arXiv:2306.07523v1 [math.DG] 13 Jun 2023

On the variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action in pseudohermitian geometry (with an appendix by Xiaodong Wang)

Claudio Afeltra^∗, Jih-Hsin Cheng^†, Andrea Malchiodi^‡, Paul Yang^§

June 14, 2023

Abstract

In this paper we compute the first and second variation of the normalized Einstein-Hilbert functional on CR manifolds. We characterize critical points as pseudo-Einstein structures. We then turn to the second variation on standard spheres. While the situation is quite similar to the Riemannian case in dimension greater or equal to five, in three dimension we observe a crucial difference, which mainly depends on the embeddable character of the perturbed CR structure.

1 Introduction

The Einstein-Hilbert action is the functional on the space of Riemannian metrics on a closed manifold M of dimension n ≥ 3 defined by R(g) = ∫ M R_g dv_g , (1)

where R_g is the scalar curvature of the metric g. This functional is of great importance in differential geometry, and its variation is given by dR(g)[h] = ∫ M E^{ij} h_{ij} dv_g ∗Scuola Normale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri 7, 56126 Pisa. e-mail: claudio.afeltra@sns.it

†Institute of Mathematics, Academia Sinica and NCTS 6F, Astronomy-Mathematics Building No. 1, Sec. 4 Roosevelt Road, Taipei 10617, TAIWAN e-mail: cheng@math.sinica.edu.tw ‡Scuola Normale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri 7, 56126 Pisa. e-mail: andrea.malchiodi@sns.it

§Princeton University, Department of Mathematics Fine Hall, Washington Road, Princeton NJ 08544-1000 USA e-mail: yang@math.princeton.edu

where E_{ij} are the components of the Einstein tensor E_{ij} = R_{ij} − 1 2 R_g g_{ij} , with R_{ij} the Ricci tensor of g. This implies that the critical points of R are Ricci-flat metrics.

Its variation on asymptotically flat metrics led to the notion of ADM mass, see e.g. [LP], a well-studied concept in geometric relativity which has been important, among other questions, in the resolution of some cases of Yamabe’s conjecture, see [S1].

It is also relevant to extremize the functional R constrained to the class of metrics with volume normalized to 1, or equivalently to consider the scalinginvariant version R̃(g) = V ol_g (M)^{2−n}n R(g). (2)

The first variation of R̃ is given by dR̃(g)[h] = −V (g)^{2−nn} ( n − 2 2n V (g)^{−1}R(g) ∫ M tr_g h dv_g + ∫ M E^{ij} h_{ij} dv_g ) . The restriction of the Einstein-Hilbert functional to a given conformal class of metrics, usually called the Yamabe functional, plays a central role in conformal geometry (see [Tr], [A1], [S1], [A2], [LP]). In fact, along a conformal variation of metric that infinitesimally preserves the volume, i.e. taking h_{ij} = η g_{ij} with ∫ M η dv_g = 0, by the above formula one has dR̃(g)[h] = ( n 2 − 1 ) V (g)^{2−nn} ∫ M R_g η dv_g . Criticality subject to the above constraint for η then implies that R_g is constant. With this condition the first variation of R̃ becomes dR̃(g)[h] = V (g)^{2−nn} ∫ M ( R_g n g^{ij} − R^{ij} ) h_{ij} dv_g = 0, whose vanishing for all h implies that g is Einstein.

The round metric of S^n is a saddle point for R̃(·), being a minimum restricted to its conformal class, and a local maximum in the orthogonal directions (see [S2], [K], [FM], [V]). To see this, one can split the family of variations h of g_Sn as S_0 ⊕ S_1 ⊕ S_2, where S_0 stands for the Lie derivatives of g_Sn , S_1 the pure trace tensors and S_2 the family of TT-variations, i.e. with zero trace and divergence. The former give zero contribution since they just induce a family of diffeomorphisms.

Concerning the component S_1, one has that for h = ηg_Sn with η of zero average, the volume of the metric is preserved at first order. The second derivative in this direction is then given by

d^2R̃(g_Sn )[h, h] =

(n − 1)(n − 2) 2 ∫ S^n ( |∇_{gSn} η|^2 − nη^2 ) dv_{gSn} , ∫ S^n η dv_{gSn} = 0. On the round sphere S^n the first non-zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian is equal to n, with eigenspace generated by the affine functions of R^{n+1} restricted to S^n, and therefore the quadratic form in the latter formula is non-negative definite.

Since the second variation of R diagonalizes with repsect to S_0, S_1 and S_2, we can therefore restrict ourselves to h ∈ S_2, and for this choice one finds (see e.g. Section 5.1 in [V]) d^2R̃(g_Sn )[h, h] = V (g)^{2−nn} ∫ S^n ⟨h, Δh − h⟩dv_g , (3) where (Δh)_{ij} = ∇^k∇_kh_{ij} .

One sees in this way that the second variation of R̃ is strictly negative-definite on the subspace of variations S_2.

More in general, on Einstein manifolds different from the standard sphere the second variation in the conformal directions is strictly positive-definite due to the eigenvalue estimate in [L], while on manifolds of constant curvature K > 0 the second variation in the TT directions is strictly negative-definite, since in (3) the term −h is replaced by −K h.

The purpose of this paper is to study the situation on pseudohermitian manifolds, about which we recall the definition and properties in Section 2. Here we limit ourselves to mention that they are (2n + 1)-dimensional manifolds with an n-dimensional complex sub-bundle H of the complexified tangent bundle T^CM of M, such that H ∩ H = {0}, [H , H ] ⊆ H , and on which a complex rotation J acts. Letting H(M) = Re(H ⊕ H ), there exists a one-form θ such that H(M) = ker θ. Classical examples are hypersurfaces of C^n or the Heisenberg group. If the Levi form L_θ(W, Z) := −idθ(W, Z) is non degenerate, pseudohermitian manifolds carry a natural connection, the Tanaka-Webster connection (see [DT], [L2], [We]), and from it curvature operators can be built in analogy with the Riemannian case. The pseudohermitian counterpart of the scalar curvature is called Webster curvature, and θ ∧ (dθ)^n acts as a natural volume form.

In the study of properties of CR geometry one observes a difference between low and high dimension related to the embeddable character of the underlying structures. By a classical theorem by Boutet de Monvel, see [Bo], if a closed CR manifold M of dimension n ≥ 5 is strictly pseudoconvex (that is, the Levi form is positive-definite), then it can be CR-embedded in C^N for some natural integer N. This is not always true in dimension three (see [CS]) and, as we will see, this fact has repercussions on the analogies between CR and Riemannian geometry.

Some conditions in three dimensions that characterize embeddability are as follows. In [CCY], Chanillo, Chiu and Yang found sufficient conditions for embeddability related to the spectral properties of the CR Paneitz operator (see [Tk] for a partial converse). In [CMY1] a positive mass theorem for embeddable three-dimensional CR manifolds was proved, while, as a counterexample by the same authors in [CMY2] shows, in the non embeddable case the pseudohermitian mass can be negative. For pseudohermitian structures which are perturbations of the standard one on S^3, Bland characterized in [Bl] embeddability in terms of the Fourier expansion of the deformation tensor, as it will be recalled below.

In analogy with (1) and (2), denoting by W_{J,θ} the Webster curvature on a CR manifold M, we set W (J, θ) = ∫ M W_{J,θ} θ ∧ (dθ)^n;

W̃ (J, θ) = (∫ M θ ∧ (dθ)^n )_− Q−2_Q W (J, θ), where Q = 2n + 2 stands for the homogeneous dimension of the manifold M.

We have first the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (J, θ) is critical for W̃ . Then the Webster curvature of (M, J, θ) is constant and the torsion vanishes identically. Moreover, if c_1(H) = 0 then (M, J, θ) is pseudo-Einstein.

Remark 1.2. Recall that a pseudohermitian structure is called pseudo-Einstein when the Ricci tensor is a constant multiple of the Levi form, see [L2] and Section 2, which is trivial when n = 1. We notice that by Proposition D in [L2], the requirement that c_1(H) = 0 is necessary for the existence of a pseudo- Einstein structure.

The constancy of the Webster curvature and the vanishing of the torsion follow from the first variation formula for W̃ . By Theorem E in [L2], there exists a conformal choice of contact form which is pseudo-Einstein. The fact that this occurs for the critical structure itself is a consequence of a divergence formula by Xiaodong Wang, displayed in the appendix of the paper (see also [Wa] for a related result).

