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MAXIMUM AND COMPARISON PRINCIPLES FOR CONVEX FUNCTIONS
ON THE HEISENBERG GROUP
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1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose in this paper is to establish pointwise estisfatea class of convex func-
tions on the Heisenberg group. An integral estimate forsotas convex functions in
terms of the Monge—Ampeére operator B8ti was proved by Aleksandrov, see [3, The-
orem 1.4.2]. Such estimate is of great importance in therthebweak solutions for
the Monge—Ampere equation, and its proof revolves arotedgeometric features of
the notion of normal mapping or sultidirential inR" [3, Definition 1.1.1] which yield
in addition the useful comparison principle for Monge-Aen@ measures, [3, Theorem
1.4.6].

On the Heisenberg group, and more generally in Carnot greepsral notions of con-
vexity have been introduced and compared in [2] and [4]. Tdteon of convex function
we use in this paper is given in Definition 2.2, and a naturaktjon is if similar compar-
ison and maximum principles hold in this setting. A reasarilits question is that those
estimates would be useful in the study of solutions for negeidjence equations of the
form a;X; X; wherea;; is a uniformly elliptic measurable matrix ang are the Heisen-
berg vector fields. The fliculty for this study is the doubtful existence of a notion of
normal mapping ifH" suitable to establish maximum and comparison principles.

In this paper we address this question and follow a roufierdint from the one de-
scribed above for convex functions, and in particular, wadibuse any notion of normal
mapping. This approach was recently used by Trudinger andg\Wa study Hessian
equations [6]. Our integral estimates are in terms of thieohg Monge—Ampere type
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operator: def{(u) + 12 (u;)?, see Definition 2.1. We first establish by means of integra-
tion by parts a comparison principle for smooth functionisedrem 3.1, and then extend
this principle to "cones” Theorem 4.7. This together witle theometry inH" leads by
iteration to the maximum principle Theorem 5.5. We nextreate the oscillation of{—
convex functions Proposition 6.2 that permits to extenddafinition of Monge—Ampere
measure to continuous/—convex functions and obtain a general comparison priacipl
Theorem 6.7.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains prediries abou" and the
definitions of#{—convexity. In Section 3 we prove the comparison principled? func-
tions. Section 4 contains the proof that "cones” agreein) Wi—convex functions on
the boundary are aboveinside, and the comparison principle for cones Theorem 4.7.
In Section 5 we prove a maximum principle similar to Aleksawk estimate aforemen-
tioned. Finally, Section 6 contains the oscillation est@saand the construction of the
analogue of Monge—Ampere measuresfbrconvex functions.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND HH—CONVEXITY

Letu=u(xy,t); z= (X y,t),andX = dx+2y o, Y = dy—2x ;. We have K, Y] = XY -
Y X = =40, If & = (X0, Yo, to) @andé = (X, y, t), then the non—commutative multiplication
law in H! is given by
§oo& =X+ XYo+Y.to+t+2(Xyo —YX%)),
and we have™ = —¢, and € o &)™ = ¢ o &1, The gauge iffl* is

p& = (¢ +y?+ )",
and the distance
d(é, &0) = &gt 0 &).
We have
(2.1) d(g, &) < d(£, 0) + d(Z, £o)
for everyé, &, ¢ € H. Givena > 0 we consider the dilations
51(€) = (A%, Ay, 2%1).
Then

d(0., 6.260) = A (¢, &o).
For more details aboli" see [5, Chapters Xl and XIII].

2.1. H—convexity. Let &y = (Xo, Yo, o), £ = (X, Y, 1) and
9(¢) = f(&o 0 0).

We have
9x9(0) = Xf(&),  6,9(0) = Y (&),  6:9(0) = 6, f (&),
and
0,09(0) = (X*F)(&),  9x0(0) = (YXH)(E0)—-20:F (&),  0x9(0) = I f (€0)+2Yo It f (£0),
0yx9(0) = (XY D) +28:f (&), 8,9(0) = (Y2 £)(&).  9,9(0) = dyy f (£0)—2 %0 It f (£0),
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0x9(0) = O0ix f (£0) + 2Y0 0 T (£0),  Oyd(0) = Oy T (&) — 2X0 01 F(&0),  01Q(0) = Oy f (é0).
Let

(X2£) (&) (YXH)(60) —20tF(60) 0T (o) + 2Y0 04 (o)
A =| (XY (&) +28: (&) (Y?£)(&o) Oy F(€0) — 2% 0 f(&0) |-
O f(é0) + 2Y0 0u T (&) iy T (£0) — 2 %0 0 f(€0) O T (£0)

Then the Taylor polynomial of order two gfis

f(60) + (XHED. Y 100 AT (E0) ¢ + S(ALO)
= (&) + (XF(&), Y f(¥0)) - (% ) + (O F) X% + (XY £+ YXH) xy + (Y2£) y?
+ t{fi(€0) + 2fix X + Yo fuX + (fix + fiy)y — 4% fiey).
That s, if (x,y,t) € IIp thent = 0 and so on this plane we have
9(2) = f(&o) + (XT(£), Y f(¥o)) - (X, Y)
+ (X2F) X2 + (XY F+ YXB) xy+ (Y2F) y? + 00X + y).
SetBg(&) = {€ € R3: d(¢, &) < R). Givenéy = (Xo, Yo, to) € R® let
g = {(% Y1) 1t =to — 2(xyo — yX0) = O}.

That is, I, is the plane generated by the vectorsO(Ryy), (0,1, -2x) and passing
through the poing,. Notice that ifh € H?, then

(2.2) £ ellg ifand only ifho & € Tlpog,.
Givenc € C andu € C?(Q), let

X2u XY U+ cu
He(u) = [YXu— Cl Y2u

and
X2u XY U+ cu
(2.3) Hc(u) = det[YXu_ cu vau |
Definition 2.1. The function e C?(Q) is H—convex i if the symmetric matrix
B B X2u (XYu+YXy/2
H(U) = Ha(u) = [(XYu+ Y XU)/2 Y2u

is positive semidefinite if.

