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7’-CURVATURES IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS AND THE
HIRACHI CONJECTURE

JEFFREY S. CASE AND YUYA TAKEUCHI

ABSTRACT. We construct higher-dimensional analogues of the Z’-curvature of
Case and Gover in all CR dimensions n > 2. Our Z’-curvatures all transform
by a first-order linear differential operator under a change of contact form and
their total integrals are independent of the choice of pseudo-Einstein contact
form on a closed CR manifold. We exhibit examples where these total in-
tegrals depend on the choice of general contact form, and thereby produce
counterexamples to the Hirachi conjecture in all CR dimensions n > 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The @Q’-curvature of a pseudo-Einstein manifold [I0] 18] has many formal simi-
larities to the (critical) @Q-curvature in conformal geometry [5]. These similarities
begin with how the Q’- and @Q-curvatures transform under a conformal rescaling of
the contact form and the metric, respectively. If § and 0 =eT0 are pseudo-Einstein
contact forms on a (2n + 1)-dimensional CR manifold, then

(L1) DTG = 4 PT) + %P(Tz) = Q'+ P(T) mod P,

where P’ is the P’-operator [10] 18], P is the (critical) CR GJMS operator [14], and
PL is the L2-orthogonal complement to the space P of CR pluriharmonic functions.
Similarly, if g and § = €?T g are Riemannian metrics on a 2n-dimensional manifold,
then

(1.2) "TQ = Q+ P(Y),

where P is the (critical) GIMS operator [16]. Importantly, the operators appearing
in Equations (1) and ([2)) are formally self-adjoint and annihilate constants. In
particular, the total Q’-curvature is a global secondary CR invariant — that is, it
is independent of the choice of pseudo-Einstein contact form, if one exists, on a
closed CR manifold — and the total Q-curvature is a global conformal invariant.
Moreover, explicit formulae for the @'-curvature of the round CR sphere [9] [30]
and the Q-curvature of the round sphere [5] imply that these global invariants are
nontrivial.

For (2n + 1)-dimensional CR manifolds which can be realized as the boundary
of a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain in C"*!, the total Q’-curvature is a
global biholomorphic invariant of the domain. The Burns—Epstein invariant [7, [8]
is also a global biholomorphic invariant of such a domain. Marugame [24] gave an
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alternative realization of the Burns—Epstein invariant as the boundary term in a
Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula for the domain. When n = 1, the total Q’-curvature
agrees, up to a multiplicative constant, with the Burns—Epstein invariant [10] [18].
When n = 2, the total Q’-curvature and the Burns—Epstein invariant are linearly
independent, but an explicit relationship in terms of global secondary CR invariants
is known [9], 19].

The analogue of the above paragraph in conformal geometry is the relationship
between the total Q-curvature and the Euler characteristic. It is well-known that
the Gauss—Bonnet formula identifies the Euler characteristic of a closed surface with
the total Q-curvature, up to multiplicative constant. The Gauss—Bonnet—Chern
formula in dimension four gives an explicit identity relating the Euler characteris-
tic, the total Q-curvature, and the L2-norm of the Weyl tensor [6]. Similarly, the
Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula in dimension six gives an explicit identity relating
the Euler characteristic, the total Q-curvature, and total integrals of local confor-
mal invariants [I5]. More generally, Alexakis [I] proved that if I is any natural
Riemannian scalar invariant whose total integral is a conformal invariant on any
closed 2n-dimensional manifold, then there is a constant ¢ € R such that

I = ¢Q + (local conformal invariant) + (divergence).

Together with the close relationship between the Q’- and Q-curvatures, Alexakis’
result motivated Hirachi [I8] to pose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1 (Hirachi conjecture). Let I be a natural pseudohermitian scalar
invariant whose total integral is a secondary CR invariant. Then there is a constant
c € R such that

(1.3) I = cQ' + (local CR invariant) + (divergence).

Conjecture [T is true [I8] in CR dimension n = 1; i.e. if I is a natural pseu-
dohermitian scalar invariant whose total integral is a secondary CR invariant on
all closed CR three-manifolds, then I is of the form of Equation (I3]). However,
Conjecture [Tl is false [9, 26] in CR dimension n = 2. The purpose of this article is
to show that it is false in all CR dimensions n > 2 by producing a large collection
of counterexamples. To motivate our results, we first describe in more detail what
is known when n = 2.

Let (M5, T19 6) be a pseudohermitian manifold of CR dimension n = 2. Case
and Gover [9] studied two invariants. First, they proved that

. B~& 1
Xo = —1 oﬂ'yavﬂV + Zva|8755ﬁ|2

is a CR invariant (1,0)-form of weight —2, where S,

o5 18 the Chern tensor and,
in general CR dimension n,

-
VO‘B’Y = EVUSQB’Y‘?'

Case and Gover further showed that if (M5, T%?) admits a pseudo-Einstein contact
form, then [¢] = 4m2cy(THY), where

€ := 2Re Xo0 A 0% A db.
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By observing [9} [31] that co(T1°) = 0 in H*(M;R), they conclude that Re VX,
is orthogonal to P. Second they proved that the I’—curvature

I Ablsa670|2+| B'y|2+ P|So¢,8'ya|2

where P :=
is such that

5 (n Y R is a constant multiple of the pseudohermitian scalar curvature,
YT =T +2Re X, T

for any g = €T, where 7' is defined in terms of @. These facts imply that the
total Z’-curvature is a global secondary CR invariant; in fact, the Burns—Epstein
invariant is a linear combination of the total @'~ and Z’-curvatures [9]. By com-
puting on nonspherical real ellipsoids, Reiter and Son [26] then showed that the
7Z’-curvature is not a linear combination of a local CR invariant and a divergence,
thereby disproving Conjecture [Tl in CR dimension two.

In this article we construct analogues of X, and Z’ in all CR dimensions n > 2.
To that end, let 5&1:2’2 denote the generalized Kronecker delta and let <1>§11111%; be
an invariant polynomial of degree n; in particular,

(I),@au) Bo(n) _(I),Bl Bn

Xo (1) Xo(n)

for all elements o € S, of the symmetric group on n elements. Define

(1.4) X2 :=i(S%). Vit ,,——v ca(S),

where

(1.5) (8%)a " 1= 000 e B S ! o 55,
(1.6) &p(S’) = (S%)a” . S

Taking 5152 = 552551 recovers the definitions of Case and Gover [9].

Our first result is that X2 is CR invariant:

Theorem 1.2. Let (M*" 1 T10 0) be a pseudoherimitian manifold, let ® be an
invariant polynomial of degree n, and let X2 be given by Equation (L4)). Then X2
is a CR invariant (1,0)-form of weight —n; i.e.

e"TXY = X7

for all = €T, where )A(f; 1s defined in terms of 9. In particular, Re VX2 is a
local CR invariant of weight —m — 1.

This follows by a direct computation using the CR invariance of the Chern tensor
and the simple transformation formula for V5. ; see Section Hl for details.
Now define the Z-curvature of (M2 1 710 9) by

1 2
(17) £I> = ﬁAbCQ(S) — EPCQ(S)
+ (TCI))OLBIHVIAQW ((TL - 1)V5#1V1Val/2#2 - Sﬁavlﬂl UV2#2)

where
(T‘I’)aﬂmmmw - 5ﬂ63 ﬂn (I)Vl Vn SB Qs p3 ,,,Sﬁnan%un

[eTe RN v3
and U, is related to V7V, 3. ; see Sect1on l for the precise definition. Our second
result is that the transformation formula for Zj is given by the first-order linear
differential operator Re X2V.
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Theorem 1.3. Let (M2t T10 0) be a pseudohermitian manifold, let ® be an
invariant polynomial of degree n, and let I be given by Equation (LT). For any
T € C*°(M), it holds that

(1.8) e TIYT — T + 2Re X271,
where féb is defined by 0 := ¢*0 and X2 is given by Equation (L4).

This follows by a direct computation using the CR invariance of the Chern tensor
and the simple transformation formulae for V,,5. and U, 3; see Section [ for details.
Our third result is that the total Zj-curvature is a secondary CR invariant.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M1 T10) be a closed CR manifold which admits a pseudo-

Einstein contact form 0 and let ® be an invariant polynomial of degree n. If 9 is
also a pseudo-Finstein contact form, then

/ 750 A do" :/ Th 6 A do".
M M

Recall that if @ is pseudo-Einstein, then e¥# is pseudo-Einstein if and only if T
is a CR pluriharmonic function [22]. Thus Theorem [[4]is equivalent to the claim
that Re f X2T* = 0 for all CR pluriharmonic functions Y. We prove this in the
same spirit as the proof of Case and Gover [9] in the case n = 2:

The CR invariance of X2 implies that (® := 2Re X20 A 6% A df" ! is a CR
invariant 2n-form of weight 0. A straightforward consequence of Lee’s Bianchi
identities [22] implies that ¢® is closed. We show that if (M2"+1 T1.0) admits a
pseudo-Einstein contact form, then [¢®] is proportional to the characteristic class
co(TH?) € H?"(M;R) determined by ®; see Proposition [l An observation of
Takeuchi [31] implies that ce(T1°) = 0. Theorem[L4then follows from the fact that
Re [ X 27 equals, up to a multiplicative constant, the evaluation of the cup prod-
uct [€2]U[dEY] := [€® AdEY] on the fundamental class of M whenever T € P. Note
that Marugame [25] showed that one can relax the assumption that (M?2"+1 71.0)
admits a pseudo-Einstein contact form to ¢1(T1°) = 0 in H2(M;R).

