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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 £ is a natural geometric
structure to consider. Moreover, a contact manifold (M, £) arising as the boundary
of a domain in C"*! (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 C' R structures
on a contact manifold M (see the Appendix). We consider the following CR Yamabe
equation with critical Sobolev exponent (see (ZI4)) and notations in the Appendix):

2
(1.1) 2+ 2)Apu + Wu = u't% on M.
n

Here A, and W denote the (negative) sublaplacian and the Tanaka-Webster scalar
curvature, respectively (see (Z9) and (ZH) in the Appendix). There is a variational
formulation for equation (II)). Namely the energy is provided by the following
CR-Sobolev quotient (see (ZI13]) in the Appendix):

_ Ju(@+ ) IVeo? + Weo?)dv

(1.2) Qv) : oy o2 2Tnav )T for v > 0 smooth.

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

1.3 inf = Y(M,J

( ) v>0,l£moothQ(U) y( ’ )
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 [[J). For this CR Yamabe minimizer problem, i.e.
finding a solution to (LI)) (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 [I7] 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(52"+1 J), where (S2"+1, J) is the
standard CR sphere with the induced CR structure J from C"*1. In addition, if
V(M,J) < Y(S?**1.J), 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 (S2"+1, j) In the case that dimension 2n 4+ 1 > 5 and
(M, J) is not spherical, Jerison and Lee ([I8]) showed that Y(M, J) < Y(S2"+1 J)
by a test function estimate. For the remaining cases: either (i) dim M = 3 or (ii)
dimM > 5 and M is spherical, we need a positive mass theorem to show that
V(M,J) < Y(§2"+1 J) unless M is CR equivalent to the standard CR sphere.
When dim M = 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 dim M > 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 dim M = 5, we need
an extra condition on the growth rate of the Green’s function on M, the universal
cover of M. So in the case dim M = 5, the CR positive mass theorem is not really
completed. In this paper, we showed that for dim M = 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 [[33 below). For
an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold (N, J,0) (see (B1)), we can talk
about the p-mass m(J,0) (see (3I0)).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (N, J,0) is an asymptotically flat, pseudohermitian
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is spherical and (N, J,0) has the
Tanaka- Webster scalar curvature W > 0. Then the p-mass m(J,6) > 0. Moreover,
m(J,8) = 0 if and only if (N, J,0) is isomorphic to the Heisenberg group (Ha, J, 9)
Corollary 1.2. Suppose that (M, €) is a closed (compact with no boundary), contact
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is a spherical CR structure on
(M, &) with Y(M,J) > 0. Then the associated p-mass m(J,0) > 0. Moreover,
m(J,0) =0 if and only if (M,J) is CR equivalent to the standard CR 5-sphere.

The proof of Theorem [[.T]is based on a Weitzenbock-type formula:

n
(1.4) DF=V'V+W -2 egen3Vr
B=1

where D¢ and V denote the contact Dirac operator and spin connection respectively
(see (ZI4) in Section 2)). The term involving Vr (T is the Reeb vector field asso-
ciated to the contact form 6; see the Appendix for its definition) causes difficulty
to solve the Dirac equation ng; = 0 in general. However, in the case of dimension
5 (n = 2) we observe the following algebraic fact for Clifford multiplication:

2
(1.5) Z egearp =0 on ST(2n) n=? ST(4)
p=1
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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 (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 T'(S*) if no confusion can occur). It follows that DZ is
subelliptic on ST and hence we can find a spinor field 1 € ST such that D? =0
and v tends to a constant spinor at the infinity (see Corollary &2). Applying (L4)
to this spinor field v and integrating after taking the inner product with ¢, we then
pick up (a positive multiple of) the p-mass m(J, #) from the boundary integral and
obtain a Witten-type formula for m(J, ) (see ([A23) and (313). So nonnegativity of
m(J,0) follows. To characterize m(J, §) = 0 we need a trick, among others, inspired
by the idea of Schoen and Yau [26] to show the torsion vanishes (see Lemma F.T)).
To prove Corollary we first blow up the closed M at a point p by the Green’s
function of the CR invariant sublaplacian (2 + %)Ab + W to get an asymptotically
flat pseudohermitian manifold N. Then we can apply Theorem [[LI] to make the
conclusion.

To solve the CR Yamabe minimizer problem, we need a test function estimate
(see Theorem [B1] 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 (J22]) in an unpublished draft. We reorganize his construction of a family of
test functions ¢4 and clarify the arguments at some points so that the CR-Sobolev

quotient Q(¢g) is less than Y (52", J) minus a positive multiple of the p-mass
modulo the terms of higher decay rate (see (52)). From Theorem [Tl the result
below follows easily.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (M, &) is a closed (compact with no boundary), contact
and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is a spherical CR structure on
(M, &) with Y(M,J) > 0. Then the CR Yamabe minimizer problem is solvable, i.e.
we can find a solution to (L) 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 S®/Z,, p : odd inte-
ger, S x S(la), a > 1 and RP® # RP® is still a closed, contact spin 5-manifold which
admit a spherical CR structure with positive CR, Yamabe constant (see Proposition
[63). For instance, the following is such an example:

M1 (%) Zpy J#11 (S* X Sty )#ma(S° [ Ly, ) #la (RPPHRP)

where my, lj, j = 1,2 are some positive integers and p;, 7 = 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 (II]) with minimal energy for any spherical CR
structure (by Theorem for Y(M,J) > 0 and Jerison-Lee [I7] for Y(M,J) <0
(< Y(S°,.J))). Tt should be mentioned that by a different approach equation (L))
always has a solution ([I4], [I5]), but the solution may not be a minimizer for the
CR-Sobolev quotient Q(v) (L2). 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) 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-MY 3 respectively. We would also like to
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2. SPIN STRUCTURE ON A CONTACT BUNDLE

Let (M?"*1 £) be a contact manifold of dimension 2n + 1 with a coorientable
(i.e. TM/€ is trivial) contact structure &. Take a (global) contact form 6 (exists
by coorientation of ¢) such that £ = ker# (and 6 A (d6)™ # 0). Let (M?"*1 ] 0)
be a pseudohermitian manifold (see the Appendix for an introduction). The Levi
metric Ly on £ is a Riemannian structure on £ defined by Lg(X,Y) = df(X,JY) =
$d0(X N JY) for all X,Y € & Then Ly(JX,JY) = Ly(X,Y) for all X,Y € £&. We
equip the vector bundle ¢ with this Riemannian structure Lyg.

2.1. Spin structure on &: Let SO(§) be the oriented orthonormal frame bundle.
A spin structure Spin(€) on ¢ is a principal Spin(2n)-bundle such that Spin(§) x,
SO(2n) = SO(€) where p : Spin(2n) — SO(2n) is the standard 2-sheeted covering.

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

Proof. Tt is equivalent to showing that the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2 (£) = 0
if and only if the second Stiefel-Whitney class wo(T'M) = 0. Let T be the Reeb
vector field relative to 6. Then T defines a trivial line bundle RT over M. We have
TM =& @ RT. By the Whitney product formula, we have

w2 (TM) = w2 (§) + w1 (§wi(RT) + w2 (RT) = w2(§).

The proof follows. (|
2.2. Spinor bundle. Let AH]%,A(’(“: denote the real and complex vector spaces re-

spectively, spanned by {w/t A+ Awl*| 1 < ji < -+ < ji, < n} (view symbols w?,
.., w™ as independent vectors). Let

A=) AE, A=) AL
k k
Define the linear maps €; and ¢; by

€Ay = Aj, WA AW T AW A AwTE
k
N i J1 Jk s=1lg 1 ~Js Jk
AR 2 AR WA AW Y (=) T W A ADT A AW,
s=1

and F,;, 1 <a < 2n, by

E2j,1 = €5 — Lj, E2j :i(Ej—FLj), 1 S]STL
It follows that

E. B, + EyE, = _25ab7 1<a,b<2n.

Hence {E,|1 < a < 2n} spans the Clifford algebra Ca,(—1). This defines the alge-
bra isomorphism of Cs,(—1) ® C and Endc(Af(n)) through the action of C, (—1)
on Af(n), which is denoted by N. Let S(2n) := Af(n), ST(2n) := A& (n) and
S=(2n) := A2(n). Then S(2n) is an irreducible Cy,(—1)-module and S*(2n) are
two irreducible Spin(2n)-modules with dimension 2"~!. Confining the action of N
to Spin(2n) C Cap(—1), we define the vector bundles

(2.1) S 1= Spin(€) xar S(2n), ST := Spin(€) xxr ST(2n)
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called spinor bundles. For n = 2, A%(2) = span{l,w’,w? w! Aw?}, we have F1 F3+
EyEy = —2(11€2 + €112) and hence, by a straightforward computation

(ElEg + E2E4)1 =0

(E1Es + EsEy)w' Aw? =0

2.2
( ) (ElEg + E2E4)w1 = 20?2
(E1E3 + EyEy)w? = —2w'.
Let o be a local section of Spin(§) such that p,(0) = {e1, -+, ea,} be an orthonor-

mal frame filed of £ and e,4p = Jeg, 1 < § < 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
(2.3) Z egearp =0 on ST(4).
p=1
Remark 2.3. We observe that 22:1 egentp 7 0 on ST(2n) unless n = 2.

2.3. Spin connection. Let o be a local section of Spin(¢) such that p, (o) =

{e1, -+ ,ean} is an orthonormal frame field of £ with e, i3 = Jeg, 1 < g < n.
Define
1 2n
(2.4) Wo = > weacs,
a,b=1
where w® is the pseudohermitian connection forms with respect to {e1,- -, ea,}

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

(2.5) w = {ws}

is a connection of Spin(§) with associated spin connection V acting on spinors (or
spinor fields), sections of S := Spin(§) xa S(2n), denoted as T'(S) (see (ZI])). The
curvature form €2, is defined by

1
(2.6) Q, = dw, + §[wa,w0]
We have
1 2n
(2.7) QU = Z Z Qb“eaeb,
a,b=1
where
(2.8) 0 = dwp® + wp® A w’.

For X, Y € £ let Rxy denote the curvature operator of the spin connection V
acting on spinors while Rg("{,' denotes the curvature operator of the pseudohermitian
connection VP

Lemma 2.4.
2n

1
(2.9) Rxy = 1 Z <R§£;(ea),eb>eaeb.

a,b=1
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Proof. For ¢ = (0, f) € Spin(€) xr S(2n), we have
U(X A Y) ’ f)

2

(€
Rxyyp = (o

1

4

WE

O (X A\ Y) (0, €a€p - f)
a,b=1

(2.10)

N o
S

(RE":(eq), e0)eaen - (0, f).

a,b=1

O

Lemma 2.5. The spin connection V defined by (24) and (2.0) has the following
property: (recall that VPR denotes the pseudohermitian connection) for X, Y € &,
¢ € I(S)

(2.11) Vx(Y-9) = (VE"Y) o+ Y - Vxp.