Notice that the matri¥-.(u) is symmetric if and only it = 2. Also, if (H(u)¢, &) >0
for all ¢ € R? and for someg, then this quadratic form is nonnegative for all values of
ceR.

We extend the definition of{—convexity to continuous functions.

Definition 2.2. The function ue C(Q) is H—convex inQ if there exists a sequence &
C?(Q) of H—convex functions i such that ¥y — u uniformly on compact subsets@f

The following proposition yields equivalent definitionsBfconvexity, see [2, Theo-
rem 5.11] for the proof.
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Proposition 2.3. Let ue C(Q) with Q c R® operi. The following are equivalent:

(1) uisH-convex.
(2) Given&y e Q

(2.4) U(€o © 625" © €)) < u(éo) + Au(E) — u(éo)),
forall ¢ eIz, andO< A< 1

Remark 2.4. From Proposition 2.3(2) we have thatufis convex in the standard sense,

. . 14 .
thenu is H—convex. However, the gauge functip(x,y,t) = (O +y?)? + %) is H-
convex but is not convex in the standard sense, see Prapo4ib.

3. CoMmPARISON PRINCIPLE

We prove the following.

Theorem 3.1.Letuv € CZ(E_z) such that w v is H—convex inQ2 satisfyingy = u onoQ
andv < uinQ. Then

2 2
fg {detH(u) + 12 @w)?} dz< fg {detH(v) + 12 Gw)?} dz

and
f traceH(u)dz < f traceH(v)dz
Q Q

Proof. If Z = a3 dx, + @2 0y, + a3 dy, IS @ smooth vector field, then
(3.5) qu dx= f vz Udo(X) - f((ozl)xl + (@2)x, + (a3)x,) UdX
Q oQ Q

wherey = (v1, v2, v3) is the outer unit normal t6Q andv; = v, + v, + @zva.
Sincev = uondQ, v < uin Q and both functions are smooth up to the boundary,

it follows that the normal t@®Q isv = M and thereforery = M and
e ID( - u)| ID( - u)|
P
S(u) = detH(u) = X?u Y?u - ((@) u)z.
We have
6;_(;) RV aasr(ll:) _ _(XY;YX) u
c’)aSr(:) _ _(XY-2+ YX) u c’)aSr(ZLZJ) _ xew.

‘We assume that #, & € Q, thenéy 0 6,(§5t 0 é) e Qfor0O< A < 1.
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LetO< s<1andy(s) =S(su+ (1—-9s)v). Then

L{S(U)—S(v)}dz
=flf ¢’'(s)dzds
ff{ laT”(v+s(U— v)) (M)(u U)} dzds
i,j=

2

f f{ —(v+ s(u— 1)) (X X;)(u - v)} dzdssinceS;; is symmetric

ij= 16 ij
2
:ff ZX(—(v+s(u v)) Xj(u— v)) -(—(v+s(u v)))X(u v) ¢ dzds
0 Q =1 a|J 8Ij
=A-B.
We have

:f(;lfx[Yz(v+s(u—v))X(u—v)]— [(XY+YX)(U+S(U v)) X(u - v)]
_;[(XY+YX

2

:flf vaz(v+S(u—v))X(u—v)—vY(XY+YX)(U+S(U 0)) X(U - 1)
0 o0Q

~ vy (XYJZr YX) (v + S(u—10)) Y(u—10) + vy X*(v + S(u—1v)) Y(u-v)dzds

—flf {Y2(0 + s(u - v)) X(u - v)?
0 0Q

; (XY+ YX) (v + (U — 1)) X(U = ) Y(u - 0)
; (XY; YX) (v + S(U— 1)) Y(U - 0) X(u—1)
= X2(v+ S(u- 1)) Y(u-0)’}

)(U + s(u—1)) Y(u- u)] +Y[X2(0 + S(u—1)) Y(u-v)| dzds

dzds

1
ID(v - u)|

1 H 1
=) s st 0, Y ), X0, Y- o) s
<0.



MAXIMUM AND COMPARISON PRINCIPLES ON THE HEISENBERG GROUP 6

We now calculatd3

2
Xi (ﬁ(v + s(u - v))) Xj(u—-v)dzds
1

1
o=, |,
0 Q= 8rij

L=

:flfx(Yz(v+s(u—v))) X(u—v)—X(XY;YX)(v+S(u—v))Y(u—v)
0 Q

XY+YX
-Y
(=

1
= %fo fQX(Y2(U+ S(u—v))) Xu—=0v) = XXY+YX) (v+s(u-—vo)) Y(u-ro)
=Y (XY + YX) (0 + S(u—10)) X(u=-0) + Y (X*(0 + (u-0))) Y(u-1v)dzds

1
w5 [ [ XY+ stu= o)) X(u=0)+ ¥ (X0-+ sfu= 1)) Y(u-0)dzds

)(v + S(u— 1)) X(U—0) + Y (X*(0 + S(u-v))) Y(u-1v)dzds

= % folfQ(XY— YX)Y(v + s(u—10)) X(u—1v) = (XY =YX)X(v+ s(u-0)) Y(u-v)dzds
- % fl f (XZY(U + s(u— 1)) Y(u—0) + Y2X(v + S(u—v)) X(u — v)) dzds
) 01 Q
+ f fX(YZ(U + S(u=10))) X(u—1) + Y (X?(@+ (u-1))) Y(u-1v)dzds
0 Q
= fl f =20:Y(v + (U —v)) X(u—0) + 20:X(v + S(u—1)) Y(u—v)dzds
0 Q

1
+ % f f((XYz —Y2X) (v + S(u—0)) X(u—10) + (YX = X2Y)(v + S(u-10)) Y(u-— u)) dzds
0 Q
On the other hand,
XY?=Y2X = XY?2=Y XY+Y XY=-Y2X = (XY=-YX)Y+Y(XY=Y X) = —49,Y-4Yd; = -8Y4,,

and

YXE-X2Y = Y= XY X+ XY X=X2Y = (Y X=XYV)X+X(Y X=XY) = 49, X+4XJ; = 8X4:.
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Therefore