Our last result is that there is a large variety of choices of invariant polynomials
® for which the total Zf-curvature gives a counterexample to Conjecture [Tl Our
strategy is as follows:

Suppose Conjecture [T holds. Let ® be an invariant polynomial of degree n.
On the one hand, there exists a constant ¢, depending only on ®, such that

T = cQ' + (local CR invariant) + (divergence).

Consider the round CR sphere (S?"+1, 710 ). In this case, 7} and any local CR
invariant are identically zero, but @’ is a nonzero constant [9, B0]. Integrating
implies that ¢ = 0, and hence T}, can be written as the sum of a local CR invariant
and a divergence. In particular, the total Z}-curvature is a global CR invariant. On
the other hand, under a general conformal change = €T, Theorem [[3] implies
that
/ ThOAdO™ = / T A do™ — 2/ (Re VEX2)YO A df™.
M M M

One arrives at a contradiction by finding an example of ® and (M, T1?) such that
ReV*X2® £ 0; see Lemma [5.11
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Let ¢ = (¢1,...,6,) € N™ be such that ¢; + 262 + - - - + ng, = n and let ®(s) be
the invariant polynomial of degree n defined by

n
(1.9) D)o Ag, - Ag, o = ] (r AF)™
k=1
for tr A¥ := A, 72 A, ... A, 7. Our first counterexamples come from considering
®(¢) on perturbations of the round CR sphere.

Theorem 1.5. For n > 2, there exists a perturbation of the round CR sphere
in C"*t1 such that Re V“Xg(g) is not identically zero for any ¢ with ¢ = 0. In
particular, the Ijb( oy -curvature gives a counterexample to the Hirachi conjecture.

This result follows from Theorem[6.3] where we compute variations of Re V*X| S ©)
for a deformation of the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere. This deformation is in the di-
rection of a real ellipsoid, and gives a local (in the space of CR structures on S27+1)
analogue of the computation of Re V‘“Xg> ©1) 5n 5-dimensional ellipsoids by Reiter
and Son [26].

Second, we consider the case that ® = (n) is the generalized Kronecker delta on
n variables.

Theorem 1.6 (= Theorem [[1l). For n > 2, there exists a closed (2n + 1)-
dimensional pseudo-Einstein manifold (M,T'°,0) such that

Ry53=0, Aas=0, ReV X{" #0.
In particular, the Ién)—curvature gives a counterexample to the Hirachi conjecture.

This is a consequence of degenerations of Ricci-flat Kéhler metrics. There exists
a smooth family of Ricci-flat Kahler metrics on a certain Calabi-Yau manifold
whose curvature concentrates along some complex submanifolds. Together with the
Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula, this implies that for many members of this family,
there is a circle bundle which is a Ricci-flat Sasakian manifold with Re VX" o ") #0.
These examples have the benefit of being significantly easier to compute.

Theorems[[.5land [[.6limply that the total Z}-curvatures are nontrivial on general
pseudohermitian manifolds. In fact, the total Z}-curvature are nontrivial secondary
CR invariants. We prove this by computing the total Z}-curvatures of the bound-
aries of locally homogeneous Reinhardt domains.

Theorem 1.7 (= Theorem [RT)). Forr > 0, let M, be the boundary of the bounded

Reinhardt domain

n
Q= w= (..., w")eC! Z log |w[)? < r?
=0

The total I&)(q)—curvature fl/i)(g) of M, is given by

— - n+l n
Ty = —(nl)? Vol(S™ (1)) (—) TTin+2)(1 — (0 2)F )

(n+ Dr Pt

where Vol(S™(1)) is the volume of the unit sphere in R" 1.
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If ¢¢ = 0, then the total I(’I,(g)—curvature of M, is of the form Cr—""! for C a
nonzero constant depending only on n and ¢. In particular, the total Z}, (g)—curvature
is a nontrivial secondary CR invariant when ¢; = 0. Since two bounded strictly
pseudoconvex domains in C**! are biholomorphic if and only if their boundaries
are CR equivalent [I], we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.8. The domains Q, and Q.. are biholomorphic if and only if r = r'.

This corollary was proven using different global CR invariants by Burns and
Epstein [7] for n = 1, Marugame [24] for n = 2, and Reiter and Son [26] for
any dimension. In other words, we give another proof of the result of Reiter—
Son by using Z’-curvatures. Note that this corollary also follows from a result by
Sunada [29] for general bounded Reinhardt domains.

Finally, we note that Marugame [25] has independently established Theorems[[.2-
[[4in the same generality that we consider, and also discussed the nontriviality of
the total Zj-curvatures. His proof of the CR invariance of X% uses the tractor
calculus in a way analogous to the work of Case and Gover [9], while his proof that
the total Zj-curvature is a secondary CR invariant uses a tractor-based proof that
£® represents a multiple of cg(7T"?). His work produces other global secondary CR
invariants, but their explicit realization as total integrals of local pseudohermitian
invariants remains unknown. His work does not determine whether the invariants
constructed give counterexamples to Conjecture [[L11

This article is organized as follows. In Section [2] we collect some necessary
background material. In Section [3] we give some equivalent realizations of char-
acteristic classes in terms of various End(7T1?)-valued two-forms. In Section [ we
prove Theorems In Section Bl we further discuss our strategy to disprove
Conjecture [L.T1 In Section [Gl we prove Theorem In Section [l we prove The-
orem In Section 8 we prove Theorem [[L7l In Section [@ we propose a weaker
version of Conjecture [Tl and discuss it in the context of the Z’-curvature.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section we collect necessary background material.

2.1. CR and pseudohermitian manifolds. A CR manifold (M?*"+1 T10) is
a real (2n + 1)-dimensional manifold M?"*! together with a rank n distribution
T ¢ TM ®C such that [T%0, 710 € TH0 and TH0NT%" = {0} for TO! := T1.0,
We assume throughout that M is orientable. We say that (M?2"+1 T10) is strictly
pseudoconver if there exists a real one-form 6 on M such that ker = ReT"° and
—idf(Z,W) defines a positive definitive Hermitian form on 7. We call such a 6
a contact form. Note that contact forms are determined up to multiplication by a
positive function.

Given a CR manifold (M?"*1 T19) and a smooth (complex-valued) function f €
C>(M;C), we denote by 9y f the restriction of df to T™?; likewise 0y f := df|70.1. A
CR function is a function f € C°°(M;C) such that 9,f = 0. A CR pluriharmonic
function is a (real-valued) function uw € C°°(M) such that locally v = Re f for
some CR function f; i.e. for every p € M, there is a neighborhood U of p and
a CR function f € C°(U;C) such that u|y = Re f. Denote by P the space of
CR pluriharmonic functions. We emphasize that the notion of a CR, pluriharmonic
function is defined without reference to a choice of contact form. An infinitesimal
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characterization of CR pluriharmonic functions via differential operators has been
given by Lee [22, Propositions 3.3 and 3.4].

A pseudohermitian manifold (M?*"1 T19 0) is a triple consisting of a strictly
pseudoconvex CR manifold (M?"+1 T1%) and a choice of contact form. The Reeb
vector field T is the unique vector field such that 6(T) = 1 and d6(T,-) = 0.
Denote by T*(1:9 the subbundle of 7*M ® C which annihilates 7% and T. Set
T+ .= 7*(1.0), The Tanaka-Webster connection of (M?>**+1, T ) is defined
as follows: Let {#*}7"_; be an admissible coframe of T*19); ie. 6% € T*1.0) for
all @ = 1,...,n and {6!,.. om0t ,0™. 0} forms a basis for T*M ® C, where
07 := 08. Tt follows that there is a positive definite Hermitian matrix h,p such that

df = ih,50% NO°.
We use h,3 and its inverse h*P to lower and raise indices as needed. The connection
one-forms we” associated to {#} are uniquely determined by
o™ = 0% Nwg® + O AT, T = A% 507,
dhag :waB—FwBa, Aag :Aga.
The tensor Aqp is the pseudohermitian torsion. Note that
(2.1) 0" N1, =0.
The connection one-forms determine the Tanaka—Webster connection by V8 = 0

and VO = —w,* ® 7. The curvature two-forms 11,7 are the End(T*°)-valued
two-forms

(2.2) L7 = dwy® — wy Y A w,yﬁ.

The pseudohermitian curvature R, is the coefficient of the (1,1)-part of I1,7;

i.e.

a376

IL,” = Ry% 507" A6° mod 0,0 A6, 6% A6°.
The pseudohermitian Ricci tensor R,z and pseudohermitian scalar curvature R
are defined by taking traces in the usual way; i.e. R,5 := R,3,” and R := R,7.
We say that (M2"T1, 720 6), n > 2, is pseudo-Einstein if R,5 = ZRh,5. If
(M2 +1 710 9) is pseudo-Einstein, then c¢; (T1°) vanishes in H?(M;R) [22 Propo-
sition D].

The pseudohermitian torsion, pseudohermitian curvature, and covariant deriva-
tives are all tensorial. We may thus use abstract index notation to denote ten-
sors. Specifically, unbarred Greek superscripts denote factors of 7%, barred Greek
superscripts denote factors of 79! unbarred Greek subscripts denote factors of
T+ M1 and barred Greek subscripts denote factors of T*(%1D A, For example,
C,p3" denotes a section of T*10 @T*O0D T, We keep the notation V to denote
covariant derivatives. For example, V,C, 3" denotes the (1,0)-part of the covariant
derivative of C',57. When clear by context, we use subscripts to denote covariant
derivatives of a function u € C*°(M;C); e.g. u,5 := VzVau. We use Vj to denote
covariant derivatives in the direction of the Reeb vector field.

