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Abstract

We consider the existence problem of lift F' of a map f between Carnot
group with different smoothness, where we use central extension to define
lifting. Our main result is the existence of the contact lifts of Lipschitz and
Sobolev maps and the rigidity result for the contact lift of quasiconformal
maps: a quasiconformal map admits a contact lift then it is bi-Lipschitz. We
also show a necessary criterion for the extension of v-Holder lift when v > 5
for step-n Carnot group.

1 Introduction

The lifting problem is a useful tool to study and construct a contact map between
higher step Carnot group. Let’s illustrate this problem.

Let Vi & G1 =5 H; and Vo = Go = Hs be central extensions of Carnot
group. A typical example is the Heisenberg group R = H,, = R?". The purpose
is to find a contact lift F' : Gy — G5 of contact map f : H; — Hs such that
mg 0o F' = fom i.e. the following diagram commutes

G, —>H,

Il
G2L>H2

In the Heisenberg group case, we want to find a contact lift F' of f such that the
following diagram commutes

Hn T RQn

iF lf
Hn *W>R2n

When the domain is one dimensional, by control theory ([1], Section 8), a curve
lays in the Euclidean space can be uniquely lifted into Carnot group. When the
domain is higher dimensional, we are supposed to consider the integrability of sub-
manifold.

A well studied topic is the Heisenberg group, a classical technique used by All-
cock is the lift of a map D — R?" in [2]. He construct a map D — H, satisfying a
Lagrangian condition.

For map RF — RF, a type of problems is the existence of embedding from
a domain in Euclidean space into Heisenberg group. Because of the Lie algebra
graded structure, the dimension of the domain must be smaller or equal to n. For
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more detail, readers can go to [5]. A useful way to avoid the restriction of Lie algebra
homomorphism is to study maps with poor smoothness condition like Hélder maps.
In [6], Piotr Hajlasz, Jacob Mirra and Armin Schikorra study the Gromov non-
embedding theorem with differential form which is a crucial tool in our paper for
studying the existence of Holder lifts and their properties.

The early work is from Balogh—Hoefer-Isennegger—Tyson [3] considering the ex-
istence of contact lifts of Lipschitz maps R? — R? into first Heisenberg group. Their
methods provides a good example when study the existence problem of the contact
lifts and even the Holder lifts. As to the lifts of R2® — R?”, this problem is orig-
inally motivated by the Mostow rigidity. A classical result is that the Heisenberg
group H., is the ideal boundary of a Siegel domain in C**! under hyperbolic metric
induced by Bergman metric([10],Section 4). Quasi-isometries between such spaces
correspond naturally to quasisymmetries between their ideal boundaries [11]. Ca-
pogna-Tang [4] study lifts of symplectomorphisms R?" — R?" to full-rank contact
maps between Heisenberg groups H,,.

If we just want to find a map F' such that the diagram commutes is easy, the key
is to find a lift F' with the same smoothness of f. An important and enlightening
result is given by Eeero Hakavuori, Susanna Heikkila, and Toni Ikonen [7]. They
study the existence problem of lifting a smooth contact map between Carnot group.

Follow their work, We consider the existence problem of lift F' of a map f between
Carnot group with different smoothness. Let V; = G; = H; and Va = G2 = H,
be fixed central extensions of Carnot groups given by 2-cocycles p; and po, see
Section 2 for details.

Since the completed result in [7] about the criterion for the existence of smooth
contact lifts is proved with the help of Rumin complex, we can also use this for the
existence of Lipschitz or Sobolev contact lifts as long as we can get a similar result
like Lemma 5.3 in [7].

Therefore, for section 3 and 4, our purpose is to generalize the result for Lipschitz
or Sobolev condition.

Lemma 1.1. Let Uy C Hy and U, C 71'1_1(U1) C Gy be domains. A Lipschitz
contact map f : Uy — Hy admits a Lipschitz contact lift F' : Uy — Go if and only if

(fom) (Turr(g, Uh)) € T 1p(F(m1(9)), Ha) (L.1)

for some g € Uy.
and

Lemma 1.2. Let Uy C Hy and Uy C ﬁfl(Ul) C Gy_be domains. A Sobolev contact
map f: Uy — Hy admits a Sobolev contact lift F : Uy — Go if and only if

(fom) (Trip(9,0h)) € Thyu,y (f(m1(0)), Ho) Jor HO ™' —ae. (1.2)

for some g € Ui, where fLF €W and p > Q1, Q1 is homogeneous dimension of
H,.

In these two lemma, we use F(¥(1)) = f(v(1)) - eycp(f,Y (fom)" as) to define
the lifting F' of f, since (1.1) and (1.2) leads to F' is well defined in this way. For
the smoothness of lifting F', we find the upper gradient of F' with the help of this
definition.

In section 5, we study the rigidity of the contact lift of quasiconformal maps
getting the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that f is a K-quasiconformal contact map and it admits a
contact lift F' then f is bi-Lipschitz.



Because of the restriction of the structure of lifting, the choice of maps are greatly
limited. With the help lift invariant differential form, we can use the concept of
weight to distinguish the different actions of different layers in the Lie algebra. To
be specific, the i-th layer are expending at the rate of r* when the horizontal layer
are are expending at the rate of r.

A interesting case is the quaternionic Heisenberg group Hfj, because the lifting
is from a map form R*" to R*", the second layer provides a very strong restriction
for the algebra structure on Lie algebra.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose f is a Sobolev continuous map on R*™ which admits a
contact lift F on Hy and DpF is full-rank for every point, then f is an affine
transformation.

In section 6, we show a classical example Heisenberg group H". Thanks to
the standard symplectic form on R?"?, we can find a family of smooth lifting to
approximate the sobolev lifting.

Theorem 1.5. For any sobolev map f on R?™ and its contact lift F on H™, there
are a serious of smooth g. which admit smooth contact lift G-, g- — f and G. — F
ase — 0.

In section 7, we study the Holder lift with the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that f € C%P (Q; Gy) , where Gy is a step ny Carnot group
, Q C Gy is open , X; is a left-invariant vector field belonging to the i-th layer and
0<pB<1.If B(xo,2r) C K, then for all 0 < e < r and the weight of w; is larger
than the weight of X;,

Xi(frwy) g tHvr

Xi(frwy) S D (1.3)

Xz(f*WZ;) Sj E(H—l)ﬁ—i

€

where fo = f*n. = fG% fy)ne (y’lx) dy and n is the heat kernel on Carnot group
G, .

Theorem 1.6 showcases the graded metric structure under the influence of the
graded structure of Lie algebra structure even for non-differentiable case like Holder
maps. This greatly provide us a powerful tool to study the behaviors of Holder lifts.
Therefore, we have the the theorem below about the equivalent condition for the
existence of Holder lifts.

Theorem 1.7. Let Uy C H and U; C wfl(Ul) C Gy be domains and rank(Gsy) =
rank(Hsy). For B > %, A Hélder map f € C%8, f: U, — Hy admits a Hélder lift
F e Q% F:U, = Gy if and only if

/ a=0 (1.4)
fomioy

for all Lipschitz closed curves v on Gy. We define f,y(f om)*a := lime g f:{(fE o

™), where fo = f*ne = fGl f()ne (y~'z) dy and n. is the heat kernel on Carnot
group Gy .

We generalize the definition of pullback of the differential form under S-Holder
map f. With it, we similarly define the lift of f with the form of integral. In
the proof, we take advantage of the the Lie algebra graded-structure-preserving
property for Holder map to show the smoothness of Holder lift F'. To be specific, if



the in the horizontal layer the movement is approximately £, the i-th layer would
go £ (including the extension part exp(fv (f om)" a)), which matches the metric
structure of Carnot group.

We also show a criterion that is easy to check for the existence of Holder lift.

Theorem 1.8. Let Vi — G1 — H and Vo — Go — H be central extensions, where
h=bMa. . apm and v, = Vl["H] and Vo = VZ[n+1]. Let U is a simply connected
domain in H and f : U — H be a y-Holder map for g > #—1 Then f admits
a B-Holder lift F if and only if there is a linear map ¢ : Vi — Vo and a Va-value
1-form X with weight > 2 such that the integral of f*as on any horizontal curve

equals to the integral of ¢ o ay on the same curve, i.e.

(po/alz/f*ozz.
2l 2l

In theorem 1.8, because of lack of differential structure, we can just study under
the graded structure. Although it is not as elegant as Lie algebra homomorphism,
there is a special case which is easy to prove. If the central extension is just for the
highest layer, we can decompose the lifting F' into two part: F'(hk) = f(h)®(k),
where h e H, k€ V; and & : V; — V5.

