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POSITIVE MASS THEOREM AND THE CR YAMABE

EQUATION ON 5-DIMENSIONAL CONTACT SPIN MANIFOLDS

JIH-HSIN CHENG AND HUNG-LIN CHIU

Abstract. We consider the CR Yamabe equation with critical Sobolev ex-
ponent on a closed contact manifold M of dimension 2n + 1. The problem of
finding solutions with minimum energy has been resolved for all dimensions
except dimension 5 (n = 2). In this paper we prove the existence of minimum
energy solutions in the 5-dimensional case when M is spin. The proof is based
on a positive mass theorem built up through a spinorial approach.

1. Introduction and statement of the results

On an odd dimensional manifold M , contact structure ξ is a natural geometric
structure to consider. Moreover, a contact manifold (M, ξ) arising as the boundary
of a domain in C

n+1 (or a complex manifold) inherits a complex structure, called CR
(Cauchy-Riemann) structure. The CR structure essentially reflects or controls the
complex structure of the inside domain. We can talk about abstract CR structures
on a contact manifoldM (see the Appendix). We consider the following CR Yamabe
equation with critical Sobolev exponent (see (7.14) and notations in the Appendix):

(1.1) (2 +
2

n
)∆bu+Wu = u1+

2
n on M.

Here ∆b and W denote the (negative) sublaplacian and the Tanaka-Webster scalar
curvature, respectively (see (7.9) and (7.5) in the Appendix). There is a variational
formulation for equation (1.1). Namely the energy is provided by the following
CR-Sobolev quotient (see (7.13) in the Appendix):

(1.2) Q(v) :=

∫
M ((2 + 2

n )|∇bv|2 +Wv2)dVθ

(
∫
M
v2+2/ndVθ)n/(n+1)

for v > 0 smooth.

The main goal of this paper is to find a solution u to (1.1) with minimum energy
Q(u) equal to

(1.3) inf
v>0, smooth

Q(v) =: Y(M,J)

on a closed (compact with no boundary) 5-dimensional contact and spin manifold
provided the underlying CR structure J is spherical with the CR Yamabe constant
Y(M,J) > 0 (see Theorem 1.3). For this CR Yamabe minimizer problem, i.e.
finding a solution to (1.1) (assuming Y(M,J) > 0; the cases Y(M,J) ≤ 0 are
easier) with minimum energy, we have been able to resolve for all dimensions except
dimension 5. Let us give a brief history about this problem below.
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There has been a far-reaching analogy between conformal and CR geometries.
Along the approaches used in conforml geometry by H. Yamabe, N. Trudinger
and T. Aubin, in 1987 D. Jerison and J. Lee [17] showed the analogous results
in CR geometry. That is, the CR Yamabe constant Y(M,J) depends only on

the CR structure J of M and Y(M,J) ≤ Y(S2n+1, Ĵ), where (S2n+1, Ĵ) is the

standard CR sphere with the induced CR structure Ĵ from Cn+1. In addition, if
Y(M,J) < Y(S2n+1, Ĵ), then Y(M,J) is attained for some positive C∞ function u
(by the compactness of solutions to a family of approximate equations), hence the
CR Yamabe minimizer problem for (M,J) is solvable.

Recall that a CR manifold is called spherical if it is locally CR equivalent to
the standard CR sphere (S2n+1, Ĵ). In the case that dimension 2n + 1 ≥ 5 and

(M,J) is not spherical, Jerison and Lee ([18]) showed that Y(M,J) < Y(S2n+1, Ĵ)
by a test function estimate. For the remaining cases: either (i) dimM = 3 or (ii)
dimM ≥ 5 and M is spherical, we need a positive mass theorem to show that
Y(M,J) < Y(S2n+1, Ĵ) unless M is CR equivalent to the standard CR sphere.
When dimM = 3, this was shown by Malchiodi, Yang and one of the authors
([9]) (the condition that the CR Paneitz operator of M is nonnegative turns out
to be equivalent to the embeddability of J [27]) Finally when dimM ≥ 5 and
M is spherical, this was finished by Yang and the authors ([6]) through showing
that the developing map is injective. However in the case dimM = 5, we need
an extra condition on the growth rate of the Green’s function on M̃, the universal
cover of M . So in the case dimM = 5, the CR positive mass theorem is not really
completed. In this paper, we showed that for dimM = 5, M being spherical, if in
addition M has a spin structure, then we have a CR positive mass theorem, and
hence the CR Yamabe minimizer problem is solvable (see Theorem 1.3 below). For
an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold (N, J, θ) (see (3.1)), we can talk
about the p-mass m(J, θ) (see (3.10)).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (N, J, θ) is an asymptotically flat, pseudohermitian
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is spherical and (N, J, θ) has the
Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature W ≥ 0. Then the p-mass m(J, θ) ≥ 0. Moreover,

m(J, θ) = 0 if and only if (N, J, θ) is isomorphic to the Heisenberg group (H2, J̊ , θ̊).

Corollary 1.2. Suppose that (M, ξ) is a closed (compact with no boundary), contact
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is a spherical CR structure on
(M, ξ) with Y(M,J) > 0. Then the associated p-mass m(J, θ) ≥ 0. Moreover,
m(J, θ) = 0 if and only if (M,J) is CR equivalent to the standard CR 5-sphere.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on a Weitzenbock-type formula:

(1.4) D2
ξ = ∇∗∇+W − 2

n∑

β=1

eβen+β∇T

whereDξ and∇ denote the contact Dirac operator and spin connection respectively
(see (2.14) in Section 2). The term involving ∇T (T is the Reeb vector field asso-
ciated to the contact form θ; see the Appendix for its definition) causes difficulty
to solve the Dirac equation D2

ξψ = 0 in general. However, in the case of dimension

5 (n = 2) we observe the following algebraic fact for Clifford multiplication:

(1.5)
2∑

β=1

eβe2+β = 0 on S+(2n)
n=2
= S+(4)
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where S+(2n) denotes the space of positive spinors (see (2.3)). So for the dimension
equal to 5, the last term in (1.4) disappears when acting on (sections of) S+, the
bundle of positive spinors (we often do not distinguish between the bundle S+ and
the space of its sections Γ(S+) if no confusion can occur). It follows that D2

ξ is

subelliptic on S+ and hence we can find a spinor field ψ ∈ S+ such that D2
ξψ = 0

and ψ tends to a constant spinor at the infinity (see Corollary 4.2). Applying (1.4)
to this spinor field ψ and integrating after taking the inner product with ψ, we then
pick up (a positive multiple of) the p-mass m(J, θ) from the boundary integral and
obtain a Witten-type formula form(J, θ) (see (4.23) and (3.13). So nonnegativity of
m(J, θ) follows. To characterizem(J, θ) = 0 we need a trick, among others, inspired
by the idea of Schoen and Yau [26] to show the torsion vanishes (see Lemma 4.7).
To prove Corollary 1.2 we first blow up the closed M at a point p by the Green’s
function of the CR invariant sublaplacian (2 + 2

n )∆b +W to get an asymptotically
flat pseudohermitian manifold N. Then we can apply Theorem 1.1 to make the
conclusion.

To solve the CR Yamabe minimizer problem, we need a test function estimate
(see Theorem 5.1 in Section 5). The idea was rooted in an argument used by
Schoen in [25] for the Riemannian case. For the CR case, it was first treated by
Z. Li ([22]) in an unpublished draft. We reorganize his construction of a family of
test functions φβ and clarify the arguments at some points so that the CR-Sobolev

quotient Q(φβ) is less than Y(S2n+1, Ĵ) minus a positive multiple of the p-mass
modulo the terms of higher decay rate (see (5.2)). From Theorem 5.1 the result
below follows easily.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (M, ξ) is a closed (compact with no boundary), contact
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is a spherical CR structure on
(M, ξ) with Y(M,J) > 0. Then the CR Yamabe minimizer problem is solvable, i.e.
we can find a solution to (1.1) with minimum energy.

In Section 6 we show that the connected sum of finitely many (duplication al-
lowed) 5-manifolds chosen arbitrarily from the set consisting of S5/Zp, p : odd inte-

ger, S4 ×S1
(a), a > 1 and RP

5 ♯ RP5 is still a closed, contact spin 5-manifold which

admit a spherical CR structure with positive CR Yamabe constant (see Proposition
6.3). For instance, the following is such an example:

m1(S
5/Zp1)#l1(S

4 × S1
(a))#m2(S

5/Zp2)#l2(RP
5♯RP5)

where mj , lj , j = 1, 2 are some positive integers and pj , j = 1, 2 are odd integers.
So on such a 5-dimensional closed, contact and spin manifold, one can find a solu-
tion to the CR Yamabe equation (1.1) with minimal energy for any spherical CR
structure (by Theorem 1.3 for Y(M,J) > 0 and Jerison-Lee [17] for Y(M,J) ≤ 0

(< Y(S5, Ĵ))). It should be mentioned that by a different approach equation (1.1)
always has a solution ([14], [15]), but the solution may not be a minimizer for the
CR-Sobolev quotient Q(v) (1.2). In fact, in the case of dimension 3 [10] we have
exotic 3-spheres (called Rossi spheres) with negative p-mass, on which the infimum
of Q(v) (with n = 1) is not attained while the solution to (1.1) exists according to
the above-mentioned result.

Acknowledgement 1.4. The authors would like to thank the Ministry of Science
and Technology of Taiwan for the support: grant no. MOST 108-2115-M-001-010
and grant no. MOST 109-2115-M-007-004-MY3 respectively. We would also like to
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2. Spin structure on a contact bundle

Let (M2n+1, ξ) be a contact manifold of dimension 2n + 1 with a coorientable
(i.e. TM/ξ is trivial) contact structure ξ. Take a (global) contact form θ (exists
by coorientation of ξ) such that ξ = ker θ (and θ ∧ (dθ)n 6= 0). Let (M2n+1, J, θ)
be a pseudohermitian manifold (see the Appendix for an introduction). The Levi
metric Lθ on ξ is a Riemannian structure on ξ defined by Lθ(X,Y ) = dθ(X, JY ) =
1
2dθ(X ∧ JY ) for all X,Y ∈ ξ. Then Lθ(JX, JY ) = Lθ(X,Y ) for all X,Y ∈ ξ. We
equip the vector bundle ξ with this Riemannian structure Lθ.

2.1. Spin structure on ξ: Let SO(ξ) be the oriented orthonormal frame bundle.
A spin structure Spin(ξ) on ξ is a principal Spin(2n)-bundle such that Spin(ξ)×ρ

SO(2n) = SO(ξ) where ρ : Spin(2n) → SO(2n) is the standard 2-sheeted covering.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose (M, ξ) is a coorientable contact manifold. Then the contact
bundle ξ is spin if and only if the tangent bundle TM is spin.

Proof. It is equivalent to showing that the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2(ξ) = 0
if and only if the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2(TM) = 0. Let T be the Reeb
vector field relative to θ. Then T defines a trivial line bundle RT overM . We have
TM = ξ ⊕ RT . By the Whitney product formula, we have

w2(TM) = w2(ξ) + w1(ξ)w1(RT ) + w2(RT ) = w2(ξ).

The proof follows. �

2.2. Spinor bundle. Let Λk
R
,Λk

C
denote the real and complex vector spaces re-

spectively, spanned by {ωj1 ∧ · · · ∧ ωjk | 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jk ≤ n} (view symbols ω1,
.., ωn as independent vectors). Let

Λ∗
R :=

∑

k

Λk
R, Λ∗

C :=
∑

k

Λk
C.

Define the linear maps ǫj and ιj by

ǫj : Λ
∗
R → Λ∗

R, ωj1 ∧ · · · ∧ ωjk 7→ ωj ∧ ωj1 ∧ · · · ∧ ωjk ;

ιj : Λ
∗
R → Λ∗

R, ωj1 ∧ · · · ∧ ωjk 7→
k∑

s=1

(−1)s−1δjjsω
j1 ∧ · · · ∧ ω̂js ∧ · · · ∧ ωjk ,

and Ea, 1 ≤ a ≤ 2n, by

E2j−1 = ǫj − ιj , E2j = i(ǫj + ιj), 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

It follows that
EaEb + EbEa = −2δab, 1 ≤ a, b ≤ 2n.

Hence {Ea|1 ≤ a ≤ 2n} spans the Clifford algebra C2n(−1). This defines the alge-
bra isomorphism of C2n(−1)⊗C and EndC(Λ

∗
C
(n)) through the action of C2n(−1)

on Λ∗
C
(n), which is denoted by N . Let S(2n) := Λ∗

C
(n), S+(2n) := Λeven

C
(n) and

S−(2n) := Λodd
C

(n). Then S(2n) is an irreducible C2n(−1)-module and S±(2n) are
two irreducible Spin(2n)-modules with dimension 2n−1. Confining the action of N
to Spin(2n) ⊂ C2n(−1), we define the vector bundles

(2.1) S := Spin(ξ)×N S(2n), S± := Spin(ξ)×N S±(2n)
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called spinor bundles. For n = 2, Λ∗
C
(2) = span{1, ω1, ω2, ω1∧ω2}, we have E1E3+

E2E4 = −2(ι1ǫ2 + ǫ1ι2) and hence, by a straightforward computation

(E1E3 + E2E4)1 = 0

(E1E3 + E2E4)ω
1 ∧ ω2 = 0

(E1E3 + E2E4)ω
1 = 2ω2

(E1E3 + E2E4)ω
2 = −2ω1.

(2.2)

Let σ be a local section of Spin(ξ) such that ρ∗(σ) = {e1, · · · , e2n} be an orthonor-
mal frame filed of ξ and en+β = Jeβ, 1 ≤ β ≤ n. By the first two formulas in (2.2),
we immediately obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that n = 2. Then it holds that

(2.3)
2∑

β=1

eβe2+β = 0 on S+(4).

Remark 2.3. We observe that
∑n

β=1 eβen+β 6= 0 on S+(2n) unless n = 2.

