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POSITIVE SCALAR CURVATURE WITH POINT
SINGULARITIES

SIMONE CECCHINI, GEORG FRENCK, AND RUDOLF ZEIDLER

ABSTRACT. We show that in every dimension n > 8, there exists a smooth closed
manifold M™ which does not admit a smooth positive scalar curvature (“psc”)
metric, but M admits an L°°-metric which is smooth and has psc outside a
singular set of codimension > 8. This provides counterexamples to a conjecture
of Schoen. In fact, there are such examples of arbitrarily high dimension with
only single point singularities. In addition, we provide examples of L°°-metrics
on R™ for certain n > 8 which are smooth and have psc outside the origin, but
cannot be smoothly approximated away from the origin by everywhere smooth
Riemannian metrics of non-negative scalar curvature. This stands in precise
contrast to established smoothing results via Ricci-DeTurck flow for singular
metrics with stronger regularity assumptions. Finally, as a positive result, we
describe a KO-theoretic condition which obstructs the existence of L°°-metrics
that are smooth and of psc outside a finite subset. This shows that closed
enlargeable spin manifolds do not carry such metrics.

1. INTRODUCTION

Studying weak lower curvature bounds in various singular settings has been a
core aspect of Riemannian geometry since a long time. While for spaces with scalar
curvature bounded below such a theory is not yet fully developed, various approaches
with results in different directions have been proposed recently (for instance [2; 4; 7;
155 18; 25; 265 28; 32; 39; 41]). In this paper, we investigate scalar curvature lower
bounds for Riemannian L°°-metrics in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 1.1 (cf. [28, Definition 1.3]). Let M be a smooth manifold. A uniformly
Fuclidean metric (or for short “L°-metric”) is a measurable symmetric (0, 2)-tensor
g on M such that there exists a smooth Riemannian metric go on M and A > 0 with

A7 go(€,€) < g(€,€) < Ago(€,€)

for almost all x € M and all tangent vectors £ € T, M.

For uniformly Euclidean metrics which are smooth outside a singular subset of
sufficiently high codimension, it makes sense to study the behavior of lower scalar
curvature bounds on the regular subset of the metric. The first general results in this
direction have been obtained by Li-Mantoulidis [28], where the following conjecture
of Schoen was popularized.

Conjecture 1.2 (Schoen, cf. [28, Conjecture 1.5]). Let M be a closed manifold that
does not support any smooth Riemannian metric of positive scalar curvature (i.e. M
is Yamabe non-positive). Let S C M be a closed submanifold of codimension > 3
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and let g be an L*>-metric on M which is smooth on M \ S and satisfies scaly; > 0
on M\ S. Then g is smooth on all of M and Ric, = 0.

In other words, this conjecture predicts that subsets of codimension at least three
are invisible for the purposes of scalar curvature in a quite strong sense. This
differs from the setting of codimension one and two, where it is well known that
such statements do not hold without additional regularity assumptions or boundary
conditions, compare [28, §8.1-8.2]. Likewise, the condition of being uniformly
Euclidean cannot be dropped from Conjecture 1.2, otherwise suitable Schwarzschild
metrics would yield counterexamples with point singularities, compare [28, §8.3].

Conjecture 1.2 has attracted considerable interest and it has been confirmed
in many specific cases. For instance, if dim(M) = 3, it holds in general by
Li-Mantoulidis [28, Corollary 1.6]. In the 4-dimensional case, far-reaching results
have been established by Kazaras [23]. In a closely related direction, a version
of Llarull’s theorem for metrics with L point singularities was recently proved
by Chu—Lee—Zhu [12]. Fill-in problems with L* point singularities in dimension
three were studied by Mantoulidis—-Miao—Tam [31, §4]. We also note that related
results for conical singularities and the positive mass theorem have been proved by
Dai-Sun-Wang [13; 14]. In sharp contrast to all of this, our main result shows that
L*-regularity is in general not enough to retain positive scalar curvature (“psc”)
obstructions on closed manifolds, even assuming smoothness outside a single point.

