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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study positive solutions to the CR Yamabe equation in
noncompact (2n + 1)-dimensional Sasakian manifolds with nonnegative curvature. In
particular, we show that the Heisenberg group H! is the only (complete) Sasakian space
with nonnegative Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature admitting a (nontrivial) positive so-
lution. Moreover, under some natural assumptions, we prove this strong rigidity result
in higher dimensions, extending the celebrated Jerison-Lee’s result to curved manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The CR Yamabe equation is the following subelliptic semilinear equation
n+2

—Ayu=2n%*u» in H", (1.1)
where H" is the Heisenberg group
H"={¢=(z1t) : z€ C",t € R},

and Ayt = Uag+Uae is the Heisenberg Laplacian (or sub-Lapacian). We refer to Section 2
for precise definitions and details. In [29], Jersion and Lee obtained the following Liouville
theorem: the only positive solution to (1.2) with finite energy, i.e.

2n+2

we L~ (H")
are the so-called Jerison-Lee bubbles given by

cu
U, (2,t) = -,
) = G

for some A € C, pp € C" such that Im(\) > % and for some explicit constant ¢, =
c(n, A) > 0. Actually, these functions corresponds to the extremals of the Folland-Stein-
Sobolev inequality (see [21] and [29]) and are related to the CR Yamabe problem in the
Heisenberg group (see e.g. [15, 16, 22, 23, 28, 29, 30, 50] and the references therein).
The Liouville theorem in [29] has been extended in various directions (see e.g. [6, 24]
as well as [50, 51] on compact pseudohermitian manifolds with zero torsion). Very recently,
in [10] the Jerison and Lee’s result has been proved in H! for all positive solutions to (1.2)
and in H", with n > 2, under additional assumptions on the behavior of the solution at

infinity (see [10] and [19]).
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Moreover, in the subcritical case, i.e.
—Ayu = 2n*u!  in H", (1.2)

with 1 < ¢ < 22 it is known that the only nonnegative solution is v = 0 in H" (see [35]).

Before presenting our main results we mention the Riemannian analogue of Liouville
theorems for the following semilinear elliptic equation

_ —d
{ Agu=u? in M, (1.3)

u>0
where (M", g) is a smooth, complete, noncompact, n—dimensional, with n > 3, Riemann-

ian manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature, A, denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator
and the exponent ¢ is subcritical, i.e.

n+ 2
l<g< 1.4
=02 (1.4)
or critical, i.e.
n+ 2
= . 1.5
1= (1.5)

We mention that the critical equation (1.3) with (1.5) arises in the well-known Yamabe
problem of prescribing the scalar curvature of a conformal metric when the original one
is scalar flat (see [32] for further details).

In the Euclidean setting, problem (1.3) is now well understood. In [26], Gidas and
Spruck showed that the only solutions to (1.3) in the subcritical case (1.4) is u = 0 in
R™ In [9] (see also [13, 14, 34] and [25, 38| for previous important results), Caffarelli,
Gidas and Spruck proved that any solution to (1.3) in the critical case (1.5) is radial and
is given by

n—2
2
Vi () 1= (A—V”(”Q)> 7 (1.6)

)\2 + |ZL’ — l’0|2

for some A > 0 and zy € R™. The functions (1.6) were independently constructed in
[1, 41, 47] as minimizers of the Sobolev quotient

fM\Vu|2dVg

n—2 9
Jur lul 2 av,) "

where dV, denotes the canonical volume element and

So(M) 1= Og_éue%llf:?(M) (

DY2(M) = {u € L%(M) D Vu| e L2(M)} )

with M = R™ (see [42] for further details). For this reason the functions (1.6) are usually
called Aubin-Talenti bubbles. Before passing to the Riemannian setting, we mention that
similar Liouville theorems holds when the operator is the p—Laplacian, with 1 < p < n,
and the exponent Z—J_’g is replaced by n"—i — 1 (we refer to [12, 18, 39, 45, 44, 48, 49] for
further details).
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Extending such Liouville theorems for the critical equation to the case of more general
Riemannian manifolds turns out to be a challenging and still open problem (in the subcrit-
ical case the result in [26] works also in any complete noncompact Riemannian manifold
with nonnegative Ricci curvature). The conjecture is the following strong rigidity result:

Conjecture: let (M™,g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with nonnega-
tive Ricci curvature and let uw € C*(M) be a solution to

nt2
{—Agu:un2 in M, (1.7)

then either w =0 in M or (M, g) is isometric to R™ with the Euclidean metric and u is
an Aubin-Talentt bubble.

This theorem is known to hold when the dimension of the Riemannian manifold is
n =3,4,5 (see [11, 17] and also the already cited [9, 13, 14, 34, 39, 49] for the Euclidean
case) and holds under additional assumptions, such as u € DY?(M) (or even weaker
ones), in every dimension n > 6. We refer to the papers [11, 17, 20, 39, 49] and also for
further details. Finally, the rigidity result still holds true on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds,
assuming that the solution to (1.7) is either radially symmetric and u € DY?(M) or a
minimizer to the Sobolev quotient (see [37] for further details).

In this paper, we consider the critical subelliptic semilinear equation on complete
Sasakian manifolds with nonnegative Tanaka-Webster Ricci curvature (see Section 2). In
particular, given a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold (M?"*1 6, J, g) we
consider the CR Yamabe equation

n+2

—Ayu=2n%u n  in M*T (1.8)

where Ayt = Ugg + Ugq is the sub-Laplacian (see Section 2).

Our main results are the following. The first is a characterization of the Heisen-
berg group H! as the only (complete) three-dimensional Sasakian space with nonnegative
Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature admitting a (nontrivial) positive solution to the CR
Yamabe equation, without any further assumptions. This theorem generalizes previous
results in [10, 11].

Theorem 1.1. Let (M3.0, J, g) be a 3-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold with non-
negative Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature and let u be a nonnegative solution to the fol-
lowing equation
—Ayu=2u® in M>. (1.9)
Then either u =0 or (M3,0,J,g) is CR isometric to H' with its standard structures and
u 18 a Jerison-Lee bubble, that is
u = uA,l“

2
for some \, u € C such that Im(\) > %.

In the next results we deal with the higher dimensional case where we prove similar
strong rigidity results under additional assumptions.
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Here and in the following we denote by Bg the ball of radius R centered at a fixed
point with respect to the Carnot-Caratheodory distance (see Section 2).

Theorem 1.2. Let (M**1.0,J g), n > 2, be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian
manifold with the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfying

Ricgy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,

and
VolBy < CR*™*%
2n-+42

for some C' > 0 and every R > 0 large enough. Let w € L™=
solution to the following equation

(M) be a nonnegative

n+2

—Ayu = 2n*u  in ML (1.10)

such that u tends to zero at infinity.
Then either u =0 or (M*"™1,0,J, g) is CR isometric to H" with its standard struc-
tures and u is a Jerison-Lee bubble, that is

u = Z/{AM’
for some X\ € C, € C" such that Im(\) > %.

We actually prove the following result of which Theorem 1.2 is an immediate conse-
quence.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M?*"1.0,.J,g), n > 2, be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian
manifold with the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfying

Ricy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,

together with
VolBg < CR***?

for some C' > 0 and every R > 0 large enough. Let u be a nonnegative solution to (1.10)
i M which tends to zero at infinity and such that

2(n+1)
/ u » <CR%,
AR

for every R > 0 large enough, where Ap = Br\ Bry2, and for some o <2 ifn=2,0 =2
if n > 3. Then either u =0 or (M*1,0,.J,g) is CR isometric to H" with its standard
structures and u is a Jerison-Lee bubble, that is

u = Z/{AM’
for some X\ € C,u € C" such that Im(\) > %.