2.3. Spin connection. Let σ be a local section of Spin(ξ) such that ρ∗(σ) =
{e1, · · · , e2n} is an orthonormal frame field of ξ with en+β = Jeβ, 1 ≤ β ≤ n.
Define

(2.4) ωσ :=
1

4

2n∑

a,b=1

ωb
aeaeb,

where ωb
a is the pseudohermitian connection forms with respect to {e1, · · · , e2n}

(for the complex version, see the Appendix for an explanation). Then (cf. [31] for
such an expression)

(2.5) ̟ = {ωσ}
is a connection of Spin(ξ) with associated spin connection ∇ acting on spinors (or
spinor fields), sections of S := Spin(ξ)×N S(2n), denoted as Γ(S) (see (2.1)). The
curvature form Ωσ is defined by

(2.6) Ωσ = dωσ +
1

2
[ωσ, ωσ]

We have

(2.7) Ωσ =
1

4

2n∑

a,b=1

Ωb
aeaeb,

where

(2.8) Ωb
a = dωb

a + ωb
c ∧ ωc

a.

For X, Y ∈ ξ let RXY denote the curvature operator of the spin connection ∇
acting on spinors while Rp.h.

XY denotes the curvature operator of the pseudohermitian

connection ∇p.h..

Lemma 2.4.

(2.9) RXY =
1

4

2n∑

a,b=1

〈
Rp.h.

XY (ea), eb
〉
eaeb.
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Proof. For ϕ = (σ, f) ∈ Spin(ξ)×N S(2n), we have

RXY ϕ = (σ,Ωσ(X ∧ Y ) · f)

=
1

4

2n∑

a,b=1

Ωb
a(X ∧ Y )(σ, eaeb · f)

=
1

4

2n∑

a,b=1

〈
Rp.h.

XY (ea), eb
〉
eaeb · (σ, f).

(2.10)

�

Lemma 2.5. The spin connection ∇ defined by (2.4) and (2.5) has the following

property: (recall that ∇p.h. denotes the pseudohermitian connection) for X,Y ∈ ξ,
ϕ ∈ Γ(S)

(2.11) ∇X(Y · ϕ) = (∇p.h.
X Y ) · ϕ+ Y · ∇Xϕ.

Proof. Let ω = {ωσ | σ is a local section of Spin(ξ)}. Then locally for Y = (σ, v),
ϕ = (σ, f), v ∈ R2n, f ∈ Λ∗

C
(n) we compute

∇X(Y · ϕ) = ∇X

(
(σ, v) · (σ, f)

)

= ∇X(σ, v · f)
=
(
σ,X(v · f) + ωσ(X)(v · f)

)

=
(
σ, (Xv) · f + v · (Xf) + ωσ(X)(v · f)

)

where

ωσ(X)(v · f) = d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
g(t)(v · f)

)
, here

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

g(t) = ωσ(X), g(0) = id

=
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
(g(t)v) · f

)

=
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
(g(t)vg(t)−1g(t)) · f

)

=
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
(g(t)vg(t)−1

)
· f + v · d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
g(t)) · f

)

= (ωσ(X)v − vωσ(X)) · f + v · (ωσ(X) · f)
= (ωp.h.(X)v) · f + v · (ωσ(X) · f.

(2.11) follows. �

The invariant second derivative ∇2
V,W : Γ(S) → Γ(S) is defined by ∇2

V,Wϕ :=

∇V ∇Wϕ − ∇∇p.h.
V Wϕ, ϕ ∈ Γ(S). Here ∇p.h.

V W denotes the covariant derivative

of W along V with respect to the pseudohermitian connection ∇p.h.. Recall that
Reaeb denotes the curvature operator with respect to the spin connection ∇.

Lemma 2.6. With the notations above, it holds that on Γ(S)

∇2
eα,en+α

−∇2
en+α,eα = Reαen+α − 2∇T , for all 1 ≤ α ≤ n,

∇2
en+α,eα −∇2

eα,en+α
= Ren+αeα + 2∇T , for all 1 ≤ α ≤ n,

∇2
ea,eb −∇2

eb,ea = Reaeb , otherwise.

(2.12)
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Proof. By the definition, we have∇2
ea,eb

−∇2
eb,ea

=∇ea∇eb −∇eb∇ea −∇∇p.h.
ea eb−∇p.h.

eb
ea
.

This, together with (7.21), yields (2.12). �

2.4. Weitzenbock-type formula. We define the contact Dirac operator Dξ :
Γ(S±) → Γ(S∓) by

(2.13) Dξφ :=

2n∑

a=1

ea · ∇eaφ

Theorem 2.7 (Weitzenbock-type Formula). In the preceding notations, it
holds that

(2.14) D2
ξ = ∇∗∇+W − 2

n∑

β=1

eβen+β∇T

where W is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature (see the Appendix for an expla-
nation).

Proof. Fix x ∈M and choose a local orthonormal frame field {e1, · · · e2n} such that
en+α = Jeα, 1 ≤ α ≤ n and (∇ea)x = 0 for all 1 ≤ a ≤ 2n. Then from (2.13) we
have at x

D2
ξ =

2n∑

a,b=1

ea · ∇ea(eb · ∇eb)

=

2n∑

a,b=1

ea ·
(
(∇eaeb) · ∇eb + eb · ∇ea∇eb

)

=

2n∑

a,b=1

eaeb · ∇ea∇eb

=

2n∑

a,b=1

eaeb · ∇2
ea,eb

= −
2n∑

a=1

∇2
ea,ea +

∑

a<b

eaeb · (∇2
ea,eb

−∇2
eb,ea

)

= ∇∗∇+R− 2

n∑

α=1

eαen+α∇T

(2.15)

where

R =
1

2

2n∑

a,b=1

eaeb · Reaeb .
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To complete the proof, we need to show that R = W , the Tanaka-Webster scalar
curvature. We compute

R =
1

2

2n∑

a,b=1

eaeb · Reaeb

=
1

8

2n∑

a,b,c,d=1

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ec), ed > eaebeced, by (2.9),

=
1

8

2n∑

d=1




1

3

( ∑

a,b,c distinct

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ec) +Rp.h.
eb,ec

(ea) +Rp.h.
ec,ea(eb), ed > eaebec

)

+

2n∑

a,b=1

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ea), ed > eaebea +

2n∑

a,b=1

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(eb), ed > eaebeb



 ed.

(2.16)

We claim that

(2.17)

2n∑

d=1

( ∑

a,b,c distinct

< Rp.h.
ea,eb(ec)+Rp.h.

eb,ec(ea)+Rp.h.
ec,ea(eb), ed > eaebec

)
ed = 0.

Substituting (2.17) into (2.16) gives

R =
1

4

2n∑

a,b,d=1

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ea), ed > ebed

= −1

4

2n∑

b,d=1

Ricp.h.(eb, ed)ebed

= −1

4

2n∑

b=1

Ricp.h.(eb, eb)ebeb −
1

4

∑

b<d

Ricp.h.(eb, ed)ebed −
1

4

∑

b>d

Ricp.h.(eb, ed)ebed

=
1

4

2n∑

b=1

Ricp.h.(eb, eb) =
1

4
R (scalar curvature of ∇p.h.)

=W (Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature) (by (7.8) in the Appendix).

(2.18)

Finally we come back to prove the claim (2.17). From (7.24) in the Appendix, it
follows that

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ec) +Rp.h.
eb,ec

(ea) +Rp.h.
ec,ea(eb), ed >

= < T(ea, [eb, ec]) + T(eb, [ec, ea]) + T(ec, [ea, eb]), ed > .
(2.19)

By formulae (7.15) and (7.21) and noting that a, b, c are distinct, we observe that
the right hand side of (2.19) does not vanish if and only if {a, b, c} contains a
pair {β, n + β} for some β. That is, {a, b, c} = {β, n + β, γ} or {β, n + β, n + γ}
for some β, γ with 1 ≤ β, γ ≤ n and β 6= γ. For example, T(eβ , [en+β , eγ ]) +
T(en+β , [eγ , eβ]) + T(eγ , [eβ, en+β]) = −2T(eγ , T ) mod T. Therefore, substituting
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(2.19), together with (7.21), into the left hand side of (2.17), we have

2n∑

d=1

( ∑

a,b,c distinct

< Rp.h.
ea,eb

(ec) +Rp.h.
eb,ec

(ea) +Rp.h.
ec,ea(eb), ed > eaebec

)
ed

=6

2n∑

d=1

n∑

β,γ=1;β 6=γ

(
< T(er, T ), ed > eβen+βered+ < T(en+r, T ), ed > eβen+βen+red

)

=6
n∑

α=1

n∑

β,γ=1;β 6=γ

(
−ReAᾱ

γeβen+βeγeα + ImAᾱ
γeβen+βeγen+α

+ ImAᾱ
γeβen+βen+γeα +ReAᾱ

γeβen+βen+γen+α

)

=6

n∑

α,β,γ=1

(
−ReAᾱ

γeβen+βeγeα + ImAᾱ
γeβen+βeγen+α

+ ImAᾱ
γeβen+βen+γeα +ReAᾱ

γeβen+βen+γen+α

)

=6

n∑

β=1

eβen+β

( n∑

α,γ=1

−ReAᾱ
γeγeα + ImAᾱ

γeγen+α + ImAᾱ
γen+γeα

+ReAᾱ
γen+γen+α

)

=0

(2.20)

where, for the third and fourth equalities in (2.20) we have used the symmetry
of pseudohermitian torsion Aαβ and the basic relation eaeb + ebea = −2δab .This
completes the proof of the claim (2.17) and hence the proof of the theorem. �

Corollary 2.8. (Weizenbock-type formula for n = 2) In the preceding notations,
suppose further n = 2 (dimension = 5). Then it holds that

(2.21) D2
ξ = ∇∗∇+W on Γ(S+)

where W is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature.

Proof. (2.21) follows from (2.14) and (2.3). �

3. Asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifolds

Recall the standard coframe {̊θ,
√
2dzβ,

√
2dzβ̄} for the Heisenberg group Hn

(see the Appendix), where θ̊ = dt + izβdzβ̄ − izβ̄dzβ (cf. (7.18)). Let Bρ0
denote

the Heisenberg ball of radius ρ0, i.e. {|z|4 + t2 < ρ40} where |z|2 =
∑n

β=1 |zβ|2 (cf.

(7.20)).

Definition 3.1. A (2n+1)-dimensional pseudohermitian manifold (N, J, θ) is said
to be asymptotically flat pseudohermitian if N = N0 ∪N∞, with N0 compact

and N∞ diffemorphic to Hn \Bρ0
in which (J, θ) is close to (J̊ , θ̊) in the sense that

θ =
(
1 + cnAρ

−2n +O(ρ−2n−1)
)̊
θ +O(ρ−2n−1)βdz

β +O(ρ−2n−1)β̄dz
β̄ ;

θα = O(ρ−2n−1)̊θ + O(ρ−2n−2)β̄
αdzβ̄ +

(
1 + c̃nAρ

−2n +O(ρ−2n−1)
)√

2dzα,
(3.1)
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for some A ∈ R and a unitary coframe θα in coordinates (zβ, zβ̄, t) (called asymp-
totic coordinates) for N∞ on which ρ = ((

∑n
β=1 |zβ |2)2 + t2)1/4 = (|z|4 + t2)1/4 is

defined. We also require the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature W ∈ L1(N).

Remark 3.2. For the case of blowing up through the Green’s function (see Sub-
section 3.2.), we have cn = 4π

nan
(see (3.28) for the definition of an) and c̃n = 2π

nan
,

where a1 = 1.

Let {Zα, Zᾱ, T } be the frame dual to {θα, θᾱ, θ}. It follows from (3.1) that

Zα =
(
1− c̃nAρ

−2n +O(ρ−2n−1)
)
Z̊α +

∑

β 6=α

O(ρ−2n−2)α
βZ̊β

+
n∑

β=1

O(ρ−2n−2)α
β̄Z̊β̄ +O(ρ−2n−1)T̊ .

(3.2)

Writing

θ = åθ + bγdz
γ + cγ̄dz

γ̄ ;

θα = aαθ̊ + b
√
2dzα + cγ̄

αdzγ̄ ,
(3.3)

where

a = 1 + cnAρ
−2n +O(ρ−2n−1),

bγ = O(ρ−2n−1), cγ̄ = O(ρ−2n−1)γ̄ ,

b = 1 + c̃nAρ
−2n +O(ρ−2n−1),

aα = O(ρ−2n−1)α, cγ̄
α = O(ρ−2n−2)γ̄

α.

(3.4)

Substituting (3.3) into the Levi equation dθ = iδαβθ
α ∧ θβ̄ ((7.2) with hαβ̄ = δαβ)

gives

(3.5) aα =
−cnAnzαω√

2ρ2n+4
+ O(ρ−2n−2)

in view of (3.4), where ω = t+ i|z|2. Next we would like to compute the asymptotic
behavior of the connection forms θα

β and the torsion forms τβ . Write

θα
β = Aα

β θ̊ +Bα
β
γdz

γ + Cα
β
γ̄dz

γ̄ ;

τβ = Aβ θ̊ +Bβ
γdz

γ + Cβ
γ̄dz

γ̄ .
(3.6)

Lemma 3.3. With the notations above, it holds that in N∞, for the coefficients of
θα

β

(3.7) Aα
β = O(ρ−2n−2), Bα

β
γ = −Cβ

α
γ̄ ;

and for any fixed α,

Cα
β
γ̄ = O(ρ−2n−2), for β 6= α, γ 6= α

Cα
β
ᾱ =

−incnAzβω
ρ2n+4

+O(ρ−2n−2), for β 6= α

Cα
α
γ̄ =

−inc̃nAzγω
ρ2n+4

+O(ρ−2n−2), for γ 6= α

Cα
α
ᾱ =

−in(c̃n + cn)Az
αω

ρ2n+4
+O(ρ−2n−2);

(3.8)



THE CR YAMABE EQUATION 11

(recall ω = t+ i|z|2) and for the coefficients of τβ,

Aβ̄γ̄ = O(ρ−2n−2), Aβ = Aβ̄γ̄a
γ̄

Bβ
σ = Aβ̄γ̄cσ̄

γ , Cβ
γ̄ =

√
2Aβ̄γ̄b.

