql S Z1\I/H|.’L'|2 S Z10’2(2T — Oét)Q\I/|.T|2,

10



where Z; > 0 is a fixed finite number. ‘
We continue with Q2 and thanks to the antisymmetry of w%) we find that

XhX h L
@2y Y |- Wﬂ‘zp XX < D XX
i=1j=m+1 j=m+1 i=1
2y Y W 1+92 3/22w“’wk|<26|:c||\1/|<6<|x|2+1a—am
=1 j=m+1

Finally we consider 5. Note that

- (\II/)2(Xi5h)2 " 2 - (\II/)2(Xi5h)2(Xj5h)2 "
< Sii — U (Xi5h)? — v
Q2| 3 (- R oo - 3 (e
i+
- (') (Xi5h)? 5 S 3207 5
> (5“‘ez+<qﬂ>2|v,;h|2 VIXigh)*| < D Wt < 230 (2T —ab)* Y,
i=m+1 i=m+1

where Z3 > 0 is a fixed finite number.
As a consequence

O —Q1— Q2 — Q3 >
> oa¥(|z]? +1) — Z10%(2T — at)*¥lz[* — §(|z]* + Doa¥ — Z30%(2T — at)*¥ > 0,

if o and 4 are small.
We choose for the SE(2) setting h(§) =
0 and ¥ > 0 we obtain

0" Then by using Xoh = 0, WX, X1h < 0, U X35 X5h <

9,06 i 5 X16U6X (5’03 (X X ) € >9,0¢ i € \IIN(X h)2
v§ — i — o ——— O 8 Xjo)v5 =05 — Y e i
o T @ Vg2 )T ST T L (9)2 (V502 ’

ij=1
>ca¥|z|?,

and we conclude as before that (I8)) is satisfied. Note that

3

Xis(1—u§) Xjs(1 — uf)
De(1 — ) — 8ij — g 2 (Xis Xjs) (1 — u§) = 0.
2 ( RN AR A
Recall that 0 < |1 —wug| < 2 due to ([[7)). Hence, applying the comparison principle for vanishing viscosity
solutions (see Theorem [2Z2] and [13] for more details) to the functions 1 — u§ (as well as u§ — 1) and vj
we find

1 —ug| <vs inGx][0,T].

The proof is complete. [l

4 Viscosity and vanishing viscosity solutions

In this section we prove Theorem [[LT] which says that any viscosity solution is a limit of a family of
special vanishing viscosity solutions obtained with the procedure of [19]. We provide the proof in the
generic setting of Carnot groups of step 2. We will denote any Carnot group of such family by G ~ R"
while we will use the standard notation with SE(2) for the rototranslation group.

Let us now define an exponential distance in the considered groups in terms of the exponential
increments given in ([I0) and ([[I)). We fix 8 in such a way that 0 < 8 =6 < e < 1. Then we define

d( R 2 2 22 2 2 1/2 19
B 5;77) L 61+ +€m+ m+1+ 6 en 9 ( )

11



and
dy(&m) =€l +-- F e, di(&m) = pBPehy + -+ Bl (20)

We fix an initial datum u¢ and denote by Lip(ug) its Lipschitz constant with respect to dg. We will
denote by «, v, M the parameters to be specified later, but satisfying

_ 47" Lip(uo)”

= (21)

v>2 0<p<1,

Remark. Assume that 8 is fized. The distance dg(&,n) depends on B, therefore, so Lip(ug) does. In
order to remove the dependency of the Lipschitz constant one may perform the following substitutions:

U(&:t) = u(BE,t), — Us(n) = us(Bn,t), (22)

and

Uo(§) = uo(BE), Us.5(m) = uo(Bn)-
If we denote by Lip(ug) the Lipschitz constant independent of 3, that is,

[uo(€) —uo(m)| _ |uo(€) — uo(1)|

Lpuo) = max™0@n  ~  dG7)

We can employ the substitutions given by 22)) and write

Lip(Uy) < Lip(Uo) _ d1(BE, Bi)Lip(uo) _ Bd (£, 7)Lip(uo) — Tip(uo).