Remark 1.4. We point out that in the Sasakian context a Bishop-Gromov volume com-
parison is still an open and challenging question for n > 2; the case n = 1 was treated in
[3] (see Theorem 2.3 (1) for further details). It is well-known (see e.g. [33]) that given
(M0, J,9), n > 2, a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold such that

Ricy (X, X) > R(X,JX, X, JX) >0 for all horizontal vector field X, (1.11)

then
VolBy < CR*™*%
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for some C' > 0 and every R > 0 large enough (see Theorem 2.3 (2)). In particular, we
have that Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 hold replacing the assumptions on Ricy and on VolBg
with (1.11).

Important corollaries of our theorems are the following. We define the Folland-Stein-
Sobolev quotient as

Oul?
SG(M) :0;_é ifng(M) fM| u| —
ueDb 2n+2\ ntl
(o fer*5)

where
2n+2

DY2(M) = {u e L5 (M) : |0ul L?(M)} .

We refer to Section 2 for the definition of du. It is well known the validity of the Folland-
Stein-Sobolev inequality on a complete Sasakian manifold M, i.e. Sg(M) > 0, is equivalent
to an optimal volume growth of balls from below (see [4, Theorem 2.6]). Under this

assumption, a positive finite energy solution to (1.10) vanishes at infinity (see Lemma 2.7
below).

Corollary 1.5. Let (M**10.J,g), n > 2, be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian
manifold with the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfying

Ricy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,

and
CR2n+2 S VOIBR S CR2n+2 7

2n-+42

for some ¢,C > 0 and every R > 0 large enough. Let w € L™= (M) be a nonnegative
solution to (1.10). Then either u = 0 or (M*1.0,J, g) is CR isometric to H" with its
standard structures and u is a Jerison-Lee bubble, that is

u = UA,M’
‘2

for some X\ € C, € C" such that Im(\) > “LT'

This result recovers and improves the seminal one by Jerison-Lee [29] for finite energy
solutions in the Heisenberg group to the curved setting. Moreover, for Folland-Stein-
Sobolev minimizers we have the following.

Corollary 1.6. Let (M*"1.0,.J, g) be a (2n+1)-dimensional complete, nonflat Sasakian
manifold. If

i) n =1 and the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature is nonnegative, or
i) n > 2, the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfies

Ricy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,

and
VolBy < CR*™*%
for some C' > 0 and every R > 0 large enough,
then there exists no 0 < u € DY?(M) which minimizes Sy(M).
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In particular, if n > 2,
Ricy (X, X) =0 for all horizontal vector field X and VolBp < CR***?
then there exists no 0 < u € D?(M) which minimizes the CR-Yamabe quotient:
v 2{0u)? + Ru?

T
2n+2 ) nt1

Yo(M) = ) igf o
0Zue 80 (f |u
M

n

The proof of our results relies on a generalization of the remarkable differential identity
proved in [29] (see also [35]) to the Sasakian setting (see e.g. [50, 51, 36]) , which involves a
vector field depending on the solution u and its derivatives and the Tanaka-Webster Ricci
curvature of the manifold. From our curvature assumption we have that the divergence of
this vector field is nonnegative. Inspired by [10] (see also [11, 12]), through a test functions
argument we are able to obtain integral estimates which imply that such divergence must
vanish identically, thus giving the desired rigidity result for both the solution and the
manifold M?"*1. When n = 1, our argument goes through without any further assumption
by using the sub-Laplacian comparison which yields to a lower-bound on the solution and
an upper bound on the volume of balls (with respect to the Carnot-Caratheodory distance)
a la Bishop-Gromov. While, when n > 2, to perform our argument we need to assume
that the solution has finite energy (or actually a weaker energy assumption) and goes to
zero at infinity. This is reminiscent of the papers [10, 19].

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we collect
some preliminaries regarding CR and Sasakian geometry, then we present the main dif-
ferential identity together with an integral inequality which will be the starting point of
our approach. In Section 3 we prove several integral estimates which are used in Section
4 to prove the main results stated above.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We first give a brief introduction to psedohermitian geometry and fix our
notations, following the standard reference [31]. A CR manifold is a smooth manifold M
endowed with a distinguished subbundle T of the complexified tangent bundle CT'M =
TM ®C such that [T10, T10] C TH0 (i.e. T is formally integrable) and T-°NT%! = {0},
where T%! = T10 (i.e. T' is almost Lagrangian). The bundle 7" is called a CR structure
on the manifold M. A CR manifold is said to be of hypersurface type if dimgM = 2n + 1
and dimcTH? = n. Then H(M) := {X+X : X € T'%} is a real subbundle of T M of rank
2n and called the horizontal distribution. On H (M) there is an almost complex structure
J defined by J (X +X) =i (X — X).

We will consider only CR manifolds M which are of hypersurface type and oriented.
Then it is possible to associate to its CR structure T a one form 6 globally defined on
M such that ker(0) = H (M), which is unique modulo a multiple of nonzero function on

M: a choice of a nonzero multiple of such @ is called a pseudohermitian structure on M.
The Levi form of 6 is defined by

Ly(V,W) := —id0(V,W), forall V,IW € T*°.
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We say that the CR structure is strictly pseudoconver if the Levi form L, is positive
definite for some choice of §. We simply call the triple (M?"*1 0, .J) a pseudohermitian
manifold. In this case, 0 is a contact form and Gy := df(-, J-) is a J-invariant positive-
definite bilinear form on H (M), i.e. it defines a J-invariant Riemannian metric on H(M).
The Reeb vector field T is defined by

0(T)=1 and dO(T.X)=0 foral X € TM,

then TM = H(M) & Span(T"). We have a natural Riemannian metric gy on M such that
this decomposition is orthogonal, gy (7,7) = 1 and its restriction on H (M) equals Gy.
The volume form of gy is

dVy = 0 A (dO)"/n!

and is often omitted when we integrate.

As usual, we extend gy as a complex bilinear form on the complexified tangent bundle
CTM =T @ T% @ Span(T). Throughout the paper, we work with the Tanaka- Webster
connection V which is compatible with the metric gy, but it has a nontrivial torsion. The
torsion 7 satisfies

T(ZW)=0, 7(ZW)=w(ZW)T, v(T,J)=-Jr(T,")
for any Z, W € T* (M). We define A: T (M) — T (M) by
AX =7(T,X) .

It is customary to simply call A the torsion of the CR manifold. 1t is easy to see that A
is symmetric. Moreover

AT =0, AH(M)cC H(M), AJX =-JAX.
It is well known that
A=0 <= gy is Sasakian, i.e. the Reeb vector field T is Killing.

Therefore Sasakian manifolds are precisely the strictly pseudoconvex CR manifolds with
a fixed contact form € such that the Levi form Ly is positive definite and the torsion of
the Tanaka-Webster connection vanishes.

On a pseudohermitian manifold (M?"*! 6, .J, gg), a Lipschitz curve v : [0,1] — M is
called admissible if

v (t) € Hywy (M),  for all t where 7' is defined.
The Carnot-Caratheodory distance is defined as
d(p,q) =inf {L () :v:[0,1] — M is an admissible curve with v(0) = p and v(1) = ¢},
where p,q € M and

Liy) = / Va0 D) dt

is the length of the curve ~.

The Carnot-Caratheodory distance is indeed a distance function that induces the same
topology on (M1 0, .J gg). One can also define geodesics, the exponential map, cut
points etc. in this sub-riemannian setting. We refer to [46] and [2] and references therein
for details.
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To do calculations, it is convenient to work with a local frame {Z,}"_; for 71 such
that )
d0(Za, Zg) = 26,5 .
Let {0*}"_, be the dual basis. We define, for all g =1, -+ n
Zg = Zs and 05 = 05 .