We next specialize to the case of the spheres S^{2n+1} endowed with the standard CR structure inherited from C^{n+1}, i.e. H(S^{2n+1}) = T^{1,0}C^{n+1} ∩ T^C_p S^{2n+1} and the complex rotation J_0 is the restriction of the ambient complex one to the holomorphic tangent space. A standard choice of contact form is given by

θ_0 = i 2 2∑ k=1 ( z^kdz^k − z^kdz^k ) , in which case the volume element induced by θ_0 compares to the Euclidean one as θ_0 ∧ (dθ_0)^n = 2^nn! dv_{Eucl.}.

This can be easily seen for example by evaluating the two volume forms at the point (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R^{2n+2} and by using the homogeneity of the spherical structure.

For u ∈ C^∞(S^{2n+1}), we also define the sub-gradient of u as ∇_bu = Π∇_{gS2n+1} u where Π denotes the orthogonal projection onto H(S^{2n+1}).

In this paper we are going to exhibit another relationship between embeddability and geometric properties of CR structures. Starting from the threedimensional case, we define next a variation of J as

J̇ = 2E = 2E_1^1θ^1 ⊗ Z_1 + conj., (4)

where, on S^3, we consider the standard generator of H and its dual form

Z_1 = z^2 ∂ ∂z^1 − z^1 ∂ ∂z^2 , θ^1 = z^2dz^1 − z^1dz^2. (5)

For z_1, z_2 the complex coordinates of C^2 ⊇ S^3, we define then the subspace

Γ_m := { f ∈ C^∞(S^3; C) | f(e^{iθ}z_1, e^{iθ}z_2) = e^{imθ}f(z_1, z_2) } . (6)

For products of powers in the z- and z-coordinates, the index m counts the number of holomorphic factors minus the anti-holomorphic ones.

Theorem 1.3. Consider the standard pseudohermitian structure (S^3, J_0, θ_0).

(i) Let η ∈ C^∞(S^3) be such that ∫ S^3 η θ0 ∧ dθ0 = 0. Then

d^2_θW̃ (J_0, θ_0)[ηθ_0, ηθ_0] = c_3 ∫ S^3

(|∇_bη|^2 − 3η^2)θ_0 ∧ dθ_0 ≥ 0

for some positive constant c_3, with equality holding if and only is η is the restriction to S^3 of some linear function on C^2.

(ii) The second derivative of W̃ (J_0, θ_0) diagonalizes with respect to the splitting in Γ_m: precisely, setting E^1_1 = ∑ m∈Z E^{(m)}, one has

d^2_J W̃ (J_0, θ_0)[E, E] = ∑ m (m + 4) ∫ S^3

|E^{(m)}|^2θ_0 ∧ dθ_0 (7)

Some comments on this result are in order. First, the behaviour of the functional in the conformal directions is completely analogous to the Riemannian case. However, a difference appears in the sign of second variation in the complementary directions, which we show to be tightly related to the embeddability properties of the (infinitesimally) perturbed CR structures. In fact, it was proved in [Bl] via a normal form that the perturbed structures that are embeddable are precisely characterized by having vanishing Fourier components E^{(m)} for m ≤ −4. Notice the difference in notation by a conjugation of the coefficient from (13.7) in [Bl] and (4), so the present condition on m changes by a sign compared to Theorem 15.1 in [Bl]. We then observe a situation similar to the Riemannian one as long as the CR structure stays embeddable, with a reversed sign if we stay infinitesimally orthogonal to these and to the conformal deformations. This fact is coherent with the results obtained in [CMY1] and [CMY2], where estimates on the Sobolev quotient were derived for a class of embeddable three-manifolds and for the (non-embeddable) Rossi spheres.

We consider next the higher-dimensional case, which turns out to be always in analogy with the Riemannian one: recall from the previous discussion that in dimensions greater or equal to five the CR structures are always embeddable.

Theorem 1.4. Consider the standard pseudohermitian structure (J_0, θ_0) on S^{2n+1} with n > 1.

(i) Let η ∈ C^∞(S^{2n+1}) be such that ∫ S^{2n+1} η θ0 ∧ dθ0 = 0. Then

d^2_θW̃ (J_0, θ_0)[ηθ_0, ηθ_0] = c_n ∫ S^{2n+1}

(|∇_bη|^2 − nη^2)θ_0 ∧ dθ_0 ≥ 0

for some positive constant c_n, with equality holding if and only is η is the restriction to S^{2n+1} of some linear function on C^{n+1}.

(ii) For the variation in J we have instead

d^2_J W̃ (J_0, θ_0)[E, E] > 0 for any E ≢ 0.

Even for n > 1 a formula similar to (7) holds true, but since we would need to introduce extra notation, we chose to postpone it to the final section of the paper and state in the above theorem only its consequence.

While in three dimensions it is a single complex function to determine a variation E of the CR structure J, in higher dimensions we need to work on a vector bundle over S^{2n+1}. To carry over the calculation of first- and secondorder variations we use a frame approach as in e.g. [L2], leading to formula (35) for the second variation of the integral of the Webster curvature. However, to understand its sign it will be more practical for us to use the formalism in [G], that employs a basis of vector fields constructed from the ambient coordinates. Although this family does not form a linearly independent system, it has the advantage of leading to constant-coefficient quantities, that are more suitable to be analyzed via Fourier modes. We then rely crucially on the results in [BD1] and [BD2], where a parametrization of deformations of the CR structure of the sphere is performed via a suitable Banach manifold and via Fourier analysis.

The plan on the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we review some preliminary material that includes basic notions in pseudohermitian geometry: we derive in particular some first properties of deformations of the pseudohermitian structure. In Section 3 we then derive useful formulas for the variation of interesting geometric quantities, and we derive in particular an expression for the second variation of the Webster curvature. In Section 4 we prove our main theorems, with the completion of Theorem 1.1 performed in the Appendix.

Acknowledgments

J.-H.C. (P.Y., resp.) is grateful to Scuola Normale Superiore and Princeton University (Academia Sinica in Taiwan, resp.) for the kind hospitality. A.M. would like to thank Academia Sinica in Taiwan and Princeton University for arranging some collaboration visits. J.-H.C. is supported by the project MOST 111-2115-M-001-005 of Ministry of Science and Technology and NCTS of Taiwan. A.M. is supported by the project Geometric Problems with Loss of Compactness from Scuola Normale Superiore. He is also a member of GNAMPA as part of INdAM. P. Y. acknowledges support from the NSF for the grant DMS 1509505.

2 Some preliminary facts

In this section we recall some useful basic material on pseudohermitian manifolds, as well as some calculation concerning the variation of the contact form or of the CR structure.

About the forthcoming review material, we refer the reader to [DT] or [L2]. We recall that a CR manifold is a real smooth manifold M endowed with a complex sub-bundle H = T_{1,0}M of the complexified tangent bundle of M, T^CM, such that H ∩ H = {0} and [H , H ] ⊆ H . We will assume M to be of hypersurface type, that is dim M = 2n + 1 and dim_C H = n. Let H(M) denote the space Re(H ⊕ H ). Then there exists a natural complex structure on H(M) given by J(Z + Z) = i(Z − Z). The CR structure is uniquely determined by H(M) and J. For H(M) and J to generate a CR structure it is necessary that H is closed under Lie bracket operation. In three dimensions H is one-dimensional, so the condition [H , H ] ⊆ H is automatically satisfied.

There exists a non-zero real differential form θ whose kernel at every point coincides with H(M); it is unique up to scalar multiplication by a non-zero function. A triple (M, J, θ) as above is called a pseudohermitian structure. On a pseudohermitian manifold, the Levi form is defined as L_θ(V, W ) = −idθ(V, W ) = iθ([V, W ]).

A CR manifold is said to be strictly pseudoconvex (respectively, non-degenerate) if it admits a positive definite (respectively, non-degenerate) Levi form. Nondegeneracy is equivalent to the fact that θ is a contact form (see Proposition 1.9 and formula (1.66) in [DT]). In this case, there exists a unique vector field T such that i_T dθ = 0 and θ(T ) = 1. For example, if z_1, . . . , z_{n+1} are standard complex coordinates on C^{n+1}, then on the unit sphere S^{2n+1} standard structures are given by

T = T_0 = i 2 n+1∑ α=1 ( z_α ∂ ∂z_α − z_α ∂ ∂z_α ) ;

θ = θ_0 = i 2 n+1∑ α=1 (z_αdz_α − z_αdz_α) . As mentioned in the introduction, classical examples of pseudohermitian manifolds are the Heisenberg group or boundaries of pseudoconvex domains in complex spaces.

