
CR YAMABE EQUATION ON THE HEISENBERG GROUP

VIA THE METHOD OF MOVING SPHERES

CONGWEN LIU

Abstract. In this paper, we classify positive solutions to the CR Yamabe

equation on the Heisenberg group. We show that all such solutions are Jerison-
Lee bubbles, without imposing any finite-energy or a priori symmetry assump-

tions. This result can be regarded as an analogue for Hn of the celebrated

Caffarelli-Gidas-Spruck classification theorem in Rn. To establish this, we de-
velop a systematic approach to implement the method of moving spheres in

the setting of the Heisenberg group.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider positive solutions to the CR Yamabe equation

−∆Hu = u
Q+2
Q−2 in Hn, (1.1)

where Hn is the Heisenberg group, u is a smooth, real and positive function defined
in Hn, ∆Hu is the sub-Lapacian of u (see the definition in Section 2) and Q := 2n+2
is the homogeneous dimension of Hn.

The equation (1.1) is closely related to the CR Yamabe problem in Hn, which
states that: find a choice of contact form on Hn for which the pseudo-Hermitian
scalar curvature is constant. Indeed, given the standard contact form Θ on Hn,
consider the conformal contact form θ = u

2
nΘ, then the pseudo-Hermitian scalar

curvature associated to θ is the positive constant R ≡ 4n(n + 1) if and only if u
solves the equation

−∆Hu = 2n2u
Q+2
Q−2 . (1.2)

In their celebrated paper [12], Jerison and Lee established the following classifi-
cation of positive finite-energy solutions of (1.1).

Theorem A (Jerison, Lee). Let u ∈ C2∩L
2Q

Q−2 (Hn) be a positive solution of (1.1).
Then u is of the form

u(z, t) = K
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + µ · z + κ

∣∣−Q−2
2 , (1.3)

where K > 0, µ ∈ Cn, κ ∈ C with Imκ > |µ|2
4 .

The functions in (1.3) are usually called Jerison–Lee bubbles; they are the only
extremals of the sharp Sobolev inequality on Hn and play the same role as the
Aubin–Talenti bubbles in the original Yamabe problem.
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It has been a long-standing open question whether the finite-energy assumption

u ∈ L
2Q

Q−2 (Hn) can be removed. Little progress has been made over decades, we
only refer to [8] where the authors obtained a Liouville result under the assumption
of cylindrical symmetry on groups of Heisenberg type.

A major breakthrough was recently achieved by Catino, Li, Monticelli and Ron-
coroni [5], who provided a complete answer in the one-dimensional case and made
significant progress in higher dimensions.

Theorem B (Catino, Li, Monticelli, Roncoroni). (i) Let u be a positive solu-
tion to (1.1) in H1. Then u is a Jerison–Lee bubble.

(ii) Let u be a positive solution to (1.1) in Hn, n ≥ 2 such that

u(ξ) ≤ C

1 + |ξ|Q−2
2

∀ξ ∈ Hn,

for some C > 0. Then u is a Jerison–Lee bubble.

Flynn and Vétois [6] made a further development for higher dimensions:

Theorem C (Flynn, Vétois). Let n ≥ 2 and u be a positive solution to (1.1) such
that

u(z, t) ≤ C
(
|z|2 + |t|

)−n−2
2 ∀(z, t) ∈ Hn\ {(0, 0)} , (1.4)

for some constant C > 0. Then u is a Jerison–Lee bubble.

The main goal of the present paper is to establish the complete classification
for all dimensions n ≥ 1, without any decay or integrability assumptions. More
precisely, our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Theorem). For n ≥ 1, every positive solution u to (1.1) is a
Jerison–Lee bubble, that is,

u(z, t) = K
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + µ · z + κ

∣∣−Q−2
2 ,

for some K > 0, µ ∈ Cn, κ ∈ C with Imκ > |µ|2
4 .

Proofs in both [5] and [6] rely on a generalization of the Jerison-Lee’s differiential
identity combined with integral estimates. We take a completely different approach.

Before presenting our approach, it is useful to recall the Euclidean analogue of
equation (1.2):

−∆u = n(n− 2)u
n+2
n−2 , in Rn (n ≥ 3). (1.5)

This equation is closely related to the Yamabe problem in Riemannian geometry
and to the extremals of the sharp Sobolev inequality.

Using the method of moving planes, Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [9] proved that
any positive C2 solution of (1.5) satisfying

lim inf
|x|→∞

(
|x|n−2u(x)

)
<∞, (1.6)

must be of the form

u(x) =

(
a

1 + a2|x− x̄|2

)n−2
2

,

where a > 0 is a constant and x̄ ∈ Rn.
The hypothesis (1.6) was later removed by Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck [4], an

important advance for applications. Their proof again relied on the method of
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moving planes. Since then, the method has become a powerful tool in the study of
nonlinear elliptic equations.

Li and Zhu [18] provided an alternative proof of the theorem of Caffarelli, Gidas
and Spruck using the method of moving spheres—a variant of the moving planes
method that incorporates conformal invariance. This approach fully exploits the
conformal invariance of the problem and yields the solutions directly, without first
establishing radial symmetry and then classifying radial solutions. Significant sim-
plifications to this proof were later given by Li and Zhang [17].

A cornerstone of the method of moving spheres is a pair of calculus lemmas that
translate geometric comparisons into an explicit formula for the solution. In the
Euclidean case, such lemmas were first formulated by Li and Zhu (Lemmas 2.2 and
2.5 in [18]) and later refined by Li and Nirenberg (Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 in [15]). In
this paper, we establish their counterparts in the Heisenberg group.

The starting point is the following definition.

Definition 1.2. For ξ = (z′, t′) ∈ Hn, λ > 0 and β ∈ R, we define the generalized

CR inversion Φβξ,λ : Hn \ {ξ} → Hn \ {ξ} by

Φβξ,λ := τξ ◦ ρMξ,β
◦ δλ2 ◦ J ◦ ι ◦ τ−1

ξ (1.7)

where Mξ,β ∈ U(n) is the diagonal matrix

Mξ,β = diag
(
eiθ1 , · · · , eiθn

)
(1.8)

with θk for k = 1, . . . , n given by

θk :=

{
2 arg z′k + arg

(
t′ + i|z′|2 + iβ

)
, if z′k ̸= 0

0, if z′k = 0.

(See Section 2.2 for the definitions of the CR maps τξ, ρM , δλ2 , J and ι.)

