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Abstract. Given a sub-Riemannian manifold, which geodesics are “met-
ric lines” (i.e. globally minimizing geodesics)? This article takes the
first steps in answering this question for “arbitrary rank” and “non-
integrable” Carnot groups. We classify the metric lines of the Engel-
type groups Eng(n) (Theorem B) and give a partial classification for
the group of four-by-four nilpotent triangular matrices N6,3,1 (Theorem
C). The sub-Riamannian structure of the former group is defined on a
non-integrable distribution of rank n + 1 and the geodesic flow of the
latter group is not algebraically integrable.

1. Introduction

The Engel-type group and the group of four-by-four nilpotent triangular
matrices admit the structure of Carnot groups of step 3, denoted by Eng(n)
and N6,3,1, respectively. Every Carnot group is a sub-Riemannian manifold,
so are Eng(n) and N6,3,1. This work provides a complete classification of
metric lines Eng(n) and a partial result in N6,3,1. To understand the concept
of a metric line in the realm of sub-Riemannian geometry, let us provide a
formal definition.

Definition 1. Let M be a sub-Riemannian manifold, distM (·, ·) be the sub-
Riemannian distance on M , and | · | : R → [0,∞) be the absolute value. We
say that a curve γ : R → M is a metric line if it is a globally minimizing
geodesic, i.e.,

|a− b| = distM (γ(a), γ(b)) for all compact interval [a, b] ⊂ R.

For the formal definition of a sub-Riemannian geodesic, see [3, sub-sub-
Chapter 4.7.2 ] or [28, sub-Chapter 1.4 ]. Alternative term for “metric line”
is “globally minimizing geodesic”, “isometric embedding of the real line” or
“infinite-geodesic”.

The first main contribution of this study establishes a condition of a sub-
Riemannian geodesic in a Carnot group to qualify as a metric line.

Theorem A. Let G be a Carnot group and γ(t) be a sub-Riemannian geo-
desic in G parametrized by arc length. A necessary condition for γ(t) being

Key words and phrases. Carnot group, non-integrable functions, Global minimizing
geodesic, sub-Riemannian geometry.
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2 A. BRAVO-DODDOLI

a metric line is that there exists a unitary vector v in g1 such that

(1.1) 2 = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

−t
ρ(v, (Lγ−1(s))∗γ̇(s))ds,

where (Lγ−1(t))∗ is the pushforward of the left translation by γ−1(t).

We conjecture that the metric lines in Carnot groups are precisely geodesic
satisfying a more robust condition than the one outlined in Theorem A.

Conjecture 2. Let G be a Carnot group and γ(t) be a sub-Riemannian geo-
desic in G parametrized by arc length. Sub-Riemannian geodesics satisfying
the following condition precisely constitute metric lines in G; there exists a
unitary vector v in g1 such that

(1.2) v = lim
t→−∞

(Lγ−1(t))∗γ̇(t) = lim
t→∞

(Lγ−1(t))∗γ̇(t).

We say that a group G is metabelian if [G,G] is abelian. Every metabelian
group possesses a maximal normal abelian sub-group A containing [G,G]. In
a prior work [17], we performed the symplectic reduction of sub-Riemannian
geodesic flow on metabelian abelian nilpotent groups (every Carnot group
is nilpotent), providing an explicit expression for the reduced Hamiltonian.
Both groups, Eng(n) and N6,3,1 serve as examples of metabelian Carnot
groups, as indicated by equations (4.1) and (5.1). In this context, we leverage
their reduced dynamics to classify sub-Riemannian geodesics and identify a
family of candidates to qualify as metric lines.

1.1. The Engel-type group. The Engel-type group Eng(n) is (2n + 2)-
dimensional sub-Riemannian manifold featuring a rank (n+1) distribution.
If n = 1, Eng(n) corresponds to the Engel group. As demonstrated in [17],
the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow on Eng(n) is integrable for all natural
number n. The sub-Riemannian geodesics on Eng(n) fall into distinct types:
line, small oscillations, r-periodic, and r-homoclinic. Sub-sub-Section 4.1.2
provides the formal definitions for each type. Theorem B is the second
primary results of this paper,and it offers a comprehensive classification of
metric lines in Engel-type group.

Theorem B. The metric lines in Eng(n) are precisely geodesic of line and
r-homoclinic types.

Corollary 40 demonstrates that sub-Riemannian geodesics of the type
small oscillations and r-periodic do not qualify as metric lines. In addition,
Lemma 36 shows that only abnormal geodesics being a metric lines are line
geodesics.

A supplementary result concerning the sub-Riemannian geodesic in the
Engel-type group is Proposition 44. This proposition states that the pro-
jection to Rn+1 of sub-Riemannian geodesics with zero angular momentum
lies on a plane and satisfies the Euler-Elastica equation. In particular, the
projection of a geodesic of the r-homoclinic type is the Euler-Solition, as
illustrated in Figure 1.1 and 1.2.
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1.2. The four-by-four Nilpotent Triangular Matrices Group. The
four-by-four nilpotent triangular matrices group N6,3,1 is a 6 dimensional
sub-Riemannian Manifold featuring a rank three distribution. In [29], Mont-
gomery, R. and Shapiro, M., and Stolin, A. proved that the sub-Riemannian
geodesic flow in N6,3,1 is not algebraically integrable. The sub-Riemannian
geodesics on N6,3,1 fall into distinct types: line, small oscillations, periodic,
homoclinic, and generic. Theorems B is the third primary results of this pa-
per and offers partial classification of metric lines in four-by-four nilpotent
triangular matrices group.

Theorem C. The geodesic of type line and homoclinic are metric lines in
N6,3,1.

Lemma 57 shows the sub-Riemannian geodesic of the type small oscil-
lations, periodic and unbounded generic do not qualify as metric lines. In
addition, Lemma 55 shows that only abnormal geodesics being a metric
lines, are line geodesics. The problem remains open for a particular type
of bounded generic geodesic whose reduced dynamics approach arbitrarily
close to an equilibrium point, refer to Corollary 12 and Lemma 57 for more
details.

In [31], R. Perline and S. Tabachnikov say, “We have observed that the
presence of Elastica in a geometrical context often indicates there is an in-
tegrable system floating around in the background”. Proposition 58 offers
additional evidence to this observation. Despite the non-algebraic integra-
bility of the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow in N6,3,1, certain regions in the
cotangent bundle T ∗N6,3,1 exhibit zero angular momentum, rendering the
sub-Riemannian geodesic flow integrable on these regions. Moreover, Propo-
sition 58 establishes a connection to the Euler-Elastica Problem: the projec-
tion to R3 of sub-Riemannian geodesics with zero angular momentum lies
on a plane and satisfies the Euler-Elastica equation. In particular, the pro-
jection of a geodesic of the homoclinic type is the Euler-Solition, as depicted
in 1.1 and 1.2.

1.3. History of the conjecture 2 and the Euler-Elastica problem.
We summarize the preceding results that lead us to Conjecture 2.

• Metric lines in step two Carnot group precisely correspond to line-
geodesics, consult Definition 5.

• In [8, 7, 9, 10], A. Andertov and Y. Sachkov employed optimal
synthesis to prove the conjecture for the Heisenberg and the Engel
groups.

• In [11], A. Ardentov and E. Hakavuori utilized optimal synthesis to
demonstrate the conjecture for the Cartan group.

It’s worth noting that the Heisenberg and Engel groups are iso-
morphic as a Carnot group to the 1-jet space and the 2-jet spaces,
respectively.
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Figure 1.1. The images show the space R3, with coordi-
nate (x1, x2, θ0), and the projections by π of the homoclinic-
geodesic c(t).

• In [16], we presented a partial outcome for the conjecture in the k-jet
space and offered an alternative proof to the result obtained by A.
Andertov and Y. Sachkov’s result.

Theorems B and C represent generalizations of the result obtained by
A. Andertov and Y. Sachkov result in the following manner: the metric
line within the Engel group is such that its projection to R2 is the Euler-
Soliton. To delve into the details of the Euler-Elastica problem, one can
refer to [33, sub-Chapter 5.5] for an introduction from the perspective of
Calculus of Variations, [3, sub-sub-chapter 7.8.3] for its connections with the
rolling sphere, [23, sub-sub-Chapter 11.2.3] for its relationships with Dubis’
problem, and consult [8] or [13] for its connections with sub-Riemannian
geodesics in the Engel group.

It is noteworthy that the optimal synthesis method necessitates explicit
integration of the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow. Consequently, the earlier
classifications of metric lines in Carnot Groups were conducted under specific
conditions, including the Carnot group being metabelian and of rank two,
and the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow being integrable.

Theorems B and C demonstrate that the approach employed in this paper
is more versatile than optimal synthesis. Our method involves defining an
intermediate sub-Riemannian space Rn+1

F and sub-Riemannian submersion

πF : G → Rn+1
F , detailed in sub-Section 2.2. Proposition 4 establishes that

the horizontal lift of a metric line is a metric line. As a result, we streamline
the investigation of metric lines on a Carnot group G by focusing on metric
lines in Rn+1

F . Finally, the forth main contribution of this study is Theorem

D, offering sufficient conditions for a sub-Riemannian geodesic in Rn+1
F to

qualify as a metric line.
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Figure 1.2. The images show two solutions to the Euler-
Elastica problem in the (x, θ0)-plane. The first panel presents
a generic solution, and the second panel displays the Euler-
soliton solution.

Outline. Section 2 presents the preliminary concepts and results necessary
to prove Theorem B and C. Sub-Section 2.1 briefly describe the Carnot
groups as a sub-Riemannian manifolds, introduce the metabelian definition
and presents the algebraic assumptions used during the paper, consult equa-
tion (2.1). Under these assumptions, sub-Section 2.1 exposes the exponen-
tial coordinates of the second kind and the reduced Hamiltonian flow, the
main consequence of the symplectic reduction is the Background Theo-
rem, which establishes the correspondent between a pair (F, x(t)) and the
sub-Riemannian geodesic in a metabelian Carnot group, where F (x) is a
polynomial and x(t) is a solution to the reduced dynamics. Sub-Section 2.2
defines the intermediate sub-Riemannian Manifolds called magnetic space.
In addition, sub-Section 2.2 defines the period map, the cost function, and
some properties of the sub-Riemannian geodesics in the magnetic space.
Sub-Section 2.3 presents and proves Theorem D, the method to verify that
sub-Riemannian geodesics qualifies as a metric line.

The main goal of sub-Section 4 is to define the Engel group Eng(n) and
prove Theorem B. Sub-section 4.1 presents the reduced Hamiltonian for
the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow on Engenl type group Eng(n) and the
classify the sub-Riemannian geodesics. Sub-Section 4.2 provide the essential
properties of the geodesics whose reduced dynamics is given by radial an-
harmonic oscillator, one of these results is Proposition 44, which makes the
relation between sub-Riemannian geodesics with zero angular momentum
and the Euler-Elastica problem. Sub-Section 4.3 introduces the magnetic
space used to prove Theorem C and some essential results. Sub-Section 4.4
proves Theorem B and has a similar structure than section 4.
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Montgomery, who introduced me to sub-Riemannian geometry, Carnot groups,
and Metric lines, and for his invaluable help during my time at UCSC and
after. I acknowledge my mentor, Anthony Block, and the mathematics
department of the University of Michigan, where this work was done, for
supporting my application and made me part of the department.
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2. Preliminary

We will present the fundamental concepts and results necessary to prove
the main theorems of the paper.

2.1. Carnot Groups As Sub-Riemannian Manifold. A Carnot group
G is a simple connected Lie group with a graded, nilpotent Lie algebra g,
and its first layer g1 Lie-generates g. Every Carnot group G has a canonical
projection π : G → Rd1 , where G/[G,G] ≃ g1 ≃ Rd1 and d1 is the dimension
of the layer g1. To endow G with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian structure,
we define the non-integrable distribution at a point g in G by Dg := (Lg)∗g1.
Additionally, we equip D with an inner product by declaring the basis of left-
invariant vector fields in D to be orthonormal. Alternatively, we can achieve
this by equipping Rd1 with the Euclidean inner product, and then declaring
the inner product on D to be the pullback of the Euclidean product by π.
In this manner, a curve γ(t) on G and tangent to D has the same arc length
that its projection π(γ(t)). Such a submersion possessing this property is
termed a sub-Riemannian submersion. Let us formalize this definition.

Definition 3. Let (M,DM , gM ) and (N,DN , gN ) be two sub-Riemannian
manifolds and ϕ : M → N be a submersion. We say that ϕ is a sub-
Riemannian submersion if ϕ∗DM = DN and ϕ∗gN = gM .