On a nondegenerate pseudohermitian manifold one can introduce a connection, called the Tanaka-Webster connection. To define it, we recall some useful facts, mostly from [L2]. If {T, Z_α, Z_α} is a frame dual to {θ, θ^α, θ^α}, we express the Levi form as L_θ(f^αZ_α, g^βZ_β) = h_{αβ} f^αg^β.

The matrix h_{αβ} = δ^β_α will be used in a standard way to raise and lower indices. The Webster connection forms ω^β_α and the torsion forms τ_β = A_{βα}θ^α are defined by the equations

dθ^β = θ^α ∧ ω^β_α + θ ∧ τ^β ; ω_{αβ} + ω_{βα} = dh_{αβ} ; A_{αβ} = A_{βα}. (8)

Also, the curvature forms

Π^β_α = dω^β_α − ω^γ_α ∧ ω^β_γ

satisfy the structure equations

Π^β_α = R^β_{αρσ} θ^ρ ∧ θ^σ + W^β_{αγ} θ^γ ∧ θ − W^β_{αγ} θ^γ ∧ θ + iθ_α ∧ τ^β − iτ_α ∧ θ^β .

The Ricci tensor and the pseudohermitian scalar (or Webster) curvature are defined by the contractions R_{ρσ} = R^α_{ρσ} ; W = R^α. Recall that (M, J, θ) is pseudo-Einstein when the Ricci tensor is a scalar multiple of the Levi metric. A consequence of the Bianchi identities from [L2] is the constancy of the Webster curvature for pseudo-Einstein structures with vanishing torsion.

The covariant differentiation is characterized by the formulas ∇Z_α = ω^β_α ⊗ Z_β ; ∇Z_α = ω^β_α ⊗ Z_β ; ∇ T = 0. (9) For a tensor S with components S^·_· we will use the notation S^·_{·,α} := (∇_{Zα} S)^·; S^·_{·,α} := (∇_{Zα} S)^·. We also have the following commutation relations for second-order covariant derivatives of functions u and (1, 0)-forms σ = σ_αθ^α, see e.g. Lemma 2.3 in [L2]: u_{,αβ} − u_{,βα} = ih_{αβ}u_{,0}; u_{,αβ} = u_{,βα}; u_{,0α} − u_{,α0} = A_{αβ} u^{,β}; σ_{α,βγ} − σ_{α,γβ} = iA_{αγ} σ_β − iA_{αβ} σ_γ ; σ_{α,βγ} − σ_{α,γβ} = ih_{αβ}A_{γρ}σ^ρ − ih_{αγ} A_{βρ}σ^ρ; σ_{α,βγ} − σ_{α,γβ} = ih_{βγ} σ_{α,0} + R^ρ_{αβγ} σ_ρ; σ_{α,0β} − σ_{α,β0} = σ^γ_{α,}A_{γβ} − σ_γ A^γ_{αβ,}; σ_{α,0β} − σ_{α,β0} = σ_{α,γ} A^γ_β + σ_γ A^γ_{β,α}. As a consequence of Bianchi’s identities, see e.g. Lemma 2.2 in [L2], we have in particular that A_{αβ,γ} = A_{αγ,β} for all indices α, β, γ. (10)

The sub-Laplacian of a scalar function u ∈ C^∞(M) is then defined as (see e.g. formula (4.10) in [L1]) Δ_bu = u^α_{,α} + u^α_{,α}.

The following result will be useful to derive tensorial identities because of the vanishing of some terms in their expressions.

Lemma 2.1. ([L2]) For any point p ∈ M, there exists a neighborhood U_p and an admissible co-frame (θ^α)_α such that ω^β_α = 0 at p.

We recall next the transformation law of the Webster curvature under conformal changes of contact form, see e.g. [JL2]. If one writes Q = 2n + 2 for the homogeneous dimension of (M, J, θ), and θ̃ = u^{4Q−2} θ, then the Webster curvature W = W_θ transforms as − ( 2 + 2 n ) Δ_bu + W_θu = W_{θ̃}u^{Q+2Q−2} . (11)

It will then be useful to recall some spectral properties of the sub-Laplace operator on spheres, see e.g. [F] or [G].

Proposition 2.2. Let H_{p,q,n} denote the restriction to S^{2n+1} of the homogeneous complex harmonic polynomials of degree p + q, where p is the holomorphic homogeneity and q the antiholomorphic one. Then one has −Δ_bϕ = λ_{p,q,n}ϕ for all ϕ ∈ H_{p,q,n}; λ_{p,q,n} = pq + n 2 (p + q). Moreover, let

Γ_m = { u ∈ C^∞(S^{2n+1}) | u(e^{iθ}z_1, . . . e^{iθ}z_n) = e^{imθ}u(z_1, . . . , z_n) } . Then one has T ϕ = i m 2 ϕ for all ϕ ∈ Γ_m.

We next consider a deformation of the CR structure, keeping the contact form fixed: we introduce some notation for this purpose and derive some preliminary properties.

Given the contact bundle ξ, consider a smooth family t → J_{(t)} of CR structures on ξ. Then, for all values of t, J_{(t)} : ξ → ξ satisfies J^2_{(t)} = −Id. Take a basis of eigenvectors (Z_{α(t)})_α such that J_{(t)}Z_{α(t)} = iZ_{α(t)}, which implies for the conjugate vector fields J_{(t)}Z_{α(t)} = −iZ_{α(t)}. In this way J_{(t)} writes as

J_{(t)} = iθ^α_{(t)} ⊗ Z_{α(t)} − iθ^α_{(t)} ⊗ Z_{α(t)}.

We begin with the following simple result.

Lemma 2.3. Setting J̇ := J̇_{(t)} =^d_{dt} J_{(t)}, one has the simplified relation

J̇ = 2E = 2E_α^β θ^α ⊗ Z_β + conj.

Proof. By the above formula we get J̇(Z_α) = 2E_α^β Z_β + 2E_α^β Z_β. Differentiate the relation J^2_{(t)} = −Id with respect to t (at t = 0) to obtain: J̇ ∘ J + J ∘ J̇ = 0. Expressing this relation with respect to the basis (Z_α)_α and (Z_α)_α, we obtain ( E_α^β E_α^β E_α^β E_α^β ) ( i 0 0 −i ) + ( i 0 0 −i ) ( E_α^β E_α^β E_α^β E_α^β ) = 0,

which implies E_α^β = E_α^β = 0, as claimed.

We consider next the variation of the basis vector fields with respect to t.

Lemma 2.4. Let us write the derivative of the unitary frame (Z_α)_α and its dual forms (θ^α)_α as

Ż_α = F_α^β Z_β + G_α^β Z_β; θ̇^γ = iE^γ_l θ^l − F^γ_l θ^l,

Then we can assume that F_α^β ∈ R, and that there holds G_α^β = −iE_α^β ; F_α^β + F_β^α = 0. (12) Moreover, at t = 0 we can take F_β^α = 0.

Proof. For notational simplicity we will often write F^α_β instead of F_β^α, E^β_α instead of E_α^β , etc..

We have dθ = i ∑ θ^α_{(t)} ∧ θ^α_{(t)} (from h_{αβ} = δ^β_α), compare also to Lemma 2.1 in [CL], so −2idθ(Z_{α(t)} ∧ Z_{β(t)}) = δ^β_α. Differentiating this relation in t, we get 0 = −2idθ(Ż_α ∧ Z_β) − 2idθ(Z_α ∧ Ż_β ) = −2idθ((F_α^γ Z_γ + G_α^γ Z_γ ) ∧ Z_β) − 2idθ(Z_α ∧ (F_β^γ Z_γ + G_β^γ Z_γ )) = −2iF_α^β − 2iF_β^α. (13) On the other hand, we can always compose the frame (Z_α)_α with an element of SU(n), which infinitesimally means adding to F^β_α a matrix B^β_α such that B^β_α = −B^α_β . We can choose for example to add F^β_α, which satisfies this property by the above relation (13): this means that we can take F to be real, and implies the second relation in (12).

To get the first one, differentiate J_{(t)}Z_{α(t)} = iZ_{α(t)} with respect to t, to find 0 = J̇Z_α + JŻ_α − iŻ_α = 2E_α^β Z_β + F_α^β iZ_β + G_α^β (−i)Z_β − i(F_α^β Z_β + G_α^β Z_β) = 2E_α^β Z_β − 2iG_α^β Z_β,

so G_α^β = −iE_α^β, as desired.

To prove that we can take F = 0 at t = 0, let F = F^β_α at t = 0 and consider the new frame Z̃_{α(t)} = (e^{−tF})^β_αZ_β .

Then, by cancellation Z̃_{α(0)} = Z_{α(0)} and d dt t=0 Z̃_{α(t)} = −iE^β_{α(0)}Z̃_{β(0)},

concluding the proof.

