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SOME REMARKS ON CONTACT VARIATIONS
IN THE FIRST HEISENBERG GROUP

SEBASTIANO GOLO

ABsTRACT. We show that in the first sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group
there are intrinsic graphs of smooth functions that are both critical
and stable points of the sub-Riemannian perimeter under compactly
supported variations of contact diffeomorphisms, despite the fact that
they are not area-minimizing surfaces. In particular, we show that if
f:R? - R is a € -intrinsic function, and V/ V¥ f = 0, then the first
contact variation of the sub-Riemannian area of its intrinsic graph is
zero and the second contact variation is positive.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We want to address some new features of the sub-Riemannian perimeter
in the Heisenberg group. The notion of sub-Riemannian perimeter in the
Heisenberg group, the so-called intrinsic perimeter, has been enstablished as
a direct and natural extension from the Euclidean perimeter in R™. However,
in many aspects, there are fundamental differences that lead to new open
questions El @ . .]

Before a detalled explanation, let us introduce some basic notions and
notations we need in this introduction. The (first) Heisenberg group H is a
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three dimensional Lie group diffeomorphic to R3. However, when endowed
with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian distance, it becomes a metric space
with Hausdorff dimension equal to four; see [3].

By standard methods of Geometric Measure Theory, one defines the in-
trinsic perimeter P(FE;)) of a measurable set F C H in an open set  C H.
We will denote it also by </ (OFE N ).

Regular surfaces are topological surfaces in H that admit a continuously
varying tangent plane and they play an important role in the theory of sets
with finite intrinsic perimeter. They are the sub-Riemannian counterpart of
smooth hypersurfaces in R™. Regular surfaces are locally graphs of so-called
€ -intrinsic functions R? — R. We will focus on these functions and their
graphs.

The space of all ¢-intrinsic functions will be denoted by %}, and the
graph of f : R? — R by 'y C H. It is well known that f € (5&, if and only if
f € €°(R?) and the distributional derivative

VI = 0,5 + 50:(f)

is continuous, where we denote by (1,7) the coordinates on R?; see [1, [18].
If w C R?, the intrinsic area of T’ ¢ above w is

(T NQ) = / J1+ (VI F)2dndr,

where Q, = {(0,7,7) % (£,0,0) : (n,7) € w, & € R}, with % denoting the
group operation in H.

An important open problem concerning (5&, is Bernstein’s problem: If the
graph I'y of f € (fwlv is a locally minimizer of the intrinsic area, is Iy a plane?
See Section [2.4] for a precise statement and |4, 2, [17, 9] for further reading.

In the study of perimeter minimizers in H, we identify three main issues
that mark the gap from the Euclidean theory. First, the map f — V7 f
is a nonlinear operator. Such non-linearity reflects on the fact that basic
function spaces like Cﬁw}v itself, or the space of functions with bounded intrinsic
variation, are not vector spaces. See Remark [2.3] for details.

Second, the area functional is not convex (say on ¢*(R?)). In particular,
there are critical points that are not extremals, see [4]. In other words, a
first variation condition

1) Sl AN (@) =0 Vo ER()

e=0

does not characterize minimizers. However, if f € €*(R?), a second variation
dd—:g » A (L fpep N () > 0 does, see [9].

Third, there are objects among sets of finite intrinsic perimeter with
very low regularity, see Remark 23l The standard variational approach
as in () fails when applied to these objects. More precisely, if f € %,
then & (Tfyicp N (Q)) may be oo for all € # 0, all w C R? open and
all ¢ € €°(w) \ {0}. In another approach, one can consider smooth one-
parameter families of diffeomorphisms ®, : H — H with &9 = Id and
{®c # Id} CC Q, and take variations of & (®.(I'f) N €2). However, it may
happen again that .o/ (®.(I'f) N §2) = +o0o for all € # 0.

condition
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After further considerations, one understands that we need to restrict the
choice of ®, to contact diffeomorphisms, see Proposition Il See also [3]
and [12]| for references on contact diffecomorphisms. In this setting, we ad-
dress the question whether, despite this restriction, conditions on the first
and second variations with contact diffeomorphisms can single out minimal
graphs. Our answer is no:

Theorem 1.1. There is f € (ﬁ}v such that, for all Q C H open and all
smooth one-parameter families of contact diffeomorphisms @, : H — H with

Oy =1d and {® =1d} CC Q, it holds

d d?

€ le=0

de e=0
but I'y is not an area-minimizing surface.

In fact, all smooth solutions to the equation V/(V/f) = 0 are examples
of the functions appearing in the theorem.

The proof of Theorem [LL1] is based on a “Lagrangian” approach to ‘ﬁ}y
Indeed, a function f € 43, is uniquely characterized by the integral curves
of the planar vector field VI = Oy + fOr. We will thus take variations of
f via smooth one-parameter families of diffeomorphisms ¢, : R? — R2, i.e.,
by smoothly varying the integral curves of V7: see Section @l We will then
prove that this approach is equivalent to the use of contact diffeomorphisms
®, : H — H; see Section

Finally, we will consider functions f € ‘ﬁ}y that are solutions to the equa-
tion V/V/f = 0 in a Lagrangian sense, that is, functions such that V/ f is
constant along the integral curves of V/. We will characterize such functions
as the ones for which the integral curves of V/ are parabolas, or, equivalen-
tely, as the ones whose graph I'y is ruled by horizontal straight lines. These
functions are the ones appearing in Theorem [Tl

The paper is organized as follows. Section Blis devoted to the presenta-
tion of all main definitions. In the next Section Bl we study solutions to the
equation VIV f = 0. We construct a Lagrangian variation of a function
f € €} in Section @ In Section [f we prove some basic properties of con-
tact diffeomorphisms. Section [l is devoted to the first contact variation and
Section [1 to the second contact variation for functions f € (fwlv Finally, in
Section [§ we prove our main theorem. An Appendix is added as a reference
for a few equalities that are applied all over the paper.

The author thanks his advisor Francesco Serra Cassano for many fruitful
discussions and Katrin Féssler for her comments and corrections on a draft
of this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The Heisenberg group. The first Heisenberg group H is the con-
nected, simply connected Lie group associated to the Heisenberg Lie algebra
h. The Heisenberg Lie algebra b is the only three-dimensional nilpotent Lie
algebra that is not commutative. It can be proven that, for any two linearly
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independent vectors A, B € b\ [, b], the triple (A, B,[A, B]) is a basis of
and [A, [A, B]] = [B, [4, B]] = 0. The Heisenberg group has the structure of
a stratified Lie group, i.e., h = span{A, B} @ span{[A, B]}, see |13, 14].