(3.9)

Proof. These formulas are easily seen from the structure equations (7.3) in pseudo-
hermitian geometry. �

3.1. Pseudohermitian mass. We define the pseudohermitian mass (p-mass in
short) m(J, θ) on an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold (N, J, θ) by

(3.10) m(J, θ) := lim
Λ→∞

ni

∮

SΛ

n∑

γ=1

θγ
γ ∧ θ ∧ (dθ)n−1

where SΛ ⊂ N∞ denotes a Heisenberg sphere ∂BΛ = {|z|4+t2 = Λ4} of large radius
Λ.

The p-mass of the Heisenberg group Hn is m(J, θ̊) = 0 since θ̊α
γ = 0 for all α,

γ ((7.19)). The notion of the p-mass was motivated by an idea in general relativity
(see [9] for the case of dimension 3). It has a variational meaning as shown below.
Consider the Einstein-Hilbert type action integral

(3.11) A(J, θ) = −
∫

N

W θ ∧ (dθ)n.

For θ fixed, consider the variation J(t) of J that maintains the asymptotically flat

structure. Then writing d
dt

∣∣
t=0

J(t) = 2E, E = Eγ
β̄θγ ⊗ Zβ̄ +Eγ̄

βθγ̄ ⊗ Zβ, we have

(3.12)
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
A(J(t), θ) +m(J(t), θ)

)
= n

∫

N

∑

β,γ

(Aβ
γ̄Eβ

γ̄ +Aβ̄
γEβ̄

γ) θ ∧ (dθ)n

where Aβ
γ̄ .are coefficients of the torsion forms τβ : τβ = Aβ

γ̄θ
γ̄ .

Lemma 3.4. In the preceding notations, it holds that

(3.13) m(J, θ) =
(
n!(22nn2)(nc̃n + cn)αnΩn

)
A

where Ωn is the Euclidean volume of the unit ball of Cn, α1 = 2, α2 = π
2 and

(3.14) αn =





∏m
k=1(2k)

∏m
k=1(2k+1)α1, n = 2m+ 1, m ≥ 1

∏m
k=2(2k−1)
∏m

k=2(2k)
α2, n = 2m, m ≥ 2

Proof. By (3.6),(3.7) and (3.8), we have

ni
∑

γ

θγ
γ = ni

∑

γ

Aγ
γ θ̊ +Bγ

γ
βdz

β + Cγ
γ
β̄dz

β̄

= ni

[
O(ρ−2n−2)̊θ +

(
−i(n2c̃n + ncn)Az

β̄w̄

ρ2n+4
+O(ρ−2n−2)

)
dzβ

+

(
−i(n2c̃n + ncn)Az

β̄w̄

ρ2n+4
+O(ρ−2n−2)

)
dzβ̄

]
.

(3.15)
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Observing that dρ = |z|2zβ̄dzβ+|z|2zβdzβ̄+tdt
2ρ3 = O(ρ), via (3.1) we have

(3.16) (dθ)n−1 = (d̊θ)n−1 +O(ρ−2).

Substituting (3.1), (3.15) and (3.16) into (3.10), we get (recall ω = t+ i|z|)

m(J, θ) = lim
Λ→∞

ni

∮

SΛ

∑

γ

θγ
γ ∧ θ ∧ (dθ)n−1

= n(n2c̃n + ncn)A

∮

∞
ρ−(2n+4)

∑

β

(zβ̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1

= n(n2c̃n + ncn)A

∮

S1

∑

β

(zβ̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1, S1 = {ρ = 1}.

(3.17)

We claim that

(3.18)

∮

S1

∑

β

(zβ̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 = 22nn!αnΩn

where

αn :=

∫ 1

−1

(1 − t2)
n−1
2 dt.

By trigonometric substitution, t = sin θ, −π
2 ≤ θ ≤ π

2 , it is easily seen that

αn = 2

∫ π
2

0

cosn θdθ.

Then (3.14) follows from Wallis’ formulas. Substituting (3.18) into (3.17), we com-
plete the proof of (3.13). Now, for (3.18) let z = rϕ where ϕ = (ϕ1, · · · , ϕn) ∈ the
unit sphere of Cn, i.e.

∑n
β=1 |ϕβ |2 = 1. Then, on S1 we have

zβdzβ̄ − zβ̄dzβ = r2(ϕβdϕβ̄ − ϕβ̄dϕβ),

(zβdzβ̄ + zβ̄dzβ) = 2r|ϕβ |2dr,
θ̊ = dt+ ir2

∑

β

(ϕβdϕβ̄ − ϕβ̄dϕβ),

d̊θ = 2i
(
r2
∑

β

dϕβ ∧ dϕβ̄ + rdr ∧
∑

β

(ϕβdϕβ̄ − ϕβ̄dϕβ)
)

= 2i(r2B2 + rdr ∧B1),

(3.19)

where B1 =
∑

β(ϕβdϕβ̄ − ϕβ̄dϕβ) and B2 =
∑

β dϕβ ∧ dϕβ̄ . Observe that

(3.20) (d̊θ)n−1 = (2i)n−1
(
(n− 1)(r2B2)

n−2 ∧ (rdr ∧B1) + (r2B2)
n−1
)
,
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Using (3.19), (3.20) and r4 + t2 = 1, we get

∮

S

∑

β

(zβ̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1

=

∮

S

∑

β

i|z|2(zβdzβ̄ − zβ̄dzβ) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 +

∮

S

∑

β

t(zβdzβ̄ + zβ̄dzβ) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1

=(2i)n−1

∮

S

(ir4B1 + 2trdr) ∧ (dt+ ir2B1) ∧ (r2B2)
n−1

=(2i)n−1

∮

S

(ir4B1 ∧ dt+ 2itr3dr ∧B1) ∧ (r2B2)
n−1

=2n−1

∮

S

r2n−2(iB1) ∧ dt ∧ (iB2)
n−1

=

∮

S

r2n−2(iB1) ∧ (2iB2)
n−1 ∧ dt

=

∫

{z∈Cn|r=1}

(∫ 1

−1

(1− t2)
n−1
2 dt

)
(iB1) ∧ (2iB2)

n−1

=αn

∫

{z∈Cn|r≤1}
d


∑

β

i(zβdzβ̄ − zβ̄dzβ) ∧ (2i
∑

β

dzβ ∧ dzβ̄)n−1




=αn

∫

{z∈Cn|r≤1}
(2i
∑

β

dzβ ∧ dzβ̄)n

=22nn!αnΩn.

(3.21)

This completes the proof of (3.18) and hence the lemma. �

We also define (a variant of p-mass in terms of real version of connection forms):

(3.22) m̃(J, θ) := lim
Λ→∞

∮

SΛ

2n∑

j,k=1

ωj
k(ej)ekydV,

where {ωj
k} denote the (real version of) connection forms with respect to an or-

thonormal frame {ej} (see the Appendix) and

dV :=
1

2nn!
θ ∧ (dθ)n = θ ∧




n∧

β=1

ωβ ∧ ωn+β


 .

Lemma 3.5. In the preceding notations, it holds that

(3.23) m̃(J, θ) =
(
2n+

3
2n2(c̃n + ncn)αnΩn

)
A

Proof. By the definition of interior product, we have
(3.24)

∑

j,k

ωj
k(ej)ekydV =

n∑

γ=1

(
ωj

γ(ej)ω
n+γ − ωj

n+γ(ej)ω
γ
)
∧θ∧




n∧

β=1,β 6=γ

ωβ ∧ ωn+β


 .
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Observe that

(3.25) θ ∧




n∧

β=1,β 6=γ

ωβ ∧ ωn+β


 =

(
i

2

)
θ ∧




n∧

β=1,β 6=γ

θβ ∧ θβ̄



and
∑

j

(
ωj

γ(ej)ω
n+γ − ωj

n+γ(ej)ω
γ
)

=
∑

α

(
−θᾱγ̄(Zα)θ

γ + θα
γ(Zᾱ)θ

γ̄
)

=i

(
∑

α

Cα
γ
ᾱ

)
θγ̄ + conj.

=
√
2n(ncn + c̃n)A

(
zγωdzγ̄ + zγ̄ω̄dzγ

ρ2n+4

)
+ h.d.o.t.

(3.26)

where h.d.o.t. means ”higher decay order term(s)” and recall ω = t + i|z|2. Sub-
stituting (3.25) and (3.26) into (3.24), and noting that

(3.27) θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 = 2n−1(n− 1)!

(
i

2

)n−1

θ̊ ∧
n∑

α=1




n∧

β=1,β 6=α

√
2dzβ ∧

√
2dzβ̄


 ,

we have

∑

j,k

ωj
k(ej)ekydV =

√
2n(ncn + c̃n)A

2n−1(n− 1)!

∑

γ

zγωdzγ̄ + zγ̄ω̄dzγ

ρ2n+4
∧ θ̊∧ (d̊θ)n−1+h.d.o.t.

Therefore

m̃(J, θ) = lim
Λ→∞

∮

SΛ

∑

j,k

ωj
k(ej)ekydV

=

√
2n(ncn + c̃n)A

2n−1(n− 1)!

∫

S1

∑

β

(zβ̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄) ∧ θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1.

Together with (3.18), we get the formula (3.23). �

3.2. Blow-up through the Green’s function. Suppose that (M,J) is spherical

in a neighborhood of a point p ∈ M . Then we can find a contact form θ̂ and local
coordinates (z, t) such that (z, t)(p) = 0 and near p

θ̂ = θ̊, θ̂
α
=

√
2dzα.

We call such kind of coordinates the CR normal coordinates (see ??). Recall ρ =
((
∑n

β=1 |zβ |2)2 + t2)1/4.

Proposition 3.6. With the notations above, in CR normal coordinates (z, t) the
Green’s function Gp of the CR invariant sublaplacian Lb (see (7.10) and (7.12) for
the definition of Lb and Gp) admits the following expansion

(3.28) Gp =
an
2π
ρ−2n +Ap +O(ρ)

for some dimensional constant an > 0 and some constant Ap ∈ R.
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Proof. To deduce formula (3.28), recall Lb := bn∆b +W where bn = 2 + 2
n , W is

the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature (see [17] or (7.10)). Since, near p ∈M, θ̂ = θ̊

hence Lb = bn∆̊b. Thus near p we have

bn∆̊b

(
Gp −

an
2π
ρ−2n

)
= bn∆̊bGp − bn∆̊b

(an
2π
ρ−2n

)
(3.29)

= LbGp −
anbn
2π

∆̊bρ
−2n

= 16δp − 16δp = 0.

Here we have used the following formulae (cf. (7.12))

(3.30) LbGp = 16δp,

(3.31) ∆̊bρ
−2n =

32π

anbn
δ0.

By (3.29) we conclude that Gp − an

2π ρ
−2n is a smooth function near p since ∆̊b is

hypoelliptic. So (3.28) follows. �

Note that (3.31) determines the value of an. We will consider the following pseu-
dohermitian manifold called the blow-up at p (through the Green’s function):

(3.32)
(
M \ {p}, J, θ := G

2
n
p θ̂
)
.

Proposition 3.7. With the preceding notations, we have (1)
(
M \ {p}, J, θ := G

2
n
p θ̂
)

is asymptotically flat; (2) The p-mass m(J, θ) is a positive multiple of Ap.

Proof. Take an admissible coframe {θα} for θ as follows:

(3.33) θα = G
1
n
p

(
θ̂
α
+ 2i(logG

1
n
p )αθ̂

)
.

Recall ([19, p.421]) that this coframe is taken to have hαβ = ĥαβ = δαβ . From
(3.28) it follows that

θ = G
2
n
p θ̂ =

(an
2π
ρ−2n +Ap +O(ρ)

) 2
n

θ̊

=
(an
2π

) 2
n

(
ρ−4 +

4π

nan
Apρ

2n−4 +O(ρ2n−3)

)
θ̊,

(3.34)

and (recall ω = t+ i|z|2)

θα = G
1
n
p

(
θ̂
α
+ 2i(logG

1
n
p )αθ̂

)

=
(an
2π
ρ−2n +Ap +O(ρ)

) 1
n √

2dzα +
2i

n
G

1−n
n

p

(
ẐᾱGp

)
θ̊

=
(an
2π

) 1
n

(
ρ−2 +

2π

nan
Apρ

2n−2 +O(ρ2n−1)

)√
2dzα

+
(an
2π

) 1
n 2i

n

(
in√
2

zαω

ρ2n+4
+O(1)

)(
ρ2n−2 +

2(1− n)π

nan
Apρ

4n−2 +O(ρ4n−1)

)
θ̊.

(3.35)
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Next we would like to express θ and θα in inverted CR normal coordinates (z∗, t∗).
If (z, t) are CR normal coordinates in a neighborhood U of p, we define the inverted
CR normal coordinates as

zα∗ =
zα

ω
; t∗ = − t

|ω|2 on U \ {p}, ω = t+ i|z|2, |z|2 =

n∑

α=1

|zα|2.

Then we have

θ =
(an
2π

) 2
n

(
1 +

4π

nan
Apρ

−2n
∗ρ +O(ρ−2n−1

∗ )

)
(̊θ)∗(3.36)

θα =
(an
2π

) 1
n

(
1 +

2π

nan
Apρ

−2n
∗ +O(ρ−2n−1

∗ )

)


n∑

β=1

aαβ
√
2dzβ∗




+
(an
2π

) 2
n

(
2
√
2π

an
Ap

zα

ω2
ρ−2n+2
∗ +O(ρ−2n−2

∗ )

)
(̊θ)∗

where

(3.37) aαβ =





(2i|zα|2−ω)ρ2

ω2 , α = β

(2izαzβ̄)ρ2

ω2 , α 6= β.

Changing coordinates (z∗, t∗) by rescaling to absorb constant (an/2π)
2/n, we obtain

that

(3.38) A in (3.1) = (
an
2π

)2Ap.

Note that setting z̃α = (an/2π)
1/nzα∗ , t̃ = (an/2π)

2/nt∗ gives ρ−2n
∗ = (an/2π)

2ρ̃−2n.