1
B= f f =20:Y(v + (U —v)) X(u—0) + 20:X(v + S(u—1)) Y(u—v)dzds
0 Q
1
f f (=4Yo(v + S(u—0)) X(u — v) + 4Xd:(v + S(u— 1)) Y(u—-v)) dzds
0 Q
= fl f (—6Yd(v + S(u—0)) X(u — v) + 6Xd(v + S(u—1v)) Y(u-v)) dzds
0 Q
1 1
= 6[0 fgat(v +s(U—10)) YX(u-v)dzds- 6[0 fmat(u + s(Uu—1v)) X(u-V)vydo(2)ds
1 1
- Gfo fgat(u + s(u—1v)) XY(u—v)dzds+ Gfo fm O(v+ s(U—10)) Y(u-v)vxdo(2)ds
1 1
= 6[0 fgat(u + s(u-10)) YX(u-v)dzds- 6[0 fgat(v + s(u—v)) XY(u-v)dzds
1
= 6[0 fgat(u + S(u—10)) (YX—= XY)(u-v)dzds
1
= 24f0 fgat(u + s(u—v)) 9(u—v)dzds
= 12f 0¢(U —v) 0y(u+v)dzds
Q

=12 f (0:U)? - (Ow)*dzds
Q

This completes the proof of the theorem.

4. WEAK MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE
Let A = (&) be a 2x 2 symmetric matrix such th#& > 0, and tracé\ > 0, a;; € C(D)
whereD c R3is an open setX; = X, X; = Y, andL = Zﬁjzl a;j (&)X X;.
Theorem 4.1.Let Q be a bounded open setk¥, and we C?(Q). If Lw > 0in Q and
lim sup._., w(&) < O for eachép € 9Q, then w< 0in Q.
To prove this theorem we need two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. LetQ c R3 be an open bounded set, andvC(Q2). Then there exist € Q
such thaup,.g, ) W = sup, w for everyp > 0, where B¢y, p) is the Euclidean ball with
radiusp and centet.

Lemma 4.3. LetQ be open and bounded. There exists a functigre\c?(Q2) such that
Wo > 0and Lwy < 0in Q.

Proof. Let 2 > 0 and chooséM € R such that sup, e < M; & = (xy,t). Let
Wo = M — e Thenwy > 0in Q, X;wo = —1e'*, X2wp = —2%e', Xowp = —1eVY,
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X%Wo = —/lzeﬂy, andX1X2W0 = XoXiWg = 0. Hencelwp = —ﬂz(alle“ + aypo eﬂy) <0in
Q. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1First assume thdiw > 0 in Q. By Lemma 4.2, there exist Q
such that sug.g, ) W = sup, w for everyp > 0. If & € Q, thenw(&,) = sup, w and so
Dw(&o) = 0 andD?w(&p) < 0. Hence

0 < Lw(&) = trace|A | Xew XYW]) (o)

Y Xw Yw
_ [ X2w (XYW+ Y Xw/2
= Tace| Al (xyw+ Y xw,2 Y2 (o)
: 1 0
—trace|AlX 9 ¥ |pw|o 1 (&o)
0 1 —2x
L 2y -2x

= trace

1 O

10 2|~

0O 1 A[O 1 _ZX]DW(&))
2y -2x

= trace AD?w)(&,) < 0,

sinceA > 0 andD2w(&,) < 0. This is a contradiction. Heneg € dQ and consequently
w<0inQ.If Lw> 0inQ, then for eaclx > 0 we setw, = w—&wp with wy as in Lemma
4.3. We havelw, = Lw — eLwp > 0 and limsup_,., W.(¢) < limsup._. w(¢) < O for
each&, € Q. By the previous argumenty, < 0inQ for eache > 0,andsov<0. O

Let
H(U) = —(xvu\fli(xwz _(XYu;ZJ !
We have
detH(u) =  trace (H"(1) H(v))
and
4.1 trace " (U) H(1) = trace (" () H(W))

From Theorem 4.1 we obtain the following comparison pritecip

Proposition 4.4. Let Q@ c R® be an open bounded set,oue C?(Q) such that u+ v is
H-convex, andrace{H(u + v)} > 0. If detH(u) > detH(v) in Q and u< v on 9, then
u<uvinQ.
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Proof. We have
0 < detH(u) — detH(v)

- % (trace (" (u) H(u)) — trace (H*(v) H(v)))

= } (trace (H*(u) H(u —v)) + trace ((H(u) — H*(v)) H(v)))

=N

= = (trace (H*(u) H(u — v)) + trace (H*(v) H(u — v))) by (4.1)

=N

= = trace (H*(u + v) H(u - v))

NI, DN

= = trace (H*(u + v) H(W)),

wherew = u—v < 0 on9dQ. Applying Theorem 4.1 tav with A = H*(u + v), the
proposition follows. |

4.1. A comparison Principle. As a consequence of Proposition 4.4 we get that "cones”
that agreeing with att{—convex functioru on the boundary of a balB are abovel inside
B.

Proposition 4.5. Let d¢,£o) = 165" 0 &1L, 1€l = (€ + Y?)? + )%, € = (xy,1), Q = (¢ €
R3:0 < d(£, &) < R, ando(¢) = m(d(gl’j‘)) - 1)
detH(v) = 0in Q, anddetH(v) is integrable inQ.

Proof. If 7 € R® andg(¢) = f(¢ o &), thenXg(¢) = (XT)(¢ o &) andY &) = (Y f)(£ 0 &).
Therefore we can assume thgt = 0. Letr = (X2 + y?)? + t2 andh € C((0, +0)).

ThenXr = 4x3 + 4xy? + 4yt, Yr = 4yx2 + 4y> — 4xt, X2r = Y?r = 12(x* + y?), YXr =
4t, and XYr = —4t. If u(x,y,t) = h(r), thenXu = () Xr, Yu = h'(r)Yr, X2u =
b (r) (Xn)? + i (r) X?r, Y2u = () (Y2 + br(r) Y2r, XYu = h’(r) XrYr + h'(r) XYr,
YXu=h"(r) YrXr+h(r) YXr. Thus

(4.2) detH(u) = 48 (& + Y2 (4rh”(r) + 3N ()} b (r).

