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Abstract

In this paper we prove approximation results for biLipsziiiaps in the Heisenberg
group. Namely, we show that a biLipschitz map with biLipszltionstant close to one
can be pointwise approximated, quantitatively in any fixadl, by an isometry. This
leads to an approximation in BMO norm for the map’s Panswadtvie. We also prove
that a global quasigeodesic can be approximated by a geaolesiny fixed segment.

1 Introduction

In 1961 Fritz John proved the following stability estimatéet f : R* — R” be a biLip-
schitz map such that(0) = 0 and the Lipschitz constant gfand f~! is less thanl + e,
wheree > 0 is small. Then for any balB = B(0, R), there isT" € O(n) such that

|f(x) —=Tz| < CheR, VYze€B and (1.2)
m /B |f'(x) = T|dz < Ce. (1.2)

Here C,, and C!, are dimensional constantg; is the differential off and £ denotes the

Lebesgue measure. Estimates](1.1) (1.2) and their wayprents are object of con-
siderable interest in geometric function theory and naamelasticity; see for example
[Kol R,[FIM,[GM, ATV, Ma,CFEM].

In this article we study approximation results extend[nd&and [(1.2) from Euclidean
space to the Heisenberg grobp= {(z;¢) € C x R} equipped with its Lie group structure
and its control distancé. See Section]2 for all the background.

The first issue is to establish what the correct extensioms lais well known that an
isometryT" : H — H which fixes the origin has the forrfx;¢) — (Az; (det A)t) where
A € O(2). Moreover, a notion of differentiability for maps in the ldenberg group has
been introduced by Pansu [P3] and the Pansu differentiabeaidentified with & x 2
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matrix. Therefore it is reasonable to guess that the exdansf [1.1) and(1]2) have the
form

d(f(z1), (Az, (det A)t) < C()R, V (z1) € B(O,R) and (1.3)
1 '
YZETN0) /B . T f(2:t) — Aldzdt < C'(2). (1.4)

Here f is a(1 + ¢) biLipschitz map fromH onto itself fixing the origin and onc& > 0
is chosen, there isl € O(2) such that both estimates hold.f is the Jacobian of in
the sense of Pansu, see Secfibnids the control distance an8(0, R) = {(z;t) € H :
d((0;0), (z;t)) < R}. Lebesgue measurkis the Haar measure f.

The main goal of our paper is to prove bdth (1.3) dnd| (1.4 wijuantitativeestimate
on the constant’(¢) andC’(¢). A qualitativeversion of the first inequality (1l.3) can rather
easily be obtained by Arzela’s Theorem, but it does not ging estimate of the rate of
convergence to 0 of'(¢). Our search for quantitative estimates fdfc) and C’'(¢), as
¢ — 0 involves the understanding of a number of fine propertiee®fiarnot-Carathéodory
distance inH which may have some independent interest in subriemanesiametry.

John's proof of [(1.11), seé¢l[J, Lemma IV and Theorem 3], iseadementary, but it
heavily relies on the Euclidean structure ®&h, in particular on the isotropic nature of its
geometry. Due to the non isotropic structure of the Heisengeoup, the proof of_(113)
cannot be obtained so easily. In order to get estinmaté (@egxamine the behaviour under
biLipschitz maps of different subsetsfand in so doing we considéf as a metric space,
making very little use of its differential structure. Theogeetry of subsets of the Heisenberg
group and more generally of Carnot groups is very rich anicaie and it has been object
of many recent papers. See for instarnce [G], [FSSC], [BHBR$C], [Ba], [AF], just to
quote a few.

We shall make a substantial use of the explicit form of thedgsas for the metrid;
see Sectionl2. Although their equations are known, they areasy to handle, and this
introduces several new difficulties with respect to the Elgeln situation. Geodesics in the
Heisenberg group have been recently used by several authorder to discuss a number of
different properties oH with its control distance. See for instance Gaveau [Gaviakgi
[Kor], Monti and Serra Cassanb [MSC], Ambrosio and Rigot JARrcozzi and Ferrari
[AF].

The first result we prove concerns the behaviour of Heisgnpeasigeodesics. Quasi-
geodesics are especially studied in hyperbolic spacesgdspdGH], [Ba]). Itis well known
that for anyd € [0, 27, t € R, the straight liney(s) = (se'?;t), s € R, is a global geodesic
for the control metric ifH, i.e. d(v(s),v(s")) = |s — §'| for s, 5" € R. Moreover, all global
geodesics have this form. A + ¢)—quasigeodesic is, by definition, any path R — H,
such thatl + &) ts — &'| < d(y(s),v(s") < (1 +¢)|s — &|, foranys, s’ € R.

It is known that any quasigeodesids a horizontal path (see the definition in Secfibn 2).
Denote by, = (a, b) the invariant components &fin the standard horizontal orthonormal
frame{X,Y}: ¥ = aX(v) + bY (y) almost everywhere. Then

Theorem A (approximation of quasigodesicg)here are=; > 0 andC,, absolute constants
such that, given &1 + ¢)—quasigeodesig : R — H with e < £, then its horizontal speed
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Ay satisfies
1
— e < |— [ 5 < .
1—Ce _‘E(D/IVH(s)ds‘_leCa, (1.5)

Contrary to the Euclidean casé, (1.5) is not trivially eqlewnt to the definition of
quasigeodesic. A peculiarly subriemannian consequen€g. ¥ is that, for smalk, any
(1 + e)—quasigeodesig passing through a poin, in H at time s, is forever forced to
avoid a certain metric cone; extrinsically speaking, a pal@d, having vertex aF,. See
Corollary[3.3. Ife = 0in (1.8), is a global geodesic.

It is likely that the constant!/? does not exhibit the right order of growth with respect
toe. In proving Theorem A and all the results stated below, wethhls&known comparison
between the control distandeand the Euclidean one stated in (2.1), which usually is not
sharp. This forces us to take several times square roats e problem of getting sharp
asymptotics as — 0 seems to be rather complicated and it probably requires deasi

In H there are two different kind of Euclidean planes: laterdlsv@-dimensional sub-
groups ofH and planes with a characteristic point. Our second stepdystg how a biLip-
schitz map transforms a plane with a characteristic poipttdJa translation, it suffices to
consider the plane= 0. We prove the following.

Theorem B (biLipschitz image of a horizontal plane€lhere isz, > 0 andC' > 0 such that,
if fisan(1 + e)—biLipschitz self map of the Heisenberg group witk ¢, and f(0) = 0,
for any R > 0 there isA € O(2) such that

d(f(20),(Az;0)) < CeYR, foranyz € R% |z| < R. (1.6)

Then, we examine how a biLipschitz map transformsithais {(0;¢) € C x R}, the
center ofH. Recall that, from the point of view of the metrig thet—axis is unrectifiable
and its Hausdorff dimension is 2, sée {2.8). The behaviotimef-axis under quasiconfor-
mal mappings has been object of some interest. See espétetionen and Semmes [HS],
Question 25. Here we show that the image of#thaxis under g1 + ¢)—biLipschitz map
lays in a metric cone around the axis itself. Note that biLipschitz is a smaller class than
quasiconformal.

Theorem C (biLipschitz image of the—axis). There exists a constaat, > 0 with the
following property. Letf be a(1+-¢)—biLipschitz map such thgt(0) = 0 ande < ;. Then,
after possibly applying the isometty, y,t) — (x,—y, —t), we have, for some absolute
C >0,

d(f(0;1),(0;)) < CeY*d((0;0), (0;1)), VteR.

Finally, combining all the results obtained, we obtain thieesion of John’s pointwise
approximation theorem.

Theorem D (pointwise approximation)There exist, > 0 andC > 0 such that, i0 < ¢ <
eo0, f is a(l + ¢)-biLipschitz map oH], R > 0 and P, is a fixed point irfH], then there exists
an isometryl” of H such that

d(f(P),T(P)) < Ce/*"R, (1.7)
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wheneverl(P, Fy) < R.

As in the Euclidean case, Theorem D and Rademacher’s Theadeich was proved in
the Heisenberg group by Pansu[P3], imply that the Jacobigrirothe sense of Pansu (see
Sectiorl2) can be approximated by means of an isometry.

Theorem E (approximation of derivatives)There are constants, > 0 andC' > 0 such
that, if f is (1 + ¢)-biLipschitz with0 < ¢ < ¢y, f(0) = 0 andJ f is the Jacobian matrix of
f in the sense of Pansu, then fBr> 0 there existsA € O(2) such that

212

Lt - )
L(B(0,R)) /B(O’R) I7£(Q) — AlldQ < Ce"™". (1.8)

Equation [(1.B) says thaff belongs toBMO(H). By the John-Nirenberg inequality
which holds in this setting [Bu], local uniform exponentiategrability can be easily ob-
tained, see Corollafy 6.3.

John’s result in Euclidean space is stronger in at least espacts. First, he only as-
sumedf to be (locally) biLipschitz in a bounded, open subseiRsf In order to avoid
further complication in the proofs, we chose to work withlzddly biLipschitz maps. More
importantly, John deduced the validity 6f (IL.7) ahd {1.8)wa factore on the right-hand
side, intead of our nonsharp power=fThe example at the beginning of Sectian 7 shows
that inH the power can not be better thaii?.

John-type estimates (1.1) and (1.2)R/ have been improved in recent literature. Con-
cerning estimaté (1l.1), we mention the papers [ATV], [MKR], [GM]. See also the mono-
graph [R]. For estimate (1.2) see e.g. the papers [Ko], [FAiM] [CEM]. It seems that a
similar stability theory for maps in a subriemannian sefirs still essentially lacking (with
the exception of the qualitative results inl [D]). Here weega/first contribution to research
in this direction.

Before closing this introduction, we mention that biLipgzhmaps are quasiconfor-
mal. A characterization of biLipschitz maps among quadimonal ones has been given
by Balogh, Holopainen and Tysan [BHT] by means of some maglagiimates. Geometric
function theory in homogeneous groups has been developseMayal authors, see Koranyi
and Reimann [KR1, KR2], Pansu [P3], Heinonen and KoskKela][H¥apognal[Cl|, C2],
Capogna and Tang [CT], Capogna and Cowling!/[CC], Balogh,[Ba} to quote a few.

The article is structured as follows. §& we recall some background on the geometry of
H and we prove several lemmata which will be used in subsecpaetibns. Irt3 we prove
Theorem A. In§4 we prove Theorem B. 185 we prove Theorem C and D. % we prove
Theorem E and i§7 we discuss some examples. In the Appendix we provide areelmy
proof of the known classification theoremIdfs isometries, which corresponds to the case
¢ = 0 in Theorem D. The proof of this very special case guided ustds/the proof of
Theorem D and it might help the reader to follow the generakstre of the article.

After this paper was submitted, D. Isangulova and S. Vodopyannounced that they
proved by means of different techniques that Theorem D hioldise higher dimensional
Heisenberg groupHE™, n > 2. Their techniques provide a sharp estimate of the power of
but they do not work iffl!. Geometric properties of quasigeodesics and biLipscimitmies
of horizontal planes (see our Theorems A,B,C) do not followwT their results.
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2 Preliminary facts

Notation. We write (z,y,t) ~ (z + 1y;t) = (2;t) € R® ~ C x R to denote points in
the Heisenberg groud. Sometimes we use a synthetic notatiarf), . . . to denote points
in H. ClearlyO = (0,0,0). Amap f : H — H will be sometimes split in its coordinate
projections as followsf (z;t) = (((z;t); 7(2;t)) = (§(2;1),n(z; 1), 7(2;1)).