ﬂ ﬁdl (éa 77) Bdl (éa 77])

Consequently we have the Lipschitz constant of the dilated initial condition, now which is independent of
B and in the SE(2) case this independence is valid for any 0y (see 21)). Furthermore, if [24) is satisfied
by the functions v and u§, then the dilated versions of those functions satisfy the same inequality with the
same constants. Therefore, the solutions from now on can be considered as the dilated versions U(&,t)

and U§(n, ).

Then we introduce the function

I S Mt e
¢(§,777t)*;€ ng(évn)+ﬁ€'

If  and u§ are the solutions of () and (), respectively (note that u is continuous while u§ is smooth),
with the same initial condition u(&,0) = u§(£,0) = ug(&), we write our test function as follows:

w({, , t) - u’(gﬂ t) - Ufs(n, t) - ¢(§7 , t)v (23)

with suitable constants M >0 and 0 < e < 1.

Lemma 4.1. Let u and u§ be two continuous functions such that u(§,0) = u$(&,0), for every £ € G.
Let dg be the distance defined in (I9) and |&], |n| be defined as in (I2). Let w be the test function
defined in (23)). Assume that

o There exist constants Be, be Re > 0 such that for every |£| > R.
|1 - U(E,t)| < B€e—b€‘§‘2a |1 - Ug(&,t” < Bﬁe_b6|£|25
o There exists a constant C > 0, such that for every € € G, t > 0

(&) <C,  |u§(E,t) < C.

[}
sup  (u—u§)(&,t) > Me*. (24)
£€G,0<t<T
Then
sup w(,n,t) = sup w(n,1)
€.mea, dg(&m<r, €],In|<Re
0st=T 0<t<T

12



. 1
J_ a2 Y 5 . . . .
21062 T Y—Jea*ﬁ 1) and Re :=r+ ;4\435 €=, and the maximum is attained at a point

(€,9,0) with T > 0.
Proof. We first show that the supremum on the whole space is equal to the supremum under the condition
that dg(&,n) < r. Indeed using (23) and (24]) we observe

where r 1= (

M M
> Me®* — —e*T = —e”. 2
5’sgngz;’w(f,77,t)_ € — ope 5 € (25)

0<t<T

Note that when dg(§,n) > r we have
€ i e
w(fﬂ?at) S sup U(f,t) + sup ( - U’S(n’t)) - _61 Zdﬂ(fan)7
£€@,0<t<T neG,0<t<T Y

A M 12 M
<20 — = 2d T —e®
< € s(&m)Y < et

due to the choice of r. Consequently we deduce that

sup W(f,ﬁvt) = sup w(&,n,t).
YT &ned dolem <

Now we show that the supremum is not achieved in a neighborhood of infinity. Indeed for || > R,
we see by the first assumption that

B. M
)

11— uS(n,t)| < Bee I < < e,

= belnf?
Analogously
M
|1 - U(f,t” < gea,

for |€] > R.. If ||, |¢] > R, then it follows that

€ M (07
w(&n,t) < [1—u(& )] +[1 - un, )] < e
Therefore we deduce
sup w(&,m,t) = sup  w(&n,t).
§255 LAEG,
- [§I<Re, In|<Re,
0<t<T
We will denote the point where w is maximum by (é .0, 1).
Finally we see that £ > 0 must hold. Observe for t = 0 that
H o1
w(€,1,0) = uo(€) = uo(n) = Ze'"Eda(€,n)? (26)
. H 1-2 -1
< dg(&,m) Lip(u (1—_76 2dg(&,n)” )

Consider the first case with dg(&,n) Lip(ug) < Mf. Then from (26) we deduce

Me*
4 )

w(,n,0) <

which together with (24]) ensures that the maximum is not achieved at ¢ = 0.

Now consider the second case where dg(&,n) Lip(ug) > %ﬁa. Then we observe that (2I)) and (26)
give
/L

1-2 —1
— T € 2d ) 7 S 0)

w(€m,0) < da(&n) Lip(uo) (1

13



which contradicts (Z5) and ensures that £ > 0. O

At this point we can determine 6y, which appears in (II]). In the SE(2) setting, we will fix

O + 6
0o = 62 77, (27)

so that the orientation components of the points, £ = (ig,ﬁg,ég) and 7 = (in,ﬁn,én), which are the
points maximizing a test function w(g,n,t), satisfy

. O+ 0, O:—0 R
0 — 0y = 0 — 52 1 = 52 1= — (6, — ).