The generalized CR inversion Φβξ,λ can be viewed as the CR inversion in the

Korányi metric sphere ∂Bλ(ξ), playing a role analogous to reflection across the
Euclidean sphere S(a, r) in Rn.

This definition draws inspiration from the pioneering attempt of Han, Wang,
and Zhu [10] and is justified by the proposition below.

Proposition 1.3. Let ν, β ∈ R and define

fβ(z, t) :=
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + iβ

∣∣−ν/2.
Then for every ξ ∈ Hn, there exists λ(ξ) > 0 such that(

λ(ξ)

dH(ξ, ζ)

)ν
fβ

(
Φβξ,λ(ξ)(ζ)

)
= fβ(ζ), ∀ ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ}. (1.9)

See Section 2.4 for the proof of the proposition.
We are now ready to state our calculus lemmas of Li–Nirenberg–Zhu type in the

Heisenberg setting.

Theorem 1.4 (Calculus Lemma I of Li-Nirenberg-Zhu type). Let n ≥ 1 and ν, β ∈
R. Assume f : Hn → R satisfies( λ

dH(ξ, ζ)

)ν
f
(
Φβξ,λ(ζ)

)
≤ f(ζ) ∀ξ ∈ Hn, ∀ζ ∈ Σλ(ξ), ∀λ > 0, (1.10)

where Σλ(ξ) := Hn \Bλ(ξ). Then f is constant.
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Theorem 1.5 (Calculus Lemma II of Li-Nirenberg-Zhu type). Let n ≥ 1 and
ν > 0. Suppose a nonnegative function f ∈ C0(Hn) attains its maximum at the
origin, and for every ξ ∈ Hn there exists λ(ξ) > 0 such that( λ(ξ)

dH(ξ, ζ)

)ν
f
(
Φ
βf

ξ,λ(ξ)(ζ)
)
= f(ζ) ∀ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ},

where

βf := (αf )
2/νf(0)−2/ν and αf := lim

|ζ|H→∞
|ζ|νHf(ζ). (1.11)

Then

f(z, t) = αf
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + iβf

∣∣− ν
2 .

With these two calculus Lemmas of Li-Nirenberg-Zhu type in hand, combined
with a Terracini-type integral inequality (see Section 6), the proof of Theorem 1.1
follows the same scheme as was used by Li and Zhang in Section 2 of [17] (also in
[18]). There are, broadly speaking, three main steps in this proof: first, to initiate
the moving spheres procedure starting from small radii; second, to show that if the
procedure stops, the solution must coincide with its generalized Kelvin transform;
and third, to apply our calculus lemmas to demonstrate that the solution necessarily
takes the Jerison–Lee profile. The complete argument is presented in Section 7.

Our method is equally applicable to the subcritical case. Consider the following
subcritical equation

−∆Hu = up in Hn (1.12)

where 1 < p < Q+2
Q−2 .

Birindelli et al. [1] investigated the case 1 < p < Q
Q−2 and proved that the unique

nonnegative solution of (1.12) is u = 0. Later, Xu [23] improved this result to the

case 1 < p < Q(Q+2)
(Q−1)2 (n > 1). Recently, Ma and Ou [19] extended the Liouville

result to the whole interval of subcritical values of p.

Theorem D (Ma, Ou). Let 1 < p < Q+2
Q−2 . Then the equation (1.12) admits no

positive solution, namely, any nonnegative solution of (1.12) must be identically
zero.

We will recover this result using the method of moving spheres in Section 8.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The Heisenberg Group. The Heisenberg group Hn is the Lie group whose
underlying manifold is

Cn × R = {(z, t) : z = (z1, · · · , zn) ∈ Cn, t ∈ R} ,

endowed with the group law: given ξ = (z, t) and ζ = (z′, t′),

(z, t) · (z′, t′) := (z + z′, t+ t′ + 2 Im⟨z, z′⟩) , (2.1)

where ⟨z, z′⟩ :=
∑n
j=1 zjz

′
j is the hermitian inner product on Cn. Haar measure on

Hn is the usual Lebesgue measure dξ = dz dt. (To be more precise, dz = dx dy if
z = x+ iy with x, y ∈ Rn.)

We define, for ξ = (z, t) ∈ Hn, the Korányi norm

|ξ|H :=
(
|z|4 + t2

) 1
4 ,
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with the associated distance function

dH(ξ, ζ) :=
∣∣ζ−1 · ξ

∣∣
H

for ξ, ζ ∈ Hn ,

where ζ−1 denotes the inverse of ζ with respect to the group law (2.1), i.e. ζ−1 =
−ζ.

We use the notation Bλ(ξ) for the metric ball centred at ξ ∈ Hn with radius
λ > 0, i.e.

Bλ(ξ) := {ζ ∈ Hn : dH(ξ, ζ) < λ} .
Also, we write Σλ(ξ) := Hn \Bλ(ξ).

If we set zj = xj + iyj , j = 1, . . . , n, then (x1, · · · , xn, y1, · · · , yn, t) form a real
coordinate system for Hn. In this coordinate system we define the following vector
fields:

Xj :=
∂

∂xj
+ 2yj

∂

∂t
, Yj :=

∂

∂yj
− 2xj

∂

∂t
, T :=

∂

∂t
, j = 1, . . . , n.

They form a basis for the left-invariant vector fields on Hn. The sub-Laplacian (or
Heisenberg Laplacian) on Hn is then defined by

∆H :=

n∑
j=1

(
X2
j + Y 2

j

)
,

and the horizontal gradient of a regular function u : Hn → R is defined by

∇Hu := (X1u, . . . ,Xnu, Y1u, . . . , Ynu).

2.2. CR maps and the generalized Kelvin transform on Hn. For any fixed
ξ = (z′, t′) ∈ Hn we will denote by τξ : Hn → Hn the left translation on Hn by ξ,
defined by

τξ(ζ) = ξ · ζ, ζ ∈ Hn, (2.2)

where · denotes the group law defined in (2.1), while for any λ > 0 we will denote
by δλ : Hn → Hn the dilation defined by

δλ(z, t) := (λz, λ2t), (z, t) ∈ Hn, (2.3)

which satisfies

δλ(ξ · ζ) = δλ(ξ) · δλ(ζ)
for every ξ, ζ ∈ Hn and every λ > 0.