We have shown that
(
M \ {p}, J, θ = G

2
n
p θ̂
)
is an asymptotically flat pseudohermi-

tian manifold. By (3.13) and (3.38) we also conclude that m(J, θ) is a positive
multiple of Ap. �

4. Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2

4.1. Proof for m ≥ 0. First we need to find a positive spinor ψ satisfying the
equation D2

ξψ = 0 and approaching a constant spinor at the infinity. Let us begin
with the definition of weighted Folland-Stein spaces on the Heisenberg group Hn.
See the Appendix for basic material about Hn. Let σ := (1+ρ4)1/4 where we recall
ρ = ((

∑n
β=1 |zβ|2)2 + t2)1/4. The weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp

δ(Hn), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

with weight δ ∈ R are the spaces of measurable functions in Lp
loc(Hn) such that the

norms ‖ · ‖p,δ defined by

(4.1) ‖u‖p,δ :=
{ (∫

Hn
|u|pσ−δp−Q θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n

)1/p
, 1 ≤ p <∞

ess supHn
(σ−δ|u|), p = ∞,

are finite. Here Q = 2n+ 2 is the homogeneous dimension. The weighted Folland-
Stein spaces Sp

k,δ(Hn) are now defined with respect to the norm

(4.2) ‖u‖k,p,δ :=
k∑

j=0

‖∇ju‖p,δ−j ,
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where ∇ju :=
∑

|I|=j e̊Iu, I = (i1, · · · , ij) a multiindex and e̊Iu = e̊i1 · · · e̊iju (see

(7.17) for the definition of e̊j). We can then extend the definition to the sections
of S+ over an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold N with ∇ being a spin
connection.

Proposition 4.1. ([11]) Suppose that (N, J, θ) is an asymptotically flat, pseudo-
hermitian and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is spherical. Then for
0 < η < 4, the square of the contact Dirac operator

(4.3) D2
ξ : S2

3,−η(S
+) −→ S2

1,−η−2(S
+)

is an isomorphism, where Sp
k,δ(S

+) denotes the weighted Folland-Stein space of

sections of S+ over N .

Proof. (sketch) By Corollary 2.8 (Weitzenbock formula for n = 2, dimension =
2n+ 1 = 5), we have

(4.4) D2
ξ = ∇∗∇+W

on S2
3,−η(S

+), which is subelliptic. We can then apply similar ideas in [1] to show
that (4.3) is an isomorphism (a subelliptic analogue of Proposition 2.2 in [1]. We
refer the details to a separate paper [11]. �

Corollary 4.2. With the same assumptions and notations as in Proposition 4.1,
let ψ0 ∈ S+ be a spinor field on N which is constant near the infinity. Then there
is a spinor field ψ ∈ S+ such that

D2
ξψ = 0,(4.5)

ψ − ψ0 ∈ S2
3,−4+ε(S

+) for small ε > 0.

Proof. The asymptotic conditions imply that connection forms acting on orthonor-
mal frame fields are O(ρ−5). It follows that Dξψ0 ∈ S2

2,−5(S
+) and hence D2

ξψ0 ∈
S2
1,−6+ε(S

+) for small ε > 0. Therefore by Proposition 4.1 we find a unique

ψ−4+ε ∈ S2
3,−4+ε(S

+) by taking η = 4 − ε such that D2
ξψ−4+ε = −D2

ξψ0. Then
ψ = ψ0 + ψ−4+ε is the required spinor field. �

Proposition 4.3. (Regularity for the decay order) With the same assumptions and
notations as in Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2, we have Dξψ ∈ S2

2,−6+ε(S
+).

Proof. From Corollary 4.2 and the asymptotic conditions, we learn that Dξψ =
Dξψ0 + Dξψ−4+ε ∈ S2

2,−5+ε (omitting S+). We want to show that Dξψ gains one

more decay order by applying the following scale-broken estimate: for u ∈ S2
2,δ(S

+)
on H2 it holds that

(4.6) ||u||2,2,δ ≤ C(||D2
ξu||0,2,δ−2 + ||u||L2(BR̄))

where BR̄ is a Heisenberg ball of radius R̄ in H2 (see [11]). Let χr denote a cutoff
function on H2 such that χr = 1 on Br2 and χr = 0 on H2\B2r2 where Ba denotes
the Heisenberg ball of radius a. Let ϕ1/r be a family of (C∞) smooth functions

with compact support B̄1/r ⊂ H2, tending to δ0, the delta function at the origin as
r → ∞. By identifying the end N∞ with H2\BR through asymptotic coordinates,
we extend ψ into BR smoothly and denote the extension (now defined on H2) by

ψ̃. Consider

(Dξψ̃)(r) := (χr(Dξψ̃)) ∗ ϕ1/r on H2
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where ”∗” denotes the convolution with respect to the Heisenberg multiplication
(see [3, Ch.10]). Observe that (Dξψ̃)(r) has the following properties:

(1) (Dξψ̃)(r)(x) → Dξψ̃(x) as r → ∞ since χr → 1, ϕ1/r → δ0,(4.7)

(2) (Dξψ̃)(r)(x) at x = ∞ has any decay order for a given r.

Note that (Dξψ̃)(r) ∈ S2
2,δ(S

+) on H2 for any δ ∈ R by (2) in (4.7). So we can

substitute u = (Dξψ̃)(r) into (4.6). Observing that D2
ξ ψ̃ = D2

ξψ = 0 on H2\BR
∼=

N∞, we compute

Dξ(χr(Dξψ̃)) = ea(χr)ea ·Dξψ̃ + χrD
2
ξ ψ̃

= ea(χr)ea ·Dξψ̃ for x ∈ H2\BR
∼= N∞

and

D2
ξ (χr(Dξψ̃)) = ebea(χr)eb · ea ·Dξψ̃(4.8)

+ea(χr)eb · ∇LC
eb ea ·Dξψ̃

+ea(χr)eb · ea · ∇eb(Dξψ̃).

Given a point p, we can choose an orthonormal frame field such that ∇LC
eb
ea = 0

at p. Together with ebea = −eaeb − 2δab we reduce (4.8) to

D2
ξ(χr(Dξψ̃)) = ebea(χr)eb · ea ·Dξψ̃(4.9)

+ea(χr)ea ·D2
ξ ψ̃ − 2ea(χr)∇ea(Dξψ̃)

= ebea(χr)eb · ea ·Dξψ̃ − 2ea(χr)∇ea(Dξψ̃)

for p ∈ H2\BR
∼= N∞. Note that in (4.9) ea(χr) ∼ 1

r2 , ebea(χr) ∼ 1
r3 as r large and

Dξψ̃ (resp. ∇ea(Dξψ̃)) decays at ∞ in order −5+ ε (resp. −6+ ε). It follows that

||D2
ξ(χr(Dξψ̃))||0,2,−8+ε ≤ C, independent of r. So (see [3, Ch.10])) in view of (4.9)

it holds that

D2
ξ,x(Dξψ̃)(r)(x) =

∫

y∈B1/r⊂H2

D2
ξ,x(χr(Dξψ̃))(xy

−1)ϕ1/r(y)dV (y)

tends to 0 (resp. D2
ξ,x(Dξψ̃)(x)) for x ∈ H2\BR

∼= N∞ (resp. for x ∈ BR) as

r → ∞ and it converges in the norm || · ||0,2,−8+ε. Here we have used the Heisenberg

translation invariance of Dξ. On the other hand, it is easy to get (Dξψ̃)(r) → Dξψ̃

in L2(BR̄) as r → ∞. Now for r1, r2 large enough, by (4.6) we have

||(Dξψ̃)(r1) − (Dξψ̃)(r2)||2,2,−6+ε(4.10)

≤ C(||D2
ξ (Dξψ̃)(r1) −D2

ξ(Dξψ̃)(r2)||0,2,−8+ε + ||(Dξψ̃)(r1) − (Dξψ̃)(r2)||L2(BR̄).

But the right hand side of (4.10) is small since D2
ξ(Dξψ̃)(r) and (Dξψ̃)(r) are Cauchy

in r with respect to their respective norms. Therefore {(Dξψ̃)(r)}r is a Cauchy

sequence in r with respect to the norm || · ||2,2,−6+ε. Thus as r → ∞, (Dξψ̃)(r) →
Dξψ̃ ∈ S2

2,−6+ε. Since Dξψ = Dξψ̃ on H2\BR
∼= N∞. It follows that Dξψ ∈ S2

2,−6+ε.
�

Choose a constant spinor ψ0 ∈ S+ with |ψ0| = 1 at infinity, and extend it to
a smooth spinor on the whole space N . By (4.5) in Corollary 4.2 we can find a
spinor field ψ = ψ0 + ψ−4+ε satisfying D2

ξψ = 0 and ψ−4+ε ∈ S2
2,−4+ε(S

+). Now

applying the Weitzenbock formula (2.21) to ψ and integrating by parts over the
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region NR = {ρ ≤ R} (we abuse the notation; more accurately NR = N\N∞, N∞
is diffeomorphic to {ρ > R} in the Heisenberg group), we have

∫

NR

|∇ψ|2 +W |ψ|2dV (dV := θ ∧ (dθ)2)

=Re

∫

SR

〈
ψ,∇iψ

〉
eiydV (SR := ∂NR = {ρ = R})

=Re

∫

SR

(〈
ψ0,∇iψ0

〉
+
〈
ψ0,∇iψ−4+ε

〉
+
〈
ψ−4+ε,∇iψ0

〉
+
〈
ψ−4+ε,∇iψ−4+ε

〉)
eiydV.

(4.11)

Since
〈
ψ0, [ej , ek]ψ0

〉
=
〈
ψ0, (ejek − ekej)ψ0

〉

=
〈
ejψ0,−ekψ0

〉
+
〈
ekψ0, ejψ0

〉

=
〈
ekejψ0, ψ0

〉
+
〈
− ejekψ0, ψ0

〉

=
〈
[ek, ej ]ψ0, ψ0

〉
= −

〈
[ej , ek]ψ0, ψ0

〉

= −
〈
ψ0, [ej, ek]ψ0

〉
,

(4.12)

we have Re
〈
ψ0, [ej , ek]ψ0

〉
= 0, and hence the first term in the RHS of (4.11)

vanishes as R → ∞. Furthermore, since ψ−4+ε = O(ρ−4+ε), ∇ψ−4+ε = O(ρ−5+ε)
and ∇ψ0 = O(ρ−5+ε), the third and the fourth terms in the RHS of (4.11) also
vanish.

Finally, we are going to show that the second term in the RHS of (4.11) will
catch the p-mass as R → ∞. For this, let Li denote the operator

(4.13) Li = ∇i + eiDξ.

Noting that eiej =
1
2 [ei, ej]− δij , we have

(4.14) Li = (δij + eiej)∇j =
1

2
[ei, ej ]∇j .

Let α denote the 3-form
〈
[ei, ej]ψ0, ψ−4+ε

〉
eiyejydV . Then

(4.15) dα = −4
(〈
Liψ0, ψ−4+ε

〉
−
〈
ψ0, Liψ−4+ε

〉)
eiydV.

Therefore, by Stokes’ theorem we have

(4.16)

∫

SR

〈
Liψ0, ψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV. =

∫

SR

〈
ψ0, Liψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV,

hence the second term in the RHS of (4.11) becomes

−Re
∫

SR

〈
ψ0,∇iψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV = Re

∫

SR

〈
ψ0, (eiDξ − Li)ψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV

= Re

∫

SR

(〈
ψ0,−eiDξψ0

〉
−
〈
Liψ0, ψ−4+ε

〉
+O(ρ−6+ε)

)
eiydV,

(4.17)

where in the last equality, we have used the fact Dξψ−4+ε = −Dξψ0 + O(ρ−6+ε)

by Proposition 4.3. As before,
〈
Liψ0, ψ−4+ε

〉
= O(ρ−9+2ε), so the second and third
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terms in the RHS of (4.17) vanishes as R → ∞. On the other hand

(4.18) eiDξψ0 = eiek∇kψ0 = eiek


ekψ0 −

1

4

2n∑

m,l=1

ωm
l(ek)elemψ0


 .

Substituting (4.18) into (4.17), we get

−Re

∫

SR

〈
ψ0,∇iψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV

= −
∫

SR

1

4

2n∑

m,l=1

ωm
l(ek)Re

〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

=

∫

SR

1

4
ωk

i(ek)|ψ0|2eiydV +
∑

m 6=i

∑

l 6=k

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV,

(4.19)

where the first integral on the RHS of (4.19) is taken over all terms with m=i and
l = k in the middle term, and the last integral in (4.19) is taken over all terms
with either m 6= i or l 6= k, and hence m 6= i and l 6= k (This is because that
Re
〈
ψ, [ej , ek]ψ

〉
= 0 for any spinor ψ). In addition, since ωl

l = 0, the last integral
survives only for m 6= i, l 6= k, l 6= m as well as i 6= k. It follows that

∑

m 6=i

∑

l 6=k

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

=
∑

i6=k,i6=m,l 6=k,l 6=m

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

=

∫

SR

1

4
ωk

i(ek)|ψ0|2eiydV

+
∑

(i,k,l.m)∈I(2)

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

(4.20)

where the index set I(n) is defined as follows:

I(n) := {(i, k, l,m) : i 6= k, i 6= l, i 6= m, k 6= l, k 6= m,(4.21)

l 6= m, 1 ≤ i, k, l,m ≤ 2n}.

Substituting (4.20) into (4.19) gives

−Re

∫

SR

〈
ψ0,∇iψ−4+ε

〉
eiydV

= −
∫

SR

1

4

2n∑

m,l=1

ωm
l(ek)Re

〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

=

∫

SR

1

2
ωk

i(ek)|ψ0|2eiydV

+
∑

(i,k,l.m)∈I(2)

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

(4.22)
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Putting (4.22) into (4.11), letting R → ∞ and using (3.22), (3.23) and Lemma
4.4 below, we obtain a Witten-type formula

∫

N

|∇ψ|2 +W |ψ|2dV =
1

2
m̃(J, θ) + 16(c2 − c̃2)α2Ω2A(4.23)

=
(
16
[
(2
√
2 + 1)c2 + (

√
2− 1)c̃2

]
α2Ω2

)
A.

This shows that A ≥ 0, and hence the p-mass is nonnegative by (3.13). In the proof
above we have used the following result.

Lemma 4.4. For the case n = 2, it holds that
∑

(i,k,l,m)∈I(2)

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

=16(c2 − c̃2)α2Ω2A, as R→ ∞,

(4.24)

Remark 4.5. For blow-ups through the Green’s function, we have c2 > c̃2. Note
that (4.24) may not hold in general for n > 2.