We next derive some consequences of the integrability conditions θ([Z_α, Z_β]) = 0; θ^γ ([Z_α, Z_β]) = 0, (14) which hold along all the deformation, i.e. for all t. We have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. For all indices α, β, γ we have that E_{αβ} = E_{βα}; E^γ_{α,β} = E^γ_{β,α}. Proof. We differentiate in t the first relation in (14), obtaining d dt [Z_α, Z_β] = [Ż_α, Z_β ] + [Z_α, Ż_β ]

= [F^γ_α Z_γ − iE^γ_αZ_γ , Z_β] + [Z_α, F^γ_β Z_γ − iE^γ_β Z_γ ], which by integrability yields

0 = θ ( d dt [Z_α, Z_β] ) = −iE^γ_αθ([Z_γ , Z_β]) − iE^γ_β θ([Z_α, Z_γ ]). Notice that [Z_γ , Z_β] = ih_{βγ}T + ω^l_β(Z_γ )Z_l − ω^l_γ (Z_β )Z_l, which in turn implies 0 = −iE^γ_αih_{βγ} + iE^γ_β ih_{αγ} . Since h_{βγ} = δ^γ_β , we deduce the first assertion of the lemma.

We next differentiate in t the second relation in (14) to get

0 = θ̇^γ ([Z_α, Z_β]) + θ^γ ( d dt [Z_α, Z_β] ) . Since by Lemma 2.4 θ̇^γ = iE^γ_l θ^l − F^γ_l θ^l, and [Z_α, Z_β] = ω^l_β(Z_α)Z_l − ω^l_α(Z_β)Z_l, we obtain 0 = iE^γ_l θ^l(ω^l_β(Z_α) − ω^l_α(Z_β )) + θ^γ ( [Z_α, F^γ_β Z_γ − iE^γ_β Z_γ ] + [Z_α, F^γ_β Z_γ − iE^γ_β Z_γ ] )

= −iω^l_α(Z_β)E^γ_l + iω^l_β(Z_α)E^γ_l + iE^l_αω^γ_l (Z_β ) + iZ_β(E^γ )_α − iE^l_β ω^γ_l (Z_α) − iZ_α(E^l_β ).

This implies iE^γ_{α,β} − iE^γ_{β,α} = 0, which is the second assertion.

3 Variation of geometric quantities

In this section we compute the variation of several relevant geometric quantities along the deformation of J. Our final goal is to derive a second variation formula for the normalized integral of the Webster curvature at its critical points.

We begin with the variation of connection and torsion. Lemma 3.1. For all t, the variation of the torsion is given by Ȧ^α_γ = −iE^α_{γ,0} + A^α_l F^l_γ − F^α_l A^l_γ , (15) while for the variation of the connection we have ω̇^α_β = [ i(A^α_γ E^γ_β + E^α_γ A^γ_β ) + F^α_{β,0} ] θ (16) + (−iE^β_{γ,α} − F^β_{α,γ} )θ^γ + (−iE^α_{γ,β} + F^α_{β,γ} )θ^γ . Proof. We start by differentiating in t the relations θ^α_{(t)}(Z_{β(t)}) = δ^α_β ; θ^α_{(t)}(Z_{β(t)}) = θ^α_{(t)}(T ) = 0, to get

θ̇^α(Z_β ) + θ^α(Ż_β ) = 0; θ̇^α(Z_β ) + θ^α(Ż_β ) = 0; θ̇^α(T ) = 0. Recall that by Lemma 2.4 one has θ̇^α = −iE^α_β θ^β − F^α_β θ^β . (17) Differentiate now in t the structure equation dθ^α = θ^β_{(t)} ∧ ω^α_{β(t)} + A^α_{γ(t)}θ ∧ θ^γ_{(t)} to get dθ̇^α = θ̇^β ∧ ω^α_β + θ^β ∧ ω̇^α_β + Ȧ^α_γ θ ∧ θ^γ + A^α_γ θ ∧ θ̇^γ = −idE^α_β ∧ θ^β − iE^α_β dθ^β − dF^α_β ∧ θ^β − F^α_β dθ^β . (18) At a given point p we may assume that ω^α_β = 0, by Lemma 2.1. Therefore we obtain at p −idE^α_β ∧ θ^β = −iE^α_{β,0}θ ∧ θ^β − iE^α_{β,γ} θ^γ ∧ θ^β − iE^α_{β,γ} θ^γ ∧ θ^β ; dθ^β = θ^γ ∧ ω^β_γ + A^β_γ θ ∧ θ^γ = A^β_γ θ ∧ θ^γ ; −dF^α_β ∧ θ^β − F^α_β dθ^β = −F^α_{β,0}θ ∧ θ^β − F^α_{β,γ} θ^γ ∧ θ^β − F^α_{β,γ} θ^γ ∧ θ^β − F^α_β A^β_γ θ ∧ θ^γ . Comparing the coefficients of θ ∧ θ^γ in (18), we deduce the first assertion.

Write next ω̇^α_β = x^α_β θ + y^α_{βγ} θ^γ + y^α_{βγ} θ^γ . (19) From the relation ω^β_α + ω^α_β = 0, which implies ω̇^β_α + ω̇^α_β = 0, we get the system { x^α_β + x^β_α = 0; y^α_{βγ} = −y^β_{αγ} := −y^β_{αγ} . Substituting (17), (15) and (19) into (18) we obtain { x^α_β = iE^α_γ A^γ_β + iA^α_γ E^γ_β + F^α_{β,0}; y^α_{βγ} = −iE^α_{γ,β} + F^α_{β,γ} , (20)

which implies in particular y^α_{βγ} = −iE^β_{γ,α} − F^β_{α,γ} . We also get the relations (y^α_{βγ} − F^α_{β,γ} )θ^β ∧ θ^γ = 0; −iE^α_{β,γ} θ^γ ∧ θ^β = 0, giving the following constraints on the deformation tensors { y^α_{βγ} − F^α_{β,γ} = y^α_{γβ} − F^α_{γ,β}; E^α_{β,γ} = E^α_{γ,β}. In this way, we obtain the second assertion as well.

We can now compute the derivative of the curvature tensor with respect to t, together with its contractions.

Proposition 3.2. For the curvature tensor, the Ricci tensor and the Webster curvature we have the following variation formulas Ṙ^α_{βρσ} = y^α_{βσρ} − y^α_{βρσ} + ix^α_β δ_{ρσ} + R^α_{βlσ} F^l_ρ + R^α_{βρl}F^l_σ (21) + A_{ασ} E^β_ρ + A_{βρ}E^α_σ − A_{αγ} E^γ_ρ δ_{βσ} − A_{βγ} E^γ_σ δ_{αρ}; Ṙ_{ρσ(t)} = iE^γ_{ρ,γσ} − iE^γ_{σ,γρ} − (A^γ_l E^l_γ + A^l_γ E^γ_l )δ_{ρσ} + R_{lσ} F^l_ρ + R_{ρl}E^l_σ , (22) and Ẇ = Ṙ_{αα} = iE^γ_{l,γl} − iE^γ_{l,γl} − (A^γ_l E^l_γ + A^l_γ E^γ_l )n + R_{lγ} F^l_γ + R_{rγ} F^γ_r . (23)

Proof. Differentiate in t the structure equation (see Section 2)

dω^α_{β(t)} − ω^γ_{β(t)} ∧ ω^α_{γ(t)} = R^α_{βρσ(t)}θ^ρ_{(t)} ∧ θ^σ_{(t)} + W^α_{βρ(t)}θ^ρ_{(t)} ∧ θ − W^α_{βρ}θ^ρ_{(t)} ∧ θ + iθ_{β(t)} ∧ τ^α_{(t)} − iτ_{β(t)} ∧ θ^α_{(t)} where, we recall, τ_β = A_{βγ} θ^γ ; τ^α = A^α_γ θ^γ , and A^α_γ = A_{αγ} since h_{αβ} = δ^β_α. We then deduce

dω̇^α_β − ω̇^γ_β ∧ ω^α_γ − ω^γ_β ∧ ω̇^α_γ = Ṙ^α_{βρσ} θ^ρ ∧ θ^σ + R^α_{βρσ} (θ̇^ρ ∧ θ^σ + θ^ρ ∧ θ̇^{σ̄} ) + iθ̇^β ∧ A_{αγ} θ^γ + iȦ_{αγ} θ^β ∧ θ^γ + iA_{αγ} θ^β ∧ θ̇^γ (24) − iA_{βγ}θ̇^γ ∧ θ^α − iȦ_{βγ} θ^γ ∧ θ^α − iA_{βγ} θ^γ ∧ θ̇^α mod. θ^α ∧ θ and θ^α ∧ θ.