Notice that the Korányi norm is homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to the
dilations δλ, i.e.

|δλ(ζ)|H = λ|ζ|H ∀ ζ ∈ Hn, ∀λ > 0. (2.4)

For any unitary matrix M ∈ U(n), we will denote by ρM : Hn → Hn the rotation
defined by

ρM (z, t) := (Mz, t), (z, t) ∈ Hn. (2.5)

We finally introduce the inversion map ι : Hn → Hn defined by

ι(z, t) := (z,−t), (z, t) ∈ Hn (2.6)

and the map J : Hn → Hn defined by Jerison and Lee in [12] which we shall refer
to as the CR inversion and which is given by

J (z, t) :=

(
z

w
,− t

|w|2

)
, (z, t) ∈ Hn \ {(0, 0)}, (2.7)
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where w := t+ i|z|2. We remark that

|J (ξ)|H = |ξ|−1
H . (2.8)

The CR inversion in Hn plays the role of the usual inversion with respect to the
unitary sphere in Rn.

A CR maps on Hn is a finite composition of the left translations (2.2), the
dilations (2.3), the rotations (2.5), the inversion map (2.6) and the CR inversion
(2.7).

Following [16], for u ∈ C2(Hn), we define the transformed function uψ of u
through the CR map ψ : Hn → Hn by

uψ(ξ) := |Jψ(ξ)|
Q−2
2Q u

(
ψ(ξ)

)
, ξ ∈ Hn, (2.9)

where Jψ(ξ) denotes the Jacobian matrix of ψ evaluated at ξ and |Jψ(ξ)| denotes
its determinant. In particular, the transformed function of u under the generalized

CR inversions Φ β
ξ,λ (as we introduced in Definition 1.2) is called the generalized

Kelvin Transform of u. More precisely, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.1 (Generalized Kelvin Transform). Let ξ ∈ Hn, λ > 0 and β ∈ R.
For a function u : Hn → R we define its generalized Kelvin transform uβξ,λ by

uβξ,λ(η) :=
( λ

dH(η, ξ)

)Q−2

u
(
Φβξ,λ(η)

)
, η ∈ Hn \ {ξ}.

The following observation by Li and Monticelli [16, Remark 2.9], is fundamental:

Lemma 2.2. For every u ∈ C2(Hn) and every CR map ψ : Hn → Hn, one has

u
−Q+2

Q−2

ψ ∆Huψ =
(
u−

Q+2
Q−2∆Hu

)
◦ ψ. (2.10)

Corollary 2.3. If u ∈ C2(Hn) solves (1.1), then for any ξ, λ, β the generalized

Kelvin transform uβξ,λ also satisfies (1.1) on Hn \ {ξ}. Moreover, if u ∈ C2(Hn)
solves the equation

−∆Hu = up in Hn,
then uβξ,λ satisfies

−∆Hu
β
ξ,λ(ζ) =

(
λ

dH(ξ, ζ)

)(Q+2)−(Q−2)p (
uβξ,λ(ζ)

)p
in Hn \ {ξ}.

2.3. Basic properties of the generalized CR inversion Φ β
ξ,λ.

Lemma 2.4. For any ξ ∈ Hn and any ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ},

dH

(
Φ β
ξ,λ(ζ), ξ

)
dH(ζ, ξ) = λ2. (2.11)

Proof. In view of (2.4) and (2.8), we have

dH

(
Φ β
ξ,λ(ζ), ξ

)
=
∣∣δλ2 ◦ J ◦ τ−1

ξ (ζ)
∣∣
H

= λ2
∣∣J (ξ−1 · ζ)

∣∣
H

=
λ2∣∣ξ−1 · ζ

∣∣
H

,

which is precisely the identity (2.11). □

Corollary 2.5. For fixed λ > 0 and β ∈ R, we have Φβξ,λ(ζ) → ξ as |ζ|H → ∞.

Corollary 2.6. Φ β
ξ,λ (Bλ(ξ)) = Σλ(ξ) and Φ β

ξ,λ (Σλ(ξ)) = Bλ(ξ).
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Lemma 2.7. Φ β
ξ,λ is an involution, i.e.,(

Φβξ,λ ◦ Φ
β
ξ,λ

)
(ζ) = ζ for all ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ}.

Proof. Write Φ0,λ := δλ2 ◦ J ◦ ι and note that

Φβξ,λ = τξ ◦ ρMξ,β
◦ Φ0,λ ◦ τ−1

ξ .

Direct verifications show that

ρMξ,β
◦ Φ0,λ = Φ0,λ ◦ ρ−1

Mξ,β
,

and (
Φ0,λ ◦ Φ0,λ

)
(ζ) = ζ ∀ζ ∈ Hn \ {0}.

It follows that(
Φβξ,λ ◦ Φ

β
ξ,λ

)
(ζ) =

(
τξ ◦ ρMξ,β

◦ Φ0,λ ◦ ρMξ,β
◦ Φ0,λ ◦ τ−1

ξ

)
(ζ)

=
(
τξ ◦ ρMξ,β

◦ Φ0,λ ◦ Φ0,λ ◦ ρ−1
Mξ,β

◦ τ−1
ξ

)
(ζ) = ζ

for every ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ}. □

2.4. Proof of Proposition 1.3. Fix ξ = (z′, t′) ∈ Hn. A simple calculation show
that (

fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′)
)
(z, t) = |w + 2i⟨z, z′⟩+ w′ + iβ|−ν/2 (2.12)

holds for every (z, t) ∈ Hn \ {(0, 0)}, where

w := t+ i|z|2 and w′ := t′ + i |z′|2 .