Therefore detH{(u) = O if h’(r) = 0 or 4rh”(r) + 3h’(r) = O, that is,h(r) = C or
h(r) = r¥4. If h(r) = r4, thenX?h(r) = 3r-"74(y(x*> + y?) — xt)> > 0 andY?h(r) =
3r74 (x(x® + y?) + yt)? > 0, and or¥4 is H—convex inR3 \ {0}.

On the other hand, dé{(u) < Cr*? and sof,,,_,detH(u)dz< C [,,_r*?dz=
C fOR,oQ‘lp‘2 dp = CR, sinceQ = 4. O
Proposition 4.6. Let ue C?(Q) be H—convex, with) = {¢ € R® : 0 < d(¢, &) < R}, and
u<0oni{¢eR3:dE &) = R). Then u< v, wherev is defined in Proposition 4.5 with

m = —u(&).
Proof. Lete > 0, & = (Xo, Yo, to), £ = (X, Y, 1),
U:(€) = U(E) + £ (¢ +Y°),

. If m > 0, thenv is H—convex inQ,
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and
d(£, £o) )
o) = -(1- -1J.
v:(€) = (1~ Ve) u(o) ((1 VAR
We first claim thatu,(¢) < v.(€) for all £ € 0Q and for alle suficiently small. Indeed,
if & = &, thenuy(&) < ve(&) if and only if Ve (X3 + y3) < —u(&) which holds for
all £ suficiently small. On the other hand, d(¢, &) = R, thenv,(¢) = — Ve u(&) and
U-(€) < e (X + ¥?) < & MaXye)-rR(¢ + Y%) = & M. Henceu,(€) < v.(€) ond(&, &) = Rif
Ve M < —u(&) which again holds for alt suficiently small.
We also have

4.3) detH(u,) = detH(u) + 2straceH(u) + 4&° > 0 = detH (v,)

in Q, and tracdH (u, + v,)} = traceH (u) + 8 + traceH (v.) > 0. Therefore from Propo-
sition 4.4 we getl, < v, in Q, and the proposition follows letting — O.
i

As a consequence of these propositions we get the followdtemnsion of Theorem 3.1
needed in the proof of the maximum principle Theorem 5.5.

Theorem 4.7.LetQ = {¢ € R3: 0 < d(&, &) < R}, and letv € C2(Bg(&)) be H—convex
in Q satisfyingy = 0 on dBg(&p) and set ) = —uv(&o) (d(él’?&’) - 1). Then

fI;R(s‘o) {detﬂ(U) +12 (atu)z} dé: < LR(go) {detq.[(v) +12 (atv)z} df

Proof. From Proposition 4.6 we have thak uin Bg(&). Lete > 0, we claim that

f {det?(u) + 12 @)?} d&
Br(£0)\B:(£0)

(4.4) < f {det?—((v) +12 (atv)z} dé + O(e"%),
Br(¢0)\B:(£o0)

ase — 0. We may assume by the invariance of the vector fieldsdhat 0. Since the
functionsu, v are both convex an@? except at 0, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem
3.1 applied to the open s&, = Bg(0) \ B.(0). The sum of the integrals|I, 1l andIV
contains now the boundary terms

_ 2 . . , ) .
fd(ﬂ SY (U+0) X(u )IDd| do(€) - o SX (u+o)Y(u )|Dd| do (&)
Yd
- L(g) . XY(u +v) X(u - v) Ddl do(£) - o Y XU+ v) Y(u-v) m do (&),

whered(¢) = d(¢, 0). We shall prove that each summanddg?/#4). Each of these sum-
mands basically have the same behaviouws as 0. Using the computations used in the
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proof of Proposition 4.5, we see for example that

= 2 [ -0
J—fd@)sY(u+)X(u RACIES

Dd|

=° fd(f) — X +¥7) + Y02 (4% + 4xy? + 4y O:gfi)
- do(€)
45 C o1 do)
( ) = £(§)=s |Dd|

On the other hand, from the coarea formula

f f d©)=s O:ggl) fd(f)st de =Ct.

Sof % = C $® and inserting this value in (4.5) we obtain tidat O(*).
de@)=s

Following the method of proof of Theorem 3.1 we integrate Astponce again and we
now obtain the boundary terms

Yd
fd oo X(u + V) d¢(u—v) Dd do(8),

and

Xd
fd oo Y(u+Vv)di(u—-v) m do(¢).

These integrals can be handled as before obtaining agdiththaareO(s/#). Therefore
(4.4) holds and the theorem follows lettinag— O. |

As a consequence of Proposition 4.4 we obtain ffatonvex functions are Lipschitz
with respect to the distanck

Proposition 4.8. LetQ c R3 be an open set and@ C(Q) H—convex ir2. Then for each
ball B c Q there exists a constantg&uch thaju(x) — u(y)| < Cgd(x,y) for all X,y € B.

Proof. We can assume that € C?(Q) and letBy(Xo, 2R) ¢ Q. Lety € By(Xo, R) and

$() = u(®) - uy) + & (e - Y2)? + (e~ ¥2)2); X = (X0 %, %a), Y = (¥1.Y2,Ya), With

X € By(y, R). We haveH (¢+C, d(-,y)) > 0inBy(y, R) andg(x) < C. d(x,y) ford(x,y) = R
[ 2R))?

whereC, = 2Bt +8d'am(Bd(X°’ )" We have det(¢) > detr(d(.y)) in

B4(y, R) \ {y} so by the comparlson principle Proposition 4.4 we get#iigt < C, d(X,y)
for x € By(y,R). Lettinge — 0 we getu(x) — u(y) < Cd(x,y) for x € Bqy(y, R) with

oS u
c = BBoRY Jndy € By R). If Xy € By(Xo, R/4), thenx € Bq(y, R/2) and so

y € By(X, R) and by the previous inequality we gafy) — u(x) < Cd(y,x) = Cd(x,y).
Therefore we obtaitu(x) — u(y)| < C d(x, y) for all X,y € By(Xo, R/4). |
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5. Maxmmum PRrINCIPLE

Proposition 5.1. Let u be/H—convex i open and bounded. Supposg ® onoQ. Then
u<0in Q.