Writing dω̇^α_β = x^α_β dθ + y^α_{βγl}θ^l ∧ θ^γ + y^α_{βγl}θ^l ∧ θ^γ + y^α_{βγl}θ^l ∧ θ^γ , keeping only terms of the type θ^ρ ∧ θ^σ and using ω^α_γ (p) = 0, we get Ṙ^α_{βρσ} = y^α_{βσρ} − y^α_{βρσ} + ix^α_β δ_{ρσ} + R^α_{βlσ} F^l_ρ + R^α_{βρl}F^l_σ (25) + A_{ασ} E^β_ρ + A_{βρ}E^α_σ − A_{αγ} E^γ_ρ δ_{βσ} − A_{βγ} E^γ_σ δ_{αρ}. Recall that, from (20), y^α_{βσ} = −iE^α_{σ,β} + F^α_{β,σ} ⇒ y^α_{βσρ} = −iE^α_{σ,βρ} + F^α_{β,σρ}; y^α_{βγ} = −iE^β_{ρ,α} − F^β_{α,ρ} ⇒ y^α_{βρσ} = −iE^β_{ρ,ασ} − F^β_{α,ρσ} and that x^α_β = i(A^γ_β E^α_γ + A^α_γ + A^α_γ E^γ_β ) + F^α_{β,0}. These last formulas, together with (25), yield (21).

Contracting then (21), for the Ricci tensor R_{ρσ(t)} := R^γ_{ρσ(t)} we obtain, after some cancellation that uses A_{αβ} = A_{βα} Ṙ_{ρσ(t)} = iE^γ_{ρ,γσ} − iE^γ_{σ,γρ} − (A^γ_l E^l_γ + A^l_γ E^γ_l )δ_{ρσ} + R_{lσ} F^l_ρ + R_{ρl}E^l_σ . (26) We then obtain for the Webster curvature W_{(t)} = R_{αα} with a further contraction (recall that h_{αβ} = δ_{αβ} ) Ẇ = Ṙ_{αα} = iE^γ_{l,γl} − iE^γ_{l,γl} − (A^γ_l E^l_γ + A^l_γ E^γ_l )n + R_{lγ} F^l_r + R_{γl}F^l_γ , where we used F^l_r = F^l_γ = F^l_γ .

We can now pass to the calculation of the second derivative of the Webster curvature with respect to t.

Proposition 3.3. For the second variation of W = W_{(t)} along the deformation J_{(t)}, we have the following formula at t = 0 Ẅ = iĖ^γ_{l,γl} − A^γ_l Ė^l_γ n + R_{lγ}Ḟ^l_γ − nȦ^γ_l E^l_γ (27) − E^l_ρE^γ_{ρ,γl} − E^l_γ E^γ_{ρ,lρ} − E^γ_l E^l_{γ,ρρ} − E^l_ρE^l_{γ,γρ} − E^l_{γ,ρ}E^γ_{ρ,l} − E^γ_{l,ρ}E^l_{γ,ρ} − E^l_{ρ,ρ}E^l_{γ,γ} − E^l_{ρ,ρ}E^γ_{l,γ} + conj..

Proof. From formula (23), we see that the contribution in the second variation from Ė and Ḟ is given by −(A^γ_l Ė^l_γ + A^l_γĖ^γ_l )n + R_{lγ}Ḟ^l_γ + R_{rγ}Ḟ^γ_r , giving the second and third term in the right-hand side of (27), plus their conjugates. To compute the remaining terms, we can therefore assume that Ė = 0 and Ḟ = 0.

We will need first some preliminary calculation: recall that E^γ_{α,β} = Z_β(E^γ_α) − ω^l_α(Z_β)E^γ_l + ω^γ_l (Z_β )E^l_α.

Taking the t-derivative and using that Ė = 0 at t = 0 we get

0 = Ż_β(E^γ_α) − [ ω̇^l_α(Z_β ) + ω^l_α(Ż_β ) ] E^γ_l + [ ω̇^γ_l (Z_β ) + ω^γ_l (Ż_β ) ] E^l_α. Recalling that at t = 0 we can take F = 0, we have ω̇^l_α = i(A^l_γ E^γ_α + E^l_γ A^γ_α)θ − iE^l_{γ,α}θ^γ − iE^α_{γ,l}θ^γ , which after some calculation implies (E^γ_{α,β} )^· = −iE^l_αE^γ_{β,l} + iE^β_{α,l}E^γ_l + iE^l_βE^γ_{α,l}. In a similar manner, from the formula E^γ_{α,β} = Z_β (E^γ_α) − ω^l_α(Z_β )E^γ_l + ω^γ_l (Z_β)E^l_α one finds, for t = 0 (E^γ_{α,β} )^· = iE^ρ_β E^γ_{α,ρ} + iE^γ_l E^l_{β,α} + iE^l_αE^l_{β,γ} . We analyze the terms with second-order covariant derivatives. Notice that E^γ_{α,βρ} = Z_ρ(E^γ_{α,β} ) − ω^l_α(Z_ρ)E^γ_{l,β} − ω^l_β (Z_ρ)E^γ_{α,l} + ω^γ_l (Z_ρ)E^l_{α,β} . Since ω = 0 at t = 0 and at a given point p, this implies (E^γ_{α,βρ})^· = Ż_ρ(E^γ_{α,β} ) + Z_ρ(Ė^γ_{α,β} ) − ω̇^l_α(Z_ρ)E^γ_{l,β} − ω̇^l_β(Z_ρ)E^γ_{α,l} + ω̇^γ_l (Z_ρ)E^l_{α,β} . After some straightforward calculation, one then finds (E^γ_{α,βρ})^· = iE^l_ρE^γ_{α,βl} + iE^l_{ρ,α}E^γ_{l,β} + iE^l_{ρ,γ} E^l_{α,β} − iE^β_{ρ,l}E^γ_{α,l} + i ( E^l_{β,ρ}E^γ_{α,l} + E^l_β E^γ_{α,lρ} + E^γ_{l,ρ}E^l_{β,α} + E^γ_l E^l_{β,αρ} + E^l_{α,ρ}E^l_{β,γ} + E^l_αE^l_{β,γρ} ) .

In particular, taking the trace we obtain after some cancellation (E^γ_{ρ,βρ})^· = i ( E^l_ρE^γ_{ρ,γl} + E^l_γ E^γ_{ρ,lρ} + E^γ_l E^l_{γ,ρρ} + E^l_ρE^l_{γ,γρ} )

+ i ( E^l_{γ,ρ}E^γ_{ρ,l} + E^γ_{l,ρ}E^l_{γ,ρ} + E^l_{ρ,ρ}E^l_{γ,γ} + E^l_{ρ,ρ}E^γ_{l,γ} ) . We have that

Ẅ = i(E^γ_{l,γl})^˙ − i(E^γ_{l,γl})^˙ − (Ȧ^γ_l E^l_γ + Ȧ^l_γ E^γ_l )n

+ (Ṙ_{lγ} F^l_γ + R_{lγ}Ḟ^l_γ ) + (Ṙ_{γl}F^l_γ + R_{γl}Ḟ^l_γ ).

The second line indeed vanishes since F^l_γ = 0 at t = 0, and since F^l_l = 0 implies

(R_{lγ} + R_{γl})Ḟ^l_γ = 1 n (δ_{lγ} + δ_{γl})Ḟ^l_γ = 2 n W Ḟ^l_l = 0.

This concludes the proof.

4 Proof of the theorems

In this section we prove our main results, starting from conformal variations and then passing to variations of the CR structure.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The constancy of Webster’s curvature is classical and can be obtained as in [JL2]. In fact, from formula (11) and an integration by parts we have that

W̃ (J, u^4Q−2 θ) = ∫ M u [ − ( 2 +^2_n ) Δ_bu + W_{J,θ}u ] θ ∧ (dθ)^n (∫ M u^{2QQ−2} θ ∧ (dθ)^n )^{Q−2}_Q (28)

= ∫ M [( 2 +^2_n ) |∇_bu|^2 + W_{J,θ}u^2 ] θ ∧ (dθ)^n (∫ M u^{2QQ−2} θ ∧ (dθ)^n )^{Q−2}_Q . (29)

Given the scaling-invariant character of W̃ , when taking conformal variations of the type (u + tv)^{2n} θ at u ≡ 1 we can assume that ∫ M v θ ∧ (dθ)^n = 0, so we obtain ∫ M W_{J,θ}v θ ∧ (dθ)^n = 0 for all v such that ∫ M v θ ∧ (dθ)^n = 0, implying that W_{J,θ} is constant.