2 Preliminary

We recall the basic properties of Carnot groups. A Lie algebra g is stratified if it
has a decomposition g = g @ - - - @ g*! with [gm,g[kl] = glFtU for all k > 1, where
we denote gl = {0} for k > s 4+ 1. A (sub-Riemannian) Carnot group is a simply
connected nilpotent Lie group G with a stratified Lie algebra g equipped with an
inner product on the horizontal layer gl . For convenience, We will need an inner
product not only on the horizontal layer gl*! | but instead on the whole Lie algebra g
. We always equip the Lie algebra of a Carnot group with an inner product for which
the layers gl'! @ --- @ gl¥! are pairwise orthogonal. The homogeneous dimension of
G is Qg = Y ;_, kdim (gi*!). The (horizontal) rank of G is the dimension of the
horizontal layer gl

Given g € G , we denote by L, : G — G the left-translation Ly(h) = gh . We
identify T.G with g . An absolutely continuous curve = : [0,1] — G is horizontal if

for almost every ¢ € [0, 1] its left-trivialized derivative (L;(lt)) *(t) is contained in
the horizontal layer gl'). The length of the horizontal curve ~ is

= [ (550), 30

where the norm is the one induced by the inner product on gl*! . The sub-
Riemannian distance between two points g, h € G is

d(g,h) = inf{l(vy) | v:[0,1] — G horizontal, v(0) = g,v(1) = h}.

By construction, this distance is left-invariant. Carnot groups also admit a one-
parameter group of automorphisms, known as the dilations dy : G — G, A\ > 0. The
associated Lie algebra automorphisms, also denoted 6§y : g — g, are the linear maps
defined on each layer of the stratification as

HX)=MX, Xegll 1<k<s.

The sub-Riemannian distance is 1 -homogeneous with respect to these dilations,
i.e., d(0rg,0xh) = Md(g, h).



If we want to study the properties of contact lift, we need to start with central
extension and related concepts. Let h be a Lie algebra, V a vector space, and
p: /\kh — V a vector-valued k -form. Here, and in what follows, V is assumed
to be a finite-dimensional vector space. The Lie algebra differential dyp of p is the
vector-valued (k + 1) -form

dop (X1,..., Xps1)
= 21<J(_1)l+7p ([XHX]] ale s 7X’£7 s 7Xja e '7Xk+1) )

where X; means that X; is omitted from the list. We identify A'h ~ b , so vector
valued 1 -forms are identified with linear maps h — V . A k cocycle is a k -form
whose Lie algebra differential vanishes.

Definition 2.1. Let ) be a Lie algebra and p: /\2[') — V' a 2-cocycle with values
in a vector space V. Denote the Lie bracket of b by [-,-]y. The central extension of
h by p is a Lie algebra g with a direct sum decomposition ) ® V equipped with the
Lie bracket

[X+AY +B],=[X,Y]y+p(X,Y), forX,Yeh, A BeV.

The direct sum decomposition g = b &V induces a natural inclusion t.:' V — g
and a projection my: g — b which are Lie algebra homomorphisms. The central
extension is denoted by

VgD

If G and H are simply connected Lie groups with Lie algebras g and b, respectively,
we also refer to the induced short exact sequence

V4GS H
as a central extension of H by p.

For the purpose of studying the functions that admit contact lift, we are sup-
posed to define the central extension of Carnot groups.

Definition 2.2. A central extension V. G = H by p is called stratified if the
following properties hold.

(i) The Lie algebras b and g are stratified and the vector space V is graded.

(i) The inclusion v.: V — g and the projection m.: g — b are graded with respect
to the gradings from (i).

A stratified central extension V. — G = H by p is a central extension of Carnot
groups if the following hold.

(iii) The Lie groups G and H are Carnot groups and V is an inner product space.

(iv) The inclusion t.: V — g is an isometry and m.: g — b is a submetry with
respect to the inner product structures from (iii).

Remark 2.3. Consider Carnot groups G and H together with a graded homomor-
phism w: G — H for which m,: g — b is a submetry and ker(m,) is contained in
the center of g.

Definition 2.4. Let X and Y be metric spaces and 0 < v < 1. A mapping f :
X — Y is y-Holder continuous if

dy (f(2), f(y))

12 = [flon = sup { LI

:x;«éy}<oo.



The space of all ~v-Holder continuous mappings f : X — Y will be denoted by
C*(X;Y).

CI?’A’(X; Y') is the space of bounded y-Hélder continuous mappings i.e., the image
of every mapping is contained in a ball in'Y .

Note that CS’W(X; R™) is a Banach space with respect to the norm

[fllcor = 1flloo + [f]y-

CP7(X) is a real Banach space. Moreover if f,g € C27(X), then fg € CY7(X)
and [|fgllco. < [|fllco~llgllco.-

3 Preservation of closed horizontal curves for Lip-
schitz contact lift

In this section, we connect the existence of Lipschitz contact lifts to a condition on
closed horizontal curves.

For any horizontal curve, we can express its location in integral form on central
extension of Carnot groups.(cf. [7], Lemma 3.5))

Lemma 3.1. Let V % G 5 H be a central extension of Carnot groups by p such
that rank(G) = rank(H). There exists a 1-form o € QY(H; V') such that

(i) da = p, and

(ii) if v :[0,1] = G is a horizontal curve starting from v(0) = eq, then

loge(v(1)) = logs (m 0 (1)) + / acheV =g.

mory

Hence, we can judge if a curve on Carnot group H can be lifted to a larger
Carnot group G. Given a Carnot group H, a point h € H, and a domain U C H, we
denote by I'Lip(h, U) the collection of closed Lipschitz curves v : [0,1] — U based
at y(0) = h =~(1).

For a central extension V' — G — H of Carnot groups by a 2-cocycle p €
Q2(H; V), we denote by I'{1p(h,U) C I'ip(h,U) the subcollection which admit a
horizontal lift to G that is closed. Representing G as a direct product G ~ Gx W,
where W C V is the horizontal component of the central extension V — G — H,
the subcollection can be characterized as

Iip(h,U) = {7 € T'up(h,U) : /a:0}7
v

where o € Q! (H; V) satisfies dow = p. Note that the collection is independent of the
specific potential since f7 dy = 0 for any closed curve v € I'1p(h, U) and any exact
1-form dy € Q' (H; V).

In fact, we can use the lifting of horizontal curves on Hy to identify if a map
admits a contact lift.

Lemma 3.2. Let Uy C Hy and U; C 771_1(U1) C Gy be domains. A Lipschitz
contact map f : Uy — Hy admits a Lipschitz contact lift F' : Uy — Go if and only if

(fom) (Turrlg, Uh)) € T 1p(F(mi(9)), Ha) (3.1)

for some g € Uy.



Proof. If F': U, — Gs is a Lipschitz contact lift of f: Uy — Hyand v € Tr1p(g, 01)
is a closed horizontal curve based at an arbitrary g € Uy, then F o v is a closed
horizontal curve in G2 based at F'(g) whose projection to Hj is the closed horizontal
curve g 0 F oy = fom oy based at f(m;(g)). Thus (3.1) follows.

For the converse direction, we first observe that by Lemma 4.1 in [7], it suffices to
consider the case rank(Gs) = rank(Hs). Suppose that (3.1) holds for some g € Uj.
We will construct the lift F' by a standard path lifting argument seen. We refer the
reader to Section 8 in [1] for background on the endpoint map.

Fix a basepoint p € 75 *(f(m1(g))). We construct a Lipschitz contact lift
F: U, — Gy of f with F(g) = p. Recall that for every control u € L([0, 1],9[11])7
there exists a corresponding trajectory =, : [0,1] — G; obtained as the unique so-
lution of the Cauchy problem

’Yu( ) (L%(t))*u(t), 'Yu(o) =g.
This defines the endpoint map

End,: L2([0,1];g!"Y) = G1,  End,(u) = 7, (1),

which by Proposition 8.5 in [1] is Lipschitz. We will also consider the two analo-
gously defined endpoint maps

Endj(r, (o)) : L2([0,1];057) — Ho,
End,: LQ([O, 1];9[21]) — Go.

We have h[ = 92}, so these latter two endpoint maps have the same domain. We
note that End(,, (4)) = m2 o End, by construction.

Let W C~L2([O, 1]; gjll]) be the open subset of controls whose trajectories satisfy
v.([0,1]) C Uy. Since U; is a domain, End, (W) = U;. The Lipschitz contact map
fom: U; — H, induces a bounded map (fom)s: W — L2([0,1]; [t ]) given by

((F o T0) ) (1) = (L7 ors ) (0 00 (8).