The sublaplacian Ay of a pseudohermitian manifold is the operator

Apu = uy" +u”,

for all u € C°°(M;C). Recall that if (M?" T10 0) is closed, then ker A, equals
the space of locally constant functions.
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We require three curvature tensors naturally associated to a pseudohermitian
manifold (M2 +1 TH0 9), all of which appear as components of the CR tractor
curvature [14].

The first curvature tensor we need is the Chern tensor

S =R _POLBh'Y&_Paah")’B_P’YBhO‘Er_PWEVhOtB’

apfye afye

where P, 5 := %H(RQB — Ph,p) is the CR Schouten tensor and P := ﬁR is
its trace. The relevance of the Chern tensor to CR geometry is that if n > 2, then

Swpye = 0 if and only if (M>"+1,T1.9) is locally CR equivalent to the round CR
(2n + 1)-sphere. Importantly, the Chern tensor is symmetric and trace-free:
Sapre = Sasy = SvBas
Sapy ! =0.

The second curvature tensor we need is
v By = VBAOW + iv’YPaB - itha,@ - 2iTah73’

(e

where T, := %H(VQP —iV7A,~). This tensor is a divergence of the Chern tensor:

(2.3) VS, 5.5 = —niV,

afya aBy’

see [9) Lemma 2.2]. Importantly, V5. is symmetric and trace-free:
Vagy = VyBas
Va7 =0.

The third curvature tensor we need is
Ua,@ = VBTa + VQTB + PapPpB - AapApB + Sha,@?
where S € C*°(M;C) is such that U,” = 0. This tensor is closely related to a
divergence of V3.

(2.4) VVVaB'y = nanB —1iS,3 P’Y&;

afyo
see [9, Lemma 2.2].

In addition to the well-known CR invariance of the Chern tensor, we need to
know how the tensors V.3, and U, transform under change of contact form. To
that end, given a natural pseudohermitian tensor B on (M?"*+1 T1.0 9) which is
homogeneous of degree k in § — that is, By = c*By for all constants ¢ > 0 —
define the conformal linearization DgB of B at 0 by

0
DgB(Y):= —| e MTB.r,

ot|,_,
forall ¥ € C*°(M). It is clear that Dy B(1) = 0. One easily checks that Dy extends
to a derivation on the space of natural homogeneous pseudohermitian tensors. By a
simple integration argument (cf. [4]), the tensor B is a local CR invariant of weight
k — that is,

e_kTB(; = By

for all contact forms 6 and 6 = ¢T0 — if and only if Dy B = 0.

The following lemma collects the well-known [I4] 22] conformal linearizations of
the CR Schouten tensor, the Chern tensor, and the Tanaka—Webster connection, as
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well as the needed conformal linearizations of V3. and U,3. Note that these con-
formal linearizations can also be deduced from the CR invariance of the curvature
of the CR tractor connection [I4].

Lemma 2.1. Let (M*T1 T40 0) be a pseudohermitian manifold and let T €
C>(M). Then

1
DoFos(T) = —3 (Yas +Tsa)
Desaﬁ’y&(’r) = 07
DGVO(BV(T) = ’Saﬁvam
DgUaB(T) = Z'VC—,QBTE - Z.VaB'yT’Y'

If f is a local scalar CR invariant of weight k, then
Devaf(r) = kaa'

If wy is a natural pseudohermitian (1,0)-form which is homogeneous of degree k in

0, then
DyVywo(T) = (k= 1)wa Ty — Tawy + Vy (Dowa(T)) ,
DoV gwa = kwa Y5+ YTwyh,g + Vi (Dewa(T)) .
Proof. All but the formulae for DV, 5., and DyU,, 5 follow from [14, Proposition 2.3,
Equation (2.7), Equation (2.8)]. Computing the conformal linearization of both

sides of Equations [23) and (2.4) yields the claimed formulae for DV, and
DyU, 3, respectively. (I

The following consequences of the Bianchi identities are useful in studying X%
and related objects.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M?*"T1 T10 0) be a pseudohermitian manifold. Then

(2.5) V[QSB]p»YU = Z'V»Yp[atsg] + ’L'V»YU[QKSZ],
(2.6) ViaVa "o = =S5, (0" Aplo +iQplady),
2.7) VoSute = VaVass + Vo Vias — iSy5a” Py — iS,0,5Pa’

+ 'L'Uaa-h,yg - iU,YBhaa-.
where Tjqy] 1= %(Ta.y —T4a) and Qa~y = i1VoAay — 21V T + 2P, PA,,.

Proof. Equation (ZH) follows from [22] Equation (2.7)]. Equation (26 follows
from [22 Equations (2.9) and (2.14)]. Equation (7)) follows from [22] Equa-
tion (2.8)]. O

2.2. Sasakian manifolds. We recall some facts about Sasakian manifolds; see [3]
for a comprehensive introduction. A Sasakian manifold is a pseudohermitian man-
ifold (M, T, 0) with pseudohermitian torsion identically zero, or equivalently, the
Reeb vector field T preserves the CR structure 70,

A typical example of a Sasakian manifold is the circle bundle associated with a
negative holomorphic line bundle. Let Y be an n-dimensional complex manifold
and (L,h) a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over Y such that w = —i©) =
271dd° log h defines a Kihler metric on Y, where d® = i(d — ). Now we consider
the circle bundle

M:={veL|h(v,v)=1},
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which is a real hypersurface in L. The one-form 6 := 271d®log h|; is a connection
one-form of the principal S'-bundle p: M — Y and satisfies df = p*w. Moreover,
the natural CR structure 7*" on M coincides with the horizontal lift of the holo-
morphic tangent bundle T1%Y of Y with respect to 6. Since w defines a Kahler
metric, we have

—id0(Z, Z) = —iw(p«Z,psZ) > 0

for all nonzero Z € T°. Hence (M, TP ) is a pseudohermitian manifold of
dimension 2n 4+ 1. We call this triple the circle bundle associated with (Y, L,h).
Note that the Reeb vector field T with respect to  is a generator of the S'-action
on M.

Next, consider the Tanaka—Webster connection with respect to 6. Take a local
coordinate (z%,...,2") of Y. The Kihler form w is written as

W =1g,zdz" N dz?,
where (g,3) is a positive definite Hermitian matrix. An admissible coframe is given
by (0,0% := p*(dz%), 0% := p*(dz®)). Since df = p*w, we have
a9 = i(p"g,3)0% 107,

which implies that h,3 = p*g,5. The connection form 1ho? of the Kéhler metric
with respect to the frame (0/0z%) satisfies

(2.8) 0= d(dz") = dz® A ba”, d9ap = Va" 9,5 + Gastbs -
We write as ¥,” the curvature form of the Kihler metric. Pulling back Equa-
tion (28) by p gives
do® = 0% A (p*va°), dhop = (0*%a")hyp + hay (P*057).
This yields wo”? = p*1ho®. In particular, the pseudohermitian torsion vanishes

identically; that is, (M,T%% 0) is a Sasakian manifold. Moreover, the curvature
form II,? of the Tanaka—Webster connection is given by 1,72 = p*\I/aﬁ .

3. REPRESENTATIVES FOR CHARACTERISTIC CLASSES

In this section we give some equivalent representatives for the characteristic
classes of a CR manifold. Given an invariant polynomial ® of degree k£ and a
matrix Y, ? of two-forms, we define the characteristic form ce (YQB ) by

oY) = WY

k

throughout this section we multiply forms using the exterior product. The charac-
teristic class of (M?"+1 T1.0) determined by ® is

co(TH0) := {ccp (%Haﬁ)] .

It is well-known cg (T1Y) is independent of the choice of contact form.
We are interested in two other End(7:?)-valued two-forms on a pseudohermitian
manifold (M2 +1, TH0 ), namely

(3.1) Q0 = R, V010, — VP A,,.00" +V ,AP 00,
(3.2) 2.7 = 8,2, 0"0, — V.2 00" + VP ,v60,.



Z’-CURVATURES AND THE HIRACHI CONJECTURE 11

It is known [22] Equations (2.2) and (2.4)] that
(3.3) Q.7 =1,° — 0,77 + ir,6°.

The main results of this section are that cg(,”) is closed and the induced element
in H2?*(M;R) agrees with [cs(I1,”)], and moreover the same is true for ce(Z,°)
on pseudo-Einstein manifolds. This requires three observations.

Our first observation is that [ca(I1,7)] = [ca(Qa7)].

Proposition 3.1. Let (M?"+t1 T%0 ) be a pseudohermitian manifold and let ®
be an invariant polynomial of degree k. Then co(2,°) is closed and

[co(Ta?)] = [ca(2%7)] .
Proof. Denote
Tk(Haﬁ) = ter = H7172H’>’2’Y3 T H’Yk’h;

note that T}, (I1,#) = k!chy(I1,%) is proportional to the k-th Chern character form.
Since {T}}7°, generates the algebra of invariant polynomials, it suffices to prove
the result for all Tj.