Therefore .
df) = 2id,50" N 68 .

Throughout the paper we adopt Einstein summation convention over repeated indices.

Moreover, given a Sasakian manifold (M?**1 0, .J, gy) and a smooth function f : M —
R we denote its derivatives by

fa:Zafa f&:Zo‘zfa fOITfu faB:ZB(Zaf)_vZBZafu an:Zan7
and so on. In doing calculations, we freely use the following commutation rules that can
be found in [31]
Jap — fpoa =0 and faB - fBa = 2i60£Bf07
in addition, since the torsion of the Tanaka-Webster connection vanishes, we have

Joa = fao =0 and  fos0 — faop = faog — fapo = 0.
Moreover,
Japy = faxs = 2i0p5fa0 + Rpapy fu
where R,up5 denotes the Tanaka-Webster Riemann curvature, R,5 = R,,,;5 denotes the
Tanaka-Webster Ricci curvature and R = R,5 denotes the Tanaka-Webster scalar curva-

ture.
Finally, we define

|af|2 = fola

and
Apf = foa + faas
which is the so-called sub-Laplacian.
We recall the Heisenberg group H" is the flat model in the Sasakian setting. We have

H" :=C" xR
with coordinates £ = (z,t) = (21, ..., 2n, t) € H" and with the group law o: given £ = (z,t)
and ¢ = (w, s)

(z,t) 0o (w,s) = (z+w,t+ s+ 2Im(z"w®)) .

We define the following left-invariant (with respect to o) vector fields in H"™

0 0 0
Za:@—i—lzaa and Za:@—izaa forazl,...,n.
The standard CR structure is given by the bundle 7Y spanned by the vector fields Z,,,
for « = 1,...,n, and the standard contact form is

O = dt + Z i2%dz™ — iz%d2”.

a=1
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The Reeb vector field is T" = % and the Tanaka-Webster Riemann curvature and the
torsion are zero.

2.2. A differential identity and an integral inequality. Given u > 0 a solution of
(1.8) we consider the auxiliary function f defined as follows

1

ef =uw, (2.1)
then f solves
—Apf = 2n|0f|* + 2ne*  in ML (2.2)
We also introduce the function g : M?"*! — C such that
g=0f1>+e —ifo, (2.3)
then (2.2) can be rewritten as
foa = —ng in ML (2.4)
As done in [29] we define the following tensors
Dag = fap — 2fafs Do = Dag f3
Eo5 = fop = 7 f170as Eo, =FE.5/p (2.5)

Ga = i.an - i.fOfoz + eszoz + |af|2fa .

The above tensors, introduced in [29], will be important in our argument. Moreover (see
also [36]) we observe that

Eaﬁ_:faﬁ_+géa5 Ea:faﬁ_fﬁ_l'gfa
Da:faﬁfﬁ_—2|af|2f0¢ Ga:if0a+gfa (2 6)
0f|2 = Da + Ez + §fa — 2fa€*f ’
g&:D&_I'E&_I'G& ga:Da+Ea+Ga~

We are now in a position to present the following differential identity which generalizes
the one in [29] to the Sasakian setting (see e.g. [50, 51, 36])

Proposition 2.1. With the notations above, we have
Q = ReZ, {* ™ [(g+ 3ify) B + (9 — ifo) Do — 3ifoGal}
where
Q =" (|Ey3l* + | Dasl?) (2.7)
+ 2 (|G ? + |Ga + Dal? + |G — Eol* + |Dagfy + Eas f5]%)
+ " (0P + ) Rogfafs .

Proof. On the Heisenberg group, this is exactly formula (4.2) in [29]. The above general-
ization can be proved along the same lines in [51] where a modified version was established

for the equation
n+2

—Autu=un
n
on any pseudohermitian manifold with zero torsion. By scaling the pseudohermitian
structure and u properly, one can get an identity for a positive solution to
n+2

—ANpu+Au=un |,
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were A is any positive constant. This is explicitly worked out in [36, Remark 3.2]. Namely,
the following Jerison-Lee identity holds for a positive solution to the above equation:

2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
wirezs fut | (R4 4 00) (B + £2) = wino(2D, - 2B, + 360}

u

—9 1~ ~ \8u\2 2 ~ ~
=u™?|Daguts + Ewyusl” + =59 + (w0 + ) (1Dasl” + | Eusl” + 2)
+[Ga + Dol +|Go — Eo|* +|Gal,
where D, E, G are defined in [36, Section 2], u solves

n+2

—ANpu+Au=un |

and A .
(n_l_ ))\|a |2

X = R,pguqug —
From (2.1) it is easy to see that
ﬁa =n2e" D, , Ea =n2e"E,, éa = n2e @,

and B B
Dys = ne"fDag , FBog = ne"fEag .

Eventually, by choosing A = 0 the conclusion follows after some manipulation. O

From this proposition we obtain the next lemma which extends a similar result in
[10].

Lemma 2.2. With the notations above, for everyn > 1, every (Teal) nonnegative cut-off
function n with compact support, every s > 2 and every O <pB < ﬁ we have

1/2 1/2
[avsrzo(] ars) ([ omvsoprs)”
M supp|On| supp|On|

for some C' > 0, where

2 = g|?e” . (2.8)

/ansso/ (15 | g 208 22
M

Il I:/ Q\D_ 7’]5 .
M
From Proposition 2.1 we obtain

/ QU / ReZe {2070 [(g + 3ifo) Ea + (g — ifo) Do — 3ifyGal} 071

U:=gge

In particular

Proof. We define

=0 /M Re {e*™™ DV [(g+3ify) Ea + (9 — ifo) Do — 3ifoGa] Ws} W7 19

— / Re {e*™ D [(g + 3ifo) Ea + (9 — ifo) Da — 3i foGana} ¥ "~
M
(2.9)
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where we integrate by parts. We now observe that, on the one hand, from the definition
of g (2.3) we have

(g + 3Z.f0) Ea + (g - zfO) Da - 3if0Ga - (Da + Goe) (g - zfO) + (Ea - Goe) (g + 3Z.f0) + z.fOGa
= (Do + Go) (10f1 + ¥ = 2if0)
+ (Ea — Ga) (10fPP + € +2if0) +ifoGa

and so, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(g + 3i0) Ea+ (9 — if0) Da — 3ifoGal <1Da + Gal \/10711 + 10 + 210726 + 413

T |Ea — Gal /10f14 + ¥ 1 200f P2 + 4f
+ | fol|Gal

<2|g| (| Da + Gal + |Ea — Gal| + Gal)

< 2VBlg|VQe !

where we used the fact that

91 = /1071 + € + 202627 + f3. (2.10)
Summing up, we have obtained the following

| (9 + 3ifo) Ba + (9 = ifo) Do — 3ifoGal < 2V/3|g|v/ Qe (2.11)
On the other hand, from (2.6) we have
Vs =[(99) e ], = e (99s + 99a) — 2 (99) fac™™
= [g(Da+ Ea+ Ga) + 9 (Da+ Ea — Ga +23x)] — 2 (99) fac™
= e [Ds(9+39) + Es (9+9) + Ga (5 — 9)]
=¢ M [(Da+Ga) (9+9) + (Ba — Ga) (9 +9) + Ga (5 — 9)]
=2¢7* [(Da + Ga) (|0f? + €¥) + (Ea — Ga) (|0f | + €) +iGafo] .
where we used the fact that
Ja = Do+ Es —Ga +24fa. (2.12)
Indeed by (2.6) we have
Ga = —ifoa + Gfa,
hence
9a=(10f + ¥ +ify),