Proof. Let w = {w, | o is a local section of Spin(£)}. Then locally for Y = (o,v),
o= (0,f), veR™, feAi(n) we compute

Vx(Y - ¢)=Vx((o,) (0, f))
=Vx(o,v-f)
= (0. X (- f) + wo(X)(v- f))
= (0, (Xv) - f+v- (X )+ wo(X) (v f))

where
wo(X)0- 1) = S| (o)1), here | glt) =, (X), g(0) =id
=41 (G- )
= S| (g 90 5)
=21 (wety ) s 2] (o)1)

= (o (X)v —1we (X)) - f v - (o (X) - f)
@ (X)) f 4 v (@alX) - .
110 follows. O
The invariant second derivative V%/)W : I(S) — I'(S) is defined by V%,7Wgo =
VvVwe — Vv;‘)/.h.wgo, v € I'(S). Here Vf/'h'W denotes the covariant derivative

of W along V with respect to the pseudohermitian connection V? ‘" Recall that
R, ., denotes the curvature operator with respect to the spin connection V.

Lemma 2.6. With the notations above, it holds that on T'(S)

Vi =V e =Repe,n —2Vr, foralll<a<n,
(2.12) Ve en =V =Re e, +2Vp, foralll <a<n,
Vﬁm - ngea = Re,e,, otherwise.
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Proof. By the definition, we have V2 _ ~V? =V, V., —V,V., -V

h. he .
€a,€p €p,€q v, ebfvﬁ'b eq

This, together with (Z21]), yields (212]). O

2.4. Weitzenbock-type formula. We define the contact Dirac operator D :
I'(S*) — I'(ST) by

2n
(2.13) Degp = eq-Ve, ¢

a=1

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

(2.14) DF=V'V+W -2 egen3Vr
B=1

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

Proof. Fix x € M and choose a local orthonormal frame field {eq, - - - e, } such that
enta = Jeq, 1 <a<nand (Ve,), =0 for all 1 < a < 2n. Then from 2.I3) we
have at x

2n
Di=>"ea-Ve,(es-Ve,)

g =
a,b=1
2n
— Z €q * ((Veaeb) . Veb +ep- Veaveb)
a,b=1
2n
= Z €a€h Ve, Ve,
(2.15) b=t
2n
= Z €a€ph * Vimeb
a,b=1
2n
- Z vgayea + Z €alb (v§a7eb - ngyea)
a=1 a<b

=V'V+R-2 Z €alntaVT

a=1

where

2n
1
R = 3 ;1 €atb - Re,e,-
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To complete the proof, we need to show that R = W, the Tanaka-Webster scalar
curvature. We compute

(2.16)
1 2n
= 5 Z €a b Reaeb
a,b=1
1 2n
=3 Z < RE heb (ec),eqd > eqepeceq, by (29),
a,b,c,d=1
1)1
=205 (0 D < BRI () + BE (ed) + BE: (). > catree)
d=1 a,b,c distinct
2n
+ Z < Rea 2, (€a),ed > eqepeq + Z < RE™ eb( €b),€d > €aCpCh p €d-
a,b=1 a,b=1

We claim that

2n

(217) Z ( Z < Re heb (ec) + Rebhe (ea) + Rgé},léa (eb)a eq > €a€b€C) €d = 0.

d=1 a,b,c distinct

Substituting (ZI7) into (ZI6]) gives

(2. 18)
E < Rea eb ), eq > €pey
a,b,d=1
= E RicP" “(ev, ed)epeq
bd 1
1 2n
_ . h D h D- h
== RicP " (ep, ep)eper — = RicP " (e, eq)epeq — — Ric?"™ (ep, eq)epeq
b 1 b<d b>d

1
=1 Z RicP"™ (ep, ep) = ZR (scalar curvature of VP"*")

= W (Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature) (by (Z.8) in the Appendix).

Finally we come back to prove the claim 2I7). From (T.24) in the Appendix, it
follows that
< RET: (ee) + RET (ea) + RET: (ep), €4 >

(219) €q b ep,€c €c,€q
= < T(eq, [es, ec]) + T(ew, [ec, €a]) + Tlec, [ea, €1]), €4 > .

By formulae (ZI8) and (2I)) and noting that a,b, ¢ are distinct, we observe that
the right hand side of (ZI9) does not vanish if and only if {a,b,c} contains a
pair {8,n + B} for some §. That is, {a,b,c} = {B,n+ B,7} or {B,n+ B,n+~}
for some B,y with 1 < 8,7 < n and § # ~. For example, T(eg, [ents,€y]) +
T(en+8, ey, €8]) + T(ey, (€5, ents]) = —2T(ey,T) mod T. Therefore, substituting
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@19), together with ([T2Tl), into the left hand side of 217, we have
(2.20)

2n
h. . h.
E ( E < RE™ (ec) + RE"; (eq) + RE", (ep),eq > eaebec) €d
d=1 a,b,c distinct

n

2n
262 Z ( < T(er,T),eq > egentpereq+ < Tl(ensr,T),eq > 6,@€n+3€n+,~€d)
d=1B,y=1;8#y

n n
=6 Z ( — ReAé‘.yegenJrge,yea + ImAé‘.yegenJrge.yenJra
a=1B,y=1;87v

+ImA” egent geniyea + ReAayegenJrBeanenJra)
n
=6 Z ( — ReA® egenipereq + IMAY egenigeynia
a,B,y=1

+ ImAavelgen_weanea + ReAé‘We,@en_weanenJra)

n n
=6 Z eBean( Z —ReAavevea + ImAé‘VevenJra + ImAaWen_wea
p=1 a,y=1

+ ReAé‘Wen_Men_m)
=0
where, for the third and fourth equalities in (220 we have used the symmetry

of pseudohermitian torsion A, and the basic relation eqep + epe, = —204p .This
completes the proof of the claim (ZI7) and hence the proof of the theorem. O

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) D} =V*V+W onD(ST)
where W is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature.

Proof. (221)) follows from (ZI4) and 23). O

3. ASYMPTOTICALLY FLAT PSEUDOHERMITIAN MANIFOLDS

Recall the standard coframe {6‘, ﬁdz'@l ﬂdz?} for the Heisenberg group H,
(see the Appendix), where 6 = dt + iz°dz? — izPdz? (cf. (TI8)). Let B, denote
the Heisenberg ball of radius py, i.e. {|z[* +* < pg} where [2|> = 375, |28|2 (cf.

@20)).

Definition 3.1. A (2n+ 1)-dimensional pseudohermitian manifold (N, J, 6) is said
to be asymptotically flat pseudohermitian if N = NyU N, with Ny compact
and N diffemorphic to Hy, \ B, in which (J,0) is close to (J,6) in the sense that

0 — (1 + CnApizn + O(piznil))é + O(p72n71),@d2ﬁ + O(pfznfl)BdZB;

(3.1) ) !
9% — O(p72n71)9 + O(p72n72)BadZﬁ + (1 + EnAp72n + O(p72nfl))\/§dza¢7
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for some A € R and a unitary coframe 0 in coordinates (27, 27, t) (called asymp-
totic coordinates) for No on which p = (35, |28)2)2 + )4 = (2|1 +t2)V/* s
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 B21), we have ¢, = = (see (B28) for the definition of a,) and &, = 2=,
where a1 = 1.

Let {Z., Za, T} be the frame dual to {#%,6%, 6}. Tt follows from ([B.I)) that
Zo = (1 . énAp72n + O(p72n71)) Z°a + Z O(p72n72)aﬁzo,8

BF#a
(3.2) n )
+> 02 Zs + O(p " T
B=1
Writing
0=ab+ bydz" + c5dz7;
(3.3) . _
0% = a®0 + bV/2d2* + c;%dz7,
where
a=1+c,Ap~>" +0(p~"1),
b, =0 p72n71 ., Cx =0 p72n71 -
(3.4) v =0( ), 5 =0( )5

b =1 4 5nAp_2" 4 O(p—Qn—l)7
a® = O(p72n71>a, C:),a — O(p72n72)7ya.
Substituting (B3) into the Levi equation df = i0,30" A 6° ([C2) with h,z = 0ap)
gives
35 o« —CnAnz®w O(p=21-2
(3.5) a = N +0(p )

in view of ([B.4)), where w = t+1|z|%. Next we would like to compute the asymptotic

behavior of the connection forms 6, ? and the torsion forms 77. Write
00" = AoP0 + B.Pdz" + C.P5d27;

(3.6) . -

™ = AP0+ BP 2" + CPLd27.

Lemma 3.3. With the notations above, it holds that in N, for the coefficients of
0, °

(37) 47 =0(p ™2, B, = o
and for any fixed «,
Cols=0(p™"%), forf#a, y#a

; B
5 —inc, AzPw —9n—2
Oaa—w+0(0 ), for B#a
(3.8) —inép Az w on—
Co®5 = 7;)2”*4 +0(p™2"72), fory#a
—1 ~n mn A * — —
Coo — n(én + cn)Az w+0(p -2y,

p2n+4
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(recall w = t +1i|z|?) and for the coefficients of 77,
Ag, =0(p™"7?), AP = Az’

3.9
( ) BBO’ = AB:YC&_V, CB:Y = \/iA,Z'Wb

Proof. These formulas are easily seen from the structure equations (Z3) in pseudo-
hermitian geometry. (|

3.1. Pseudohermitian mass. We define the pseudohermitian mass (p-mass in
short) m(J,0) on an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold (N, J,8) by

(3.10) m(J,0) := lim nzj{ ZeﬂAoA(do)"*l
S

A—
[e'e) A =1

where Sy C N4 denotes a Heisenberg sphere 9By = {|z|*+t* = A1} of large radius
A.