We then identify H = (span{A, B, [A, B|}, %), where

1
p*q:=p+q+§[p,q]-

In the coordinates (x,y,z) = zA + yB + z[A, B], which are the exponential
coordinates of first kind, we have

1
(a,b,c)*(:c,y,z) = (a—|—x,b—{—y,c—|—z—{—§(ay—bx))

The inverse is (z,y,2)"! = (—z, —y, —2).
The elements A, B, [A, B] € h induce a frame of left-invariant vector fields
on H:

1 1
X =0, — 593Z7 Y =0, + 51‘83, Z = 0,.
The horizontal subbundle is the vector bundle

H := |_| span{X(p),Y (p)} C TH.
peH

The maps 6x(x,y,2) := (A\z, \y, A\%2), A > 0, are called dilations. They
are group automorphisms of H and for all A,z > 0 it holds 0y 06, = dy,.

2.2. Intrinsic graphs and intrinsic differentials. A wvertical plane is a
plane containing the z-axis. Explicitly, for 6 € R,

Wo :={(nsinb,ncosb,7):n,7 € R} C H.

Vertical planes are the only 2-dimensional subgroups of H that are dy-
homogeneous, i.e., 0y(Wy) = Wy for all A > 0.

The intrinsic X -graph (or simply intrinsic graph) of a function f : R? — R
is the se

Iyp:= {(0,77,7') x(f(n,7),0,0):n,7 € R2}
= {(f(n77)77777- - %nf(??ﬂ')) N, T E RQ} .

If one look at f as a function Wy — span{A}, then I'y = {px f(p) : p € Wo}.
Left translations and dilations of an intrinsic graph are also intrinsic graphs.
For a € R, the vertical plane W, ctan(q) is the intrinsic graph of the function
f(n,7) = an. We will use the map 7x : H — R?, mx(x,9,2) = (y, 2z + %my)
Note that 7x(p * f(p)) = p.

For (no,m70) € R? and f : R? — R continuous, set fy := f(no,70) and
po := (0,70, 70)*(f0,0,0) = (fo, M0, 70— 10.f0). We say that f is intrinsically
€1, or belonging to €, with differential ¢ : R — R, if 5>\(palff) converge
t0 Wiarctan(4(no,m)) 1 the sense of the local Hausdorff convergence of sets as
A — o0, and the convergence is uniform on compact sets in (79, 79).

L' In a different choice of coordinates in H, we can have 0,m,7) * (f(n,7),0,0) =
(f(n,7),m, 7). For instance, we will use these coordinates in Section
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Notice that 8y (py'T's) = L finomyins Where

fomo)n(m,7) = A <—f0 + f(no + gaTo + fog + %)) :

Therefore, f belongs to €, with differential 1 if and only if J(no,m0);1 coOnVerge
uniformly on compact sets to the function (n,7) — 1(ng, 70)n, as A — 400,
and the convergence is uniform on compact sets in (g, 79). Notice that 1
has to be continuous.

The intrinsic gradient of a function f : R — R is the vector field on R?
defined as

v/ i= 0, + fo..

We can express the intrinsic differentiability in terms of the differentiability
of f along the integral curves of V/: from [18, Theorem 4.95] we obtain the
following characterisation, which justify the notation V7 f for the differential
Y of f € 6L
Lemma 2.1. A continuous function f : R = R is in (fwlv with differential Y
if and only if for every p € R? there exists a €*-function g, : I — R, where
I C R is a neighbourhood of 0, such that

gp(0) =0,
g(t) = flp+ (t,g,(t) Ve,
grt) =v(p+ (t,gp(t)) Vtel

Note that ¢ ~ p + (t, g,(t)) is an integral curve of V/ and that g, is not
unique in general. Another interpretation of these curves will be useful:

Lemma 2.2. Let f € Cﬁw}v A curvey : I — R? of class €1, where I C R is an
interval, is an integral curve of V7 if and only if the curve t v ~y(t)* f(y(t)) €
'y is a curve of class € tangent to the horizontal bundle H.

Remark 2.3. In |11] it has been shown that there exists f € %3}, whose
intrinsic graph I'; has Euclidean Hausdorff dimension (seen as a subset of
the Euclidean R3) strictly larger than two. It is possible to prove, for example
using Lemma [5.4] that I'y; does not have locally finite intrinsic perimeter
and in particular f + 1 ¢ 43,. This shows that 63, is not a vector space.

2.3. Smooth approximation. A sequence {fj}ren C €y converges to f
in ‘ﬁ}y if f,, and V/* f;, converge to f and V7 f uniformly on compact sets.
The following lemma has been proven in [1].

Lemma 2.4. If f € €, then there is a sequence of functions {fi}ken C
¢>°(R?) that converges to f in G-

2.4. Perimeter and Bernstein’s Problem. The Lebesgue measure £
in R? is a Haar measure on H in the exponential coordinates introduced
Section 2.1l Notice that for any measurable set £ C H' and any A > 0 it
holds Z3(6,(E)) = M.Z3(E).

Let (-,-) be the left-invariant scalar product on the subbundle H such
that (X,Y) is an orthonormal frame and set ||v|| := /(v,v) for v € H. The
sub-Riemannian perimeter of a measurable set £ C H' in an open set € is

P(E;Q) = sup{/ divV d.23: V e T(H), spt(V) cc Q, |V < 1},
E
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where I'( H) contains all the smooth sections of the horizontal subbundle and
divV is the divergence of vector fields on R®. One can show that, for every
",V € €%(R%),
div(i X + WBY) = XV; + YVs.

A set E has locally finite perimeter if P(E;Q) < oo for all  C H open
and bounded. If E has locally finite perimeter, the function Q — P(E;(Q)
induces a Radon measure |0E| on H!, which is concentrated on the so-called
reduced boundary O*E C OE. Moreover, up to a set of |0FE|-measure zero
and a rotation around the z-axis, 9*E is the countable union of intrinsic
graphs of €3, functions. See [6] and [7] for further reading.

A measurable set E has minimal perimeter if, for every bounded open

set Q C H' and every measurable set ' C H' with symmetric difference
EAF CccC Q, we have

P(E;Q) < P(F;Q).
In this case, the reduced boundary 0*FE of FE is called area-minimizing sur-
face. We are interested in area minimizers that are global intrinsic graphs.

Conjecture 2.5 (Bernstein’s Problem). If f € %3, is such that T'y is an
area-minimizing surface, then I'y is a vertical plane up to left-translations.

Such conjecture has been proven in the case f € €*(R?) in [9], while it
has been presented a counterexample in [17] with f € €O(R?) \ €4}
For an open domain w C R?, set

If f € €y and Ey = {(0,n,7) *(§,0,0) € R?, & < f(n,7)}, then

P(Es; Q) = / 14 (Vff)2dndr.

w

If E; has minimal perimeter, then, for every g € 43, with {f # g} CC w, it

holds
/\/1+(fo)2dnd7§ / V14 (V9g)2dndr.

It is not known whether the converse implication holds.

3. LAGRANGIAN SOLUTIONS TO Aff =0
For f € CK@V and v € €?(R?), we define the differential operator
(2) Ay = 0%v +2f0,0-v + f207v + V! fov.
Notice that, if f € €?(R?), then
Ay =V (V).