=D+ Ea+ gfa +ifoa
:Da + E@ - Ga + 2§fd .
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Moreover, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

[Wal <2672 || D + Gal V/OFF + 7 + 20 ] Pe

+ B = Gal VIOf[* + e + 210 fPe*! + |Gl fl
<2e"¥|g|[|Da + Gal + | Es — Gal + |Gal]
<2V3e7H gV QeI
Le.
Wa| < 2v3e” "D |g[v/Q. (2.13)
Hence, by substituting (2.11) and (2.13) in (2.9) we get, after a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1=| [ Quin| < [ Qe g2 [ do ooy
M M M

=126 / QU1 +2V/3s / "I Qlgl oy
M

&
M

Since [ < % we find
T, < C/ "=V Qg U ot
M

We now use Holder’s inequality and we have

1 1

2 2

nec([ ow) ([ eegpeionty)
supp|on| supp|on|

for some C' > 0. Now the conclusion easily follows. O

2.3. Comparison results and applications. We recall the following sub-Laplacian
comparison in the Sasakian setting and we refer to [3, Proposition 5.5] and [33, Theorem
1.1] (see also [5, 27]) for details.

Theorem 2.3. Let (M*"*1 0,7, g) be a (2n+1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold.
(1) If n =1 and the Tanaka- Webster curvature satisfies
Ricy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,

then, outside Cut(zg) and in the sense of distributions,
4
Apr < —
”

and
VolBr < CR* VR > 1,

for some C > 0.
(2) If n > 2 and the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfies

Ricy (X, X) > R(X,JX, X, JX) >0 for all horizontal vector field X,
then, outside Cut(zg) and in the sense of distributions,

n+2
T

AbT S
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and
Vol B < CR™"? VR >1,

for some C > 0.

As a consequence of the Laplacian comparisons in Theorem 2.3 we obtain the following

Corollary 2.4. Let (M0, ., g) be a (2n+1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold
satisfying the curvature assumptions of Theorem 2.53. Let u be a positive superharmonic
function in M, i.e u € C*(M) and

ANpu <0 din M.
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

< C
U(ZIZ’) - T(x)max{?),n-‘rl}’

for any x € M with r(z) > 1.

Proof. Let
C =minu
OB
and consider the function
C
v(z) = u(x) — ) for x € BY,

with ¢ = max{3,n + 1}. Then, v > 0 on dB; and a direct computation shows that
Ay <0 in BY,

where one has to use the Laplacian comparison in Theorem 2.3. Since
liminfv(z) >0,

r(x)—o0
if infge v < 0, then v attains its negative absolute minimum at a point in Ei. By the
strong maximum principle (see e.g. [7]), then v must be constant and negative on its
domain, a contradiction. Thus v > 0 in Bf and the claim follows. OJ

The next lemma shows that a bound on the L%~ -norm is equivalent to a bound on
the total energy for a positive solution to the equation.

Lemma 2.5. Let (M1 0, .J,g) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold
such that
Vol B < CR** VR > 1,

for some C > 0, and let u be a positive solution of (1.10). Then, if o > 0,

/ W =0(R7) = 0u|? = O(R°).

Br\Br/2 Br\Bgr/2

Proof. Let ¢ be a smooth real cut-off function such that ¢ = 1 in Bg \ Br/, ¢ = 0 in
Brys U B3 and such that [0p| < £. Multiplying (1.10) by up®, where s > 2n + 2, and
integrating by parts we obtain

2/ |au|2s08 + S/ u<p5_1 (Uatpa + Uaa) = 2n2/ u¥¢8.
BQR BQR

Baopr
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Moreover, from Young’s inequality (twice), for every € > 0

1
< 6/ \8U\2<PS+—/ u? " ?|0p|?
Bagr de Bagr

S&/ ‘au‘2(ps+6/ U¥QPS+C Sos—2n—2‘a(p‘2n+2
Bar Baor Bagr

/ 1" (Uapa + tapa)
Bor

IN

6/ |Ou|?¢* +6/ uT ot CR™22"Vol Byg
Bsog Bar

S&t/ \8u\2<ps+6/ WY+ O,
Bsog Bar

for some C' > 0. Now, assuming

/ W < CR° VYR>1,
Br\BRr/2

holds, by choosing € > 0 small enough we have

/ lou|? < C / |
Br\BRr/2 Bar\Bry4
=C / u2+n%+/ u2+n2n+/ u2+n2n+1 < CR?,
Byr\Br B2\Bpg/2 Bpr/2\Br/4

for all R > 2. By continuity we deduce

/ Ou|* < CR° VYR >1,
Br\Bpg/2

for some C' > 0. The reverse implication can be proved in a similar way. 0J

Corollary 2.6. Let (M*"1.0,.J, g) be a (2n+1)-dimensional complete Sasakian manifold
such that

Vol B < CR*™ VR >1,
for some C' > 0, and let u be a positive solution of (1.10). Then

2(n+2)
we L W (M) < |0u|l € L3(M).
Finally, in the next lemma we show that the decay assumption at infinity on a positive

finite energy solution w is satisfied, provided the manifold supports the Folland-Stein-
Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 2.7. Let (M*1.0,J g) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete strictly pseudo-
convex orientable CR manifold of hypersurface type supporting the following Folland-Stein-
Sobolev inequality

2n

(/M an—;rz) B

i gc/ |0f|*  for all f € DY*(M).
M

Then, any positive solution u € L7

(M) of (1.10) tends to zero at infinity.
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Proof. The result can be proved by using a standard argument as in the elliptic setting in
R™, by testing the equation against suitable compactly supported test functions depending
on arbitrarily large powers of the solution u, and using the resulting integral estimates
to perform a Moser iteration argument, which only requires the validity of the Folland-
Stein-Sobolev inequality. We omit the details and we refer e.g. to [43], [40, Appendix EJ,
[48, Lemma 2.1] and [37, Proposition 2.2]. O

3. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES

In all this section, (M?"*1 0, J, g) will be a (2n + 1)-dimensional complete Sasakian
manifold, f, defined in (2.1), satisfies (2.2) and g, defined in (2.4), satisfies (2.4).

Moreover, given R > 0,  will denote a smooth real cut-off function such that n =1
in Bryz, 1 =0 in By and such that [0n| < & in Ar := Bg \ Bgys.

For the reader’s convenience we collect here some notations that we are going to use
in the proofs of several lemmas appearing below. We define

Ls:/’Q@ﬂwa

I2:/ 2(n1f|g|\pﬁs2
AR

Yo [ entw g,

AR

ylz/ 2(n 1f\If B|af|2 s—4
AR

j}l:/ 2(n16f|af|284
AR

ygz/ 2(n 1f\If B|af|4 s— 2
AR

where # > 0 is small enough, s > 0 is large enough, n > 1 and where f, g, Q, ¥ are given
by (2.1), (2.3), (2.7) and (2.8), respectively.