The p-mass of the Heisenberg group H,, is m(J, 9) = 0 since éa’Y =0 for all o,
~ ((CI9)). 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,0) _/ W0 A (d6)".
N

For 6 fixed, consider the variation J(;) of J that maintains the asymptotically flat
structure. Then writing % ‘t:OJ(t) =2FE, F = E.Yﬁm ® Zg+ E:Yﬁm ® Zg, we have

d
12) —
(3.12) —

t=0

(A(J0,0) + m(J). 0)) = n /N SO(AP5 BT + AP E7) 0 A (d9)”
By

where AP .are coefficients of the torsion forms 77 : 77 = 4867,

Lemma 3.4. In the preceding notations, it holds that

(3.13) m(J,0) = (n!(2°"n*)(nép + cn)omn) A

where , is the Fuclidean volume of the unit ball of C™, a1 = 2,0 = % and

o, n=2m+1, m>1
(3.14) a, =
Hig o taes n=2m, m =2

Proof. By (3.06),[31) and (3.8)), we have

(3.15)
ni Z 0y =ni Z Aﬂé + B,"pdz" + Cﬂdeﬂ
v el
(it B
=i | O(p~" )0 + ( du C"piﬁi"mz 2 0<p2“>> a2

—i(n2é, + ney, AP on— 3
NEEATT )
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2,8 4,8 2,8 4,8
Observing that dp = 1224 +2‘p‘ d= 1t — O(p), via BI) we have

(3.16) (d9)"~" = ()" + O(p™2).
Substituting (1)), BI5) and BI6) into BI0), we get (recall w = ¢ + i|z])

(3.17)
m(J, —Ahm m?{ Z@V/\H/\(d@
—00 s

Ay

= n(n%é, + ncn)A% p~(3ntd) Z(ZBQdZB + zﬂwdz'é) AB A (do)"
e B

n(n?é, + nc,)A Zzwdz +z wdz)/\@/\(dﬁ) LS ={p=1}.
515

We claim that

(3.18) ]{ Pode? + 2PwdzP) Ao A (O = 22l
S1
,8

where

1
o, ::/ (1—t%)"z at.

—1

By trigonometric substitution, t = sinf, —3 < 6 < 7, it is easily seen that

oy, = 2/2 cos” 6d6.
0

Then BI4) follows from Wallis’ formulas. Substituting (3I8)) into ([B.I7), we com-

plete the proof of B.I3). Now, for BI8) let z = r¢ where p = (p1,--+ ,p,) € the
unit sphere of C”, i.e. Y35, |pg|*> = 1. Then, on S; we have

zﬂdz'é — z'deB = Tz(wgdsﬁa - <PBd<P5)7
(Pd2P + 2PdzP) = 2r|p|*dr,

0=dt+ir* (pudos — p3dos),
(3.19) ; e e

db = 2i (r2 Z dpg A dpg +rdr A Z(@ﬂd(ﬂ@ - <PBd<P3))
B B
= 2i(r* By 4 rdr A By),

where By =} 5(ppdps — ppdpg) and By = )5 dpg A dpg. Observe that

(3:20) (@) = @) (0= DEEBo) 2 A e A By) + (B2 ),
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Using (319), (3:20) and r* +#2 = 1, we get
(3.21)

7{ Z(szdz’B + zﬁwdzB) A A (dO)
s
7{2|z| 2PdP —zﬂdz)/\H/\ o)yt + 7{ ﬂdz —|—,26d,z)/\@‘/\(dé‘)"_1

=(2i)"* ]{ (ir* By + 2trdr) A (dt + i By) A (7‘232)"71
S
=(2i)" ! ]{ (ir* By A dt + 2itr®dr A By) A (r?Bg)™ !
S
=2n~! f{ r?"72(iBy) Adt A (iBg)" !
S

:j{ r?"72(iBy) A (2iB)" "t A dt
S

:/{zecnr-l} (/ (1= )% ) (i3y) A 218"

:an/ d Zi(zﬁdzB - zdeﬁ) A (QiZdzﬁ A dzB)n*1
{zeCn|r<1}

B B

=a, (20 5" d2P A dP)”
/{ZEC"|7‘S1} ;

=22"ple,, Q.
This completes the proof of (BI8) and hence the lemma. O

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

(3.22) m(J,0) := hrnj{ Z w;i(e;)erdV,
Sa

A—o0
7,k=1

where {w;*} denote the (real version of) connection forms with respect to an or-
thonormal frame {e;} (see the Appendix) and

dV =

o (do)™ =6 A /\ WP AWts
n

Lemma 3.5. In the preceding notations, it holds that

(3.23) w(J,0) = (2”+%n2(6n + ncn)anﬂn> A

Proof. By the definition of interior product, we have

(3.24)

ij ej)epadV = Z w; Y (ej)w™ T — w;" Y (e )w ) AOA /\ WP AW tP

B=1,B7#v
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Observe that

N A 98 rgP
(3.25) onf N\ & rw _(5)9/\ VAR

B=1,07y B=1,B8#y
and
D o™ = "))
Z )07 +0,7(Z5)07)
(3.26) )

= <Z Ca’ya> 9’? + COnj.

2Ywdz + 2Vodz?
T > + h.d.o.t.

=V2n(ne, + é,)A (

where h.d.o.t. means "higher decay order term(s)” and recall w = t + i|z|>. Sub-

stituting (B:28) and (B26) into (3:24)), and noting that
.\ n—1 n n
7 Nn—1 __ on—1 _ 3 ) B8 B
(3.27) OA(dO)" L =2""1(n 1)!<2> oA> | N\ V2P AVREP

a=1 \ g=1,0#«a

we have

AOA(dO)" ' +h.d.o.t.

V2n(ne, +é,)A 2VwdzY + 2Vwdz?
Z‘“J ej)erdV = 27 1(n—1)] Z p2nta
J.k v

Therefore

m = i dVv
\/—n (nc, +én)A /
S

2n=1(n —1)!

Podz’ + 2PwdzP) Ao A (dh)
LB
Together with (BI8), we get the formula B23)). O

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 6 and local
coordinates (z,t) such that (z,t)(p) = 0 and near p

0 = é, 0" = V2dz.
We call such kind of coordinates the CR normal coordinates (see ??). Recall p =
(=1 [2°17)7 +2)1/4.

Proposition 3.6. With the notations above, in CR normal coordinates (z,t) the
Green’s function G, of the CR invariant sublaplacian Ly, (see (7.10) and (7-13) for
the definition of Ly and G)p) admits the following expansion

(3.28) G, = ;" —2n 4 A+ O(p)

for some dimensional constant a, > 0 and some constant A, € R.
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Proof. To deduce formula [3.28)), recall L, := b,A, + W where b, = 2 + %, W is
the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature (see [I7] or (ZI0)). Since, near p € M, 6 =0
hence L, = b, Ap. Thus near p we have

o _ a_n —om _ o B o a_n _on
(329) bnAb ( P 27Tp ) bnApr bnAb (27TP )
anbn A —2n
= Lpr - o Abp 2
= 166, — 163, = 0.

Here we have used the following formulae (cf. (T12))

(3.30) LyG,p = 160,,

o 327
3.31 App~ 2" = 50.
( ) bpP ab. 0

By ([B.29) we conclude that G — 32 p~2" is a smooth function near p since Ay is
hypoelliptic. So [B28)) follows. O

Note that [B31)) determines the value of a,,. We will consider the following pseu-
dohermitian manifold called the blow-up at p (through the Green’s function):

2 A
(3.32) (M\{p},J,e =G 9).
Proposition 3.7. With the preceding notations, we have (1) (M \{p}, J.0 := Gp% 9)
is asymptotically flat; (2) The p-mass m(J,0) is a positive multiple of Ap.
Proof. Take an admissible coframe {#*} for 6 as follows:
1 /.« 1 ~
(3.33) 0> = G (9 + 2i(log G,;l)ao) .

Recall ([19] p.421]) that this coframe is taken to have hop = hap = dap. From
B23) it follows that

9:G§é:(“”p*2"+Ap+0(p) b
2
(3.34) Lz i
_ (& —4 A p2n—4 2n—3 9
(27r) ( +nan PP O™ )0,

and (recall w = t + i|z|?)
(3.35)
1l /-« LA
0" = Gj (8" +2i(10g G5 )*0)
1-n

An _on % o % 7 )
= —I—Ap+0(p)> V2" + =G, (Zaap)o

(
_ (;L_Z)% (p2+ n2_a7;App2712+0(p2n1)) NGRS
(

an\w 2i (in 2%w oo 2(l—=n)m | 4. o a1 ¢
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Next we would like to express 6 and 6 in inverted CR normal coordinates (zy, ty).
If (z,t) are CR normal coordinates in a neighborhood U of p, we define the inverted
CR normal coordinates as

t , -
=T te=—pm on U\ (ph w=tilal, 2 = DD
a=1

Then we have
an
(3.36) 0 = (%)

r - (@)
)

3o

4m —2n —2n—1 i

3=

nay

2 n
(1 + _TrApp;Qn + O(p*in)) Z aaﬁﬁdzf
B=1

2 2\/§7T 2% o
A c —2n42 O —2n—2 9 .
( G, Pw2p* + (p* ) ( )
where

i), _ g

w2

(3.37) Qop =

12 2P) p?
(@iz"=0)p” a # B.

w2

Changing coordinates (2., t.) by rescaling to absorb constant (a,, /27)*/™, we obtain
that

(3.38) Ain @) = (;—;)QAP.

Note that setting 2% = (a, /27)"/"22, t = (a,/27)%/"t, gives p; 2" = (a,/27)2p " >".
2 A
We have shown that (M \ {p}, J,0 =Gy 9) is an asymptotically flat pseudohermi-

tian manifold. By B.I3) and B38) we also conclude that m(J, ) is a positive
multiple of A,. O

4. PrROOFS OF THEOREM [Tl AND COROLLARY [[.2]

4.1. Proof for m > 0. First we need to find a positive spinor v satisfying the
equation ng; = 0 and approaching a constant spinor at the infinity. Let us begin
with the definition of weighted Folland-Stein spaces on the Heisenberg group H,.
See the Appendix for basic material about H,,. Let 0 := (1 + p4)1/ 4 where we recall
p= (ks |28]2)2 4 #2)1/4. The weighted Lebesgue spaces L%(H,,), 1 < p < oo,
with weight 6 € R are the spaces of measurable functions in L} (H,,) such that the
norms || - ||p,s defined by

o ° 1/p
(4.1) llullp,s == { (IH [ulPo 0P~ 2 6 A (de)") , 1<p<o
ess supy (0 %ul), p = oo,

are finite. Here (Q = 2n + 2 is the homogeneous dimension. The weighted Folland-
Stein spaces Sy, ;(H,) are now defined with respect to the norm

(4.2) [[ul

k
kp,§ += Z V7 ul|p,6—5,

Jj=0
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where V/u := E\I\:j éru, I = (i1,--- ,i;) a multiindex and éyu = &, ---é;;u (see
(TI17) for the definition of é;). We can then extend the definition to the sections
of ST over an asymptotically flat pseudohermitian manifold N with V being a spin
connection.

Proposition 4.1. ([I1]) Suppose that (N, J,0) is an asymptotically flat, pseudo-
hermitian and spin manifold of dimension 5. Assume that J is spherical. Then for
0 < n < 4, the square of the contact Dirac operator

(4.3) D : S5, (ST) — 57, o(Sh)
is an isomorphism, where S,’;J(S"’) denotes the weighted Folland-Stein space of
sections of ST over N.