Every sub-Riemannian submersion is accompanied by an inverse map at
the curve level known as the horizontal lift, and it is unique up to transla-
tions. A classic result pertaining to metric lines and their horizontal lift is
as follows.

Proposition 4. Let ϕ : M → N be a sub-Riemannian submersion. If γ(t)
is the horizontal lift of a metric line in N , then γ(t) is a metric line in M .

The proof of Proposition 4 is given in [15, p. 154]. In every Carnot group,
there exists a family of geodesics called line-geodesic.

Definition 5. Let G be a Carnot group. We say that a sub-Riemannian
geodesic γ(t) is a line-geodesic if γ(t) is the lift of a line in Rd1.

An alternative term for “line-geodesic” is “one parameter sub-group”.
Proposition 4 and Definition 5 lead to the following corollary.

Corollary 6. Every geodesic line in a Carnot group is a metric line.
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2.1.1. Metabelian Carnot groups. Let us revisit the definition of metabelian
groups and discuss some of their properties.

Definition 7. We say that a group G is metabelian if [G,G] is abelian.
Let G be a metabelian Carnot group. We denote by A the maximal normal
abelian subgroup containing [G,G], and a being the Lie algebra of A.

See [32] for a more extensive explanation of the algebraic properties of
metabelian groups.

Let us consider the left action of A on G. As this action is both free
and proper, the quotient H := G/A is well defined. Consequently, G is
isomorphic as a manifold to A×H. This is a pivotal aspect in the symplectic
reduction of the cotangent bundle of G.

Given the Lie algebra a, we can decompose the g1 as the direct sum of
two sub-spaces using the sub-Riemannian inner product. Let us introduce
these spaces.

Definition 8. Let G be a metabelian Carnot group, and let a be the Lie
algebra of a maximal abelian subgroup A containing [G,G]. We denote by v
the intersection of a and g1, and we define h as the orthogonal complement
of v with respect to the sub-Riemannian inner product, then g1 = h⊕ v.

The condition [h, h] = 0 implies we can identify H with a subgroup and
view G as the direct product A ⋊ H. For the remainder of this work, our
focus will be on metabelian Carnot groups satisfy to have step 3 and the
following conditions;

(2.1) [h, h] = 0, dim h = n, dim v = 1, dim g2 = n, and dim g3 = 1.

The conditions from equation (2.1) imply the non-integrable distribution D
has rank n+ 1 and dimA = n+ 2. Both the Engel-type group Eng(n) and
the group of four-by-four nilpotent matrices N6,3,1 fulfill these conditions.

Additionally, we will build a sub-Riemannian manifold Rn+2
F and a sub-

Riemannian submersion πF : G → Rn+2
F utilizing these properties.

2.1.2. Exponential Coordinates Of Second Type. Given the above conditions
from equation (2.1), we will define a basis for g: we denote by E1, . . . , En

the basis for h and Ea
0, . . . , E

a
n+1 the basis for a, where Ea

0 the basis for v.
Therefore, {E1, . . . , En, E

a
0, . . . , E

a
n+1} constitutes a basis for g.

The assumption of g being nilpotent implies the exponential map is a
global diffeomorphism. Leveraging this fact, we proceed to define exponen-
tial coordinates of second type.

Definition 9. We endows G with a unique chart (Rn+2 × H,Φ). A pair
(θ, x) in Rn+2 ×H, where θ is in Rn+2 and x is in H, defines a point g in
G through the map Φ given by

g = Φ(θ, x) =
n+1∏
k=0

exp(θkE
a
k) ∗

n∏
i=1

exp(xnEn),
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where ∗ is multiplication on G and exp : g → G is the exponential map. We
call the coordinates (θ, x) exponential coordinates of second type.

The establishment of exponential coordinates of the second type results
in the subsequent proposition.

Lemma 10. Let G be a metabelian Carnot group satisfying the conditions
from equation (2.1), then the left-invariant vector fields generating the non-
integrable distribution D are given by

Xi(g) := (Lg)∗Ei =
∂

∂xi
1 ≤ i ≤ n,

Y0(g) := (Lg)∗E
a
0 =

∂

∂θ0
+

n∑
k=1

xk
∂

∂θk
+ P (x)

∂

∂θn+1
,

where P (x) : H → R is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2.

Lemma 10 is a particular result from a more general statement in the
context of a general metabelian Carnot groups, consult [17, Lemma 3.2].

2.1.3. The Reduced Hamiltonian Hµ. We will briefly summarize the main
ideas and results from [17], adding the conditions from equation (2.1).
Let T ∗G be the cotangent bundle of G endowed with canonical symplec-
tic structure, and let HsR be the Hamiltonian function governing the sub-
Riemannian geodesic flow, for the formal definition of the sub-Riemannian
geodesic flow see [28, sub-Chapter] or [3, sub-sub-Chapter 4.7.2.]. We con-
sider the Hamiltonian action A on T ∗G, which fixes the Hamiltonian HsR.
This action gives rise to a momentum map J : T ∗G → a∗. When we consider
the standard coordinates (p, g) = (pθ, px, θ, x) on T

∗G, the momentum map
is expressed simply as J(p, g) = pθ. For a more detailed explanation of the
momentum map, refer to [30] or [2, sub-Chapter 4.2].

Let µ be in a∗, and consider its inverse image J−1(µ) ⊂ T ∗G. Since
there exists a sympleectomorphism between T ∗G and T ∗A×T ∗H, it follows
J−1(µ) is isomorphic as a manifold to A × T ∗H. The abelian nature of A
implies the co-isotropic group Aµ is equal to A. Consequently, we conclude
there exists a symplectomorphism between the reduced space T ∗G//Aµ and
T ∗H, where T ∗H is endowed with the canonical symplectic structure. In
addition, if Π : T ∗G → T ∗H is the projection defined by Π(p, g) = (px, x),
then Π is a symplectic map, and the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ is given by

(2.2) Hµ(px, x) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

p2xi
+

1

2
F 2
µ(x),

where if µ = (a0, . . . , an+1) then Fµ(x) = a0+
∑n

k=1 akxk+an+1P (x). For a
comprehensive overview of symplectic reduction, please refer to [26] or [30].
The Hamiltonian system is given by

(2.3) ẋi = pxi , and ṗxi = −Fµ(x)
∂F

∂xi
.
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The condition Hµ(px, x) =
1
2 implies the reduced dynamics occur within a

closed set called hill region, and the corresponding sub-Riemannian geodesic
is parametrized by arc length.

Definition 11. Let Hµ be the reduced Hamiltonian given by equation (2.2).
We say that a closed and connected set Ωµ ⊂ H is a hill region, if |Fµ(x)| < 1
for every x in the interior of Ωµ and |Fµ(x)| = 1 for every x in the boundary
of Ωµ.

Let us outline the procedure for constructing a sub-Riemannian geodesic
for a pair (Fµ, x(t)): Let us assume that x(t) is the x-component of a solution
to the reduced dynamic system (2.2) with energy Hµ = 1

2 . Having the
solution (px(t), x(t)), we define a curve γ(t) in G by the following equation

(2.4) γ̇(t) =

n∑
i=1

ẋi(t)Xi(γ(t)) + Fµ(x(t))Y0(γ(t)),

where we used ẋi(t) = pxi(t) from Hamilton equation (2.3).
The Background Theorem establishes the correspondent between a

solution to the reduced dynamics and the sub-Riemannian geodesic in G.

Background Theorem. Let G be metabelian Carnot group satisfying the
conditions from equation (2.1). The above procedure results in a geodesic in
G parametrized by arc length and momentum µ in a∗. Conversely, every arc
length parameterized geodesic in G with momentum µ in a∗ can be obtained
through this procedure using the Hamiltonian Hµ.

In [5, 6, 27], Anzaldo-Meneses and Monroy-Perez Monroy proved the
Background Theorem within the framework of the jet space of real func-
tion on one variable, an example of a metabelian Carnot group. Their work
served as inspiration for us to extend and generalize this result to metabelian
nilpotent groups, for more details refer to [17].

2.1.4. Classification of Normal Geodesic in G. We classify the sub-Riemannian
geodesics according to their reduce dynamics. Let γ(t) be a geodesic in G
corresponding to the pair (Fµ, x(t)), then x(t) is the x-component of the
solution (px(t), x(t)) of the reduced system (2.3). By the theory of n-degree
of freedom system, (px(t), x(t)) is regular or singular.

(Regular geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is regular, if its reduced
dynamics is regular. The reduce dynamics is regular if (px(t), x(t)) is not
asymptotic to a equilibrium point.

(Singular geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is singular, if its reduced
dynamics is singular. The reduce dynamics is singular if (px(t), x(t)) is
asymptotic to a equilibrium point

More specific, a normal geodesic γ(t) is only one of the following type:
(Line geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is a line, if the projected curve

π(γ(t)) is a line in Rn+1. Line geodesic correspond to constant polyno-
mial (uniform rectilinear motion) or trivial solution of the reduced dynamics
(equilibrium points).
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(Bounded geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is regular bounded, if its re-
duced dynamics is regular and bounded. The reduce dynamics is unbounded
if there exists a compact set K ⊂ H such that x(t) is in K for all t.

(Unbounded geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is regular unbounded,
if its reduced dynamics is regular and unbounded. The reduce dynamics is
unbounded if there does not exist a compact set K ⊂ H such that x(t) is in
K for all t.

(Homoclinic geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is homoclinic if its re-
duced dynamics is a homoclinic orbit. The reduced dynamics has a homo-
clinic orbit if and only if limt→±∞(px(t), x(t)) = (0, x0).

(Heteroclinic geodesic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is heteroclinic if its
reduced dynamics is a heteroclinic orbit. The reduced dynamics has a het-
eroclinic orbit if and only if the limits limt→∞(px(t), x(t)) = (0, x1) and
limt→−∞(px(t), x(t)) = (0, x2) and x1 ̸= x2.

(Turn-back geodesic) We say a heteroclinic geodesic γ(t) is turn-back
if Fµ(x1)Fµ(x2) = −1.

(Direct-type geodesic) We say a heteroclinic geodesic γ(t) is direct-
type if Fµ(x1)Fµ(x2) = 1.

Theorem A implies that turn-back geodesics do not qualify as a metric
lines.

Corollary 12. The following geodesics do not qualify as metric lines.

• Turn back geodesics.
• Bounded generic geodesic whose reduced dynamics lay on a regular
region of the potential Fµ(x).

Corollary 12 is a particular result for a more general statement from [17,
Corollary 1.5]. A consequence of Theorem A is Lemma 34, which provides
an alternative proof for the turn-back case.

2.2. The (n+ 2)-Dimensional Magnetic Space. In [15], we introduced
the 3-dimensional sub-Riemannian manifold, denoted by R3

F and called
“magnetic space”, whose geometry depends on the choice of a polyno-
mial F (x). Now, we aim to generalize this concept by defining a sub-
Riemannian manifold Rn+2

F = H × R2 as follows: we consider the global
coordinates (x, y, z), then the Pfaffian equation dz − F (x)dy = 0 defines a
non-integrable distribution DF , and the sub-Riemannian metric on DF is
ds2Rn+2

F

= (
∑n

i=1 dx
2
i + dy2)|DF

. We provided a sub-Riemannian submer-

sion πF factoring the sub-Riemannian submersion π : G → Rn+1, that is,
π = pr ◦ πF , where the target of πF is Rn+2

F and the target of pr is Rn+1.
If F (x) = a0 +

∑n
k=1 akxk + an+1P (x), then the projections πF and pr are

given in coordinates by

πF (x, θ) = (x, θ0,

n+1∑
ℓ=0

aℓθℓ) = (x, y, z), and pr(x, y, z) := (x, y).(2.5)
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It follows that πF maps the frame {X1, . . . , Xn, Y0}, defined in Lemma 10,

into the frame {X̃1 . . . , X̃n, Ỹ }, that is,

X̃i :=
∂

∂xi
= (πF )∗Xi for all i = 1, . . . , n,

Ỹ :=
∂

∂y
+ F (x)

∂

∂z
= (πF )∗Y0.

We conclude that {X̃1 . . . , X̃n, Ỹ } is a global framed for DF . An explanation
of the name “magnetic space” is given in [15, sub-Section 4.1].

For future work we may be interesting in work with metabelian Carnot
with same algebraic condition from equation (2.1) but arbitrary step s, then
we will state Theorem A in this more general context. The following propo-
sition tells every metabelian Carnot group with the above conditions has a
sub-Riemannian submersion πF to some magnetic space Rn+2

F .

Proposition 13. Let G be a metabelian Carnot group with the algebraic
condition [h, h] = 0, dim v = 1 and step s, then there exist a magnetic space
Rn+2
F and a sub-Riemannian submersion πF : G → Rn+2

F for a polynomial
F generating geodesic in the spirit of the Background Theorem.