Lemma 3.1. Letn > 1, s > 4 and 0 < § < 1/12, then there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for every R > 0 the following

/ Q\I] an<C(R4/ nlf\I] B‘af|2s4 R12 nlf\ll 6|8f‘482),

holds, where Q and ¥ are given by (2.7) and (2.8) and n is a cut-off function as above.
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Proof. Given R > 0 and 7 as above, from Lemma 2.2, (2.4) and integrating by parts we
have

7, - / QU <C / 2= |g 245 | 22
M M

C e 3 s C
< i 2 1)f|g\2\If Bn 2 _. ﬁzz (3.1)
__C [ iR fag) Uiy
T T R aald n
AR

% (J1+(s=2)To+2(n—1)Ts+ BTd] ,

where
i / X" VIRe( foga) ¥ oy
T2 =/ DI Re( funag) Vo
T - / 2= 1fRe (g)¥ 5|0f|2 5—2

j4 = _/ (n—1) fRe(fag\If ) B—lns—2 ]
AR

We now estimate each of the previous integrals by using Young’s inequality and (2.3). We
start with J7, using (2.12) and the definition of Q. Since

|Da + Ez — Ga| = |(Ds + Ga) + (Es — Gg) — Gg| < V3V Qe~(n=D/ (3.2)

then
Re(fada) =Re (fo (Da + Ea — Ga) + 25|0f]?)
<V3|0f|V Qe VT 1 210f|* + 2|0 f|2e*
<V3|0fIV QeI 4|t + §e4f
Hence,

1
e e / I gBye2 4/ S lof
Ar AR

AR

2
P A ¢ / 2<"‘1>f\11‘6|6f|2n5‘4+1/ SR
2 AR R2 2 AR

+4/ U DIw o |ty
AR

eR? 1
=: —Il 23214—5322—1—43)3,
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for every £ > 0 and some C' = C(g) > 0. Similarly we obtain

C
(S . 2)j2 Sg/ 62(n_1)f|g|2\11_6778_2 4+ = / e2(n—1)f\11—6|af|2ns—4
AR

Ag R?
C
=ely + ﬁyl )

for every £ > 0 and some C' = C(g) > 0. Analogously we have

2(n—1)J5 =2(n — 1)/ AU =B o f[*n 2 4 2(n — 1)/ AP0 f|2n 2
Ap A

R
§€/ 62(n+1)f\11_67’]8_2 + C/ e2(n—1)f\11—ﬁ|af|4ns—2
AR AR
:€y2 + Cy?) )

for every € > 0 and some C' = C(g) > 0. Moreover we get

Ti<2 [ Qo ey
AR
eR? C
<t \I/_B s -~ 2(n—1)f\11—ﬁ o 2 s—4
<y [erire g . 011

eR? C
:711 + ﬁyl )

for every € > 0 and some C' = C(g) > 0, where we used (2.13). Summing up,
I2§5Rzl+ﬁyl+ 5te Yo+ CVs +¢e1,.

We now observe that

1 2 1 2
To = =T —To > =T —
2= 3 2+3 22 3 2+3y2,

hence, for every € > 0 sufficiently small we obtain
C
Ig < 5CR2L + ﬁyl + Cy?)

Combining (3.1) and (3.3) we get

C C 1
7, < ﬁzz < ;2 <6R211 + ﬁ)ﬁ + ys)

and the claim follows by choosing ¢ sufficiently small.

17

O

Lemma 3.2. Letn=1,2, s >4+ 2n and 0 < 8 < n, then there exists a constant C' > 0

such that for every R > 0 the following holds

n—1)f q,— s C
A 62( 1)f\I] B‘af|2n 4 S WVO]. BR,
R

where U is given by (2.8) and n is a cut-off function as above.
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Proof. Firstly we observe that, being 5 > 0, by (2.8) we have

W0 = |g| 2P < 2T (|of|* + e4f)—/3 < 21 (3.4)
Then,
yl _ / e2(n—1)f\Il—B|af|2ns—4 < / 62(n—1—6)f|af|2778—4 —. j}l ) (35)
AR AR
We now have from (2.3)
V, :/ e2(n—1—ﬁ)fRe(g)ns—4 _ / 62(n—ﬁ)fns—4 (3.6)
AR AR
1
- _/ e2(n—1—ﬁ)fRe(faa>ns—4 . / e2(n—ﬁ)fns—4
nJAg AR
:2(71 —-1-— 5)5)1 N s—4 / e2(n—1—ﬁ)fRe(fand)ns—5 _ / (2n=B)f ps—1
n n Agp Agp

thus, being 2(1 + ) — n > 0 by our assumptions,

3}1 <C <S —4 / e2(n—1—5)f|8fuamns—5 i / e2(n—5)fns—4)
n Ap A

R

SC (Ej/l + 6/14 62("_1—5)fn8—6|an|2 o / 62(n_6)fn5_4) ’
R

AR

for every € > 0 and some C, C > 0. By choosing ¢ sufficiently small we deduce

j}l <C (Cf/ 62(n—1—6)f778—6|an|2 _/ e2(n—B)f778—4)
AR AR

<C (65/ A st 4 ¢ ns—4—2n+25‘an‘2(n—ﬁ) _/ 62(n—ﬁ)fns—4)
AR AR

AR

for every 6 > 0 and some C,C,C > 0. By choosing ¢ sufficiently small we deduce, from
(3.5),

A C
W<y <C / 0t o PP < = Vol By, (3.7)
An R2(n—58)

which is the thesis. O

Lemma 3.3. Let (M3,0,J,g) be a 3-dimensional (n = 1) complete Sasakian manifold
with nonnegative Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature. Let s > 8, 0 < < 1/27 and € > 0,
then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every R > 0 the following holds

— s— — S ]‘
/ TA0f|'y 2§C<5R2/ Q0 +§V013R) :
AR AR

where U is given by (2.8) and n is a cut-off function as above.
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Proof. By (2.8) we have

Vs — / WO f |t < / 255 |9f|n? =: Vs
AR AR
—— [ e fa)iof Py~ [ e ogy
Ar AR

R / 25 Re( fana) 0 P

AR

+ / e Re (ful0f ) 1 — / B89 22
AR AR

Now we note that

/ e *Re (ful0f13) 1" = / ¢ ' Re (fo(Da + Ea)) 0"
Ar AR
+ / e 210 f*Re (g)
AR

_2/ 62(1 f|8f‘2 s—2
AR

- / e~ Re (fu(Da + Ea)) 1"~
AR

+5}3_/ 62(1 f|af|2 5—2
AR

where we used (2.6). Using this identity in the previous one we get

269, =(s — 2) / 25 Re( funa) 0 P

+ / e I Re (fo(Da+ Ez)) "2 — 2 / Ao f P2
Ap A

R

Since n = 1, we follow the proof in [10, Section 3|; we include the details in order to make

the presentation self contained. We have

269, =(s — 2) / 25 Re( funa) 0 P

+/ e_QBfRe(fa(Da—l—Ea))ns_Q—2/ 2= Bf|0f|2 572
Ag A

R
Using Young and the following inequality (which actually holds for every n > 1)

|Da + Ea| < V2V Qe ("717 (3.9)
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we obtain
@5-Fy <y [ e orPrt e VB [ evlosi—2 [ etorjofy
AR AR AR
C

i [ oy eV [ g ol
Ar AR

_2/ 62(1 f|8f‘2 s—2
AR

C

C
< —2ﬁf8 2, s—4 R2/ \I]_B s _/ 8ﬁf\I] B 468 2, 5— 4'
< [ cortr e | o g [ 1051

We now use the following Young’s inequality

- s— s5— _ 86 2 g A-4p
e S g0 f P In"* < 28|gPn° % + (1 — 2B8)e 125 |0 f|T-25° 125

to get
c o261 2, s—4 2 —BOns
(28— &)V <5 orPyt e [ wray
Ap AR
C c s—
tym | TR [l
Using the following Young’s mequality
1 1—45 .
1 25\1/ Ba - 2,8 1 2,8 < - 4 —166f\11—25 s—2 S /J,
e 0f =25’ (1_25)Iaf|e U vl
together with (3.4) and
el =u' <OR® in Ag, (3.10)
which follows immediately from Corollary 2.4, we obtain
e T U B\ Of| Ty < O (RP|9fN Py 1)
Hence, from (3.7) and (3.3), we get
(28 —€)Vs <(28 — €)Y
C
§_2/ —2Bf‘af|2 S— 4+€R2/ \II—ﬁQns
R Ag
C C C
-8 4, 5—2 PP ql2ps—2
_'_W/AR\II |8f‘7] _'_EVOIBR_'_E \g|77
C - 9 C C C
:ﬁyl—l-é‘R Il R2 54By3+ VOIBR"— R2IQ
C C
§6R2L R2 545 3/3 + VOl BR + ﬁ <€R211 + —y1 + Cy:;)
C’
§6R21-1 -+ Wy:s + ﬁVOl Br,

where Z, is defined in (3.1) and where we used Lemma 3.2. Since 0 < < 1/27, choosing
¢ small enough and R large enough we obtain the thesis. O
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Lemma 3.4. Letn=2,s>4,0< <1 and e > 0, then there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for every R > 0 the following hold