Proof. First for any positive spinor ψ, (e1e3 + e2e4)ψ = 0 implies
〈
ψ, e1e3e2e4ψ

〉
=
〈
− e1e3ψ, e2e4ψ

〉

=
〈
e2e4ψ, e2e4ψ

〉

=
〈
ψ, e4e2e2e4ψ

〉
= |ψ|2.

Therefore Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
= ±|ψ0|2 for any indices i, k, l,m such that each one

is different from others. Let

I =
∑

(i,k,l.m)∈I(2)

∫

SR

1

4
ωl

m(ek)Re
〈
ψ0, eiekelemψ0

〉
eiydV

(see (4.21) for the definition of the index set I(2)). Then we have

I =
1

2

∫

SR

[
(−ω1

2(e3) + ω1
3(e2)− ω2

3(e1))ω
2
]
|ψ0|2 ∧ θ ∧ ω1 ∧ ω3

+
1

2

∫

SR

[
(ω1

3(e4)− ω1
4(e3) + ω3

4(e1))ω
4
]
|ψ0|2 ∧ θ ∧ ω1 ∧ ω3

+
1

2

∫

SR

[
(ω1

2(e4)− ω1
4(e2) + ω2

4(e1))ω
1+
]
|ψ0|2 ∧ θ ∧ ω2 ∧ ω4

+
1

2

∫

SR

[
(ω2

4(e3)− ω2
3(e4)− ω3

4(e2))ω
3
]
|ψ0|2 ∧ θ ∧ ω2 ∧ ω4,

(4.25)

where

2(−ω1
2(e3) + ω1

3(e2)− ω2
3(e1))

= −(θ1
2 + θ1̄

2̄)(iZ1 − iZ1̄)− 2iθ1
1(Z2 + Z2̄) + i(θ2

1 − θ2̄
1̄)(Z1 + Z1̄)

= 2i(θ1
2(Z1̄) + θ2

1(Z1)− θ1
1(Z2)− θ1

1(Z2̄))

= 2i(θ1
2(Z̊1̄) + θ2

1(Z̊1)− θ1
1(Z̊2)− θ1

1(Z̊2̄)) + h.d.o.t. (by (3.2))

= 2i(C1
2
1̄ +B2

1
1 −B1

1
2 − C1

1
2̄) + h.d.o.t. (by (3.6))

=
2
√
2

ρ8
(c2 − c̃2)A(z

2̄ω̄ + z2ω) + h.d.o.t. (by (3.7), (3.8))

(4.26)
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(h.d.o.t. means ”higher decay order term(s)”). Similarly, we have

2(ω1
3(e4)− ω1

4(e3) + ω3
4(e1))

=
2
√
2i

ρ8
(c2 − c̃2)A(z

2̄ω̄ − z2ω) + h.d.o.t.,
(4.27)

2(ω1
2(e4)− ω1

4(e2) + ω2
4(e1))

=
2
√
2

ρ8
(c2 − c̃2)A(z

1̄ω̄ + z1ω) + h.d.o.t.,
(4.28)

2(ω2
4(e3)− ω2

3(e4) + ω3
4(e2))

=
2
√
2i

ρ8
(c2 − c̃2)A(z

1̄ω̄ − z1ω) + h.d.o.t..
(4.29)

Substituting (4.26),(4.27),(4.28),(4.29) into (4.25), we have, modulo the higher de-
cay order terms (h.d.o.t. in short),

I =
(c2 − c̃2)√

2
A

∫

SR

|ψ0|2
(z2̄ω̄θ2 + z2ωθ2̄) ∧ θ ∧ i

2θ
1 ∧ θ1̄ + (z1̄ω̄θ1 + z1ωθ1̄) ∧ θ ∧ i

2θ
2 ∧ θ2̄

ρ8

=
(c2 − c̃2)√

2
A

∫

SR

|ψ0|2
∑2

β=1(z
β̄ω̄θβ + zβωθβ̄)

ρ8
∧ i

2
θ ∧ (θ1 ∧ θ1̄ + θ2 ∧ θ2̄)

=
(c2 − c̃2)A

2

∫

SR

|ψ0|2
∑2

β=1(z
β̄ω̄dzβ + zβωdzβ̄)

ρ8
∧ θ̊ ∧ d̊θ (by (3.1), (3.27)).

(4.30)

Therefore, by (3.18) we have

(4.31) lim
R→∞

I = 16(c2 − c̃2)α2Ω2A.

�

4.2. The case m = 0. Next, we prove that if m(J, θ) = 0, then N is isomorphic
to the Heisenberg group H2 as a pseudohermitian manifold.

Lemma 4.6. The p-mass m(J, θ) = 0 implies the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature
W = 0.

Proof. This is immediately obtained from the Witten-type formula (4.23) and note
that W ≥ 0. �

Lemma 4.7. The p-mass m(J, θ) = 0 implies the torsion (forms) τβ = Aβ
γ̄θ

γ̄ ≡ 0
for all β.

Proof. Motivated by the idea of Schoen and Yau in [26], we consider the flow ϕs

generated by the Reeb vector field T of N , and set Js = ϕ∗
sJ . (J̇ = LTJ = 2iAβ

ᾱθ
ᾱ ⊗ Zβ − 2iAβ̄

αθ
α ⊗ Zβ̄ , .see (7.16)). We need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose m(J, θ) = 0. For s, |s| small enough, there is a unique

positive function us on N such that (N, Js, u
2/n
s θ) is asymptotically flat with zero

Tanaka-Webster curvature, and

(4.32) m(Js, u
2/n
s θ) = C′

n

∫

N

Wsus θ ∧ (dθ)n
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for some negative constant C′
n, where Ws denotes the Tanaka-Webster scalar cur-

vature with respect to (Js, θ).

Proof. (of Proposition 4.8) In order for the structure (Js, u
2/n
s θ) to be scalar flat,

the function us must satisfy

(4.33) bn∆b(s)us +Wsus = 0

where ∆b(s) denotes the sublaplacian with respect to (Js, θ). Let Ws− denote the
negative part ofWs,meaning thatWs−(x) := min{Ws(x), 0}.Write dVθ := θ∧(dθ)n.
For |s| small enough, Ws is not too negative in the sense that

(4.34)

(∫

N

|Ws−|n+1 dVθ

) 1
n+1

≤ ε0

for some given small ε0 (which we will specify later). Using (4.34) and the Sobolev
type inequality (p = bn = 2 + 2

n )

(4.35)

(∫

N

|u|p dVθ
)1/p

≤ C

(∫

N

|∇b(s)u|2 dVθ
)1/2

for any function u with compact support on N , we have
∫

N

〈
(bn∆b(s) +Ws)u, u

〉
dVθ

=bn

∫

N

|∇b(s)u|2 dVθ +
∫

N

Wsu
2 dVθ

≥bn
∫

N

|∇b(s)u|2 dVθ −
∫

N

|Ws−|u2 dVθ

≥bn
∫

N

|∇b(s)u|2 dVθ −
(∫

N

|Ws−|n+1dVθ

)1/(n+1)(∫

N

up dVθ

)2/p

≥(bn − ε0C
2)

∫

N

|∇b(s)u|2 dVθ.

(4.36)

Choose ε0 > 0 small so that bn − ε0C
2 > 0. The estimate (4.36) implies that

bn∆b(s) +Ws is coercive for |s| small. Therefore there exists a solution vs of

(4.37) bn∆b(s)vs +Wsvs =Ws

on N , which decays to zero at infinity. More precisely, using estimates similar to
those of Lemma 3.2 in [26], together with (3.31), one finds that

(4.38) vs =
1

cπρ2n

∫

N

(Ws −Wsvs) dVθ +O(ρ−2n−1)

near ∞ for some c > 0. Let us = 1− vs. Then, by (4.37) us is the unique positive

function us on N satisfying bn∆b(s)us + Wsus = 0. Therefore, (N, Js, u
2/n
s θ) is

asymptotically flat with zero Tanaka-Webster curvature. It follows from (4.38)
that

us = 1− 1

cπρ2n

∫

N

Wsus dVθ +O(ρ−2n−1)
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and hence

up−2
s θ =

(
1− 1

cπρ2n

∫

N

Wsus dVθ +O(ρ−2n−1)

)p−2

((
1 + cnAρ

−2n +O(ρ−2n−1)
)̊
θ +O(ρ−2n−1)βdz

β +O(ρ−2n−1)β̄dz
β̄
)

=

(
1−

[
(p− 2)

cπ

∫

N

Wsus dVθ

]
ρ−2n +O(ρ−2n−1)

)
θ̊

+O(ρ−2n−1)βdz
β +O(ρ−2n−1)β̄dz

β̄.

(4.39)

For the second equality of (4.39), we have used A = 0 by (3.13) since m(J, θ) = 0 by
assumption. Therefore, from (4.39) the p-mass formula (4.32) follows by comparing
(3.13) with (3.1). �

Now we proceed to prove lemma 4.7. Generalizing [7, (2.20)] to higher dimen-
sions, we have

(4.40)
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

Ws =
∑

α,γ

i(Eαγ,γ̄ᾱ − Eᾱγ̄,γα)− n
∑

α,γ

(Aᾱγ̄Eαγ +AαγEᾱγ̄)

where d
ds

∣∣∣
s=0

Js = 2E = 2Eγ
β̄θγ ⊗ Zβ̄ + 2Eγ̄

βθγ̄ ⊗ Zβ with Eαγ = −iAαγ . From

(4.32) and (4.40), we have

d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

m(Js, u
2/n
s θ) = C′

n

∫

N

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

Ws · u0 +W0
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

us) dVθ

= C′
n

∫

N

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

Ws dVθ, (u0 = 1, W0 = 0),

= −2nC′
n

∫

N

∑

α,γ

|Aαγ |2 dVθ

> 0 (C′
n < 0)

(4.41)

if some Aαγ 6= 0 at some point, where for the third equality we have used the
divergence theorem and the decay order of the torsion. Therefore, if the torsion
does not vanish identically, we can construct an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian

manifold (N, Js, u
2/n
s θ) for s < 0, |s| small with zero Tanaka-Webster curvature and

negative p-mass by (4.41). This contradicts (4.23) and Lemma 4.7 follows. �

Lemma 4.9. The p-mass m(J, θ) = 0 implies the pseudohermitian curvature Rαβ̄ρσ̄

≡ 0.

Proof. Recall ([20]) that if Aαβ = 0 (implied by Lemma 4.7), then we have the
Bianchi identity

Rαβ̄ρσ̄,γ −Rαβ̄γσ̄,ρ = 0;

Rρσ̄,γ −Rγσ̄,ρ = 0,
(4.42)

and the contracted identity

(4.43) Rγσ̄,σ = 0.
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That N is spherical implies

0 = Sαβ̄ρσ̄

= Rαβ̄ρσ̄ − 1

n+ 2
(Rαβ̄hρσ̄ +Rρβ̄hασ̄ + δα

βRρσ̄ + δρ
βRασ̄)

+
W

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)
(δα

βhρσ̄ + δρ
βhασ̄).

(4.44)

Taking covariant derivative of (4.44), we obtain via Lemma 4.6 (W = 0)

(4.45) Rαβ̄ρσ̄,γ =
1

n+ 2
(Rαβ̄,γhρσ̄ +Rρβ̄,γhασ̄ + δα

βRρσ̄,γ + δρ
βRασ̄,γ);

and (by interchanging ρ and γ)

(4.46) Rαβ̄γσ̄,ρ =
1

n+ 2
(Rαβ̄,ρhγσ̄ +Rγβ̄,ρhασ̄ + δα

βRγσ̄,ρ + δγ
βRασ̄,ρ);

Subtracting (4.46) from (4.45) and using the Bianchi identities (4.42), we get

(4.47) 0 =
1

n+ 2
(Rαβ̄,γhρσ̄ + δρ

βRασ̄,γ −Rαβ̄,ρhγσ̄ − δγ
βRασ̄,ρ).

Considering (4.47) for β = γ and taking the sum over β, we have in view of (4.43)

0 =
1

n+ 2
(−nRασ̄,ρ).

That is, Rασ̄ is paralell and hence vanishing since N is asymptotically flat. This
together with (4.44) gives the pseudohermitian curvature Rαβ̄ρσ̄ ≡ 0. �

Take q0 ∈ N∞ = N\N0, a simply connected neighborhood. By Lemma 4.7 and
Lemma 4.9, we find a pseudohermitian isomorphism between N∞ and its image V
in H2. Call Ψ : V → N∞, the inverse of this map. Note that Ψ is an isometry with

respect to the adapted (Webster’s) metrics Lθ̊+ θ̊⊗ θ̊ and Lθ + θ⊗θ (recall that Lθ

denotes the Levi metric, cf. (7.1)) respectively. Observe that the distance between
q0 and ∞ is ∞ and so V ⊂ H2 must be a neighborhood of∞ by a simple topological
argument. Now extend Ψ to a covering map Ψ̃ : H2 → N via the pseudohermitian
development. Note that V is contained in a fundamental domain. If Ψ̃ is not 1-
1, then there are at least two fundamental domains. But one of them (the one
which contains V ) has infinite volume while any other one has finite volume. The

contradiction shows Ψ̃ is 1-1 and a pseudohermitian isomorphism. This concludes
N ≃ H2 as pseudohermitian manifolds. We have completed the proof of Theorem
1.1.

Proof. (of Corollary 1.2) Consider the blow-up (N = M\{p}, J, θ = G
2/n
p θ̂). By

Proposition 3.7 (1) (N, J, θ) is asymptotically flat. It is obvious that N = M\{p}
⊂ M is spin since M is spin. From the transformation law (7.11) it follows that
WJ,θ = 0 on N. We can now apply Theorem 1.1 to complete the proof. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let (M2n+1, J, θ) be a closed pseudohermitian manifold with the Tanaka-Webster
scalar curvature W = WJ,θ > 0. For each point p ∈M2n+1, let Gp be the Green’s
function (exists since WJ,θ > 0) of the CR invariant sublaplacian Lb with pole at
p, namely 0 < Gp ∈ C∞(M2n+1 \ {p}) such that LbGp = 16δp (3.30) where Lb =
bn∆b +W, bn = 2 + 2

n . Recall (3.32) that the blow-up (or the ”generalized Cayley
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transform”) at p is the noncompact pseudohermitian manifold (M2n+1 \ {p}, J,
G

2
n
p θ). By the transformation law (7.11), we obtain W

J,G
2
n
p θ

= 0 on M2n+1 \ {p}.