Proof. Let e > 0 andu,(x,y,t) = u(x,y,t) + £ (x> + y?). We haveH(u,) = H(u) + 2¢1d,
o)

detH(u,) = detH(u) + 2etraceH (U) + 4 &2
Since detH(e(x% + y?)) = 42, we get defH(u,) > detH(s(x* + y?)) in Q. Alsou, <
(X% +y?) ondQ, and tracéH (u, + e(x? + y?)} = traceH(u) + 8& > 0. The proposition
then follows from Proposition 4.4. |

Proposition 5.2. Let u be/HH—convex i2 open and bounded. Supposg ® ondQ. Then
u < 0in Q. Moreover, if there igy € Q such that £) = Othen u= 0in Q.

Proof. Define
L := X%+ Y?
the Kohn Laplacian on the Heisenberg group. Smee/H—convex inQ then traceHu =
Lu > 0. Hence, by the maximum principle fdar, we getu < 0 in Q. Moreover, if there
is & € Q such thatu(é,) = 0 thenu has a maximum at an interior point and by strong
maximum principle folL, see [1], we geti = 0 in Q. O

The following lemma will be used repeatedly in the proof obpwsition 5.4.
Lemma 5.3. Let&, € Br(0) and¢ € I, N Br(0). LetA > 0 be such that
¢ =& o0 8)(&" 0 &) € T, N IBR(0).

Suppose u igf—convex in B(0) and u= 0 on dB(0). Then:
(1) If & = (X0, Yo, to) andé = (0,0, tg), thena > 2 and

56) o) < 5 U

2 If0<a,B<l,a+B<1 pl) <aRanddé,é) <BR, thent > 1_aand

(5.7) u@¢) € ——— U(fo)
Proof. To prove the first part of (1), if = (x, Y, t) e I, then we have that

€00 61(&5" o) = (Xo+ AX = X0), Yo + AY — Yo), to + A(t — to)),
in particularg” = ((1 - /l)xo, (1 - Dyo, to). Hence

= (&) = (- 0P8+ (1 - V) +13
= (- D* (B +3) + pléo)* - 0@+ yB)?

< ((1—/1)4— 1) (xc2,+yc2,)2+ R,
and sgl - 1| > 1. Sincel > 0, it follows thata > 2.
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To prove the first part of (2) we write
R=p(¢) = p((&7) " 0 6u(&" 0 8) < p(657) + p(6a(&5" 0 €))

= p(&o) + 1p(&5" 0 &) = p(&o) + 1d(&o, &)
<aR+ ABR

1_
and sal > ¢

To prove (5.6) and (5.7), by definition gf we have that = & o 61/,(&,* o £). From
(2.4) and sincei(¢’) = 0, it follows thatu(¢) < (1 - %) u(&o). Thus (5.6) and (5.7) follow
sinceu < 0 in Br(0). O

Proposition 5.4. Let u beH—convex and & 0 on dBg(0). Given&, € Br(0) there exists
a positive constant & 1, depending on @, 9Br(0)), such that

u(0) < ¢ uéo)-
Proof. Let &y = (Xo, Yo, to) andé; = exp=XoX — YoY)(éo) = (0, 0,tp) € I,,. We obviously

have thatl(¢1, &) = /X2 + Y2 < d(0, &) < R Applying Lemma 5.3(1) witlo ~» & and
& ~» &1 we get that

58) e < (e

We shall prove that there exists a cons@nt>- 0 depending only of the distance from
&1 10 9BR(0) such that

(5.9) u(0) < Cyu(éy).

To prove (5.9) we may assunge # 0, and consider two cases.
Case 1.d(£1,0) = |to|? < R/2.

If to > O, defineo = \/Tt_o and put

&2 =explX)ér = (0, 0, 1),
& =expEY)éz = (o, 0, to — 209),
& =exploX)és = (0,0, tg — 202 — 20%) = (0, o, to — 40?) = (0, o, 0).
By our choice ol we have
exploY)és = (0,0,ty — 40?) = 0.
Let us remark that
o= %d(gl, 0) < R/4.
We have
d(é1, &2) = d(é2, &3) = d(&3,64) = 0
plé2) = 17" p(és) =80 p(éa) = 0.
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Henceé,, &3, &4 € Br. Applying Lemma 5.3(2) withég w» &, & v &, a = 1/2, and
B =1/4 we get that

W) < Su(Er).

Next, applying Lemma 5.3(2) withy ~» &, & ~» &3, @ = 1744/4, andB = 1/4, we get
that

3-17v4 3

U(§3) < 777 U(2) < g U(&2).
Applying once again Lemma 5.3(2) now wigh ~» & andé ~» &, « = 8Y4/4,8 = 1/4,
we get that
3-8 1
u(&a) < 1_gia U(s) < 5 U(&a).
Define
& = £406,(&") € T,

and choosel > 0 such that® e 9Bg. Applying Lemma 5.3(2) now witlfy ~» &, and
&~ 0,0 =1/4,8 =1/4, we get that

u(0) < 2 u(eo).

This completes the proof of (5.9) fty > O.
VT
2

If tg < O, defineo = and put

§2 = eXp(O-Y)fl = (O’ g, tO)’

&3 =expEX)é; = (0, 0 to + 20%),

éy = eXp(—O'Y)f:g = (0', 0,to + 40'2)
By our choice of- we have

exploX)és = (0,0, ty + 40?) = 0.