In order to simplify the computations in the proof of Theorem [[.T] we state here some properties of
the derivatives of the function ¢. We will denote the vector fields by Xfé and X5 while we take the
derivatives with respect to £ and 7, respectively. For the sake of simplicity we will write ¢ instead of
o(€,7,1) and dg, do, ds instead of dg (€,7), do(€,7), ds(€,7) from now on, as long as explicit notation is
not specifically required. Furthermore we will use the notation K in order denote a fixed finite positive
number which is not necessarily the same each time it appears.

Let us first collect some properties of the first derivatives of the function ¢.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that dg < 1. At the point (€,0,%), if degi = 1, we have
X0l |X]0| < Kpe'=>d)2dy, |Xf¢+ X[¢| < Kpe'~2d}"doB, (28)
if degi =2
X550l [XT50| < Kpue' ™33 2dod(dp + ), |Xfso+ X[yl < Kpe' ™3 djo. (29)
mally, for do and ds defined in , the following estimate of the gradient holds
Finally, for d d d3 defined he foll f th d hold
Vol > ue' "2 dj%do,  [V36P 2 72?7 (dy" ™" + 526257 77). (30)

Proof. The proof is a direct computation, which is similar in Carnot groups and in SE(2). We first show
if degi =degj =1 and |6 — 0, < 7/4, that

|Xfeil, | Xe;| <1, |Xfej| >di/2, |Xfe; + X[ej| = 0. (31)
Indeed, using the expression (I{), we obtain in Carnot groups
Xfej :(Sij, leej :—(Sij if degi:degjzl.

In SE(2), we use the increments given by ([J) and find

fc — 0
XSy = cos(Z ), XSey = XSe, =0, XSey =1,

XTe; = — cos(= ). Xley = XJey =0, XJey = —1.

When degi =1, degj = 2, we have
|XEei|, | XTe;| < dg, |XEej+ X[ej| < dg, (32)

where we use as structure constants for SE(2) the constants of the Heisenberg group. Indeed we obtain
in Carnot groups

m
&, _ (G—m) , _ ym
Xiejfzwiz e = Xjej,
=1

and in SE(2) we find:

0 — 0 e
X1§€3:X?63:Sin( 3 5 1) = §+O(|62|3>, X§€3:Xg€3:0.

14



From here and the expression of the function ¢ and the distance function dg in (I9) we obtain

X0 = pet R (Y e Xes + 82 Y e XGes), (33)
j=1 j=m+1
where ¢ can be either £ or . Applying (3I)) and (B2]) we obtain
IXS0| < Kpe'=3dy 2(d0 + ﬁdodg)

and using the assumption dg < 1, the first inequality in (28] for degi = 1 follows. Moreover, using the
last equality in ([BI), we find

(X5 + X =2ypue'™ 2d7 232 Z eJZw(] ™ e in Carnot groups,
j=m+1 =1 (34)

1 0 — 0
(XS + X7V =yue' )y 26,1 5% sin(~ 5 inSE(2).

By using (33]), and the fact that |Xf56j| > 0;;/2 we find for degi =1,

X5 ¢ = pe' 2 d)” ‘Z%X e+ 8° Z ejXpe;| > pe' T d) 2(' e )
j=m+1
and therefore
s -2
Vool > pe' =2 d} 2 do. (35)
If degi = 2 and degj = 1, we obtain
X505 = O(3dp). (36)
Indeed in the case of Carnot groups we have
ng'ej = X(?iej =0,
while in SE(2) we obtain
. 0 — 0 de
X§561 = XJseq = —dsin( £ 5 1) = —72 + O(5df§), X§5€2 = XJsea =0.
Finally if degi =2 = degj = 2,
Xgiej = (5(51']‘ + O((Sd?g), Xgiej = —(S(Sij + O((Sd%), Xgiej + Xgiej =0. (37)

In Carnot groups
Xjse; = —Xjej = 6ij.

In SE(2), we obtain

0 — 0 0 — 0
XSse5 = 8 cos(—= 5 =3+0(6¢3),  Xjges = —d cos( £ 5 = —0+0(6¢3).