Denote

0. = ib,7? —iT,0°,

so that T, = Q,° + ©,°. Denote (0%),° := 0,720, ~-~@755. We compute
that

(34) (®2s+1)
(3.5) (©)

P = (—iTWTVdH)SGO/Q,
P = (—iT’YTVdH)S_l(Tpreaeﬂ — iTaTBdﬁ)
for all s € N. A direct computation using Equation ([2:2)) and the definition of w,”
yields
AP = w, LA — T, w,?,
11,70, = —d(07) — Owa "7y,
O1L,° = d(07P) + 0w, .
It follows from these equations that
dQ.? = woﬂQ.yﬂ - Qavwvﬂ + 04 (dr? — TWw.YB) +i(dre — wQWT,,)@'B,
02,70, = 0(dro — wa"7y),
07Q, " = —0(dr? — w,?).
We deduce that
(3.6) d (T’Y(QS)V’QTB) = (d77 — TPw,") (), P15 — 77(Q°), P (d75 — ws’T,),
(3.7) 0.70570,” = if ((dra — wo?8)T7Q,P — Qo Prs(dr? — T w, ")),
(3.8) Q702570 = —iQ, rerQ,Pdo

for all integers s > 0.
Given s € Nand N € N, define Os y € A2NT4=2T* )] by

OS,N = Z ®’Ysﬁ1 (le)ﬁl’“ (62)’)’1ﬁ2 (Qh)ﬁz’m c (@2)7571ﬁs (QjS)BS’Ys7

‘jl ----- J521
Jittis=N
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with the convention Os y = 0 if N < s. It follows from Equations (3:0)—-(B-8) that

(3.9) Osn = —(—i)0do" Z Yl g Uan) g (= 14ie)
Jiseeds>1
Jittie=N

where

y) .= Ta(Qj)aﬂTB.
Given s € N and N € N, define & y € A2N+T4sT* M by

Esvi= D (02, (s (O7),, (V)
Jisenjs 21
jrteFie=N
with the convention & n = 0 if N < s. It follows from Equation ([B.8]) that
(3.10) Eon = —(—i)%db® Z Pl ..ol
Jiseenjs 21
=N

Combining Equations (39) and BI0) yields

1
(3.11) Os,N = —;551]\[71 — 10 d(T’YT»Y)(‘:SfLNfl

(=i)° G j -
7 4a ) . gls)g gps—1
+ > d :

teaga>1
g1t ie=N—-1

with the convention £ o = —1 and &y =0 if N > 1.
Now consider Ty (I1,?) = Tk (2.7 + ©,°). Write

k
Ti(I7) =Y f,
s=0

where f, is the term obtained by expanding T (2,° +©,°) as a polynomial in Q,,”
and ©,7, and keeping only those terms which are homogeneous of degree s in ©,°.
First note that, for s > 0 and 2s + 2 < k,
s+1

1 s . shl_i
(312) f25+2 = kz ; (j . 1) (—ZTVTVCZH) +1 ]5]‘7]@_2_25.
Jj=1

To obtain this formula, first note that Equations [B.4)) and 1) imply that all
products with at least two factors of odd powers (©%+1),7 ¢ > 0, of ©,° which
are separated by powers of {2 must vanish; e.g. Qa69379799pa = 0. Therefore
fast2 can be written as a polynomial in (02),? and Q,%. Group the summands
according to how many times a positive power of (62),7 is multiplied on the left
and the right by Q,”. Using Equation (3.5), we see that the sum of all possible
terms where this happens j times is a multiple ¢; of

(—iT’VT,,dH)SH*jEj,k,Q,QS.

To compute the multiple, note that in the definition of £; _2_25, there are j posi-
tions — corresponding to each of the factors of (©%),” — where the extra s+1—j
copies of (02),% can be multiplied. There are (jfl) ways these products appear

in the expansion of T} (I1,%). Since & k—2—2s is symmetric in the ordering of the
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factors of (©2),” and there are k different ways to cyclically permute the terms of
&j k—2—2s, we conclude that ¢; = f(]fl) This yields Equation (312]).
Equation (&3] implies that if & is even, then

fr = —2(—imV7,d)"/2.

Combining Equation (312 and our conventions that & o = —1 and &9 = 0 if
7 > 1 implies that
s+1

1/ s . shl_i

(3.13) fospz =k> ~ ( o 1) (=i 7y d0)* T T E ko as

AV
for all s > 0, where we recall that %(]fl) = s+%_j (j) to make sense of the coefficient
when j = 0.

Second note that, for s > 0,

s+1 s )
(314) f25+1 =k Z (j _ 1) (—iT7T7d9)5+17J Oj7k_1_25.

j=1

We obtain this formula by following the same procedure as above, except that now
there must be a single factor of an odd power of ©,”, and the location of this
factor specifies a preferred ordering of the terms of the expansion, up to cyclic
permutation.

Finally, it follows from Equations B.I1)), (3I3) and (BI4) that
s+1

f2s+1 + f25+2 = kZ (] i 1) (_’L.T’YTryde)S—i_l_j [—29 d(TvTv)gj—l,k—2—2.s
j=1

. (—_?)jd( > \I;(fl)...\y(fj)gdgj%)]

J bty >1
£1+---+Ej =k—2—2s

s+1 .

Z 2 (] i 1) HTVTV(—iTVTVdH)S_j5j7k_2_251 .

=17

=kd

In particular, fos11 + fost2 is exact for all integers s > 0. Adopting the convention
that f, =0 for all £ > k + 1, we may write

Ti(I”) = fo + Z(f2s+1 + fast2)

s=0

Since fo = Te(Qa?) and fos 1 + fosyo is exact, we conclude that Ty (Q,7) is closed
and [T (I1,°%)] = [T5(Q.7)]. ]

Our second observation is that the form cg(Z,”) is always closed.

Lemma 3.2. Let (M1 T100) be a pseudohermitian manifold and let ® be an
invariant polynomial of degree k. Then ce(Z4°) is closed.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma that
d=o" = —iV," ,0°0°0, + iV ,70,0"0, —i (S."a” Py’ — S." ,P Po) 06"0,
+iUa"00°0, — iU, 00"0, — iQa,00°6" —iQ"766,,0.,.
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Using the facts that S,3,5, V,3,, and Q. are all symmetric [9) Section 2.3], we
readily verify from the above display that dcg(Z,”) = 0. O

Our third observation is that if (M?"+1 T9 0) is pseudo-Einstein, then the
cohomology classes [co(2,7)] and [ca(Z,7)] agree.

Proposition 3.3. Let (M*" 1, T%9 0) be a pseudo-FEinstein manifold and let ® be
an invariant polynomial of degree k. Then

[C@(Qaﬁ)] = [C@(Eaﬁ)} .
Proof. Since (M*" 1, T9 9) is pseudo-Einstein,

2 2
B v _ B v B sv vsB
RoP," = 8oP" + P65, + = P6.5],

2i 2i
PAay =Valy — =60V, P — =6V,P.
v M H n Otvﬂ n Mv
It follows that
2i 2
(315) Q% =5, — Z60d(PO) + = (PO°0, +iV.P00° +iVPPO0,) .
n n

On the one hand, since ® is an invariant polynomial of degree k, its trace @32@@;

is an invariant polynomial of degree k — 1. Also, by Proposition Bl ce (Q°) is
closed. It follows immediately that co (Qa” + 2:65d(P6)) is closed and

(3.16) n (0 + 22 53d(PB)) | = [en(27)]

On the other hand, set
T, = P0%0, +iV,P00° +iV° P69,

Note that Qa7 + 265d(P6) = E.° + 2T',P. A straightforward induction argument
yields

T, B.— L2178 vaﬂ
= (=)™ TP (T,Pdo™ ! + (m — 1)(dP)06°0,do™?)
for all m € N. In particular, we deduce that
(™) * = (=)™ d (P™0(do)™ 1),
27 (I)* =0,
Ea7 (I, 15, =

for all m € N. Combining this with Lemma yields
2

(3.17) ca(Za” + ~Ta’) | = [ea(2a”)] .

The conclusion follows immediately from Equations (BI5)—(@EI1). O

Remark 3.4. In his proof of [25, Proposition 5.4], Marugame showed that the con-
clusion of Proposition B.3]is true if the assumption on (M2 +1 T10 ) is weakened
to only assume that ¢ (T5%) = 0 in H?>(M;R).
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4. THE INVARIANCE OF X2 AND THE TOTAL Z-CURVATURE

In this section we prove that X2 and V*X$ are CR invariant, derive the trans-
formation formula for Z}, under change of contact form, and conclude that the total
Tj-curvature is a secondary CR invariant.

First we prove that X2 and VX2 are CR invariant.

Proof of Theorem[L. 4. On the one hand, since c¢g(S) is a scalar CR invariant of
weight —n, we conclude from Lemma 2.7] that

(4.1) DgV 4 (S)(Y) = —nce(S)Ya.

On the other hand, since Dy is a derivation and S® is a local CR invariant, we
conclude from Lemma 2] that

(4.2) Dy (i(S%)a” . V5',) (1) = —(8%)a? " S57 1 T,
Since M has CR dimension n, it holds that

(uq:‘)aﬁ = 6521@”;@;117;:1 ‘Svﬂloqul‘u1 T Sﬂnanyn#n = 0'
In particular,
(4.3) 0=U""Ts =ca(S)Ta —n(S®)a” . S5 1T,.

Combining Equations ({@LI)-(3)) implies that X% is a CR invariant (1,0)-form of
weight —n. It follows immediately from Lemma 2.1l that V¥X?® is a CR invariant
of weight —n — 1. O

Next we derive the transformation formula for Z}, under change of contact form.

Proof of Theorem[I.3. Tt follows from Lemma [2.]] that
(4.4) Dy (Apca(S) —2nPcs(S)) (T) = —2nRe Y7V, e (S),
(4.5) Dy (VaH,, V,,12) (Y) = —2Re iV, S,%, "2 Y7,
Since 7% is a local CR invariant, we conclude from Lemma 2] and Equation (@H)
that
(4.6) DoV(T) = 2Rei(S*)a" . Vo, T,
where
V= (T)a 0 "2 (n— 1)V, Vo, 12 — S, 11T, H2)
Combining Equations (£4) and ([@6) and Theorem [[2] yields

0 et et
e () = eI (9 Re X2T) ¥ = 2Re(X2T)".
Integrating this equation in ¢ € [0, 1] yields the desired result. O

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof that the total Zj-curvature is a
secondary CR invariant. The main task is to relate X2 to the characteristic class
Cp (Tl’o).