Since we will take several times the square roat of 0, we fix for brevity the notation
ep = e¥/2" so thate),; = V2. We denote by~ positive absolute constants. The symbol
will denote any real or complex function bounded by an alieatonstant|p| < C. BothC
andb may change even in the same formula.

Finally, denote byv| the Euclidean norm of a vecter€ R", forn = 2,3,... Write
do(P) = d(0, P). Denote spheres b§(P,r) = {Q : d(P,Q) = r}. ST(0,r) = S(0,7) N
{t > 0}. Spheres and balls centered at origin are also denote#|. by- S(0,r), and
B, := B(0,r).

The control distance in the Heisenberg groupLet H = R? be the first Heisenberg group
with the product

(z,y,t) - ("¢, ") = (e + 2" y+y, t+1 +2(a"y — zy)),

forany(z,y,t), (2,9, t') € R3. Denote byLp the left translatior.,Q := P-Q, P, Q € H.
Consider onH the left invariant vector fieldX = 0, + 2y0, andY = 0, — 2z0,. The
bundle? spanned byX andY is called the horizontal bundle. A path: [«, 5] — His
said to be be &orizontal curvef ~ is absolutely continuous and there até measurable
functions such that/(t) = a(t) X, + b(t)Y,w, for a.e. t € [o, 8]. Thelengthof + is
length(y) := ff Va?(t) + b%(t)dt. GivenP, ) € H, thecontrol distancel( P, Q) is defined
as the infimum (actually minimum) among the lengths of hariabpaths connecting and
(. Later on we will discuss the family of the correspondingdgsics.

The ball of centerP and radiuskR > 0 in H is denoted byB(P,R) = {Q € H :
d(P,Q) < R}. The Lebesgue measudedydt on H is, at the same, the bi-invariant Haar
measure ofil and, modulo a multiplicative constant, the Hausdorff meaéi associated
with d. Note the exponent, which comes from the homogeneous dimensiofllofL(£)
denotes the Lebesgue measuréJof H.

The control distance (see [NSW]) locally satisfies the estia®s

kil(z:8) = (250)] < d((21), (51) < ksl (2:8) = (25 8)]'2, (2.1)
(z;1), (#;t') € K whereK C H is compact and, k, depend onik. More precisely,
d((z; ), (Z51) = |z = 2| + |t —t — 2Im 22/ |2, (2.2)

with global equivalence constants.



A map f from H to itself is(1 + ¢)-biLipschitz ¢ > 0, if

1
1+e¢

An isometry is al-biLipschitz map fromH to itself.

d(P,Q) <d(f(P), f(Q)) < (1+e)d(P,Q), P,Q € H. (2.3)

Isometries and dilations. The left translationd.pr : ) — P - () are isometries of the
Heisenberg group and they preserve the length of a curvef keR. The rotation by an
angle ofg around the-axis, is the mafR, : (z;t) — (¢“z;t). Itis known, se€ [KR1],/IC1],
[T] and [Ki], that the only isometries dil are the compositions of rotations, left translations
and of the mapJ : (z;t) — (Z;—t). A simple proof of this fact, relying directely on
properties of geodesics, is given in the Appendix.

The dilation with parametex > 0 of H is the map), : (z;t) — (\z; A%t). The length
of a curve is homogeneous of degree 1 with respeét,toe. length(d,(v)) = Alength(y),
hence the same is true for the distance functilfty, P, 6,Q) = Ad(P, Q).

Pansu calculus.These notions will be used in Section 6. Lfet H — H be a Lipschitz
map. The Pansu differentid} f(P) of f at P € H is the map fronH to H defined by

Df(P)(Q) :Ug%l_i_éo*l{f(P)_l f(P(SUQ)},

where the limit must be uniform iy belonging to compact sets &f ~ R3. Pansu proved
that the differential of a Lipschitz map exists almost evdrgre and it is a endomorphism
of the group(H, ) into itself which commutes with dilations. It is rather edasycheck that
that any such morphism & must have the fornfu, v, w) — (au + Bv,yu + dv, (ad —
py)w), for suitable constants, 5,v,d € R. Therefore it can be identified with the matrix

A= : ? and written agu, v,w) — (A(Y);det(A)w) . Given a pointP where the

differential of f exists and is a group endomorphism which commutes withialilat we
denote byJ f(P) its associated x 2 matrix, so that

"\ (g
Df(P) (5}) = (det(Jf)(<P))w)' (2.4)

Note that a smooth function need not be differentiable insBasense: the function
f(z,y,t) = (0,0,y) is not differentiable at0,0,0). Moreover the mere existence of the
Pansu differential at a point does not ensure that the lattemorphism o, as the function
f(z,y,t) = (z,y,2t) shows at the origin.

But, if we know thatf is differentiable in Pansu sense &tand D f is a morphism,
writing f(P) = (£(P),n(P),7(P)), its Pansu Jacobian matrix has the form

X(P) Ye(P)
10~ (X3 vt ) 2

Geodesics and ballsWe say that a curve : I — H defined on an open intervalof R,
is ageodesidf it is absolutely continuous in the Euclidean sense andifort € I there is
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J C I containingt such that for albe < 3, a, 8 € J, d(v(a),7(83)) = length(y],, ). Let
P € H. If P = (z;t) with z # 0, then there is a unique curgejoining O and P, such that
length(v) = d(O, P). If P = (0;t), there are infinitely many curves with this property.

The explicit form of geodesics in the Heisenberg group han lmalculated by several
authors: see e.d. [Gav], [Kor], [Str], [Bel], [Mon]. For da¢ € R anda € [0, 27|, we have
the unit-speed geodesic from the origin

2(s) = sin(a) =2 4 cog(o) 222,
Voals) = <s>:s n(o) 2 — cos(a)imeles), (2.6)

t(s) =2 $s— 2n(¢8)

In the limiting case¢ = 0, geodesics are straight lines. The geodegig is length-
minimizing for s varying over any interval with |I| < 2%. We say thatr/|¢| is the
total lifetimeof the geodesig. The geodesics between arbltrary pairs of points can be ob-
tamed by left translation. The parametéf has an intrinsic geometric meaning, because
‘ ‘ is the length over whicl is length-minimizing. Hencég| is invariant under isometries
and covariant under dilations. The geodesics for wiich 0 are the ones pointing upward
(this means that asgrows,t(s) grows).

From the equation of the geodesics, we obtain the equatitreajeodesic sphere cen-
tered at the origin. We denote it I8} or S(0, r). It contains all(z; ¢) in H s.t.

2] = |2|(r, ¢) = 2922 |22 = |22(r, ) = 2 (1 — cos(¢r))
{t:t(r,¢):2¢r%§wr) or t_t(’@_g%n(@‘) (2.7)

for someg € [—2x/r, 27 /r]. See Figure 1.
A‘t|

(2r/m; 2r? /)

= (0;7%/m)3

v

(r50)

Figure 1: The sphere of radius
Observe thap = 0 = (|2|;¢) = (r;0), while ¢ = 2% = (|z[;¢) = (0;2), so that

d((05), (0;5)) = /7 [t — s]. (2.8)

The maximum and minimum values foare reached whepr = +x (note thatt(r, ¢) =
r?t(1, ¢r) and take a derivative df1, £) with respect tc).
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The upper half of the unit sphef&" (0, 1) := S(0,1) N {t > 0} will be also written as
a graph of the formt = u(|z|). Although the function: is not explicit it can be easily seen,
looking at [2.7), that

u(0) = l, u(z> _2 and u'(g> = 0. (2.9)

™

A more careful look shows that(0) = 2. The local behaviour of near0 is

ul(2)) :%+;|z|(1+0(|z|)), as|z| — 0. (2.10)

Moreover an easy dilation argument shows that the equafieéheoupper half sphere of
radiusr > 0 is
% = u(@), lz| <. (2.11)
We may also write the unit unit sphere as a graph of |thevariable, locally near
(I2];t) = (1;0). The setS(0,1) N (@ x (—1/7?,1/7r)> can be written ag(z; 1) : |2| =
v(t),|t| < 1/m}, where the functiom satisfies, for somé' > 0,

v([t]) = 1 — Ct* + o(t?), ast — 0. (2.12)

A portion of the Heisenberg ball is convex in the Euclideamsge The following lemma
is implicit in [AF], but its proof is elementary, so we will\gg it here.

Lemma 2.1 The convex envelopB,, (O, r), in the Euclidean sense, of the ba&l{O, r) is
the solid having as boundary the union of the portioi5¢®, r) corresponding tdgr| < =
in (Z7) and the two disc§(z;t) : t = £272, |z] < 2r}.

Proof. Consider the equation &f* (O, r) = 9B(O,r) N {t > 0} in (2.4). As functions of
¢r € [0,27], |2| is decreasing while increases off0, 7| and decreases dn, 27]. Hence,
t increases af| varies in[0, 2r] and decreases &g varies in[2r, r]. This shows that the
disc{(z;t) : t = 2r%, |z| < 2r} is contained in the convex envelope’s boundary.
LetnowP = (z;t) be apointons* (O, r) such that'¢ € [0, 7]. The total lifetime of the
geodesiey betweenP andO is 27 /¢. Sincer¢ < 7, this means that the length of the path
from O to P is less or equal than one halfgk lifetime. Consider the arc of starting atP,
containingO and having length /¢, exactly one half of the lifetime of. Let A be its other
endpoint. Apply now the left translatiah mappingA to O, letting LP = P’ andLO = O'.
Consider the balLB(A, R) = B(O, R), whereR = 7/¢. P' € 0B(O, R) is the point in
(2.17), with R instead ofr, corresponding t@ = 7/ R: one of the point having maximum
height. HenceB(O, R) stays below the sdtt = %R2}, its tangent plane a®’. Finally, we
show thatB(0’, r) = LB(O, r) is contained inB(O, R). In fact, if @ € B(0’,r), then

d(Q,0) < d(Q,0') + d(0',0) < d(P',0') + d(0',0) = d(P',0) = R,

where we have used the triangle inequality, the fact tHat 0B(O’, r), the alignment of
P’ O" andO on the same length minimizing geodesic and the fact iat 0B(O, R).
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The inequality is strict for any) # P’ on the closed bal{@ : d(Q,0") < d(P',0")}.
Then, B(O', r) stays on one side of its tangent planePat By translation invariance, the
same must hold witt® andO replacingP’ andO’. O

Cones.Theconewith center aD and aperture < R is the set
T, ={(zt) e H: t=a|z|*}.

We could also consider the degenerate cdhes = {(0;t) : t € R*} U {O}. The cones
centered a© in H are the orbits of the group generated by rotations and diiatcentered
at O, acting onH, closed by adding the origin.'p, = LpI', is the cone with center &t
and aperture.

We introduce now a coordinate for pointslih which will be useful in Sectioh3.