The next lemma will be a fundamental tool for extending some results beyond
the smooth case via approximation. The proof trivially follows from the
explicit expressions of the differential operators VI and A,

Lemma 3.1. If {fi}ken C Gy and {vtken C €2(R?) are sequences con-
verging to f and v in their respective spaces, then the sequences {Vr vy ren
and {ATvv Y ren converge to Vv and Afv uniformly on compact sets.



CONTACT VARIATIONS IN H 7

If f € €*(R?) is such that I'y is a minimal surface in H, then one shows
that f satisfies the differential equation (see |2|)

f
(3) \vi V—f =0
1+ (V/f)?
Equation (@) is equivalent, for f € €%(R?), to
(4) ATf=o.

For a generic f € %, equation (@) has not the classical interpretation (Z).
However, using a “Lagrangian interpretation” of V/(V/f) = 0, we give the
following definition:

Definition 3.2. A function f € Cﬁw}v satisfies AT f = 0 in weak Lagrangian

sense, if for every p € R? there is an integral curve v of V/ passing through
p such that V7 f is constant along 7.

If f € ©*R?) then AT f = VH(VFf) =0 if and only if V/f is constant
along all integral curves of V7, i.e., A/ f = 0 holds in a strong Lagrangian
sense, see Remark [3.71

Lemma will characterize such functions by the integral curves of V/.

Lemma 3.3. Let A, B € €°(R). The map R? — R? given by

0.0 (1400 4 B +c)

18 a homeomorphism if and only if
(1) For all ¢,{' € R
(WeMWMO=MwaMB© B(O),

(1b) or 2(A(¢) = AS)) (¢ — ¢) > (B(Q) ~ B(¢)*.
(2) If there exists (y € R such that A(¢y) > 0, then

s (¢ 7465 ) = e

(3) If there exists (o € R such that A((y) < 0, then

it (¢ 33g) =

Proof. Define g(t,() = )t2 + B({)t + ¢, so that G(t,() = (¢, 9(t,¢)). We
first show that G is aneCtIVG if and only if property (1) holds. For ¢’ > (,
define the quadratic polynomial

Qet) = 9(t.¢) - gtt.0) = A=A 2 g0y~ Breye+ (¢ - ).

The map G is injective if and only if for all ¢/, € R with ¢’ > ¢ the
polynomial Q¢ ¢ has no zeros. If A({") = A((), then Q¢ ¢ is in fact linear,
thus it has no zeros if and only if B({’) = B(¢) and we obtain property (1a).
If A(¢") # A(C), then Q¢ ¢ has no zeros if and only if its discriminant is
strictly negative, i.e., property (1b) holds.

Next, we assume that G is injective, i.e., that property (1) holds, and we
will show that G is surjective if and only if properties (2) and (3) hold. By
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the Invariance of Domain Theorem, the fact that G is surjective is equivalent
to G being a homeomorphism. Notice that, since Q¢ ¢(0) = ¢’ — ¢ > 0 for
all ¢’ > ¢, we have

(5) ¢>¢ = WeR g(t,{)>g(t0Q).
Suppose that G is surjective, hence a homeomorphism. Suppose (5 € R

is such that A(¢p) > 0. By (1) we have that A is monotone increasing,
therefore A(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > (. It follows that if ¢ > (o then

B(¢)?
(- 24(0) = infg(t, ).

For M € R define Ky; = {(n,7) € R?: g(n,¢o) < 7 < M}. Since A({p) > 0,

the set K is compact (possibly empty) for all M € R. Next, for ( € R

define Us = G(R x (—00,()) = {(n,7) : 7 < g(n,¢)}. Since G is surjective,

the open sets U cover R2. Hence, there is ¢; > (o such that Ky C U, .

Using (&), we obtain

Ve G infg(t.Q) 2 M.

Since M is arbitrary, we have proven (2). Property (3) is proven with a
similar argument.

Now we prove the converse implication. Suppose that A and B satisfy
properties (2) and (3). In order to prove that G is surjective, we need only
to prove that lim¢ o g(¢,{) = 400 and lim¢—,_ g(¢,{) = —oo, for every
teR.

If A(¢) = A(0) for all ¢ > 0, then g(t,¢) = g(t,0)+¢ and thus lim¢_,+ g(¢,{) =

+oo. If A(() < 0 for all ¢ € R, then there is C' > 0 such that 0 <
A(C) — A(0) < C for all ¢ > 0. We may suppose A(() > A(0) for ¢ large
enough. Thus, using (1b),
0
0(6,0) 2 A 4 BO) -+ ¢+ (BIQ) ~ BO))
A(O)

> "+ BO)t+ ¢ = [H2(A(Q) — A(0))¢
> @F + B(0)t + ¢ — [t|V2C /<.

The limit lim¢_,o g(¢,{) = +oo follows. Finally, if A(C ) > 0 for some
Co € R, then for all ¢ > (o we have inficr g(¢,() = ( — Property (2)

implies that lim¢_, g(, () = +o0.
The limit lim¢_, _ g(t,¢) = —o0 is deduced similarly from (3). O

Remark 3.4. If A, B € % (R) satisfy properties (1), (2) and (3) of the
previous Lemma [3.3] then the function f defined by f(G(¢,¢)) = 9,g(t,() =
A(C)t+ B(C) belongs to 63 by Lemma 211 Moreover, the curves ¢ — g(t, ()
are integral curves of V/ along which V/f(G(t,¢)) = 02¢(t,¢) = A(Q) is
constant. So, Aff = 0 in weak Lagrangian sense. The graphs of these
functions are examples of “graphical strips” as introduced in |4]. For example,
for any A € €°(R) non-decreasing, we can define g(t,¢) := A(¢)t? + ¢ and
we obtain a well defined f € %, with AT f =0 given by

F(t, A +¢) = 2A(Ot.

2A(C )"
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The converse also holds, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 3.5. Let f € (fwlv satisfying AT f = 0 in weak Lagrangian sense.
Then the curves t — (t,g(t,()), where ( € R and
V7 £(0,¢)

(6) g(ta C) = TtZ + f(o’ C)t + ¢,

are the integral curves of VI along which V7§ is constant. Moreover, the
functions ¢+ VI £(0,¢) and ¢ — f(0,¢) satisfy the conditions (1), (2) and
(3) in Lemma 33 In particular, 7+ Y/ f(n,7) is non-decreasing, for all
n eR.

Proof of Lemma[3.3. Given a function g, : I — R like in Lemma 2.1] along
which V/ f is constant, we have gy (t) = V/f(p) for all t € I, ie., g, is
a polynomial of second degree. Moreover, such a g, is unique for every p,
because it is completely determined by f(p) and V7 f(p).

It follows that g, is defined on R. Indeed, suppose I = (a,b) and set
q = limy_y, p+ (¢, gp(t)), which exists because g, is a polynomial. If g, : J —
R is a function like in Lemma 2.1] along which V7 f is constant, then gq is
uniquely determined by f(q) and V/ f(q), where

flg) =lim f(p + (¢, gp(1))) = lim gp,(2),
VI f(q) =1im VI f(p+ (1 gp(1))) = lim g ().