Now we plug [B6) and ([B7) in (B3) and we obtain for degi =2, and (=€ or ( =17

XS] < ,uelffdv 2‘ ZeJXZ%eJ + 32 Z e;X5e;| < Kpue *%dg%doé.

j=1 j=m+1

15



Always from B33)) we have

- —2
X556+ X[5o| < pe' ™3 dy } Z e X5e;
j=1

Then the inequalities in (29) are directly found.

< f(,uel_%dgé.

Finally applying (33) with degi = 2 and the fact that |Xz%ej| > 0;;/2, if degi = degj = 2 we have

m n
a2 —2
|X§5¢| > et 2dg ‘Zeri%ej + 32 Z erZ%ej
j=1

j=m+1

> ,uel_%dg*2 (ﬁ25|ei|/2 - 5d5d0).

Also using (B3] we obtain
V56| > pe' =2 d}, > (do + Bods).

Lemma 4.3. At the point (é, 7,1), the following holds:
Voel® =0 = |Viol* =0.
Proof. In Carnot groups, the zero gradient at (é .M, 1) implies
d3 =0,

therefore
XSp=0, X'¢=0, ifdegi=1.
Furthermore (54) gives
IVgol* = o0.
In SE(2), we first notice that X*¢(£,9,#) = 0 and X5¢(E, 7, 1) = 0 imply

O — 0 O — 0 A
e1 cos( 52 1) + B2es sin( 52 1) =0, 6c—6,=0,

respectively, as a result of ég — én < 1. From (B8], we see also that
€1 = 0,

therefore
Vig =0.

Let us now collect some properties of the second derivatives of the function ¢.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that dg < 1. At the point (é,ﬁ, t), if degi = degj = 1, we have

ny"n o, =2 g2
| X' X9l < Kpe 2dg "

If degi =2 or degj = 2, we have
XX < Kpe'=28d}, >

If degi =degj = 2 5
XAXTo < Kpe'~26°d} .

Finally, in both settings for i and j of any degree the following holds:

X5 (X5p+ XT0),  |X](X50+ X[0)| < Kpe' "2 5d) >,

16
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(38)

(39)

(40)

(41)



Proof. Tt is a direct computation using the expression of the derivatives already computed in the previous
lemma together with the second order derivatives of the increments. Note that for (1, (2 € {&,n} a second
order derivative of ¢ is written as

m n m n
XGXGo=(r =2 Fay (M eaxGe+ 82 Y axfea) (D aXga+ s > aXie)
k=1 k=m+1 k=1 k=m+1

m
+7uel—%d 22( M;ekX ek—f—ekanggek)
k=1
n

+ ’yuel_%ﬂng72 Z (Xi%leka%ek + ekXi%lXngek).
k=m+1
(43)

We plug the first and second order derivatives of the increments in (43)). Then for degi = degj =1
and ¢ denoting either & or n, we see

(XferXfer +exXiXier) < K(1+d2) <K, 5 Y (Xfekxfek +enX{Xfer) < Bdp,

1 k=m+

NE

~
Il

and we obtain by using also Lemma that

S 1-2 4 1-2 -2 ~1 -2
X{X$¢ < Kue'~2d} (dp + Bd3)? + Kpe' "2 d} >(1+ Bdp) < Kpe' ~2d}, >,
which gives the estimate in (39).
The estimates given by {@0) and (@I are found in the same way via direct substitution of the first
and second order derivatives of the increments in ([@3)).
Finally the estimate provided in ([#2]) is found via differentiating ([B34) straightforwardly. O

Let us now provide the proof of our main result, Theorem [L.I]

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that for each M > 0 there exists an € such that 0 < § <
€ <1 and
sup  |(u—u§)(&, t)| > Me®.
£€G,0<t<T
Due to Theorem 2.1l and Theorem we can apply Lemma [£.]] and deduce that the function w defined
in ([23) attains its maximum at an interior point (é .0, 1) satisfying

- 29C 3y M7y oix_1\3
< 2l Leats )
ds(&: 1) _( € e ) (44)

Since the function w is only continuous, we replace the derivatives of u with the superjet P? % u(¢,t)
(see Subsection [ZT] for the superjet deﬁnition) Note that u§ is smooth so we have —X/'u§(7,t) =
X[(€,7,t) and = X' X Jug (1), t) < X"X"gb(f 7),1). We know by [17, Theorem 8.3] that for every p > 0
there exist symmetric matrices H = (HU) igi=1,,m and Y = (Yj;)i j =1,... m such that