Let θ̂ = G
2
n
p θ and the volume form dVθ̂ := θ̂ ∧ (dθ̂)n. A standard cut-off function

argument implies that

(5.1) Y(M2n+1, J) = inf
φ∈C∞

0 (M\{p})

∫
M\{p} bn|∇

θ̂
bφ|2 dVθ̂

(
∫
M\{p} |φ|bn dVθ̂)

2/bn
,

(see (7.13) for the definition of the CR Yamabe constant Y(M2n+1, J)) where the
infimum is taken for φ ∈ C∞

0 (M \{p}) with both numerator and denominator finite.
We remark that by a routine approximation argument, the set of test functions
may be enlarged to consist of positive Lipchitz functions on M2n+1 \ {p} with
both numerator and denominator finite, which is called the set of admissible test

functions. Let Eθ̂(φ) :=
∫
M\p bn|∇

θ̂
bφ|2 dVθ̂. Let s = bn = 2+ 2

n and || · ||s denote

the Ls-norm with respect to the volume dVθ̂. We have the following test function
estimate.

Theorem 5.1. With the notations above, we assume that (M,J) is a closed spher-
ical CR manifold of dimension 2n+ 1. Then for each n ≥ 1 we construct a family
of test functions φβ such that

(5.2) Eθ̂(φβ) ≤ Y(S2n+1, Ĵ)‖φβ‖22+ 2
n
− CnApβ

−2n +O(β−2n−1)

for β large, where Ap is the constant in the expansion of the Green’s function Gp

(see (3.28)) and Cn is a positive dimensional constant.

5.1. The constant in the expansion of the Green’s function. By Proposition

3.7 (1) (with notations θ and θ̂ switched), G
2
n
p ·θ is asymptotically flat. Hence writing

G
2
n
p · θ = h

2
n · θ̊ in asymptotic coordinates (z, t) (recall (3.36) rescaled to absorb

(an/2π)
2/n) for a positive smooth function h = h(z, t), we have

h(∞) = lim
(z,t)→∞

h(z, t) = 1

h(z, t) = 1 +
an
2π
Ap · ρ−2n +O(ρ−2n−1),

(5.3)

where ρ = ρ(z, t) = (|z|4 + t2)1/4 and Ap is the constant in the expansion of the
Green’s function Gp (see (3.28)). We would like to remark that the constant Ap

doesn’t depend on the choice of local coordinates near p ∈M2n+1.

5.2. Test function estimate: proof of Theorem 5.1. First, let us recall that

the family of extremals to Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg group (Hn, θ̊)

(suppressing the obvious CR structure J̊) is given by the following

uβ(z, t) = βn · |ω + iβ2|−n

where ω = t+ i|z|2 and β > 0. The family {uβ(z, t) : β > 0} satisfy the following

CR Yamabe equation on (Hn, θ̊):

(5.4) Dθ̊(uβ/Kn) = Y(S2n+1, Ĵ) · (uβ/Kn)
1+ 2

n ,

where ‖uβ‖s = Kn (recall s = bn = 2 + 2
n ), Dθ̊ = bn∆

θ̊
b (= Lb on (Hn, θ̊) since

W = 0) and Y(S2n+1, Ĵ) is the CR Yamabe constant of the standard CR sphere
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(S2n+1, Ĵ). Recall that ‖ · ‖s denotes the Ls-norm with repect to the volume form

dV̊θ = θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n.
We would like to transplant the family {uβ(z, t) : β > 0} onto manifold M2n+1

near a point p. Let (z, t) be a system of asymptotic coordinates in Hn\(big compact
set) near p such that (z(p), t(p)) =∞ and (z, t) is near∞. We consider the following
family of level sets (⊂ Hn) parametrized by β:

(5.5) {(z, t) : uβ = βn · |ω + iβ2|−n = β−n · (1 + ε)−1},
where ε = R · β−2 with R being a fixed large positive number. Denote the interior
of the level set containing ∞ by Uβ(∞). We have the following lemma

Lemma 5.2. For β >> R: we have

(5.6) {(z, t) : |z|2 > Rγ2
2

} ⊂ Uβ(∞) ⊂ {(z, t) : ρ(z, t)2 ≥ γ1
2
R},

for some constants γ1, γ2, 0 < γ1 ≤ γ2, which are independent of β.

Proof. Define

(5.7) fβ(z, t) = (
t

β2 )
2 + 2| z

β
|2 + | z

β
|4,

then

(5.8) uβ(z, t) = β−n · (1 + ε)−1 ⇔ fβ(z, t) = (1 + ε)
2
n − 1.

That is, for each fixed β, we may rewrite the level set in (5.5) in the following form:

(5.9) {(z, t) : fβ(z, t) = (1 + ε)
2
n − 1}.

If β ≥
√
R, then, by the binomial series, we have

(1 + ε)
2
n − 1 =

∞∑

k=0

( 2
n
k

)
εk − 1 =

∞∑

k=1

( 2
n
k

)
εk

= β−2 · R ·
∞∑

k=1

( 2
n
k

)
εk−1,

(5.10)

where
( 2

n
k

)
=

2
n ( 2

n−1)( 2
n−2)···( 2

n−k+1)

k! . We have (1 + ε)
2
n − 1 = 2ε+ ε2 for n = 1

and, (1+ε)
2
n −1 = ε for n = 2. On the other hand, since the series

∑∞
k=1

( 2
n
k

)
εk−1

is an alternating series for n ≥ 3, it is easy to see that

(5.11) β−2 · R ·
[( 2

n
1

)
+
( 2

n
2

)
ε

]
≤ (1 + ε)

2
n − 1 ≤ β−2 ·R ·

( 2
n
1

)
,

which implies that

(5.12) β−2 · R · n+ 2

n2
≤ (1 + ε)

2
n − 1 ≤ β−2 ·R · 2

n
.

We hence conclude that

(5.13) β−2 ·R · γ1 ≤ (1 + ε)
2
n − 1 ≤ β−2 · R · γ2,

for some constants γ1, γ2, 0 < γ1 ≤ γ2, which are independent of β. Now suppose

that (z, t) ∈ Uβ(∞), i.e., fβ(z, t) > (1+ε)
2
n −1. In terms of (5.13), this implies that
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β4fβ(z, t) > β2 ·R · γ1. We can rewrite this inequality as ρ4 +2|z|2β2 > β2 ·R · γ1,
which implies

(5.14) ρ4 + 2β2ρ2 > β2 · R · γ1.

Inequality (5.14) is equivalent to

(5.15) ρ2 > −β2 +

√
β4 +Rγ1β

2.

On the other hand, suppose that a is an arbitrary positive constant such that
γ1 − 2a > 0. We have (γ1 − 2a)β2 > a2R, for β >> 1. This is equivalent to

(5.16) β2Rγ1 > 2aRβ2 + a2R2.

If we add β4 on both side of (5.16), we get

(5.17) β4 + β2Rγ1 > (β2 + aR)2,

which, together with (5.15), implies that

(5.18) ρ2 > aR

for any a with γ1 − 2a > 0. We hence prove that Uβ(∞) ⊂ {(z, t) : ρ(z, t) ≥
(γ1

2 R)
1/2}. Finally, in terms of (5.13), we have

(5.19) {(z, t) : ρ4 + 2|z|2β2 > Rγ2β
2} ⊂ Uβ(∞),

which implies

(5.20) {(z, t) : |z|4 + 2|z|2β2 > Rγ2β
2} ⊂ Uβ(∞),

or, equivalently,

(5.21) {(z, t) : |z|2 > −β2 +

√
β4 + Rγ2β

2} ⊂ Uβ(∞).

Define g(β) to be the function g(β) = −β2 +
√
β4 +Rγ2β

2. A straightforward

computation shows that g′(β) > 0 for all β > 0 and g(β) → Rγ2

2 as β → ∞. We

thus have that g(β) ≤ Rγ2

2 for all β > 0. This, together with (5.21), shows that

(5.22) {(z, t) : |z|2 > Rγ2
2

} ⊂ Uβ(∞).

We therefore complete the proof of Lemma 5.2. �

Since Uβ(∞) is contained in a fixed neighborhood of ∞ for all large β, we may
fix coordinates (z, t) as described earlier and transplant the family of extremals
{uβ(z, t) : β > 0} onto manifold M2n+1 near the point p as follows:

(5.23) φβ =

{
uβ(z, t) in Uβ(∞)
β−n · (1 + ε)−1 elsewhere in M2n+1 \ p.

It is easy to check directly that {φβ : β > 0} is a family of admissible test functions.
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Let us use Uβ(L) to denote Uβ(∞) ∩ BL(0). Note that in Uβ(∞), we have

θ̂ = h(z, t)
2
n · θ̊(z, t) (with h having the expansion in (5.3)). It then follows that

Eθ̂(φβ) =

∫

M\{p}
bn|∇θ̂

bφβ |2 dVθ̂

=

∫

Uβ(∞)

bn|∇θ̊
bφβ |2 · h2 dV̊θ

= lim
L→∞

∫

Uβ(L)

bn|∇θ̊
bφβ |2 · h2 dV̊θ.

(5.24)

Using the divergence theorem, we compute

∫

Uβ(L)

bn|∇θ̊
bφβ|2 · h2 dV̊θ

=

∫

Uβ(L)

Dθ̊(uβ) · uβ · h2 dV̊θ −
∫

Uβ(L)

bn · uβ
〈
∇θ̊

buβ ,∇θ̊
b(h

2)
〉
dV̊θ

+ n

∫

∂Uβ(L)

bn · uβ(e2nuβ) · h2 θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 ∧ en.

(5.25)

(recall that Dθ̊ = bn∆
θ̊
b) In what follows, we would like to demonstrate that the

first term in the right hand side of (5.25) enables us to compare with Y(S2n+1, Ĵ);
the second term gives us a crucial term and the third term turns out to be higher
order term. For the first term, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 5.3. For all large L, it holds that
∫

Uβ(L)

Dθ̊(uβ) · uβ · h2 dV̊θ ≤ Y(S2n+1, Ĵ)‖φβ‖2s

where ‖φβ‖s (recall s = 2+ 2
n ) denotes the L

s-norm with respect to the volume form

dVθ̂ = θ̂ ∧ (dθ̂)n (recall that θ̂ is the contact form on M2n+1 \ p).

Proof. Recall that Kn =
[∫

Hn u
s
βdVΘ

]1/s
and

Dθ̊(uβ/Kn) = Y(S2n+1) · (uβ/Kn)
s−1,

where we recall s = 2+2/n. Using this identity, and by Hölder inequality, we have
∫

Uβ(L)

Dθ̊(uβ) · uβ · h2dV̊θ = Y(S2n+1)K2−s
n

∫

Uβ(L)

usβ · h2dV̊θ

≤ Y(S2n+1)K2−s
n

[∫

Uβ(L)

usβdV̊θ

](s−2)/s [∫

Uβ(L)

(uβh)
sdV̊θ

]2/s

≤ Y(S2n+1)

[∫

Uβ(L)

usβ · hsdV̊θ

]2/s
≤ Y(S2n+1)‖uβ‖2s,

where ‖uβ‖s is taken with respect to the contact form θ̂ and notice that dVθ̂ =
hsdV̊θ. The lemma hence follows. �

For the second term, we have the following estimate.
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Lemma 5.4. For all large L, it holds that
∫

Uβ(L)

uβ
〈
∇θ̊

buβ ,∇θ̊
b(h

2)
〉
dV̊θ ≥ Cn ·Ap · β−2n +O(β−2n−1)

where Cn is a positive dimensional constant and Ap is the constant in the expansion
of the Green’s function Gp (3.28).

Proof. Recall that Z̊α = 1√
2
( ∂
∂zα + izᾱ ∂

∂t ), ω = t+ i|z|2 and h = h(z, t) = 1 +Ap ·
ρ−2n +O(ρ−2n−1) (5.3). After a straightforward computation, we have

Z̊αuβ = − n√
2
βn iz

ᾱ(ω̄ − iβ2)

|ω + iβ2|n+2
, Z̊ᾱρ

−2n = inρ−2(n+2)zαω,

Z̊ᾱh
2 =

√
2Ap(Z̊ᾱρ

−2n) +O(ρ−2n−2).

(5.26)

Thus

uβ
〈
∇θ̊

buβ ,∇θ̊
b(h

2)
〉

= uβ

n∑

α=1

(Z̊αuβ)(Z̊ᾱh
2) + conjugate

=

[
2Ap

n∑

α=1

uβ(Z̊αuβ)(Z̊ᾱρ
−2n)

]
+

n∑

α=1

uβ(Z̊αuβ)O(ρ
−2n−2) + conjugate.

(5.27)

Using (5.26), it is easy to check that

n∑

α=1

uβ(Z̊αuβ)(Z̊ᾱρ
−2n) =

n2

2
β2n ρ

−2(n+2)(|ω|2 + β2|z|2)|z|2 − i(ρ−2(n+2)β2t|z|2)
|ω + iβ2|2n+2

,

and thus, using the non-isotropic scaling t̂ = t/β2, ẑ = z/β and notice that

dV̊θ = dV̊θ(z, t) = β2n+2dV̊θ(ẑ, t̂),

we have
∫

Uβ(L)

2Ap

( n∑

α=1

uβ(Z̊αuβ)(Z̊ᾱρ
−2n) + conjugate

)
dV̊θ

= 2n2Apβ
−2n

∫

Uβ(L)

(
ρ̂−2(n+2)(|ω̂|2 + |ẑ|2)|ẑ|2

|ω̂ + i|2n+2

)
dV̊θ(ẑ, t̂)

(5.28)

It is easy to see that the integrand on the right hand side of (5.28) is a function of

O(ρ̂−6n−2) and that Uβ(∞) contains a fixed neighborhood of ∞ for all large β (by
Lemma 5.2), we conclude that, as L→ ∞,

∫

Uβ(L)

2Ap

( n∑

α=1

uβ(Z̊αuβ)(Z̊ᾱρ
−2n) + conjugate

)
dV̊θ ≥ C̃nApβ

−2n,

for some positive dimensional constant C̃n. It is similar to check that the integral
of the higher decay order of (5.27) is of order β−2n−1, we thus complete the proof

of the lemma (with Cn = C̃n
an

2π ). �

Finally, we need to estimate the boundary term.
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Lemma 5.5. It holds that

lim
L→∞

∫

∂Uβ(L)

uβ(e2nuβ) · h2 θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 ∧ en = O(β−2n−1).