Proof. (sketch) By Corollary 28 (Weitzenbock formula for n = 2, dimension =
2n+ 1 = 5), we have

2 *
(4.4) D}=V'V+W

on S3 _(ST), which is subelliptic. We can then apply similar ideas in [I] to show
that ([@3]) is an isomorphism (a subelliptic analogue of Proposition 2.2 in [I]. We
refer the details to a separate paper [T1]. O

Corollary 4.2. With the same assumptions and notations as in Proposition [{-1},
let vy € ST be a spinor field on N which is constant near the infinity. Then there
is a spinor field ¢ € ST such that

(4.5) Dip = 0,
Y—1, € Sg)_4+8(S+) for small e > 0.

Proof. The asymptotic conditions imply that connection forms acting on orthonor-
mal frame fields are O(p~°). Tt follows that De¢tpy € S5 _5(ST) and hence Dt €
57 _61o(ST) for small & > 0. Therefore by Proposition E1l we find a unique
V_sie € S3_44.(ST) by taking n = 4 — e such that DZ¢_y,. = —DZ,. Then
P =1y + _,, . is the required spinor field. ([l

Proposition 4.3. (Regularity for the decay order) With the same assumptions and
notations as in Proposition [{1] and Corollary[{-3, we have Detp € S5 4, (ST).

Proof. From Corollary and the asymptotic conditions, we learn that D¢y =
Depg + Detp_y, . € S5 _5, . (omitting ST). We want to show that D¢t gains one
more decay order by applying the following scale-broken estimate: for u € 5’22) s(ST)
on Hs it holds that

(4.6) lull2,2,5 < CUIIDEullo2.6-2 + llull2(5,))

where Bj, is a Heisenberg ball of radius R in Hs (see [11]). Let y, denote a cutoff
function on Hy such that x,, = 1 on B,2 and x,. = 0 on Hs\ By,2 where B, denotes
the Heisenberg ball of radius a. Let ¢, . be a family of (C*°) smooth functions
with compact support B, /r C Ha, tending to do, the delta function at the origin as
r — oo. By identifying the end N, with Hy\Bpg through asymptotic coordinates,
we extend v into Br smoothly and denote the extension (now defined on Hjz) by
1. Consider

(D)) = (x(Det)) * 1/ o0 Ha
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where ”%” denotes the convolution with respect to the Heisenberg multiplication
(see [3, Ch.10]). Observe that (D)), has the following properties:

(4.7) (1) (Det)ry(x) — Detp(x) as r — oo since X, — 1,5, = o,
(2) (Dg{/})(r)(x) at © = oo has any decay order for a given 7.
Note that (DEJ;)(T) € 53 5(S*) on Hy for any § € R by (2) in @Z). So we can

substitute u = (Dg@?})(r) into (#6). Observing that Dg{b = D) = 0 on Ho\Bp =
Ny, we compute

De(x,(Det))) = ealx,)ea Detb + X, D0
= ea(x,)€a - DE{/) for x € Ho\Br = Ny
and
(4.8) Di(x,(Det)) = evealX,)es - €a - Deth
+ea(x,)en - ngcea . Dg])
+ea(X,)ep - €q - Ve, (Dg{/}).

Given a point p, we can choose an orthonormal frame field such that VeLbcea =0
at p. Together with eye, = —eqep — 2045 we reduce () to

(4.9) Di(x,(Deth)) = evealxr)es - €a- Deth
+ea(X,)ea - DEY — 2ea(X,) Ve, (Det))
= ecalXr)es - €a Dt — 2eq(x,) Ve, (Det))
for p € Hy\Br = Nuo. Note that in (ZJ) eq(X,) ~ =, €vea(X,) ~ 75 as r large and
Detp (resp. Ve, (Detp)) decays at oo in order —5 +¢ (resp. —6+¢). It follows that

||D§(XT(D51L))||0,2,—8+5 < C, independent of r. So (see [3}, Ch.10])) in view of (£9)
it holds that

D2 (Dei) () = / L DR(De) e ey, AV ()
Yye€Ly/rCH2

tends to 0 (resp. Dzym(Dgﬁ))(x)) for v € Ho\Br = N (resp. for x € Bp) as
r — oo and it converges in the norm || - ||o,2,—s+-. Here we have used the Heisenberg
translation invariance of D¢. On the other hand, it is easy to get (Dg@]})(r) — Dg?]}
in L?(Bjy) as r — oo. Now for 71, r9 large enough, by (8] we have

(4.10) [[(Dgth)(ry) = (D) (7o) ll2.2,~642
< C(|DE(Det))(ry) — DE(De) 1y ll0,2,~8+¢ + 1(Deth) (ry) — (Det) (rp) | L2(B) -
But the right hand side of (I0) is small since Dg (Dg@]})(r) and (Dg{b)(r) are Cauchy

in 7 with respect to their respective norms. Therefore {(Dgfb)(r)}T is a Cauchy

sequence in r with respect to the norm || - [|2 2, —61c. Thus as r — oo, (Det)) () —
D¢t € S3 g, .. Since Detp = Detp on Hy\Bg = No. It follows that Dep € S3 ...
O

Choose a constant spinor ¢, € ST with [¢)y| = 1 at infinity, and extend it to
a smooth spinor on the whole space N. By (@3) in Corollary we can find a
spinor field ¢ = ¢ + ¥_, . satistying Df¢yy = 0 and ¢_,,. € S5 _,,.(ST). Now
applying the Weitzenbock formula (2.2I)) to ¢ and integrating by parts over the
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region N = {p < R} (we abuse the notation; more accurately Ngp = N\Noo, Nuo
is diffeomorphic to {p > R} in the Heisenberg group), we have

(4.11)
/ |Vp|2 + Wep|2dV (dV = 6 A (d6)?)
Ngr

—Re/s (¢, Viv)e;udV (Sg := ONgr = {p = R})

=Re /5 ({0, Vito) + (o, Vith _gie) + (Y_uie, Vitho) + (Y_upe, Vith_sie)) €iadV.

Since
<‘/’0a €5, Ck 7/’0> = <1/’ (ejer — ek63)¢0>
<€J¢07 €k¢0> <ek¢0=€j¢0>
(4.12) = (erejthg, o) + ( — ejerthy, ¥o)
= <[ek76] 1/10,¢O> <[€ja€k]¢07¢o>

we have Re(1y, [ej,ex]ty) = 0, and hence the first term in the RHS of (@II)
vanishes as R — oo. Furthermore, since _, . = O(p~*), Vyp_ .. = O(p~>T)
and Vi, = O(p~>¢), the third and the fourth terms in the RHS of (I also
vanish.

Finally, we are going to show that the second term in the RHS of @I will
catch the p-mass as R — oo. For this, let L; denote the operator

(413) Li = Vl + 61'D5-
Noting that e;e; = 3[e;, e;] — 6,5, we have
1
5[61‘, €j]Vj.
Let o denote the 3-form ([e;, e;]1g, ¥_y 4. )e;oe;odV. Then

(4.15) da = —4 ((Litbg, ¥_yyc) — (o, Lith_y4 ) €iadV.

Therefore, by Stokes’ theorem we have

(4.16) /S<Li¢0,¢4+5>eﬂdv._/ (o, Lith_ 4, )eidV,

R Sr

(4.14) Li = (0ij + eie;)V; =

hence the second term in the RHS of ([@II]) becomes
(4.17)

—Re/ <¢O,Vﬂ[1_4+€>einV:Re/ (b, (€:Dg — Li)tp_ys . VeisdV
Sr S

R

= Re/s (<¢07 _eiD£¢0> - <Li¢07w—4+8> + O(p_6+€)) €inV,

where in the last equality, we have used the fact D¢y, . = —Detpg + O(p~t+e)
by Proposition 3l As before, (Lith, ¥_4,.) = O(p~ 7%, so the second and third
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terms in the RHS of (£I7)) vanishes as R — oo. On the other hand

2n

1
(4.18) eiDgtpg = eiek Vit = eiek | exto — 7 > wm'(er)eremtby

m,l=1

Substituting ([{.I8) into [{I7), we get
(4.19)

— Re/ <1/)0, Vﬂ/},4+5>einV

/ Z wm ek)Re<¢0,ezekelemw0>eHdV
SR

m,l=1

:/5 —wg (ek)|g/10| e;udV + Z Z/ ™(ek) Re<¢0,ezekelem¢0>eleV

m#i l#£k

where the first integral on the RHS of [{@I9) is taken over all terms with m=i and
I = k in the middle term, and the last integral in (£I9) is taken over all terms
with either m # ¢ or | # k, and hence m # i and | # k (This is because that
Re<¢, lejs ek]¢> = 0 for any spinor ¢). In addition, since w;' = 0, the last integral
survives only for m # i,1 # k,l # m as well as i # k. It follows that

Z Z/ Ek R6<’l/}0, ezek€l€m¢0>eszV

m#i l#£k

1
/ Zwlm(ek)ReQbo,eiekelem¢0>einV
s s
(420) i£kiAEm £k l#m R

1 .
/ Zwkl(ek)|¢0|2einV
Sr

1
+ Z Zwlm(ek)Re@bo, eiereremibg)eiadV
(i,k,l.m) €l () ” OF

where the index set I, is defined as follows:

(4.21) Iy = {(klm):i#ki#Li#Emk#1Lk#m,
L#m, 1<k, l,m<2n}.

Substituting ([@20)) into [@I9) gives
—Re/ (g, Vit _y, . )eindV

/ Z W ek)Re<1/)0,elekelem1/10>eszV
SR
(4.22) =t

:/ JWk Yer) Yol ?eiadV
Sr

1
+ Z Zwlm(ek)Re@/JO, eiereremibg)eindV
(isk,l.m)El () ” IR
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Putting (@22)) into (@II)), letting R — oo and using B22), 23) and Lemma

4 below, we obtain a Witten-type formula

1
(4.23) / V|2 + Wp2dV = 57U, 0) +16(ca — &2)an 2 A
N

_ (16[(2\/54— Des + (V2 — 1)52]a292)A.

This shows that A > 0, and hence the p-mass is nonnegative by [B.I3]). In the proof
above we have used the following result.

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

1

Zwlm(ek)ReWJO, eiekelem1/)0>einV

(4.24) (isk,lm) €l () ” OF
=16(co — C2)aad2 A, as R — oo,

Remark 4.5. For blow-ups through the Green’s function, we have ¢y > ¢3. Note
that ([£.24) may not hold in general for n > 2.