Hence, g4(t) = gp(b+t) for t < 0 and so g, can be extended beyond b.
Similarly, we can extend g, to values below a.

If we consider p = (0, (), then g,(t) = g(¢, (), where g(t, () is given in ().
If p € R?, then the curve ¢t — p+ (¢, g,(t)) intersects the axis {0} x R at some
point, and thus g, is of the form described in (@]) up to a change of variables
in t. We conclude that the map (¢,() — (¢,9(¢,¢)) is a homeomorphism.
Therefore, the conditions stated in Lemma 3.3 hold true.

Finally, since (£(0,¢)—£(0,¢’))? > 0, then ¢ — V£ £(0, () is non-decreasing.
Since VI f(t,g(t,¢)) = VS £(0,¢) and since, for t € R fixed, the map ¢
g(t,C) is a ordering-preserving homeomorphism R — R, then the map 7 —
V7 f(n, ) is non-decreasing as well, for all € R. O

Remark 3.6. Lemma states in particular that, if ATf = 0 in weak
Lagrangian sense then I'y is foliated by horizontal straight lines. Indeed,
notice that any parabola t — g(t,¢) in R? lifts to a straight line in I'y. In |9,
Theorem 3.5] Galli and Ritoré are able to prove that, if f € ¥*(R?) and if
I’y is a minimal surface in H, then I'y is foliated by horizontal straight lines,
i.e., Aff =0 holds in weak Lagrangian sense.

Remark 3.7. One may wonder wether Definition for weak Lagrangian
solutions to A7 f = 0 is equivalent to a stronger condition, namely that V7 f
is constant along all integral curves of V7. This is the case when f € C1(R?),
because integral curves are unique at each point. The following example
shows that strong and weak conditions are not equivalent. Indeed, there are
functions for which the curves t — (¢, g(¢,()) described in Lemma 3.5 do not
exhaust all the integral curves of V7.
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Let h € €?(R) and define k : R?2 — R by requiring that for each s € R
the function ¢ — k(t,s) is the unique polynomial of second degree with
k(s,s) = h(s), O;k(s,s) = h'(s) and 0?k(s,s) = h"(s). Explicitly, we have

2 "

P W (s) ~ W)t 4 hls) — W (s)s + "1 2

If the map K(t,s) = (t,k(t,s)) is a homeomorphism R? — R?, then we may
define a function f € € by f(K(t,s)) = dik(t,s), as we did in Remark 3.4
Then t — K(t,s) are integral curves of V/ and V/ f(K(t,s)) = 0?k(t,s) =
h"(s). Tt follows that Aff = 0 holds in weak Lagrangian sense. However,
s — K(s,s) = (s,h(s)) is an integral curve of V/, because f(K(s,s)) =
R'(s). Since V7 f(K(s,s)) = h"(s), there is no need for V/ f to be constant
along this curve.

As an example, consider h(s) = s3, for which we have k(t,s) = 3st% —
3s%t + s3. We show that the map K is in this case a homeomorphism.
Define ((s) = s, A(C(s)) = 65 = 6¢'/3, B(((s)) = —3s%> = —3¢%3 and
the functions g¢(¢, () and G(¢,¢) as in Lemma B3l Since K(t,s) = G(t,({(s))
and since ((-) is a homeomorphism R — R, we need only to show that G
is a homeomorphism R? — R?, i.e., that the functions A and B satisfy all
conditions of Lemma 3.3

(1): Let ¢ =((s),{' =¢(s) e R. If A(¢) = A(({'), then s = " and thus
B(¢) = B(¢'). If instead A(C) # A(¢’), then s # s’ and thus
)

2(A(¢) = AN = ¢) = (BO) = B
=2(65 — 65')(s® — §/3) = 9(s” — %) =3(s — 5')* > 0.

k(t,s) =

(2)&(3): Since ¢ — —C = 43 and since ¢ — +o0 if and only if s — F00, then

2A
2
lim¢ 400 ¢ — 2 ) = lim, 400 1 15° = +o0 and lim¢_, o ¢ — % =

limg_, o 433 = —00.
The function f can be explicitly computed as f(n,7) = 3n% — 3(r — 1°)%/3.
Finally, as we noticed before, s ++ (s,s%) is an integral curve of V/ and
V7 f(s,s3) = 6s is not constant.

Lemma 3.8. Let f € ng}v If AT f =0 in weak Lagrangian sense, then there
is a sequence { fi}ren C €°°(R?) converging to f in €4y such that ATk fr. =0
for all k € N.

Proof. Let {pe}eso C €°(R) be a family of mollifiers with spt(p.) C [—¢, €],
pe > 0, pe(0) > 0 and [ p(r)dr = 1. Fix f € % with AJf = 0. Set
A(Q) = V4 1(0,¢) and B(C) = £(0,¢). Define

- / VI (0,¢ — r)pe(r) dr,

/fOC 7)pe(r) dr

00,0 =2 gt

We claim that, for all € > 0, all conditions stated in Lemma [3.3] hold for
Ac¢ and Be. Let ¢,¢’ € R with ¢ < ¢’. First, suppose that A.(¢) = A({).
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Notice that A((—r)—A({'—r) < 0 for all » € R, because A is non-decreasing.
Thus, we deduce from

0= A(0) — A(C) = /R (AC =) — A(C' = r))pelr) dr

that (B(C—r)— B({'—71))pe(r) =0 for all r € R and therefore that B.(¢) =
B.({), i.e., (1a) holds
Second, suppose that A.(¢) # Ac(¢"). Using Jensen’s inequality, we have

Q(AE(O - Ae(C/))(C - CI)
= [ 2ac =) = A =)= 1) = (¢ = )oulr) dr

> [ Be-n-BE-n) o) [ (BC == BE = d)

So, condition (1b) is also verified.

Suppose that A.({yp) > 0 for some (y € R. By the monotonicity of A and the
positivity of p., we may assume A((y) > 0. Let M > 0. Since property (2)
of Lemma [3.3 holds for A, there is (; > (o so that for all { > (4

M < e BO? _240¢ - BO?

24(¢) 24(¢)

Using Jensen inequality, we have for all { > (1 + ¢

24,(C)C — Bo(¢)? > / (2CA(C = 7) = B(C = 1)2) pe(r) dr

= —1r)rpe(r)dr —r —7r)— —r)? r)dr

=2 [ A= nrpdr)drt [ (200 A~ 1) = B~ 1) pr)d

2—QE/A(C—r)pE(T)dr+2M/A(C—r)pe(r)dr:QAG(Q)(M—e).
R R

Thus, M —e < (— EZE%Z‘Q) for all { > (1 +e€. Since M was arbitrary, we obtain

property (2) of Lemma B3l Property (3) can be similarly obtained.

The functions G, : R? — R2, G(t,() := (¢, g.(t,¢)), are homeomorphisms
and, as € — 0, they converge to Gg uniformly on compact sets. It follows
that GZ! also converge to G ', as € — 0.