It follows that(
λ2

|w|

)ν/2 (
fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′) ◦ ρMξ,β

◦ δλ2 ◦ J ◦ ι
)
(z, t)

=

(
λ2

|w|

)ν/2 (
fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′)

)(λ2Mξ,βz

−w
,
λ4t

|w|2

)

=

(
λ2

|w|

)ν/2 ∣∣∣∣∣ λ4t|w|2
+ i

∣∣∣∣λ2Mξ,βz

−w

∣∣∣∣2 + 2i

〈
λ2Mξ,βz

−w
, z′
〉
+ w′ + iβ

∣∣∣∣∣
− ν

2

=

(
λ2

|w|

)ν/2 ∣∣∣∣λ4w − 2λ2i

w

〈
z,M−1

ξ,βz
′
〉
+ w′ + iβ

∣∣∣∣− ν
2

=

∣∣∣∣λ2 − 2i
〈
z,M−1

ξ,βz
′
〉
+
w

λ2
(w′ + iβ)

∣∣∣∣− ν
2

=
∣∣∣λ2 + 2i

〈
z,Mξ,βz′

〉
+
w

λ2
(
w′ − iβ

)∣∣∣− ν
2

=

(
λ2∣∣w′ − iβ

∣∣
) ν

2 ∣∣∣∣w + 2i

〈
z,

λ2

w′ + iβ
Mξ,βz′

〉
+

λ4

w′ − iβ

∣∣∣∣− ν
2
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Taking λ = λ (ξ) =
∣∣w′ − iβ

∣∣1/2, we obtain(
λ2

|w|

)ν/2 (
fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′) ◦ ρMξ,β

◦ δλ2 ◦ J ◦ ι
)
(z, t)

=

∣∣∣∣w + 2i

〈
z,

|w′ + iβ|
w′ + iβ

Mξ,βz′
〉
w′ + iβ

∣∣∣∣− ν
2

. (2.13)

Recall that the unitary matrix Mξ,β is defined as in (1.8), so that

|w′ + iβ|
w′ + iβ

Mξ,βz′ = z′.

Plugging this into (2.13), together with (2.12), we obtain(
λ2

|(z, t)|2H

)ν/2 (
fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′) ◦ ρMξ,β

◦ δλ2 ◦ J ◦ ι
)
(z, t) =

(
fβ ◦ τ(z′,t′)

)
(z, t).

Replacing (z, t) with τ−1
(z′,t′)(z, t) in the above yields(
λ∣∣τ−1

(z′,t′)(z, t)
∣∣
H

)ν
fβ

(
Φ β

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z, t)
)
= fβ(z, t),

which completes the proof.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We first prove that for every ζ ̸= η in Hn and λ > 0, there exists ξ∗ = ξ∗(λ) ∈ Hn

such that η = Φ β
ξ∗,λ(ζ).

Consider the map

T (ξ) := η ·
(
Φ β
ξ,λ(ζ)

)−1

· ξ.

A direct estimate gives

|T (ξ)|H ≤ |η|H +
λ2

dH(ξ, ζ)
.

so |T (ξ)|H ≤ R holds for all ξ with |ξ|H = R, provided R is sufficiently large.
Applying the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem, we obtain a fixed point ξ∗ ∈
BR(0) for T , from which the desired identity η = Φ β

ξ∗,λ(ζ) follows.

Then (1.10) becomes(
λ

dH
(
ξ∗, ζ

))νf(η) ≤ f(ζ) ∀λ > 0.

In view of (2.11), we have

lim
λ→∞

λ

dH
(
ξ∗, ζ

) = lim
λ→∞

√
dH
(
ξ∗, η

)
dH
(
ξ∗, ζ

) = 1,

and hence f(η) ≤ f(ζ). Theorem 1.4 follows since η ̸= ζ are arbitrary.
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4. Preparations for Proof of Theorem 1.5

Proposition 4.1. Let n ≥ 1 and β, ν ∈ R. Suppose that f ∈ C0(Hn) satisfies: for
every ξ ∈ Hn, there exists λ(ξ) > 0 such that(

λ(ξ)

dH(ξ, ζ)

)ν
f
(
Φβξ,λ(ξ)(ζ)

)
= f(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ}. (4.1)

Then
αf := lim

|ζ|H→∞
|ζ|νHf(ζ) (4.2)

exists and
λ(ξ)νf(ξ) = αf , ∀ξ ∈ Hn. (4.3)

Remark 4.2. Note that (4.2) and (4.3) imply that the function ξ 7→ λ(ξ) is inde-
pendent of β. Also, since αf > 0, we find that the symmetry (4.1) implies that
f(ζ) decays as O(|ζ|−νH ) asymptotically.

Proof. Rewrite (4.1) as

|ζ|νHf(ζ) =
(

|ζ|H
dH(ξ, ζ)

)ν
λ(ξ)νf

(
Φβξ,λ(ξ)(ζ)

)
. (4.4)

Note by Corollary 2.5 that Φβξ,λ(ξ)(ζ) → ξ as |ζ|H → ∞. Thus, by the continuity of

f ,
αf := lim

|ζ|H→∞
|ζ|νHf(ζ) = λ(ξ)νf(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ Hn. (4.5)

□

Lemma 4.3. Let f be the function from Theorem 1.5 and αf , βf be defined as in
(1.11). For any ϵ > 0, there exists Cϵ such that for any |ζ|H ≥ Cϵ, there exists a
point ξ∗ = ξ∗(ζ) ∈ Hn satisfying

Φ
βf

ξ∗,λ(ξ∗)(ζ) = 0 and
∣∣ξ∗∣∣

H
≤ ϵ. (4.6)

Proof. We know from (4.3) that λ(ξ) = (αf )
1
ν f(ξ)−

1
ν for all ξ ∈ Hn. For any

ϵ ∈ (0, 1), pick Cϵ > 1 so that

(αf )
2
ν

Cϵ − ϵ
max
|ξ|H≤ϵ

f(ξ)−
2
ν < ϵ.

For fixed ζ with |ζ|H ≥ Cϵ, we consider the map T : Bϵ(0) → Hn given by

T (ξ) :=
(
Φ
βf

ξ,λ(ξ)(ζ)
)−1

· ξ

We have

max
|ξ|H≤ϵ

|T (ξ)|H = max
|ξ|H≤ϵ

λ(ξ)2

dH(ζ, ξ)
≤ (αf )

2
ν

Cϵ − ϵ
max
|ξ|H≤ϵ

f(ξ)−
2
ν < ϵ.

Thus, by Schauder’s fixed point theorem, there exists ξ∗ = ξ∗(ζ) ∈ Bϵ(0) such that
T (ξ∗) = ξ∗, which clearly implies (4.6). □

Lemma 4.4. Let f be the function from Theorem 1.5. Suppose for small δ > 0
the maps z : (−δ, δ) \ {0} → Cn and t : (−δ, δ) \ {0} → R are continuous and satisfy
one of the following two asymptotic conditions:

(A1) z(h) = O(1) and |t(h)| ≈ |h|−1;
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(A2) t(h) = O(1) and |z(h)| ≈ |h|−1.

Here, a(h) ≈ b(h) means that the ratio a(h)/b(h) is bounded above and below by
positive constants as h→ 0.