Definition 2.2 A point P = (z;t) has coordinate\ > 1 if the geodesie starting atO and
passing throughP has a total lifetime\ - d(O, P).

Let O’ be the other endpoint of, the geodesic starting & and going troughP. Then,
d(0,0") = X -d(O, P). The definition ofX is dilation invariant\(6,P) = A(P), r > 0.
The relation between and the parameter of -y in (2.8) is

2
A= ——.
|7

The pointsP for which A(P) = X is constant lay on the union of two conés, ). We
mention that from[{2]6) of(2.7) one deduces that) ~ 2X asA — oo and thata(\) ~
7r(>\71—1)2 as\ — 1.
Lemma 2.3 The following two facts hold.

(A) GivenP = (z;t) € S, t > 0,andR > 1,if \(P) < R, thendist(P, Sg) > R — 1.
Moreover, if\(P) < R, then the distancdist(P, Sg) is realized by the North Pol&/p :=
(0; R?/m) € Sg, and by it only. Finally, if\(P) > R, thendist(P, Sg) = R — 1 and the
distance is realized by a point different from the north pole

(B) There existR, > 0 and Cy, > 0, large but absolute constants, such that, for all

R > Ry, (z;t) € H,andr € [£,2],

{ Azt) > R { t < CoR™*
=

(z;t) € SF 0<r—|z| <CoR™2

Proof of (A).Suppose that(P) < R and letQ) be a point realizing the distandéQ), P) =
dist(P, Sg). Thenl 4+ d(P,Q) = d(O, P) + d(P,Q) > d(O, Q) = R, the strict inequality
holding since there is no geodesic passing thraUgR, (). Thusd(P, Q) = dist(P, Sg) >
R — 1, as desired.

In order to prove the second statement, Galihe closed, smooth surface obtained by
taking the union of all the geodesics joinialgand Ng. Observe thal — {Np} C B(O, R)
and that, since\(P) < R, P lies in the closure of the open set bounded/hyLet ) be be
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any pointinSg — { Ng}. Take a geodesig betweenP and(@ and letU be the the last point
wherey meetsT. SinceO, U and Ny lie on the same geodesic, while U and( do not,
we have that/(O,U) + d(U, Ng) = R < d(O,U) + d(U, @), henced(U, Ng) < d(U, Q).
Thus,

The second statement in (A) is proved.
The third statement follows easily from the definition oétime of a geodesic.

Proof of (B).We prove (B) forr = 1. The proof forr € [%, 2] is analogous. Take a geodesic
of lifetime R, i.e. with¢ = 22. By (2.7) withr = 1, we have

1) = 2 (2 —sin (3)) = Zert + oY), while

C2m2\ R R 3
R . /m w2 5
[2(1)] = = sin <E> = 1— 5 +o(R7?),
asR — +oo. This immediately proves the statement (B). O

The properties of the s&t in the proof are related to the fact that all points in theigatt
axis are conjugate t0. It was conjectured by Pansu [P1, P2] tifats the extremal for the
isoperimetric inequality .

3 Quasigeodesics in the Heisenberg group

A (global) (1 + ¢)—quasigeodesic ifil is a curvey : R — H such that
(1+e) Y s—o| <d(y(s),y(0)) < (1+¢)|s—a|, forall s,oe€R. (3.1)

A quasigeodesic is in particular a Lipschitz embedding afto H equipped with the control
distance. By the differentiability theorem in [P3], or byKlHProposition 11.4] the pathis
horizontal, i.e”(s) = a(s) X (v(s)) + b(s)Y (y(s)) a.e. Denotéy = (a,b).

Theorem 3.1 There exist, > 0, C' > 0 such that for any1 +¢)—quasigeodesig, ¢ < &,
and for any intervall in R
[ ints
I

The statement of Theoreim B.1 can be explained as follows./ Lzet[s;, s3] andy(s) =
(C(s); 7(s)), where( is nothing but the Euclidean orthogonal projectiomadn the plane
t = 0. Then [3.2) reads

1
1-CVe< —

20 <Il+e. (3.2)

S2 — 81

which implies that is a(1+C'y/c)—DbiLipschitz embedding dR in the plane = 0 endowed
with the Euclidean metric.
Theoreni 3.1 clearly will follow from the following statemten

10



Proposition 3.2 There exist, > 0, C' > 0 such that for any(1 + ¢)—quasigeodesi¢ :

R — H, e < g¢, such thaty(0) = 0, if y(s) = ({(s); 7(s)), then
B ()]
{1 Cves El =1+ s €R. (3.4)
IT(s)| < Ce/*s?,

We formulated here a statement for a global geodesic. Agtilileorem 3.1l holds on
I = [0, L] for a quasigeodesi¢ : [ — %, %] — H satisfying [3.1) for any, o in the
mentioned interval.

From the previous results we get that givefila+- £)—quasigeodesi¢ = ((; ) with
v(0) = 0, we have for somé € [0, 27] and somé € R, with |b| < C,

(C(1);7(1)) = (”(1 + by/e); ). (3.5)
Therefore, in view of[(2]1), the estimate
d((¢(1); 7(1)), (¢(1);0)) < Ce/® (3.6)

holds. Using[(3.6) it is easy to show that the distance(a from the plane = 0 satisfies
the estimatelist(v(1), {t = 0}) < Ce'/*, with an exponent which is better thdn (3.6).

By dilation invariance, this last remark implies that fox ¢,, a(1 + ¢)—quasigeodesic
~ starting atO is forced to stay outside a cone.

Corollary 3.3 There exist, > 0, C' > 0 such that for any1+¢)—quasigeodesig, ¢ < &,
v never intersects the (dilation invariant) sgtz; t) : [t| > Ce'/4|z|?}.

The proof of Proposition 312 is based on the fact that thedist between a point on the
metric sphere5 (O, r) and the larger, concentric sphe¥€0, R) can belarger thanR — r.
On a qualitative level, this is a consequence of the factathapheres centered @contain
points P which are conjugate t® along a geodesic.

Proof of Propositior_3.2.1t is enough to prove the statement for= 1. Introduce the
numbers .

oc=4ye, R= 7 (3.7)
Recall thaty(1) € S, andy(R) € S,,r, Wheren; € [(1+¢)7', (1 + ¢)]. Without loss
of generality, one can assume thdt) is on the northern hemisphere 6f,. Denote by
Nyr = (0; @) the north pole ofS,,z. Denotey(1) := (z;t), recall Definition 2.2 of
the \—coordinate and distinguish the following two cases.

1
Case A\(z,t) > ——.

2\/e
B < —.
Case BA(z,t) < NG
In Case Athe required estimatels (8.4) follow immediately from LeniZad, part (B),
which provides the estimat¢g < C'/e and | |z| — n;| < e (even with better powers than

the ones in(3]4)).

11



The discussion o€ase Bis articulated in 3 steps. The following three statementd ho
for e < &y, Wheresy, andC' are absolute constants.

Step B.1: <Z7 t) = 7(1) €B (Nn2R7 Rn2 — + U) = B*
Step B.2:z satisfies
2] > 1 - Cye (3.8)

and, as a consequence, the first lind_ofl(3.4) holds.
Step B.3 satisfies the estimatg < C<'/4, so that the second line 6f(3.4) holds too.

At
+
SU2R
Np,r

S+

m

Figure 2: A graphic description @ase B.

Proof of Step B.1.Assume by contradiction that(1) = (z;t) ¢ B,.. Then it would be

d(y(1), Nywr) > Rna — m1 + 0. Since we are assumingz; t) < Tlf = 1R, if ¢ is small

2
enough we can assert by Leminal 2.3, part A, that the distarteeeéey(1) and S, is
realized by the poindV,,z. Then

d(7(R),~(1)) = dist(y(1), Sp,r) = d (v(1), Nyr) > Bz — i + 0,

because we are assumin@l) ¢ B.. On the other hand, the quasigeodesic property gives
d(v(R),v(1)) < (R—=1)(1 +¢). Thuswe getRn; — 1 + 0 < (R —1)(1 + ¢). Since
n; € [(1+¢)~' 1+ ¢] andR ando are prescribed i (3.7), we get

1 1
— n, — < [ = —
1
:> —
(1+e)ye
It is now easy to see that the last inequality can not hold fealss. This contradiction
finishes the proof oGtep B.1.
Proof of Step B.2.The idea here is to study the shape of the boundary of thefhak

B ((0; @) , Ry —m + a), for smalle, with R ando given by [3.7). Recall that the
center ofB, is N,,r. Note that if we would choose = 0, then the boundary aB, would

—(14+e)+4ve < <%—1>(1+5).
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touchdB(0, ;) exactly along a circle. Choosing > 0 we enlarge the ball exactly by the
amount prescribed by (3.7). The next computation providesesinformation about the
intersection of the two balls. In Figure 2, we representedstimall upper hemispherg’ ,
the hemispheré@~ B,, the lower boundary of3, and the largest upper hemisphé&‘%R.
The point(z; t) belongs to the very small region given by the intersectioBoandB,,, .

The equation of the (lower hemi)sphefe (0, ¢) ist = —g2u<§>, |z| < o, whereu

satisfies[(2.10). Taking = n. R — n + o and translating upwards by the amoéﬁﬁﬁ, we
get that any point belonging tB, should satisfy

L <—|Z| )

nR—m+o
_ (pR)? 1.2 I ! (3.9)
oo (2R = + o)’ 7r+7r772R 771+0< +O<R>)
1

= [2m — )R~ (m — 0] ~ 2(mR —m +0) (1+O(/R)) |2]

We have used here expansion (2.10), then we made only algeimplifications and we
wroteO(1/R) instead oD (|z|/(neR—mn1+0)) (this is correct because we know that < 2
and we may choosB = <~'/2 large enough).

To prove [3.8), use the fact that € [(1 + )7, (1 + ¢)]. Thus [3.9) implies

> {2((1+6)_1—4\/5)ﬁ_(1+5_4‘/5>2
2/1+¢
_;<?_ ?+4f) (1+0(2)) |2|.

Some short computations show thatgcas 0,

2((1+ )~ 4VE) e =

()\f\f

and(1+e—44/2)? = 1+0(,/¢). Moreover, sinc 1—}5—1—+8+4\f> = %(1—\/§+O(e)),
we have

— (1= 4/e+0(e)),

(F - o+ VE) 1+ 0(VA) < (14 GV,

N

where the constartt; is positive and is small enough.
Therefore[(3.9) becomes

7

2 1 Ve 2 1

1> [1—4f+0( )—7(1+O(\/E))} W (14 CivE +0(e)] |2
21 21

ey S sy~ ERS N O EE

The latter impliegz| > —Cs+/ct + 1 — Cy+/e, which immediately provides (3.8) (note that
(z;t) € B4 ensurest| < (). Step B.2. is finished.
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Proof of Step B.3Now we know thaty(1) = (z;t) satisfies[(3.8). To better understand the
situation, note that, as — 0, (3.8) become$:| > 1. Together with the shape of the unit
ball, which is convex nealz| = 1, this suggests that the poift;¢) stays near the circle
|z| = 1,t = 0, ase approache$. To make this statement quantitative, recall also that our
point~(1) belongs to the sef,, by the biLipschitz propertyy; € [(1+¢) ' 1+¢]. To
proveStep B.3write, in a neighborhood df:| = 7, andt = 0, the spheres,, in the form

|z] = m v(t/n?), where|z| = v(t) is the equation of; near|z| = 1, which satisfied(2.12).
Recall that), € ((1+¢)™!, (1 +¢)). Thus we have the estimate

t 2 2
1 — _)<qQ 1-C—— | =14e-C—nuwr
2] < ( +€)v<(1+5)2)_( +5)[ C(IH)J te=Carom
This, together with[(318), implies the estimate in the secbne of (3.4). The proof of
Propositiod 3.2 is completed. O

Proof of Theoreni 31t suffices to prove it forl =
where~ satisfy the ODEy = a X (y )+ bY( ) ( )
 b(s

[(14+¢)7", (1 +¢) ae Ther = z(1) = [, (a
(3.4) (withs = 1) implies

1—COyE< ‘ /Ol(a(s),b(s))ds‘ <1+ Ce.