Proof. Using coordinates of second type and building the sub-Riemannian
submersion in the same way that equation (2.5). □

2.2.1. Geodesics In The Magnetic Space. The Hamiltonian function govern-
ing the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow in Rn+2

F is

(2.6) HF (px, py, pz, x, y, z) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

p2xi
+

1

2
(py + F (x)pz)

2.

We say a curve c(t) = (x(t), y(t), z(t)) is a Rn+1
F -geodesic parametrized by

arc length in Rn+1
F , if it is the projection of the sub-Riemannian geodesic flow

with the condition HF = 1
2 . Since HF does not depend on the coordinates

y and z, then the momentum py and pz are constant of motion, and the
translation φ(y0,z0)(x, y, z) = (x, y + y0, z + z0) is an isometry.

Definition 14. Let us denote by distRn+2
F

( , ) the sub-Riemannian distance

and by Iso(Rn+2
F ) the isometry group of Rn+2

F .

For a more comprehensive understanding of the sub-Riemannian distance
definition and the sub-Riemannian group of isometries, consult [28, Chapter
1.4] or [3, sub-Chapter 3.2].

Setting py = a and pz = b prompted the formulation of the following
definition.

Definition 15. We say that the two-dimensional linear space PenF is the
pencil of F (x), if PenF := {G(x) = a+ bF (x) : (a, b) ∈ R2}.

We define the lift of a curve in Rn+2
F to a curve in G.
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Definition 16. Let c(t) be a curve in Rn+2
F . We say that a curve γ(t) in G

is the lift of c(t) = (x(t), y(t), z(t)) if γ(t) solves

γ̇(t) = ẋ(t)X(γ(t)) +G(x(t))Y0(γ(t)).

Now, we delineate the Rn+2
F -geodesics, their lifts, and their connection

with the sub-Riemannian geodesics in G.

Proposition 17. Let c(t) be a Rn+2
F -geodesic for G(x) in PenF , then the

component x(t) satisfies the one-degree of freedom given by the Hamiltonian
function;

(2.7) HG(px, x) :=
1

2
p2x +

1

2
(a+ bF (x))2 =

1

2
p2x +

1

2
G2(x).

And the coordinates y(t) and z(t) satisfy

(2.8) ẏ = G(x(t)) and ż = G(x(t))F (x(t)).

Moreover, every Rn+2
F -geodesic is the πF -projection of a geodesic in G cor-

responding to G(x) in PenF . Conversely, the lifts of a Rn+2
F -geodesic are

precisely those geodesics corresponding to polynomials in PenF .

The proof is the same as the proposition presented in [15, sub-Section 4.1]
in the context of the jet space and the magnetic space R3

F .

Corollary 18. Let γ(t) be a sub-Riemannian geodesic in G corresponding
to the polynomial F (x) and let c(t) be the curve given by πF (γ(t)), then c(t)
is a Rn+2

F -geodesic corresponding to the pencil (a, b) = (0, 1).

We classify the sub-Riemannian geodesics in Rn+2
F according to their re-

duce dynamics defined by the reduced Hamiltonian HG, equation (2.7), in
the same way as we did in sub-sub-Section 2.1.4.

In sub-Riemannian geometry, there are two types of geodesics: normal
and abnormal. The sub-Riemannian geodesic flow governs the normal geodesics,
while the abnormal geodesics are determined by the endpoint map. Lemma
19 characterizes the abnormal geodesics in Rn+2

F . For a more in-depth under-
standing of the endpoint map and abnormal geodesics, refer to [28, Chapter
3], [3, sub-sub-Chapter 4.3.2], or [18].

Lemma 19. The space Rn+2
F possesses two families of abnormal curves;

(Family of vertical lines) We say a curve c(t) is a abnormal vertical

line curve, if c(t) is tangent to the vector field Ỹ and x(t) = x∗ is a constant
point in H such that dF |x=x∗ = 0. So c(t) qualify as a metric line.

(Family of horizontal isocontour) We say a curve c(t) is abnormal
horizontal isocontour, if c(t) is tangent to space H and F (x(t)) = const.
c(t) qualify as a metric line if and only if c(t) is a line geodesic.

Here we used the expressions horizontal and vertical for curves c(t) in
Rn+2
F tangent to the sub-bundles (πF ◦ Lg)∗h and (πF ◦ Lg)∗v, respectively.

The proof of Lemma 19 is in the Appendix A.
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2.2.2. Cost Map In Magnetic Space. In [15, sub-Section 7.2], we defined the
Cost map and utilized it to establish a family of metric lines in the jest
space. Here, we introduce Cost, a crucial tool for formulating the statement
of Theorem D.

Definition 20. Let (c, T ) be a pair of a R3
F -geodesic c(t) parametrized by

arc-length, and a time interval T := [t0, t1]. For every pair (c, T ), we denote
by ∆(c, T ) the change suffer by the time t, and the coordinates y, and z
after the geodesic c(t) travel during the time interval T , then the function
∆ : (c, T ) → [0,∞)× R2 is given by

∆(c, T ) := (∆t(c, T ),∆y(c, T ),∆z(c, T ))

:= (t1 − t0, y(t1)− y(t0), z(t1)− z(t0)).
(2.9)

For every pair (c, T ), we define the function Cost : (c, T ) → [0,∞)× R by

Cost(c, T ) := (Costt(c, T ), Costy(c, T )(2.10)

where

Costt(c, T ) =∆t(c, T )−∆y(c, T )

Costy(c, T ) =∆y(c, T )−∆z(c, T ).

We call Cost(c, T ) the cost function of c(t).

We interpret Costt(c, T ) as the cost that takes to the geodesic c(t) travel
in the direction of the y-component in the positive direction. To provide
further context to this interpretation, we present the following lemma.

Lemma 21. Let c(t) and c̃(t) be two Rn+2
F -geodesics. Let us assume that

they travel from a point A to a point B in the time intervals T and T̃ ,
respectively. If Costt(c, T ) < Costt(c̃, T̃ ), then the arc length of c(t) is
shorter that the arc length of c̃(t).

Lemma 21 extends an equivalent result in the context of magnetic space
R3
F , and the proof remains the same; refer to [16, Lemma 21].
If c(t) is a geodesic for G(x), we can rewrite the maps ∆(c, T ) and

Cost(c, T ) in terms of G(x).

Definition 22. Let c(t) be a Rn+2
F -geodesic and T = [t0, t1] be a time inter-

val. We denote by s(t) : T → R the arc length of the curve x(t) in H, that
is,

s(t) =

∫ t

t0

√
p2x1

(t) + · · ·+ p2xn
(t)dt =

∫ t

t0

√
1−G2(x(t))dt.

Because s(t) is a monotone-increasing function, we can consider the in-
verse function t(s) and parametrize x in terms of s. We use this fact to
express the map ∆(c, T ) and Cost(c, T ) in terms of G(x).

Proposition 23. Let (c, T ) be a pair where c(t) is a Rn+2
F -geodesic for

G(x) in PenF , and T is a time interval, let x be parametrized by s, then
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we can rewrite the map ∆(c, T ) from definition 20 in terms of G(x) and the
arc-length s(T ) := S as follows:

∆(c, T ) = (

∫
S

ds√
1−G2(x(s))

,

∫
S

G(x(s))ds√
1−G2(x(s))

,

∫
S

G(x(s))F (x(s))ds√
1−G2(x(s))

)

In the same way, we can rewrite the map Cost(c, T ) from definition 20 as
follows:

Cost(c, T ) = (

∫
S

1−G(x)√
1−G2(x)

ds,

∫
S

G(x)(1− F (x))√
1−G2(x)

ds).

Proof. Set the change of variable t = t(s), then ds =
√
1−G2(x(t))dt, this

last expression yield the formula for ∆t(c, T ). For ∆y(c, T ) and ∆z(c, T ),
set up the same change of variable and uses the expression ẏ = G(x) and
ż = G(x)F (x). For Cost(c, T ) and Cosy(c, T ) consider the difference of the
previous expressions. □

Corollary 24. Let c(t) be a Rn+2
F -geodesic and let T be a time interval then

Costt(c, T ) = 0 if and only if G(x(t)) = 1 for all t in T .

A isometry φ and a time translation t→ t+ t∗ map metric lines in metric
lines, then to classify metric lines it is enough to study the following class
of geodesics.

Definition 25. We say that two Rn+2
F -geodesics c1(t) and c2(t) are related if

and only if there exists an isometry φ(x, y, z) and a time translation t∗ such
that c1(t) = φ(c2(t+ t

∗)). We denote by [c] the class of geodesics induced by
the equivalence relationship.

We notice that if [c] is a class of geodesics, then all the representatives
are Rn+2

F -geodesics corresponding to the same polynomial G(x) in PenF .

Moreover, the equivalence relationship on the space of Rn+2
F -geodesics induce

a class in the space of solution x(t) of the reduced system, then every class
[c] correspond to a unique pair (G, [x]). So, if c(t) is a homoclinic geodesic,
then all the representatives of [c] are homoclinic geodesic with the same
homoclinic orbit, same statement holds for heteroclinic geodesics.

Definition 26. Let x0 and x1 be two point in H, then:
(1) We denote by Homc(x0) the set of all the classes of equivalence

[c], whose reduced dynamics has a homoclinic orbit asymptotically to x0.
Homc(x0) is the union of two disjoint sets, namely

Homc±(x0) := {(G, [x]) : G(x0) = ±1}.

If the reduced Hamiltonian HG has a unique equilibrium point, we omitted
x0 in the notation.

(2) We denote by Hetc(x0, x1) the set of all the classes of equivalence [c],
whose reduced dynamics has a heteroclinic orbit asymptotically to x0 and x1,
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when t → ±∞ respectively. Hetc(x0, x1) is the union of two disjoint sets,
namely

Hetc±(x0, x1) := {(G, x∞) : G(x0) = ±1 and G(x1) = ±1}.

To determine a class [c] is enough to provide a polynomial G(x) and an
initial condition (px(0), x(0)). In the case when x(0) is in the boundary of
the Hill region of G(x), then px(0) = 0 and it is enough specify just x(0).
In sub-Sections 4.4 and 5.3, we will use this fact to characterize the space
Homc±(x0).

Proposition 23 yield the following corollary.

Lemma 27. Let c(t) be a Rn+2
F -geodesic and let Tn be a time interval such

that limn→∞ Tn = [−∞,∞], then limn→∞Cost(c, Tn) is finite if and only if
[c] is in Homc+(x0) or Hetc

+(x0, x1), for some points x0 and x1 in H.
In addition: limn→∞Cost(c, Tn) does not depend of the representative, [x]

has finite arc-length. And, if γ(t) is the horizontal lift of c(t), then γ(t) is
geodesic in G that satisfies the condition from Theorem A.

Definition 28. For every class [c] in Homc+(x0) or Hetc+(x0, x1), we
define the the normalized period map Θ[c] by

Θ[c] := (Θ1[c],Θ2[c]) = lim
n→∞

Cost(c, Tn)

= (

∫
S∞

1−G(x(s))√
1−G2(x(s))

ds,

∫
S∞

G(x(s))(1− F (x(s)))√
1−G2(x(s))

ds),
(2.11)

where if limn→∞ Tn = [−∞,∞], then S∞ := limn→∞ s(Tn).

2.3. Metric lines in the Magnetic Space. This sub-section presents
Theorem D. To make the statement more general we will relax, only in
this sub-section, the hypothesis from equation (2.1) in the same way that
the statement of Proposition 13. That is we will work in a magnetic space
Rn+2
F , where F (x) is a polynomial of degree s − 1 and πF is a projection

from a metabelian Carnot group with the conditions [h, h] = 0, dim v = 1
and step s. In this way the Theorem D will be helpful for future works.
Before presenting the statement of this work, let us introduce some essential
definitions.

Notation 29. Let us introduce some classical topology concepts:

(1) Let K be a subset of R. We denote by ∂K the boundary of K.
(2) Let || · ||∞ be the maximum norm in R2. We say that a sequence

in R2 is uniformly bounded if there exist a positive constant C such
that the maximum norm of the sequence is bounded by C for all n.

The first definition gives a condition for a sequence of geodesics to be
bounded in H.
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Definition 30. Let BH(r, x0) be the closed ball on H with radius r and
center at x0, then we define the following set;

Com(BH(r, x0)) := {(c, T ) : c(t) is a Rn+2
F − geodesic, T is a compact

time interval, and x(t) ∈ BH for all t ∈ ∂T }.

We say that region BH(r, x0) × R2 is geodesically compact, if for every
sequence (cn, Tn) in Com(BH(r)) holding the following conditions;

(1) limn→∞ Tn = [−∞,∞],
(2) Cost(cn, Tn) is uniformly bounded.