We define @ := End, o (fom),: W — Gy. Assumption (3.1) implies that the value
®(u) depends only on Endg(u) for u € W. Thus there exists a uniquely defined
map F: U; — G5 for which F o End,|lw = @.

By a perturbation argument, we see that, for any h € Uy, there exists a control
ueWn End_l(h) such that the differential (dEnd,), has full rank. So, by the

implicit function theorem, every h € U; has an open neighborhood W C U, such
that a smooth right inverse ¥: V' — W of End, exists. Therefore we have F|,, =
oW, Moreover, moo F' = fomy. Indeed, if ~: [0, 1] — Uy is a horizontal curve, then
F o~ is a horizontal lift of fom oy by the construction, the equality Endf(71(g)) =
mpoEnd,, and the assumption , and thus the lifting property follows. It also follows
that F'is contact.

If v : [0,1] — H; is a horizontal curve starting from (0) = ey, , then

%nzvu»mm/a>

.
For the contact lift F' of f, then

FG(1) = FO) - eapl [ (fom)* az)
¥
By the assumption, we know ay € Q'(Ha; V5), so locally there is a constant C such
that ||az|| < C, then ||(f o m1).aa|| < LC , where L is the Lipschitz constant of f.
Thus, F' is Lipschitz contact lift of f.

O



4 Preservation of closed horizontal curves for Sobolev
contact lift

In this section, we connect the existence of Sobolev contact lifts to a condition on
closed horizontal curves.

We denote by T'y1.p(h,U) the collection of closed WP admissible curves 7 :
[0,1] = U based at v(0) = h = (1).

We denote by I'f,, ,(h,U) C I'y1.s(h, U) the subcollection which admit a hori-

Wtp
zontal lift to G that is closed. The subcollection can be characterized as

I (hU) = {7 € Typun (U - [ya _ o} .

So, we can draw a similar conclusion as Lipschitz version just for Sobolev contact
lift.

Lemma 4.1. Let U; C Hy and U, C Wfl(Ul) C Gy_be domains. A Sobolev contact
map f: Uy — Hy admits a Sobolev contact lift F: Uy — Go if and only if

(fom) (Trip(9,01)) € Thyu,y (F(m(9)), Ha) Jor HO ™' —ae.  (4)

for some g € Ui, where fLF € WY and p > Q1, Q1 is homogeneous dimension of
H,.

Proof. For any v € Tpip(g,U1), because F € W' and D,F is a Lie algebra
homomorphism , F o+ is a horizontal curve. By D,F € LP(H,), we can take a
tubular neighbor U, of v with radius r , then

| Dl < o0

r

f is differential on almost every curve and f o moy € Dy for HO ™1 — aee.
Therefore we have [ (fom )" as exists H9' ™" — a.e. Due to F is contact lift
mp0F oy = fom oy, wehave [ (fom) az =0 for HO "1 — q.e. Thus (4.1)
follows.

For the converse direction, we first observe that f € I'yyip , p > @1, so we can
take f as Holder continuous. And also because LP(]0,1]) € L?([0,1]), we can find
that the conditions for endpoint maps are all satisfied for f om oy H@ 1 — qa.e.
Therefore we can use the same method as the proof of Lipschitz contact lift to get
a lift F' of f. Obviously, F' is continuous, since fv (fom) ap =0 for H?1 ! —a.e,
we can take a Lipschitz 4 to define F' without worrying about the existence of the
limit of the integral

FG(L)) = £(1(1)) - eap( / (fom) as),

5

where 5(0) = eg.
The last step is to prove F' € WP, We can assume f(e) = e, so F(e) = e. For



almost every Lipschitz curve 7, 7(0) = e
dec(F(7(1)),€)
< deo(eeop( [ (fom)" az)

ol

f07T1 a2

+ dcc(eycp(/~ (fom) ag), f exp(

5

4\

— deo(e, expl / (f om)" a2)) + doc(e, F(1(1))

5

SLI(fowl)*azl+AVHf|d8

:/~(|(fo7r1)*a2|+\VHf|)dS

so | (f om)* aa|+ |V f| is the upper gradient of F' and it belongs to LP. Therefore
F e Wl’p(Gl; Gg) O

If we want to study the contact lift of quasiconformal maps we still need to
know the fiber component of a sobolev lift and the decomposition of a Lipschitz or
sobolev contact lift.

Lemma 4.2. Let Vi — G — Hy and Vo — Gy — Hy be central extensions of
Carnot groups such that rank(Gs) = rank(Hs). Let Uy C Hy be a domain and F :
7T1_1(U1) — G5 a Sobolev contact lift of a sobolev contact map f : Uy — Hy. Then
there exists a Lie group homomorphism ® : Vi — Vi such that F(gk) = F(g)®(k)
for all g € 77 (Uy) and k € V5.

Proof. By the lift assumption, we have

w0 F(gk) = fomi(gk) = fom(g) =m0 F(g).

Thus, for each g € 7, '(U1) and k € Vi, there exists some ®(g,k) € Va such that
F(gk) = F(g)®(g, k). We claim that ®(g,k) is constant in g € 7, }(U;). That is,
there is a well defined map ® : Vi — V, such that ®(g,k) = ®(k) for g € m (U1)
and k € V4. By assumption, U; is connected, so it suffices to prove that g — ®(g, k)
is locally constant for fixed k € V7.

Let B’ be a ball that is compactly contained in 7;*(U;). Let B be a ball with
the same center and half the radius.

Let g,h € B. Since the extensions are central, elements of V; commute with
elements of GG, and similarly for V5. By left-invariance of the distance, we compute

that
d(®(g, k), ®(h, k)) = d(F(g)®(g, k), F(g)(h, k))
< d(F(9)®(g, k), F(h)®(h, k)
+d(F(R)®(h, k), F(9)®(h, k)
= d(F(gk), F(hk)) + d(F(h), F(g))

Because F' € WP and |V F| € LP is the upper gradient of F. Taking a geodesic
curve connecting h and g, then ~ - k is a geodesic curve connecting hk and gk.
Therefore, we have

d(F(h), F(g)) + d(F(gk), F(hk))

/ Vi F| + / VaF]
/|VHF|+/|VHF|ork,



where 7, is the right multiplication by k. Therefore, the [ [V F|+ [ [VuF|org

is the upper gradient of é(g, k), which means é(g, k) € WP, By the equal rank
assumption, V5 does not contain any horizontal directions. Hence the only possible
sobolev maps B — V5 are constants. Consequently, g — <i>(g7 k) is locally constant
for k € V7.

Next, we show that ® : V; — V5 is a group homomorphism. Let k1, ks € V7 and
let g € m; ' (Uy). Applying the definition of ® with the pair (g, k1ks) shows

F(gkiko) = F(g)®(k1k2),
whereas applying the definition with the pairs (gki, k2) and (g, k1) yields
F(gkik2) = F(gk1)®(k2) = F(g)®(k1)®(k2).

Canceling out F(g) implies that ® is a group homomorphism.
Finally, we observe that ®(k) = F(g)~'F(gk) for any g € G; and k € V;, so ®
is a WP map. O

If we want to study the Pansu differential of a contact lift, the first thing is to
study the Lie algebra homomorphism between central extension sequences.

Lemma 4.3. Let Vi — g1 — by and Vo — go — bo be central extensions by 2-
cocycles p1 and po, respectively. Let L : b — ho be a Lie algebra homomorphism
and let ¢ : V1 — Va, be a linear map.

(i) There exists a Lie algebra homomorphism 1 : g1 — g such that the diagram

Vi—wm B b1

Vo —— go ——> by

commutes if and only if there exists a linear map p : h1 — Vo such that pop; —
L*py = dop. When such a p exists, a homomorphism i is given by

PX+Y) = LX)+ (u(X) +¢(Y)) € h2 & V2 = g2 (4.2)

forX+Yeh oV, =g.
(i) When the central extensions are stratified and ¢ and L are graded, a graded

homomorphism 1 is unique up to a graded linear map 0 : by — Vo with [h1,h1] C
ker 6. In particular, if [)[21] = 9[21], then the graded homomorphism 1 is unique.