1
/ e4f\11—ﬁ|af|2ns—2 S C (/ 6(6—2B)fn5—2 + ﬁ/ 6(4—2B)f,)78—4)
Agr AR AR

and

/ €2f\11_5‘8f|47]s_2 S C (/ e4f\I]—B‘af|2ns—2 + i/ €2f\1,_6|8f‘27]s_4+6R2/
AR AR

2
B2 Jap M

vr Qns) :
where W is given by (2.8) and n is a cut-off function as above.

Proof. We have

Yo :/ VP2 < / 2| f 122 = ),
Ar AR

— / e(4—2ﬁ)fRe(g>,r]s—2 - / 6(6—2ﬁ)fns—2
ARr AR

1
_ ! / =20 Re( £~ — / £ (6-26)f 52
2 AR AR

~ s — 2
@2 8%+ / =21 Re( o)~ — / (620152
AR AR

Hence,

\; — s— §—2 - s—
(1=8) =/ 020 o2 — T/ 2 Re funa)n®
AR
y ¢ (4-28)f, s—4 (6—28)f, s—2
<elo + i e n Tt + e ns 2,
AR AR
for every € > 0 and some C' > 0. By choosing € small enough we have

Vo<W <C (/ e6=28)F ps=2 4 %/ (4=28)f 54 ’)
Ap R? /4,

and the first estimate follows. Concerning the second one, we have
= [ ruofty
AR

5 [ reReaostr - [ e togy
2 Ja,

AR
s—2 _ g 1 _ s
9+ 232 [ sttt 45 [ v Renon
2 Agp 2 AR
-5 [ enviarpre(a v - [ etutlogiy,
2 AR AR
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1.e.
s—2
2

0=

/ U9 fPRe(na fa)r™ + - / U Re(fal0f12)n° 2
Agr 2 AR

_f ezf\If_B_l\8f|2Re(fa‘I’a)773_2—/ e uPlof
2 Apr AR
-9 1
= / eI UPOfPRe(nafo)n’™ + / XU Re(fo(Da + Ex))n"
2 Ap 2 Ap
45 [ eruRe(g)ofiy
2 /4,
N é e2f\II—B—1|af|2Re(fa\I]&)ns—2 . 2/ 64f\11—5|af|2,)78—2
2 Agr AR
- / W10 f[2Re(le fo)" " + = / U Re(fu( D + Ex))n*?
2 Agr 2 AR
+ ]_y _é €2f\I]_B_1|8f‘2Re(fa\I]d>ns—2_§/ 4f\I] B‘af|2 5— 2
2 Agp 2 Apr

Therefore, using Young’s inequality, (3.9) and (2.13), we obtain

1 C
53/3 ay3+—/ AU P|of 1Py 4+6R2/A U Qn?
R

R2
+£ _2f\I] - 2‘af| ‘ |2 s— 4 3/ 4f\I] B‘af|2 s—2
R? 2 /.
<5J/3—|—%/ Ao f Py 4+5R2/ xy—ﬁgn8+§/ U2,
R AR 2 AR

since W2|0f|*g|* < . Hence

C
Vs Sﬁyl +eR*T, + CY,
and the conclusion follows. O

Lemma 3 5. Let n > 3 and s > 4+ 2n then, for every e > 0 small enough and for every

0< < 12, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every R > 0 the following
/ 62(n—1)f‘af|2ns—4 < C (/ 2nfns 4 + RTVOIBR) 7
AR AR
mn S— n S— 1 n S—
/ 62 f|8f‘2n 2 <C (/ 62( —I—l)f,r] 2_'_?/ 62 f’f] 4)
AR AR AR
and

1
/ 62(n—1)f‘af|4,r]s—2 < C </ 2nf|8f‘2,r]s 2_'_ - (n—l)f‘af|2ns—4+€R2/ Qns) 7
AR Ar R M

hold, where n is a cut-off function as above.
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Proof. We firstly observe that, as in (3.6) with 5 =0,

yl :/ (n— 1f|8f‘2 s—4 / 62("_1)fRe(g)ns_4—/ 62nf,r]s—4
AR AR AR

1 n S— n S—
[ ARyt [y
nJAg AR
2(n—1 s—4 n— S— nf, s—
= / e Re( fana)n 5‘/ eyt
n n Ap Agp

Hence,

n—2 s—4 - nf, s—
yl - / 62(n_1)fRe(fa77a)778 5+/ 62 f’f] 4
n Ap

n Ap

—4
<2 e vnapon s+ [yt
n Ar AR

§€y1+C 62(n_1)f|87]|27]s_6+/ e2nf,r]s—47
AR AR

for every € > 0 and some C' > 0. By choosing € small enough we have

yl SC (/ 6 (n—1) f|a77|2 s— 6 / 62nf778—4)
AR Ag
SC (/ e2nfns—4 +/ ns—4—2n‘an‘2n> ’
Apr AR
and the first estimate follows where we used Young’s inequality. Similarly,
yo ::/ 2nf|af|2 5—2 / 62"fRe(g)778_2 . / 62(n+1)f7’]8_2
AR AR AR

1 —s n s—
_ _/ 62"fRe(fa&)778 o / 62( —i—l)f77 2
n Agr AR

eQ"fRe(fana)nS_?’—/ Xt DS ps=2
AR

AR

Hence,

n S— s — 2 n S—
Vo= [yt 22 e )
AR n AR
<e+C 2"f|87]|2 s=4 4 / 62(n+1)fns_2 ,
AR Ap

for every € > 0 and some C' > 0. By choosing € small enough we have

yo S C (/ e2(n+1)f,r]s—2_'_/ 2nf‘an‘2 s—4 )
AR AR
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and the second estimate follows. Finally,

R A e s Rl Al
AR ARr AR
1
—— o [ R or P - [ e ogy
n Apr AR
1 _ . 2(n—1 . o
:_/ e2(n l)fRe(fa|af|é)n 2+!/ 2( 1f|af|4 2
n Agr n AR