Then

lim
h→0

1

h

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
= 0. (4.7)

Proof. Suppose that Condition (A1) is satisfied. It is then straightforward to verify
that for any (z′, t′) ∈ Hn and sufficiently small |h|,∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣4

H
∼ |t(h)|2,

and

dH((z(h), t(h)), (z′, t′))
4 −

∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣4
H

=
[
−2t′ + 4 Im⟨z(h), z′⟩

]
t(h) + o(t(h)).

Here and throughout, a(h) ∼ b(h) means that limh→0 a(h)/b(h) = 1. This should
cause no confusion with the notation a(h) ≈ b(h). It follows that∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν

H
f(z(h), t(h))

= λ(z′, t′)ν

{ ∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣4
H

dH((z(h), t(h)), (z′, t′))
4

}ν/4
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)

= λ(z′, t′)ν
{
1 +

ν

2
· t

′ − 2 Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)

+ o(h)

}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
.

Together with (4.3), this implies

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
= λ(z′, t′)ν ·

f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
− f(z′, t′)

|h|

+ λ(z′, t′)ν
{
ν

2
· t

′ − 2 Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)|h|

+ o(1)

}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
.

(4.8)

Taking (z′, t′) = (0, 0) in the above and noting that f attains its maximum at the
origin, we obtain

lim sup
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
≤ 0. (4.9)

On the other hand, Condition (A1) implies that there exist constants c1, c2 > 0
such that |z(h)| ≤ c1 and |t(h)h| ≥ c2 for all h ∈ (−δ, δ) \ {0}. Hence, for any
ϵ ∈ (0, 1),

max
|(z′,t′)|H≤ϵ

∣∣∣∣ t′ − 2 Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)|h|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 + 2c1
c2

ϵ.

Now, letting (z′, t′) be the point ξ∗ from Lemma 4.3, it follows from (4.8) that

lim inf
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))−αf

}
≥ −ϵ · ν(1 + 2c1)αf

2c2
f(0) max

|ξ|H≤ϵ
f(ξ)−1.

Letting ϵ→ 0, we conclude that

lim inf
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
≥ 0. (4.10)
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Therefore, (4.7) is established.
We now assume that Condition (A2) holds. In this case, for any (z′, t′) ∈ Hn

and small |h|, we have ∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣
H

∼ |z(h)|
and

dH
(
(z(h), t(h)), (z′, t′)

)4 − ∣∣(z(h), t(h)∣∣4
H

= −4|z(h)|2 Re⟨z(h), z′⟩+ o(|z(h)|3).
It follows that∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν

H
f(z(h), t(h))

= λ(z′, t′)ν

{ ∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣4
H

dH((z(h), t(h)), (z′, t′))
4

}ν/4
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)

= λ(z′, t′)ν
{
1 + ν

Re⟨z(h), z′⟩
|z(h)|2

+ o (h)

}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
,

hence
1

|h|
{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν

H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
= λ(z′, t′)ν

f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
− f(z′, t′)

|h|

+ λ(z′, t′)ν
{
ν
Re⟨z(h), z′⟩
|z(h)|2|h|

+ o(1)

}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
. (4.11)

Again, taking (z′, t′) = (0, 0) in the above and using the fact that f has a maximum
point at the origin, we obtain

lim sup
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
≤ 0. (4.12)

On the other hand, Condition (A2) implies that there exists a constant c′2 > 0
such that |z(h)||h| ≥ c′2 for all h ∈ (−δ, δ) \ {0}. Thus, for any ϵ ∈ (0, 1),

max
|(z′,t′)|H≤ϵ

∣∣∣∣Re ⟨z(h), z′⟩|z(h)|2|h|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

c′2
ϵ.

Letting (z′, t′) be the point ξ∗ from Lemma 4.3, it follows from (4.11) that

lim inf
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
≥ −ϵ ναf

c′2
f(0) max

|ξ|H≤ϵ
f(ξ)−1.

Sending ϵ to 0 , we have

lim inf
h→0

1

|h|

{∣∣(z(h), t(h))∣∣ν
H
f(z(h), t(h))− αf

}
≥ 0. (4.13)

Together with (4.12), this completes the proof of the lemma. □

5. Proof of Theorem 1.5

Step 1. The function f admits the representation

f(z, t) =
(
F (z)2 + (αf )

− 4
ν t2
)− ν

4

, (5.1)

for some function F defined on Cn.
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Proof. Fix ξ = (z′, t′) ∈ Hn. For h ∈ R, define

(z(h), t(h)) := Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z
′, t′ + h).

A straightforward computation yields

z(h) = z′ and t(h) = t′ +
λ(z′, t′)4

h
.

From (4.8) and (4.7), we obtain

lim
h→0

f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)
− f(z′, t′)

h

= − lim
h→0

{
ν

2
· t

′ − 2 Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)h

+ o(1)

}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′)(z(h), t(h))
)

= −ν
2
· t′λ(z′, t′)−4f(z′, t′). (5.2)

Since Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′) is an involution,

Φ
βf

(z′,t′),λ(z′,t′) (z(h), t(h)) = (z′, t′ + h),

so (5.2) becomes

lim
h→0

f(z′, t′ + h)− f(z′, t′)

h
= −ν

2
· t′λ(z′, t′)−4f(z′, t′),

or equivalently,

∂f

∂t
(z′, t′) = −ν

2
· (αf )−

4
ν t′f(z′, t′)1+

4
ν .

Solving this differential equation establishes the representation stated in Step 1. □

Step 2. For k = 1, . . . , n, we have

∂f

∂xk
(z, 0) = −ν(αf )−

2
ν xkf(z, 0)

1+ 2
ν . (5.3)

Proof. Let e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , en = (0, . . . , 0, 1) be the standard basis of Cn. Fix
ξ = (z′, 0) ∈ Hn. For k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and h ∈ R, define

(z(h), t(h)) := Φ
βf

(z′,0), λ(z′,0)

(
z′ + hek, 0

)
.

Direct computation gives

z(h) = z′ +
iλ(z′, 0)2e2i arg z

′
k

2 Im z′k + ih
ek, (5.4)

t(h) =
−2λ(z′, 0)4 Im z′k
h3 + 4h(Im z′k)

2
+ 2λ(z′, 0)2 Im

( −iz′k
2 Im z′k − ih

)
. (5.5)
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Case I: Im z′k = 0. In this case

z(h) = z′ +
λ(z′, 0)2e2i arg z

′
k

h
ek, t(h) = 0.