1]. Write again(z t) 7(1)

(0,0,0) with y/a(s)? 4+ b(s

0,
))ds. Therefore the flrst estlmate of

The proof is finished. O

4 BilLipschitz image of a horizontal plane

In this section we prove Theorem B. This requires the undedshg of how the different
quasigeodesicgse’; 0) and(se'?; 0), s € R, are transformed by, asf, ¢ € [0, 2x]. The
key point is in the following geometric result.

Proposition 4.1 Defineo(6) = d((1;0), (¢”;0)), § € [—m,x]. The functiono is even,
smooth orj0, 7| and for any\ > 0 there isC'y > 0 such that:

J(0) > Cr0~? foralld €0, — AL (4.1)
An immediate consequence b6f (#.1) is the estimate
0(0) — o(d)] > C5[0 = [0]|, VOe[0,m—=N,p€[-m+Am—A. (42

The fact that has a maximum at = 7 suggests that estimafe (4.2) no longer holds for
A =0.

We postpone the proof of the Proposition to the second pdhtecgection.
Proof of Theorem BBy dilation invariance it suffices to prove the statementRof 1.

Step 1. Proof of estimai@.8) for |z| = 1. After a rotation we may assume by Proposition
3.2, thatf(1,0,0) = (1 + bey;be2). Observe that an information on the position of the
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point f(—1;0) can be easily extracted. Indeed, write as ugifal0) = (¢(1;0),7(1;0)).
Formula [3.8) applied on the intervigh 1, 1) gives

C(=150) = (14 ben)| = |C(~1:0) — C(130)] = )/ Cohbe. (@3)

Here we denoted(s) = £(((s;0)). Moreover, [34) gives((—1;0)| = 1 + bey, which
means((—1;0) = (1 + be;)e™, for somewy. Inserting into [(4B) we get = 7 + bes.
Therefore

F(=1;0) = ((1 + bey)e™P=2): bey). (4.4)

In order to prove the required estimdie {1.6), we will prdvatt after possibly applying
the isometry(z, y,t) — (z, —y, —t), we can write

f(ew; 0) = ((1+ bgl)ei(9+b€3); bey), 0 € [—m, 7. (4.5)

Note that, by[(212),[(415) implieg(f(c”; 0), (¢"?;0)) < Ceq, which is [1.6) wherjz| = 1
andA = I.

Note first that we already know that (4.5) holds foe= 0 and# = . This follows from
the assumptiorf(1;0) = (1 + bey; bey) and from [[4.4), which implies

d(f(1;0),(1;0)) <Ces  and

d(f(=1;0),(=1;0)) = d(((1 + beq)e! ) bey) (—1; 0)) < Ces. (4.6)

We first prove[(45) fo¥ € [0, 3x]. Estimate[(42) with\ = 7/4 will be used. By the
results of the previous section we may wrjtge™?; 0) = ((1 + be1)e™?; be,), where the
functiond — ¢(60) is defined by the last equality and satisfig®) = 0. After possibly
applying the isometryz, y, t) — (z, —y, —t) we may assume thain(¢(7/2)) > 0, i.e. the
second coordinate @f*("/?) is positive. The biLipschitz property gives

d(f(e”;0), f(1;0)) = (1 +be)d((e”;0), (1;0)) = o(6)(1 + be),
by the definition ofp. By the triangle inequality and the first line &f (4.6), wealsave

d(f(e;0), f(1;0)) = d(f(e”;0), (1;0)) + beg = d(((1 + be1)e™@; bey), (1;0)) + bes
= d((e"?);bey), (1;0)) + beg = 0(¢(0)) + bes.

Therefore we have proved that¢(6)) = o(6) + bes. Thus, estimate[{4l2) givelw —
|9(0)]| < Ces. Since the functionp is continuous ands(w/2) > 0, we can drop the
absolute value:

0 —6(0)] < Ces, b€ [0, %r]. 4.7)

The same argument works fére [—37,0] and estimate (417) also holds in the latter
interval.

In order to provel(4]5) for the values 6fnearr (sayn/2 < || < ), an analogous
argument can be used, changing the “central” p6in®) with its opposite(—1;0), whose
image’s position is narrowed down by the second liné_ofl (436¢p 1 is concluded.
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Step 2. Proof of(1.6) for |z| < 1. We now assumé_(4.5). Also, we may assume that
(2;0) = (r;0), r € [0,1]. We know from [[2.R) that/(f(r;0), (;0)) ~ |((r;0) — 7| +

|7(r; 0) + 2rlm ¢(r; 0)]'/2, thus we can estimate the two summands separately. We begin
with |((r;0) — r|. Let P be the point on the segment betwe@nand ((1;0) such that

|P — O] = r. Since, by[(45), the angle with vertéx and raysO((1;0), O(1;0) has
amplitudebe; and we have the relationi§r;0) — O| = r, we have|P — (r;0)| = bes.
Consider now the case wher> 1/2. First we estimate the angdehaving vertex inO and
raysO((1;0), O¢(r;0). We claim thaia| = be,. Indeed, by the Generalized Pythagorean
(GPT) Theorem,

[C(1;0) = C(r; 0)* = (L 0)* + [¢(r; 0)[* = 2I¢ (15 0)] (15 0)] cos(a).

But now, by Theore 311, we hay@1;0) — ((r;0)| = (1 —r)(1+be1), |¢(1;0)] = 1+ bey
and|((r;0)| = r(1 + bey). Inserting these estimates into the previous equationakidg
r > 1/2 into account, we geftl — cos | < Ceq, which ensuresw = be,. Again the GPT
applied to the triangl®((r; 0) P gives| P—((r; 0)| = beo. Therefore, the triangle inequality
in the plane give§(r;0) — ((r; 0)| = bes.
Inthe case < 1/2we proceed much the same way, considering the triafiglé; 0)( (
and its angles having vertexir((1; 0) instead, in order to have the estimate|Br((r;0)
Finally, to estimate the second term(r; 0)+2rIm {(r; 0)|'/2, observe first that-(r; 0)
Cey, if r < 1. We also know now thag(r; 0) = r(1 + be; e, so thatilm((r, 0)| < Ces.
Hence|(r; 0) + 2r Im((r; 0)]/2 < Ce,. This ends the proof of Theorem B. O

r;0)
l.
|

<

Proof of Propositior_4]1.Recall first that the geodesic balls with center at the orayim
radial in both|z| and|t], i.e. dy(z;t) = dy(|z]; |t]). The group law gives

0(0) = d((1;0), (”;0)) = do(2sin(6/2); 4sin(6/2) cos(6/2)). (4.8)

The equation of the upper half of the sphéteis given by [2.¥) and has the explicit form
22 = Z(1 — cosa)r?, t = % (o —sina)r?, where 0 < o < 27. Here we use the
coordinate|z|? instead of|z|, in order to make computations easier. It is convenient to
introduce the function& andg by the equations:

2

a2

G(a,r) = <3(1 —cos a)r?,

5 (v —sin a)r2> =7r%g(a), >0, 0<a<2m. (4.9)
a

Moreover, the pointz; t) appearing in the right hand side bf (4.8) satifig$ = (2sin(0/2))?,
t = 4sin(0/2) cos(0/2), where0 < 6 < 7. Define the path

H(9) = (4 sin? (g),élsin (g) cos (g)) = 2(1 — cos f, sin 9), 0<h#<m. (4.10)

Observe that{ (0) describes the upper half of the circle of radusentered af2, 0).
By definition of H and@, o(#) is the unique number with the property that

G(a, 0(0)) = H(0) (4.11)
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for somea € [0,27]. In fact, (4.11) uniquely determinds, o) as a function o). To
see this, observe thét(a, 01) = G(az, 02) only when(ay, 1) = (as, 02), Otherwise we
would have either two intersecting metric spheres with tiraes center and different radii,
or a point on a metric sphere whose distance from the centealized by geodesics with
different values of the parameter

The proof of Proposition 411 is articulated as follows.

Step 1.There existC;, C; > 0 such thatC,0'/2 < o(0) < Cy6'/? for any6 in [0, 7].
Step 2.¢ is smooth orj0, 7| and¢’(6) is strictly positive for any € |0, [.
Step 3.There exist, > 0, Cy > 0 such that'(0) > C,0~/? for anyd < oy.

Proof of Step 1.H parametrizes a circle with spe@dand it is easy to verify tha%@ <
|H(0)| < 26, for anyé € [0, 7]. On the other side we have the estimate

o(6)* [(i]gfr} 9] < |G(a, 0(0))] < 0(6)? s lg], Va € [0,27],

whereg is defined in[(4.9). The required inequalities follow frone tlact thatd < [gf} lg]

< sup |g| < +o0.
[0,2n]

Proof of Step 2Let §, € |0, 7[. Write gy = 0(f,). Then we have for a suitabte, € |0, 27]
the equatiorG(«, 0o) = H(6y). The idea is to study the equatidn (4.11) fonear a value
0 = 6,. We already know that there is a unique solut{ert), o(#)) for any 6 in [0, 7].
Moreover we will show that the functiomsatisfieso’(6y) > 0.

In order to apply the inverse function theorem to the functtiy which is smooth near
(v, 00) We compute

8TG<OK(], Qo) = %(1 — C€OS a, Qg — Sin Oéo) and
ZQQ 202 (4.12)
0.G (v, 00) = ——??(1 — cos ap, ap — sinag) + —Zo(sinozo, 1 — cosay).
Qo Qg
Then
det[2u Gl 00) 0,G (a0, )] =~ [sin (22) = (22) cos (22)] sin (22).
ot g0, ria, ol 2 2 2 2

It is easy to see that the function in the square bracketitigtpositive for anya, € 10, 27].
Thus, by the inverse function theorem, equation (4.11) @asdived for anyd neard,.
Denote by (6), o(f) the solutions. The functiors— «(6) ando(¢) are smooth neat;.
In order to get the estimaté&(6,) # 0 differentiate equationn (4.11). This givesG («, 0o)
o/ (0) + 0,G (g, 0y) 0 (0y) = H'(6y). By Cramer’s rule
det[0,G(ag, 00) H'(6h)]

¢0) = T PCla0 o) 5Clan o)) (4.13)

Observe that the second line bf (4.12) can be simplified éaist

.t 0 = ] (2) () - ()] 50 (). ()
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Therefore

! . 16@3 Qo
det[0.G (g, m9) H'(6p)] = e [(?) oS

() - (3 i (2 0)

’ 1 Oé0/2 . (%))
= — . 4.14
¢ )= 357 sintaoy2) o™ (7 +%) (4.14)
Now we are in a position to prove that+# 0. Assume by contradiction that(6,) = 0
for somef, € 0, 7[. Then it must bex> 4 6, = 7. EquationG(ay, 00) = H(6y) and the
explicit form of G and H immediately furnish

so that

1 —cosay o T Qg cos(a/4) sin(ay/2)
Tocosa oy (r a0y eoslan/d) |
ap — sin oy 2 2 4 sin(ag/4) 1 — cos(ag/2)

Observe thatin(ag/4) # 0 asag € 10, 27[. Now letay/2 = s € 0, 7[. Then

2sin? s sin s

25 —2sinscoss 1 —coss

But it is easy to see that the latter fails for any |0, 7[. Thereforey’ # 0 and Step 2 is
accomplished.