Then, there exist a compact subset KH of H such that xn(Tn) ⊂ KH for all
n.

The second definition helps to associate a polynomial Gn(x) to a sequence
of geodesics cn(t).

Definition 31. We say a sequence of geodesics cn(t) is strictly normal if
cn(t) is a normal geodesic for all n and every convergent sub-sequence con-
verges to a normal geodesic.

Theorem D. Let F (x) be a polynomial of degree s − 1 from H to R. Let
ch(t) be geodesic in Rn+2

F such that [c] is in Homc+(x0). If the following
conditions hold:

(1) There exist a ball BH(r, x0) such that the region BH(r, x0) × R2 is
geodesically compact.

(2) The map Θ2 : Homc
+(x0) → R is one to one.

(3) The map Cost(Gh, T ) is bounded for compact interval T .
(4) The sequence of minimizing geodesics cn(t) joining the points c(−n)

and c(n) is strictly normal.

Then ch(t) is a metric line in Rn+2
F .

The same statement is true if we replace Homc+(x0) by Hetc
+(x0, x1)).

The proof is in appendix B and generalize the one given in [16, Theorem
33 and 43] in the context of R3

F .

3. Proof of Theorem A

Before proving Theorem A, let us introduce the Carnot dilation and the
blowdown of a curve. They are two essential definitions for the proof of the
theorem.

Carnot groups have the property of admitting dilatations. The dilatation
is a one-parameter group of automorphism of G, denote by δu : G → G
and with u in R \ {0}. The dilatation is compatible with the metric, that
is distG(δug1, δug2) = |u|disG(g1, g2). If u ̸= 0 and γ(t) is a sub-Riemannian
geodesic parametrized by arc length, so is γu(t), where

γu(t) := δ 1
u
γ(ut).
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E. Hakavuouri and E. Le Donne developed a method to prove that a
geodesic is not a metric line is the following. The idea relies on the concept
of a blowdown.

Definition 32. Let G be a Carnot group, and γ(t) be a rectifiable curve in
G. We say γ̄(t) is the blowdown of γ(t) if γ̄(t) = limun γun(t) where un is
any sequence of scales tending to infinity with n, and the limit being uniform
on compact intervals.

E. Hakavuouri ad E. Le Donne proved the following proposition.

Proposition 33. Let G be a Carnot group. Let γ : R → G be a metric line.
Then there exists a sequence un, with limn→∞ un = ∞, for which the blow-
down γ̄ converges uniformly on compact sets to a line geodesic parametrized
by arc length.

The proof is in [22, Corollary 1.6].

3.0.1. Proof of Theorem A. We will prove that if γ(t) is a metric line, then
equation 1.2 holds.

Proof. Let us assume γ(t) is a metric line, then Proposition 33 implies there
exists a sequence un such that γ̄(t) = g exp(tv) for some unitary vector v in
g1. If T = [−1, 1] and Tn := [−un, un], then, we have∫

T
ρ(v, (Lγ−1

un (t))∗γ̇un(t))dt =

∫
T
ρ(v, (L(δ 1

un
γ(unt))−1)∗

d

dt
(δ 1

un

γ(unt)))dt

=
1

un

∫
Tn
ρ(v, (Lγ−1(t̃))∗(γ̇(t̃)))dt̃

The first equality follows by the definition of γun(t) and the second by the
change of variable unt = t̃. Taking the limit n→ ∞ and using the uniformly
convergence of γ̄ on the compact set K, we have

2 =

∫
T
ρ(v, v)dt = lim

n→∞

1

un

∫
Tn
ρ(v, (Lγ−1(t̃))∗(γ̇(t̃)))dt̃.

□

The following lemma shows that the condition from Conjecture 2 implies
the condition from Theorem A.

Lemma 34. Let G be a Carnot group, then

• Conjecture 2 implies the condition from Theorem A.
• If γ(t) is a geodesic in G such that the following limits limt→∞ γ̇(t)
and limt→−∞ γ̇(t) exist but differ, then γ(t) does not qualify as a
metric line. Therefore, the turn-back geodesics do not qualify as a
metric lines.

Proof. The L’Hopital rule yields the following result: let f(t) be a continuous

function, if limt→∞ f(t) = c then limt→∞
1
t

∫ t
0 f(s)ds = c. □
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The following lemma tells that dilatation of a metric lines is a metric line.

Lemma 35. If γ(t) is a metric line in a Carnot group G, then γu(t) is a
metric line in G.

The proof of Lemma 35 is in [16, Lemma 7].

4. The Engel-type group Eng(n)

Let Eng(n) be the Engel-type group, whose Lie algebra eng(n) is spanned
by (2n + 2) vectors E1, . . . , En, E

a
0, . . . , E

a
n+1 satisfying the following non

trivial relations

(4.1) Ea
i := [Ei, E

a
0] and Ea

n+1 := [Ei, E
a
i ].

Equation (4.1) shows Eng(n) is a metabelian Carnot group, the first layer g1
and the Lie algebra a are spanned by {E1, . . . , En, E

a
0} and {Ea

0, . . . , E
a
n+1},

respectively. In addition, its growth vector is (n+1, 2n+1, 2n+2). To endow
Eng(n) with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric, we declare the vector
from equation (4.1) orthonormal, then v has dimension 1 and h is spanned
by E1, . . . , En, so equation (4.1) implies Eng(n) satisfy the conditions from
equation (2.1) and we can consider the sub-Riemannian submersion πF given
in sub-Section 2.2.1. In [20], E. Le Donne and T. Moisala studied the sub-
Riemannian structure of the Engel-type group. Moreover, in [21], E. Le
Donne and F. Tripaldi classified the Carnot groups in low dimension; in this
context, they denoted the group Eng(2) by N6,3,1a.

Let g = (θ, x) be the exponential coordinates of second defined in sub-
sub-Section 2.1.2, where x = (x1, . . . , xn) and θ = (θ0, θ1, . . . , θn+1), then
the following left-invariant vector fields define a frame for the non-integrable
distribution D:

Xi =
∂

∂xi
for i = 1, . . . , n, and Y0 =

∂

∂θ0
+

n∑
i=1

xi
∂

∂θi
+
x2i
2

∂

∂θn+1
.

Then, the sub-Riemannian metric on D in the coordinates (θ, x) is given
by the expression ds2Eng(n) =

∑n
i=1 dx

2
i + dθ20.

The following lemma characterize the abnormal curves in the Engel-type
group.

Lemma 36. The Engel-type group Eng(n) possesses two families of abnor-
mal curves:

(Family of vertical lines) We say a curve γ(t) is an abnormal vertical
line, if γ(t) is tangent to the vector field Y0. So γ(t) qualify as a metric line.

(Family of horizontal curves) We say a curve γ(t) is an abnormal
horizontal curves, if γ(t) is tangent to sub-space H ⊂ Eng(n). And in
addition γ̇(t) is perpendicular to a constant vector or tangent to a sphere on
H. So γ(t) qualify as a metric line if and only if γ(t) is a horizontal line.

The use of the expressions horizontal and vertical is the same as in Lemma
19. The proof of Lemma 36 is in the Appendix A.
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4.1. Reduced Hamiltonian. If µ = (a0, . . . , an) is in a∗, then equation
(2.2) implies that the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ is of the form

(4.2) Hµ(px, x) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

p2xi
+

1

2
(a0 +

n∑
i=1

aixi +
an+1

2

n∑
i=1

x2i )
2.

When an+1 = 0, the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ takes on the structure
resembling that of a Hamiltonian for small oscillations. Further elaboration
on the theory of small oscillations consult [12, Section 23] or [24, Section
23]. In instances where an+1 ̸= 0, to find a more suitable expression for the
reduce Hamiltonian, we establish the following change of coordinates;

(x̃1, . . . , x̃n) = (
a1
an+1

+ x1, . . . ,
an
an+1

+ xn),

and define the constants (α, β) := (a0 − 1
2a2

∑n
i=1 a

2
i ,

an+1

2 ). Thus, the re-
duced Hamiltonian is the radial an-harmonic oscillator

(4.3) Hµ(px̃, x̃) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

p2x̃i
+

1

2
F 2
µ(r), where Fµ(r) = α+ βr2,

and if || · ||H is the Euclidean norm in H, then r = ||x||H.
If (x(t), px(t)) is the solution of an n-degree of freedom system with radial

potential, then it is well known that curve x(t) lays on a two-plane. Let us
formalize this idea in the following proposition.

Lemma 37. Let T ∗R2
T ∗H be the 4-dimensional sub-manifold of T ∗H given

by

T ∗R2
T ∗H := {(px, x) ∈ T ∗H : (px, x) = (px1 , px2 , 0, . . . , 0, x1, x2, 0, . . . , 0)}.

If (px(t), x(t)) is a solution to the an-harmonic oscillator, given by (4.3),
with the initial condition (px(0), x(0)) in T ∗R2

H, then (px(t), x(t)) is in
T ∗R2

T ∗H for all time.
Moreover, let ΨQ(px, x) be the cotangent lift action of SO(n) on T ∗H,

then every solution (px(t), x(t)) to the radial an-harmonic oscillator, given
by (4.3), has the form (px(t), x(t)) = ΨQ(p̃x(t), x̃(t)) where (p̃x(t), x̃(t)) is a
solution laying in T ∗R2

T ∗H.

Proof. Let us first prove that if (px(0), x(0)) in T
∗R2

H, then (px(t), x(t)) is in
T ∗R2

T ∗H for all time: By construction the Hamiltonian functions is invariant
under the action of SO(n) on T ∗H, then SO(n) defines a momentum map
J : T ∗H → so∗(n). Using the Killing form , we can identify the so∗(n)
with so(n), then J : T ∗H → so(n) and a standard computation shows
that J(px, x) = px ∧ x. Therefore, on one side, the skew-symmetric matrix
associated with the two-form px ∧ x has rank 2; on the second side, the
conservation of the momentum map implies px(0) ∧ x(0) = px(t) ∧ x(t). So
the px(t) y x(t) generates the same plan for all time t.

Since the reduced Hamiltonian function Hµ is SO(n)-invariant, the action
maps solutions of the Hamiltonian system into solutions, see [19, Section 6],
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then (px(t), x(t)) = ΨQ(p̃x(t), x̃(t)) is a solution for the reduced Hamiltonian
system, where (p̃x(t), x̃(t)) is a solution laying in T ∗R2

T ∗H. □

Proposition 37 implies it is enough to understand the planar an-harmonic
oscillator to describe and classify the dynamics of the reduced Hamiltonian
Hµ.

4.1.1. The Planar Radial An-Harmonic Oscillator. Let us restrict the re-
duced Hamiltonian given by equation (4.3) to the sub-manifold T ∗R2

H and
write it in polar coordinates,

(4.4) Hµ(px, x)|T ∗R2
T∗H

= Hµ(pr, pθ, r, θ) =
1

2
(p2r +

p2θ
r2

) +
1

2
F 2
µ(r).

Being the potential radial implies the coordinate θ is cyclic, then pθ is a
constant of motion. Let us fix pθ = ℓ, we will denote the effective potential

by 1
2Vef (r), where Vef (r) := ℓ2

r2
+ F 2

µ(r). We reduce Hamiltonian Hµ to a
one-degree of freedom system

(4.5) H(µ,ℓ)(pr, r) =
1

2
p2r +

1

2
Vef (r).

Fixing the energy level H(µ,ℓ) =
1
2 and using Hamilton equation pr = ṙ, we

reduce to quadrature the dynamics for the radial coordinate,

(4.6) t− t0 =

∫ r

r0

dr√
1− Vef (r)

. where r0 = r(t0).

We notice that the effective potential is non-negative and unbounded,
then the conservation of energy H(µ,ℓ)(px(t), x(t)) =

1
2 implies the hill region

is compact, then the radial coordinates lay on a closed interval called the
radial Hill interval. Let us formalize the definition.

Definition 38. We say an interval R = [rmin, rmax] is the radial hill interval
of the effective potential Vef if Vef (rmax) = Vef (rmax) = 1 and Vef (r) < 1
for all r in (rmin, rmax).

The following result characterizes the equilibrial points of the planar an-
harmonic oscillator.

Corollary 39. The reduce Hamiltonian system (4.5) has an equilibrium if
and only if ℓ = 0 and Fµ(r) = ±(1 − βr2). In addition, this equilibrium
point is at (pr, r) = (0, 0) and has homoclinic orbits.