For € > 0, define f. € €°(R?) via

fs(ta ge(t7 C)) - AE(C)t + Be(C)

By the continuity of G. and GZ! in ¢, f. and V/<f. converge to fo and V7o f,
uniformly on compact sets. Finally, Afc f. = 0 by construction. O

4. A LAGRANGIAN APPROACH TO CONTACT VARIATIONS

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ = (¢1, ¢2) : R?2 — R2 be a €°-diffeomorphism. Let
f € €} and assume

(7) Vi) A0 VpeR2
Define f:]R2 — R as
Ve
fo(b_vf@'
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Then f € € and
F 7 Al gy VY ¢
FFod— _ !
(8) Vifoo e (Vf¢1)3A o1

Notice that, if f € €1(R?), then f € €(R?) as well.

Remark 4.2. If {¢“}c~0 is a smooth one-parameter family of diffeomor-
phisms ¢¢ : R? — R? with ¢° = Id, then, for ¢ > 0 small enough, the
functions f. defined by

V7 ¢S
€ __ 2
feod = gt
belong to Cﬁw}v and converge to f in CKQ}V

Proof. The idea is to transform via ¢ the integral curves of V7 into the ones
of V/. Fix p = (n,7), let ¢ := (,7) := ¢(p) and let g, : I — R be like in
Lemma Il Thanks to the condition V/¢; # 0 and the Implicit Function
Theorem, there exist two 4¢*-function s : I — R and g, : s(I) — R, such
that
q+(s,94(5)) = ¢(p+ (L, gp(t)),  Vtel
Therefore
s(t) =¢1(n+1,7+gp(t)) — 1
9q(s(t)) = ga(n+t,7 + gp(t)) — 7.
We define
f(@) = gg(0).
Notice that this value does not depend on the choice of g,, as far as ¢ —
(t,gp(t)) is an integral curve of V7.
We want to write g;(0). Set

pei=(n+t, 7+ gp(t)).

First
L (1) = 0401 (00) + D1 )(1) = V100,
S 04(5(0)) = 0y0a(m) + 0,82 m0)g (1) = VY 62(p0)
Since
S u(s(1)) = 7y (s(0) - < s(0).

we have for s=0=1¢ Vi da(p)

TN 2\P

fa) = Vigi(p)

fo(q) is the derivative of f along the curve g + (s, gy(s)) at s =0, i.e.,
V! f(q) = 4(0).
As above, we want to write down gy (0) in a more explicit way.
2

S0 = 9761(p) + 0-0y1 (p) f (p)+

+0y0-01(p).f (p) + 0261(p) ( (0))* + 0761 (D) V! f(p) = A 1 (p).
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2
510 = 9202(0) + :0,0(0) f (D)
+ 0,0, 02(p) f (p) + P202(p) (f (p))* + Or2(p)V' £ (p) = A ¢5(p)
Since
d2 d 2 a2
FE0s(0) = 750 (58] + (600 - 500
we have
a2 - = d?
T (o) = 7(0) — 4z 9qlt=0 — 94(0) - Gz sli=0
f(a) = g4(0) (Dolio)?
_ 1 N C Viga(p) >
By Lemma 2.1] the function f belongs to ‘ﬁ}y U

5. CONTACT TRANSFORMATIONS

A diffeomorphism ® : H — H is a contact diffeomorphism if d®(H) C
H, see |3, 12]. Contact diffeomorphisms are the only diffeomorphisms that
preserve the sub-Riemannian perimeter.

Proposition 5.1. Let ® : H — H be a diffeomorphism of class €>. If, for
all E C H measurable and all Q C H open, it holds

9) P(E;Q) < o0 = P(®(E); ®()) < oo,
then ® is contact.

We will show in this section that any variation of an intrinsic graph I'y
via contact diffeomorphisms is equivalent to a variation of f via the trans-
formations of Proposition Bl and Remark

Proposition 5.2. Let ¢ : R? — R? be a €>-diffeomorphism and f, f € €
as in Proposition[{.1 Then there is a contact diffeomorphism ® : @ — &(£2),
where @ and ®(Q) are open subsets of H with I'y C Q, such that ®(I'y) =T';.

Proposition 5.3. Let ®¢ : H — H, € € R, be a smooth one-parameter
family of contact diffeomorphisms such that there is a compact set K C H
with @[z g = 1d for all € and OO = 1d. Let f € €°(R?). Then there is
€0 > 0 such that for all € with || < €, the maps ¢¢ : R? — R?,

¢°(p) := mx 0 ®(p * f(p)),

form a smooth family of €>°-diffeomorphism of R2.
Moreover, if f€ is the function defined via f and ¢ as in Proposition [{.1],
then
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5.1. Proof of Proposition Bl We use an argument by contradiction.
Assume that ® is not a contact diffeomorphism. Then there is an open
and bounded set 2 C H such that for all p € Q it holds d®(H,) ¢ Hy(y)-
Thanks to the following lemma and Remark 2.3 we get a contradiction with

the property (@).
Lemma 5.4. Let ® : H — H be a diffeomorphism of class €%. Let Q C H
be an open and bounded set such that for all p € Q
d®(Hp) ¢ Hep)-
Let E C H be measurable. If P(E;Q) < oo and P(®(E); ®(2)) < oo, then

E has finite Riemannian perimeter in €.

Proof. We extend the scalar product (-, -) to the whole TH in such a way that
(X,Y, Z) is an orthonormal frame. The Riemannian perimeter is defined as

Pyp(E;Q) = sup{/ divU dZ? : U € Vec(TH), sptU cC Q, ||U|| < 1}.
E

Let U € Vec(TH) with spt(U) cC Q and ||[U|| < 1. Then there are
V,W € Vec(TH) with spt(V) Uspt(W) =spt(U), V+W =U, V(p) € Hy
for all p, ||V]| < K and ||W|| < K, and ®, W (p) € H, for all p, where K > 0
depends on ® and €2, but not on U.

Remind that, if W is a smooth vector field on H, thenf]

div(®, W) = div(W) o @~ 1. J(@ ).

Therefore [, diviV d.2° = f<I>(E) (diviV)od 1 Jo 1 d.¥3 = fcb(E) div(®, W) d.Z3.
Moreover, since 2 is bounded, we can assume || d®(v)|| < Klv| for all
v € TQ, where K > 0 is the same constant as above. Therefore

/ divU d.¢3 = / divV d.23 + / diviV d.¢3
FE E

E

_ / divV d.2° + / div(®,W) .2
E <I>(E)

< KP(E;Q) + K*P(®(E); ®(Q)).
This implies that Py (FE;Q) < KP(E;Q) + K2P(®(E); ®(Q)) < . O

5.2. Proof of Proposition In this case our choice of coordinates is
not helpful. So, we consider the exponential coordinates of second kind
(&,n,7) = exp(nB + 7C') x exp(€A), using the notation of Section 211
We define the map ® as
Vs

B (6.1.7) = (et (7)o n (7). 7))
Clearly, ® is well defined and smooth on the open set