Proof. We first split the boundary ∂Uβ(L) into inner and outer parts:

∂Uβ(L) = ∂1Uβ(L) ∪ ∂2Uβ(L),

where the inner boundary is

∂1Uβ(L) = {(z, t) : ( t
β2 )

2 + 2| z
β
|2 + | z

β
|4 = (1 + ε)

2
n − 1}

and the outer boundary is

∂2Uβ(L) = {(z, t) : t2 + |z|4 = L4},
which actually is the Heisenberg sphere with radius L. First we estimate the outer
boundary. For each fixed β, on ∂2Uβ(L), we have

uβ(z, t) = O(L−2n), |∇θ̊
buβ(z, t)| = O(L−2n−1),

h(z, t) = 1 +ApL
−2n +O(L−2n−1),

and hence

(5.29) |uβ(e2nuβ) · h2| = O(L−4n−1).

On the other hand, let dσ(ρ) = θ̊∧(d̊θ)n−1∧en be the p-area form on the Heisenberg
sphere {z, t) : t2 + |z|4 = ρ4}. Then we have dσ(L) = L2n+1dσ(1), which, together
with (5.29), implies that

(5.30) |
∫

∂Uβ(L)

uβ(e2nuβ) · h2 θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 ∧ en| = O(L−2n).

Next, we estimate the inner boundary. Let dσ = θ̊ ∧ (d̊θ)n−1 ∧ en be the p-area

form on the inner boundary. Using the non-isotropic scaling t̂ = t/β2, ẑ = z/β, we
have

dσ = β2n+1dσ̂

uβ = βn · |ω + iβ2|−n = β−n · |ω̂ + i|−n.
(5.31)

Since |∇θ̊
bω| = 2|z|, it follows that

(5.32) |∇θ̊
buβ| ≤ cnβ

n|ω + iβ2|−n−1 = cnβ
−n−1|ω̂ + i|−n−1|ẑ|.

From (5.31), (5.32), and notice that h is bounded, we have

(5.33)

∫

∂1Uβ(L)

uβ(e2nuβ) · h2 dσ ≤
∫

∂1Uβ(L)

cn|ω̂ + i|−2n−1|ẑ|dσ̂,

here ∂1Uβ(L) = {(ẑ, t̂) : t̂2 + 2|ẑ|2 + |ẑ|4 = (1 + ε)
2
n − 1}. And, from (5.13), it is

easy to see that

(5.34) |ω̂ + i|2 = t̂2 + 2|ẑ|2 + |ẑ|4 + 1 = (1 + ε)
2
n ≤ Rγ2

β2 + 1
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on ∂1Uβ(L). Substituting (5.34) into (5.33), we obtain

∫

∂1Uβ(L)

uβ(e2nuβ) · h2 dσ ≤ cn

(
1 +

Rγ2
β2

)−(2n+1)/2 ∫

∂1Uβ(L)

|ẑ|dσ̂

≤ cn

(
1 +

Rγ2
β2

)−(2n+1)/2 ∫

∂1Uβ(L)

|ẑ|dÂ,
(5.35)

where dÂ is the area form with respect to the Riemannian metric induced from the

adapted metric 1
2dθ̂(·, J ·) + θ̂

2
of (M2n+1, θ̂) and, for the last inequality, we have

used the basic result dσ̂ ≤ dÂ. Now, using the Euclidean dilation t̃ = t̂β, z̃ = ẑβ,
we have

dÂ = β−2ndÃ,

∂1Uβ(L) =

{
(z̃, t̃) : t̃2 + 2|z̃|2 + |z̃|4

β2 = β2
(
(1 + ε)

2
n − 1

)}
.

Let C(R) = β2
(
(1 + ε)

2
n − 1

)
. Then, from (5.13),

R · γ1 ≤ C(R) ≤ R · γ2,
where γ1, γ2 are independent of β. Therefore

∫

∂1Uβ(L)

|ẑ|dÂ ≤ β−2n−1

∫
{

(z̃,t̃):t̃2+2|z̃|2+ |z̃|4

β2 =C(R)
}

|z̃|dÃ

= O(β−2n−1),

(5.36)

where, for the last equality, we have used the fact that, as β → ∞
∫
{

(z̃,t̃):t̃2+2|z̃|2+ |z̃|4

β2 =C(R)
}

|z̃|dÃ→
∫

{(z̃,t̃):t̃2+2|z̃|2=C(R)}
|z̃|dÃ,

which is a finite number. Due to (5.35) and (5.36), the lemma follows. �

By Lemma 5.3, Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5, we reduce (5.25) to (5.2). We have
completed the proof of Theorem 5.1.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Corollary 1.2 we obtain that the associated p-
mass m ≥ 0. In case m > 0, we have Ap > 0 by Proposition 3.7 (2). It follows from
(5.2) in Theorem 5.1 that

Y(M,J) <Y(S5, Ĵ).

Here we have used Y(M,J) ≤ Eθ̂(φβ)/‖φβ‖2s by the definition of Y(M,J). Then a
fundamental theorem in [17] tells us that Y(M,J) can be attained by a minimizer.

In case m = 0, we conclude that (M,J) is CR equivalent to (S5, Ĵ) by Corollary

1.2. Then the standard contact form on S5 is a minimizer to attain Y(S5, Ĵ).

6. Examples

In this section we are going to provide many examples satisfying the assumption
of Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.3, namely those closed (compact with no boundary),
contact spin 5-manifolds which admit a spherical CR structure with positive CR
Yamabe constant.
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Example 1. (S5/Zp, p : odd integer) Let S5 denote the unit sphere in C3. Let
Zp := Z/pZ denote the finite cyclic group of order p. Zp acts on C3 through the
diagonal matrices: 


e

2πki
p 0 0

0 e
2πki

p 0

0 0 e
2πki

p


 ∈ U(3)

where k = 0, 1, 2, ..., p − 1 and it induces a free action on S5. So S5/Zp is a

manifold. The standard contact structure (or bundle) ξ̂ on S5 is given by the
complex invariant tangent bundle:

ξ̂ := TS5 ∩ JC3TS5

where JC3 denotes the complex structure of C3. Since JC3 is invariant under the

Zp-action, ξ̂ is invariant under the Zp-action too. So S5/Zp is a contact manifold

with the induced contact structure, still denoted as ξ̂.
To see whether S5/Zp is spin, we observe that H2(S5/Zp,Z2) = 0 if p is an odd

integer. This fact can be seen as follows. First we will use the known result below:

Hk(S5/Zp,Z) = Z, k = 0, 5(6.1)

= 0, k = 1, 3

= Zp, k = 2, 4.

By Poincare duality we learn thatH2(S
5/Zp,Z)∼=H3(S5/Zp,Z) = 0 andH1(S

5/Zp,Z)
∼= H4(S5/Zp,Z) = Zp. It follows that

H2(S5/Zp,Z2) ∼= Hom(H2(S
5/Zp,Z2)⊕ Ext(H1(S

5/Zp,Z),Z2)(6.2)

= 0⊕ Ext(Zp,Z2) = Z(p,2) = 0

if p is an odd integer (so (p, 2) = 1). Now the second Stiefel-Whitney classw2(T (S
5/Zp))

∈ H2(S5/Zp,Z2) = 0 by (6.2), so w2(T (S
5/Zp)) = 0. Therefore S5/Zp is spin when

p is an odd integer. We remark that RP
5 := S5/Z2 is not spin (see, for instance,

Proposition 4.5 on page 235 in [16]).

The standard CR structure Ĵ on (S5, ξ̂) defined by JC3 restricted on ξ̂ decends

to S5/Zp since the Zp-action preserves Ĵ . This CR structure on S5/Zp is spherical

since Ĵ is. The standard contact form θ̂ on S5 [17, p.176] is invariant under the
Zp-action. So it decends to S5/Zp. On the other hand, the pseudohermitian (or

Tanaka-Webster) scalar curvature with respect to (Ĵ , θ̂) is a positive constant. It
follows that the CR Yamabe constant for S5/Zp is positive.

Example 2. (S4 × S1
(a), a > 1) Let Hn be the Heisenberg group (see the first

paragraph of the Appendix for the description). On Hn\{0}, for a > 1 we define
the dilations τa by

τa(z, t) = (az, a2t)

where (z, t) ∈ Hn, z = (z1, ..., zn) ∈ Cn, t ∈ R. Consider the contact form

θ̌ :=
θ̊

ρ2
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on Hn\{0}, where

θ̊ := dt+ izβdzβ̄ − izβ̄dzβ,

ρ := (|z|4 + t2)1/4

(cf. (7.18), (7.20)). Observe that τ∗a(θ̌) = θ̌ and (τa)∗J̊ = J̊(τa)∗ (cf. (7.18)), i.e.

τa is a pseudohermitian automorphism of (Hn\{0}, J̊ , θ̌). So the pseudohermitian

structure (J̊ , θ̌) decends to the quotient space (Hn\{0})/Γa where Γa := {..., τa−1 , 1,

τa, τa2 , ...}. In particular, ((Hn\{0})/Γa, J̊) is a spherical CR manifold since (Hn,

J̊) is spherical. Topologically Hn\{0} = (0,∞) × S2n(1) where S2n(1) := {ρ = 1}
⊂ Hn. For a > 1 each slice [am−1, am) × S2n(1) is isomorphic to one another as
pseudohermitian manifolds through an element of Γa. Thus we use S2n × S1

(a) (to

indicate the dependence on a; topologically S1
(a) is the same as S1) to denote the

quotient space (Hn\{0})/Γa.
Next we claim that H2(S2n × S1

(a),Z2) = 0 and hence S2n × S1
(a) is spin (since

w2(S
2n × S1

(a)) will then be zero). Noting that Tor(Hp(S2n,Z2), H
q(S1,Z)) = 0

since Hq(S1,Z) is a free abelian group for each q, we then have, from the Kunneth
formula (e.g. p.123 in [29]),

H2(S2n × S1,Z2 ⊗ Z) =
∑

p+q=2

Hp(S2n,Z2)⊗Hq(S1,Z)(6.3)

= H2(S2n,Z2)⊗H0(S1,Z)⊕H1(S2n,Z2)⊗H1(S1,Z)

in view ofH2(S1,Z) =0. For n ≥ 2 we can easily obtain H2(S2n,Z2) =H1(S2n,Z2)
= 0 (say, apply the universal coefficient theorem for G = Z2 in Theorem 3.14 on
page 97 in [29], note that Ext(free abelian, · ) = 0 and use the fact that H2(S

2n,Z)
= H1(S

2n,Z) = 0). Substituting this into (6.3) and noting that Z2 ⊗ Z = Z2, we
obtain H2(S2n × S1,Z2) = 0 for n ≥ 2.

It is not hard to compute the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature W for (S2n ×
S1
(a), J0, θ̌) as follows (cf. p.994 in [8]):

W =
n(n+ 1)|z|2

2ρ2
.

Note that W is nonnegative, but only vanishes on the circle {(0, t) | t ∈ R
∗}/Γa.

It follows that the CR Yamabe constant Y(S2n × S1
(a), J̊) > 0 for any n ∈ N.

Otherwise we have Y(S2n × S1
(a), J̊) = 0. Then by solving the Yamabe minimizer

problem ([17]), we can find (smooth) u > 0 such that

(2 +
2

n
)∆bu+Wu = 0

(note that our ∆b is the negative sublaplacian). Multiplying the above equation by
u and integrating give

∫

S2n×S1
(a)

[(2 +
2

n
)|∇bu|2 +Wu2]θ̌ ∧ (dθ̌)n = 0.

It follows that u ≡ 0, a contradiction. Altogether we have shown that S4 × S1
(a),

a > 1, is a contact spin 5-manifold which admits a spherical CR structure J̊ with
positive CR Yamabe constant.
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Example 3 (RP5 ♯ RP
5) Although RP

5 := S5/Z2 is not spin as remarked in
Example 1, the connected sum of two copies of RP5 is indeed spin. This fact can
be seen as follows. First we define a Z2-action τ (identified with τ (1)) on S4 × S1

by

τ : ((x1, ..., x5), z) → ((−x1, ...,−x5), z̄)
where the coordinates are given in view of S4 ⊂ R

5 and S1 ⊂ C as the unit
sphere and the unit circle respectively. It is not hard to see that topologically
or differentiably RP

5 ♯ RP
5 has a S1 fibration over RP

4, which is the same as
(S4 × S1)/τ . We compute the tangent bundle

T (RP5♯RP5) ≃ T ((S4 × S1)/τ)(6.4)

≃ T (S4 × S1)/τ.

On the other hand, T (S4 × S1) ≃ TS4 ⊕ TS1 ≃ TS4 ⊕ E1 ≃ E5 where E1 and E5

denote the trivial bundle of rank 1 and rank 5 respectively. Together with (6.4)
we conclude that T (RP5♯RP5) is trivial. Therefore RP

5♯RP5 is spin. It is clear
that RP5 is a spherical CR 5-manifold with CR Yamabe constant Y(RP5) > 0 since
its Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature is a positive constant, same as the standard
pseudohermitian S5.

To show that RP
5♯RP5 in Example 3 is still a spherical CR 5-manifold with

Y(RP5♯RP5) > 0, we employ the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. ([4]) Suppose (M1, J1) and (M2, J2) are two closed (compact with
no boundary), spherical CR manifolds with Y(Mk, Jk) > 0 for k = 1, 2. Then their

connected sum M1#M2 admits a spherical CR structure J̃ with Y(M1#M2, J̃) >
0.

We remark that Theorem 6.1 still holds without the constraint on CR manifolds
being spherical (see [5]). On the other hand, we have the following fact about the
connected sum of two spin manifolds:

Remark 6.2. ([24]; Remark 2.17 on p.91 in [23]) Given two spin manifolds M1

and M2, we can equip their connected sum M1#M2 with a spin structure (so that
M1#M2 and the disjoint union M1 ∐M2 are spin cobordant).