Then, arguing as in casg> 0, we get (5.9).
Case 2.R/2 < d(£1,0) = to"? < R
Define

d:= d(¢1, 0BR) _ VRZ — It
: NG I

Obviouslyd? < R?/8. It is not restrictive to assumng > 0. We first prove that there exists
a universal constant@ C, < 1 such that

(5.10)

(5.11) u(0, 0, t — 4d?) < C, u(&y).
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Let
&1 =(0,0,1)
&2 = expdX)(£1) = (d, 0, t0)
£3 = expdY)(&) = (d, d,to - 2d%)
&4 = exp(-dX)(és) = (0,d, to - 4d?)
&5 = exp(=dY)(&) = (0,0, t — 4d?).
We haveti,, e Il fori =1,2,3,4. Let

(1) = exp@dX)(£1) = (1d,0,tg) = & 0 5/1@1 0 &),

with 2 > 0 such thagf2 € Il;, N 0Bg. Then
= p(e) = A%d* + 2 = 2%d* + (R - 60%)% = (4% + 36)d* + R — 12d°R?,
and so
12R? = (1* + 36)d? < (1* + 36)R?/8
which yieldsa > 2. Hence,
u€2) < (1/2)u(ér).
We have
péa)* = d* + 1§ = d* + (R - 6d°)

= 37d* + R - 12R?d? = d*(37d? - 12R%) + R*

<d’(37/8-12R2 + R = (§ (%7 - 12) ) R < R,
and

1
d(&,, =d<—R
(é2,&3) <\/§

§ = expadY)(&) = (d. Ad.to — 21d%) = &0 6,(&;% 0 &)
and we picki > O such that? e I1,, N dBg, then applying Lemma 5.3(2) witdh ~ &,

37 1
~w & = 4|=|— —-12]+ 1, andB = —, we get that
& &3 \/ ( ) ds N g

8\8
(e < 22 R _V‘E’v; S uE) < g ue).

Next,
p(&3)* = (2d2)? + (to — 2d%)? = 4d* + (R? — 8d?%)? = 68d* — 16R%d* + R*

< d°R?(68/8 - 16)+ R* < (§ (%8— 16)+ 1) R <R,
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and

1
d(&s, =d<—R
(é3,&4) <\/§

9 = expadX)(&3) = (L - )d, d, to— 20° — 210%) = &30 6,(£3" o £a),
with A > O such that$ e 9Bg N T,. Applying Lemma 5.3(2) withty w» &3, & w> &,

Let

68 1 1
a= \/é (§ - 16) +1= > andg = % we get that
1
Uu(és) < ZU(§3)-
We have

o(Ea)? = d* + (to — 4d2)? = d* + (R2 — 10d2)? = 101d* + R* — 20R%d?
— (1012 - 20R)d? + R* < (101/8 — 20)R2d? + R*
1/101
s(é(?—zo) ) R <R
and

1
d(é4,é5) =d < 7 R

Letting
& = expAdY)(é) = (0, (1 - A)d, to — 4d?) = &4 0 6.1(&5" 0 &)
with A > 1 such that! € T1,, N dBr, and applying Lemma 5.3(2) ity w» &4, & w» &s,

101 5 1
a=4]=|— -20]+1=—, andB = —, we get that
\/8(8 ) Ve P g e

U(es) < 3.

Thus, inequality (5.11) follows.
We now iterate the inequality (5.11). Le¢ = d (defined in 5.10)t; = to — 4d3, and in
general

R? —t;
tha=t-4d’%  and dZ= Tj'
Rz—tj+1 Rz—tj+4dj2

2
2 _ — — 2
We haved:,, = 5 - 6 = (1 + 5) df. Thus,

N o\l
tN+1—t0—4Zd =ty 4d22( :—%)

j=0

N+1
(5.12) = to — (R? - to) ((1 + %) - 1).
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Pick N such that
ty < 7 <in-1,

which amounts
1/In(1+2/3)
<N.

3R?
4(R? - to)

We havety < ty_1 < -+ <ty < tgand it is easy to check from (5.12), the choicelNof
and 5.10 thaty > —R?/4. Therefore (00,t;) € Bg(0) \ Br2(0) for0< j < N -1 and
(0,0, ty) € Bgrj2(0). Iterating (5.11N times, then yields

u(0, 0, ty) < CNu(&y).
Since 0< C; < 1, there isy > 0 such thaC; = €7, and from (5.13) we obtain

(5.13) N-1<In

1/In(1+2/3)
u(0,0,ty) < C; exp(—yln [m] ] u(&y)
4 R2 _t v/ In(1+2/3)
=C [%] u(é1).

Since (00, ty) € Bgr/2(0), we can apply (5.9) to ge(0) < C, u(0, 0, ty). Consequently,

AR — 1) 7/ N+2/3)
%] u(é1),

which completes the proof of (5.9) in Case 2.
Finally, combining (5.8) and (5.9) we obtain the propositio |

Theorem 5.5. Let ue C?(Bg) be H—convex, u= 0 on9Bg. If

u(0) < C? [

U(éo) = ”gLn u,

then there exists a positive constant ¢, depending(é# @Br), such that
lu(&o)? < cf (detH(u) + 12u?) dz
Br

Proof. Define
u(0) = -m
and

o(&) = m (d(i;o) _ 1).

We haver = u = 0 ondBg, v is H—convex inBg andv > u in Bg. From the comparison
principle, Theorem 4.7, we then get

f{detﬂ(v)+12vf}dzsf{detﬂ(u)+12ut2}dz

Br Br
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Moreover,
f (detH(v) + 1203 dz= (g)2 f (detH(d(Z, 0)) + 12 @d(Z, 0))%) d¢
Br Br
m 2
=12(= sz 4d(Z, 0))’d
() R |, ©@de opaz
= C]_rnz
with
ci =12 | (8:d(Z,0))%ds > 0.
B
Let
U(&o) = rgLnu = —M.

By Proposition 5.4 there exists a constant 6, < 1 such that

<1m
mo_c2 .

Hence,

o

m <

g < 1 f {detH(u) + 12u?} dz

Br

Sl P
S|

6. H—MEASURES

81

6.1. Oscillation estimate. In this section we prove thatifis {—convex, we can control

the integral of det(u) + 12(u,)? locally in terms of the oscillation ai.

Let us start with a lemma ofi{—convex functions, which is similar to the Euclidean

one for convex functions.

Lemma 6.1. If uy, u, € C3(Q) are H—convex, and f is convex & and nondecreasing

in each variable, then the composite functios=w (uy, u,) is H—convex.