Because ® is Lie group homomorphism and V;,V, are central, so ® is a linear
map.
O(2k) = (k+ k) = O(k) + (k) = 2®(k)
Let g € m; ' (Uy). Computing the Pansu derivative in a direction h € V;, we obtain
dpF(g)h = lim &/, (F(9)~"F (goxh
pF(g)h = lim o1y (F(g) ™ F (99xh))
= lim_dy,5 (F(9)"'F(9)® (0xh
Nt 1/>\( (9) (9)® (ox ))
= lim 91,5 (@ (drh)) =: ph
Jim d1/x (2 (0ah)) =

Since the projections 7 and 7o are homomorphisms, we have m o dpF(g) =
dp f (m1g) o 1. This gives us the commutative diagram:

s

Vi— Gy ——=H,;

‘Pi ldPF(g) idpf(ﬂlg)

Vo ——= Gy —> Hj

10



By Lemma 4.3, such a diagram implies that the corresponding Lie algebra homo-
morphisms satisfy
popr—dpf(h) p2=doun

for some linear map up: b1 — Vo, Thus, pp = ¢ oag — dpf(h)*as and

Dpf 0

DpF =
P poar —dpf(h)'as ¢

(4.3)
With the result above, we know the Pansu differential for the lift of a quasiconformal
contact map and get the lift is also a quasiconformal contact map when V5 only has
trivial horizontal part.

Lemma 4.4. LetU; C Hy and Uy C 7Y (Uy) C Gy be domains. When rank(Gg) =
rank(Hsy), a quasiconformal contact map f : Uy — Hy admits a quasiconformal
contact lift F : Uy — Gy if and only if this quasiconformal contact map f : Uy — Hy
admits a sobolev contact lift F : f]l — Go.

Proof. We know that a quasiconformal contact map is a W%t map. Thus, we
just need to prove the restriction of DpF' to the horizontal layer is related to a
quasiconformal map between Euclidean Spaces. Because of (4.3), the restriction of
DpF to the horizontal layer only depends on the restriction of Dp f to the horizontal
layer. So, the sobolev contact lift F' is also quasiconformal contact lift. O

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that f5p2 = @opi1+dow for a graded linear map ¢: Vi — Va
and a 1-form w € QY(Uy; V). If the weight of pa is equal to or greater than the
maximal weight of non-trivial 2-cocycles in the Rumin complex Ey of Hy and Uy is
simply connected, then f admits a smooth contact lift F': G D wfl(Ul) — Go.

Example 4.6. For Heisenberg group H;

R— > H —~>R?

b

R—— H —>R?

We know that for Heisenberg group Hj if ¢ o ay — dpf(h)*as = 0 then there is
a contact lift F' of f. That is ¢ = det(Df) is a constant. For instance, f(a,b) =
(a + b?,b) admits a smooth contact lift.

oo} ¥

5 Rigidity of contact lift

In this chapter we find that all of the quasiconformal contact maps which admit
contact lifts are bi-Lipschitz by the rigidity of the lift. Especially, for Carnot groups
with rigid structure, the possible maps are very few.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that f is a K-quasiconformal contact map and it admits a
contact lift F' then f is bi-Lipschitz.

Proof.

Vi ——= G —— H;
g LY
Vi—= Gy ——=H

11



First of all, since Lemma 4.4 F' is a quasiconformal map so that the dimensions
of image of F must be the same as G; so as to ¢ is non-degenerate.

Let’s begin with the easy condition when the central extension is for the highest
layer, so for Case 1,2,3 we can directly compute by the restriction of ¢.

Case 1: V3 = R and h; = R*, so the central extension G is a step 2 Carnot
group. we know Vi = span {a} and

o= Zaijdxi A\ dl‘j

i<j
After using the following method below,

dx1 Ndxe + dry N drs + dro A dxs
=dx1 A (dxg +dx3) + dxo A (dl‘g + dx3)
= (dzy + dxo) A (dxe + dx3)

we can find a new basis of « like {dz1 + dxo, dzs + dz3} and note that as {dz1, dys}.
Thus, the o can be written as the form

o= szd@ A\ dﬂl

7

Because V7 is the second layer, ¢ o a = Aa and fp*a = Aa.

> bifp*(dE Adgi) =Y bA(dT; A di)

Restricting the Pansu differential to horizontal layer, we can get || D f|| &~ |A|=.
From the assumption of K-QC map f, we know f is bi-Lipschitz, since

1 _ 1
AKX < [Daf(X)] < [A2K|X||

for horizontal vector X.
Case 2: If Vi = ViPTU = span {a} and b; = e @p P forp>2.
Due to dyp =0,

p([X1, Xao], X3) + p([X2, X3, X1) + p([X5, X1], X2) =0

p(h1 ™, )  p(e, 1 p Uy o (B B
a has the form

o = Z bldft A dgb

where dz; € (Hi™)* and dy; € (Hy!"))* with the weight wt(dZ;) = —1 and
wit(dy;) = —p.

Because V; is the highest layer, o o @ = Aa and fp*a = Aa so that we can get
I1Ds [l = X757

Case 3:If V; = WPl = span{ai ...a;} and h; = hl[l] OB f)1[p] for p > 2.

So the same as Case 2, we can get fp*a = poa. When Dpf is non-degenerate
on hlm, fp*(f]l[l]) = f)l[l]. Using all the vectors on hlm, they generate the whole
Lie algebra g1, so fp.(gi[1) = g, 11,

If || fp«(X)]|| = r|| X for horizontal vector X,

1P« (X1, Xa)) | = [[fp+(X1), Fo(X2)]|
< 2| fpe(X) - [[fP«(X2) |
< 27| X 1 Xz

12



where X; and X5 are horizontal vectors. And also because fp, is non-degenerate,
there is a lower bound of fp.([-,-]). combined with Dpf commuting with dilation
0., therefore, if the horizontal layer is expanded by r times, then the k-th layer is

expanded by 7% times. If ||| & A, then || Dy f|| & |A|757.

Case 4: the central extension is not to add the highest layer, so the structure of
DpF of the lifting F' is not good enough. We need to estimate the determinant of
Dy f in a more general way which depends on the existence of the quasiconformal
contact lift.

Because of Lemma 4.4, f admits a quasiconformal contact lift F' and

DPF|91[1] = (p|gl[1] - glm.
The homogeneous dimension of g, is Q'. If det(p) = A, then | Dy f| ~ AT
O

The result is not finished here, for some Carnot groups with rigid structure, we
can even draw a better conclusion. For example, if F' is a contact lift on quater-
nionic Heisenberg group Hfj of a map f on R**, then f : R* — R*" is a affine
transformation.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose f is a Sobolev continuous map on R*™ which admits a
contact lift F on Hy and DpF is full-rank for every point, then f is an affine
transformation.

Proof. By assumption, F is a contact lift and its Pansu differential is
Dy
DpF =
! [ w}

for some constant matrix .

ail aiz ais
Y= |21 Q22 (23
as3; agz ass3

We define central extension as p = (p1, p2, p3),

i=1

P2 = Zd.ﬁl A le + dwl A dyl

i=1

p3 = Zdwi A dw; + dy; A\ dz;.
i=1

For any fixed point ¢, DpF(q) is a group homomorphism , because DpF' is
invertible for every point, we can define a map F = F o DpF(q)_1 with Pansu
differential

- -1
id
Obviously, F is also a contact lift, since f*(a) = 1d o « for constant map id, where
f=fo(Df(q))~t. Thus, Fj(p) = f*(p) = p, which means f is a symplectic forms
preserving map. This would greatly limit the possible choice of f.

13



The symplectic forms p1, p2, p3 can be represent as the matrix Jy, Js, J3 in local
coordinates.

I,
J= | I
L _I” J
- Lo
h=1_r In
L _I” J
- L]
=l I,
_In 4

where satisfying J3 = J1J2. We denote Df := A. Due to map f preserving
symplectic forms, we have

AT J,A=J; fori=1,2,3.
and
AT J3A = J;
AT (J1J)A = 1 Jo
AT (1 Jo)A = AT AAT J,A
Jido = JLAAT J,
I=A4AT,
since A is invertible. Thus, A is orthogonal.
AT J A=
JA=JA fori=123,

which means J;f. = f.J; and f*(pi) = p; for i = 1,2,3. Therefore, related to
metric g on R*",

9(fo(X), (V) = pil(fo(X), Jifu(Y)
= pi(fo(X), fu(JiY))
= (F"pi) (X, JiY)
= pi(X, J;Y)
=g(X,Y).
fis isometric on R*". So, the only possible is fis an affine transformation as well

as f = foDf(q).
O

Remark 5.3. If f is a quasiconformal map on R*™ with a contact lift on HZ, then
because of theorem 4.1 it’s bi-Lipschitz and DpF is full-rank. Therefore, this kind
of f would naturally satisfy the condition of theorem 4.2.

Remark 5.4. For quaternionic Heisenberg group My, its Lie group structure has
more delicate symmetrical structure. To be specific, continue to use the notations
from the theorem 4.2, p3"* = p3" = p%” =4"dxy N Ndxpy Ndyr A -+ ANdy, ANdzy A
- ANdzy, Ndwy A -+ N\ dw,. From

Fm) = F(p3") = F (3,

14



we have

Fr(p)* = £ (p2)*" = f*(ps)™"
so that
al} +ats +aif = 637 + a3y + a3y = i + a3y + azy.