According to Theorem 6.1 and Remark 6.2, we conclude the following result:

Proposition 6.3. The connected sum of finitely many (duplication allowed) 5-
manifolds chosen arbitrarily from the set consisting of S5/Zp, p : odd integer, S4 ×
S1
(a), a > 1 and RP

5 ♯ RP5 in Examples 1, 2 and 3 above is still a closed, contact

spin 5-manifold which admit a spherical CR structure with positive CR Yamabe
constant.

7. Appendix: Some basic materials in pseudohermitian geometry

We introduce some basic materials in pseudohermitian geometry. Some formulas
are used to deduce the Weizenbock formula in Section 2. We refer the reader to N.
Tanaka [28] and S. Webster [30].

Let (M2n+1, ξ) denote a contact manifold with a coorientable (i.e. TM/ξ is
trivial) contact structure (or bundle) ξ. A CR manifold (M2n+1, ξ, J) or (M2n+1, J)
(with ξ suppressed) is a contact manifold (M2n+1, ξ) equipped with an almost
complex structure, i.e. an endomorphism J : ξ → ξ defined on ξ such that J2 = −1.
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The endomorphism J decomposes the complexification of ξ into the direct sum of
bundles of holomorphic vectors and anti-holomorphic vectors ξ ⊗ C = ξ1,0 ⊕ ξ0,1.
We assume that J is integrable, that is, J satisfies the formal Frobenius condition
[ξ1,0, ξ1,0] ⊂ ξ1,0 (as sections). A contact form θ is a global one-form such that

ξ = ker θ (exists by coorientation of ξ). A pseudohermitian manifold (M2n+1, J, θ)
(with ξ suppressed) is a contact manifold with a choice of CR structure J together
with a choice of contact form θ. The Levi metric Lθ is defined by

(7.1) Lθ(X,Y ) :=
1

2
dθ(X, JY ) for all X,Y ∈ ξ

(we use the convention that η ∧ ϑ(V,W ) = η(V )ϑ(W ) − η(W )ϑ(V ) for 1-forms η,
ϑ, vectors V, W ). Let T denote the Reeb vector field associated to θ, the unique
vector field such that θ(T ) = 1 and LT θ = 0 (LT means the Lie derivative in the
direction T ).For a choice of (admissible) coframe θα with θα(T ) = 0, we have the
Levi equation

(7.2) dθ = ihαβ̄θ
α ∧ θβ̄ .

In 1978, S. Webster [30] (cf. an equivalent formulation in [28] by N. Tanaka)
showed that there is a natural connection in the bundle ξ1,0 adapted to a pseu-

dohermitian structure (J, θ). Locally, there exist unique 1-forms θα
β (connection

forms), τβ (torsion forms) satisfying the structure equations

dθβ = θα ∧ θα β + θ ∧ τβ ,(7.3)

0 = θα
β + θβ̄

ᾱ, 0 = τβ ∧ θβ

where {θβ} is a unitary coframe (meaning hαβ̄ =.δαβ). Let {Zβ} denote a unitary

frame of ξ1,0 dual to {θβ}. These forms θα
β satisfy the transformation law of

connection forms, so we can use them to define a connection. Let T denote the
Reeb vector field associated to θ, the unique vector field such that θ(T ) = 1 and
LT θ = 0 (LT means the Lie derivative in the direction T ). The pseudohermitian

(or Tanaka-Webster) connection ∇p.h. is defined by

∇p.h.Zα = θα
β ⊗ Zβ

∇p.h.Zᾱ = θᾱ
β̄ ⊗ Zβ̄

∇p.h.T = 0.

(7.4)

Differentiate the connection to define the curvature: dθα
β − θα

γ∧θγβ = Rα
β
ρσ̄θ

ρ∧
θσ̄ + terms including the torsion. The pseudohermitian-Ricci tensor is the hermitian
form on ξ1,0 defined by

ρ(X,Y ) = Rαβ̄X
αY β̄ ,

where X = XαZα, Y = Y βZβ and Rαβ̄ = Rγ
γ
αβ̄. The Tanaka-Webster scalar

curvature is

(7.5) W := Rβ
β ,

which is the contraction of the pseudohermitian-Ricci tensor. We can also have ”real
formulation” for the pseudohermitian structure (J, θ). Write θα = ωα + iωn+α for
real coframe fields {ω1, .., ωn, ωn+1, .., ω2n} and Zα = 1

2 (eα− ien+α) for real frame



THE CR YAMABE EQUATION 37

fields {e1, .., en, en+1, .., e2n} (orthonormal with respect to the Levi metric Lθ). It
is easily seen that {ωA}A=1,..,2n is dual to {eA}A=1,..,2n. Write

(7.6) ∇p.h.eA = ωA
BeB

for real connection forms ωA
B, 1 ≤ A, B ≤ 2n. Comparing (7.4) with (7.6) gives

θα
β = ωα

β + iωα
n+β and(7.7)

ωα
n+β = −ωn+α

β, ωα
β = ωn+α

n+β .

From the condition 0 = θα
β + θβ̄

ᾱ in (7.3) and (7.7), it follows that

ωA
B + ωB

A = 0, 1 ≤ A,B ≤ 2n.

Note that if we denote the scalar curvature associated to ωA
B by R, then we have

(7.8) W =
1

4
R.

Let uαβ denote the second covariant derivative of a function u in the directions

Zα, Zβ. Define the subgradient ∇b and the sublaplacian ∆b (or ∇θ
b and ∆θ

b to
indicate the dependence on θ) by

∇bu := uαZα + uᾱZᾱ,

(7.9) ∆bu := −(uα
α + uᾱ

ᾱ)

(notice the negative sign) where uα
α := uαβ̄h

αβ̄ = uαᾱ for a unitary frame (hαβ̄

= (hαβ̄)
−1 = δαβ). Define the CR invariant sublaplacian Lb by

(7.10) Lb := bn∆b +W, bn = 2 +
2

n
.

Consider a new contact form θ̂ = u2/nθ for a smooth positive function u. Lb rules
the change of the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature:

(7.11) Lbu = Ŵu1+
2
n

where Ŵ is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature with respect to (J, θ̂). The Green’s
function Gp of Lb at p satisfies

(7.12) LbGp = 16δp

where δp is the delta function w.r.t. the volume form dVθ := θ ∧ (dθ)n. We define
the CR Yamabe constant Y(M,J) as follows:

(7.13) Y(M,J) := inf
θ̂

∫
M ŴdVθ̂

(
∫
M dVθ̂)

n
n+1

= inf
0<u∈C∞(M)

∫
M (bn|∇bu|2 +Wu2)dVθ

(
∫
M ubndVθ)

2
bn

where |∇bu|2 := 2hαβ̄uαuβ̄. Given a background W with respect to (J, θ), we aim

to find a solution u to (7.11) with Ŵ = constant, say 1 This is the so called Yamabe

problem. The CR Yamabe equation (with critical Sobolev exponent) for Ŵ = 1
reads as follows:

(7.14) bn∆bu+Wu = u1+
2
n .
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The structure equations imply (hαβ̄ = δαβ for a unitary (co)frame)

[Zβ̄, Zα] = ihαβ̄T + θα
γ(Zβ̄)Zγ − θβ̄

γ̄(Zα)Zγ̄ ,

[Zβ, Zα] = θα
γ(Zβ)Zγ − θβ

γ(Zα)Zγ ,

[Zα, T ] = Aγ̄
αZγ̄ − θα

γ(T )Zγ .

(7.15)

where we have written the torsion (forms) τβ = Aβ
ᾱθ

ᾱ and Aγ̄
α = Aγ

ᾱ. Let LT

denote the Lie differentiation in the direction T. From (7.3) and the third equality
in (7.15), it follows that

(7.16) LTJ = 2iAβ
ᾱθ

ᾱ ⊗ Zβ − 2iAβ̄
αθ

α ⊗ Zβ̄ .

As a flat pseudohermitian manifold, the Heisenberg group plays an important
role in pseudohermitian geometry. We refer the reader to [2] and [12] for the de-
tails about the Heisenberg group, and to [13],[19],[20] and [30] for pseudohermitian
geometry. Denote by Hn the Heisenberg group, which is the space R

2n+1 with
coordinates (xβ , yβ, t) as a set. It is a (2n + 1)-dimensional Lie group with group
structure defined by

(x, y, t) ◦ (x′, y′, t′) = (x+ x′, y + y′, t+ t′ + 2yx′ − 2xy′).

The associated Lie algebra is spanned by the following left invariant vector fields

(7.17) e̊β :=
1√
2

(
∂

∂xβ
+ 2yβ

∂

∂t

)
, e̊n+β :=

1√
2

(
∂

∂yβ
− 2xβ

∂

∂t

)
, T̊ :=

∂

∂t
.

The associated standard CR structure J̊ and contact form θ̊ (or denoted by Θ) are
defined respectively by

J̊ e̊β = e̊n+β, J̊ e̊n+β = −e̊β,(7.18)

θ̊ = dt+

n∑

β=1

(izβdzβ̄ − izβ̄dzβ).

Here zβ := xβ + iyβ. The contact bundle is ξ̊ := ker θ̊. We linearly extend

J̊ : ξ̊ ⊗ C → ξ̊ ⊗ C. Let Z̊β := 1
2 (̊eβ − i̊en+β) = 1√

2

(
∂

∂zβ + izβ̄ ∂
∂t

)
. Then for

all β, γ, J̊Z̊β = iZ̊β, J̊ Z̊β̄ = −iZ̊β̄ and [Z̊β, Z̊γ ] = 0
(
⇒ [̊ξ1,0, ξ̊1,0] ⊂ ξ̊1,0

)
where

ξ̊⊗C = ξ̊1,0⊕ ξ̊0,1. It is easily seen that the frame {T̊ , Z̊β , Z̊β̄} is dual to the coframe

{̊θ,
√
2dzβ,

√
2dzβ̄}. If we regard {̊eβ, e̊n+β |1 ≤ β ≤ n} as an orthonormal basis,

then this defines a metric on ξ̊, which equals the Levi metric Lθ̊ given by Lθ̊(X,Y ) =
1
2 d̊θ(X, J̊Y ) for all X,Y ∈ ξ̊. The standard pseudohermitian connection on Hn is
defined by

∇̊p.h.
e̊β = ∇̊p.h.

e̊n+β = ∇̊p.h.
T̊ = 0.

It follows that the pseudohermitian connection forms θ̊α
γ vanish:

(7.19) θ̊α
γ = 0

We define the Heisenberg norm ρ on Hn by

(7.20) ρ4 = (|z|4 + t2)

where |z|2 =∑n
β=1 |zβ|2.
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Define the torsion tensor field of the pseudohermitian connection ∇p.h. by

T(V, U) = ∇p.h.
V U −∇p.h.

U V − [V, U ],

for all complex vector fields V, U . Then (7.15) implies

T(Zα, Zβ̄) = ihαβ̄T,

T(Zα, Zβ) = 0,

T(Zα, T ) = −Aβ̄
αZβ̄.

(7.21)

The real version of (7.21) is

T(eβ , en+β) = 2T, T(en+β , eβ) = −2T, T(ea, eb) = 0, otherwise;

T(eγ , T ) = −(ReAβ̄
γ)eβ + (ImAβ̄

γ)en+β

T(en+γ , T ) = (ImAβ̄
γ)eβ + (ReAβ̄

γ)en+β

Recall that the curvature operator is defined by

Rp.h.
XY = ∇p.h.

X ∇p.h.
Y −∇p.h.

Y ∇p.h.
X −∇p.h.

[X,Y ].

And the Ric Tensor is defined by

(7.22) Ricp.h.(X,Y ) = −
〈
Rp.h.

eaX
(ea), Y

〉

We have the following Bianchi identity

Lemma 7.1 (Bianchi identity).

Rp.h.
XY (Z) +Rp.h.

Y Z (X) +Rp.h.
ZX (Y )

=T(X, [Y, Z]) + T(Y, [Z,X ]) + T(Z, [X,Y ])

+∇p.h.
X (T(Y, Z)) +∇p.h.

Y (T(Z,X)) +∇p.h.
Z (T(X,Y )).

(7.23)

In particular, if all X,Y, Z are horizontal, then we have

Rp.h.
XY (Z) +Rp.h.

Y Z (X) +Rp.h.
ZX (Y )

=T(X, [Y, Z]) + T(Y, [Z,X ]) + T(Z, [X,Y ]), mod T.
(7.24)

Proof. The formula (7.24) follows from (7.21) and (7.23). Now we prove formula
(7.23). We have

[X, [Y, Z]] = ∇p.h.
X [Y, Z]−∇p.h.

[Y,Z]X − T(X, [Y, Z])

= ∇p.h.
X ∇p.h.

Y Z −∇p.h.
X ∇p.h.

Z Y −∇p.h.
X (T(Y, Z))

−∇p.h.
[Y,Z]X − T(X, [Y, Z]);

(7.25)

Similarly, we have

[Y, [Z,X ]] = ∇p.h.
Y ∇p.h.

Z X −∇p.h.
Y ∇p.h.

X Z −∇p.h.
Y (T(Z,X))

−∇p.h.
[Z,X]Y − T(Y, [Z,X ])

(7.26)

and

[Z, [X,Y ]] = ∇p.h.
Z ∇p.h.

X Y −∇p.h.
Z ∇p.h.

Y X −∇p.h.
Z (T(X,Y ))

−∇p.h.
[X,Y ]Z − T(Z, [X,Y ]).

(7.27)
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Taking the sum of (7.25), (7.26) and (7.27), we get

0 = [X, [Y, Z]] + [Y, [Z,X ]] + [Z, [X,Y ]]

= Rp.h.
XY (Z) +Rp.h.

Y Z (X) +Rp.h.
ZX (Y )

− T(X, [Y, Z])− T(Y, [Z,X ])− T(Z, [X,Y ])

−∇p.h.
X (T(Y, Z))−∇p.h.

Y (T(Z,X))−∇p.h.
Z (T(X,Y )).

This completes the proof of (7.23). �
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