Proof of Step 3We are interested in studying equatién (4.11) riear 0. If (4.11) holds,

then
B 1 — cos@ _ 1—cosa

L) :=

sinf  a—sina R(a).
Note thatZ(d) = tan (0/2) increases off0, rr|, from L(0) = 0 to L(7—) = +oo. One
readily verifies thatR is a strictly monotone function decreasing fraRi0™) = +oc to
R(2m) = 0. Hencex is a monotonically decreasing function &@fa(0) = 27, a(7) = 0.
Keeping into account tha = 2 arctan R(«), a calculation shows that (@% < 0 for all

6 €10, l; (i) %@ = —37—(1+0(1)),asf — 0 (& a — 2m); (i) %2 = —3(1+0(1)), as
0 — 7 (& a — 0). As a consequence, there @&'eandC, > 0 so that,
Vi< T < o,Va. (4.15)

Finally we go back to[(4.14). Fdt close to0 (which means; close tor), we have the
estimatesin § < (7? — g) andsin (g + 6) > (4 (7r -5 = 9). Therefore,

The latter, together with (4.15) and the estima(®) ~ 0'/2, as# — 0, concludes the proof
of Proposition 4.1. O

18



5 Image of points outside the plane = 0

Let f be a biLipschitz map as in Theorem B. By Theorem B we know hepthnet = 0
transforms: for any? > 0 there is a suitablel € O(2) such that,

d((f(20),(A20)) < CesR, [2| < R. (5.1)

In the current section, in order to study where points oetsite plane{t = 0} are
mapped, we will make a systematic use of the following fariflgeodesics — ~(s) =
(z(s),y(s),t(s)), where

s , L
x(s) = qcosa(l — oS (—)) — gsin asin (—),
q q

S

y(s) = qsina(l — Cos <2>) + g cos asin <6>, (5.2)

t(s) = 2¢ <2 — 7 —sin (2))

The parametey is positive, whilea € [0, 2. Note that for0 < s/q < 27, d(v(s),0) = q.
The pathy is a unit speed geodesics with lifetideq. It can be obtained froni (2.6) with a
translation and by changingwith 1/q. Moreover

7(0) = (0,0, —2¢°), ~(mq) = (2qcos a,2gsina,0), andy(2rq) = (0,0, 2¢°7). (5.3)

The distancelist ((0; 2m¢?), {t = 0}) is realized by any point of the fortf2qe™; 0) and its
value is

dist((0; 2m¢?)), {t = 0}) = d((0; 2m¢?), (2¢¢”;0)) = g, VO € [0, 27].

All the points of the circlg2¢e®; 0), 0 € [0, 2] are “projections” of(0; 27r¢?) on the plane
{t = 0}. This is the reason why statement 1. in Propositioh 5.1 bé&ddalse fors = 0.

By means of an accurate analysis of the mentioned geodesasill obtain the follow-
ing quantitative result, whose technical proof will be give Subsection 513.

Proposition 5.1 There exist universal constantg > 0 and C; > 0 such that, for any
o < oy the following statement holds. For agy= |0, oo[ consider the unit speed geodesic
~ of total lifetime2rq such thaty(0) = (0,0, —2¢*r) andv(7q) = (2¢,0,0) := Q. Take
any numbes with

ol/® §s/q§7r—al/16 (5.4)

and denote” = ~(s). Then:

1. The closure of the balB( P, d(P, ))) touches the plane= 0 only in Q.

2. LetlI,(z;t) = = be the vertical projection ofit = 0}. The enlarged balB(P, (1 +
o)d(P,Q)) satisfies the following property.

Q =11, <B(P, (1+0)d(P,Q)) N{t> 0}) C{z€C:|z—2¢| < Cogo'*}. (5.5)
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At

7(0) = (0; —2¢%7) s P =1(s)

Figure 3: A bidimensional qualitative representation alusion [5.5).

5.1 Points on thet—axis
Next we analyze the position of points of the foyfit0; ¢). Our result is the following

Theorem 5.2 There areey > 0 and C' > 0 such that, ife < ¢, (z;t) — f(z;t) =
(C(z;t);1(2;t)) is (1 + e)—BiLipschitz onH and satisfieg' (0) = 0, then

1€(0,0,)] < Ceylt|'/* and |[t| — |7(0,0,8)]| < Ceult|, V teR. (5.6)

The proof of Theorerh 52 involves only valuesobn the setk” := {t = 0} | J{ t—axis}.
This does not contain information enough to determine theair (0, 0, t) (the mapf (z,y, t) =
(x,y,—t), which is far from being an isometry iH, is an isometry while restricted t&).

In order to determine the sign of0, 0, ¢), we need to take into account valuesfabutside
the setK. This is done in Proposition (5.3) below.

Proposition 5.3 If f is (1 + ¢)—biLipschitz,e < &y, f(0) = 0 anddet(A) = +1in (5.1)
for someR > 0, then
7(0,0,¢)

>0 forallteR,t#0.

Before giving the proof of Theorem 5.2 and Proposifion 5t&%esve that, putting the men-
tioned statements together, we immediately get the prodhebrem C.

Proof of Theorem ClLet f be a(1 + ¢)—biLipschitz self map ofH such thatf(0) = 0.
By Proposition 5.3, after possibly applying a rigid moti@ny, ¢t) — (x, —y, —t), we may
delete the absolute value in the second inequalitly in (SheisT

‘C(0707t)‘ < C€4|t‘1/2 and ‘t_T(()?Oat)} < C’54‘t|7 Vot ERa

which implies
d(f(0;1), (0;1)) < Csslt|M?, vt €R, (5.7)
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as desired. O

Proof of Theorenh 512 Since the statement is dilation invariant, we prove it fa goint

(0; 27). By Theorem B withR = 2, we may assume that (5.1) holds with= [ for R = 2.
Write f(0;27) = (£,0,7), £ > 0 (the proof which follows can be easily modified to cover
the general casg(0, 0, 27) = (£, n, 7)). Note that(0, 0, 27) = ~v(27), wherey is one among
the geodesics in_(5.2), with = 1, see[(5.8). Moreover, we know that the distance of the
point (0; 27) from the plang = 0 is realized by all the points of the for2¢¥; 0) and its
value isr.

The idea of the proof is the following. We will chooSe= 7 /2 andf = 3. We will
show that, by the biLipschitz property, the poi6t0, 7) has distance + o(power ofe) from
both the pointg0, 2,0) and(0, —2,0). These information, together with the the one about
the distance of¢, 0, 7) from the origin,d(f(0;27), (0;0)) = (1 + be)d((0; 27), (0;0)), will
give a rigid estimate of the position of the po{gt 0, 7).

Taked = 7. By the triangle inequality and the biLipschitz property ase

d((£,0,7),(0,2,0)) = d(f(0;2n),(0,2,0))
= d(f(0;27), £(0,2,0)) +bd(f(0,2,0),(0,2,0))  (5.8)
=m(1+4be) + bey = m + bey,
where we used (5.1), which holds fér= 2. The same computation for the opposite point

(0, —2,0) shows that
d((€,0,7),(0,=2,0)) = m(1+ bey). (5.9)

Write again [(5.8) and_(5.9) using the group law and recaltimgt the distance from the
origin satisfiesi((0;0), (z;t)) := do(z;t) = do(|2|; |t|) for any(z;t) € H. This gives

do (\/@,7—45) = (1 + bey) = do (\/m,wzxg). (5.10)

Denote nowo = /€2 + 4, 7_ = 7 — 4£ andr, = 7 + 4£. The equivalences i (5.110) can
be written as
do(0;74) =7m(1+bey) and do(o;7-) = m(1 + bey). (5.11)

Next we prove thatr| > 7, for some small but absolute constant> 0, uniformly for
smalle. In order to get this property we add fo (5.10) (or the eqeiwt(5.11)) the third
information given by the biLipschitz property

do(&,0,7) = do(f(0;2m)) = (1 4 be)do(0;2m) = (1 + be) V2 (5.12)

(seel(2.B), for the last equality). By (5]10), since the Bdl), ) is contained in the cylinder
{lz| < r}forallr > 0, we havet? + 4 < 7%(1 + Ce,). Sincer? — 4 < 2m, this gives for
smalle the estimate

£ <2r, thatis &< V2r. (5.13)

It is immediate to see (note that/2 > +/2r) that [5.18) and(5.12) together imply

17| > 70, (5.14)
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for some absolute constanit
Now, givenC, > 0 introduce the ring domain

A€ =B (0, 7T(1 + 0064)) \ B (0, 7T(1 — 0064)) 3

andletAl = A.n{t > 0}, A = A.n{t < 0}. By (6.11), we may choose an absolute con-
stantCy > 0 suchthatp; 7.), (0;7_) € A.. Note that[(5.14) says thatdfis small enough, it
can not happen thép; 7.) € A and(p;7_) € AZ. Thus it should béo; 7.), (0;7_) € AF
or (o;74), (057-) € AZ.

It is not difficult to check the following claim by means of theoperties of the unit ball
described in Sectidn 2.

Claim. If o > 0 is given, then there exists, andC, > 0 such that, for any < o, given
any pair of point(o; 7_), (¢;74+) € B(0,1+ o)\ B(0,1 — o), 7 < 74 with =, > 7, (or
7_ < —19), thent, — 7 < Cyo.

Rescaling the claim (witlr = Cye4) from the unit radius to the radius, we get the
estimater, — 7 < C'e4, which by the definition of-, 7_ gives4¢ < Cey, thatisé < Cey.
This ends the proof of the first inequality in (5.6).

In order to prove the second inequalityfin (5.6), recall that(5.11),

(\/52 AT 45) € 5(0,7(1+bey)) ande < Cey.