Proof. First for any positive spinor ¢, (e1e3 + ezeq)®) = 0 implies
(¥, ereseqeqt)) = (— eresy), ezeqr))
= (ezeqt), e2e4))
= <¢7€46262641/1> = |7/1|2-

Therefore Re<1/)0, eiekelem¢0> = +|¢)o|? for any indices i, k, [, m such that each one
is different from others. Let

1
I'= Z Zwlm(ek)Rewm eiereremibg)eindV
(i,k,l.m)€l(5) SR
(see (£20)) for the definition of the index set I(3)). Then we have

I= l/ [(—wi?(es) + wi’(e2) —wa®(e1))w?] [1ho|* AOAw! Aw?

=3/,
(4.25) i % /sR [(wi?(ea) — wi(es) +ws™(ex))w’] [io* A Aw! A
+ % /SR [(w12(e4) —wit(ed) + WQ4(61))(U1+} Vol AOAw? Aw!
+ %/SR [(w24(e3) — w3 (eq) — o.)34(62))w3] [0 A O AW AW,
where
2(—wi®(e ) 1?(e2) — wa’(en))
= (6,2 ’)(zzl —iZ1) — 2001 (Zs + Z3) + (02" — 051)(Zy + Z3)
= 2i(6,° ( 1) +021(Z1) — 0.1(Z2) — 0,1 (Z3))
(4.26) = 2i(0,2(Z1) + 02" (21) — 01" (Z2) — 61 () + h.dot. (by BD))

= 21(01 i+ Bg 1 — 3112 — Clli) + h.d.o.t. (by (B8]))

- 27?(@ —&)A(z0 + 2%w) + hdot. (by @), @F)
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(h.d.o.t. means "higher decay order term(s)”). Similarly, we have
2(w1”(e4) = wi(es) + w3 (1))

(4.27) _ 2/2i

= (cy — &) A(z%@ — 2%w) + h.d.o.t.,

2(w1?(eq) — W14(62) + wa(e1))
(4.28) _ 2p_\?(02 — &)A(z'@ + z'w) + h.d.o.t.,
2(wa'(e3) — w2’ (eq) + w3’ (e2))
(4.29) 2+/2i
8

(co — &) A(z'w — z'w) + h.d.o.t..

Substituting ([26]), [@.2T), [ E2]),[E29) into (28], we have, modulo the higher de-
cay order terms (h.d.o.t. in short),
(4.30)

(cy — ) 5 (2200% + 22W0°) NOA S0P A0 + (200" + 2'wh') A O A L0 NG
I=——7—A[ [ 3
V2 Sk P

N 2 (BopB 1 LBLePy
_ _1(2P00” + zPwb 1 3
- (CQ\/§C2)A/ |7/10|22ﬁ_1( P8 ) A %9 A(O' N6+ 6% N 6%
Sr

ABAd (by @), B2D)).

(co — ) A ) 22:1 (zPadzP + 2Pwdz?)
=5 /SR |0 =
Therefore, by (BI8) we have

(431) lim [ = 16(02 - 52)0&29214.

R—oo

O

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

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

Proof. This is immediately obtained from the Witten-type formula (£.23)) and note
that W > 0. O

Lemma 4.7. The p-mass m(J,0) = 0 implies the torsion (forms) 7% = AP507 =0
for all 5.

Proof. Motivated by the idea of Schoen and Yau in [26], we consider the flow ¢,
generated by the Reeb vector field 7' of N, and set Js = p;J. (J = LrJ = 2i AP
ol ® Zs —2iA7 0% ® Zjz, see (LI6])). We need the following proposition.

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

positive function us on N such that (N, Js, ui/nﬁ) 1s asymptotically flat with zero
Tanaka- Webster curvature, and

(4.32) m(Jg,u?/m0) = C" / Wius 0 A (d6)"
N
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for some negative constant C!,, where Wy denotes the Tanaka-Webster scalar cur-
vature with respect to (Js,0).

Proof. (of Proposition[4.8)) In order for the structure (Js, ui/"o) to be scalar flat,
the function us must satisfy

(4.33) bnAb(s)us + Wsus =0

where A,y denotes the sublaplacian with respect to (Js,0). Let W,_ denote the
negative part of Wy, meaning that Ws_(z) := min{Ws(z), 0}. Write dVy := OA(d6)".
For |s| small enough, W is not too negative in the sense that

T
(4.34) (/ |W,_ |t dV9> < eo
N

for some given small ¢ (which we will specify later). Using (£34) and the Sobolev
type inequality (p = b, =2+ 2)

1/p 1/2
(4.35) </ |u|? dV9> <C (/ Vs ul” dV9>
N N

for any function v with compact support on N, we have
/ <(bnAb(s) + Ws)u,u> dVy
N
:bn/ (Vs ul® dVy +/ Weu? dVy
N N

(4.36) zbn/NIVb<s>u|2 dVy —/N|W_|u2 dVy

1/(n+1) 2/p
zbn/ (Voeyul? dVy (/ |Ws—|n+ldV9> (/ ur dVb)
N N N

> (b —5002)/ Vs ul? dVi.
N

Choose g9 > 0 small so that b, — g9C? > 0. The estimate (36]) implies that
bnAy(s) + W is coercive for |s| small. Therefore there exists a solution vy of

(437) bnAb(s)'Us + Wsvs = Wi

on N, which decays to zero at infinity. More precisely, using estimates similar to
those of Lemma 3.2 in [26], together with (831]), one finds that

1
(4.38) Vs = —2/ (W — Wevg) dVp + O(p~ 2" 1)
e Jn
near oo for some ¢ > 0. Let us = 1 — vs. Then, by (31) us is the unique positive
function us on N satisfying b, Aygyus + Wius = 0. Therefore, (N, Js,ug/"@ is
asymptotically flat with zero Tanaka-Webster curvature. It follows from (@38
that

1
Ug = 1-— C7T—2n/ Wsus d‘/g + O(p_2n_l)
P N
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and hence
(4.39)
1 p-2
0= (1 g [ W v 0670 )
P N

((1+CnAp_2n+O(p_2n_1))é+O(p_2n_1)ﬂdz’6+O(p_2n_1)BdZB>

= (1 - {% /N Wi, dVe] pEn O(p_2"_1)) 0

+O0(p 2 Y 5d2P + O(p~2 1) 5d2".

For the second equality of [£39), we have used A = 0 by B13)) since m(J,0) = 0 by
assumption. Therefore, from (£39) the p-mass formula [@32) follows by comparing

GI3) with @I). O

Now we proceed to prove lemma 77l Generalizing [7, (2.20)] to higher dimen-
sions, we have

d :
(4.40) TV = Z i(Eavy,5a — Eaqna) — ”Z(Aaﬁan + Aoy Eas)
B ay ay
where | J, = 2F = 2E,00" ® Z5 + 2B5°07 ® Zs with Eqy = —ida,. From

(#E32) and [{A0), we have

d

d
Ws-ug+Wo—| us) dVy
ds

2/n9 —
m(J,u""0) = C s=0 dsls=0

d

5=0 "/N(E

ZCL/ -

(4.41) N ds

= _2710:1/ Z |Aa7|2 dVp
N @,y

>0 (C),<0)

OWS d‘/eu (qulu WOZO)u

if some A,y # 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?/ "0) for s < 0, |s| small with zero Tanaka-Webster curvature and
negative p-mass by (@4I)). This contradicts (£.23) and Lemma .1 follows. O

Lemma 4.9. The p-mass m(J,0) = 0 implies the pseudohermitian curvature R.3p5
=0.

Proof. Recall ([20]) that if A,s = 0 (implied by Lemma 7)), then we have the
Bianchi identity
Roppsy = Rapro,p = 0
(4.42) PR
Py va.p = Us
and the contracted identity

(4.43) Rys.0 =0.
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That N is spherical implies
0=S5

aBp&

=R (Rophps + Ryghas + 60" Rps + 6,° Ras)

1
aBrs 1o
W
MCES )
Taking covariant derivative of ([{L44]), we obtain via Lemma (W =0)

1
afpa,y — m(

(4.44)
(66" hps + 8, has).

(4.45) R Ragﬁhpa + Rpfz,»yhaa + 50¢5Rp5,’y + 5pﬁRa6,'y)§

and (by interchanging p and )
1

afyG,p — m(

Subtracting (£40) from (£45) and using the Bianchi identities ([@42]), we get

(4.46) R Rop ,hs + Ryp yhas + 00” Ryg.p + 0,7 Ras.p);

1
(447) O = n—H(RaBﬂhpa + 5p'6Ra5-7»y - RaB,ph’Ya’ - 57'6Ra5-1p).
Considering [@A7) for § =~ and taking the sum over §, we have in view of ([Z43)
1
0 - - Ra,} .
n -+ 2 ( n 7/7)
That is, R,s is paralell and hence vanishing since N is asymptotically flat. This
together with (£.44)) gives the pseudohermitian curvature R,5,; = 0. O

Take ¢o € Noo = N\ Ny, a simply connected neighborhood. By Lemma [L7 and
Lemma [£.9] we find a pseudohermitian isomorphism between N, and its image V'
in Ho. Call ¥ : V — N, the inverse of this map. Note that ¥ is an isometry with
respect to the adapted (Webster’s) metrics L; +0®0 and Ly + 0®0 (recall that Ly
denotes the Levi metric, cf. (])) respectively. Observe that the distance between
qo and oo is oo and so V' C Hs must be a neighborhood of co by a simple topological
argument. Now extend U to a covering map U : Hy — N via the pseudohermitian
development. Note that V is contained in a fundamental domain. If ¥ 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 ¥ is 1-1 and a pseudohermitian isomorphism. This concludes
N ~ Hy as pseudohermitian manifolds. We have completed the proof of Theorem

T

Proof. (of Corollary [.2) Consider the blow-up (N = M\{p}, J, 8 = GZ/"0). By
Proposition B (1) (N, J,0) is asymptotically flat. It is obvious that N = M\{p}
C M is spin since M is spin. From the transformation law (7ZI1)) it follows that
Wyie = 0on N. We can now apply Theorem [Tl to complete the proof. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.3]

Let (M?"*1J. 6) be a closed pseudohermitian manifold with the Tanaka-Webster
scalar curvature W = Wy > 0. For each point p € M?"*! let G, be the Green’s
function (exists since Wyg > 0) of the CR invariant sublaplacian L; with pole at
p, namely 0 < G, € C°(M?"*1\ {p}) such that L,G, = 166, B.30) where L, =
by + W, b, =2+ % Recall (3.32) that the blow-up (or the ”generalized Cayley
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transform”) at p is the noncompact pseudohermitian manifold (M?2"*1\ {p}, J,
2
Gj 0). By the transformation law (ZI1]), we obtain WJG%O =0 on M1\ {p}.