Q:={(&n,7): Véi(n, ) # 0},

2A sketch of the proof of this formula: it is clearer to show the dual formula div(®*W) =
div(W) o @ - J(®); consider W as a 2-form and the divergence as the exterior derivative
d; remind that d®* = ®* d; the formula follows.
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I'y C Q by the hypothesis of Proposition LI and ®(I'y) = T's. In these
coordinates, the differential of ® is

vé vé vé
o (Te) o (%) o (T)

dq)(fﬂ?ﬂ') = 0 an(bl aT(bl
0 an(bZ 67' ¢2
Since ¢ is a diffeomorphism, ® is a diffeomorphism if and only if J¢ (gi—ii) #

0. A short computation shows that

5 <%) ~ det(d9)
“\Vég )~ (Vég)?’

which is non-zero.
Now, we need to show that ® is a contact diffeomorphism. In this system
of coordinates, the left-invariant vector fields X, Y, Z are written as

X(fﬂ?ﬂ') :867 }7(577%7—) :8774-537—, 2(577777—) :67'-

We have .
s v 5
a0 (Xenn) =0 (Ge ) X(@(en ),

. 3 - .
1@ (V(en.n)) = V¢ (G2 ) X(@(E1,7) + VoorT (@(em ).

Therefore, d®(H) C H. O

5.3. Proof of Proposition [5.3. The functions ¢¢ : R? — R? are well
defined and smooth for all € € R. Since ®¢ and all its derivative converge to
Id uniformly on H, there exists ¢y > 0 such that for all e with |e| < €, the
vector field X is not tangent to ®¢(I'¢) at any point. Therefore, det(d¢®) # 0
for all such e. Since ¢|, (k) = Id, ¢° is a covering map and therefore it is
a smooth diffeomorphism.

The last statement is a direct consequence Lemma O

6. FIRST CONTACT VARIATION

Similar formulas for the first and the second variation for the sub-Riemannian
perimeter in the Heisenberg group can be found in [4, 15, 8, [15].
In all the formulas below, we set ¢ := V/ f.

Proposition 6.1. Let f € ‘ﬁ}y be such that I'y is an area-minimizing surface.
Then for all V1, Va € €>°(R?) it holds

(10) 0= /RQ [\/%7 (—w vvi—7r- Afvl) +4/1 +¢2&7V1} dndr.

and

Proposition 6.2. Let f € €°(R?) be such that for all Vo € €>°(R?) the
equation ([0 holds. Then (IQ) holds as well for all Vi € €>°(R?).
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Proposition 6.3. A function f € €>°(R?) satisfies (1) for all Vo € €>°(R?)
if and only if

f T
(12) (V1 420, 1)V ( 2 w) 0

6.1. Proof of Proposition6.1l Let f € 3, w C R? an open and bounded
set and V = (V4,V3) : R? — R? a smooth vector field with sptV CC w. Let
¢ : R? — R? be a smooth one-parameter family of diffeomorphism such that
{¢¢ # 1d} C sptV for all € > 0 and, for all p € R?,

?°(p) =p
0t (p)le=0 = V' (p).

Notice that V£ ¢f = 0p0] + fO-¢] is not zero for € small enough, because
v/ ¢ converges to 1 uniformly as e — 0. Hence, by Proposition €] there is

an interval I = (—¢€, €) such that the function given by

€ v¢2
(13) food = 152

is well defined for all € € I. Define v: I — R as

= / \/1+ (Vief)2dndr

= / \/1 + (Ve fe) 0 ¢¢)2 J4e dndr,
where we performed a change of coordinates via ¢¢ and
J(be = 877(?587(?5 - 8T¢ian¢§

is the Jacobian of ¢¢. Using equality (8) and Lemma B.]] it is immediate to
see that ~ is continuous.

Lemma 6.4. The function v : I — R is continuously differentiable and

fe €
9 0= [ | A a0

1+ (VF 1) 0 6020 | dndr,

where
Ao A7 s .
(19 A9 = Grgne ~2rgp Y oo
Vfae¢§ f e V ¢2 € f 1€ V ¢2 c

Proof of Lemma[6-4 First, suppose f € €>°(R?). Then ~ € Cg‘x’( ) and

o (V1) 0 ) o o
””‘M%H((W) s Vet

L (VF 1) 0 6020y | dn .
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Applying the formula in Proposition -1l and the identity V9, = 9.V7, one
obtains

ae((vfefE) 0 ¢°) = Ay(e)
and thus formula (I4)) holds in the smooth case.

Next, suppose f = foo is the limit in €, of a sequence fj, € €°°(R?), as
in Lemma 24 Notice that V/¢$ is not zero for ¢ small enough and k large
enough. Indeed, |vfk¢i - Vfoogbﬂ < ||f/€ - fHZOO(sptV)||8T¢i||$°°(spt\/) and
V/=¢$ converges to one uniformly on R? as ¢ — 0. Hence, there is an interval
I C R centered at zero such that the functions fj . as in Proposition [d.I] are
well defined for e € I and, without loss of generality, for all k£ € N U {co}.
For k € NU {oo}, define v, : I — R as

@)= [ 1+ (Ve fr 2 dnar

Define also the function 1 : I — R as the right-hand side of (I4)). From
Lemma 3.1}, it follows that {Ay, }ren converges to Ay uniformly on I. There-
fore, we have that {y}ren and {7} }ren converge to v and 7 uniformly on

I. We conclude that v € €1(I) and v = 7. O
In order to evaluate 4/(0), notice that
vigr=1 vigh=f
V0 |e—0 = Vi1 VI 0edyle—o = VIV,
Algt =0 Algy =y
A 0| =0 = ATV} AT 0| =0 = A Vs

Therefore

Ap(0) = ATV, — 20V — FATV.
Moreover, using the facts 0,¢? = (9,7¢g = 0 and angb? = 0,¢9 = 1 and that
the derivatives 0., 0, and 0; commute, we have

66J¢€|€:0 = a17‘/1 + 87—‘/2-
Putting all together, we obtain

7’(0)=/w [L <AfV2—2¢-VfV1_f.AfV1)+

Ve
+V1+92(0,Vi + (971/2)} dndr.