The potential polynomial Fµ(r) = ±(1 − βr2) provided by Corollary 39
is the generalization of the polynomial F(µ)(x) = ±(1− βx2) associated to
the metric lines in the Engel group, see [16, Theorem B].
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4.1.2. Classification of normal sub-Riemannian geodesics in the Engel-type
group Eng(n). Let γ(t) be a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic different of
line type and with momentum µ, then γ(t) is only one of the following
options:

Small oscillation We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type small oscillation,
if an+1 = 0.
r-periodic We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type r-periodic, if an+1 ̸= 0

and the radial dynamic is periodic.
r-homoclinicWe say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type r-homoclinic, if an+1 ̸=

0 and the radial dynamic is a homoclinic orbit.

Corollary 40. The sub-Riemannian geodesic in Eng(n) of the type small
oscillations and r-periodic are not metric lines.

Corollary 40 follows by Theorem A.

Proof. By construction the r-periodic geodesics are bounded in a regular
region of the potential Fµ(r), then Lemma 12 tells they do not qualify as
metric line.

Let γ(t) be a geodesic of the oscillatory type, we will show that γ(t) does
not satisfies the condition form Theorem A. First, we notice that reduced
Hamiltonian has a quadratic potential, then we can use the theory of small
oscillation. Let B be a n by n symmetric matrix generating the quadratic
potential, by construction B has rank one. So B has (n − 1)-eigenvectors
with eigenvalue 0 and one eigenvector with positive eigenvalue ω2, then
after a change of variables the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ is the sum of two
Hamiltonian functions, namely a (n−1)-degree of freedom system for a free
particleHfree(px1 , . . . , pxn−1) and one degree of freedom system for harmonic
oscillator Hosc(pxn , xn) given by

Hfree =
1

2
(p2x1

+ · · ·+ p2xn−1
) and Hosc =

1

2
(p2xn

+ ω2x2n).

If Hosc = 0, the corresponding geodesic is a line-geodesic. Therefore, we
will focus in the case Hosc ̸= 0. Without lose of generality let us assume
γ(0) = 0, then γ̇(t) is given by

γ̇(t) = (px1X1+· · ·+pxn−1Xn−1+
√

2Hosc cos(ωt)Xn+

√
2Hosc

ω
sin(ωt)Y0)|γ(t),

we remark 1 = ||γ̇|| = 2Hfree + 2Hosc. Let v = (v1, · · · , vn, vn+1) be an
unitary arbitrary vector in eng(n), then

| lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

−t
ρ(v, (Lγ−1(s))∗γ̇(s))ds| = 2|px1v1 + · · ·+ pxn−1vn−1|

≤ 4Hfree < 2.

Therefore, γ(t) does not satisfies the condition form Theorem A. □
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4.2. Radial geodesics.

Proposition 41. The Lie algebra eng(n) is invariant under the action of
SO(n) given by

Ẽj =

n∑
i=1

QjiEi, Ẽa
0 = Ea

0, Ẽa
j =

n∑
i=1

QjiE
a
i , Ẽa

n+1 = Ea
n+1,

where Q := (Qij) is in SO(n). Moreover, the action on eng(n) induces an
isometric action ψQ on Eng(n). If (θ, x) are the exponential coordinates of

the second type, then the action ψQ(θ, x) = (θ̃, x̃) given by

θ̃0 = θ0, θ̃j =

n∑
i=1

Qjiθi, θ̃n+1 = θn+1, x̃j =

n∑
i=1

Qjixi.

The sub-Riemannian geodesic flow in Eng(n) has n+3 constant of motion
in involution given by the Hamiltonian function and the momentum map de-
fined by symplectic action of A. In addition, it possesses as many constants
of motion as the dimension of SO(n). These constants of motion are not in
volution. However, it is possible to find n constant more involution using
the standard proof for potential with radial symmetry; see [17, Appendix
B].

Lemma 42. Let Engc(2) be the 6 dimensional sub-manifold of Eng(n) given
by

Engc(2) := {(x, θ) ∈ Eng(n) : (x, θ) = (x1, x2, . . . , θ0, θ1, θ2, c1, . . . , cn, θn+1)},
where c = (c1, . . . , cn). If γ(t) is a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in
Eng(n) with momentum an+1 ̸= 0 such that γ(0) is in Engc(2) and γ̇(0) =
Tγ(0) Eng(n), then γ(t) lies in Engc(2) for all t.

The proof of Lemma 42 is the same as the one for Lemma 37.

Corollary 43. Every normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in Eng(n) with mo-
mentum an+1 ̸= 0 has the form γ(t) = ψQ(γ0(t)), where ψQ is given by
Proposition and γ0(t) is a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in Engc(2).

Corollary 43 implies it is enough to prove Theorem B for the case Eng(2).

Proposition 44. Let γ(t) be a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in Eng(n)
with momentum an+1 ̸= 0 and whose reduce dynamics has zero angular
momentum. If c(t) := π(γ(t)), where π : Eng(n) → Rn+1 is the sub-
Riemannian projection, then c(t) lays in a two-plane and solves the Euler-
Elastica problem.

The Euler-Elastica problem has many ways to characterize. To prove
Proposition 44, we will utilize the following criterion: A plane curve is
deemed a solution to the Euler-Elastica problem if, at each point, its cur-
vature is directly proportional to the oriented distance from the curve to a
specified line, referred to as the directrix.
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Proof. By Corollary 43, it is enough to consider a normal sub-Riemannian
geodesic in Eng(2). In addition, without loss of generality, we can assume
the initial condition γ(0) = (x1(0), 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) for some x1(0) in R. Let
(px(t), x(t)) be the solution to the reduced system associated to γ(0). The
sub-Riemannian geodesic γ(t) has angular momentum zero if and only if
px(t) is parallel to the radial direction, then the reduced solution has the
form (px(t), x(t)) = (px1(t), 0, x1(t), 0). If Fµ(x) is the polynomial from
equation (4.2), then Fµ(x(t)) = a0+a1x1(t)+

a2
2 x

2
1(t) for all t. Without lose

of generality, after a translation in the axis x1, we can consider a1 = 0.
By construction, the projected curve c(t) lays on the two-plane given by

(x1, 0, θ0). In addition, the Background Theorem tells ||ċ(t)|| = 1 and
ċ(t) = (px1(t), 0, Fµ(x(t))). We use Hamilton equations (2.3) to find

c̈(t) =
∂Fµ(x(t))

∂x1
(−Fµ(x(t)), 0, px1(t)), where

∂Fµ(x(t))

∂x1
= a2x1(t).

So the curvature of c(t) is equal to linear function a2x1(t), that is, the
curvature is proportional to the oriented distance from (x1(t), 0, θ0(t)) to
the directrix defined by x1 = 0. □

4.3. The Magnetic Space For the Engel-Type Group. Let πF be the
sub-Riemannian submersion from the Engel-type group Eng(n) to the mag-
netic space Rn+2

F . We will assume the polynomial Fµ(x) has the form α+βr2

where r = ||x|| and β ̸= 0, then we will study some of the properties of this
magnetic space.

Let us consider the isometric action φ(Q,y0,z0) of SO(n)×R2 on Rn+2
F . If Q

is in SO(n) and (y0, z0) is in R2, then φ(Q,y0,z0)(x, y, z) = (Qx, y+y0, z+z0).

Lemma 45. Let R4
Rn+2
F

be a four-dimensional sub-manifold of Rn+2
F given

by
R4

Rn+2
F

:= {(x, y, z) ∈ Rn+2
F : 0 = x3 = · · · = xn}.

If c(t) is a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in Rn+2
F such that c(0) is in

R4
Rn+2
F

and ċ(0) is in Tc(0)R
4
Rn+2
F

, then c(t) lies in R4
Rn+2
F

for all time t.

The proof of Lemma 45 is the same as the one for Lemma 37.

Corollary 46. Every normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in Rn+2
F has the

form γ(t) = φ(Q,y0,z0)c0(t) where c0(t) is a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic

in R4
Rn+2
F

for all t.

Corollary implies that it is enough to understand the sub-Riemannian
geodesics in R4

F to describe the sub-Riemannian geodesics in Rn+2
F .

In Section 2.2, we defined the pencil PenF as the two-dimensional vector
space given by the polynomials with form G(x) = a+bF (x), inspired in this
definition, we will consider the pencil of effective potentials.

Definition 47. We say that the three-dimensional space PenV is the pencil

of F (r), if PenV := {Vef (r) = ℓ2

r2
+G2(r) : G(r) ∈ PenF }.
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We can rewrite ∆(c, T ) as a function of the effective potential.

Lemma 48. Let c(t) be an R4
F -geodesic for Vef (r) in PenV and let T be a

time interval, then ∆(c, T ) from Definition 20 can be rewritten in terms of
the effective potential Vef (r) as follows,

∆(c, T ) = (

∫
r(T )

dr√
1− Vef (r)

,

∫
r(T )

G(r)dr√
1− Vef (r)

,

∫
r(T )

G(r)F (r)dr√
1− Vef (r)

).

In the same way, the map Cost(c, T ) from Definition 20 can be rewritten as
follows;

Cost(c, T ) = 2(

∫
r(T )

1−G(r)√
1− Vef (r)

dr,

∫
r(T )

(1− F (r))G(r)√
1− Vef (r)

dr).

The proof of Lemma 48 is similar to the proof of Proposition 23.

Corollary 49. Every to sub-Riemannian geodesic associated to (G, ℓ,R) are
related by isometry φ(Q,y0,z0)(x, y, z).

We can generalized the normalized period map for every sub-Riemannian
geodesic in R4

F -geodesic using the radial Hill interval.

Definition 50. The period map Θ : (G, ℓ,R) → [0,∞]× R is given by

Θ(G, ℓ,R) := (Θ1(G, ℓ,R),Θ2(G, ℓ,R))

:= 2(

∫
R

1−G(r)√
1− Vef (r)

dr,

∫
R

G(r)(1− F (r))√
1− Vef (r)

dr).

4.4. Proof of Theorem B. This Sub-section is devoted to proving The-
orem B. Let γh(t) be an arbitrary r-homoclinic geodesic in Eng(n) for a
polynomial Fh(x). We will consider the space Rn+2

F and the Rn+2
F -geodesic

ch(t) := πFh
(γ(t)), then we will prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 51. Let γh(t) be an arbitrary r-homoclinic geodesic in Eng(n)
for a polynomial Fh(x). If ch(t) := πFh

(γ(t)), then ch(t) is a metric line in

Rn+2
F .

Lemma 35 and Corollary 46 imply it is enough to consider the space
R4
F and the r-homoclinic geodesic γh(t) corresponding to the polynomial

Fh(r) := 1 − 2r2 and with initial condition c(0) = (1, 0, 0, 0), then by
construction c(t) = (x1(t), 0, y(t), z(t)). In addition, the time reversibil-
ity of the reduce Hamiltonian Hµ implies x1(n) = x1(−n) for all n, so
∆x(ch, [−n, n]) := x(n)− x(−n) = 0 for all n.

4.4.1. Set UP The Proof of Theorem 51. Theorem 51 is a consequence of
Theorem D and Corollary 40. Let us verify the conditions of Theorem D.
The following lemma characterizes the r-homoclinic geodesic in R4

Fd
and

proves conditions 2 and 3.



METRIC LINES IN ENGEL-TYPE GROUPS AND THE NILPOTENT GROUP N6,3,1.25

Lemma 52. The set of all r-homoclinic classes of geodesic Homc(0) is
given by

Homc(0)± := {(G, ℓ, x0) : G(r) = ±(1−βr2), 0 < β, ℓ = 0, and ||x0|| =
2

β
}.

Moreover, the map Θ2 : Homc(0)± → R is one to one, and Cost(ch, T ) is
bounded by Θh := Θ1(Fh, 0, [0, 1]) for all compact interval T .

Proof. The first part of the proof is consequence of Corollary 39. Let us
proof Θ2 : Homc(0)± → R is one to one: let [cβ] be a class corresponding
to the polynomial G(r) = (1−βr2), then if we set up the change of variable

r =
√

2
β r̃, we have

Θ2([cβ]) = 4

∫
[0,

√
2
β
]

r2(1− βr2)dr√
1− (1− βr2)2

= 4
(√ 2

β

)3 ∫
[0,1]

r̃2(1− 2r̃2)dr̃√
1− (1− 2r̃2)2

.

We conclude that Θ2([cβ]) is one-to-one when we vary β. The last part
proof is the same as the equivalent result for the space R3

F , see [16, Lemma
34]. □

The following lemma verifies condition 1 from Theorem D.

Lemma 53. The space R4
Fh

with F (r) = 1− 2r2 is geodesically compact.

We will prove Lemma 53 in the Appendix C. The following corollary tells
us cn(t) is not a sequence of line geodesics in particular show condition 4.

Corollary 54. Let n be layer than T ∗
h , where T

∗
h is given by Corollary 67,

then the sequence of geodesics cn(t) is neither a sequence of geodesics lines
nor convergent to a geodesic line. In particular, cn(t) is strictly normal.