Proposition 4.1. Let (M?*" 1, T%9 ) be a pseudo-FEinstein manifold and let ® be
an invariant polynomial of degree n. Set

€0 = X20N0° Ndo" T+ XT0 N 0P A don
Then &2 is closed. Moreover, n[¢®] = —(27)"(n — 1)lee(THY) in H*"(M;R).
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Proof. Combining Propositions 1] and yields
(4.7) 2m)"ca (T) = [ca (iZ.7)],
where 2,7 is defined by Equation (3.2). An easy computation yields

Co (ZEO‘B) = in@ﬁl”'ﬂ” Sﬂl “ H1 e Sﬂn o Hn o 9”1 91’1 T eun 91’71

Qp Qg
- mn‘l’gifg’i Vﬂlalul Sﬁza2 H2 SRR Sﬁnan Hn “rogr o' 91/2 R 91’71
+ m’"@f}ll"ﬂ" Voa,@1 V1 Sﬁzazuzuz .. 'Sﬁnanun Vnggyl guzguz .. .gﬂngun_

Qn

Since dim 7% = n, it must hold that cg(Z,”) is in the span of d6™, #9%d#™~!, and
005d6" 1. We then compute that

o= 1 n ni v a jgogn—
Cp (Z:.aﬁ) = EC@(S) do"™ — m(S(b)aB” V3“V6‘9 do 1
+ L(s@) BV r005don .
(1 e Vv

In particular,

o= 1 n—1 n D

Co (z:aﬁ) = ad (C¢(S)9d9 ) — = 1)!5 )
We conclude that £ is closed and [ce(i27)] = —ﬁ[{‘b]. The conclusion now
follows from Equation (£.1). O

We now conclude that the total Zf-curvature is a secondary invariant.

Proof of Theorem[T.7} Let £® be as in Proposition EIl We may thus consider the
cohomology class [¢%] € H?"(M;R). Recall 22, Lemma 3.1] that Y € C°°(M) is
CR pluriharmonic if and only if df Y := i(TBHB —Y,0% e (T*M/(6)) is closed in
the sense of Rumin [28]. In particular, for any T € P, the cup product [(®?]U[dST] :=
(€2 A dET] is well-defined in H?"T1(M;R). A straightforward computation implies
that

n

(4.8) ([€®1 U dgY), [M]) = 2Re/ X210 A do™,

where [M] is the fundamental class of M.

Next, a result of Takeuchi [31, Theorem 1.1] implies that cg(71°) = 0. Com-
bining Proposition 1] and Equation (48] yields Re fM X219 A do™ = 0 for all
T € P. Combining this with Equation (L8] yields the desired result. O

5. COUNTEREXAMPLES TO THE HIRACHI CONJECTURE

As noted in the introduction, if Conjecture[[Ilholds, then the Zj-curvature must
be a linear combination of a local CR invariant and a divergence. However, there is
a local CR invariant whose vanishing is necessary for 7}, to be a linear combination
of a local CR invariant and a divergence.

Lemma 5.1. Let ® be an invariant polynomial of degree n. If there exists a pseu-
dohermitian manifold (M?"+1,T10 0) such that Re V*XZ2 is not identically zero,
then T} is not the linear combination of a local CR invariant and a divergence.
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Proof. Suppose to the contrary that Zj is a linear combination of a local CR in-
variant and a divergence. Then the total integral of 7} is independent of the choice
of contact form. However, under the conformal change

6 = exp(Re VO X2) - 0,
Theorem implies that

/ Tho A do" = / Th6 A do™ — 2/ (Re VO X2)20 A do™.
M M M

Since Re V¥ X2 £ 0, the total integral of T4 depends on 6, a contradiction. (I

Given an invariant polynomial ® of degree n, Lemmalb.I]and the discussion of the
introduction shows that one need only find an example of a pseudo-Einstein mani-
fold (M2 +1 719 0) for which Re VX ? is not identically zero in order to conclude
that that Z} gives a counterexample to Conjecture [LIl Indeed, since Re V¥ X2 is
CR invariant, it suffices to find a pseudohermitian manifold (M?"** T1.0 ) which
admits a pseudo-Einstein contact form and is such that Re V* X2 is not identically
zero. We shall present two ways to find such a manifold.

First, in Section B, we compute the change of Re VA X2 along a particular per-
turbation of the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere. This approach is computationally chal-
lenging and can be regarded as a local (in the space of CR structures on $2"*1)
generalization of computations of Reiter and Son [26] for five-dimensional real el-
lipsoids.

Second, in Section [T, we compute Re V¥ X® on circle bundles over a Calabi—Yau
manifold in the case when ® is the generalized Kronecker delta. This approach is
computationally simple and relies on explicit examples of degenerating sequences
of Calabi—Yau manifolds in complex dimensions two and three.

6. COUNTEREXAMPLE VIA PERTURBATIONS OF S27+t!

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem by considering the Zj-
curvatures on perturbations of the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere. To that end, we need
to know the first variation of the Chern tensor S, 3., along a suitable deformation.
This formula is known [I7], but since we cannot find a proof in the literature, we
provide one here.

Lemma 6.1. Let p;: C"*1 — R be a one-parameter family of smooth functions
such that po(z) = 1 — |22, Set M, := p;*(0), T;"° := TYOC"*! N (T M, ® C),
and 0; := Im Oypt|pr,. Let Fy: C"H1 — C™*1 be a one-parameter family of diffeo-
morphisms such that Fy = Id, pr o Ft = po, and F} ker6, = kerfy. Denote by
St .= FyS% the pullback of the Chern tensor of 0, by F;,. Then

(61) Saﬁ'y& = (& St> B = tf(pt)ag'yc’ra
t=0 afye
where tf uyz.5 denotes the totally trace-free part of uggys»
1
tfUagye = Uagys — n+t2 (uaﬁuuh75 + Uy hao + Uasy' hyp + Uy o 5)

1
+ —
(n+1)(n+2)
and hg is the Levi form of the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere (Mo, T,"°).

u's” (haghye + haohg) |
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Remark 6.2. The existence of diffeomorphisms F}: C"*! — C"*t! as in the state-
ment of Lemma is guaranteed by [19, Lemma 4.1]. Note that the restriction
F;: My — M; is a contact diffeomorphism.

Proof. Fix p € My. By permuting coordinates if necessary, we may assume that

(w,z) € C x C" = C"! are such that (p;)y = % is nowhere zero in a neighbor-

hood of (0,p) in R x C**1. Consider the frame Z! := 0,a — {p)e g - of THO near
@ (Pt t

)w
Fi(p). Applying |26l Theorem 3.1] yields
(6.2) (Set)aﬁ'v& = <Ro‘ﬁ'ya(pt) + hjkDa'v(PE)DBa(Pj)

 hn€ Doy (91) + oy D () — |s|2hmhﬁg) |

where £ = £(t) is the unique (1, 0)-vector field in C"*! such that 9p;(¢) = 1 and
£1i00ps =0 mod Jpy,

for all complex-valued smooth functions ¢ on C**!, and ¢, denotes the (1, 1)-part
of the Hessian of ¢, with similar interpretation of ¢zz and ¢, 7. (The apparent
change of sign from [26] is because we take our defining function to be positive in
the domain bounded by p; '(0).) We emphasize that we regard Equation ([6.2) as
defining a set of smooth functions determined by the frame {Z%} of T;"* and its
conjugate. By definition,

§'= (")

where {69} is the admissible coframe of Tt*(l’o) dual to {Z%}. Since S% = 0, we
see that

o Fy) ((Fy05) A (F707)) @ ((F67) A (F67)),

an&

a a 0+ o B o
5| 5= F| (5"aae ) 05 )0 030 5).

Combining this with Equation (6.2)) and the facts ha, = hz; = 0 and Do, (pg) =
Dz5(pj) =0 at t = 0 yields Equation (G.)).

O

We prove Theorem by applying Lemma to the specific family
t
(6.3) pr=1— el — |wf* + Flul’

of defining functions, where (w, z) € C x C™. In fact, we prove the following sharper
result:

Theorem 6.3. Let ¢ = (¢1,%2,$3,-.-,%n) € N be such that ¢ = 0 and n =
Y opy ks. Fort sufficiently close to zero, consider the pseudohermitian manifolds
(Mt,Ttl’O,Ht) and contact diffeomorphisms Fy;: Mo — M, as in Lemma [61l Let
O = ®(q) be as in Equation [LA). Then

ak

=% Refy (vex®)" =0
t=0

(6.4)
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for all nonnegative integers k < n and

(6.5) 9"\ Rery (Vex®)” 0.
ot |,_,

In particular, for allt # 0 sufficiently close to zero, it holds that Re(V*X2)% =£ 0.

The proof of Theorem only requires that pg is the defining function of the
round (2n+1)-sphere and the formula for % ’ 1o Pt- In particular, the conclusion of
Theorem [6.3] also holds for some of the ellipsoids considered by Reiter and Son [26];
see Remark for further discussion.