Let us now consider variations in J (leaving then θ fixed) of W̃ . We see that the first two terms in the right-hand side of (23) vanish after integration, and that the last two terms also vanish pointwise since we can take F = 0.

Therefore, choosing E_{αβ} = A_{αβ} , we deduce the vanishing of the torsion by integration of the formula over M. Notice that such variations are admissible since by the third equation in (13) and (10) we have the constraints given in Lemma 2.5.

Let us now check the pseudo-Einstein condition: vanishing of the torsion implies that the Reeb vector field T corresponding to θ generates an infinitesimal transverse symmetry, see e.g. (2.12) and Proposition 2.2 in [We]. By Theorem E in [L2], if we also assume that c_1(T_{1,0}(M)) = 0, then there exists u ∈ C^∞(M) such that (M, J, e^{2u}θ) is pseudo-Einstein. In the Appendix it is indeed shown that u can be taken identically zero, see Proposition 5.2.

Before proving the next theorems, we compute the second variation of W̃ in the conformal directions. The first conformal variation is given by d dt |_{t=0}W̃ (J, (u + tv)^{4Q−2} θ) = 2 ∫ M (b_n∇_bu · ∇_bv + W_{J,θ}uv) θ ∧ (dθ)^n (∫ M u^{2QQ−2} θ ∧ (dθ)^n )^{Q−2}_Q (30)

− 2 ∫ M ( |∇_bu|^2 + W_{J,θ}u^2 ) θ ∧ (dθ)^n (∫ M u^{2QQ−2} θ ∧ (dθ)^n )_2^{Q−2}_Q ∫ M u^{Q+2Q−2} v θ ∧ (dθ)^n. (31)

In this way, if W_{J,θ} is constant, one sees that criticality occurs when

V ol_θ(M)^{2Q} u^{4Q−2} = 1. (32)

The second variation at a stationary point is the following

d^2 dt^2 |_{t=0}W̃ (J, (1 + tv)^{4Q−2} θ) = 2 ∫ M ( b_n|∇_bv|^2 + W_{J,θ}v^2 ) θ ∧ (dθ)^n V ol_{θ,u}(M)^{Q−2Q} − 2 Q + 2 Q − 2 W_{J,θ}V ol_θ(M) V ol_{θ,u}(M)^{2 Q−2Q} ∫ M v^2 θ ∧ (dθ)^n,

where V ol_{θ,u}(M) = ∫ M u^{2QQ−2} θ ∧ (dθ)^n. Inserting (32) into the latter formula we see that the second variation becomes 2 V ol_{θ,u}(M)^{Q−2Q} ∫ M ( b_n|∇_bv|^2 − 4 Q − 2 W_{J,θ}v^2 ) θ ∧ (dθ)^n. (33)

For the standard spheres (S^{2n+1}, J_0, θ_0), recalling from [JL2] and [We] that

b_n = 2 + 2 n ; W_{J0 ,θ0} = n(n + 1), (34)

we get the first statements in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 (see also [MU]).

Remark 4.1. More in general, if we are on a pseudo-Einstein manifold with zero torsion other than the standard sphere, using Theorem 1.1 in [Ch] and Theorem 3 in [LiWa] for n = 1 and n > 1 respectively, by formula (33) the second conformal variation is strictly positive-definite.

We consider next the second variation of W̃ on standard spheres with respect to the deformation of the CR structure.

Lemma 4.2. For the standard structure (S^{2n+1}, J_0, θ_0) we have that

d^2 dt^2 |_{t=0}W̃ (J_{(t)}, θ_0) = −i n ∫ S^{2n+1}

E_α^γ_{,0}E_γ^α θ_0 ∧ (dθ_0)^n + conj., (35)

where E = 2^d_{dt} |_{t=0}J_{(t)}.

Proof. Since θ_0 remains fixed, we just need to integrate Ẅ with respect to the volume form θ_0 ∧ (dθ_0)^n.

Recalling (27), we first notice that the terms involving Ė and Ḟ vanish since they correspond to the first variation of W̃ in the direction Ė, but we are at a stationary point.

Concerning the quadratic terms in E, we observe that after integrating and using Lemma 2.5, we obtain cancellation in (27) of the first with the seventh, of the second with the fifth, of the third with the sixth and of the fourth with the eighth. We are then left with Ẅ = −n ∫ S^{2n+1}

(Ȧ^γ_l E^l_γ + Ȧ^l_γ E^γ_l ) θ_0 ∧ (dθ_0)^n.

Recalling formula (15) and the fact that we can take F^α_β = 0 at t = 0, we obtain the desired conclusion.

To understand the second variation formula in (35) on the sphere S^{2n+1}, instead of employing the above moving frame approach, we use instead a basis of the complexified tangent space that is induced from the ambient space C^{n+1}, introduced in [G]. This basis does not consist of linearly independent vectors, but it has the advantage of leading to computable quantities, with coefficients that are either constant or that are powers of the z- and z-coordinates. Let Z_{jk} = z_j ∂ ∂z_k − z_k ∂ ∂z_j , θ_{jk} = z_j dz_k − z_kdz_j , j ≠ k. (36) We have that θ_{ℓm}(Z_{jk} ) = (z_ℓdz_m − z_mdz_ℓ) ( z_j ∂ ∂z_k − z_k ∂ ∂z_j )

= z_ℓz_j δ_{km} − z_ℓz_kδ_{jm} − z_mz_j δ_{kℓ} + z_mz_kδ_{jℓ}. (37)

As proven in [G], every form of type (0, 1) can be written as η = ∑ 0≤j<k≤n η(Z_{jk} )θ_{jk}.

We warn that the coefficients η(Z_{jk} ) are some functions which may not coincide with η applied to Z_{jk} .

Similarly, any form of type (1, 0) can be written as η = ∑ 0≤j<k≤n η(Z_{jk} )θ_{jk} ,

and any vector field of type (0, 1) as X = ∑ 0≤j<k≤n θ_{jk}(X)Z_{jk}.

Starting with tensor products of objects of the above form, by linearity a tensor S of type ((0, 1); (1, 0)) can be written as S = ∑ j<k,ℓ<m S(θ_{jk} , Z_{ℓm})Z_{jk} ⊗ θ_{ℓm}. (38)

Define the musical flat operator ♯^{−1} : H → Ω^{1,0}(M) by ♯^{−1}(Z_{jk} ) = idθ(·, Z_{jk}). Lemma 4.3. We have the following relations ∇_T Z_{jk} = −iZ_{jk}, ∇_{Zjk} Z_{pq} = 0 for all j, k, p, q; ∇_{Zjk} Z_{lm} = (δ_{kl}z_j − δ_{jl}z_k)(∂_m − z_mσ^♯) + (δ_{jm}z_k − δ_{lm}z_j )(∂_l − z_lσ^♯), where σ^♯ = ∑_{n+1} ν=1 z_ν ∂_ν . Moreover, if ♯^{−1} is as above, one has that

♯^{−1}(Z_{jk} ) = θ_{jk} for all j, k.

Proof. Since the pseudohermitian torsion is zero and T is parallel

∇_T Z_{jk} = [T, Z_{jk}] = i 2 ∑ [ z_α ∂ ∂z_α − z_α ∂ ∂z_α , z_j ∂ ∂z_k − z_k ∂ ∂z_j ]

= i 2 ( −z_j ∂ ∂z_k + z_k ∂ ∂z_j − z_j ∂ ∂z_k + z_k ∂ ∂z_j )

= i ( −z_j ∂ ∂z_k + z_k ∂ ∂z_j ) = −iZ_{jk}, giving the first assertion. The third one is proved in (2.4) of [C].

Let us now turn to the second assertion. From Lemma 3.2 (2) in [Tn] (in our notation we have an extra factor 1/2 in front of the contact form) one has that dθ(∇_X Y, Z) = Xdθ(Y, Z) − dθ(Y, [X, Z]_H); X, Y ∈ H, Z ∈ H, where [X, Z]_H stands for the anti-holomorphic projection. From (the conjugation of) the formula in Lemma 3.2 (i) of [Tn] and Lemma 4.3 one has that [Z_{jk} , Z_{lm}]_H = ∇_{Zjk} Z_{lm} = (δ_{kl}z_j − δ_{jl}z_k)(∂_m − z_mσ^♯) + (δ_{jm}z_k − δ_{lm}z_j )(∂_l − z_lσ^♯).