Since I'y is an area-minimizing surface, then ~/(0) = 0 for all V;,V5 €
€>°(R?). Since this expression is linear in V, then we obtain both conditions
(I0) and (IID. O

6.2. Proof of Proposition Let Vi € €°(R?) and set V5 := fV; €
%> (R?). Then

(0
0= — AV + 1+ 420, V5| dnd
/R2[ Tr o 2 (0 2| dndr

:/ [L(vfwl + 29V + AT )+
R2

Vit
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+ V1 +42(0- fV1 + fafrvl):| dndr

I B AV

f
+ <L1VTZ2 + \/Wan> Vit

+ 1+ 92V — anvl)} dndr

v
-J. [WWV“@ ATV — VTH RV V4

+ 1+ 42V — anvl)} dndr

Hence (I0) holds true for Vi as well. O

6.3. Proof of Proposition We have for all Va € €>°(R?)

L IAVZAYA / 20. V5| dnd
:-/ v VfV2+MVfV2+67(\/1+¢2)V2 dndr
R? 1+ 2 V142
— af L Vo 4+ 0. FV L V-
/R2 VIV ( *1%_1!)2) 2+ 0 f ( Tt o2 2+
v/ (o: _Y o, fv! I o, QLVJF
(0
——0; dndr.
Jiarr Ve dndr

Therefore, using the fact that 9,4 = VS (0, f) + (0, f)?, we get that () is

equivalent to
viv/f L 20, f - v/ L —0.
<¢1+w2>+ ! < 1+w2>

7. SECOND CONTACT VARIATION
Similarly to the previous sections, we set ¢ := V7 f.

Proposition 7.1. If the intrinsic graph of f € 6y, is an area-minimizing
surface, then, for all Vi, Vo € €>°(R?), we have:
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(16) 0 < I ;(V1,Va) ::/

[(AfVQ —20VIVi - fATV)?
RQ

(1+92)2

P <—4AfV2 S VZA TR V24 7N A T8
(L44?)2
+6 - VIV - ATV 60 (VI1R)?) +
+ 2#@% — 20V, — fFATV) (9, Vi + 0- V) +
(L +142)2

+2(1+ 922 (0,10, Vs — aTvlanvz)} dndr.

7.1. Proof of Proposition [T.1l Let w C R? be an open and bounded set
and V = (V1, V2) : R? — R? a smooth vector field with sptV CC w. Let ¢¢ =
(@5, #%) : R? — R? be a smooth one-parameter family of diffeomorphism such
that {¢¢ # Id} C sptV for all € > 0 and, for all p € R?,

?°(p) =p
e (p)|e=0 = V(p)-

Define W;(p) := 02¢¢(p)|e=o. Then W = (Wi, Ws) : R? — R? is a smooth
vector field with sptW CC w.
As for the first variation, see Section [6.1] define

v(e) := /w 1+ (Vief)2dndr.

Lemma 7.2. The function v : I — R is twice continuously differentiable
and

" Af(e)2 (erfe ° ¢€)Bf(€)
w 70= [<1 F ol (U (Vg o0}
(V0 ) Ar(e)
(14 (V/efeoge)?)z
where Ag(€) is defined as in (I5) and

J¢e+

Oedge + (1 + (VFe fo 0 ¢9)2) 20204 | dy dz,

_ A2y A0 - V04

B = —
N R 2
o AOg5 - VIoby Aeh - VIR (Agh - (VD)
(V769)3 (V769)3 (V799)t
_ VIOkes - Aley  VI0gs - ATogs VIO Alof- VIO
(V/69)3 (V/69)3 (V/69)t
L V70 - VI01 - AT | VIgh - VI024] - A6
(V/95)* (V/69)t
Foe Vo o - AT o€ Foe  (VFO.66)2 - AT e
+3V ¢2 V 85¢614A 3€¢1 _12V ¢2 (V 85(?12 A ¢1+
(V/9) (V765)

VIO - AOpy Vs - A2 VI g5 A Dp - VD

(V/¢9)? (V/g9)? (V7g9)*
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Proof of Lemmal[Z2 This lemma is a continuation of Lemma
First, suppose f € €°°(R?). Then, the function + is smooth and its second
derivative is

" . (OE(erfe o QSE))Z
(a0 /w [(1 + (Ve fo 0 ¢)2)3
fef o e e f o bt
L (VI feo )R (VH fe 1¢)J¢6+
(1+ (V/ fo 0 69)2)3
(V< fe 0 ¢9)0e(V< fe 0 ¢°)
(L4 (Ve feo ¢£)2)3

+ (14 (Ve fe 0 ¢9)2)202 T4 | dy da.

J¢e+

+2

85J¢)e+

One checks by direct computation that
ae(vfefe o gbe) = Af(e)’
(VI fe 0 6°) = By(e),
thus (7)) is proven in the smooth case.

Next, suppose f = foo is the limit in %3, of a sequence f, € €>(R?),
as in Lemma [Z4l Define f and I C R and 74 : I — R as in the proof
of Lemma Define also n : I — R as the right-hand side of (I7)). By
Lemma BT {Ay, }ren and { By, }ren converge to Ay and By uniformly on 1.

Therefore, we have that the convergences v, — v and 7, = 7/ and 7 — n
are uniform on I. We conclude that v € €2(I) and 7" = . O

Next, one can directly check that

ATVy — 2V IV — FATV)?
7//(0) :/ |:( 2 ,l/} 1 _ f 1) +
. (1+02)3

1+ 2

+6f- VIV ATV 46y - (V1))
v
(1 +2)
+ (L4472 (9, W1 + 0, Wa + 29,110, Va — 0,119, V2) | dipdr.

+2 (ATVy — 20V, — fFATV1)(0,V1 + 0:Va)+

N[

Finally, if 'y is an area-minimizing surface, then 4’(0) = 0 and 4" (0) > 0.
Notice that the terms containing W; and W» in the expression of 4”(0) are
zero because 7/(0) = 0. So, the second variation formula (I6]) is proven. [

8. CONTACT VARIATIONS IN THE CASE Aff =0

In this final section we prove our main result. We show that there is a
quite large class of functions in (5W1V that satisfy both conditions on the first
and second contact variation. Since we know that the only intrinsic graphs
of smooth functions that are area minimizers are the vertical planes, our
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result shows that variations along contact diffeomorphisms are not selective
enough.
As usual, we set 1) := V7 f.

Lemma 8.1. Let f € €°(R?) be such that ATf =0. Then
(ATV, — 29V Vy — FATTA)?
[ (1+¢2)2 "
+ 0, <Ll> (va2 - vf(fvl))z] dndr.
(1+92)2

The proof is very technical and it is postponed to the last section below.

Iy(Vy,Va) = /

RQ

Theorem 8.2. Let f € ‘ﬁ}y be such that AT f =0 in weak Lagrangian sense.
Then both equalities (I0) and (1) and also the inequality ([I6]) are satisfied
for all V1, Va € €2°(R?).

Proof. We first prove that both equalities (I0) and (II]) are satisfied. Let
{fr}ken C €>*(R?) be a sequence converging to f in %}, and such that
Arfi, =0, as in Lemma B8 Fix V1, Vs € €°(R?). Then ([2) and (I0) are
satisfied by all fj thanks to Propositions and Passing to the limit
k — oo, we prove that f satisfies them too.

Now, we prove that the inequality (I6) holds true. If f € €°°(R?), then

we can apply Lemma Bl where 0, < v} = 9% _ > because of
(1+42)2 (1+¢2)2
Lemma So, (I6) is proven for f smooth. For f € %, let {fx}ren C
%*°(R?) as in Lemma B8 From Lemma B.1] follows that, for fixed V4, Vs €
€>°(R?), it holds
lim Il (Vi,Va) = 11 §(V4, Va),
k—o0

thus IIf(Vl,VQ) > 0. O

8.1. Proof of Lemma 8.1l The proof of this lemma is just a computation,
but quite elaborate. For making the formulas more readable, we decided to
drop the sign of integral along the proof. In other words, all equalities in
this section are meant as equalities of integrals on R%. We will constantly
use the formulas listed in Appendix [A] together with V¢ = 0.