Inserting these information into equation (2.11) of theesptof radiusr(1 + be,), we get

T+b€4 . \/4+b€3 (5 15)
m2(1+bey)?| \m(l4bey))’ '

Assume first that the quantity inside the absolute value stiwe. Recall that, by[(2]9),
u(w) = 2+0(w—2)* asw — 2. After a short manipulatiofi{5.15) becomes- 27 + bey,
which is the required estimate. If instead the number in ieokte value in the left hand
side of [5.1b) is negative, then we get= —27 + bey. Ultimately, the second estimate of
(5.8) holds and the proof of the theorem is finished. O

Proof of Propositior. 5.13.By dilation invariance it suffices to prove the propositiar f
R = 2, i.e. assume that (8.1) holds with = I, the2 x 2 identity matrix, andR = 2.
We prove that the poinP = (0,0, —27) goes into a point whose-coordinater(0; —2)
satisfiesr(0; —27) < 0. By continuity, since the second inequality of (5.6) ensutet
7(0;t) # 0, for all t # 0, this will be enough to prove the proposition.

In the proof of this proposition, which is qualitativg,1 ) always denotes (scalar or vec-
tor) functions such thgb(1)| < Ce* for some absolute but unimportant positive constants
C' andk, which may change at each occurrence.

By (5.6) we know that it should b&0, 0, —27) = o(1) and|7(0, 0, —27)| = 27 + o(1).
Assume by contradiction that0, 0, —27) = +27 + o(1). Consider the geodesic (5.2) with
a = 0 andq = 1, which has the form

v(s) = (1 — cos s,sin s, 2(s — m — sin s)). (5.16)
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Note thatP = ~(0). Write @ = ~(7) = (2,0,0) and note also that(2r) = —P =
(0,0,27). Take now the intermediate poidtl = (y(w/2)) = (1 + 4;—(7 + 2)). Our
assumptiorr(0; —27) = +27+o0(1) implies alsor (0; —(7+2)) = +7+2+0(1). Moreover,
(5.8) gives als@ (0; — (7 + 2)) = o(1). Our knowledge on global quasigeodesics, applied
to the quasigeodesix(s) := f(%s; —(m +2)), s € R (note that\(0) = f(0; —(7 + 2))
and\(v/2) = f(M)), tells us that it should be

FOM) = (1 +0)e;m+2) +o(1), (5.17)

for somed € [0, 2x]. Furthermore, we may also assert that,[by|(5.1), with theimdt= I,
f(@) = Q + o(1). Then, the triangle inequality and the biLipschitz propejite

A(F(M), Q) = d(F(M), F(Q)) +0(1) = d(M,Q) +0(1) = 5 +o(1).  (5.18)

To get some information of, we use Propositidn 5.1. Indeed, since both (5.17) land](5.18
hold, it must be

f(M) =~ (gw) +o(l) = (1,—1,7+2) + o(1), (5.19)

wherey is defined in[(5.16). To check (5]19), consider the geodesastricted tdr /2, 27+
7/2]. Sincey(n) = Q, f(M) +o(1) € {t =71+ 2},v(3n/2) € {t = 7+ 2}, f(M) €
B(Q,7/2+ o(1)), Proposition 5.1 says thdt f (1), v(3/27)) = o(1), hence[(5.19) holds.

Finally use the biLipschitz property( f (M), f(1,1,0)) = d(M, (1,1,0)) + o(1), that
isd((1,-1,7+2),(1,1,0)) =d((1,1,—(7 4+ 2)), (1,1,0)) + o(1). Translating in term of
the distance from the origid,,

do(0, =2, m=2) = do (0,0, —(7+2))+o(1) = do(2;7—2) = v/7(m + 2)+0(1). (5.20)

We have concluded that the poii2t = — 2) has distance from the origiyy 7 (7 + 2) + o(1).
The latter number is greater tharif o(1) is small enough. But the ball of radidscontains
the rectangld0, 2] x [0, %] (see Sectiofil2). The poirie; = — 2) is strictly inside the
mentioned rectangle. This is in contradiction w(th (5.20). O

5.2 Image of points outside the—axis.

Theorem 5.4 (Theorem D) There arez, and C,, absolute constant such that, fifis (1 +
e)—biLipschitz,e < ¢, f(0) = 0 and A = I, in Theorem B at the scalg > 0, then

d(f(z; t), (2; t)) < CenR,
forany(z;t) s.t.[|z|* + [t]]'/? < CoR.

Proof. We prove the statement fa¢ = 1. Consider a poinf® = (z;t), outside the set
{t = 0} |U{t — axis}. To locate quantitatively the position ¢f P), we will use Proposition
5.1. Therefore it is convenient to think the poiftin the form P = ~(s), wherey is the
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geodesic in[(5]2), for someg> 0 and0 < s < mq. We may also choose = 0. The choice
R =1means; = dp(z;t) < Cy, Cy absolute.

Roughly speaking, if the point is near= 0 or near the—axis, we will get the required
estimate by means of the previous results and the triangtpuatity. If instead the point is
“far” from {t = 0} |J{t — axis}, then we will invoke Proposition 5.1.

To be more precise, we will distinguish the following cases:

Case A.10 < q < e11 ((2;t) close to the origin).
Case A2:s; < g < Cyand0 < g < g9 ((2;t) close to the—axis).
Case A3z <g< Cyhandr — ey < g < 7 ((2;t) close to the plané¢t = 0}).
Case By < g < Cpandeg < 2 < —eyo ((2;¢) far from{t = 0} J¢ — axis).
We discuss first the casels which all will be treated by the triangle inequality.

Case A.1Recall thatf(0) = 0 and~y(s) = (z;t). The triangle inequality gives

d(f(z1), (1) < d(f( t), (0; 0)) +d(<0- 0), (2;1))
2+E d( ) < 0611

Case A.2We have) < g < gg. Then

d(f(z1), (1)) < d(f(z1), f(0;1) +d(f(0;1), (0;1)) + d((0;1), (2 1))

<
< (24 ¢e)d((z,1), (051))) + Ces < Clz| + Ces,

where we used biLipschitz property, triangle inequalitgd §5.7). Moreover, sincg < &y,
, |2| < Cey. Therefore the right-hand side can be estimated'by
which is clearly smaller tha@'sy;.

Case A.3Use the triangle inequality and (3.6).

d(f(z1), (z1) <d(f(zt), f(20)) +d(f(20),(20)) +d((20), (2 1))
< (2+¢e)d((20), (2;t)) + Cez < (2+ &)Vt + Ces.

Sincer > £ > m — 19, We have, byl(5]2), if is small enoughlt| < €19. Therefore the last
line can be estimated lye;.

Case BWrite again(z;t) = ~(s) and, as usual = ({; 7). The key point is to show that,
since, by hypothesid, (3.1) holds with= I andR = 1, then

C(z;t) =z+4+0beg and 7(z;t) =t + bey, (5.21)

for any(z;t) such thafz|> + |t| < C, and Case B holds.
To prove [5.21), recall that we know thAt0; t) = (bey; t + bey), by Theoreni 5J2. Then,
by our result on the image of a horizontal plane, Theorem B,

FO;6)7 - f(z38) = (2(1+ ber)e; ben),

for somes € [0, 2]. Therefore, writingf (2;t) = f(0;¢) - (2(1 + beq)e; bes), it turns out
thatr(z;t) =t + bey. This is the second equality in (5]21).
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In order to get the first one, we need to locdte;¢) with the help of Proposition
£.1. This will provide information on the anglé Recall first that, ifQQ = ~(mq), then
d(f(Q),Q) < Ce,. The triangle inequality, the biLipschitz assumption ahd (already
proved) second equation ¢f (5121) give

d((C(z:1);1), Q) < d((¢(z:1);t), f(=1) +d(f(21), f(Q)) +d(f(Q), Q)

< Ces+ (1 +e)d((2:t),Q) + Cey < d((2;1),Q) + Ces. (5.22)

To write (5.22) in a form which is more suitable for the apation of Propositiof 511, recall
that (Case B) we are assuming> ¢;; andn — g > £10. Then, sincgz;t) = v(s) and

Q = (v(mq), we have
S
d((z1),Q) =mq— s = Q<7T - —) > €11€10 = E6-
q
Thenes; = 3 < g6d((2;1), Q). Thus [5.2R) takes the more dilation invariant form
d((C(z1):1),Q) < d((2:1), Q){1 + Cee}. (5.23)
Looking at [5.28) and recalling(z; t) = ze'’ + be,, we get by triangle inequality that

Q € B((ze"s5t),d((2:), Q)(1 + Ce)), .
R-sQ € B((z1),d((1), Q)(1 + 056))7

whereR_z(w; s) = (e~#w; s). This, together with the assumption of Case B, which pro-
vides [5.4) withc = C¢sg, enables us to apply apply (5.5) with = C=4, which reads
|R_3Q — Q| < Cqei/* = Cqes. Dividing both members by gives|e?® — 1| < Ces, hence
¢(2;t) — 2| < Ces. Thus [5.21L) is proved.

Finally, write f(z; ¢) in the form given by[(5.21). Then

d(f(z1), (z:t)) = do ((—2;—t) - (2 4 bes;t + bey)) < Ceg < Ceyy,

as desired. The proof of the theorem is concluded. O

5.3 Proof of Proposition5.1

Observe first that statement 1. follows from the proof of Lemiidal. In order to prove
statement 2., note that, by dilation invariance, we may shgo= 1. Lettinga = 0 and
g = 1 inthe geodesid (5l12) gives

P =7(s) = ((1—coss),sins,2(s — 7 —sins)).

Itisd(P,Q) =m—s. PUtR := (1+0)d(P,Q) = (1+o0)(m — s).
Before proving[(5.5), we show th&, = 2, where? is the seemingly smaller set

Q:=B(P,(140)d(P,Q)) Nn{t = 0}.
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The equality®?; = 2 holds if the surfaces,, = S(P, R) N {t > 0} can be viewed as the
graph of a function(z;t) € Sy, iff ¢ = t(z), and this is true if and only if the “equato®

of S(P, R) liesin{t < 0}. By equator, we mean the sBt= P - (S(O, R) N {t = 0}), the
set of the points ir5 (P, R) which have parametef = 0 (see Section 2). The equator of
S(O, R) has parametrizatiofi? cos v, Rsin «,0), 0 < a < 27. After a left translation by
P, we see that thecoordinate of a point it has equation

t(s,a) = 2(s—m—sins)+ 2Rsinscosa — 2R sina(l — cos s)
2(s —m —sins) + 4Rsin(s/2) cos(s/2 + «)
2(s —m —sins) +4Rsin(s/2) = k(s).

IA I

We want then to show that(s) < 0 whens!/® < s < 7 — ¢'/!6, Passing to the coordinate
tou = m — s and replacingr by its explicit expression, the inequality holds if

0 <u+sinu —2u(l 4 o) cos(u/2) = h(u), if o/1° <u <. (5.24)

A Taylor expansion shows that, far= o'/, (5.24) becomes
1 1
20_1/16 _ Z0.1/16+1/8(1 + 0(1)) < 20_1/16 _ 60.3/16(1 + 0(1))’

which is true ifo < oy is small enough. For the other valuesigfwe take a derivative in

G.22),
B (u) = 2 cos?(u/2) — 2 cos(u/2) + usin(u/2) — bo = g(u) — bo.

Observe thay(c/1%) = 1/4 - ¢'/3(1 + bo) and that
g'(u) = 2sin(u/2) — 2sin(u/2) cos(u/2) + %COS(U/Q) > 0when0 <u <.