1P

Let 6 = GP%G and the volume form dVj := 0 A (dB)". A standard cut-off function
argument implies that

9
It B . fM\{p} bn|vb¢|2 dVb
(5.1) Y(M J) = inf b 270,
$eCF (M\{p}) (IM\{p} |p[Pn dVy) /b

(see (TI3)) for the definition of the CR Yamabe constant Y(M?**1 J)) where the
infimum is taken for ¢ € C§°(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 M?"*!\ {p} with
both numerator and denominator finite, which is called the set of admissible test
functions. Let Ej(¢) := fM\p b,|Vig? dVy. Let s = b, = 2+ 2 and || - ||s denote
the L®-norm with respect to the volume dVj;. 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 ¢g such that

(5.2) E9(¢,8) < y(S2n+l7j)H¢BH§+% . CnAp672n + 0(6727171)

for B large, where A, is the constant in the expansion of the Green’s function G,
(see (328)) and C,, is a positive dimensional constant.

5.1. The constant in the expansion of the Green’s function. By Proposition
. 2
B (1) (with notations 6 and 6 switched), Gy -0 is asymptotically flat. Hence writing

2 .
Gy -0 = hw -6 in asymptotic coordinates (z,t) (recall ([Z30) rescaled to absorb
(an/2m)%/™) for a positive smooth function h = h(z,t), we have

h(o0) = " %ﬁl)rgoo h(z,t) =1

(33) h(z,t) =1+

Qnp
2
where p = p(z,t) = (|z|* + )1/ and A, is the constant in the expansion of the
Green’s function G), (see (3.28)). We would like to remark that the constant A,
doesn’t depend on the choice of local coordinates near p € M2n+1,

Ap . p—2n 4 O(p—Qn—l)7

5.2. Test function estimate: proof of Theorem [5.1]l First, let us recall that
the family of extremals to Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg group (H™,0)
(suppressing the obvious CR structure J) is given by the following

up(z,t) = B" - lw + i7"
where w =t +i|z|? and 3 > 0. The family {ug(z,t): B > 0} satisfy the following
CR Yamabe equation on (H™, 6):

(5.4) Dy(up/Kn) = V(S ) - (ug/K,) ' T,

where |Juglls = Ky, (recall s = b, =2+ 2), D, = bnAg (= Ly on (H™,0) since
W = 0) and Y(S?**1,J) is the CR Yamabe constant of the standard CR sphere
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(§27+1J). Recall that || - ||s denotes the L-norm with repect to the volume form
dVy = 0 A (df)™.

We would like to transplant the family {ug(z,t): 8> 0} onto manifold M2+
near a point p. Let (z,t) be a system of asymptotic coordinates in H™\ (big compact
set) near p such that (z(p), t(p)) = oo and (2, t) is near co. We consider the following
family of level sets (C H™) parametrized by 3:

(5.5) {(z ) ug=p" - lw+if* "= 87" (1+e)7'},

where e = R- 872 with R being a fixed large positive number. Denote the interior
of the level set containing co by Ug(co). We have the following lemma

Lemma 5.2. For § >> R: we have

(66 A0 1eP > 192} CUp(oo) C (1) plet)? > D R),
for some constants v,,7v4,0 < v; < vy, which are independent of S.
Proof. Define

t z z
57 Zat:_2+2_2+_47
(5.7) fa(z,1) (62) Iﬁl Iﬁl
then
(5.8) ug(z,t) =B - (1+¢e) & falz,t) = (1 +e)r — 1.
That is, for each fixed 3, we may rewrite the level set in (5.0 in the following form:
2
(5.9) {(z,t) : fa(z,t) =1 +e)» —1}.
If 8 > v/R, then, by the binomial series, we have
(I+e)n —122( P )5 —122( L)e

(5.10) h=0 . o,

_ p-2 w0 ) k-1

=5 RS ()

k=1
2

where ( » ) = %(%—1)(%—:!)---(%—1@“)' We have (1 +&)7 —1=2c+¢%forn=1

2
and, (14¢)» —1 = ¢ for n = 2. On the other hand, since the series Y orey ( P )ak’l

)

is an alternating series for n > 3, it is easy to see that
2

(5.11) ﬁ‘”R-[(?)+(§)a}g(1+a)%—1gﬁ—2-3-(

which implies that

— 3

n+2

(5.12) B2 R- —

2
S+ —1<p 2R
n
We hence conclude that
(5.13) B2 Ry <(146)7 —1<B7 R,

for some constants v;,7v,,0 < 77 < 74, which are independent of 3. Now suppose
that (z,t) € Ug(c0), i.e., f5(z,t) > (1+&)= —1. In terms of (5I3), this implies that
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B fs(z,t) > 5% R-~,. We can rewrite this inequality as p* 4+ 2|2[>6% > 5% - R-v,,
which implies

(5.14) pt+28%0° >3- R-v,.

Inequality (5.I4) is equivalent to

(5.15) p? > —p*+1/B* + Ry, B2

On the other hand, suppose that a is an arbitrary positive constant such that
v, — 2a > 0. We have (v, — 2a)8? > a®R, for § >> 1. This is equivalent to

(5.16) B2Ry, > 2aRB* 4 a*R2.
If we add 8* on both side of EI18), we get

(5.17) B+ B°Ry, > (82 + aR)?,
which, together with (EIH]), implies that

(5.18) P’ >aR

for any a with v; — 2a > 0. We hence prove that Ug(oo) C {(2,t) : p(z,t) >
(L-R)'/2}. Finally, in terms of (5.13)), we have

(5.19) {(2,1) : p* +2|2[*8° > Ry,8°} C Us(co0),
which implies
(5.20) {(z,1) : |2[* + 2|28% > Ry,8%} C Ug(o0),

or, equivalently,

(5.21) {(z,t) : |2> > =% +\/B* + Ry,B%} C Us(c0).

Define g(8) to be the function g(8) = —B* 4+ 1/8* + Ry,8%. A straightforward

computation shows that ¢’(8) > 0 for all 8 > 0 and ¢(8) — R;Y? as f — oo. We

thus have that g(8) < % for all > 0. This, together with (5.21]), shows that

R
(5.22) {(z,0) |22 > %} C Us(c0).
We therefore complete the proof of Lemma O

Since Ug(c0) is contained in a fixed neighborhood of oo for all large 3, we may
fix coordinates (z,t¢) as described earlier and transplant the family of extremals
{ug(z,t) : B> 0} onto manifold M?"*! near the point p as follows:

_ [ us(z0) in Up(o0)
(5.23) s = { B~ (1+¢e)t elsewhere in M2+ \ p.

It is easy to check directly that {¢5 : § > 0} is a family of admissible test functions.
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Let us use Ug(L) to denote Ug(co) N Br(0). Note that in Ug(oo), we have
6 = h(z,t)% - B(z,t) (with h having the expansion in (5.3)). It then follows that

By0) = [ bal¥iesP av;
M\{p}
(5.24) :/ b |Vids|* - B dVj
Ug(o0)

= lim bu| V0042 - B2 AV,
L—oco Ug(L) b ﬂ 0

Using the divergence theorem, we compute

/ balVigs|2 - h* dV,
Us(L)
(5.25) :/ Dy(ug) - ug - h* dVj —/ b - ug(Vyug, Vi (h*)) dVj
Ug(L) Ug (L)
+ n/ by - ug(eanug) - hZ 6 A (d@)"i1 ANe™.
U5 (L)

(recall that Dy = bnAg) 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(S?"+1,.J);
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
| Dy us b2 dv, < VS D)6
Us(L)

where ||gl|s (recall s = 2+ 2) denotes the L*-norm with respect to the volume form
dVy = O A (dO)" (recall that  is the contact form on M?"+1\ p).

1/s
Proof. Recall that K, = [ L ung@} and

Dy(ug/Kn) = Y(S*") - (ug/Kn)* ™",
where we recall s = 2+ 2/n. Using this identity, and by Holder inequality, we have

/ Dé(u,@) “ug - h2dV§ = y(SQnJrl)KZiS/ ufg . h2dV(;
Us(L) Us(L)

(s—2)/s
[ | wsnray,
Up (L)

2/s
< V(8P ) luslz,

2/s

< V(5P K2 [ [ wav,
Us(L)

T
Us(L)

where |lug||s is taken with respect to the contact form 6 and notice that avy =
h?dVy. The lemma hence follows. O

For the second term, we have the following estimate.
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Lemma 5.4. For all large L, it holds that
[ us(Vus Vi) vy = € 4, 57+ 057
Up(L)

where Cy, is a positive dimensional constant and A, is the constant in the expansion

of the Green’s function G, (3.28).

Proof. Recall that Z, f(aza + 2% gt) w=t+ilz|*and h = h(z,t) =1+ A4, -
p~ M+ O(p~21) (B3). After a straightforward computation, we have

. A .52
Dy =~ g2 (w'—225 ), Fop2 = inp=2n2) 0y,
(5.26) V2 |w4ip?nt2
_ \/iAp(Z@pﬁ") + O(p72n72).
Thus
up(Viug, Vy(h?))
=u Zoau ZD@h2 + conjugate
(5.27) ﬁ;( 8)(Zah”) jug
24, Zw; (Zoup)(Z + Zw; (Zoup)O(p~2"2) + conjugate.
a=1

Using (5.20), it is easy to check that

72 o p 2D (o + B2 — i 2 B2 )
2 |w + 87 [2n+2

ug(Zaup)(Zap™2") =

WE

)

a=1

and thus, using the non-isotropic scaling ¢ = t/ , 2= z/ and notice that

dVy = dVy(z,t) = 62"”%(2, ),

we have
( Z ulg(Zoauﬂ)(Zo@p_Q") + conjugate) av;
(5.28) Us(L) a=1
' ~—2(n4+2) (|2 1 [5]2)] 52
:2n2Ap672n/ 14 A(|w| 2n++|22| )|Z| d%(é,f)
Us(L) | + i

It is easy to see that the integrand on the right hand side of ([B.28)]) is a function of
O(p~°"72) and that Us(co) contains a fixed neighborhood of oo for all large 8 (by
Lemma [5.2)), we conclude that, as L — oo,

/ 2Ap( Z u5(ZDauLg)(ZD@p*2") + conjugate) dVy > C’nApﬁ_2",
Us(L) =1

for some positive dimensional constant C,,. It is similar to check that the integral
of the higher decay order of (5.27) is of order 572" !, we thus complete the proof
of the lemma (with C,, = C,, %2). O

n 2w

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

lim ug(eanug) - h? O A (dO)"~' Ae™ = O(B~2 1),
L—oo 8U3(L)

Proof. We first split the boundary 0Ug(L) into inner and outer parts:
8U5(L) e 31U5(L) U 82U5(L),

where the inner boundary is

UL = {(20): () +2A5P + 151 =140 —1)

and the outer boundary is
0Us(L) = {(z,1) : ¢ + |2|* = L*},
which actually is the Heisenberg sphere with radius L. First we estimate the outer
boundary. For each fixed 8, on 92Us(L), we have
us(z,t) = O(L™"), [Viug(z, 1) = O(L "),
h(z,t) =1+ A, L7 + O(L2" 1),
and hence
(5.29) lug(eanug) - h?| = O(L™*"1).