However, if the structure of V' in central extension is not rich enough, the contact
lifts on the Carnot group are abundant.
Example 4.5.: Consider the real filiform Carnot group F? of step 3. The corre-
sponding Lie algebra is given by

§° = span(X7, X3) @ span(X3) @ span(Xy),

where [X1, Xo] = X35 and [X1, X3] = X4 are the only non-trivial relations. Consider
the corresponding dual basis w1, ws, w3, wy.

0

X1 =—
! axl

0 o a2 0
X2_87x2+$187583+?87x4

0 0
X3 = 5‘7:173 + :Elaiu
0
X4 = 9
and
w1 = d!El
Wo = dl’g
w3 = —x1dxy + drs

.'152
Wy = Eldl'g — x1dxs + dry

(i) The easy way to find contact lifts is using central extension twice. The map
f : R? — R? admits a contact lift I on Heisenberg group H' if and only if f is
a area-preserving map. If we want to lift F' onto F? as G : F3 — F3, its Pansu
differential are supposed to be such form:

a b
1
DpG = 0 a?

Q=

1

where a is any constant and for convenience we take ¢ = id : span(Xy) — span(Xy).
Therefore, because b can be any continuous function, we can find plenty of maps f
and F satisfying the condition.

(ii)The second way is more complicate. By applying the same method in [9] as
Kor “anyi-Reimann theorem, we can use vector field to generate a one-parameter
family of contact lift related to central extension R — F3 — F2.

For vector field V' = p1 X1 + p2 Xo + p3 X3 + ps X4, as a generator of contact lift,
it need to satisfy Ly ws = 0 for a group homomorphism as initial condition. As the
motion along V', every fs would preserve w4, which means it’s a contact lift.

Lyws = d(LVw4) + Ly (dw4)
= dp4 + p3dzy + x1p1day — prdas

0 0 0
= (8 pa+p3)dxy + (5—pa + x1p1)drs + (7—pa — p1)das + —pada;
T Zs3

8%2 0 axél
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Therefore, the vector field satisfies

9
D1 a333104
xr1p 0 p
1P1 = 7—DP4
(9:1;‘2
0 2
P3 8x1p4
0
0 87334]94

and this kind of vector fields are abundant.

6 The approximation of contact lift on Heisenberg
group
6.1 Sobelev contact lift

We can construct a family of new contact lifts in two ways, the first is to Constructe
through mapped composition.

If fi, fo admit contact lift Fy, F5, then F5 o Fj is the contact lift of fo o f1,
because we have the commutative diagram:

V1HG1$H1

Vo ——> Gy —> H,

Vs — G3 — > Hj

and Fy o Fy(gk) = Fa(F1(g)®1(k)) = Fa o Fi(g) - @2 0 &1(k). It still holds under a
limited number of composite operations.

The second is to find a family of smooth contact maps which adimts smooth
contact lifts as the approximation. However, because the the space of Lie algebra
homomorphism is not a vector space, we are not able to use convolution to construct
Pansu differential smooth approximation functions. However, we can study the
lifting F' on Heisenberg group, due to f as the continuous function on R™.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose f and f. in WYP(Hy; Hy) admit contact lift F and F. in
WLYP(Gy;Gy), if f- — f in C° then F. — F in C°.

Proof. For Lipschitz curve 7,

A(F.(7(1)), F(F(1)))
= d(F (1)) - eap( [ (fom) az), fo(r( exp/ Joom)" as))
K K (6.1)
< d(F(4(D), f-(7(1)) + d(ezp( / (f om)* a), exp( / (feom)" a))
—0
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For Heisenberg group H,,,

R——>H, —~>R"

b

R—— H, ——> R

Taking a Lipschitz curve v in R??

W) =0 =Y [ iy e,

i=a VY
n

= Z/ dx; N dy;,
i=a D;

where D; is the area in the projection of the closed curve to z;Oy; plane which
connects v and the line segment from 0 to v(1). If a sobolev map f admits a lift F,
then f.(Z) = AZ for some constant A, which is equivalent to f*(w) = Aw where w
is the standard symplectic form on R?". The Pansu differential of F is

per=[* ]

We can write the Lie algebra as follow:

X,Y]=XTJY
AX YT = (X, Y])
= [fu(X), (V)]
= [AX, AY]
= XTATjAY

0 I,

where J is the standard symplectic matrix J = [ I 0
—in

} . So, \J = ATJA.

N2"det(J) = det(AT)det(J)det(A)

and A = (det(A))Y/".

The next step is to construct a serious of smooth g. which admit smooth contact
liftt G. and g. — f as € — 0. For continuous f, we can use convolution to find
smooth functions f. and f. — f as ¢ — 0, but for each f. it can not preserve
symplectic form.

using the Moser’s trick to construct geometric flow, we define the error terms

Ne = fo'w—w.

We want to find diffeomorphism ¥, : R?” — R2", such that g. = f. o ¥, and
ge*w = U .*(f."w) = w. Therefore, ¥."(w+n.) = V. (f."w) = w.
Using vector field X, ; define a flow ¢, ;, such that

d .
%((be,t) = Xe,t o ¢£,t7 ¢8,0 =1id and (be,l =V,
Considering w; = w + tn,, t € [0, 1], then diffeomorphism ¢, ; such that

¢s,t*wt =w
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We need to find X, ; satisfying Lx, ,ws = —n, then

d . . d
—(Pet " wi) = et (Lx. Wi + %Wt)

dt
= ¢5,t*(_7]8 + 776)
=0

and
V(W ne) = denwr = ¢E,O*WQ = (id)*w = w.

So, every ¢g. admit a smooth contact lift and g. — f as € — 0. The rest is to prove
the equation £ X. Wt = —T7e is solvable.
Because of dw; = 0,

‘CXe,twt = d(LXe,twt) + LXs,t (dwt) = d(LXE,twt)’

it suffices to show d(vx. ,w¢) = —. is solvable. For simply connected domain, closed
from 7, is exact. Thus, there is a 1-from o, ¢ such that o, = tx, ,w. For € small
enough, 7. = f."w—w is closed to 0 in LP so that w; is closed to w for any ¢ € [0, 1],
thus w; is a a.e. non-degenerated 2-form and X — ¢xw; is a isomorphism from T M
to T*M. Therefore, we can find X, ; satisfying the condition in LP.

Theorem 6.2. For any sobolev map f on R?™ and its contact lift F on H", there
are a serious of smooth g. which admit smooth contact lift G, g- — f and G. — F
ase — 0.

Proof. The result follows by the proof above and Lemma 6.1. O

6.2 Holder lift

For Holder lift, there is also a similar result about decomposion. At first, we need to
clear the definition of Holder lift. Without considering the differential structure, we
just require the lifting F' of f satisfying f o = 75 o F' that is to say the following
diagram commutes

Vi —= Gy ——=H,

b

Vo —> Gy —2> Hy

Before diving into the lifting, we are supposed to show a lemma for Hoélder
continuous maps between Carnot group, which establishes the aniostropic structure
of Carnot groups.

For convenience, we just take step three Carnot group as an example to showcase
the result, as for higher step Carnot groups the conclusion holds as well.

Let G be a step three Carnot group. Let dy,...,d, be a basis for gi,eq,...,e;s
a basis for go, and f1,..., f; a basis for g3 . We write

[diy dj] = 3 ps oyl en
[dia ek] = Zmzl ﬁ;ﬁfm

with all other bracket relations trivial. As in the step two case, we can identify G
with R™$+t equipped with the following operation via coordinates of the first kind:

(Aikaa Cm) * (G/i, bk,Cm) = (-Aia Bkacm)

18



where

A=A +a B
By = Br + b, + % Zi<j Oz;g (Aiaj — aiAj)

Cm =Cm+cm + %Zi,j By (Asbj — Bja;) + 15 Zl K 2icj (AL —ar) afcj (Aia; — a;

Observe (A;, By, Cm)f1 = (—4;,—By,—C,,) and

(A By Com) ™ ¢ (@i, by em) = (Aiy B Con)
where

A = a; — Az B
Bk—bk—Bk 221<] l (A a; — aiAj)

Con = Cm — QZ”ﬁZ (Aibj — Bja;) + 15 3 0 Sie; (A1 + ar) off (Aja; —a;

Left-translating the canonical basis at the origin, we obtain the left-invariant vector

fields
- 2 ”AJaB
+§t: ZBjﬁ” ZZAl > alA; | Bk %
=1 = 25a \S

It is clear that {Xi}i U {Y’“}k u{zm},, forms a basis for Lie (R", x). Moreover, we

have the expected step three stratification of Lie (R™, %) :

Lie (RHSH’*) = <Xi>1§i§r ® <Yk>1§k§s ® <Zm>1SmSt

In fact, one can show using the Jacobi identity that the linear map ¢ : Lie (R™, %

g induced by ‘
XZ’—)di, Yk*—>€k, Zmem

is a Lie algebra isomorphism. The contact forms are given by

w’f = dBk — %Z ZO[? (AldAj — A]dAl)

i=1 i<j

Wi = dC, + % > B;BidA; — % SN A (AdA; — AjdA) B

i=1 j=1 I=1 k=1 i<j
We have
H (R™5F %) ﬂ ker wh N m ker w3

so that a tangent vector v lies in H,, (R”SH, *) if and only if (wf )p (v) = (wg"), (v)

0 for all £ and m.