The proof is similar to an equivalent corollary in the context of the jet
space, [16, Corollary 50].

4.4.2. Proof of Theorem 51.

Proof. Let γ(t) be a r-homoclinic geodesic in Eng(n) for a polynomial Fh(r) =
1 − βr2, and let ch(t) be the projection of γ(t) by πFh

. By Lemma 35, it
is enough to consider the r-homoclinic geodesic for the polynomial F (r) =
1− 2r2. Lemma 53, Lemma 52, Corollaries 49 and 54 imply the Conditions
1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively. So Theorem D shows ch(t) is a metric line in
Rn+2
Fh

. □

4.4.3. Proof of Theorem B.

Proof. Corollary 40 implies the r-periodic geodesics and small oscillation
geodesics are not metric lines in Eng(n). Corollary 6 shows the line geodesics
are line. Finally, Theorem 51 verify that if γ(t) is a r-homclinic geodesic,
then c(t) := π(γ(t)) is a metric line in Rn+2

F . So Proposition 4 tells γ(t) is a
metric line in Eng(n). □
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5. The four-by-four nilpotent triangular matrices group

Let N6,3,1 be the whose Lie algebra is spanned by 6 vectors E1, E2, E
a
0,

Ea
1, E

a
2 and Ea

3 satisfying the following non trivial relations

(5.1) Ea
i := [Ei, E

a
0] and Ea

3 := [E1, E
a
2] = [E2, E

a
1].

Equation (5.1) shows N6,3,1 is a metabelian Carnot group, the first layer
g1 and the Lie algebra a are spanned by {E1, E2, E

a
0} and {Ea

0, . . . , E
a
n+1},

respectively. To endow N6,3,1 with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric,
we declare the vector {E1, E2, E

a
0} to be orthonormal, then v has dimension

1 and h is spanned by {E1, E2}, so equation (4.1) implies that N6,3,1 satisfy
the condition from equation 2.1, and we can consider the sub-Riemannian
submersion πF given in sub-Section 2.2.1. In [21], E. Le Donne and F.
Tripaldi denoted the four-by-four nilpotent triangular matrices group by
N6,3,1, here we used the same nation. In Appendix D, we show the matrix
representation of the group N6,3,1.

Let g = (θ, x) be the exponential coordinates of second defined in sub-
sub-Section 2.1.2, where x = (x1, x2) and θ = (θ0, θ1, θ2, θ3). The following
set of left-invariant vector fields is a frame for the non-integrable distribution
D:

X1 =
∂

∂x1
, X2 =

∂

∂x2
and Y0 =

∂

∂θ0
+ x1

∂

∂θ1
+ x2

∂

∂θ2
+ x1x2

∂

∂θ3
.

Then, the sub-Riemannian metric on D in the coordinates (θ, x) is given
by the expression ds2N6,3,1

= dx21 + dx22 + dθ20.

The following lemma characterize the abnormal curves in the group N6,3,1.

Lemma 55. The Engel-type group Eng(n) possesses two families of abnor-
mal curves;

(Family of vertical lines) We say a curve γ(t) is an abnormal line, if
γ(t) is tangent to the vector field Y0. So γ(t) qualify as a metric line.

(Family of horizontal curve) We say a curve γ(t) is an abnormal
horizontal curve, if γ(t) is tangent to sub-space H ⊂ N6,3,1, and in addition
γ̇(t) is perpendicular to a constant vector or γ(t) is tangent to hyperbola. So
γ(t) qualify as a metric line if and only if γ(t) is a horizontal line.

We used the terms horizontal and vertical in the same was as Lemma 19.
The proof of Lemma 55 is in the Appendix A.

5.1. Reduced Hamiltonian. If µ = (a0, a1, a2, a3) is in a∗, then equation
(2.2) implies that the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ is of the form

(5.2) Hµ(px, x) =
1

2
(p2x1

+ p2x2
) +

1

2
(a0 + a1x1 + a2x2 + a3x1x2)

2.

In the case an+1 = 0, the reduced Hamiltonian Hµ has the form of a
small oscillation system. In the case an+1 ̸= 0, if we set up the change of
coordinates

(x̃1, x̃2) = (
a1 − a2√

2a3
+ x1,

a1 + a2√
2a3

+ x2),
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and define the constants (α, β) := (a0 − a1a2
a3
, a32 ), then the reduced Hamil-

tonian is

(5.3) Hµ(px̃, x̃) =
1

2
(p2x̃1

+ p2x̃2
) +

1

2
(α+ β

x̃22 − x̃21
2

)2.

The reduced Hamiltonian system is not meromorphic integrable; a simple
proof of this is using the Darboux points method, consult [25] for more de-
tails about the method. The angular momentum L(px̃, x̃) := px̃1 x̃2 − p2̃x̃1
is not conservative quantitative in general for the reduced Hamiltonian sys-
tem (5.3). However, this system has two regions where the angular mo-
mentum L(px, x) = 0 is constant of motion. So the sub-Riemannian geo-
desic flow is integrable in these regions, namely the regions (px̃1 , 0, x̃1, 0) and
(0, px̃2 , 0, x̃2). For simplicity we will replace (x̃1, x̃2) by (x1, x2) for the rest
of the Section 5.

The following result characterizes the equilibrium points of the reduced
Hamiltonian system (5.3).

Corollary 56. The reduced Hamiltonian system (5.3) has an equilibrium if
and only if and Fµ(r) = ±(1 + β(x22 − x21)). In addition, this equilibrium
point is at (px1 , px2 , x1, x2) = (0, 0, 0, 0) and has two homoclinic orbits.

Proof. By Hamilton equations, given by (2.3), a point (p1, p2.x1, x2) is a
equilibrium point if and only if (px1 , px2) = (0, 0) and (x1, x2) is such that
Fµ(x1, x2) = 1 and ∇Fµ(x1, x2) = (0, 0). The reduced Hamiltonian sys-
tem has an equilibrium if and only if Fµ(r) = ±(1 − β(x22 − x21)). Since
the system is Hamiltonian, studying the linear system associated with the
equilibrium point is enough to understand its nature. The central manifold
has dimension two, and the stable and untestable manifolds have dimen-
sion 1. By constructing the homoclinic orbit, we can see that stable and
unstable manifold intersect. For instance, if Fµ(x) = 1 − β(x22 − x21) , or
Fµ(x) = 1− β(−x22 + x21) with 0 < β, then the solutions with initial condi-

tions (0, 0,±
√

2
β , 0) or (0, 0, 0,±

√
2
β ) are homoclinic orbits. □

5.1.1. Classification of the sub-Riemannian geodesics in N6,3,1. Let γ(t) be
a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in N6,3,1 different of line type, and with
momentum µ, then γ(t) is only one of the following options:

(Small oscillations) We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type small oscilla-
tions, if a3 = 0.

(Periodic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type periodic if a3 ̸= 0,
L(px, x) = 0, and the reduced dynamic is periodic.

(Homoclinic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type homoclinic if a3 ̸= 0
and the reduced dynamic is a homoclinic orbit.

(Generic) We say a geodesic γ(t) is of the type generic if a3 ̸= 0 and
L(px, x) ̸= 0.

Lemma 57. The sub-Riemannian geodesic in N6,3,1 of the type small oscil-
lations, periodic and generic, are not metric lines.
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Proof. Lemma 12 implies bounded-generic, and periodic type geodesics do
not qualify as metric lines, the proof for the small oscillation is the same as
the one for corollary 40.

Let γ(t) be an unbounded-generic geodesic; the goal is to show that γ(t)
does not satisfy the condition from Theorem A. We will use the original
coordinates (x1, x2) and the Hamiltonian function Hµ given by (5.2). Let us
consider first the case for the polynomial Fµ(x) = βx1x2. Without loss of
generality, let us assume that the dynamics for x1(t) is such that x1(t) → ∞
when t → ∞, then we can find a time t∗ such that x1(t) > C > 0 if t∗ <
t. The intuitive idea of the proof is that by Sturm’s comparison theorem,
consult [34, Theorem 5.20] or [19, sub-Chapter 27.7], the x2 component is
an oscillatory solution, see equation 5.4 below, and it is well know that the
integral of oscillatory solutions is finite. Let us formalize the idea:

We use Hamilton equations to find a second-order equation for the coor-
dinates x1 and x2 given by

(5.4) ẍ1 = −β2x22(t)x1(t), and ẍ2 = −β2x21(t)x2(t).

First, we notice that ẍ1(t) < 0 if t∗ < t, then x1(t) is decelerating. If
ẋ(t) = 0, in finite time t∗1, then ẋ(t) change sign and keep decreasing until
x1(t) = 0. So we conclude that ẋ1(t) is not zero if t∗ < t. By the above
discussion it is enough to consider the cases where the asymptotic behavior
is x1(t) = ctℓ1 +O(t−ℓ2) where 0 < ℓ1 ≤ 1, 0 < ℓ2 ≤ 1, and 0 < c < 1, then
for big enough t, the second equation from (5.4) is

(5.5) ẍ2 = −β2c2t2ℓ1x2(t),

we set up the change of variable x2(t) =
√
tu(βct

ℓ1+1

ℓ1+1 ), then equation 5.5 be-
come in the following Bessel equation and the properties of Bessel functions
implies that x2(t) has the following asymptotic behavior is given by

t2ü+ tu̇+ (t2 − 1

2(ℓ1 + 1)
)u = 0, and x2(t) =

sin(βct
ℓ1+1

ℓ1+1 )
√
tℓ1

+O(t
−3(ℓ1+1)

2 ).

Reefer to [34, Problem 5.31] for more details about Bessel functions.
Let v = (v1, v2, v3) be an unitary vector in the Lie algebra, then

lim
t→∞

|1
t

∫ t

t∗
ρ(v, (Lγ−1(s))∗γ̇(s))ds| = |v1c| < 1.

Since the asymptotic behavior implies

0 = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

t∗
ẋ2(s)ds = lim

t→∞

1

t

∫ t

t∗
x1(s)x2(s)ds.

It is enough to consider the lower bound t∗ in the above integrals, since the
integral from 0 to t∗ is finite. The proof is the same for the case t → ∞.
Therefore, γ(t) does not satisfy the condition from Theorem A.

Let us consider a general polynomial Fµ(x), after a translation we write
Fµ(x) = α+ βx1, x2. Let us consider the curvilinear coordinates defined by
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the equipotential curve Fµ(x) = 0 and its perpendicular direction N(y1). If
the equipotential curve is (x1, x2) = (y1,

−α
βy1

), then the change of coordinates

is given by (x1, x2) = (y1,
−α
βy1

) + y2N(y1). We will show that Hamiltonian

function Hµ(py, y) has the same form as the above case when we neglect
the terms 1

x2
1
. Indeed, limit x1(t) → ∞ then 1

x2
1
→ ∞, so we approximate

the perpendicular vector N(y1) ≈ (0, 1) and set the change of coordinates
(x1, x2) = (y1,

−α
βy1

+ y2). Computing the reduced Hamiltonian in the coor-

dinates (py1 , py2 , y1, y2), we find

Hµ(py1 , py2 , y1, y2) :=
1

2
(p2y1 + p2y2) +

1

2
β2y21y

2
2.

Then, we repeat the above proof.
□

5.2. Sub-Riemannian geodesic in N6,3,1.

Proposition 58. Let γ(t) be a normal sub-Riemannian geodesic in N6,3,1

with momentum a3 ̸= 0 and whose reduce dynamics has zero angular mo-
mentum. If c(t) := π(γ(t)), where π : N6,3,1 → R3 is the sub-Riemannian
projection, then c(t) lays in a two-plane and solves the Euler-Elastica prob-
lem.

The proof of proposition 58 is the same as the proof of Proposition 44.

5.3. Proof of Theorem C. This sub-section is devoted to proving Theo-
rem C. Let γh(t) be an arbitrary homoclinic geodesic in N6,3,1 for a poly-
nomial Fh(x). We will consider the space R4

F and the R4
F -geodesic ch(t) :=

πFh
(γ(t)), then we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 59. Let γh(t) be an arbitrary homoclinic geodesic in N6,3,1 for a
polynomial Fh(x). If ch(t) := πFh

(γ(t)), then ch(t) is a metric line in R4
F .

If Fh(x) := 1 + β(x22 − x21), then we notice that R4
F has a discrete group

of isometries generating by the reflections R1(x1, x2, y, z) = (−x1, x2, y, z)
and R2(x1, x2, y, z) = (x1,−x2, y, z). Therefore, the Carnot dilation, and the
group of isometries Iso(R4

F ) imply it is enough to consider the space R4
F and

the homoclinic geodesic γh(t) corresponding to the polynomial Fh(x) := 1+
2(x22 − x21) and with initial condition c(0) = (1, 0, 0, 0), then by construction
c(t) = (x1(t), 0, y(t), z(t)).