5—2
+ 22 [ e Re( o~ [ e iary,
Agr AR

2

hence
n—2

n

1
v [ eartr = [ e R osti
Ap " J AR

s—2
2

L 1 - -
_ / e ofn = — — / "V Re (fo(Da + Ea)) "~
Ag " JAg

1 2
. _/ 62(71—1)]”1%(3( )|af|2 s— 2 / 2nf|af|2 s—2
n Ar TL AR

s—2
2

§<1_‘_l)/ 62"f|0f|2175_2 y ‘l‘—/ (n— 1f|af|\/7778 2
n AR AR

—|-5y3+C/ 2(n 1f|af| |a77|2 s—4

AR
1 1
< <1 * _) / EMofIPy T — =V +eR? [ Opf
n Agp n Agp
+£/ n1f|8f‘2s4_'_5y
R2 37

for every §,e > 0 and some C' > 0, where we used (2.6) and (3.9). By choosing ¢ small
enough we conclude

y3§0</ 2nf|af|2 s— 2 %/ (n— 1f|af|2 s— 4—|—€R2/ Qns) )
AR R AR AR

/ 2(n 1fRe(fana)|af|2 s—3
AR

/ 20D Re( fane) O 2
AR

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (M3,0,.J,g) be a 3-dimensional complete Sasakian
manifold with nonnegative Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature and let v be a nonnegative
solution to (1.9) in M. By Bony’s maximum principle (see e.g. [7]) we have that either
u=0oru>0on M. Given R > 0, let  denotes a smooth real cut-off function such that
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n = 1in Bgjy, n = 0in Bf and such that |0n| < & in Ag = Bg\ Brj2. Let €, 8 > 0 small
enough and s > 0 large enough. If u > 0, then by Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma
3.3 we obtain

1 1
Q\D_BSSC(—/ Ba 284 _/ Ba 452)
[ v e (g [ v st g [ wor

C C
B,
R6 2BVOIBR+C'5/ QU "n +R Vol Bp..
Using the volume estimate in Theorem 2.3 we obtain, for every R > 0,
QU< C.
Br
Then
/ oV < o
M

and, from (3.3),
/ UPg]2 < CR?.

/Q\If F=o,

i.e. @ =0 on M. In particular, from (2.7), we have
Roafofs =0 Eoj=Day=0 Go=Dy=FE,=0.
Since M is 3-dimensional (n = 1) we have that (M?3,0,J, g) is Sasaki-Einstein and
Roafafa = RIOf]P = 0.

By continuity and equation (2.4) we have {R = 0} is dense in M, thus (M?,6, J,g) is
Tanaka-Webster flat (see e.g. [8]), i.e. its universal cover is isomorphic to the Heinsenberg
group H'. The conclusion follows arguing as in [29, Section 3|, see also [10].

From Lemma 2.2 we obtain

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (M?*"*1 60,7 g), n > 2, be a (2n + 1)-dimensional
complete Sasakian manifold with the Tanaka-Webster curvature satisfying

Ricy (X, X) >0 for all horizontal vector field X.

and
VolBg < CR*"*? (4.1)

for some C' > 0 and for all R > 0 large enough. Let u be a nonnegative solution to (1.10)
in M such that

/ W< ORT (4.2)
Br

for every R > 0 large enough and for some ¢ < 2 if n = 2, 0 = 2 if n > 3. By the
maximum principle (see e.g. [7]) we have that either u =0 or u > 0 on M. Given R > 0,
let 1 denotes a smooth real cut-off function such that n = 1 in Bg/, n = 0 in Bj and
such that [On| < & in Ag = Bg\ Bgj2. Let ¢, 3 > 0 small enough and s > 0 large enough.
We split the proof in two cases.
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Case 1 (n > 3): if u > 0, then by Lemma 3.1 with § = 0 and Lemma 3.5 we obtain

1 1
5 < 2(n 1nf 2, s— 4 2(n—1)f 4, s—2
[ or<c (g [ oo g [ agy)
1 1
SC / 2(n1faf2s4 / 2nfaf282 E/QS)
(g [ o oser s g [ o [ o

C 2nf, s—4 C C n+1)f, s—2 s
Sﬁ/ARe n +R2n+4VOIBR+ﬁ e( M +CE/MQ17,

1.e.

C C C
/ Qns < ﬁ/ 62nf,r]s—4 + R2n+4V01 BR + ﬁ e2(n+1)fns—2.
AR

By (2.1) and Hélder’s inequality, we get

C ) C C 2n+2
/ on® Sﬁ ; u +R2n+4VOIBR+ﬁ uon
R

SRt

11
<C — +1 C
- (Rm TR )
where we used (4.1) and (4.2). Then
/ Q < oo
M

/ e2(n—1)f|g‘2 < CR2
Br

[ oo
M

i.e. @ =0 on M. In particular, from (2.7), we have
Ragfgf@EO EQE:DQQ =0 GaIDa:EaIO.

n nLH n
<& (/ u+) (Vol Bg)7™ + c Vol B+ = [ u
Br

and, from (3.3),

From Lemma 2.2 we obtain

The conclusion of the theorem follows from the argument at the end of this section.

Case 2 (n = 2): if u > 0, then by Lemma 3.1 with 0 < / small enough, Lemma 3.2 and
Lemma 3.4 we obtain

1 1
/ vy <C (_34/ AU o f Py —R2/ eI U0 f['n* 2)
M AR AR
1
< 2f\11 B 2 s— 4 / 4f\11—6 2, 5—2 / \I/_B s
C<R4/AR OFF ™"+ 1 0f"n° "+« y on

C C 6 2B8)f.,.s—2 C 4-2B8)f, s—4 -6 s
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ie.
C C C
—BOs v (6-28)f,s-2 | & (4-28)f  s—4

/M\If on® < R8—2ﬁVOIBR+R2 ARe i +R4/AR6 ni .

By (2.1) and Hélder’s inequality, we get
C C C
U PQn* <——Vol By + — P — 2p
/M Qﬁ — R8-28 0 R+R2/BRU +R4 BRU
3-8 2—4

which tends to 0 as R — oo, provided f is small enough. Thus we deduce Q@ = 0 on M.
In particular, from (2.7), we have

Ranﬁfa = O EO’B e DO&B = 0 GO! — DO! — Ea = O . (43)

As R,5 > 0, the first identity implies R,z5fs = 0.
It remains to show that these identities imply that M = H"™ and thus the result follows
as in [29, Section 3].

Rigidity: without loss of generality, we assume that M is simply connected. In the
following, we work with a unitary frame {T,}, i.e. df (T,,T3) = dap to get ride of a

factor of 2 in many places. It is also more convenient to work with ¢ = ce™2/ = cu=%/".
With the proper choice of a positive constant ¢, the equation (4.3) in terms of the function
¢ becomes

R 305 =0,
¢a,ﬁ - 07

1/1
QSOC,E = ¢_1¢a¢3+ 5 (5 + ¢_1 |a¢|2 + Z¢0) 6053’

o= 507 (50711061 = idn) o

Moreover, ¢ — oo at oo by the condition u — 0 at infinity.
Let 0 = ¢~16. In the following, we continue to work with a local f-unitary frame {7,,}
and the Reeb vector field T'. Then the Reeb vector field of 0 is

T=¢T+i(T, —¢'Ty).

For 5, we work with the adapted frame{Ta, Tv} in which the Hermitian metric is given
by 71015 = ¢ '0,5. We calculate the Ricci curvature of 0 by standard formulas with
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w= - lOg ¢a

R =R5—{(n+2) (w,5+wsz,)/2+ [Mw/2+ (n+1)|0wl’] 6,5}
:ROCE_ {_(’)’L—2|—2) (%¢—1+¢—2|a¢|2) 503

1 _ _ _
# -3 (3o + 000 ) + 0 Do 00k 65 )

(n+1)~
:Raﬁ + 72 hoﬁ’

and its torsion

Avag = Aaﬁ +1 (waﬂ - wawg) = 0.

For a function H, we write H, 5 etc. for covariant derivatives with respect to 0.

Proposition 4.1. The function v := ¢~ satisfies the following three tensor equations on

(%)

w;ﬁ = Oa
1 ~
Uig— U ety = 5 (9~ ) B
U, = 570 Ve,

where g = %@D + ! |8w|§ + iy and the subscript 0 stands for differentiation by T.
Moreover,

Rgv° = o ; 2

Proof. It we write the Tanaka-Webster connection for  and that for 0 as
VT, = w’ @ Ty, and VT, = &7 @ Tj,
respectively, then
@ =wl +w, 0507 4+ (wa0” — w’6,507)
+1 [wﬁa + waw” + wﬁ,uﬂég] 0.