(1) (a, V5o (€, ), H) € P>u(é, 6),
(b, VIo(E,1,1),Y) € =P us(#, ),
(ii) a+b=25e,
H 0

e _ l 2

(i) (B+lan)r< (G y)<a+om
where A is defined as follows:

A= (Be Ba) g XPXo JTXT 6+ XX )
Bye Byy)’ e %(Xlefzﬂﬁ‘f'XlefZ(b) X§1X§2¢ i=1,....m

i

where (1, (2 € {£,n}.
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We employ [@2)) and (iii) to see that for all z € R™

T(H4Y)z = (2T, 27) <1§ 3) (2) < (2T, ZT)(A+ pA?) <z) .

Due to ([@2)), this implies that for 0 < 8 < 1 and as p goes to zero we have
ZT(H+Y)z< f(uel**ﬂd’y 2|2)2.
Since (a, ngﬁ(é, 7, 1), H) € P2Tu(E, 1) and u is a viscosity subsolution of (@) we have

X:o(E,,1)
1, 1)|2

" XFo(E, 1),
P U T

JHy <0, i V(i) # 0
ij=1

a— Z 0i;H;; <0, if ngb(é,ﬁvf) =

ij=1

Moreover since u§ is smooth we have dyu§(), ) = —b. It is a solution and it satisfies

- XTug(€,9, )X us(E, 9, 1) cin
E: Gﬁi_ 12+ﬁvg%ﬂ? E )X%X%“AUJ)

b= _atug(ﬁaf) =
i,j=1
" X5o(E, 1, D)X 550(E,1,1)
< §i — —2 Jo -
- Z: ( €2 + |V5o(E, 7, 1))2 )

X700, 1),

due to the fact that at the maximum point —V7u§(7, 1) = VI16(E, 7, 1), and

7X:7X_;7U§(ﬁ7f) S X?X_?d)(ﬁvf)a 7X77Xnu6(775 ) = }/zj

(46)

Now we distinguish two cases: ngb(f,ﬁ,f) # 0 and ngb(«f, f,) = 0. Let us first consider the case

with V§¢(E, 7, 1) # 0.
We sum ([46]) and (@T). Then we obtain

Me*
=a+b
2T
m quﬁXg(b %QﬁX%(ﬁ
<> (- i+ oo ) KXo
Z_( |vf¢|2) : Z( 7+ Twhem) X
“ XioX5o no> X1oX
< 8ij — ——2— ) (Hi; + Yi;) + 2 8ij — 55— | X X0
Z_( T Ve )it ¥ E; T(E Vi) T
m 2
+ D X{oX5o - X))
Z: ’ (<62+|VZ¢|2>|V§¢|2) ’
m n A2 _ n 412
+ 3 xfoxfo( T v
s (¢ + [ V30[2) V59|
s (X§¢X§¢<|vg¢|2 — IV50l%) + [VEI* (XFo X — X?¢X;f¢>) XIX70,
i (€2 + Vi) | Vo[ ’

(48)

Let us denote by Iy, I, I3, 14, I5 the five terms appearing on the right hand side of the last inequality

in (48)), and let us consider one term at a time.

We set § =6 = ¢?, where o > 0 is to be determined in the sequel. Furthermore, we will employ the

estimate which is found from (44):

dg < €2

18
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Finally we note that for any value of M we can find an e (which satisfies 0 < € < 1) such that

ds(€,7) < 1.

We use [@H]) and observe that

m 3 £
 XfoxSe

— R - > 1 el— 3 372
=3 (0= 22 v < e

ij=1

We use [@9) and the definition of yx given by (ZI)) in this expression. Then we find

Kpue "3 8dy 7% < K(pn ' =95+ 4 )5 17303420y < 5 (1=

which implies for M > 1 that
L < f(#%e(l_%)%""a.