Every step n Carnot group has the relation that if K C G is compact, then

there is a constant C' = C(K) > 1 such that

C~'p —q| < deelp,q) < Clp—gq|'/"

19
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for all p,q € K .
We can define the quasi-metric

n dim(V;)
P> (6.4)
where 7Tg is the projection to the i-th layer and the j-th coordinate.
7T§ (q_lp) = a; — Az
w5 (a7 'p) = f(p,q) = br — Bi — Z a (Aia; — a;A;)
z<J
my, . — 1 ij 1 (%)
™ (a'p) = 95 (P @) = em = Cm = 5 Z@i (Aibj = Bjai) + 5 %; (A + @) o) (Aiaj — aiAy) Biy
i, ki<

It is worth to mention that dy is comparable with C-C metric on Carnot group.

It is known that for Pansu differentiable map f the Pansu differential is a Lie
algebra homorophism. Thus, if the vector field X and contact form w are not from
the same layer, then X (fpw) = 0. For instance, on Heisenberg group H*

[ X1 (fpde1) Xi(fpdra) Xi(fpwi)
Dpf = | Xo(fpdr1) Xo(fpdra) Xo(fpwr)
L Z(f;;dxl) Z(f;;dxg) Z(f;,wl)
Xl(f;d.’bl) Xl(f;;dxg) 0

— | Xo(fpder) Xo(fpdrs) O

0 0 Z(fpwr)

Although the Pansu differential of Holder continuous maps do not exist, we can
generalize the Pansu differential with the help of mollification.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that f € C%P (Q;Gy) , where Gy is a step ny Carnot group
, 2 C Gy is open , X is a left-invariant vector field belonging to the horizontal layer
and 0 < B <1 . If B(w,,2r) CQ, then for all0 <e <r,

Xi(flwp) s

X *, om\ < 26—1
1(f€w2 ) ~ € (65)

Xi(frop) Se¥!
where fo = fxn. = ‘[Gl Y)1e ( 1x) dy and 1. is the heat kernel on Carnot group
Gy .

Proof. Recall that ¢(p, q) was defined in (6.4). Let p € B (x,,r) and let € € (0,7) .

In what follows we will identify (fX«) (p) with the vector (of equal length):
* k iJ Aj i i Aj —
XUz = XUPY0) + o/ Do (F£9 @)X (72 0) - F2 @)X () )) =
e L ((F22G71) = 124 0) + daf Loy (I 0)A (=71p) = S 0)S (2719) ) X(n (61 (2))d2

= e [ o (D). £0) X(n (61 (2))
= e [y fp on(F). (= ) (w)X (1 (51 (2)))

In the second equality we used the fact that fBE i (p)X (n(6.-1(2)))dz = 0. Easy
verification of the last equality is left to the reader. Note that (6.4) yields

ok (f(z71p), fz w))| < di(F(z7'p), F(z7 ) < [f]3 o, By 2 (26)%°
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Therefore,

X (F2h) )] < 13 e o, 2 (22)° /IX (0os(2))] dz < 21
(6.6)

The following method is enlightened by [8]. Similarly, to prove | X (fXw5")(p)| <
£26=1 we would construct the equation have the form like

én((alﬂbk7cm>7(AiaBk7Cm)) :C;n 3
=cm — Cp — 2 Z’L i 5” ( Zb] Bjai) + TIQ Zl,k Zi<j (Al + al) Ol;cj (Az'aj - aiAj) 5#?

It is easy to find the following result.

X( E*wﬁn)+X(fE ( ﬁijAdB —|—X fa 1221k21<]Ala?(AdA AdA)/B»iy%))
—emi, fB (fo (= )m( )X (6.1 (2)))dzdv
T2 Zm stim 1fB6 fBg (fA ) i(z7tp) — f: BJ (v ip) fAi (2~ 1p))
Ne(v) X ( (6c-1(2)))dzdv
s Yk ey Bl [ [ Jp (PN (W (fA (v™tp) fA (27 p) — fA (v p) fA (27 )
Ne(w)ne(v) X ( (5 1(2) )dzdvdw
12 Xk Xici Bk fa, [, [ fAl (2~ p ( () = ST )

Since

|f(p) fe(p) — (f(P)f(P))]

IN

|fGET )| | fo™ D) = f(z7'p)| me(2)nme (v)dzdy

|f(z7"p)| dec(f(v™ "), f(z7"D))n-(2)n- (v)dzdv

IA

e’ |f(271p)| Ne(2)ne (v)dzdv

P
%F\’Sﬁ\‘ﬁ\

A

| / / / P p) (FA (0 p) A () — £ () £ (1)) 1 () () X (6.1 (2))) dzcuwd
fA’ o) (fA (0T ) fY (27 p) = fA (0 ) F (27 ) ne(v) X (9(02-1(2)))dzdv|

) [ (2 ) = S (T ) f (2 ) | 0 (0) X (0821 () dadu
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Thus, we have
A=emet / / B (), F (0 D)) (0) X (6.1 (2))) dzdlo
b3S kol / / (F4 () f4 () — 5 (07 p) 5 (27 1p)) 0o (0) X (8o (2)) ) dzd

lk Z<J

<emet / / B (), F (0 D)) (0) X (6.1 (2))) dzdlo
+ 652%/ / (et (F o), fo™ )| + [FP5 (27 p) = P (0™ ") )me(0) X (01 (2)))dzdv

Sem [ ] T S0 D )X (0. ()

+éeBZBlw’f / / (et (F9), £ )] + deolFG 0, £ (0™ D)1 (0) X (0B (2))) dzd
gmo / / o (), F (0 D)) (0) X (6.1 (2))) ddlo
+53ﬁ 1 ;B 1E

Since we have

08" (f(z7"p), fF(0™'D))| S dee(f(z7D), F(07 D)) S IF12 2 w2 (26) %,

]X( g )+X(f5 (—f B”’A dBj)>+X(f;(12 Sk Sies Al (AidA; — AjdA;) B ))‘
<e ™ g Jp B |05 (F(z" D), fv™ . )gl;_kl 1= (2) [ X (1(62-1(2)))| dzdzdv + €207

Taking use of || X ( £20=1 we can get

fwt ||L°°(Bm(a:0 ) N

X(fre)| S 2070 4 X (2 (=500, B0AiaB;) ) + X (f2 (& Top Tic, Ara}) (AidA; — Ajdd;) 5% ) )
< £28-1 | (12 Zl . Zz<] 6lka(z)( )XfeB(j)(p) + (le Zl,k Zi<j @lylifeA(i) (p)€2671)

For X (f29)(p),

X(fP9) < |X(fraf)(p)| +

X(f2( 3 e (Asda, - AjdAi>>>| (6.7)

i<j
From (6.6) , we know that ’X(feB(j))(p)’ <2t
Fre] § €21 4 1

For higher step Carnot groups, we can similarly prove that X; (ffw) < &%= .. Xy (frwm) <
28—1
€ .

O

Remark 6.4. The 8 > % in theorem 6.3 is sharp. For Q — H" a domain on
R™ Hélder embedding into Heisenberg group, when f < = , we can construct a (-
Hélder deformation with Hélder homotopic map to make the image f(2) to shrink

to origin. We refer the reader to section 10 in [6].
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From the theorem 6.3, we know that for f € C%P (Q;Gy) and 1/2 < 3 < 1 the
pull-back of the left-invariant forms will decay to 0 at a rate proportional to e26~1,
when i > 1 for X (f*wF) which is one of the projections of f*w! to the horizontal
layer. When considering the pansu differential for Lipschitz mappings, the pansu
differential is a Lie algebra homomorphism so is a block diagonal matrix. Thus, we
can get the similar result for Holder mappings.