With this, one can verify the following formulas

;75 = Ha,ﬁ + ¢_1 ((baHB + Ha¢ﬁ) )
H 5= H,5— 660,35,
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and hence the first two formulas for ). We do it for the second formula. As

U= =072 (605 — 207 6us)
= =67 (005 — 67109 0,5 — 207 datis)
=57 (~07ns (5 - 07 100"+ i) 6.5
— 0+ 3 (g0 OV + it ) i

N 1 1 _ .
= Paths + 5 (—51/1 + ! \8w|§+ z%) ho3
which is exactly the second equation. To see the third equation, we have

qﬁ):a - Taj:gb_l
= Ta (_¢_1¢0)
= =0 o0 + ¢ Po0a

7

— _§¢—2 (% + ¢ 9¢> — z'cbo) P+ O P00

i, (1 _ 9 .
= —§¢ ? (5 + 07" 9] ‘Hﬁbo) Pa
— 5 (50 v ouk ~iova) i,

i (1 _ : .
=5 (?ﬁ + \fw%— Z%) Y1,
The last equation follows from the fact R, z¢5 = 0. O

From now on, we work on (M , 5) and a 5—unitary frame (we drop the™ and * every-

where). To summarize, the function 1 is nonconstant and satisfies

(n+1)
2

Raﬁwﬁ - ¢a )

wa,ﬁ = 07

1 1
Vo5 =V a5 + 3 <—§¢ + 9t owl + WO) 0o

=3 (50 + 07 UL ~ i) w70
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Since w = log ), then

(n+1)
RQB’UJB = 9 We-
waﬁ = —wawﬁ,
1 1 .
me = 5 (—5 + |81U|2 + Z'on) 603’

1 (1
Woa = —5Wola + % (5 + |8w\2) W

The following argument is similar to Section 3 in [50]. We claim that u is CR pluriharmonic
Indeed, when n > 2 this follows from the second equation. When n = 1, differentiating
the second equation and simplifying using all three yields

1 :
wT,ll = 5 (’LUl,l'LUT—F wlwm — zw071) =0.

As Ajp = 0, it follows that w is CR pluriharmonic by [31, Proposition 3.4]. As M is simply
connected, w is the real part of a CR holomorphic function w + 7v:

Vo = — W, vg = iwg.
We also have

1W00af = Uy 3 — Vg a

_2iwa,ﬁ — 'LUQ(Sag
. 1 2
= —1 (—5 + |8’LU| ) aﬁ'

2

Thus
1
v=g - |Ow|
With this we can rewrite the equations satisfied by w as
waﬁ = —wawﬁ,
! (—vo + twp) 0,
w, 7z == (—vy+ 1wy) 0 7
a,f3 2 0 0 af

1
wWo,a = —§’LUO'an + 5 (1 — UQ) Wy -

We have 1) = ‘e(“’*i”)/ﬂz. As 1) — 0 at 0o, we have w — —o0 at oo and e(®+t?)/2 — ( at
0. Let

F:e%cos(g)jLC,

for some constant C' to be determined. By the decay condition, we know that F' has a
critical point. Moreover F' is nonconstant.
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Proposition 4.2. We have

(n+1)
RaBFB = 5 F,,
Fopg =0,
1 w/2 - .
F.z= 5 [— (e /2 sin 1)/2)0 + zFO} 503,
7
Fo,a - iFav

Foo = —% (ew/2 sinv/?)o.

Proof. These formula are proved by direct calculations. For example, to prove the third
one we first observe as v, = —iw,, and 8 is torsion-free
Vo, = Va,0 = _'éwa,0~

Then we compute using the third equation for w

r 1 w2 1 +1 v +1 +1 )
o= —e Wo.q — —VoUq Woley | COS = — | Voo + =WoUq + =VoWe | Sin —
0, 0.0~ 50 5 Wo 5 o, 5o 5 V0 5

1 n ) n 1 v ) 7 n 1 )

o o « COS = — - a5 o a @ S —
2 Wo, 2’00’(1] 2’(1]011) 9 1w, 2w0w 2’0011) 1 9
1 7 v 1 v

—Wgq COS — + =W, SiN —

2 2 2 2 2
z 1 v 1 )
2 2 0082 2vas 5

C\{‘

The first and second formulas can be proved similarly. To prove the last identity, we
differentiate the third one

i
§Fa,E = FO,aE
= FO,Ba + Z.FO,O(SOB
- F(LBE + iFO,O(SaE
= .
= —§Fﬁ7a -+ ZFQQéaB .

Using the second identity we obtain

1
Fop = = (¢"2sing)
U

Let D*F denote the Hessian of F' with respect to the adapted Riemannian metric gj.
By Proposition A.3 in the [50], we obtain from Proposition 4.2

1/, v
D*F = ~3 ( /% sin 2) g5 (4.4)
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Let x = § (e*/?sin¥),. Then D?F = —ygz. Working with a f-unitary frame, we differ-
entiate (using the Levi-Civita connection of g;) the above equation to get
—Xi = Fji;
= Fjji + Rijijw
= (Aw), + Ryw,
— —(2n41) x; + Raw,

3|

where R is the curvature tensor of gy and the Latin indices take values 0,1, --n, 1,---,

~

Thus 2ny; = R;w;. More specifically,
20X = RaoFo + RasF5 + R, 5F},
QHXO = ﬁooFg + ﬁOBFB + EOEFﬁ'

By the formulas relating ﬁij and the pseudohermitian Ricci curvature (cf. Proposition
A4 in [50]), they reduce to

1
2nXa = RygFs = 5Fa,  2nX0 = gFO.

(n+1)
2

choosing C, we can assume y = iF . Therefore

In view of the equation R zFjs = F,, we conclude that y — iF is constant. By

F

This equation was studied by Obata in [38]. If ¥ = {F = A} is a regular let set, it is easy
to see that the metric locally splits

) / . (t\]?
gz = dt* + | Bcos 3 — Asin 3 hround,

for some constants A, B, where h,oung is the standard metric on $?*, and F' = a cos (%) for

some constant a. In other words, (M , 5) is locally isometric to a piece of (S*"*, 4¢,0una),

where grouna is the standard metric, and F' (z) = Re(z - T) is a linear function. Moreover,
by continuation and the above splittings g is globally spherical. By routine calculations

it is easy to see that (M , 5) has constant pseudohermitian curvature and @ is pseudoher-

mitian flat. Since it is simply connected and complete, (M, #) is CR equivalent to (H", ©),
where © is the standard contact form on the Heisenberg group. This concludes the proof
of Theorem 1.3 (and of Theorem 1.2).

4.3. Proof of Corollary 1.5. We first recall (see e.g. [4, Theorem 2.6]) that the as-
sumption

VolBp > cR*"?
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for some ¢ > 0 and every R > 0 large enough is equivalent to the following Folland-Stein-
Sobolev inequality

</ f—*)+ < 0/ 0> for all f € DY2(M).
M M

Therefore, from Lemma 2.7, u tends to zero at infinity and the result follows from Theorem
1.2.

4.4. Proof of Corollary 1.6. Assume, by contradiction, that there exists u € D"?(M)
which minimizes Sp(M). Without loss of generality we can assume that u is positive. Since
u is a minimizer we have that Sp(M) > 0, then the Folland-Stein-Sobolev inequality holds
and the contradiction follows from Corollary 1.5.
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