Proof of Theorem[G.3. Let p; be given by Equation (63). Let (S%),3,, denote
the pullback of the Chern tensor of (Mt,Ttl’O, 6:) by F;. Since pg is the defining
function of the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere, it holds that (S°) = 0. This yields

Equation (G.4).
Recall that, on the round CR (2n + 1)-sphere,

an&

Wap =0,
waB = _wha,év
(6.6) wg =0,
wlw, =1 — |w|?.
(One can deduce these formulae using the fact that WG on ST\ {w = —1}

equals the pullback of the standard contact form on the Heisenberg group under
Cayley transform [20] and the transformation laws [22] for the pseudohermitian
curvature and torsion.) Since p; = ¥|w|*, we conclude from Lemma [6.1] that

(6.7) SOtBVfT = tf WaWEWA W -
(We emphasize that «, (3,7, & are abstract indices in this formula.) Equation (23]
then implies that

3
Vi = —n+ LW tfwawgwy,
t=0 « TL+_2

. 0
(6.8) Vapy = ( —
K ot By

where V! := F;V?% and

tfugg, = Ungy — %_H (“u“ahvB + up by g) -
Define
Co” :=1i8.7 " 0"0,,
VP = Vaﬁlﬁ“,

where products are taken in the exterior algebra A®S?"+!. It follows from Equa-
tion (67) and Equation (6.8)) that

(6.9) Cof =W+ i ;c (Wa? + Ma? + 68 (i(0yw) (By) + cdf))
n
(6.10) VB = _nt 31’@ ((waﬁﬁ + ¢02)dpw + cwoﬁﬂ) ,

n+2
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respectively, where
WP = iw, 0" (Opw) (0p0),
VP = w, 0P d + 1w, 0° (0yw) + iw” (Byw)ba,

Maﬁ = i0959a,
1 _
c:= o 1w7uﬂ.

We break the computation into four steps.
Step 1. Compute powers of C.P.
Observe that
U0 =W, d — (n+1)c¥,Pdo + (n+ 1)iM," (Opyw) (0yw),
U, "M% = M,V P = —iM,P (9yw)(dyw),
M, M.P = —cM,db.
Combining this with the identities
W, W,? =0,
W0, =0, WP = —(n+1)cA.”df,
W M,? = M, W, " =0,
W (dyw) = W2 (9yw) = 0
yields
(U, = (=) 2 | (k= 1) (n+ 12w, de
—(n+ 1D tew,Pdf + (n+ 1) Liv, P (abw)(ébm)] do*=2,
(M¥)o” = (—¢)* " M, Pdo*
for all k > 2, where (V%)% := ¥,20, 7 ... ¥ B It follows that
(M7)7(¥F),7 =0
for all 7 > 1 and k > 2. In particular,
(U + M)F) P = (T%)a + k0,7 (M), P 4 (MF),”
(6.11) = (—c)F2 [(k 1)+ VPP — (n 4+ 1)F LW, Pdo
— MPd0 + ((n+1)F" — k) iM,” (abw)(ébw)} g2
for all £ > 1. Define
Po’ =0, + M," + 62 (i(0pw)(3p) + cdb) .
Observe that
(P*)o” = Zk: (’;) KW+ M) _P(cdd + (k — §)i(Ow)(0pw))do* 71
j=0

as (cdf + (k — )i(Oyw)(0yw)) dO* 1 = cdOF~7 + (k — 5)i(Opw) (DpW)dO* I, we
interpret this factor as multiplication by the scalar function ¢ when j7 = k in the
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summation. Since i¥,”(9pw)(0pW) = W,"df, we conclude from Equation (G-I
that

(P*)o? = 7168 (e db + ki(Opw) (0pw) ) dO™

k
+) (=1t <k> FH(n+ 1)1, + M, Plagk !

i=1 J
k
+iy (-1 (];) 2 ((n 4177 — k) M, (0yw) (D) do* >

k
+ Z(—l)j (I;) (n+1)722(n+2)j — 1 — k(n+1)) W,Pdo*!

for all k > 1, where we adopt the convention df~! := 0. Evaluating the summations
yields

_n)k _
(PF)o" = cF2 [c%gcze? + ikcd? (Oyw) (Opw)dh — (")Tlc\yaﬁde
n

(—n)* —1+k(n+1)

B ar B a —
(6.12) +cMoPdf + — iMoP (9yw) (Dym)
k (1 — 2(—”)]671) 1-— (—’I’L)k B k—2

+< — e | We de}de

for all k > 1, where we distribute the multiplication by d#*~2 and use our convention
df~' = 0 to make sense of the case k = 1.
Finally, since W,# and P,” commute, we have that

k—1
sk 8 _ n —|— 1 n + 1 k B kW v k—1\ B
@97 = (B55e) B getPh” + i (P,
Combining this with Equation (612)) yields

k—1

kY B _ ntl k-2t Bdo + M..B)do

€7 = (B55) B etettan + 0,
n+1l . 5 = _ (—n)fF -1 _ 4

+ p— 2kzc<5a(8bw)(8bw)d9 —— cW,”do

(6.13) (=n)* —1+k(n+1)

n+2
(k(n+1)+1) (1 = (-n)")
(n+1)(n+2)

+ Z'Ma'@(abw) (51;@)

Waﬁde} d6*—2

for all £ > 1. Using the facts
W, = —(n + 1)ic(Gyw)(9pW),
M,” = cdb,
V.7 = —(n+1)cdd + 2i(pw)(IpW),

we conclude that

k
(6.14) trCF = <Z :t ;) (n+ (—=n)*) 1 (cdf + ki(Oyw)(Dpw)) dO*~*
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for all £ > 1.
Step 2. Compute derivatives of co(S) and Vce(S).

Recall that )
Hap(St)dH" = co (i(S")a" 50"07) .

It follows that that
1 o
(n!)2 otn

Using our assumption ® = ®(s), ¢; = 0, we have that

co(SY) dI" = co(Co®).
t=0

n

co(Ca”) = ] (trCF).

k=2
Using (6.14) and the fact ni(0pw)(0,w)d0" ! = —(n + 1)cdd™, we deduce that
ey (n +1\" I 1nm
ca(Co”) n <—n—|— 2) p(s)e”™ dom,
where
(6.15) p(s) =[] (n+ (=nm)¥)™.
k=2

Since V2" = 222", we deduce that

n+1
2n? 1\"
Vac@(st) --= (n : > p(g)c%_lﬁwa.

1 o
(6.16) —
+=0 n+1\n+2

(n!)2 ot

Step 3. Compute i(C*)," "Vt .
Observe that

voza =0,
W, V5™ =0,
M, PVs* =0,

nn+1)(n+3). 5
— 2 w(Opw)do.

Combining this with Equation (613) yields

\I/aﬁ\)ﬁa = -

(6.17) trCF 1y = (Ck_l)aBVga
_ (n—i— 1>k (n+3)(n+ (-n)*)

i 1w (Opw)deF !

n+2 n+1
for all & > 1.
We now compute the derivatives in ¢ of i(S‘I’)aﬂHVVBMU using the fact that
1 —
n— 1),i(5¢)aﬁﬂuvﬁ“y9ad9"_l = iCq>7n,1(iSanf,9“9”, VQB,YW)

for all ¢, where

con1(Ya", 2.7) = @0 Bn g Yy 0t 7 o
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for all invariant polynomials ® of degree n, all End(7T"?)-valued two-forms Y,?,
and all End(T")-valued one-forms Z,”. Note that if ® = ®(s), then

n

con1(Y,Z) = %Z kqp(tr YRy —L(tr y*=12) H(m« Y7y

k=2 J#k
Using Equations (6I4) and (€I7) and our assumption & = ®(s), we compute that
58 v +3 (n+1\"
; e Caﬁ aﬁ — n_ 2n—1-— o donfl'
oo (o, Va) = 52 (22 oy

In particular,

i o
(n—1)In! otn
Step 4. Compute derivatives of X* and Re VX2,

We now compute X2 for ® = ®(c). Equations (6.16) and (6.I8) imply that

1 o 3 (n+1\"

- F* X<I> 0 _ = 2n—1— -
o | D= (H 2) ple)e™ 1 Tw
Using Equation (6.6]), we conclude that
1 o 0: 3 (n+1
— | Fr(VeX2)'=-=
(n)2 otn|,_, " (veX3) (n—|—2

n
Since p(s) # 0, we conclude that Equation (G3H) holds. O

(6.18) (ST)P . (Vhah, =

+=0 A n+1

p— 2) p(g)c%flwwa.

n+3 (n—l—l

(6.19)

)np(g)c%_l Bn(n+1)c+3n—1).

Remark 6.4. Reiter and Son [26, Equation (4.4)] computed the Chern tensor of
the real ellipsoids

2, = {(waz) eCxC" | 1—|z> = |w|]® = sRew? >O}

with respect to the unique pseudohermitian structure which is volume-normalized
with respect to dw A dz' A -+ A dz"|q,. Their computation shows that

0
9. F:(SHS)Qf Er:Ov
ds|,_q By
@ Fs (S S)O‘B'Y& = 2tfwam6w7wa,
s=0

where Fy: 09y — 0§ is a one-parameter family of contact diffeomorphisms with

Fy = Id. (Recall that we denote w, = Z,w, whereas Reiter and Son write their

computation in terms of Z,, := 9,a — gﬁ S;" Oy, Where p; is the given defining function

for 0Qs.) In particular, our proof of Theorem shows that, for s close to zero,
the invariants Ijb( o on the real ellipsoids €25 give counterexamples to the Hirachi
conjecture when ¢; = 0.

7. COUNTEREXAMPLE VIA CALABI-YAU MANIFOLDS
In this section, we prove the following result:

Theorem 7.1. For n > 2, there exists a closed (2n + 1)-dimensional pseudo-
Einstein manifold (M, T1°,0) such that

Ro3=0, Aas=0, ReV*X{" #0.
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We construct such a CR manifold as a certain circle bundle over a Calabi-Yau
manifold. Let (Y,w) be an n-dimensional Kéhler manifold. There exists a smooth
function f, on Y such that the n-th Chern form ¢, (w) with respect to w coincides
with f, - w™.