On the other hand, let do(p) = OA(dB)" ' Ae™ be the p-area form on the Heisenberg
sphere {z,t) : t2 + |z|* = p*}. Then we have do(L) = L**!do(1), which, together
with (B29]), implies that

(5.30) | ug(eanug) -h> O A ()" ' Ae| = O(L™?").
oUg(L)

Next, we estimate the inner boundary. Let do = ‘N (dé)"‘1 A €™ be the p-area
form on the inner boundary. Using the non-isotropic scaling ¢ = t/ B2 2=z /B, we

have

do = B> ds
(5.31) " 2 e
ug =" - Jw+if7T" = 67" o+

Since |V€w| = 2|z|, it follows that

(5.32) Viug| < cnB™fw+ %" = e M+ 4] Y],

From (B31), (E32)), and notice that h is bounded, we have

(5.33) / ug(eanup) - h* do < / cnl@ 447271 2)dG,
BIUB(L) alUg(L)

here O Us(L) = {(2,4) : 2 + 2|22 + |2]* = (1 + &)= — 1}. And, from (5I3), it is
easy to see that

R
(5.34) @ +i? = P25 1= (1+e)n < 241
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on 01Ug(L). Substituting (5.34)) into (5.33)), we obtain

Rey,\ ~2HD/2
/ ws(eamuy) b2 do < o (1 + —22) / 121d5
81Us(L) B 01Us(L)

—(2n+1)/2
< (1 T R—”Y) [ e,
8 9 Us(L)

where dA is the area form with respect to the Riemannian metric induced from the
R ~2 N
adapted metric 3df(-, J-) + 6~ of (M?"*1,6) and, for the last inequality, we have

used the basic result do < dA. Now, using the Euclidean dilation ¢ = ¢8, z = 28,
we have

(5.35)

dA = B72"dA,
|Z]*

0 Us(L) = {(z,f) 24205+ % = p? ((1+a)% - 1)}

Let C(R) = 8* ((1 +e)m — 1). Then, from (5.13),
R-v, < C(R) < R-,,

where 7,7, are independent of 3. Therefore

R E ) L lHdd
(5.36) 91Us (L) {Gh+2122+ B =c(r)}

=07,

where, for the last equality, we have used the fact that, as 8 — oo

) |Z]dA — |Z|dA,
/{(2,5);£2+2|z|2+;;‘—0(R)} {(zD#2+42]22=C(R) }

which is a finite number. Due to (535) and (536, the lemma follows. O

By Lemma 53] Lemma 54 and Lemma 55, we reduce (5:25) to (52). We have
completed the proof of Theorem [5.11

5.3. Proof of Theorem [I.3l By Corollary [[L2] we obtain that the associated p-
mass m > 0. In case m > 0, we have A, > 0 by Proposition[3.7] (2). It follows from
(B2) in Theorem BT that
Y(M, J) <V(8°, ).

Here we have used Y(M, J) < Ey(¢g)/ll¢sl/? by the definition of Y(M, J). Then a
fundamental theorem in [I7] 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 (S°,.J) by Corollary
Then the standard contact form on S® is a minimizer to attain Y(S°,J).

6. EXAMPLES

In this section we are going to provide many examples satisfying the assumption
of Corollary[[.2land Theorem[I.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. (S°/Z,, p : odd integer) Let S® denote the unit sphere in C?. Let
Z, = 7Z/pZ denote the finite cyclic group of order p. Z, acts on C* through the

diagonal matrices:
2nki

e P _ 0
0 &30 | €eUB)
0 0
where k = 0, 1, 2, ..., p — 1 and it induces a free action on S°. So S5/Zp is a

manifold. The standard contact structure (or bundle) é on S° is given by the
complex invariant tangent bundle:

£:=T8°N JesTS°

where Jes denotes the complex structure of C3. Since Jgs is invariant under the
Z,-action, £ is invariant under the Z,-action too. So S%/Z, is a contact manifold
with the induced contact structure, still denoted as é .

To see whether S°/Z,, is spin, we observe that H*(S®/Z,,Z>) = 0 if p is an odd
integer. This fact can be seen as follows. First we will use the known result below:

(6.1) H*(S%)2,,7) = Z, k=0,5
= 0, k=1,3
= Z,, k=24

By Poincare duality we learn that Ho(S®/Z,, Z) =2 H*(S%/Z,,Z) = 0 and H(S®/Z,,Z)
~ HY(S®/Zy,7) = Z,. 1t follows that
(6.2) H?*(S°/Z,,75) Hom(Hz(S°)Zy, Zs) ® Ext(H,(S°)Zy,7),Z2)

0 ECL‘t(Zp,Zg) = Z(pﬁg) =0

if p is an odd integer (so (p,2) = 1). Now the second Stiefel-Whitney class we(T(S°/Z,))
€ H*(S%/Z,,Z2) = 0 by [6.2), so wa(T(S°/Z,)) = 0. Therefore S°/Z, is spin when
p is an odd integer. We remark that RP® := S5 /Zs is not spin (see, for instance,
Proposition 4.5 on page 235 in [16]).

The standard CR structure .J on (55 é) defined by Jcs restricted on é decends
to S° / Z,, since the Z,-action preserves J. This CR structure on $° /Z, is spherical

since J is. The standard contact form 6 on S3 [I7, p.176] is invariant under the
Zy-action. So it decends to S®/Z,. On the other hand, the pseudohermitian (or

Tanaka—Webster) scalar curvature with respect to (.J,0) is a positive constant. It
follows that the CR Yamabe constant for S°/Z, is positive.

Example 2. (S* x S(la), a > 1) Let H,, be the Heisenberg group (see the first

paragraph of the Appendix for the description). On H,\{0}, for a > 1 we define
the dilations 7, by

Ta(2,t) = (az,a?t)
where (2,t) € Hy, z = (2%, ..., 2") € C", t € R. Consider the contact form
6

0 .= E
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on Hp\{0}, where
0 = dt+ i2BdP — iz'édz'@,
p = (]z]*+t3)V*

(cf. (ZIR), (ZZ0)). Observe that 7%(A) = 0 and (74)sJ = J(74)« (cf. (TIR)), i.e.
T4 is a pseudohermitian automorphism of (H,\{0}, .J, 8). So the pseudohermitian
structure (.J, f) decends to the quotient space (H,\{0})/Tq where Iy := {..., 74-1, 1,
Tas Ta2, -} In particular, ((H,\{0})/Tq, J) is a spherical CR manifold since (H,,,
J) is spherical. Topologically H,\{0} = (0,00) x $2"(1) where $2"(1) := {p = 1}
C H,. For a > 1 each slice [a™~!, a™) x S$2*(1) is isomorphic to one another as
pseudohermitian manifolds through an element of T',. Thus we use 52" x S’(la) (to
indicate the dependence on a; topologically S(la) is the same as S') to denote the
quotient space (H,\{0})/T,.

Next we claim that H?(S?" x S(la), Zs) = 0 and hence S?" x S(la) is spin (since
wa (5" x S(,)) will then be zero). Noting that T'or(HP(S*",Z2), H1(S',Z)) = 0
since H4(S!,Z) is a free abelian group for each ¢, we then have, from the Kunneth
formula (e.g. p.123 in [29]),

(6.3) H*(S™ x S1,Zy @ Z) = Y HP(S*,Zy) @ HY(S", Z)
p+q=2
= H?*(S?",Zy) ® H*(S', Z)a H*(S*",Zy) ® H' (S, Z)

in view of H2(S*,7Z) =0. For n > 2 we can easily obtain H?(S?",Z,) = H(S?", Zs)
= 0 (say, apply the universal coefficient theorem for G = Zs in Theorem 3.14 on
page 97 in [29], note that Ext(free abelian, - ) = 0 and use the fact that Hy(S?",Z)
= Hy(S?",Z) = 0). Substituting this into ([6.3) and noting that Z; ® Z = Zs, we
obtain H2(S8?" x S',Z3) = 0 for n > 2.

It is not hard to compute the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature W for (52" x

St y»Jo, 0) as follows (cf. p.994 in [8]):

(a
n(n+1)|z|2

22 ’
Note that W is nonnegative, but only vanishes on the circle {(0,¢) | ¢ € R*}/T,.
It follows that the CR Yamabe constant Y(S?" x S(la),j) > 0 for any n € N.
Otherwise we have J(S?" x S’(la), J ) = 0. Then by solving the Yamabe minimizer
problem ([I7]), we can find (smooth) u > 0 such that

W:

2
2+ —)Avu+Wu=0
n

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

2 . .
/ 2+ 2)|Voul? + Wu]d A (dB)" =0,
§2nxSE,, n

It follows that u = 0, a contradiction. Altogether we have shown that S* x S(la),

a > 1, is a contact spin 5-manifold which admits a spherical CR structure J with
positive CR Yamabe constant.
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Example 3 (RP° § RP°) Although RP® := S%/Z; is not spin as remarked in
Example 1, the connected sum of two copies of RP® is indeed spin. This fact can
be seen as follows. First we define a Zs-action 7 (identified with 7(1)) on S* x S?
by

7: (21,0 25),2) = ((—21, .0y —25), 2)
where the coordinates are given in view of S* € R® and S' C C as the unit
sphere and the unit circle respectively. It is not hard to see that topologically
or differentiably RP® # RP® has a S! fibration over RP*, which is the same as
(S* x S1)/7. We compute the tangent bundle

(6.4) T (RP°§RP) T((S* x SY/7)
T(S* x SY)/r.

On the other hand, T(S* x S1) ~ TS*® TS ~ TS* @ ! ~ £° where ! and £°
denote the trivial bundle of rank 1 and rank 5 respectively. Together with (6.4)
we conclude that T(RP°$RP®) is trivial. Therefore RP’$RP® is spin. It is clear
that RP® is a spherical CR 5-manifold with CR Yamabe constant Y(RP®) > 0 since
its Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature is a positive constant, same as the standard
pseudohermitian S°.