However, compared with the Pansu differential this result is weaker.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that f € COP (Q; Gy) , where Gy is a step ny Carnot group

, Q C Gy is open , X; is a left-invariant vector field belonging to the i-th layer and

0< B <1 . If B(xo,2r) C S, then for all 0 < e <1 and the weight of w; is larger
than the weight of X;,

Xi(fror) S el

(e m (i+1)8—i

Xi(fiwy') Se (6.8)

XZ( *wm) S €(i+1)67i

€ no
where fo = f*xn. = f(;% f(y)ne (y‘lx) dy and 1. is the heat kernel on Carnot group
Gy .

Proof. For a vector field X5 belongs to the second layer and X5, X{ belong to the
horizontal, for j > 2,
Xo(frwf) = (ffw)[X1, X1]

= (dofZw}) (X1, X7)

= (f2dow}) (X1, X7)
By the definition of dy, the weight of dow;? is the same as w;’?, S0 it can be represented
as the of a form on the horizontal layer and a contact form on the j-th layer under
wedge product

k i
dow; = E a;dr; Nw;_.
i

Thus,
Xo(f2wh) = (f2dow]) (X1, X7)

=3 X1 fr(aida) X7 f2 (wiy)
i
By calculation,

Xof. =@ /B (F(z12) — F(2)) X2 (961 (2)))d=

€

and _
Xo(frwf) = X1 fr(aidas) Xa f2 (wi )

§ 8[3—1 . 82ﬁ—1

35-2
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For a vector field X3 belongs to the third layer, for j > 3,
Xs(f2wy) = (f2w))[X1, Xa]
= (dofa*wf)(XlaXz)
= (f2dow}) (X1, X2)

Because of _
alow;»C = Z a;dz; ANW;_q.
Thus,
Xs(frwh) = (f2dowh) (X1, X2)

=D X1 fi (asdwi) Xo f2 (w))

< Bl 382

_ AB-3
By induction, we have (6.8). O

Therefore, as long as for S-Holder continuous maps the parameter § is large
enough, then we can make sure the general differential still exhibit properties similar
to Lie algebra homorophism.

The result above can be used to prove the property of Holder contact lift.

Theorem 6.6. Let Vi — G1 — Hy and Vo — Go9 — Hy be central extensions
of Carnot groups such that rank(Gs) = rank(Hs). Let Uy C Hy be a domain and
F : w7 YU)) — Gy a Hélder lift of a Hélder map f : Uy — Ha. Then there
exists a Lie group homomorphism ® : Vi — V, such that F(gk) = F(g)®(k) for all
gen (Uy) and k € V5.

Proof. By the lift assumption, we have
ma 0 F(gk) = fom(gk) = fom(g) =m0 F(g).

Thus, for each g € 77 *(U;) and k € Vi, there exists some ®(g, k) € V5 such that
F(gk) = F(9)®(g, k). We claim that ®(g, k) is constant in g € m; *(U;). That is,
there is a well defined map ® : Vi — V, such that ®(g,k) = ®(k) for g € w]:l(Ul)
and k € V4. By assumption, U; is connected, so it suffices to prove that g — ®(g, k)
is locally constant for fixed k € V7.

Let B’ be a ball that is compactly contained in 7; *(U;). Let B be a ball with
the same center and half the radius.

Let g,h € B. Since the extensions are central, elements of V; commute with
elements of GG, and similarly for V5. By left-invariance of the distance, we compute

that _ ~ ~
d(®(g, k), ®(h, k) = d(F(9)®(g, k), F(g)®(h,
< d(F(g)®(g, k), F(h)®(h,

— d(F(gk), F(hk)) + d(F(h), F(g))
< Ld(gk, hk)? 4 Ld(h, g)"
= 2Ld(h, g)°
That means &)(ng) € C%P. By the equal rank assumption, V, does not contain

any horizontal directions.
Claim: When 3 > %, the only possible Hélder maps B — V5 are constants.
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By contradiction, assume a Holder maps h : B — Va, for 8 > 1 , then there are
two points p, g such that h(p) # h(q). We take a family of smooth approximation
he of h as in theorem 6.3.

take a smooth horizontal curve « : [0, 1] — G connecting p and ¢, a(0) = p and
a(1) = g. The tangent vector of « is

dim(gy)

o)=Y )X,

i=1

where the X; are horizontal basis of g;.

dim(gy)

hee(a'(t)) = Z ai(t)he«(X;)
i=1
dim(g}) dzm(Vg)

:; ZXh*

where the X} and w} are the vectors and dual vectors of V5. Therefore,

dim(g}) dim(Va)

TS W SRCE S

This is because theorem 6.3.
Now, under Euclidean metric d,

d(h(p), h(q)) < d(h(p), he ( ) + d(he(p), he(q)) + d(h<(q), h(q))
< d(he(p), he(q)) +2C(e)

/ e (o ()] dt

<$20(e) + 2‘“%0,

d
d

where the second line is because he = h, then there is a constant C(g) such that
d(h(p), he(p)) < C(e) for all p € G;1. Thus h(p) = h(q), a contradiction.

This claim can also be written in the following sense, as a general sense of Pansu
differential. If § > 1/2, by theorem 6.3, then for any horizontal vector field X

ﬂ-gz[i](&)P)*(X) =0, for i>2

where 7.,(; are the projection to the i-th layer. Although the Pansu differential of
F does not exist, the limit still has a structure similar to Lie algebra homorophism.
Consequently, g — ®(g, k) is locally constant for k € V;.
Next, we show that ® : V; — V5 is a group homomorphism. Let ki, ky € V; and
let g € ;' (Uy). Applying the definition of ® with the pair (g, k1k2) shows

F(gkiks) = F(g)®(ki1k2),

whereas applying the definition with the pairs (gki, ko) and (g, k1) yields

F(gkik2) = F(gk1)®(k2) = F(g)®(k1)®(k2).

Canceling out F'(g) implies that ® is a group homomorphism.
Finally, we observe that ®(k) = F(g)~'F(gk) for any g € Gy and k € V. O
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Especially, we can also use a family of smooth contact lift to approximate a
Holder lift when the case is on Heisenberger group Hi.

Theorem 6.7. Suppose that f € C%*(R?;R?) is a Holder map, for a > 1/2, and
it admits a lift F € C%*(Hy; Hy), then there are a family of smooth contact maps
G.on H and G, - F ase — 0.

Proof. For central extension

R—— H —>R?

b

R— > H —~>TR?

by the assumption o > 1/2, the [ fory xdy — ydx exists for any Lipschitz curve « in

R2.
/ zdy — ydr = / f(xdy — ydx)
foy Y

- / Fodfy — fydfs
;

By theorem 6.6, there is a Lie group homomorphism ® : V3 — V5 such that
F(gk) = F(g)®(k), then ®(v,(1)) = A\y,(1) for some constant A, where y(0) = 0
and

72(1) = / zdy — ydx
Y

Sto:kes / ds.
D

Because 7 is arbitrary, f maps any simply connected domain to a simply connected
domain with an area of A times. For convenience, We can assume A\ = 1, so f is
area preserving map. Defining measure:

pp (D) :=m(f(D)),

then py is absolutely continuous related to Lebesgue measure on R?. Thus, we can
define determinant det(Jy) = 1 almost everywhere.

For f, we can use convolution to find a family of smooth functions f. and
fe = f as ¢ — 0. By using the same method as in the proof of theorem 6.2,
we can use diffeomorphism ¥, : R?2 — R2 to make every g. = f. o U, is area
preserving. Therefore, every smooth g. admits a smooth contact lift G, and G, — F
as e — 0. O

Based on the result above, every Holder lift on Heisenberg group H;, we can use
a family of smooth contact lift to approximate. Conversely, we can use a family of
smooth contact lift to construct a Holder lift on Heisenberg group Hi.

7 The existence of Holder lift

In this section, we connect the existence of Hélder lifts to a condition on closed
horizontal curves.

We can draw a similar conclusion as Lipschitz version just for Sobolev contact
lift.

At first, we are supposed to generalize the integral for Holder continuous func-
tion. The proposition 3.13, lemma 3.15 and corollary 3.16 in [6] tell us we can
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generalize the the integral for Holder condition. And also, it is easy to check the
result can be used to any a, 8 > 0 for f € C%%([a,b]) and g € C*P([a,b]). So the
following lemma holds.

Lemma 7.1. Let a, 3 >0, a+ B> 1. If f € C**([a,b]) and g € C*B([a,b]), then
b

/ F(2)dg(x)| < O, 5.5 — a)| fllcone gls.

a

If in addition f(p) =0 for some p € [a,b], then

b
/ F(@)dg(@)| < Cla B — al**P[flalgls.