5.3.1. Set up the proof of Theorem 59. Theorem 59 is a consequence of
Theorem D and Lemma 57. Let us verify the conditions of Theorem D. The
following lemma characterizes the homoclinic geodesic in R4

Fd
and proves

conditions 2 and 3 from Theorem D.
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Lemma 60. The set of all homoclinic classes of geodesic Homc(0) is given
by

Homc± :={(G, x0) : G(x) = ±(1 + β(x22 − x21)), 0 < β, x0 = (

√
2

β
, 0)}

∪{(G, x0) : G(x) = ±(1 + β(−x22 + x21)), 0 < β, x0 = (0,

√
2

β
)}.

Moreover, the map Θ2 : Pen+h → R is one to one, and Cost(ch, T ) is
bounded by Θh := Θ1(Fh, [x]) for all compact interval T .

Proof. The first part of the proof is consequence of Corollary 56. Let us
prove Θ2 : Pen

+
h → R is one to one; if [c1β] is the class corresponding to the

polynomial G(x) = (1+β(x22−x21)) and initial condition x0 = (
√

2
β , 0), then

x2(t) = 0 for all t and we can rewrite Θ2([c
1
β]) as an integral of one variable

where ds = dx1. We have that

Θ2([c
1
β]) = 4

∫
[0,

√
2
β
]

x21(1− βx21)dx1√
1− (1− βx21)

2
.

If [c2β] is the class corresponding to the polynomial G(x) = (1+β(−x22+x21))

and initial condition x0 = (0,
√

2
β ), then x1(t) = 0 for all t and we can rewrite

Θ2([c
2
β]) as an integral of one variable where ds = dx2. We have that

Θ2([c
2
β]) = −4

∫
[0,

√
2
β
]

x22(1− βx22)dx2√
1− (1− βx22)

2
.

Therefore, we conclude that Θ2([c1]) = −Θ2([c2]). We repeat the proof from
52 to show that Θ2([c1]) is one-to-one when we vary β. □

The following lemma verifies condition 1.

Lemma 61. Let R4
Fh

be a magnetic space, where F (x) = 1 + 2(x22 − x21),

then the region B1(0)× R2 of the space is geodesically compact.

Proof. To prove Lemma 57, we will show that unbounded solution behaves
as a harmonic oscillator in the perpendicular direction to the asymptote, so
the polynomial G(x) oscillates between [−1, 1]. If limn→∞ Tn = [−∞,∞], a
necessary condition for Costt(cn, Tn) to be finite is that G(x(t)) = 1, when
t→ ±∞. So Cost(cn, Tn) is not bounded. □

The following corollary tells us cn(t) is not a sequence of line geodesics in
particular show condition 4.

Corollary 62. Let n be layer than T ∗
h , where T

∗
h is given by Corollary 67,

then the sequence of geodesics cn(t) is neither a sequence of geodesics lines
nor convergent to a geodesic line. In particular, cn(t) is strictly normal.

The proof of Corollary 62 is the same to an equivalent result in R3
F , see

[16, Corollary 50], respectively.
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5.3.2. Proof of Theorem 59.

Proof. By the Carnot dilatation, it is enough to consider the homoclinic
geodesic for the polynomial F (x) = 1+2(x22−x21). Let γ(t) be a homoclinic
geodesic in N6,3,1 for a polynomial Fh(x), and ch(t) be the projection of γ(t)
by πFh

. Lemma 61, Lemma 60, Corollary 62 imply the Conditions 1, 2, 3,
and 4, respectively. So Theorem D shows ch(t) is a metric line in R4

Fh
. □

5.3.3. Proof of Theorem B.

Proof. Lemma 57 implies that the small oscillations, periodic, and generic
geodesics are not metric lines in N6,3,1. Corollary 6 shows the line geodesics
are line. Finally, Theorem 59 verify that if γ(t) is a homclinic geodesic, then
c(t) := π(γ(t)) is a metric line in R4

F . So Proposition 4 tells γ(t) is a metric
line in Eng(n). □

6. Conclusion

We present a method to prove that a particular sub-Riemannian geodesic
is a metric line by considering its projection to the sub-Riemannian magnetic
space Rn+2

F and verifying the conditions of Theorem D. Theorem 51 com-
pletely classifies the metric lines in Engel-type group, Theorem C provide a
partial result in the classification on the group four-by-four nilpotent trian-
gular matrices. Lemma 57 is the first proof that that the generic-unbounded
geodesics are not metric lines.

Future work:

• Provide a complete classification of the metric lines in the metabelian
Carnot groups of step 3.

• Provide a general proof that the generic-unbounded geodesics do not
qualify as a metric line.

• Prove that bounded-generic geodesics arbitrary close to a critical
point do not qualify as a metric line.

• Prove the homoclinic geodesics in the jet space Jk(R,R) are metric
lines.

Two interesting question are:

• Are all the metric lines in a Carnot group of step 3 related to Euler-
Solition in the same way that Propositions 44 and 58?

• Are all the metric lines in a Carnot group of step 3 homoclinic?

Appendix A. Abnormal Geodesics

A.1. Proof of Lemma 19.

Proof. We will compute the abnormal curves using the Pontryagin’s maxi-
mum principle. Let us look the following optimal control problem:

(A.1) ċ(t) = u1X̃1 + · · ·+ unX̃n + un+1Ỹ ,
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with the boundary conditions γ(0) and γ(T ), we notice that equation (A.1)
implies ẋi = ui. It follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that minimizing
the sub-Riemannian length is equivalent to minimizing the action

(A.2)

∫ T

0

u21 + · · ·+ u2n+1

2
dt→ min,

with the condition u21+ · · ·+u2n+1. Thus, the Hamiltonian associated to the
optimal control problem (A.1) and (A.2) for the abnormal case is

(A.3) H(p, x, y, z, u) = u1px1 + · · ·+ unpxn + un+1(py + pzF (x)).

From the Pontrygin’s maximum principle, we obtain a Hamiltonian system
for the variables px1 , · · · , pxn , py and pz:

(A.4) ṗxi = un+1
∂F

∂xi
for i = 1, . . . , n, ṗy = 0 and ṗz = 0,

the maximum condition

(A.5) max
u∈Rn+1

H(p(t), x(t), u) = H(p(t), x̂(t), ŷ(t), ẑ(t), û(t)),

where û(t), ĉ(t) = (x̂(t), ŷ(t), ẑ(t)) is the optimal process, and the condition
of non-triviality p(t) ̸= 0. Therefore, the maximum condition imply

(A.6) 0 = pxi , for i = 1, . . . , n, and 0 = py + pzF (x).

We notice that the non-trivial condition imply pz is a non-zero constant. By
derivating equation (A.6) with respect time and using equation (A.4), we
obtain;

(A.7) 0 = un+1
∂F

∂xi
for i = 1, . . . , n, and 0 =

∂F

∂x1
u1 + · · ·+ ∂F

∂xn
un.

The left equation from (A.7) tells un+1 = 0 or ∂F
∂xi

= 0 for i = 1, . . . , n.

(Family of vertical lines) Let us assume ∂F
∂xi

= 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, then
equation A.7 implies u1 = · · · = un = 0. We conclude that un+1 = ±1, so
c(t) is a vertical line.

(Family of horizontal isocontour) Let us assume un+1 = 0, then c(t)
is tangent to H and the second equation from (A.7) implies the curve x(t)
belongs to a level set of F (x), a curve in the Euclidean sub-space H is a
metric line if and only if is a line. □

A.2. Proof of Lemma 36.

Proof. Following the strategy from the proof of Lemma 19. We have

(A.8) H(p, g, u) = u1PX1 + · · ·+ unPXn + un+1PY0 ,

where PX1 , · · · , PXn , PY0 are the left-invariant momentum function associ-
ated to the left invariant vector fields tangent to D. From the Pontrygin’s
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maximum principle, we obtain a Hamiltonian system for the left-invariant
momentum functions:

ṖXi = −un+1PYi for i = 1, . . . , n, ṖY0 = u1PY1 + · · ·+ unPYn ,

ṖYi = uiPYn+1 for i = 1, . . . , n, and ṖYn+1 = 0.
(A.9)

Then, the maximum condition imply

(A.10) 0 = −un+1PYi , for i = 1, . . . , n, and 0 = u1PY1 + · · ·+ unPYn .

(Family of vertical lines) Let us consider the case PY1 = · · · = PYn = 0,
the no trivial condition implies PYn+1 ̸= 0. Since PY1 , · · · , PYn are constant,
then equation (A.9) says 0 = uiPYn+1 for i = 1, . . . , n, so 0 = ui for i =
1, . . . , n. We conclude that un+1 = ±1, so γ(t) is a vertical line.

(Family of horizontal curves) Let us consider the case PYn+1 = 0, then
(A.9) and the non-trivial condition show (PY1 , · · · , PYn) is a constant vector
different of zero. Therefore, the (A.10) implies un+1 = 0 and (PY1 , · · · , PYn)·
(u1, · · · , un) = 0, so γ(t) is a Horizontal curve tangent to H and perpendic-
ular to the vector (PY1 , · · · , PYn).

Let us consider the case PYn+1 ̸= 0, then equation (A.9) yields ui =
ṖYi

PYn+1
,

plugin the last expression (A.10) implies

0 = ṖY1PY1 + · · ·+ ṖYnPYn then R2 = P 2
Y1

+ · · ·+ P 2
Yn
.

We conclude that (PY1 , · · · , PYn) is never the zero vector if R ̸= 0, so un+1 =
0, and γ(t) is tangent to a sphere in H. If R = 0, then γ(t) is vertical line.

□

A.3. Proof of Lemma 55.

Proof. Following the strategy from the proof of Lemma 36. We have

(A.11) H(p, g, u) = u1PX1 + u2PX2 + u3PY0 ,

where PX1 , PX2 , PY0 are the left-invariant momentum function associated to
the left invariant vector fields tangent to D. From the Pontrygin’s maximum
principle, we obtain a Hamiltonian system for the left-invariant momentum
functions:

ṖX1 = −u3PY1 , ṖX2 = −u3PY2 , and ṖY0 = u1PY1 ++u2PY2 ,

ṖY1 = u2PY3 , ṖY2 = u1PY3 and ṖYn+1 = 0.
(A.12)

Then, the maximum condition imply

(A.13) 0 = −un+1PYi , for i = 1, . . . , n, and 0 = u1PY1 + · · ·+ unPYn .

(Family of vertical lines) The assumption PY1 = PY2 = 0 implies
0 = u1 = u2, in same way that in Lemma 36. We conclude that un+1 = ±1,
so γ(t) is a vertical line.



34 A. BRAVO-DODDOLI

(Family of horizontal curves) The assumption PY3 = 0 implies u3 = 0
and (PY1 , PY2) · (u1, , u2) = 0, in same way that in Lemma 36. We con-
clude that γ(t) is a Horizontal curve tangent to H and perpendicular to the
constant vector (PY1 , PY2).

Let us consider the case PY3 ̸= 0, then equation (A.12) yields u1 =
ṖY2
PY3

and u2 =
ṖY1
PY3

, plugin the last expression (A.13) implies

0 = ṖY2PY1 + ṖY1PY2 then R2 = PY1PY2 .

We conclude that (PY1 , PY2) is never the zero vector if R ̸= 0, so u3 = 0, and
γ(t) is tangent to a hyperbola in H. If R = 0, then γ(t) is vertical line. □

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem D

The goal is to show that for arbitrary T > 0, the geodesic ch(t) is a mini-
mizer in the interval [−T, T ]. The strategy to prove this goal is the following:
for all n > T , we will take a sequence of minimizing geodesics cn(t) in the
interval [0, Tn] and joining the points ch(−n) = cn(0) and ch(n) = cn(Tn),
see figure B.1. Thus, we will show that exist a convergent sub-sequence
cnj (t) converging to a homoclinic geodesic c∞(t) in Min(K, T ), where K is

a compact sub-set of Rn+2
F and T is a compact interval. Conditions 2 implies

that c∞(t) is a homoclinic geodesic for Gh(x), and there ψ in Iso(Rn+2
F ) such

that cd([−T, T ]) ⊂ ψ(c∞(T )). By Lemma 64, see below, we will conclude
ch(t) is minimizing in [−T, T ]. Since T is arbitrary, ch(t) is a metric line.

B.0.1. Prelude of Proof. Let us present two classical results on metric spaces.

Proposition 63. Let K be a compact subset of Rn+2
F and let T be a compact

time interval. Let us define the following set of Rn+2
F -geodesics

Min(K, T ) :=
{
Rn+2
F -geodesics c(t) : c(T ) ⊂ K and c(t) is minimizing in T

}
.