Proof. Assume first thaf € C?(R?), and sefX; = X, X, = Y. We have
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and for everyh = (hy, hy) € R?

2
(H@h, by = > XXwh h;

i, j—l

_ Z a—upm(u o)h. hy + a Zx.uqh)(z X;ugh;)

’

IV

sinceH (up) is non negative definite anguf— > 0 for p = 1, 2, and the matrix
P

(Fag)
O0ugdup pg=12
IS non negative definite.

If fis only continuous, then givam> 0 let

w9 =h? [ o(*5) oy

wherep € C* is nonnegative vanishing outside the unit balRsf andfgo = 1. Sincef

is convex, thert;, is convex and by the previous calculatp = f,(uy, Uy) is H—convex.
In particularw, satisfies Proposition 2.3 and sineg — w uniformly on compact sets as
h — 0, we get thatv is H—convex. |

Proposition 6.2. Let u € C?(Q) be H—convex. For any compact domaiXi € Q there
exists a positive constant C depending®@randQ and independent of u, such that

(6.14) {detH(u) + 12(;)?} dz< C(0SGU)>.
o

Proof. Givené&, € Q let Bg = Bg(&) be ad—ball of radiusR and center af; such that
Br C Q. Let B,g be the concentric ball of radiusR, with 0 < o < 1. Without loss of
generality we can assungg = 0, because the vector fieldsandY are left invariant with
respect to the group of translations. IMt= max, u, thenu— M < 0 in Bg. Givene > 0
we shall work with the functiom— M —& < —&. In other words, by subtracting a constant,
we may assume < —e¢ in Bg, for each given positive constasite will tend to zero at the
end of the proof.

Define

my = IQ: u,
and

&) = 7= 4)R4(R4 ).

Obviouslyv = 0 ondBr andv = my on dB,r. We claim thatv is H—convex inBg and

v < My in B,g. Settingr = [|€]|4, h(r) = ﬁ(?‘— r), and following the calculations
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in the proof of Proposition 4.5 we get

2
detH(v) = 14462 + y2)? ((L) >0,

1- )R
and Mo
2h — V2 — _ 2
X?h = Y?h = -12 (x +y2)—(1_0_4)R420,

becauseny is negative. Henceis H—convex inBg. Sincev — my = 0 ondB,, it follows
from Proposition 5.1 that < my in B,r. In particularpy < uin Byr.
Letp € C3(R?), radial with support in the Euclidean unit ba&,zp(x) dx=1, and let

(6.15) fn(Xe, X2) = ™2 fR _P((X=y)/h) maxtys, 2} dy:dys.

We have that

(1) If x; > X, then there existg, > 0 and a neighborhood of (x;, X,) such that
fu(y1, ¥2) = yi1 for all (y1,y») € V and for allh < hy."

(2) There exists a positive constansuch thatf,(x, X) = X+ a hfor all h > 0 and for
all xe R

If X1 > %o, then there exists a culfg centered atxy, xo) such that if &, z) € Q thenz > z. Hence
X1 — Y1 > X2 — Yo for all |(y1, y2)| < h with h sufficiently small. Then

fn(X1, X2) = h™? f h;o(y/h)(xl—yl)olyldyz=xl—h’2 f hP(Y/h)Y1dY1dYZ
lyl< Iyl<
1
- f £p(t) f y1 dor(y) dt = x;.
0 st
“We have
fu(x %) = h2 f Y/ mavt — X ol chclye
lyl<
~ 2 f Y/ O+ madt-ys, -yel) clydy
Iyl<
=% +h? f p(y/h) max-yi, —y2} dyidy>
lyl<h
=x +h? f h,o(y/h) maxy, y2} dyrdy>
lyl<

=% +h p(y) maxys, y2} dyrdy»
lyl<1

1
=x +h f t2p(t) f _maxtys, Y2} dor(y) dt
0 S
1 —
= X1+hf tzp(t)f lez'#do—(y) dt
0 st

! ly1 — V2l
—xi+h f tzp(t)f MY Gty dt = xq + ah.
O Sl 2
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(3) For allh > 0, fy(-, Xo) is nondecreasing for each and fy(xy, -) is hondecreasing
for eachx;.

Define
Wh = fh(U, U).
From Lemma 6.1, is H—convex inBr. If y € B,r theno(y) < u(y). If v(y) < u(y) then

fo(u, v)(y) = u(y) for h suficiently small; and ifu(y) = u(y), then fy(u, v)(y) = u(y) + a h.
Hence

f{detﬂ(u)+12(8tu)2}dz:f {detH (W) + 12(().)?) dz

Bsr Bsr

(6.16) < f {detH (W) + 12((Wh))?) dz
Br

Now notice thatf,(u, v) > v in Bg for all h suficiently small. In additiony < 0 andv =0
ondBg so fy(u,v) = 0 ondBg. Then we can apply Theorem 3.1wg andv to get

f{detﬂ(wh)+12(6twh)2}dzgf{detﬂ(v)+12(vt)2}dz

Br Br
My

2
- 48(—(1 — U)R4) BR(3(x2 +¥?)? + %) dz

:48( o )sz(B(x2+y2)2+t2)dz

(1-0)
This inequality combined with (6.16) yields

f {detH(u) + 12(@,u)?} dz < C (mp)? < C (0SG U + &)°.

Bsr

The inequality (6.14) then follows letting— 0 and covering’ with balls. ]

Corollary 6.3. Let ue C?(Q) beH—convex. For any compact doma e Q there exists
a positive constant Gndependent of wsuch that

(6.17) fg detH(u) dz< C(0sG,u)>.