Before of all, we reorganise the integral in ([I0]):

(ATVy — 29V — fATV)? N

(©) (1+92)3

(®) +ﬁ (+6f - VIV ATVA + 69 - (VI17)?)
(©) 2(1 +w1/12)% (—21/)VfV1 - fAfVl) 0,1

(@) +2(1 f;z %AfVQaTVQ

(©) a fw)é <—4AfV2 VIV —2viv,. AfV1>
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Y
@®  + 2m (AfVQ(?nvl +(~20VI 1, — fAfvl)aTvz)

(®) +2(1 4 92)2 (0,10, Vo — 0:V10,V2).
In the following lemmas we will study [DHHE), [@)] and [@)+[D)]+ &) separately

in order to obtain the expansion of the square in the second term of the
integral in Lemma

W= o=

Lemma 8.3.

L W 5
B+ = 0- (m) (Vf(fvl)) .

Proof of Lemma 8.3

B (0
O e
__ v
(1+1?)
(0
= 3m <Vf(f(VfV1)2) + T/J(val)2>

(69 VAATVA +60(9/13)?)

N[

(3 IV (VI 4 (v 2)

N

o, F(VIV)E + 35— (v

(L4922 (1+9?)
3 2 o f 1\ 2 )2
———0: viv)y +3——~
2aremt Y
g v

(1492)2
Y@V + ATV — SO
(1+14?)
Ll(val)2+ Llfvf‘/la Vit
(1+¢2)2 (1+92)2
LlfAfvlval +2L1f Afvla Vi.
(1+y?%)2 (1+12)2
We have two particular terms in this expression:

_v _v
(1+9?)? (1+92)?
_ 4 foprof
=2 \Y VIiVi)o- Vi
(1+1/J2)% (f 1) 1
Y 29 f f Y
—(f*V'WV)V'o VL =20, f———
(1+1/)2)5(f 1) 1 f(1+¢ 21

ﬁfavf‘/l(vf(%—‘/l + 0Tf0TV1)

N

(VIv)2.

NI

20V + fAT)0,

(NI

=4

-2

@ =4 fVIVio v +2 2a'vie.v

=2 (fPvivo-v

=2
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-AVivio,vivy
(1+42)2

== fron(vIvi)?

1
_ Y 2o i \2 Y 2\ (o 1,2
37< >f (V)" + (1+1/)2)%(9T(f )(VIW)

and

iafviviv

(1+92)2
== ARk

¥
(1402)2

¢ O
(L+y2)2 2

= ———(V/Vi)’ + fo-F(VIV1)?

(val)Q +

Therefore:
2

Frra2
(1+w2)%(v ):*'+@+0

¥ (V)% + 6, (

= —4

=-3

(1+92):2

Putting this together,

In () we used formula (IS)). O
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Lemma 8.4.
Y

D= 0, - | (V)2

< <<1+w2>5> -
Proof of Lemma[8.4)
LlAf‘/QaT‘/Q
(1+y2)3
_v
(1+2)3

Y

= 0.V’
(1+v2)3

= Ur (#) (VfVQ)Q.
1+ v}
In (%) we used formula (IS)). O

—
*
~

ARV R VEATA

Lemma 8.5.

©+ @+ = —20, ( v

—— | V() VIV,
(14—1/12)5) (fV1)VIV,

@)= 2(1+ 1/)) (OV10-Va — 0- V10, V2)
D2 (VIVL = f0,1)0,Va — 0, Vi(VIVy — O, V3))

(VIV10:Va — 0. ViV V).

I
[\ [\ [\
—~
—_
+
<,
\_/
N[ N N=

=2(1 +v?)

0= (AMV20,V + (=209 Wi - FATVA),13)

MI»—A

1+zp2

1+w2 ——— (ATVR(VIVA = f0.VA) = 20V Vi Vs — FATVAO V)
2

W . ( FOVIA Vs — FOVaATVE + ATV — 20V 118, vz)
1 +92)2

@,
— 4T 1
(1+42))
O (VIV)VI VL + ATV — 299 vlaTvg)

<1/18TV1VfV2 + fO(VIVIVI Va4 0, VoV Vi +

Y

-2
(1+u2)

(v0VAVIVe + F0,(VIVR)V Vot

+FO-(VIV) VIV + ATV Y — wvalaTvz> .
In (%) we used formula (IS).

1+19?)

@D+ = 2 ( = (VIV10,V — 0. ViV Va)+
(1+192)2



CONTACT VARIATIONS IN H 25

Y

+2—
(1+ 02

(zpaTvlvaQ + fO(VIVI)V Vot

I S NAZATA\ AT NATA v2A v wfvlaTvz>
= 2%(valaTv2 — 0, ViV V) +
(1 + 42}
Y

yo—
(1+9?)

(faT(valvaQ) + AfVQval) .

N

@1+ [D+ @) = ﬁ <—4AfV2VfV1 - 2VfV2AfV1) +[D+ =
2
Y

—E (—ATRYIV - VIVRATV 4+ fO(VIVVI) ) +
(102}

=2

1
+ 22— (VIV10, Vo — 0, V1V )
(1+142)2
= 2% (—vf(vazval) + faT(VfV1VfV2)> +
2

L
(1+4?)2
_v
(1+92)2
(VIV10:Va — 0. ViV V)

+2 (VIV10.Va — 0. ViV V)

= 2#04va2va1 — 20, AZAAZATEE
(1+42)2

<

—2 -0, fVIVIVIV, + 2

(1+442)2 (1+2)

=20, (#) fvalvf]/2+2¥1
(1+y2)2 (1+y2)2

In particular, we have

=

(VIV10.Va — 0. ViV V).

1

——(VIVi0. v — 0. iV V,) = —
(1+92)2

and

1 1 P
0| ———— | =——vo = o, | —— | .
<<1+w2)2> (1+¢2)5¢ v v ((1+¢2)2>

Therefore

©+ [0+ =
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Y

1
= —20, (7;) VIV, + 22— (V0. Va — 0. ViV V)

(1+2)} (1+2)?

?)
= 20, <Ll> VIV, — 2000, <Ll> \ZATAA
(1+92)2 (1+192)2

Y
— 29, - | V() VT
<(1+¢2)5> (fV1)VI V3

O

APPENDIX A. USEFUL FORMULAS
In the case f € €°(R?), the adjoint operator of V/ is
(V) =-v/-0.f,
ie., if A, B € €>(R?) and one of them has compact support, then

/ A-VdendT:—/ [va-BJran-A-B dndr.
R2 R2

Notice that, if f is smooth, the following holds:
877 = vf - faTa
0,V =v1o, + 0, fo,.

If A, B,C € €>*(R?) and one of them has compact support, then
(18)

/ A-BTB-VdendT:—/ <VfA-BTB-C+A-8TVfB-C> dn dr.
R2 R2
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