To show that RP5ﬂRP5 in Example 3 is still a spherical CR 5-manifold with
Y(RP°#RP®) > 0, we employ the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. ([4]) Suppose (My,J1) and (Ma, J3) are two closed (compact with
no boundary), spherical CR manifolds with Y(My, Ji;) > 0 for k =1, 2. Then their
connected sum Mi#Ms admits a spherical CR structure J with Y(Mi#Ms,J) >
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 M,
and My, we can equip their connected sum M;# M, with a spin structure (so that
Mi# M5 and the disjoint union M; IT M5 are spin cobordant).

R

R

According to Theorem 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 S°/Z,, p : odd integer, S* x
S(la), a > 1 and RP® i RP® in Ezxamples 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[2l We refer the reader to N.
Tanaka [28] and S. Webster [30].

Let (M?"*1 ¢) denote a contact manifold with a coorientable (i.e. TM/¢ is
trivial) contact structure (or bundle) £. A CR manifold (M2 ¢ J) or (M2 +LJ)
(with & suppressed) is a contact manifold (M?"+!1 ¢) equipped with an almost
complex structure, i.e. an endomorphism .J : ¢ — £ defined on £ such that J? = —1.
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The endomorphism J decomposes the complexification of ¢ into the direct sum of
bundles of holomorphic vectors and anti-holomorphic vectors { @ C = &; 5 @ &g ;-
We assume that J is integrable, that is, J satisfies the formal Frobenius condition
[€1.0,61.0] C €10 (as sections). A contact form 6 is a global one-form such that
¢ = ker 0 (exists by coorientation of £). A pseudohermitian manifold (M?"+1 ], 6)
(with £ suppressed) is a contact manifold with a choice of CR structure J together
with a choice of contact form 6. The Levi metric Ly is defined by

(7.1) Lo(X,Y) := %dH(X, JY) for all X,Y € ¢

(we use the convention that n A J(V, W) = n(V)I(W) — n(W)P(V) for 1-forms 7,
9, vectors V, W). Let T' denote the Reeb vector field associated to 6, the unique
vector field such that §(T) = 1 and Ly = 0 (Ly means the Lie derivative in the
direction T').For a choice of (admissible) coframe 8% with 6%(T) = 0, we have the
Levi equation

(7.2) d6 = ih,50% N 6°.

In 1978, S. Webster [30] (cf. an equivalent formulation in [28] by N. Tanaka)
showed that there is a natural connection in the bundle §; ; adapted to a pseu-
dohermitian structure (J,6). Locally, there exist unique 1-forms 6,° (connection
forms), 77 (torsion forms) satisfying the structure equations

(7.3) do® = N0, P +ONT,
0 = 0.7+05% 0=71570"

where {6°} is a unitary coframe (meaning hop =-0ap). Let {Zg} denote a unitary

frame of &; ; dual to {6°}. These forms 6,° 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 6, the unique vector field such that (T) = 1 and
L16 = 0 (L7 means the Lie derivative in the direction T"). The pseudohermitian
(or Tanaka-Webster) connection V*" is defined by

VP Zy =0,° © Zs
(7.4) VP Zy = 02" @ Zg
vPhT = 0.
Differentiate the connection to define the curvature: df,? — 6,7 /\6‘7/3 =R’ p50° N

67 + terms including the torsion. The pseudohermitian-Ricci tensor is the hermitian
form on &; , defined by

p(X,Y) = Ry X°YP,

where X = X*Z,,Y = YPZ; and R,z = Ry",3. The Tanaka-Webster scalar
curvature is

(7.5) W := Rg",

which is the contraction of the pseudohermitian-Ricci tensor. We can also have "real
formulation” for the pseudohermitian structure (J,0). Write % = w® + iw"** for
real coframe fields {w?, .., w™, w1, .. w?"} and Z, = %(ea —ientq) for real frame
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fields {e1, .., €n, €nt1, -, €2} (orthonormal with respect to the Levi metric Lg). It
is easily seen that {CUA}A:17”72n is dual to {ea}a=1,. 2n. Write

(7.6) VP es =wy Bep
for real connection forms w4 ?, 1 < A, B < 2n. Comparing (Z4) with (Z.8) gives

(7.7) 0, = wq?+iws " and

n+p n+ﬁ-

Wa —Wn+a ﬁ7 Wa A = Wn+a

From the condition 0 = 6, # + 65 ® in (Z3) and (1), it follows that
waP4+wp?=0 1<A B<2n.

Note that if we denote the scalar curvature associated to wa © by R, then we have
1

Let uog denote the second covariant derivative of a function u in the directions
Zo, Zg. Define the subgradient V, and the sublaplacian A, (or Vg and Ag to
indicate the dependence on 6) by

Vou = uZ, + uZs,

9) Apu = —(ug * +ug )

(7
(notice the negative sign) where u, * := uagho"@ = Uqag for a unitary frame (h®”
= (hap) ' = 6ap). Define the C'R invariant sublaplacian Ly by

2
(7.10) Ly =b, A0 +W, b, =2+ —.
n

Consider a new contact form 6 = u2/" for a smooth positive function w. L; rules
the change of the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature:
(7.11) Lyu = Wults

where W is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature with respect to (J, é) The Green’s
function G, of Ly at p satisfies

(7.12) L,G, = 165,

where ¢, is the delta function w.r.t. the volume form dVy := 6 A (df)™. We define
the CR Yamabe constant Y(M, J) as follows:

WdV b |V 2 L Wu)dVs
(7.13) YV(M,J) = inffMii _ inf fM( |Vul|* + zt )dVa
0 (fM d‘/@)n+l 0<u€eC> (M) (fM ubndVg)W

where |Vyu|? := 2ha'@uau3. Given a background W with respect to (J,6), we aim
to find a solution u to (ZII)) with W = constant, say 1 This is the so called Yamabe
problem. The CR Yamabe equation (with critical Sobolev exponent) for W =1
reads as follows:

2
n

(7.14) bnApu + Wu = ultn
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The structure equations imply (h,3 = dap for a unitary (co)frame)
[ZB’ Zs) = ihaBT + HQ’Y(ZB)Z,Y — QB’V(ZQ)Z:W
(7.15) Zss Zal = 07(25) 2, — 057 (Za) 2o,
(ZaT) = AV 0 Zs — 0,7(T) Z,.
where we have written the torsion (forms) 7% = A? ;0% and A7 , = A7 4. Let Ly

denote the Lie differentiation in the direction 7. From (Z3]) and the third equality
in (ZIH), it follows that

(7.16) Ly = 2iA° 6% @ Zs — 2iA° .0 @ Z3.

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 H,, the Heisenberg group, which is the space R?"*! with
coordinates (x3,yg,t) as a set. It is a (2n + 1)-dimensional Lie group with group
structure defined by

(x,y,t) o (' 9/, t') = (w+ 2,y + o, t +t + 2yx’ — 2x1)).

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

1 9] 9] 1 d 9] .0
5 [ p— [ B— 5 = — _— B— = —
(7.17)  ég: 7 (81:5 +2y 8t) , EnyB 7 (3?45 2z 8t> , T 5

The associated standard CR structure J and contact form 6 (or denoted by ©) are
defined respectively by

(7.18) Jésg = énip, Jénip=—6s,

dt + Z(izﬁdzB — i2PdzP).
B=1

0

Here 27 := 2# + iy®. The contact bundle is { .= ker 6. We linearly extend
J:€é®C = £®C. Let Zoﬁ = %(éﬁ — 1bnip) = \% (8% +i23%). Then for
all 8,7, JZg = 25, JZ5 = —iZ5 and (25, 2] = 0 (:» [€1.0:10] C 51,0) where
£®C = 5“170 @50,1- It is easily seen that the frame {7, Zg, ZB} is dual to the coframe
{0,v2dzP ,\/2d2P}. 1f we regard {és,én+p|l < B < n} as an orthonormal basis,
then this defines a metric on £, which equals the Levi metric L given by L;(X,Y) =

%dé(X J Y) for all X|Y € § . The standard pseudohermitian connection on H, is
defined by

Ty = by = VT = 0,
It follows that the pseudohermitian connection forms éa 7 vanish:
(7.19) o " =0
We define the Heisenberg norm p on H,, by
(7.20) pt= (2" + )
where |2|> = Y77, |27]2.



THE CR YAMABE EQUATION 39

Define the torsion tensor field of the pseudohermitian connection V7" by
T(V,U) = VEU - o v — (v, U],
for all complex vector fields V,U. Then (ZIH) implies
T(Zo, Z5) = ih5T,
(7.21) T(Za, Z5) =0,
T(Za,T) = — AP Z;.
The real version of ([T.21)) is
T(e,entp) =21, T(entp,es) =—2T, T(eq,ep) =0, otherwise;
T(ey,T) = —(ReA'BW)e/g + (ImABV)en_FB
T(enty,T) = (ImABV)eB + (ReABV)ean
Recall that the curvature operator is defined by
RYY = VEM VB — VERVER _ wRh
And the Ric Tensor is defined by
(7.22) Ric"™(X,Y) = —(R'" (eq),Y)
We have the following Bianchi identity
Lemma 7.1 (Bianchi identity).
RES(Z) + Ry (X) + REX (V)
(7.23) =T(X,[Y,Z]) + T(Y, [Z, X]) + T(Z,[X,Y))
+ V2 (T(Y, Z)) + V2" (T(Z, X)) + V& (T(X,Y)).
In particular, if all X,Y, Z are horizontal, then we have
RES(Z) + RYG (X) + REX (V)

=T(X,[Y,Z)+T(Y,[Z, X)) + T(Z,[X,Y]), modT.
Proof. The formula (24)) follows from (Z2I)) and (Z.23). Now we prove formula
[T23). We have

X, [, 2] = VMY, 2] = Vil X = T(X, [Y, Z))

(7.24)

v,2]
(7.25) = Vb g —wRhyh Iy R (T(Y, Z))
vpyhz]X T(X, [Ya Z]);

Similarly, we have

Y, 12, X)) = V&veh x — vhhwrh 7 g (T(Z, X))

(7.26) o
= VigxY —T(Y,[Z X])
and
2 [Z,[X,Y]] = VB By — vhhgrh X vhh(T(X,Y))

— VI Z = T(Z,[X, V).
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Taking the sum of (Z25)), (C20) and (C.27), we get

0= [Xv [Y, Z]] + [Yv [Zv X]] + [27 [Xv Y]]

= RYY(2) + Ry (X) + RGX (Y)
- T(Xa D/v Z]) - T(K [ZvX]) - T(Za [va])

— VEM(T(Y, 2)) — V" (T(Z, X)) — V5" (T(X,Y)).

This completes the proof of (T.23)). O
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