Hence |z(h)| ∼ λ(z′, 0)2|h|−1 and

Re⟨z(h), z′⟩ = |z′|2 + λ(z′, 0)2

h
Re
(
e2i arg z

′
kz′k
)

= |z′|2 + λ(z′, 0)2

h
Re z′k.

Using (4.11) and (4.7) we obtain

lim
h→0

f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)
− f(z′, 0)

h

= − lim
h→0

{
ν · Re⟨z(h), z

′⟩
|z(h)|2 h

+ o(1)
}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)

= −ν (Re z′k)λ(z′, 0)−2 f(z′, 0).

Noticing Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h)) = (z′ + hek, 0), we get

lim
h→0

f(z′ + hek, 0)− f(z′, 0)

h
= −ν (Re z′k)λ(z′, 0)−2 f(z′, 0),

which is precisely the assertion of Step 2.

Case II: Im z′k ̸= 0. Now we have

z(h) = O(1), t(h) ∼ −λ(z
′, 0)4

2h Im z′k
,

and

Im⟨z(h), z′⟩ = λ(z′, 0)2 Im
( ie2i arg z′kz′k
2 Im z′k + ih

)
=

λ(z′, 0)2 Re z′k
2 Im z′k

+ o(1).

Consequently,

lim
h→0

f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)
− f(z′, 0)

h

= lim
h→0

{ν Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)h

+ o(1)
}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)

= −ν (Re z′k)λ(z′, 0)−2 f(z′, 0).

Again this yields
∂f

∂xk
(z′, 0) = −ν (αf )−

2
ν x′k f(z

′, 0)1+
2
ν .

Both cases together complete the proof of Step 2. □

Step 3. For k = 1, . . . , n,

∂f

∂yk
(z, 0) = −ν (αf )−

2
ν yk f(z, 0)

1+ 2
ν . (5.6)

Proof. Fix ξ = (z′, 0) ∈ Hn. For k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and h ∈ R set

(z(h), t(h)) := Φ
βf

(z′,0), λ(z′,0)

(
z′ + ihek, 0

)
.
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Direct computation gives

z(h) = z′ +
−i λ(z′, 0)2e2i arg z′k

−2Re z′k + ih
ek,

t(h) =
2λ(z′, 0)4 Re z′k
h3 + 4h(Re z′k)

2
− 2λ(z′, 0)2 Im

( ie−2i arg z′kz′k
2Re z′k + ih

)
.

Case I: Re z′k = 0. Here

z(h) = z′ − λ(z′, 0)2e2i arg z
′
k

h
ek, t(h) = 0.

Thus |z(h)| ∼ λ(z′, 0)2|h|−1 and

Re⟨z(h), z′⟩ = |z′|2 + λ(z′, 0)2

h
Im z′k.

From (4.11) and (4.7) we obtain

lim
h→0

f(z′ + ihek, 0)− f(z′, 0)

h

= − lim
h→0

{
ν · Re⟨z(h), z

′⟩
|z(h)|2 h

+ o(1)
}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)

= −ν (Im z′k)λ(z
′, 0)−2 f(z′, 0).

Case II: Re z′k ̸= 0. Now

z(h) = O(1), t(h) ∼ −λ(z
′, 0)4

2hRe z′k
,

and

Im⟨z(h), z′⟩ = −λ(z
′, 0)2 Im z′k
2Re z′k

+ o(1).

So we have

lim
h→0

f(z′ + ihek, 0)− f(z′, 0)

h

= lim
h→0

{ν Im⟨z(h), z′⟩
t(h)h

+ o(1)
}
f
(
Φ
βf

(z′,0),λ(z′,0)(z(h), t(h))
)

= −ν (Im z′k)λ(z
′, 0)−2 f(z′, 0).

In both cases we conclude that

∂f

∂yk
(z′, 0) = −ν (αf )−

2
ν y′k f(z

′, 0)1+
2
ν ,

which is exactly the assertion of Step 3. □

Step 4. Now we recall that f(z, 0) = F (z)−ν/2. Thus Steps 2 and 3 imply that

∂F

∂xk
= 2(αf )

− 2
ν xk and

∂F

∂yk
= 2(αf )

− 2
ν yk

Hence F (z) = (αf )
− 2

ν |z|2 + C for some constant C. Since F (0) = f(0, 0)−
2
ν , we

find that C = f(0, 0)−
2
ν = (αf )

− 2
ν βf . Therefore,

f(z, t) = αf

[
(|z|2 + βf )

2 + t2
]− ν

4

= αf
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + iβf

∣∣− ν
2 .
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Theorem 1.5 is established.

6. Terracini-type integral inequality

The proof of Theorem 1.1 employs the method of moving spheres combined with
an integral inequality (in place of the maximum principle). This idea is originally
due to S. Terracini [21, 22]. Therefore, we refer to the following lemma as the
Terracini-type integral inequality.

Lemma 6.1. Let u be a solution of the equation

−∆Hu = up,

where 1 < p ≤ Q+2
Q−2 , and let

Aλ(ξ) :=
{
ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ) : u(ζ) > u βξ,λ(ζ)

}
.

Then, for any λ > 0, there exists a constant C > 0, independent of λ, such that∫
Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 ≤ C

{∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
(p−1)Q

2

} 2
Q ∫

Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 . (6.1)

Proof. Given ϵ > 0, pick a real cut-off function gϵ ∈ C∞
c (Hn \ {0}) such that:

• 0 ≤ gϵ ≤ 1;
• supp gϵ ⊂

{
ζ ∈ Hn : ϵ ≤ |ζ|H ≤ 2ϵ−1

}
;

• gϵ ≡ 1 on
{
ζ ∈ Hn : 2ϵ ≤ |ζ|H ≤ ϵ−1

}
;

• |∇Hgϵ(ζ)| ≤ Cϵ−1 for ϵ < |ζ|H < 2ϵ;
• |∇Hgϵ(ζ)| ≤ Cϵ for ϵ−1 < |ζ|H < 2ϵ−1.

Define

ηϵ(ζ) := gϵ(ξ
−1 · ζ), ζ ∈ Hn \ {ξ}

and

ψϵ := (u− u βξ,λ)
+ηϵ,

ϕϵ := (u− u βξ,λ)
+η2ϵ . (6.2)

Direct calculation shows

−
∫
Aλ(ξ)

ϕϵ∆H(u− u βξ,λ) =

∫
Bλ(ξ)

∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+ · ∇Hϕϵ

=

∫
Bλ(ξ)

|∇Hψϵ|2 −
∫
Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 |∇Hηϵ|2 .