Let 0 < o < a, 0 < B < B be such that o/ + ' > 1 and Lip([a,b]) > f* —
fin O ([a,b]) and Lip([a,b]) 3 ¢° — g in Cg’ﬁ ([a,b]), we define

/bfdg = gig(l)/bfgdga = Elig(l)/bfe(w)(ge)’(fc)dw

It exists and it does not depend on the choice of the approximation.
Now, we can draw a similar conclusion for the existence of Holder lift.

Theorem 7.2. Let Uy C H and U, C 7r1_1(U1) C Gy be domains and rank(Gsy) =
rank(Hsy). For 8 > %, A Hélder map f € C%B, f: Uy, — Hy admits o Hélder lift
FeC%, F:U, — Gy if and only if

/ a=0 (7.1)
fomioy

for all Lipschitz closed curves v on Gy. We define f,y(f om)*a := limg g f:{(fE o

m ), where fo = f*n. = fGl f(y)ne (y~'z) dy and n. is the heat kernel on Carnot
group Gy .

Proof. Taking any Lipschitz curve 7, the first step is to prove the limit of the
integration exists. Because (6.3), all coordinate components of f are S-Holder
continuous functions. Since « does not extent the horizontal layer and 5 > %
and theorem 6.5, we know that the S-Holder map F' can still preserve the graded

structure of Lie algebra. From [6] proposition 3.13, the limit of fa( feom)*a exists
when € — 0. Thus, we define fﬁ(f om)*a = lim. g j%(f8 o )*a.

A case in point is Heisenberg group H", where the a = dt — > .| @;dy; — y;da;
and (fe om ) a =320, fidff — fldff.

For step-3 Carnot group, we know that the space of S-Hélder continuous func-
tion is a Banach algebra and every coordinate component is 8-Holder continuous
function, since

[P (@) = [P )| S |f (@) = fy)l
< Cdee(f(2), f(y))
< dee(,y)P.
where the constant C = C(K) is from (6.3), for any f(z), f(y) # oo there is
a compact set K such that f(z), f(y) € K. Because rank(Gz) = rank(H)a,
XF¥(wg) — 0 for

wh = dChp, + % Z Z B;BHdA; — % Z Z > A (AidAj — AjdA;) BIE.

i=1 j=1 1=1 k=1 i<j
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and horizontal vector field X. Therefore,

T s B b
Q}ﬁﬁV g > S aysls [ A Gl - 5

i=1 j=1 =1 k=11i<j
:A,7~Cm( /F* m ’
=5 (a) =79 (b)

where the ¥ = F oy € C%7([0,1]; G2) for Lipschitz curve .
For higher step situation, the way is the same.
Due to F is contact lift mg 0 FFoy = fom 07, we have fﬁ (fom)" g = 0 when

7 is a closed Lipschitz curve.
For the converse direction, because [ fomos @ = 0, we can define the lift F' in the

following sense.
If v : [0,1] — H; is a horizontal curve starting from v(0) = eg,, then

(1) = 5(1) - can( | @)

v

For the contact lift F' of f, then
FG(D) = (1) -can( [ (Fom)’
¥

Obviously, this F' is well defined, since the value of F' does not depend on the choice

of curve ~.
The next step is to prove F' is a y-Holder map. Let’s take a Lipschitz curve %

connecting e and (1) and a Lipschitz curve 5 connecting ¥(1) = 5(0) and J(¢),

where 7 is under arc length parameter.
doc(F(7(0), F(3(¢)))
< doo(f(m(7(0))), f(m1(7(e))))

+ dec(e,cap( / (f om)* a2))
[(fom) az)

< ef + doco(e, exp(

S—

Because

[emyas= [ (o) 2
v (fer10(0)) 1 fomi oy

where the 7 is the right translation and (f o 05(0)) " f o7y 07 is also a y-Hélder
curve, for convenience, we can assume f o o5(0) = e.

We take step 3 Carnot group as an example.

From (6.4),

dg ((f om 07)(e), (f om0 7)(0))

doc(e, fom o7(e))
B

|(f om109)Pi(e) = (f o 07) 7 (0)]2

& IN

A
™

thus the coordinate component (f o7y 07)% is a e26-Holder function.
By the result form lemma 5.8 in [6] yields

[ (fom)*a < e(fom oA
Yy
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Thus,
dec(F(5(0), F(3(¢)))

< b +dcc(e7exp(/ (fom) ag))

5
1
3
~ef o /(fom)*a
:Y'
Saﬁ—i—aﬂ
= 2¢P

Therefore, the lift F' is a -Holder map. For the higher step Carnot group, the way
is the same. O

In [7], theorem 1.1 and proposition 1.4 give decent results about the existence
of contact lifts for differentiable maps. However, for Holder map, the result about
the existence of lift can just rely on the metric structure. Compared with [7], in
this section we just consider a special case of central extension.

Theorem 7.3. Let Vi — G1 — H and Vo — G5 — H be central extensions, where
h=plla---op and v, = Vl["'H] and Vy = VQ["'H], Let U is a simply connected

domain in H and f : U — H be a y-Hdolder map for B > 2. Then f admits

a B-Hélder lift F' if and only if there is a linear map ¢ : Vi — Vo and a Va-value
1-form \ with weight > 2 such that the integral of f*as on any horizontal curve
equals to the integral of p o a1 on the same curve, i.e.

(po/alz/f*ag.
¥ v

such that for any horizontal curve.

V14>G1L>H

V2—>G2£>H

Proof. If f admits a S-Holder lift F', thanks to theorem 6.6, there is a linear map
@ : Vi — V5. Because of § > nL—l—l and theorem 6.5, we know that the local S-Holder
map F can still preserve the graded structure of Lie algebra.

F(hk) = F(h)®(k)
=my, o FI(h) - ma 0 F(h) - ®(k)
=mg 0 F'(h) - ®(k)
= fomi(h)- (k)
= f(h)®(k),

for h € H and k € V4. The second equation is because 7y, o F|lg : H — V5 is a
local 5-Holder map and the proof is the same as the claim in theorem 6.6. Thus,

(po[yozl = ®(k) zl(foﬂl)*o%

where we take vy as the geodesic from e to k. From theorem 6.9, we know here the
~ can be replaced by any Lipschitz curve.
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For convenience, we can denote as the following form. There is a V5-value 1-form
A with weight > 2 such that

poa; = (fom) as+ A

The (fomi)*ay can be decomposed into two part: f*as : Vi — Va and py, : H — Va.
For the p o o, it turns oy with weight = n + 1 to a form with weight = n 4 1. For
f*ag, it turns as with weight = n+ 1 to a form with weight = n+ 1. However, the
wr = 0, since it turns a 1-form with weight < n + 1 to a form with weight = n + 1.
Therefore,
poar = ffag+ pp + A
= f*OZQ + )\

ch/alz/f*aQ.
Y Y

For the converse direction, because distributionally ¢ o a3 = f*as + A for any
horizontal curve, locally for any fixed point p and its closed cubic neighbor U(p)

[Foseoe fa
¥ ¥

where ¥ C U(p). That means the value of F' dose not depend on the choice of path
in U(p). We can divide the area into cubes {U(p)}. Since the domain U is simply
connected, when considering the value of f? f*ae, any given horizontal curve 7 is
equivalent to a curve near itself. Eventually, this curve can be moved to arbitrary
horizontal curve. Therefore, for any closed Lipschitz curve 5

/f*a2:g00/a1:0.
~ ~

Then f admits a 8-Holder lift F', since theorem 7.2. O

and

Example 7.4. For Heisenberg group Hy, We can take f(z,y) = (az + g(y), 5y) :
R? — R?, where g is a Weierstrass %-Hélder function

o0 n

g(y) = Z % cos(27"ry)

n=0
It is obvious that f admits a contact lift, since
fH(dz Ady) = lim fZ(dz A dy)
€
= lim f2 (dz) A J* (dy)
. 0 .. 0 .. 1
= hi_n (&Efg dx + afyf‘E dy) A gdy

. 0 . 0 ,. 1
:hgn(amf *nad:r:—l—a—yf *nady)/\azdy

1
= lim —dx A dy
e a
1
= —dx N dy.
a

Therefore, with the help of theorem 7.3, we can find a %-Hélder lift £ : Hy — H;y.
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The central extension is defined by dpa = p = dx A dy as

R— > H —~>R?

b

R—— H —>R?

If v :[0,1] — R? is a Lipschitz curve starting from (0) = e, then

(1) = (1) - exp( / a)

and
FG(1) = F) - eapl [ (fom)* )
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