Hence}/(u) = g(u) —bo > g(c'/1%) —bo > 0, if 0'/16 < u < 7. This shows thak(s) < 0,
hence thaf) = ;.

We now return to the proof of (5.5) fd2, = Q2. The generic poinfl of the upper half
sphereS*(0, R) has coordinates

<25in(¢R/2) .

Alo, ¢) =

sin(oR/2)  OR —sin(6R) ) (5.25)

sa, 2———=sin q, e

where|a| < 27, and0 < ¢R < 2x. Denote by(z,y,t) the coordinates of the point
P.-A:=(z,y,t) € ST(P,R). Then

x:(l—coss)+2wcosa, y:sins+2wsina
. (5.26)
t=2(s—m)+ % — 2{ sin s + sm((;fR)} + Zsin <%) sin (?) cOS <a + %)

Note that lettingy = —3, ¢ = 1 ando = 0, i.e. R = 7 — s, we havet = O forall s € (0, 7),
as expected.
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To prove the proposition, take a smallfix s satisfying [5.4) and consider the function
t = t(«, ¢) defined in the last line of (5.26). We prove the following twatements.
Step 1.For smallo, thet—coordinate corresponding to= —3 and¢ = 1 is positive.
Step 2.For any point of the form

w() = (a, 9) = (—% + o cosp, 1+ oY sin @D) , (5.27)

itist < 0 foranyy € [0, 27].
Once the described steps are proved, we will show that theyrerthe proof of the
proposition.

Proof of Step 1.Puta = —5, ¢ = 1 andR = (1 + o)(m — s) into the third equation of
(5.28). After some simplifications and a Taylor expansioariae= 0, we get

t=20(m—s)—2sins — 2sin(s —o(m — s)) + 8sin <§) cos (% - %(7‘(‘ — s))
=20(m — s) <1 + cos s + 2 sin® (%)) +o(o(m—s)) =4do(r —s)+ (m — s)o(o),

aso — 0. Thent > 0, if o is smaller than an absolute constapt

Proof of Step 2We introduce the more comfortable variabless, A,
r=T7—S8, o=1+p0, a=—s/24+\

ThengR = (1+ 3)(1+ o)z. PutalsopR — z := § = (8 + o + o3)z. Then, starting again
from the last line of[(5.26), we get

2
t(l%ﬁ) = (1+8)(c —B)x — (1 + B)*sinz — sin(z + J)
x\ . [/x 0
+4(1 4+ ) cos (5) sin <§ + 5) cos .
Expanding the right hand side ferandd near0, we get
2
140" = O(0) — B — f*x —sinz — 2Bsinw — B*sinx

2
2

— sin(z) — cos(z)d + sin x% + O(6%)

+ 4 cos (;){(1 + ) cosA(sin (g) + cos (g)g — sin (g)% + 0(53))}1.

Another Taylor expansion at the second ordep i, 9, gives

/T ./ T\ 0 T\ 0 2 AN D G
{...}1 =sin (§> + Bsin (5) + cos <§>§ + cos (§>5§ — sin (§>§ — & sin <§> + Ry,
with the estimate?;, < Cy(|3]> + |\ + [0]®), as soon ag + X\ + & < gy. Cp anday
are absolute constants. Observe in particular that alete&pansions are uniform in the
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variablez € [0, 7]. Now recall that = (8 + o + 08)z = fx + O(o). Then we can write
Bz instead ofy and3%2? instead of5?, making an error 0O (). Then

t(1+ B)? ’
(—FTB) — —52{sinx—xcosx— %sinx} — N sinz + Ry,

with Ry < Co(o + |8 + |A\|?), as before, i3 + A + 6 < 0.
To conclude the argument, note that the function+ sinz — zcosx — —2 sinx IS
increasing on0, ) (it has positive derlvatlve) Therefore, since it behavaa@lae Cy >0,

nearo, it turns out thakin x — x cos x — Z sinz > O3, forany0 < z < 7. Then

t(1 + B)? <

5 —B2Cy2® — Nsinz + Co{o + |8 + |A*},

provideds, 3, A are small enough. Now hypothedis (5.4), in term of our vdeiabbecomes
r > o'/ andz < m — ¢'/%, so that it is alsar® > ¢3/1% andsinz > Cs0'/8. Write
B =oc"*cos, A = o/*sinep. Then

t(1+ )2

5 < —CoM/16 cos? Y — C'305/8 sin’ ¢ + Cood/4

Now if o is small enough with respect to the absolute constafits we have proved that
t < 0. This ends the proof dbtep 2.

Now, if the Carnot sphere were convex, then Steps 1 and 2 wpwvédalmost immedi-
ately inclusion[(5.b). This is not the case, but we will shbattall of the interesting action
takes place in the convex part of the ball’s boundary.

We claim thatA(u(v)) € ST(O, R) N dB.,(0, R), whereB,., denotes the convex en-
velope, in the Euclidean sense, BfO, R). By Lemmd& 2.1, this amounts to showing that
|A1(u(¥))] > 2, where we decomposed = (A4;; A,). Clearly A («, ¢) = 2%6"“,
where (¢, o) are of the form[(5.27). This implies € [I — '/, 1 + ¢'/*]. Moreover,

R = (7 — s)(1 + o) ands satisfies[(5J4). Then we have?/2 € ]0,7/2[. Thus, the el-
ementary inequalitgin(z) > 2z, « € [0,7/2], provides the required lower estimate on
[ Aq.

Let u* = (uf; p3) := P- A(p). After atranslation, the fact that the curdé.) lies in the
convex part ofS™ (O, R) implies that®Y’ = B,,(P, R) N {t = 0} is a convex set contained
inside the curveu;. A fortiori, 2 C ' is contained inside;.

To finish the proof, we have to show the inclusion[in (5.5).c8if1 is contained inside
w;i, it suffices to prove that

() — 2] < Cor™t, o € [0, 2], (5.28)

for some absolut€’, > 0. After a translation, this amounts to showing that (u(¢)) —
Ai(—£,1)| < Cyo!/%. The latter follows from the definition (5.27) pfand the elementary
estlmatqDEucAl( ¢)| < CR < C for the Euclidean derivative’s norm of;. O
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6 Approximation of derivatives

We prove here the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1 There are universal constans > 0 ande¢, > 0 such that the following
statement holds. Letbe (1 + ¢)—biLipschitz withs < ¢, f(0) = 0. Assume that for some
r>0keN,

d(f(z1), (z:t)) < Cepr,  (z;t) € B(O,r).

Denote byJ f the Jacobian matrix of in the sense of Pansu. Then,

/ |Jf(z,y,t) — I||dedydt < Cepyrr®. (6.1)
B(0,C—1r)

10
0 1

By the elementary properties of Pansu derivative, see @ggti if a given mapf =
(&,n, T) is Pansu-differentiable at a poifttand.J f = (C; 6) , then we have

In the above estimaté, = and|| - || denotes the norm of ax 2 matrix.

J

d sX
Eﬁ(e (P))

Here we used the notatidn, y,t); = z for the first component and — ¢*X(P) denotes
the integral curve oKX emanating fromP ats = 0. An analogous formula holds fof.

— X¢(P) = (Df(P)(l, 0, 0)))1 — o(P). (6.2)

s=0

Proof of Theoreni_6]1.It is not restrictive to choose = 1. First we show that iff is
(1 4 e)—biLipschitz, then the Jacobian mattif satisfies

JF(PYYTf(P) = Iy + be, fora.e.P € H, (6.3)

where the entries df are bounded by an absolute constant. In particular its dalgmm-
ponents, whose sum plays the role of the divergence thateppeJohn’s proof, satisfy the
estimate

la(P)[ <1+ Ce,  [0(P)| <1+ Cie,  forae.P. (6.4)

To prove [6.8), recall that for a.& there arev, 3,~, 6 s.t.

—_— = — i _1. .
(ou+Bv, yutdv, (ad—py)w) = Df(P)(u,v,w) = lim &, /o { f(P) 7" f (P05 (u, v, w)) }.
Then, letting as usual, to indicate the distance from the origin

do(aw + Bo, yu + dv, (ad — fy)w) = il{)r(l) do (01/6{f(P)™"+ f(P65(u,v,w))})
= (14 be)do(u, v, w),

by the biLipschitz property. Taking = 0 we get, at any differentiability poin®,

, (6.5)

(“) ‘ (14 be) = do(u, v,0)(1+ be) = do (au + B, yu + 6v,0) = ‘Jf(P) Cj)

v
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for all (u,v) € R2. Equality [6.8) then follows by simple considerations ailar algebra in
the Euclidean plane. Finally, (6.4) follows immediatelgrfr (6.3).

Our next task is to follow John’s argument, starting from a dmensional estimate and
integrating it by Fubini’'s Theorem.

Consider the se®; = {e**(0,y,t) : |y|,]t|,|s| < 1}. Here and in the following we
denote bye*X(0,y,t) the integral curve ofX starting ats = 0 from the point(0, y, ).
The map(s,y,t) — e*X(0,y,t) = (s,y,t + 2ys) is volume preserving. By the change of
variable formula and Fubini Theorem, we get the formula

1
/ g= / dydt / ds g (0,4, 1)), (6.6)
Q1 lyl,lt|<1 -1

for any functiong. By Pansu’s Theorem, thereXscC [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] of full 2-dimensional
measure such that, given afy,¢) € X, the mapf is Pansu differentiable at the point
esX(0,y,t) fora.e.s € [—1,1].

Introduce the function

O(z,y,t) = flz,y,0) " (2, y,1) = (ul, y, 1), v(z,y,t), w(z, y, ).

Note immediately that(z,y,t) = x — {(z,y,t), v(z,y,t) = y — n(x,y,t). In spite of
the fact thatb may be neither Lipschitz, nor Pansu differentiable, see &kif.2, we can
define at any” wheref is Pansu differentiable, thex 2 matrix

JO(P) =1, — Jf(P),
of, Iettingf(I) = <§ é)
Y

(5 )

TR

2

Iz

U=t

T

~— ~—
|

By the formula for.J f in (2.8), given(y, t) € ¥, we have for almost any € [—1, 1],

d sX o d sX _
(e (0,9,0)) = = (s = (X (0,5.1))) = by 62)
=1- Oé( (0 Y, )) >1- |a(68X(07y7t))| > _0157
by estimate[(6]4). Therefor&u(e**(0,y,t)) + Cie > 0.
Now we are ready to integrate: takg ¢) € . Then

1
[ e 0.l - ds
~1

1 d X
_Su(es (07 Y, t))

/ X(0,y,1)) + Cie

/1 —u(e(0,y, ))+2Clg}ds
= u(e*(0,y,1)) —u(e™X(0,y,t)) + 4Ce.

+ Cla‘}ds
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By hypothesisi(f(P), P) < Ce. Since(f(P)~'- P); = u(P), the first two terms can be
estimated by’s,. Thus

1
/ |a(e*X(0,y,t))|ds < Cey, forae.(y,t) € [—1,1]?
-1

Integrating ovef—1, 1], see[(6.6),, |a| < Ce;. The same argument can be used with the
field Y instead ofX. Then we get, for a suitable C .,

/|a\ +13] < Cep
Q

The estimate of the trace o is accomplished.