Theorem 7.2. For each positive integer n > 2, there exists an n-dimensional
closed, connected Ricci-flat Kdhler manifold (Y,w) such that |w/27) € H*(Y;Z)
and f,, is non-constant.

Proof of Theorem 7] assuming Theorem[7.3 Since [w/27] € H*(Y;Z) and Y is
Kaéhler, there exists a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle (L, h) over Y such that
w = —i0y,. Consider the circle bundle (M,T%°, 0) associated with (Y, L, h). Since
w is Ricci-flat, 6 is a contact form satisfying

R.53=0, Aqp =0;
in particular, V,, 5. = 0. Moreover, S, 5.5 = R,j3,5, and hence c(,)(S) is a nonzero

constant multiple of f,. In particular, ¢(,)(S) is non-constant. Therefore

ReVoX(W = ——3 Re VVac()(S) = =55 Buein () #0,
which completes the proof. (Il
It remains to show Theorem

Proof of Theorem [7.3. As we will see in the following two subsections, such (Y, w)
exists in the cases of n = 2 and 3. Since the conditions in Theorem are closed
under the product, we can construct (Y,w) for any n > 2. (]

7.1. Two-dimensional case. Consider the two-dimensional complex torus T =
C2%/(Z + iZ)*. Multiplication by —1 on C? induces an involution ¢ on T that has
16 fixed points p1,...,p1g. Let o0: T — T be obtained from T by blowing up at
P1,...,p16. The involution ¢ lifts to an involution ¢’ on 7", and the quotient p: T —
Y =T'/() is a closed K3 surface; this is called the Kummer surface associated to
T [2, Chapter V.16]. The space Y contains 16 complex projective curves F1, ..., Eig
corresponding to pi,...,p1s. It is known that the Euler characteristic of any K3
surface is equal to 24 [2, Chapter VIIL.3].

Let w(® be the Kéhler form on T induced by 27i Z?:l dz) A dz’ on C?; the
coefficient is chosen so that [w(?) /27] € H*(T;Z). For 0 < s < 1, the cohomology
class pio*[w@] — s Z;lgt; c1(O(Ey)) contains a unique Ricci-flat Ké&hler metric ws
on Y such that ws converges smoothly to a flat Kahler metric as s — +0 on any

compact subset of ¥\ ;% Ey, [21, Chapter 2. Note that

0< [ @t = [ oo w2 =525 < [ (o )2

Suppose that fs := f,, is constant for any 0 < s < 1. From the Gauss-Bonnet—
Chern formula, it follows that

m:ﬂgwg;géd<ﬁﬁmww%ﬂ

fpﬁqﬂmfwmﬂl-

that is,
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However, since w; converges smoothly to a flat Kéhler metric as s — 40 on any
compact subset of Y\ U,lle Ey, we have f, < 1 for sufficiently small s; this is
a contradiction. Hence f; is non-constant for sufficiently small s. If we take a
sufficiently large positive integer N, the Ricci-flat Kahler metric w = N - wor/n
satisfies [w/27] € H%(Y;Z) and f,, is non-constant.

7.2. Three-dimensional case. Let ¢ be a primitive cubic root of one, and de-
note by E¢ the elliptic curve C/(Z + Z¢). Multiplication by ¢ on C?® induces a
biholomorphism ®¢ on Eg’ This map satisfies <I>§ = Id and has 27 fixed points
Pl par. Leto: Y — E? be obtained from E? by blowing up at py, ..., pa7. The
biholomorphism @, lifts to a biholomorphism E)C onY satisfying E)g = Id, and the
quotient p: Y — Y =Y/ <<I)<> is a closed smooth Calabi-Yau threefold, called a
Kummer threefold. The space Y contains 27 complex projective planes F1, ..., For
corresponding to p1, ..., pa7. The Euler characteristic of Y is 72 [27, Theorem 5(i)].

Let w(® be the Kihler form on E} induced by (2mV/3)i 23:1 dz’ AdZ’ on C?; the
coefficient is chosen so that [w(®) /27] € H? (Eg’, Z). For 0 < s < 1, the cohomology
class pio*[w@] — s Zi; c1(O(Ey)) contains a unique Ricci-flat Ké&hler metric ws
on Y such that w, converges in C*® to a flat Kahler metric as s — +0 on any
compact subset of Y\ Ui; Ej 23] Section 3.1]. Note that

wS = 1o w3 — s° 1o [w(O7)3.
0<Ls Lm[ ) M3<Am wO))

Suppose that fs := f,,. is constant for any 0 < s < 1. From the Gauss—Bonnet—
Chern formula, it follows that

nzﬁm%hﬁﬂé<ﬁﬂmﬂwW%

fpwﬂﬁmfw%ﬂd.

However, since w, converges in C*® to a flat Kihler metric as s — 40 on any
compact subset of Y\ Ui7:1 Ej, we have f; <« 1 for sufficiently small s; this is
a contradiction. Hence f; is non-constant for sufficiently small s. If we take a
sufficiently large positive integer N, the Ricci-flat Kahler metric w = N - wor/n
satisfies [w/27] € H%(Y;Z) and f,, is non-constant.

that is,

8. THE Z’-CURVATURE OF THE BOUNDARY OF A REINHARDT DOMAIN
For r > 0, let M, be the boundary of the bounded Reinhardt domain
Q= {w=(’...,w") € C"" | p.(w) > 0},
where

1 n
pr( = 5~ Z log |wj

We would like to compute the total Z’-curvatures for M,.. To this end, consider the
holomorphic map

Py CF 5 C L (290002 = (exp(2r20), ... exp(2rz™)).
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The pull-back ¥ p,(2) coincides with

1 n
= 3 —2; Rez]

and the pre-image of 2, by ), is the tube domain

Q=1(2z= "+ ..., 2" +iy") e C"M||z|* = Z(;vj)2 <
j=0

] =

The holomorphic map v, induces also a pseudohermitian map
(M :=09Q,T"°, 0 := Tm dp|rs) — (M, T+°,0, := Tmdp,|as,)-

where T10 := THOC" ™! N (TM ® C) and T>? := THOC"™ N (TM, @ C). The
group G = O(n + 1) x (iR)"T! acts on C"! as a subgroup of the complex affine
transformation group GL(n+1,C)x C"*!, and its action preserves p. In particular,
the pseudohermitian manifold (M, 71, §) is homogeneous with respect to the above
G-action. Hence it suffices to consider a given point p := (1/2,0,...,0) € M for
computing pseudo-Hermitian invariants. We set 2’ := (x!,...,2"). Let

— 1,0 n+1
= 2|x|QZxJ—EFT C"H ).

This vector field satisfies
_ 1 _
=1 00p = ———0
Ep=1,  £.00p PTER
For a € {1,...,n}, the (1,0)-forms

1
0% :=dz* + —=z%0p
202"

annihilate £ and their restriction to M gives an admissible coframe. A calculation
shows that the Levi form h,z is given by

B
hop = Oap + f x) = bap + 4227 + O(l'|).

A similar computation to that in the proof of [24, Proposition 5.2] gives that
Wal = =620 4+ 22°0% 4 22°0% +- O(|2'|?),
Anp = —ibap + O(|2'?).
At p, the pseudohermitian torsion A.p satisfies
VoAap =0,  Vsdus=0,  Vodus=2idns,  AapA’s = hes.

Since both sides of these equalities are tensorial and (M, T, ) is homogeneous,
these in fact hold on the whole of M. Similarly, the curvature form II,7 at p is
given by

o = (85hps + 60 has — AapAP5)07 NO7 —iTo NO° +i0, AT
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The right hand side is tensorial, and so this equality holds on the whole of M.
Local pseudohermitian invariants can be calculated explicitly:
n

h —
2(n+1) o~
(haﬁhvff + ha&hv,é) — Aary Ajs,

Vagy =0,
Uaz = 0.

P =

(63

1

S = ——
e =

In particular, 6 (or 6,) is a pseudo-Einstein contact form with constant scalar
curvature but nonvanishing pseudohermitian torsion. Moreover, the Chern tensor
is parallel;

VS =0.

afye — 0, VﬁSaB'y& =0, VOSaﬁ'y&

Theorem 8.1. The total I(’I)(g)—curvature TZI)(C) for M, is given by
/ 2m nt
- _ 2 n k-1
Tag = - Vois" () (2 ) Tl +210 -+ 271,
where Vol(S™(1)) is the volume of the unit sphere in R™*1.

Proof. Set

1
»,? = ] 1(—i(5§d6‘ +60% A 0a), Lo? = —1o N TP,
n

which satisfy Z,° = $,° + L.”, where Z,° is defined by Equation ([3.2)). These
Y.? and L,? satisfy
tr¥X = —id#, tr L = id6,
Sa? A = o AR,
n+1

7
+1
Lo AL, = —idd A L.

do A L.,

LASP =S, AL =~
n

k

=ky B _ (vky B K\ isvk=3y 7 A (74 B
(E)af = (M)a +;(j><z Jo? A (L),

e 0) () o

(n+ 1)k=1 =~ n+1
. _ 1 (n+2)F -1
= (—idf)* L A {7&!‘% 7%"} ;
(-idf) (n+ 1)F1 (n+ )
and so
N UL S U PR
- (n+ 1)k '
Since

_ 1 .
Cq,(g) (Z:aﬁ) = EC@(Q(S)C[@ 5
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we have

N (n +1)n
Therefore the I(’I,(g)—curvature of M is given by

— H [(n+2)(1 = (n+4 2)F 1),

Ty = ————
“o= g L

In particular, I&)( ) is constant, and equal to zero if and only if ¢; # 0.