Then Min(K, T ) is a sequentially compact set with respect to the uniform
topology.

The proof of Proposition 63 is the same as the equivalent result in the
context of the magnetic space R3

F , see [16, Proposition 28]. The following
lemma is the last necessary tool to prove Theorem D.

Lemma 64. Let c1(t) be a Rn+2
F -geodesic in Min(K, T ) and let c2(t) be

a Rn+2
F -geodesic. If φ(x, y, z) is an isometry such that c2(T ′) ⊂ φ(c1(T )),

then c2(t) is in Min(φ(K), T ′).

Definition 65. Let P(H, k) be the vector space of polynomial from H to
R of degree bounded by k, and let ||F ||∞ := supx∈KH |F (x)| be the uniform
norm where KH is a compact set. We denote by B(KH, k) the closed ball of
radius 1.

The following Proposition is a classical result in metric space.



METRIC LINES IN ENGEL-TYPE GROUPS AND THE NILPOTENT GROUP N6,3,1.35

Figure B.1. The images show the (x, y)-plane and the pro-
jections by pr of the homoclinic-geodesic ch(t) and the se-
quence of minimizing geodesics cn(t).

Proposition 66. B(KH, k) is a compact set.

Consult [16, Appendix A] for the proof of Proposition 66 for the case
dim H = 1, the general proof is the same.

B.0.2. Set Up The Proof of Theorem D. Let us consider a homoclinic geo-
desic ch(t) = (xh(t), yh(t), zh(t)) holding the conditions from Theorem D.

Corollary 67. There exist a positive time T ∗
h such that if T ∗

h < t, then
yh(t) > 0 and yh(−t) < 0.

Proof. Since ch(t) is a homoclinic geodesic for a polynomialGh(x) in Pen
+
h (x0),

then limt→±∞ y(t) = ±∞. □

Let T be arbitrary large and consider the points ch(−n) and ch(n) where
T < n and n is in N. Let cn(t) = (xn(t), yn(t), xn(t)) be a sequence of
minimizers geodesics in the interval [0, Tn] such that:

(B.1) cn(0) = ch(−n), cn(Tn) = ch(n) and Tn ≤ n.

We call the equations and inequality from (B.1) the endpoints and shorter
conditions, respectively. Since the endpoints holds for all n, the sequence
cn(t) has the asymptotic conditions:

(B.2) lim
n→∞

cn(0) = (x0,−∞,−∞) and lim
n→∞

cn(Tn) = (x0,∞,∞).

In addition, the endpoint condition implies difference of the endpoint are
equal

∆y(ch, [−n, n]) = ∆y(cn, [0, Tn]), and ∆y(ch, [−n, n]) = ∆y(cn, [0, Tn]),

for all n. Therefore;

Costt(ch, [−n, n]) ≥ Costt(cn, [0, Tn]),

Costy(ch, [−n, n]) = Costy(cn, [0, Tn]),
(B.3)
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for all n. Condition 3 implies Cost(cn, [0, Tn]) is uniformly bounded and
Lemma ?? yields the asymptotic period condition;

(B.4) lim
n→∞

Costy(cn, [0, Tn]) = Θ2(Gh, [x]).

We remark that a equation (B.4) does not tell that cn(n) converges to
ch(t) neither Gn(c) converges to Gh(x). Only tells that that the sequence
Costy(cn, [0, Tn]) in R converges to the value Θ2(Gh, [x]).

Condition 4 implies cn(t) is a normal geodesic, so we can assume that
cn(t) is geodesic for a polynomial Gn(x) and with reduced dynamics xn(t).
The construction of the geodesic cn(t) is such that the initial condition is
unbounded. The following proposition provides a bounded initial condition.

Proposition 68. Let n be a natural number layer than T ∗
h , where T ∗

h is

given by corollary 67, then there exist a compact sub-set K0 ⊂ Rn+2
Fh

and a

time t∗n in (0, Tn) such that cn(t
∗
n) is in K0 for all n > T ∗

h .

Proposition 68 extends equivalent Proposition within the magnetic space
R3
F , the proof’s strategy remaining consistent except for the final step. Sub-

sequently, we proceed with the proof. Conversely, Corollary 70, Lemmas
71 and 72 generalize analogous results within the magnetic space R3

F , with
the proof methodology remaining unchanged. For reference, consult [16,
Corollary 40, Lemma 41 and Lemma 42].

Proof. Let n be a natural number larger than T ∗
d . By construction, yn(0) < 0

and yn(Tn) > 0, the intermediate value theorem implies that exist a t∗n in
(0, Tn) such that yn(t

∗
n) = 0. As we saw above Cost(cn, [0, Tn]) is uniformly

bounded, and Condition 1 tells that the region B(r, x0)×R2 is geodesically
compact, then there exists a constant C1 and a compact set Kx such that
||Cost(cn, [0, Tn])||∞ < C1 for all n, and xn(t) is in Kx for all t in [0, Tn].

Let us prove that zn(t
∗
n) is bounded: as we saw the endpoint condition

implies equation B.3, in particular Costy(cd, [−n, n]) = Costy(cn, [0, Tn]).
The the definition of Costy yields

zn(t
∗
n)− zn(0) = ∆z(cn, [0, t

∗
n]) = ∆y(cn, [0, t

∗
n])− Costy(cn, [0, t

∗
n]),

zd(0)− zd(−n) = ∆z(cd, [−n, 0]) = ∆y(cd, [−n, 0])− Costy(cd, [−n, 0]).

By construction;

∆y(cn, [0, t
∗
n]) = ∆y(cd, [−n, 0]), zd(0) = 0 and zn(0) = zd(−n),

then

|zn(t∗n)| = |∆z(cn, [0, t∗n])−∆z(cd, [−n, 0])|
≤ |Costy(cn, [0, t∗n])|+ |Costy(cd, [−n, 0])|.

(B.5)

Condition 3 says Costy(cd, [−n, 0]) is bounded by some constant C1. Lemma
below tells Costy(cn, [0, t

∗
n]) is bounded by some constant C2.

Let K0 be the compact set given by Kx × [−1, 1]× [−C1 − C2, C1 + C2].
We just proved cn(t

∗
n) is in K0. □
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Let us prove that Costy(cn, [0, t
∗
n]) is bounded by C2.

Lemma 69. There exist a constant C2 such that Costy(cn, [0, t
∗
n]) is bounded

by C2.

The strategy is to use the well-know result that a function from sequen-
tially compact set to the real number attain a maximum.

Proof. Let Ωn be the Hill region containing the point xn(t
∗
n), let us notice

that the interior of Ωn is not empty: Indeed, if Ω is an isolated point then
Gn(xn(t

∗
n)) = ±1 and xn(t

∗
n) is a critical point of F . The by Lemma 19,

the geodesic cn(t) is a abnormal geodesic and this is a contradiction with
condition 4. Therefore, we for every n we can find a compact set Kn

H such

that xn(t
∗
n) is in Kn

H and Kn
H is inside Ωn. Let K̃n

H be the image of the

compact set Kn
H by the translation x → x − xn(t

∗
n), K̃

n
H contains 0 for

all n and the compact set K̃H given by the intersection
⋂

n∈N K̃
n
H is not

empty. Moreover, the interior is not empty by condition 4, using the above
argument. Therefore, the sequence of polynomial Gn(x−xn(t∗n)) lays in the

compact set B(K̃H, s− 1).
The family of curves xn([0, t

∗
n]) is uniformly bounded and equicotinuous,

since Condition 1 implies xn([0, t
∗
n]) belongs to KH for all n and is smooth,

then the family of curves xn([0, t
∗
n]) is sequentially compact.

Therefore, by Proposition 23 the domain of function Costy(cn, [0, t
∗
n]) is

sequentially compact set. So Costy(cn, [0, t
∗
n]) it bounded by some constant

C2.
□

Let us reparametrize the minimizing geodesic cn(t) sequence. Let c̃n(t)
be the minimizing geodesic in the interval Tn := [−t∗n, Tn − t∗n] given by
c̃n(t) := cn(t+ t∗n), then c̃n(0) is bounded.

Corollary 70. There exist a subsequence Tnj such that Tnj ⊂ Tnj+1.

For simplicity , we will use the notation Tn for the subsequence Tnj .

Lemma 71. Let N be a natural number larger than T ∗
h , Then there exist a

compact set KN ⊂ Rn+2
F such that c̃n(t) is in Min(Kn, TN ) if n > N .

Therefore, c̃n(t) has a convergent subsequence c̃nj (t) converging to a ge-
odesic c∞(t) in Min((KN , TN ). Condition 4 implies that c∞(t) is a normal
geodesic, then there exist a polynomial G∞(x) in PenF . The following
Lemma tells Gh(x) = G∞(x).

Lemma 72. The unique polynomial in PenF (x0) satisfying the asymptotic
conditions given by (B.2) and (B.4) is Gh(x).

B.0.3. Proof of Theorem D.

Proof. Let c̃n(t) be the sequence of geodesic defined by the endpoints con-
dition given by equation (B.1). By Lemma 71, for all N > T ∗

h there ex-
ist a compact set KN and compact time interval TN such that c̃(t) is in
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Min(Kn, Tn) if n > N . By proposition 63, c̃(t) has a convergent subse-
quence converging to a geodesic c∞(t) in Min(Kn, Tn). Condition 4 implies
c∞(t) is normal geodesic for a polynomial G∞(x) in PenF (x0). Lemma 72
tells us that Gh(x) = G∞(x).

Since c∞(t) and ch(t) are homclinic geodesics for Gh(x) whose reduce
dynamics converge to x0, they belong to the same equivalence class, this
implies there exist a map ψ in Iso(Rn+1

F ) sending c∞(t) to ch(t). Using N is
arbitrary and ch([−T, T ]) is bounded, we can find a compact set K := KN

and T := TN such that cd([−T, T ]) ⊂ ψ(c∞(T )) and c∞ is in Min(K, T ).
Lemma 64 implies that ch(t) is minimizing in [−T, T ] and T is arbitrary.
Therefore, ch(t) is a metric line in Rn+2

F . □

Appendix C. Proof of Lemma 53

C.1. Proof Lemma 53.

Proof. Let cn(t) = (xn(t), yn(t), zn(t)) be a sequence of geodesic in Rn+2
F

with F (r) = 1 − br2 traveling during a time interval Tn and with travel
curve C(cn, Tn) such that xn(∂Tn) is in BH(r) for all n. We will prove that
if Cn is unbounded, then Cost(cn, Tn) is unbounded.

The sequence of geodesics cn(t) induces a sequence of pairs (Gn, ℓn). The
first goal is to extract a subsequence of converging pairs (Gn, ℓn). One side, If
r(Tn) = [(rmin)n, (rmax)n], we consider the affine map hn(r̃) = (rmin)n+unr̃

with un := (rmax)n−(rmin)n, which maps [0, 1] to r(Tn). We define G̃n(r̃) =

Gn(hn(r̃)), so G̃n is in P(k). On the other side, we notice the condition
xn(∂Tn) implies |ℓn| ≤ r, then ℓn is a sequence of bounded real number, then

there exist a subsequence (G̃nj , ℓn) converging to (G̃, ℓ). Let us proceed by

the following cases: case G̃(r̃) ̸= 1 and case G̃(r̃) = 1.

Case G̃(r̃) ̸= 1: we find Costt(cn, Tn) = unCotst(G̃n, ℓn, [0, 1]), by setting
the change of variable r = hn(r̃). By Fatou’s lemma

0 < Costt(G̃, ℓ, [0, 1]) ≤ lim inf
nj→∞

Costt(G̃nj , ℓnj , [0, 1]).

Then, unj → ∞ implies Costt(cnj , Tnj ).

Case G̃(r̃) = 1: there exist n∗ such that G̃nj (r̃) >
1
2 for all r̃ in [0, 1] if

nj > n∗. We notice 1− F (r) = br2, then

|Costy(Gnj , ℓnj ,Rnj )| >
1√
3

∫
Rnj

|b|r2dr.

So |Costy(Gnj , ℓnj ,Rnj )| → ∞, when nj → ∞.
□

Appendix D. Matrix representation of N6,3,1

Let us denote by Eij the square matrix with entry 1 where the ith row

and jth column meet, all the other entries being zero. If Ê1, Ê2, Ê
a
0, Ê

a
1, Ê

a
2
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and Êa
3 are the matrix representation of the elements of the Lie algebra

E1, E2, E
a
0, E

a
1, E

a
2 and Ea

3. Then

Ê1 = E21, Ê2 = −E43, Ê
a
0 = E32, Ê

a
1 = E31, Ê

a
2 = E43, Ê

a
3 = E41.
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