A direct computation shows, after some cancellation dθ(Z_{pq} , [Z_{jk}, Z_{lm}]_H) = 2iz_p [δ_{kl}z_kδ_{qm} + δ_{jm}z_kδ_{ql}] − 2iz_q [δ_{kl}z_j δ_{pm} + δ_{jm}z_kδ_{pl}] . On the other hand, we have that dθ(Z_{pq} , Z_{lm}) = 2iz_p(z_lδ_{qm} − z_mδ_{ql}) − 2iz_q (z_lδ_{pm} − z_mδ_{pl}), which implies Z_{jk}(dθ(Z_{pq} , Z_{lm})) = z_j [2iz_p(δ_{kl}δ_{qm} − δ_{km}δ_{ql}) − 2iz_q(δ_{kl}δ_{pm} − δ_{km}δ_{pl})] − z_k [2iz_p(δ_{jl}δ_{qm} − δ_{jm}δ_{ql}) − 2iz_q (δ_{jl}δ_{pm} − δ_{jm}δ_{pl})] . This means that Z_{jk}(dθ(Z_{pq} , Z_{lm})) − dθ(Z_{pq} , [Z_{jk}, Z_{lm}]_H) = 0, and therefore dθ(∇_{Zjk} Z_{pq} , Z_{lm}) = 0 for all l, m: hence we obtain the second assertion too.

To prove the last property, we notice that idθ = ∑ α (dz_α ∧ dz_α), and therefore idθ(Z_{lm}, Z_{jk}) = z_lz_j δ_{km} − z_lz_kδ_{jm} − z_mz_j δ_{lk} + z_mz_kδ_{lj} . From (37) we then get idθ(Z_{lm}, Z_{jk} ) = θ_{jk} (Z_{lm}) for all indices j, k, l, m, proving also the last assertion.

We can now prove our second and third main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The first statement follows from formula (33), recalling (34), so it remains to prove formula (7).

Notice that, by Leibnitz’s rule

E_{,0} := ∇_T (E^1_1 θ^1 ⊗Z_1) = T (E^1_1 )θ^1 ⊗Z_1 +E^1_1 ((∇_T θ^1)⊗Z^1 +θ^1 ⊗(∇_T Z_1)). (39)

In our notation, comparing (5) and (36), and recalling Lemma 4.3 we have that

∇_T Z_1 = iZ_1; ∇_T θ^1 = iθ^1.

This implies E_{,0} = i (m 2 + 2 ) for E^1_1 ∈ Γ_m,

and in turn Ẅ = ∑ m∈Z (m + 4) ∫ S^3 | |E_{(m)} | |^2 θ_0 ∧ dθ_0,

by Lemma 4.2. This gives the desired conclusion.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. In the notation of [Bl] and [BD1], the eigenspace of a deformed structure corresponding to the eigenvalue i is written as Ĥ = {X − ϕ̄(X) : X ∈ H_0} ; ϕ : H → H. If ϕ is infinitesimal, then we have the following relation to the tensor E from Lemma 2.3: ϕ^γ_α = iE^γ_α. By Theorem 4.1 in [BD1], ϕ is of the form

ϕ = ∂_b(∂_bf)^♯ + h_σ (h), (40)

where f, h are a complex-valued function and a two-form of type (0, 2) whose negative Fourier components are zero (with h determined by f). Here ∂_b denotes the holomorphic differential of f and ♯ the musical isomorphism from Ω^{1,0}(S^{2n+1}) to T^{0,1}(S^{2n+1}). In analogy with (6), the m-th Fourier eigenspace Γ_m for a tensor on S^{2n+1} is defined by the action of the flow generated by the vector field T .

Both the operators ∂_b and (∂_b·)^♯ commute with the Lie derivative by T , and it is noticed on page 102 of [BD2] that h_σ preserves the Fourier decomposition. Therefore the tensor ϕ, and hence E as well, only consist of non-negative Fourier modes.

As for (38), let us write E = ∑ j<k,ℓ<s E(θ_{jk}, Z_{ℓs})Z_{jk} ⊗ θ_{ℓs} : (41)

since both Z_{jk} and θ_{ℓs} are invariant under the action of T , we must have that E(θ_{jk} , Z_{ℓs}) also has only non-negative Fourier modes.

Arguing then as for (39) and using the latter formula, we still obtain that E_{,0} = i (_m 2 + 2 ) for E ∈ Γ_m, which by Lemma 4.2 gives Ẅ = n ∑ m∈Z (m + 4) ∫ S^3 | |E^{(m)} | |^2 θ0 ∧ dθ0.

Recalling that E^{(m)} = 0 for m < 0, we obtain the conclusion.

One comment on the above proof is due, since the coefficients in the expansion (41) for E are not uniquely determined. Near each point of S^{2n+1} one could choose linearly independent bases of vector fields and forms, which would give the asserted property on the Fourier modes of E(θ_{jk}, Z_{ℓs}), proving that in any case E_{,0} = i (_m 2 + 2 ) for E ∈ Γ_m.

5 Appendix by Xiaodong Wang^1

It is a well known fact in Kahler geometry that a Kahler metric ω on a closed complex manifold M with constant scalar curvature must be Kahler-Einstein if the Kahler class [ω] is proportional to the first Chern class c_1 (M). In this appendix we discuss a CR analogue of this result.

We still follow [L2] as our standard reference on CR geometry. Let M be a CR manifold of dimension 2n + 1. The first Chern class of the complex vector bundle T^{1,0}M will be simply denoted by c_1 (M). Given a pseudohermitian structure θ, we always work with the Tanaka-Webster connection ∇, and 2πc_1 (M) is then represented by the closed 2-form

ρ_θ = i [ R_{μν} θ^μ ∧ θ^ν + A_{αγ,α}θ^γ ∧ θ − A_{γα,α}θ^γ ∧ θ ] , (42)

where R_{μν} is the Ricci curvature and A is the torsion of the Tanaka-Webster connection. Throughout this section, we always work with a local unitary frame {Z_α : α = 1, · · · , n}. Lemma 5.1. Suppose ϕ = f_{μν} θ^μ ∧ θ^ν is a (1, 1)-form. Let Λ (ϕ) = ∑_n μ=1 f_{μμ} be its trace. Then −d^∗ϕ = f_{αν,α}θ^ν + f_{μα,α}θ^μ + iΛ (ϕ) θ, where d^∗ the dual of d with respect to the adapted Riemannian metric.

Proof. By a standard formula, in terms of the Levi-Civita connection ~∇ −d^∗ϕ = T ⌟ ~∇_T ϕ + Z_α⌟ ~∇_{Zα} ϕ + Z_α⌟ ~∇_{Zα} ϕ. 1Department of Mathematics, Michigan State University, 619 Red Cedar Road East Lansing, MI 48824 e-mail: xwang@math.msu.edu

We recall the relationship between the Levi-Civita connection ~∇ and the Tanka- Webster connection, that can be found in [DT]: for X, Y horizontal ~∇_T T = 0, ~∇_X T = AX + 1 2 JX, ~∇_X Y = ∇_X Y − [ ⟨AX, Y ⟩ + 1 2 dθ (X, Y ) ] T. We compute, using the above identities T ⌟ ~∇_T ϕ = f_{μν} ( ~∇_T θ^μ (T ) θ^ν − ~∇_T θ^ν (T ) θ^μ )

= f_{μν} ( −θ^μ ( ~∇_T T ) θ^ν + θ^ν ( ~∇_T T ) θ^μ ) = 0, Z_α⌟ ~∇_{Zα} ϕ = Z_αf_{αν} θ^ν + f_{μν} ~∇_{Zα} θ^μ (Z_α) θ^ν − f_{μν} ~∇_{Zα} θ^ν (Z_α) θ^μ + f_{αν} ~∇_{Zα} θ^ν = Z_αf_{αν} θ^ν − f_{μν} θ^μ ( ~∇_{X α} Z_α ) θ^ν + f_{μν} θ^ν ( ~∇_{Z α} Z_α ) θ^μ − f_{αν} ( θ^ν ( ~∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + θ^ν ( ~∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + θ^ν ( ~∇_{Zα} T ) θ ) = Z_αf_{αν} θ^ν − f_{μν} θ^μ ( ∇_{Z α} Z_α ) θ^ν + f_{μν} θ^ν ( ∇_{Zα} Z_α ) θ^μ − f_{αν} ( θ^ν ( ∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + θ^ν ( ∇_{Z α} Z_β ) θ^β + − i 2 δ^ν_αθ )