Once we impose on ¢ > 0, the condition given by

results for M > 1 in ~
I < KM~ tex

We continue with the second term: Is. We first notice that

<2 > |IXEXD.

i=1 j=m+1

Furthermore, by (@0) and (&Il), we have

I XEXT0| < Kpe' =3 (0%d) 2 + B20%d) ) Kpe' 2 6%d}, > < Kpe' =2 6d),

if at least one of ¢ and j is of degree 2. We employ (21]) and ([9) to find

I < TR
which implies for M > 1 and the values of o satisfying (B0) that
I < KM~ e
Now we consider I3. First we observe that

™o XX
I3 < 2| : nj¢2| :
PRGENR

Then we employ the estimates given in [B0) and (B9) in order to find

e XIX]o K(y -2y 3™ Ry =2y 3dy " + (v = 2ype a3~

= (2 +|Viol?) ~e2 + ’72M26277d2774(d3 + 3262d3) T €2+ ’Y2M26277d3772 + 72M26277ﬂ252d§772 '

We may write the first term in the numerator as follows:

y—2 Y

Then we employ Young’s inequality mn < %mp + %nq with p =

gl

(v = 2)yue*Fqd] 7 = (y = QT T T T e

2(y—1)
Y

(v = 2)ype® Fyd] 2 < (7 — 2)yurieT D ( N

2(v-1)

19
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~ 1 o 1 —
< K(y - 2)yu75 e (562 + 2@ 2). (51)

The second term in the numerator can be handled in the same way:

3-2 -2 1 (»,72)%745) o ox=2 _(772)(7:2*46) y—2
(v = 2)yue* 2yd] ™% = (y = 2)ypi-Te 20D er-Tpunle -0 d)

. 1 (=2)-40) /] -
< Ry —2)uie R aar (562 + M252526277dgv 2). (52)

We sum up (5I)) and (52) and obtain

m €2 X?X]n(b < R 1 (v=2)(A-40)
— < pnr—1e 2(v—-1) .
2=, @IV

Furthermore we use (ZI)) and find
-1 =0-40) 47 Lip(ug)Y\ 55T (=20-40)
py-Te 20D <K(77 p( 0) )W € 200-1

- M-t

which implies for M > 1 and the values of o satisfying (50) the following;:

. (v=2)(1-40)

I; < Ke 2o-0 M~ = KM te®

if
_ (r=2)(1 —4o)
a= -1 (53)

Now let us tackle Iy and I5. Note that by (28]

IVigl* — |vg¢|2\ < Y IXTP < SPKpPeTdy T g < Ko* Vel (54)
1=m-+1
hence .
L <K& XX
i,j=1
Now, using (28) and ([B0) we obtain
[ XE0XS6(VEOP — [VE6) + VS0l (XS0 XS0 — X[0X]0)| <
VEel* D (XGo+ X]0)(X[o — X[0) < VoI BR>p*e* ™)~ dg < BIV§of* Vol
i,j=1
As a consequence
I; < KB Z XX,
ij=1
At this point we use the estimates given in (29), (89) and find for M > 1 that
Li+1I5 <(0+ B)Kpe' 2 d} >,
This term is clearly similar to Io. We see that for the values of o which satisfy (B0) we have
Ii+Is < KM~ e
Finally we have proved that
Me* ~
o Shi+ b+ L+ L+ I < KM, (55)

where o fulfills the condition given in (B0) and « > 0 is defined as in (B3]). This result is a contradiction
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for large values of M, proving the assertion of the theorem if the gradient of ¢ does not vanish at the
maximum point (&, 7, t).

Now we look at the case with ngb(f,ﬁ,f) = 0. In this case we can write {@8) by using (@6]) and
Lemma [£3] as

Moo yp< m(s H; +Y, 2n Y 5 Ko X5 XX
ﬁe =a+ _”21 i (Hij +Yij) + ;j—%;1(ij_(€2+|Xg5¢|2)) is j5¢-

The first and second terms on the right hand side of the final inequality can be tackled exactly in
the same way employed in the previous non-zero gradient case of Iy and Iy, respectively. Then the
contradiction follows from (BH) as before.

We have obtained the contradiction for both cases with vanishing and non-vanishing horizontal gra-
dients. The proof is complete. [l

Remark. The comparison principle given in Theorem was valid only for the vanishing viscosity
solutions. Now we have also the comparison principle for the viscosity solutions both in Carnot groups
of step 2 and SE(2), as given in Corollary L1l It follows directly from Theorem [L 1]
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