The remaining part of the proof can be concluded exactly d®lm’s paper (seel[J, p.
407]). We just sketch it. Recalll thath = I—J f. PutU = Jo+(J®)” andV = (J&)T.J .
Thus||V —U|| = ||(Jf)TJf — I|| < Ce, by (6:3). Ultimately

L= [wi< [ mw<c [ juo) < ce.

It now suffices to apply Holder's inequality, [|J®|| < C( [, [|l7®|?)"*. The proof is
concluded. 0

Remark 6.2 Considerf(z,y,t) = (2x,y, 2t), (z,y ,t) € H. The functionf has Lipschitz
constant. The corresponding map(P) = f(P)~! - P has the form

O(z,y,t) = flo,y,t) " (2,y,t) = (—,0, —t + 22Y).

Letz # 0. Testing the Lipschitz condition fdr for the pointsP = (z,y,t), Q = (z,y +
d,t — 2xd) asd — 0, we see that the Lipschitz constantdogt (z, y,t) can not be finite.
Moreover,® is not Pansu differentiable ae.

Theorem 6.1 says thaff belongs toBMO(H). In the Euclidean case, the John-
Nirenberg inequality [JN] allowed John to deduce a localoggntial integrability result
for the Jacobian of a biLipschitz map. In the context of thésEleberg group the same con-
clusion holds, due to the far-reaching generalization eflithn-Nirenberg inequality due to
Buckley [BU].

Corollary 6.3 There exist constants, C' > 0 such that, it < &, f is (1 + ¢)-biLipschitz
onH and B is a ball inH, then

1 |J£(Q) = (Jf)sl
o /B exp( — )d@ <2 (6.7)

In 6.7), (J f)p is the average of f on B and the constarton the right hand side could be
replaced by any constait> 1, changing the value af'.
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7 Examples
In this section we discuss some examples.

Example 7.1 We show here that, in Theorems C and D, the powersant the right hand
side of the inequalities can not be improved ta=bgbut have to be at least/?. Consider
the dilation

f(z,t) = 014e(2t) = (1 +8)z; (1 +2)*) (7.8)

which is (1 + ¢)-biLipschitz in reason of the homogeneity of the distanaecfion. It is
obvious thati(f(0;1), (0;1)) = ¢4/2d((0;0), (0; 1)) for some explicit absolute > 0. This
shows that the estimate of Theorem C can not hold wiitim the right-hand side.

Next, we consider again the functignin (7Z.8) and we show that for any isomefryof
H there is a poinf such tha(P, O) < /7 andd(f(P),I'(P)) > ¢4/ for some absolute
¢ > 0. By the proof of the isometries’ classification in the Appendny isometryl’ of
H can be written a$' = L, 5 o Ry o J™, for somed € R, (w,s) € Handm € {0,1}.
We assumen = 0, the other case being similar. We hav@®;0) = (w;s) andI'(0;1) =
(w;s + 1), henceA := d(f(0;0),I'(0;0)) = do(w;s) and B = d(f(0;1),(I'(0;1))) =
do(w, s — (2¢ + €%)). From the geodesic equatiors, {2.6)[0r)(2.7), we deducefthdtxed
w, max{A, B} is minimized whers = 1(2¢ + ¢?), henced = B. Keepings = (2 + ¢?)
fixed, it is easy to see thatis minimized wherjw| = \/2s/m andA = \/7s/2 ~ \/7¢/2,
for smalle.

Next we briefly describes two procedures for producing adnteaps, devised respec-
tively by Koranyi and Reimann [KR1] and by Capogna and Ta0d][ Recall that aC
diffeomorphismf : H — H is contact if its differential sends horizontal vectors twih
zontal vectors. Before introducing the procedures we ofeseire following standard fact.
Let f : H — H be aC' map and assume thdtis contact. Denote by f the invariant
components of its Jacobian, see form{lal(2.5). Then, tgttin

L =sup |[Jf(P)]], (7.9)

peH

the mapf is L—Lipschitz. Herg|| - || is the operator norm of the matrix, acting on Euclidean
R2. We omit the standard proof (but sée [AM, Theorem 3.2], whaer®re general statement
is proved).

Example 7.2 (Koranyi and Reimann type maps.)In [KR1], Koranyi and Reimann show
how to produce quasiconformal maps as flows of a suitablewéetd.
Consider a functiop : H — R, sayC?—smooth. Define the vector field

!
4
Denote byf,(P), P € H, the solution of the Cauchy problethf,(P) = v(f,(P)), fo(P) =

P. 1t is known that such a vector field generates a contact flowe difierential of the map
fs atP € HsendsHp into Hyp). Seel[KR1, Theorem 5, p.331].

(Yp)X + i(Xp)Y + T, (7.10)

v =
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It is not difficult to check, by a slight modification of the argent in [KR1], that a
condition onp which ensures the biLipschitz property is an estimate ofaha

sup{| X°p| + [Y?p| + | XYp| + [Y Xp|} = Cp < o0. (7.11)
R3

In that hypothesis, for al¥ € R the mapf; is biLipschitz and the biLipschitz constant is
controlled byL = ¢“l¢l,

Note that, in order to obtain an estimate on the Lipschitzstamt, we assumé (7/11),
which is slightly stronger than the one in [KR1], which inves only a bound osup | Z?p|,
Z =X —1Y.

Example 7.3 (Maps which preserve vertical lines.)We follow [CT], [BHT]. Consider a
nonsingular contact map : H — H of the formf(z;t) = ((;7) = ({(2); 7(2;t)). We say
that f is vip, vertical lines preservindf f is vip, thenJ f(P) coincides with the Euclidean
Jacobian of.. If f as above i€0?, a standard calculation shows thats vip if and only
if detJ((P) = ~ is constant;y # 0, andT = B(z) + ~t, whereB can be recovered from
its Euclidean differential]l /2dB = (zdy — ydx) — v(udv — vdu), wherex + iy = z and
u—+ v = (.

By (7.9), we have that the biLipschitz norm of the vlp map= (¢; ) equals theEu-
clideanbiLipschitz norm of the mag : R? — R?. Observe that the dilatiaf .. considered
above is vip. Other interesting examples of vip maps arisenwie considef to be one of
the spiral-like plane maps in [GM]. By lifting their mapsTibwe obtain, fork < 0, the vip
maps:

Si(z,t) = (zeF1o8:l ¢ — k| 2|?).

By the results in[[GM],S;. is a-biLipschits, witha = LiRAVAULS VQ‘MH =1+ 2|k| + o(k). The
image of the planét = 0} undersS, is the con€{(w, s) : s = |k||w|*}, hence this class of
examples dos not say anything new on the powerinfCorollary[3.3.

Appendix: the cases = 0

We show here that any isometry[fwhich fixes the origin has the forif(z; t) = J™ R, for
somed € R andm € {0, 1}, see Sectiohl2. There are at least two proofs in the litexatur
The first is by noting that isometries ateQuasiconformal maps and that the latter are
described in[[KR1] and [C1]. The second consists in anaty#ive geometry of the group
H at the level of its Lie algebra [Ki].

The simple proof we provide below relies on properties ofdistancel alone. We were
interested in finding such a proof to have a clue at how to tihyate biLipschitz mappings
of H from a purely metric point of view.

Let f : H — H an isometry such that(0) = 0. Consider the geodesigs) = (s, 0,0),

s € R. This is a globally minimizing geodesic and it is sent by tbennetryf to another
globally minimizing geodesic, which has the forffs, 0,0) = (sv;0), v? + v3 = 1. Up to
a rotation we may choose= (1,0). In other words we may assume thais the identity
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on the liney = ¢t = 0. The same argument shows that the image of the plare0} is the
plane itself.

Next, look at the se$' = {(z,y,0) : 2> + y? = 1}. Since rotations are isometries and
(—=1,0;0), O, (1,0;0) are collinear,f(S) = S, f(1,0,0) = (1,0,0) and f(—1,0,0) =
(—=1,0,0). Up to a transformation of the foritx, y,t) — (x, —y, —t) we can assume that
St :=Sn{y > 0} is mapped onto itself. We claim thdtis the identity onS. Suppose
there is a pointei®; 0), 6, € ]0, [ which is not sent onto itself by, say f((¢?;0)) =
(e1:0) with 6, > 6, (the opposite case can be treated in the same way). Indlyctive
(e?+1,0) = f((e;0)). Since the map is one-to-one, the sequence of angles itlystric
increasingf, < 0; < --- <6, < ---. Either there i9), such that, < = andf,,, > , but
this contradicts the fact thgt S*) C S, or the sequenc@,,),.> is infinite. Sincef is an
isometry,

d((e"™50), (€™;0)) = d((e"™;0), (e;0)) = -+ = d((¢";0), (7 *;0) = - -

Now 6, — 6 < =, which impliesd((¢?;0), (¢?»-1;0)) — 0, asn — oo. But this
contradicts the fact that((e%; 0), (¢?>-1; 0)) is the same for alh.

From the above it follows that, up to a composition with a nyaghe mapf, when
restricted to the plane= 0, is the identity.

Next consider the plane = t, wheret > 0. This plane is sent in a left translate of
the planet = 0. But the only left translates of = 0 which do not intersect the plane
t = 0 itself (this would violate the injectivity off) have the formt =constant. Therefore
f({t =1t}) = {t = t}, for a suitable # 0.

Now we claim thatf(0,0,%) = (0,0,%). This follows as(0, 0, 7) is the unique point of
the planet = ¢ which can be connected through geodesics lying in the plané to any
other point(z; ), z € C, the same happens to its image. Thi®, 0,7) = (0,0, ). Formula
(2.8) tells also that it must be= =+-+.

Assume first that = ¢ (the opposite case will be discussed later). The image of the
global geodesics, 0,¢), s € R, is of the form f(s,0,t) = (sv;t), where|v| = 1. To
recognize that = (1,0), observe that

d((s,0,1), (s,0,0)) = d(f(s,0,t), f(5,0,0)) = d((vs; 1), (s,0,0)) VseR.
After a left translation (write as usudyj for the distance from the origin),
do(0,0,1) = do((—1 + v1)s, vs, T + 205°) Vs € R.

But this can hold only i, = 0 andv; = 1 (otherwise the point(—1 + v;)s, ves, t + v25?)
would go to infinity, ass — o0).

Then, if £(0,0,7) = (0,0,%), f is the identity ont = ¢. The same argument can be
repeated at any quote= t*, t* € R and the proof is finished.

Finally, consider the casg(0,0,¢) = (0,0, —t). Arguing as before, writ¢ (s, 0,¢) =
(vs;—t), s € R. Then

d((sv 0, E)v (Sv 0, 0)) = d(f(sv 0, 737 f(S, 0, 0)) = d(('US; —ﬂ (Sv 0, 0))
= do((v1 — 1)s,v28, =1 + 2v25%), s ER,
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which impliesv; = 1 andv, = 0. Now we discover that in this cagecannot be an isometry.
Without loss of generality suppose= 1 and chooséz;t) = (1,0, 1). This gives

d((1,0,1),(1,1,0)) = d(f(1,0,1), f(1,1,0)) = d((1,0,—1),(1,1,0)),

which impliesd (0, 1, 1) = dy(0, 1, 3), a false equality. O
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