On the other hand, by Corollary 2.3 and the mean value theorem, we have

−
∫
Aλ(ξ)

ϕϵ∆H(u− u βξ,λ) =

∫
Aλ(ξ)

ϕϵ

[
up −

(
λ

dH(ξ, · )

)(Q+2)−(Q−2)p (
u βξ,λ

)p]

≤ p

∫
Aλ(ξ)

up−1(u− u βξ,λ)ϕϵ

= p

∫
Aλ(ξ)

up−1(u− u βξ,λ)
2η2ϵ .



16 CONGWEN LIU

Then, by Hölder’s inequality,

−
∫
Aλ(ξ)

ϕϵ∆H(u− u βξ,λ) ≤ p

{∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
(p−1)Q

2

} 2
Q
{∫

Aλ(ξ)

[
(u− u βξ,λ)

2η2ϵ

] Q
Q−2

}Q−2
Q

.

But, by the Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg group (see [7])

∥f∥ 2Q
Q−2

≤ C∥∇Hf∥2 (6.3)

we have {∫
Aλ(ξ)

[
(u− u βξ,λ)

2η2ϵ

] Q
Q−2

}Q−2
Q

≤ C

∫
Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 .

Thus ∫
Bλ(ξ)

|∇Hψϵ|2 ≤ C

{∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
(p−1)Q

2

} 2
Q ∫

Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2

+

∫
Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 |∇Hηϵ|2 .

Since ψϵ = (u− u βξ,λ)
+ηϵ, we have∫

Bλ(ξ)

|∇Hψϵ|2 ≥
∫
Bλ(ξ)∩{2ϵ≤dH(ζ,ξ)≤ϵ−1}

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 .

Hence∫
Bλ(ξ)∩{2ϵ≤dH(ζ,ξ)≤ϵ−1}

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2

≤ C

{∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
(p−1)Q

2

} 2
Q ∫

Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2

+

∫
Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 |∇Hηϵ|2︸ ︷︷ ︸

I(ϵ)

. (6.4)

Define

Ωϵ = {ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ) : ϵ < dH(ζ, ξ) < 2ϵ} ∪ {ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ) : ϵ
−1 < dH(ζ, ξ) < 2ϵ−1}.

Note that Ωϵ → ∅ as ϵ→ 0, and

|∇Hηϵ|Q |Ωϵ| ≤ C
[
(ϵ−1)QϵQ + ϵQ(ϵ−1)Q

]
= C.

Therefore

I(ϵ) ≤
{∫

Ωϵ

[
(u− u βξ,λ)

+
] 2Q

Q−2

}Q−2
Q
{∫

Ωϵ

|∇Hηϵ|Q
} 2

Q

≤ C

{∫
Ωϵ

[
(u− u βξ,λ)

+
] 2Q

Q−2

}Q−2
Q

→ 0 as ϵ→ 0.

Taking the limit as ϵ→ 0 in (6.4) yields (6.1). □
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7. The Proof of Theorem 1.1

Step 1. We compare u with its generalized Kelvin transform u βξ,λ, with β to be

determined later. We first show that, for any ξ ∈ Hn, there exists λ0(ξ) > 0 such
that

u(ζ) ≤ u βξ,λ(ζ) (7.1)

for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ) and all λ ∈ (0, λ0(ξ)).
Define

Aλ(ξ) :=
{
ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ) : u(ζ) > u βξ,λ(ζ)

}
.

This is the set where inequality (7.1) is violated. We show that for sufficiently small
λ, Aλ(ξ) must be empty.

Since u ∈ C2(Hn),

lim
λ→0

∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
2Q

Q−2 = 0,

so, there exists a sufficiently small λ0 such that

C

{∫
Aλ(ξ)

u
2Q

Q−2

} 2
Q

<
1

2

for all λ ∈ (0, λ0). Then, in view of the Terracini-type inequality (6.1), for these λ,
we have ∫

Bλ(ξ)

∣∣∣∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+
∣∣∣2 = 0.

Therefore, with ϕϵ defined as in (6.2), we have

0 =

∫
Bλ(ξ)

∇H(u− u βξ,λ)
+ · ∇Hϕϵ

= −
∫

Aλ(ξ)

ϕϵ∆H(u− u βξ,λ)

=

∫
Aλ(ξ)

η2ϵ · (u− u βξ,λ)
[
u

Q+2
Q−2 − (u βξ,λ)

Q+2
Q−2

]
,

which implies that Aλ(ξ) must be measure zero and hence empty by the continuity

of u− u βξ,λ. This verifies (7.1) and hence completes Step 1.

Step 2. Define

λ(ξ) := sup
{
µ > 0 : u(ζ) ≤ u βξ,λ(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ), ∀λ ∈ (0, µ)

}
.

Step 2.1. There exists some ξ0 ∈ Hn such that λ(ξ0) <∞.

Proof. Suppose, for contradiction, that λ(ξ) = ∞ for all ξ ∈ Hn. By the definition
of λ(ξ), this implies that for any ξ ∈ Hn and any λ > 0,

u(ζ) ≤ u βξ,λ(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ).

By writing η = Φ β
ξ,λ(ζ), we conclude that for any ξ ∈ Hn and any λ > 0,

u(η) ≥ u βξ,λ(η) for all η ∈ Σλ(ξ).
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In view of our Calculus Lemma I (Theorem 1.4), u must be constant. But the only
constant solution to equation (1.1) is u ≡ 0, which leads to a contradiction. □

Step 2.2. With ξ0 as in Step 2.1, we have

uξ0,λ(ξ0) ≡ u on Hn.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove that

u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) = u(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

By the definition of λ(ξ0),

u(ζ) ≤ u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

On the other hand, by writing η = Φ β
ξ,λ(ζ), we have

u(η) ≥ u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(η) for all η ∈ Σλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

Then, by the continuity u βξ0,λ(ξ0) − u,

u βξ0,λ(ξ0) − u ≡ 0 on ∂Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

Note also that

−∆H

(
u βξ0,λ(ξ0) − u

)
=
(
u βξ0,λ(ξ0)

)Q+2
Q−2 − u

Q+2
Q−2 ≥ 0 on Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

Thus, by the strong maximum principle (see, e.g., [3]), either

u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) = u(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0),

in which case we are done, or

u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) > u(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0).