We need also to compute the volume f M, 0, A df;'. The pseudohermitian map
Y M — M, is a Z"-covering, and a fundamental domain A, is given by

Avi={z =2 +iy € CF | 22 = 1/4,y € [0,/r)"+1}.
It suffices to compute the volume of A,.. From the definition of 8, we have
9:2Z$jdyj, d9=2dej/\dyj.
; iz

Hence

/ GTAdG;‘:/ oA dom
M, A

= Z2"+1n!/ (dz® Ady®)Y A A (2T dy?) Ao A (da™ A dy™)

n

n+1 . .
=2"tip! (z) / Z(—I)Jdaro/\~-~/\:17J/\~-~/\d33”.
r Sn(1/2)

The n-form

D (=1)da® AvoAad AN da
j=0

on S™(1/2) is half of its volume form, and so
/ DIda® A Axd Ao Ada™ =27 VOI(S™(1)).
n<1/2> = 0
Therefore we have Theorem B11 O

9. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In light of Alexakis’ characterization of global conformal invariants [I], it is
natural to expect that a weaker version of Conjecture[l.Ilis true. One way to weaken
Conjecture[lTlis to allow, in addition to local CR invariants, pseudohermitian scalar
invariants I for which P C ker Dyl for all pseudo-Einstein contact forms 6. We
propose allowing an even weaker type of invariant.
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Definition 9.1. Fix n € N. A homogeneous pseudohermitian scalar invariant I°
is a local secondary invariant if

(9.1) / uI? g A dom = / ul® 9 A don

M M
for any pseudo-Einstein contact forms § and 6 on a closed CR manifold (M2n+L T10)
and any u € P.

Note that if I is homogeneous of degree —n — 1 in 6 and if P C ker Dyl for all
pseudo-Einstein contact forms 6, then it is a local secondary invariant. We propose
the following weaker version of Conjecture [Tl

Conjecture 9.2. Let I be a natural pseudohermitian scalar invariant whose total
integral is a secondary CR invariant. Then there is a constant ¢ € R such that

I = c@Q' + (local secondary invariant) + (divergence).

There are two motivations behind Definition 3.1} and hence Conjecture

Our first motivation is in analogy with the Q’-curvature. Let P+ denote the space
of smooth volume forms which annihilate P; i.e. given a closed pseudohermitian
manifold (M7 T10 9), we set

Pt = {wemen

/ uz/JHAdO”:Oforallue’P}.
M

Note that ¢ 6 A df™ € P+ if and only if v is L?-orthogonal to P with respect to 6,
so that this definition coincides with the definition of P+ given in the introduction.
Since Pt is CR invariant, Definition is equivalent to the requirement that
I96 A df™ is independent of the choice of pseudo-Einstein contact form modulo
PL. This is analogous to how one realizes the @Q’-curvature as having a linear
transformation law when working modulo P+; see Equation (L.I).

Our second motivation is speculation based on the compatibility of Definition [0.]
with the heuristic construction of “primed” invariants by analytic continuation in
the dimension (cf. [9, 10 25]). Suppose that I is a family of local CR invariants of
weight —n — 1 defined on all CR manifolds of CR dimension d > n, and moreover
suppose that I = 0 for any pseudo-Einstein contact form in CR dimension n.
Suppose further that the formal limit

10

1
VAN
02 F=ia

makes sense when restricted to pseudo-Einstein manifolds. The fact that I is CR
invariant implies that

/ uféAdﬁd:/ ul O A do?
M2d+1 M2d+1

for all closed CR manifolds (M24+1 T1.9) all contact forms on (M,T%°), and all
(real) densities u of weight n —d; i.e. all equivalence classes u = [u, 0] subject to the
relation [u, 0] = [e"~ DTy, T 6]. Dividing both sides by d —n, restricting to pseudo-
Einstein contact forms, taking the limit d — n, and restricting to CR pluriharmonic
functions then implies that I’ is a local secondary invariant. The restriction to CR
pluriharmonic functions is for symmetry reasons, as two pseudo-Einstein contact
forms 6 and 8 = Y6 are necessarily such that T € P.
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Unfortunately, none of our nontrivial Zj-curvatures seem to be local secondary
invariants in the sense of Definition This observaton arises from two heuristics.

First, the Case—Gover construction [9] of Z/ in CR dimension two arises from
analytic continuation in the dimension after working modulo divergences. Since
working modulo divergences breaks CR invariance, we expect Z’ to only be a local
secondary invariant modulo a divergence. A similar interpretation to the higher-
dimensional Z}-curvatures was given by Marugame [25].

Second, the Tj-curvatures can be realized via analytic continuation without
working modulo divergences, but by starting with variational pseudohermitian
scalar invariants:

Let ® be an invariant polynomial of degree n and let (M2 T%0 @) be a
pseudohermitian manifold of CR dimension d. Define

C@(S) — (Sgig:ll@zlllﬁlsﬁlallflul . Sﬁ Qnp 1220

1
X? .= i(S{))aﬁMVV,@“u — %vac@(s)a

1

=) Beea () = 2mPea(S))

2
Iy = —Euaﬂpﬂa +(d—n)

+ (T(I))Otﬂﬂlmltzyz ((n - 1)‘/5#1”1‘/‘1”2#2 - Sﬁavlul UV2H2> )

where
(Sq))aﬁﬂl’ .— §PB2 B Hrv2-vn S520¢2U2#2 - S5 an Hn

QO Oy = L2 hn n )

(T®)a a2 1= 6008 O @AM 55,00, 5 . S On, H,
1w d—n
uaﬂ = 655111512 (b;uflll[:z Sﬂl “ vi R Sﬂnanynun - d 650(?(5)'

Note that when d = n, each of co(5), XZT, (8%)o” ", and (T®)o” "1 4,72 recovers
our original definitions given in the introduction. Moreover, note that 4, is trace-
free for all d and that U,” = 0 when d = n. These observations imply that
Uu,? Pg® = 0 on all pseudo-Einstein manifolds. Indeed, by restricting Zs to pseudo-
Einstein manifolds and formally taking a dimensional limit, we have that

(9.3) lim !

d—=n a—n

I@ ZI(/I),

that is, the Zj-curvature can be interpreted as the secondary invariant associated
to Zg via analytic continuation in the dimension, analogous to the heuristic inter-
pretation of the @’-curvature [10, [18].

One nice property of Zg is that it is a variational pseudo-Einstein invariant.
More precisely, using the identity

(9.4) Vldo? =n(d—n)X2,

it is straightforward to compute that
~ 2
(9.5) eIy = Ty — ~ReV” U, Yp)

for all pseudohermitian manifolds (M29+! 70 §) and all § := Y0, T € C>°(M).
It follows that
d

(9.6) =

/(ﬂp)‘g‘@t/\d@d:(d—n)/ TsY 0 A do?
t=0J M M
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for all one-parameter families 0; = €'Y of contact forms on (M2d+1 T1.0).

Together with the realization of Z}, as the limit of Equation (@.3]), the previous
paragraph suggests that the Zj-curvature should be variational in the space of
pseudo-Einstein contact forms. More precisely, we expect that there is a trace-free
Hermitian tensor w,3 such that e(”fl)TQQB =w,j and

(9.7) eMHOYTL = T4 + 2Re V7 (w0, T5)

for all pseudo-Einstein contact forms 6 and 9 =eT0 on (M?+1 T10) By Equa-
tion (2.3), one may formally think of w,3 as the limit of 2-U,5 as d — n. By

Theorem [[.3] the transformation formula of Equation (@1) is equivalent to asking
that the real (2n — 1)-form

w = w0 A O AP A AP
is such that
—(n—1)0pw = Xo0 A0 NdO™ 1,
where Opw 1= iV w,50 N0 NO* AB% Adf"—2. This conclusion has an interpretation
in terms of the bigraded Rumin complex [12] [13] which is stronger than the fact,

established in the proof of Theorem [[4] that [¢®] = 0 in H?"(M;R).
Suppose that the real (2n — 1)-form w exists. If there is a natural 2n-form

Ci=Ca AN A dO™ T

such that

Z =(+ YT Aw
for all pseudo-Einstein contact forms 6 and § = 6, then Ty —2(n—1)Re V¢, is
a local secondary invariant in the sense of Conjecture [T We do not expect that
w and (, if they exist, are natural. Instead, we hope that they can be canonically
defined in terms of a pseudo-Einstein contact form.

The previous two paragraphs are pure speculation, intended to suggest a path
towards better understanding the Z}-curvatures and Conjecture We conclude
by proving that the Zj-curvatures are not local secondary invariants, and thus
providing further justification for the speculations above.

Proposition 9.3. Let (M, T*° 6) and ® be as in Theorem[6.3. Then T} is not a
local secondary invariant in the sense of Definition [91]

Proof. Note that, since X% is a CR invariant, it suffices to find a CR manifold
(M2 +1 T19) which admits a pseudo-Einstein contact form and also admits func-
tions u,v € P such that f uRe X2v® # 0. We accomplish this by computing

d’ﬂ
= —— / uRe(XH)2u™ 0, A dby,
dtm 1=0 J §2n+1

where (5271, 740 6,) is as in Theorem and u = 2Rew. Note that u is a
CR pluriharmonic function on S?**1. A straightforward computation using Equa-

tion ([GI9) yields
1 ~ 3(n4+1) (n+1
n+2

2n, 2 n
(n!)QD_ 5 ) p(g)/S%Hc u? @ Ade"™ £ 0.

Hence 7} is not a local secondary invariant for any nonzero ¢ sufficiently close to
Z€ro. (|
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