Corollary 6.4. Let ue C%(Q) beH—convex. For any compact domai e Q there exists
a positive constant Gndependent of usuch that

(6.18) f traceH(u) dz < CRPosGU.
Q/

6.2. Measure generated by anH—convex function. We shall prove that the notion
f det#(u) + u? can be extended for continuous ah@-convex functions as a Borel mea-
sure. We call this measure thi¢—measure associated withand we shall show that the
mapu € C(Q) — u(u) is weakly continuous o(Q2).
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Theorem 6.5.Given anH—convex function & C(Q) there exists a unique Borel measure
u(u) such that when & C?(Q),

(6.19) u(U)(E) = fE {detH(u) + 12u2} dz

for any Borel set BEc Q. Moreover, if y € C(QQ) are H—-convex, and u— u on compact
subsets of, thenu(uy) converges weakly ta(u), that is,

(6.20) fg f du(uy) — fg f du(u),

for any f e C(Q) with compact support iQ.

Proof. Let u € C(Q) be H—-convex, and letu,} c C?(Q) be a sequence df(—convex
functions converging ta uniformly on compacts of2. By Proposition 6.2

f {(detH (u) + 12@:u)?} dz
o

are uniformly bounded, for ever®’ € Q, and hence a subsequence of (#©éty) +
12(0;u)?) converges weakly in the sense of measures to a Borel mea@)ren Q. We
now prove that the map € C(QQ) — u(u) € M(Q), the space of finite Borel measures
on Q, is well defined. Accordingly, lefy} ¢ C3(Q2) be another sequence Bf—convex
functions converging ta uniformly on compacts of2. Assume (def (uy) + 12(0;uy)?)
and (detH(v) + 12(wv¢)?) converge weakly to Borel measurgsu’ respectively. Let
B = Bg € Q, and fixo € (0, 1). Let n € C%(Q) be anH—convex function such that= 0

in B,r andn = 1 ondBg.* From the uniform convergence ff} and{v,} towardsu, given

e > 0 there exist&,. € N such that

—g <) —u¥) < 2, forall xe Bandk > k..

E
<5
Hence

E
Uk+§Svk+8n

%In the d—ball Br(0), the function; can be constructed as follows. vif) =

1 (lert
1-04\ R
is the function given by (6.15), then defin€) = fx(v, 0) with h sufficiently small.

- 0'4) and f,
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ondBg for k > k,. DefineQ = {¢ € Br: Uk + 5 > vk + en}. From Theorem 3.1 we have

f {(detH (w) + 120:u)*)dz< | detH (v + en) + 120w + £0n)?
Qg

Qx

< detH (v + 120w )? + £°C

Br

+eC | (traceHs(vy) + 0wl

Br

< | detH(v) + 12@w)? + £°C

Br

(6.21) +2C | (tracet(v) + 0uwil® + 1)

Br

and by Proposition 6.2 and Corollary 6.4 the right hand ssdeiunded by

detH (v) + 120w)? + £ C.

Br

By definition of Q, and since; = 0 in B, it follows thatB,r c Q and so by (6.21) we
get

(6.22) detH(uy) + 120> < f detH (v + 12@wd)? + £ C,
Br

Bsr

and lettingk — oo, we getu(B,r) < 1/(Br) + C &. Hence ife —» 0 ando- — 1 we obtain

u(B) < u'(B).

By interchangindu,} and{uv.} we getu = y'.
To prove (6.20), we first claim that it holds whep € C?(Q2). Indeed, let,, be an
arbitrary subsequence af, sou,, — u locally uniformly asm — co. By definition of

u(u), there is a subsequenag, such thayu(ukmj) — u(u) weakly asj — co. Therefore,
given f € Co(Q), the sequencd,, f du(u) and an arbitrary subsequengef du(uy,),
there exists a subsequengef du(u, ) converging tof,, f du(u) asj — o and (6.20)
follows. For the general case, givkrihere existsu'j‘ € C?(Q) such thatu'j‘ — Uy locally
uniformly asj — oo. By definition of u(uy), there exists a subsequennijg such that

,u(u'j‘m) — u(uy) weakly asm — oco. Let f € Cy(Q), suppf = K c " € Q. There exists
m; < m, < --- such that

|u'j‘"k(z) — U2 < 1/k, forallze Y,

fg fd,l(ujkmk)— fg f de(u)

and

< 1/Kk,
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fork = 1,2,---. Hencevy = u'j‘ — u uniformly in Q" ask — oo, and so from the
. . my
previous claim

f f du(ve) — f f du(u), ask — co.
Q Q

Therefore,
[ fouwo- [ o] <| [ feuwd- [ fouta|+| [ tehto- [ fauw)
Q Q Q Q Q Q
S:—L+ ffd/l(vk)—ffd,u(u)’—>0,ask—>oo,
k Q Q
and the proof of the theorem is complete. |

Corollary 6.6. If u,v € C(£_2) are H—convex inQ, u = v ondQ and u > v in Q, then
p(U)(€) < u()(€2).

6.3. Comparison principle for H{—measures.

Theorem 6.7.Let Q c R2 be an open bounded set. Ifwe C(S_z) are H—convex inQ,
u<vonodQ andu(u)(E) > u(v)(E) for each Ec Q Borel set, then & vin Q.

Proof. Assume Oc Q, A = diam@), £ > 0, andu,(X, y,t) = u(x,y,t) + & (X% + y? — A?).
We havex? + y> — A? < 0 for (x,y,t) € Q, sou, < u < vin dQ. Suppose there exists
(%o, Yo, 1o) € Q such thatu(Xo, Yo, to) > v(Xo, Yo, to). Hence the seb = {(x,y,t) € Q :
u:(x v, t) > v(x, y, t)} is non empty for alk suficiently small. In additionP NnoQ = 0. So

D c Qandu, = vondD. By Corollary 6.6 we get(u,)(D) < u(v)(D). On the other hand,
there existy, € C?(Q) H—convex inQ such thaty, — u uniformly on compact subsets of
Q. Letu (X, Y, 1) = u(X, Y, 1) + & (X2 + y? — A?). We have from (4.3) that

f {detH (u) + (Ug,)2 dz= f {detH (uy) + 2e traceH (uy) + 4e* + (u)?} dz
D D
> u(uk)(D) + 4&|DI.

Lettingk — oo we get from Theorem 6.5 tha{u,)(D) > u(u)(D) + 4£2|D| > u(u)(D)
obtaining a contradiction. |
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