= f_{αν,α}θ^ν + i 2 Λ (ϕ) θ, and similarly, Z_α⌟ ~∇_{Zα} ϕ = Z_αf_{μα}θ^μ − f_{μν} ~∇_{Zα} θ^ν ( X_α ) θ^μ + f_{μν} ~∇_{Zα} θ^μ ( Z_α ) θ^ν − f_{μα} ~∇_{Zα} θ^μ = Z_αf_{μα}θ^μ + f_{μν} θ^ν ( ~∇_{Zα} X_α ) θ^μ − f_{μν} θ^μ ( ~∇_{Zα} Z_α ) θ^ν + f_{μα} ( θ^μ ( ~∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + θ^μ ( ~∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + θ^μ ( ~∇_{Zα} T ) θ ) = Z_αf_{μα}θ^μ + f_{μν} θ^ν ( ∇_{Zα} Z_α ) θ^μ − f_{μν} θ^μ ( ∇_{Zα} Z_α ) θ^ν + f_{μα} ( θ^μ (∇_{Zα} Z_β) θ^β + θ^μ ( ∇_{Zα} Z_β ) θ^β + i 2 δ^μ_αθ )

= f_{μα,α}θ^μ + i 2 Λ (ϕ) θ. We remark that in the calculations the torsion A does not appear because it anti-commutes with J and therefore maps a (1, 0)-vector to a (0, 1)-vector and vice versa. Combining these results yields −d^∗ϕ = f_{αν,α}θ^ν + f_{μα,α}θ^μ + iΛ (ϕ) θ, concluding the proof.

Recall that a pseudohermitian structure θ is called pseudo-Einstein if R_{μν} = W n δ_{μν} , where W is the scalar curvature. When n = 1, this is always true. From now on we assume n ≥ 2. Lee showed in [L2] that a necessary condition for the existence of a pseudo-Einstein structure is c_1 (M) = 0.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose M is a closed CR manifold of dimension 2n + 1 ≥ 5 with c_1 (M) = 0. If θ is a pseudohermitian structure with zero torsion and constant scalar curvature, then it is pseudo-Einstein.

Proof. Let ϕ = ρ_θ −^W_n dθ. Since A = 0, we have ϕ = iR_{μν} θ^μ ∧ θ^ν − W n dθ = i ( R_{μν} − W n δ_{μν} ) θ^μ ∧ θ^ν , It is a real (1, 1)-form with Λ (ϕ) = 0. As A = 0, we have R_{αν,α} = R_{μα,α} = 0 by the Bianchi identities. Together with W being constant, we see that d^∗ϕ = 0 by Lemma 5.1. As c_1 ( T^{1,0}M ) = 0, ρ_θ is exact, i.e. there is a real 1-form χ s.t.

ρ_θ = dχ. Then ϕ = d~χ, where ~χ = χ −^W_n θ. It follows ‖ϕ‖^2 = ⟨ϕ, d~χ⟩ = ⟨d^∗ϕ, ~χ⟩ = 0. Therefore ϕ = 0, i.e. θ is pseudo-Einstein.

References

[A1] Aubin, Thierry, Équations différentielles non linéaires et problème de Yamabe concernant la courbure scalaire, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 55 (1976), no. 3, 269–296.

[A2] Aubin, Thierry, Some nonlinear problems in Riemannian geometry, Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998

[Bl] Bland, John S., Contact geometry and CR structures on S^3, Acta Math.

172 (1994), no. 1, 1–49.

[BD1] Bland, J.; Duchamp, T. Normal forms for convex domains. Several complex variables and complex geometry, Part 2 (Santa Cruz, CA, 1989), 65–81, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 52, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1991.

[BD2] Bland, John; Duchamp, Thomas Moduli for pointed convex domains.

Invent. Math. 104 (1991), no. 1, 61–112.

[Bo] Boutet de Monvel, L. Intégration des équations de Cauchy-Riemann induites formelles. Séminaire Goulaouic-Lions-Schwartz 1974–1975: Équations aux dérivées partielles linéaires et non linéaires, Exp. No. 9, 14 pp. École Polytech., Centre de Math., Paris, 1975.

[CCY] Chanillo, Sagun; Chiu, Hung-Lin; Yang, Paul, Embeddability for 3- dimensional Cauchy-Riemann manifolds and CR Yamabe invariants, Duke Math. J. 161 (2012), no. 15, 2909–2921.

[CS] Chen, So-Chin; Shaw, Mei-Chi; Partial differential equations in several complex variables, AMS/IP Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 19. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI; International Press, Boston, MA, 2001. xii+380 pp.

[C] Cheng, Jih Hsin Curvature functions for the sphere in pseudo-Hermitian geometry. Tokyo J. Math. 14 (1991), no. 1, 151–163.

[CL] Cheng, Jih Hsin; Lee, John M. A local slice theorem for 3-dimensional CR structures. Amer. J. Math. 117 (1995), no. 5, 1249–1298.

[CMY1] Cheng, Jih-Hsin; Malchiodi, Andrea; Yang, Paul, A positive mass theorem in three dimensional Cauchy-Riemann geometry, Adv. Math. 308 (2017), 276–347.

[CMY2] Cheng, Jih-Hsin; Malchiodi, Andrea; Yang, Paul, On the Sobolev quotient of three-dimensional CR manifolds, Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, to appear.

[Ch] Chiu, Hung-Lin The sharp lower bound for the first positive eigenvalue of the sublaplacian on a pseudohermitian 3-manifold. Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 30 (2006), no. 1, 81–96.

[DT] Dragomir, Sorin; Tomassini, Giuseppe, Differential geometry and analysis on CR manifolds, Progress in Mathematics, 246. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2006. xvi+487 pp.

[FM] Fischer, Arthur E.; Marsden, Jerrold E. The manifold of conformally equivalent metrics. Canadian J. Math. 29 (1977), no. 1, 193–209.

[F] Folland, G. B. The tangential Cauchy-Riemann complex on spheres. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 171 (1972), 83–133.

[G] Geller, Daryl The Laplacian and the Kohn Laplacian for the sphere. J.

Differential Geometry 15 (1980), no. 3, 417–435 (1981).

[JL2] Jerison, David; Lee, John M. Extremals for the Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg group and the CR Yamabe problem. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 1 (1988), no. 1, 1–13.

[K] Koiso, Norihito On the second derivative of the total scalar curvature. Osaka Math. J. 16 (1979), no. 2, 413–421.

[L1] Lee, John M., The Fefferman metric and pseudo-Hermitian invariants, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 296 (1986), no. 1, 411–429.

[L2] Lee, John M., Pseudo-Einstein structures on CR manifolds, Amer. J. Math.

110 (1988), no. 1, 157–178.

[LP] Lee, John M.; Parker, Thomas H., The Yamabe problem, Bull. Amer.

Math. Soc. (N.S.) 17 (1987), no. 1, 37–91.

[LiWa] Li, Song-Ying; Wang, Xiaodong An Obata-type theorem in CR geometry.

J. Differential Geom. 95 (2013), no. 3, 483–502.

[L] Lichnerowicz, André Géométrie des groupes de transformations. Travaux et Recherches Mathématiques, III. Dunod, Paris 1958 ix+193 pp.

[MU] Malchiodi, Andrea; Uguzzoni, Francesco A perturbation result for the Webster scalar curvature problem on the CR sphere. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 81 (2002), no. 10, 983–997.

[S1] Schoen, Richard Conformal deformation of a Riemannian metric to constant scalar curvature, J. Differential Geom. 20 (1984), no. 2, 479–495.

[S2] Schoen, Richard M., Variational theory for the total scalar curvature functional for Riemannian metrics and related topics. Topics in calculus of variations (Montecatini Terme, 1987), 120–154, Lecture Notes in Math., 1365, Springer, Berlin, 1989.

[Tk] Takeuchi, Yuya, Nonnegativity of the CR Paneitz operator for embeddable CR manifolds, Duke Math. J. 169 (2020), no. 18, 3417–3438.

[Tn] Tanaka, Noboru A differential geometric study on strongly pseudo-convex manifolds. Lectures in Mathematics, Department of Mathematics, Kyoto University, No. 9. Kinokuniya Book Store Co., Ltd., Tokyo, 1975.

[Tr] Trudinger, Neil S., Remarks concerning the conformal deformation of Riemannian structures on compact manifolds, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (3) 22 (1968), 265–274.

[V] Viaclovsky, Jeff A. Critical metrics for Riemannian curvature functionals.

Geometric analysis, 197–274, IAS/Park City Math. Ser., 22, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2016.

[Wa] Wang, Xiaodong On a remarkable formula of Jerison and Lee in CR geometry. Math. Res. Lett. 22 (2015), no. 1, 279–299.

[We] Webster, S. M. Pseudo-Hermitian structures on a real hypersurface. J.

Differential Geometry 13 (1978), no. 1, 25–41.