We now show that the latter case leads to a contradiction.
We prove that the sphere can be moved further. Specifically, there exists ϵ > 0,

depending on n and u, such that

u βξ0,λ − u ≥ 0 on Bλ(ξ0)

for all λ ∈ [λ(ξ0), λ(ξ0) + ϵ).
Again, in view of the Terracini-type inequality (6.1), it suffices to choose ϵ small

enough so that

C

{∫
Aλ(ξ0)

u
2Q

Q−2

} 2
Q

<
1

2
(7.2)

holds for all λ ∈ (λ(ξ0), λ(ξ0) + ϵ).

Since u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) > u(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0), we define for any δ > 0:

Eδ :=
{
ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0) : u

β
ξ0,λ(ξ0)

(ζ)− u(ζ) > δ
}
, Fδ := Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0) \ Eδ.

Then clearly

lim
δ→0

|Fδ| = 0.

Note that

Aλ(ξ0) ⊂ (Aλ(ξ0) ∩ Eδ) ∪ Fδ ∪
(
Bλ(ξ0) \Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0)

)
. (7.3)
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The measure of Bλ(ξ0) \ Bλ(ξ0)(ξ0) becomes small as λ approaches λ(ξ0). We
now show that the measure of Aλ(ξ0)∩Eδ can also be made arbitrarily small. For
any ζ ∈ Aλ(ξ0) ∩ Eδ, we have

0 < u(ζ)− u βξ0,λ(ζ) = u(ζ)− u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ) + u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ)− u βξ0,λ(ζ),

so that

u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ)− u βξ0,λ(ζ) > u βξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ)− u(ζ) > δ.

Hence,

Aλ(ξ0) ∩ Eδ ⊂ Gδ :=
{
ζ ∈ Bλ(ξ0) : u

β
ξ0,λ(ξ0)

(ζ)− u βξ0,λ(ζ) > δ
}
. (7.4)

By Chebyshev’s inequality,

|Gδ| ≤
1

δ

∫
Gδ

∣∣∣u βξ0,λ(ξ0) − u βξ0,λ

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

δ

∫
Bλ(ξ0)

∣∣∣u βξ0,λ(ξ0) − u βξ0,λ

∣∣∣ .
For fixed δ, the right-hand side can be made arbitrarily small as λ→ λ(ξ0). There-
fore, by (7.3) and (7.4), the measure of Aλ(ξ0) can be made sufficiently small, and
inequality (7.2) follows.

We conclude that

u βξ0,λ(ξ) ≤ u(ξ) for all ξ ∈ Bλ(ξ0),

for all λ ∈ [λ(ξ0), λ(ξ0) + ε), contradicting the definition of λ(ξ0). □

Step 2.3. We have λ(ξ) <∞ for all ξ ∈ Hn.

Proof. For any ξ ∈ Hn, the definition of λ(ξ) implies that for all λ ∈ (0, λ(ξ)),

u βξ,λ(ζ) ≤ u(ζ) for all ζ ∈ Σλ(ξ).

It follows that

lim inf
|ζ|H→∞

(
|ζ|Q−2
H u(ζ)

)
≥ lim inf

|ζ|H→∞

(
|ζ|Q−2
H u βξ,λ(ζ)

)
= λQ−2u(ξ), ∀λ ∈ (0, λ(ξ)).

(7.5)
On the other hand, by Step 2.2 we have

lim inf
|ζ|H→∞

(
|ζ|Q−2
H u(ζ)

)
= lim inf

|ζ|H→∞

(
|ζ|Q−2
H uξ0,λ(ξ0)(ζ)

)
= λ(ξ0)

Q−2u(ξ0) <∞. (7.6)

Combining (7.5) and (7.6), we obtain λ(ξ) <∞ for all ξ ∈ Hn. □

Step 2.4. We have the identity

u βξ,λ(ξ) ≡ u on Hn for all ξ ∈ Hn.

Proof. This follows by applying the argument in Step 2.2 to an arbitrary ξ ∈
Hn. □
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Step 3. Given that u(ζ) → 0 as |ζ|H → ∞ (see Remark 4.2), and since u is
continuous and positive, u must attain its maximum at some ξ′ = (z′, t′) ∈ Hn.
Consider U := u ◦ τξ′ , which is also a solution of (1.1) and has its maximum at the
origin. By applying Step 2.4 to U with β = βU and using Theorem 1.5, it follows
that

U(z, t) = αU
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + iβU

∣∣−Q−2
2 .

Thus, we conclude that

u(z, t) =U ◦ τ−1
(z′,t′)(z, t)

=αU

∣∣∣t+ i|z|2 − 2i⟨z, z′⟩ − t′ + i |z′|2 + iβU

∣∣∣−Q−2
2

=αU
∣∣t+ i|z|2 + ⟨z, µ⟩+ κ

∣∣−Q−2
2

where

µ = 2iz′ and κ = −t′ + i |z′|2 + iβU .

This completes the proof.

8. An alternative proof of Theorem D

Let u be a nonnegative solution of (1.12). By an argument analogous to that in
Step 1 of Section 7, one can show that, for every ξ ∈ Hn, there exists λ0(ξ) > 0
such that for all λ ∈ (0, λ0(ξ)),

u(ζ) ≥ uβξ,λ(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ Σλ(ξ).

We then define

λ(ξ) := sup
{
µ > 0 : u(ζ) ≥ uβξ,λ(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ Σλ(ξ), ∀λ ∈ (0, µ)

}
.

Case I: λ(ξ) = ∞ for all ξ ∈ Hn. By the definition of λ(ξ), this implies that for
any ξ ∈ Hn and any λ > 0,

u(ζ) ≥ uβξ,λ(ζ), ∀ζ ∈ Σλ(ξ).

Using our Calculus Lemma I (Theorem 1.4), we conclude that u is constant. How-
ever, the only constant solution of equation (1.12) is u ≡ 0.

Case II: There exists some ξ0 ∈ Hn such that λ(ξ0) <∞. The same argument from
Step 2.2 in Section 7 shows that

u βξ0,λ(ξ0) ≡ u on Hn \ {ξ0}.

Combined with Corollary 2.3, this gives

0 = −∆H
(
u− u βξ0,λ(ξ0)

)
= up −

(
λ(ξ0)

dH(ξ0, · )

)(Q+2)−(Q−2)p (
u βξ0,λ(ξ0)

)p
=

{
1−

(
λ(ξ0)

dH(ξ0, · )

)(Q+2)−(Q−2)p
}
up,

which implies that u ≡ 0 and completes the proof.
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