Theorem A. For everyn > 8, there exists a closed smooth manifold M of dimension
n which does not admit a smooth psc metric, but which admits an L°°-metric which is
smooth and of uniformly positive scalar curvature on the complement of a connected
submanifold S C Mof codimension > 8. Moreover, the metric we obtain is of
reqularity W2P/2 for every p < codim(S € M). If8 <n =0,1,2, or 4 mod 8§,
then there are examples where S = {x} is a single point.

In particular, Conjecture 1.2 is false in every dimension n > 8 and there are
counterexamples where the singular set has arbitrarily high codimension.

Remark 1.3. Due to the Sobolev W2P/2-regularity, in our examples the scalar
curvature even exists in the weak sense on all of M as a uniformly positive L?/2-
function for all p < codim(S C M). In particular, our metrics have positive
distributional scalar curvature in the sense of Lee-LeFloch [25, Definition 2.1].

The counterexamples in Theorem A are obtained via classification results based on
surgery theory which allow to construct psc metrics with conical singularities on all
high-dimensional simply connected manifolds (see Section 2 for details). To contrast
this with the existing positive results concerning Conjecture 1.2, note that the proofs
usually proceed by first blowing up the singularity to a complete psc metric on the
complement of the singular set. Next, appropriate topological obstructions are used
to exclude the existence of such complete psc metrics, leading to a contradiction. The
last step fails precisely because this is unobstructed on punctured simply connected
manifolds in high dimensions.

A more analytic approach to study Conjecture 1.2, and lower (scalar) curvature
bounds on metrics with low regularity in general, is to regularize them using geometric
flows, for a selection of works in this direction see [2; 4; 5; 9; 11; 24; 27; 10]. However,
all existing results following this line need additional assumptions on the metric
beyond being uniformly Euclidean—for instance, additional Sobolev or C° regularity
near the singular set or being sufficiently L°°-close to a smooth background metric.
It stands to reason that Theorem A must impose definite restrictions for such a
procedure to work for the scalar curvature of L°°-metrics.
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Remark 1.4. Indeed, Chu-Lee [ 1, Theorem 6.2] showed that uniformly Euclidean
metrics of W™ regularity can be smoothed via Ricci-DeTurck flow (see also
Lamm-Simon [24] who treated the W??2 case in dimension four). Since our coun-
terexamples from Theorem A in the point singularity case are in WP/2 ¢ WP for
all p < n, this means that W1 is the sharp threshold on the Sobolev scale for such
a smoothing result in general.

In another direction, Burkhardt-Guim [5] recently showed that one may smooth
away certain L™ singularities on R™ using Ricci-DeTurck flow while preserving non-
negativity of the scalar curvature, provided that the singular metric is sufficiently
L>°-close to the Euclidean metric. Since the counterexamples in Theorem A are
based on high-dimensional simply connected manifolds which do not admit psc,
at first glance this may look like a subtle global phenomenon of the underlying
closed manifold. However, as we note in the following theorem, they actually
lead to examples of L°°-metrics on R™ with a single point singularity which are
non-smoothable. In particular, this answers [5, Question 3].

Theorem B. Forn > 8, n=0,1,2, or 4 mod 8, there exists a metric g on R™
which has regularity WIQ(;Z;/ 2 for each p < n such that

e A lgy < g < Ago a.e. for some fized A > 0 and gy the Euclidean metric,
e g is smooth on R" \ {0},
e scal, > Alz|72 > 0 on R™\ {0} for some A >0,

but there exists no family (gi)ie(o,e) of smooth metrics on R™ satisfying both

(i) scaly, > 0 for allt € (0,¢),
(i) g w g fort 0.

Theorems A and B suggest to us that the setting of L°°-metrics with small
singular sets is in general insufficient for studying lower scalar curvature bounds in
a local sense. Instead, the fact that Conjecture 1.2 does hold true in certain cases
appears to be more of a global topological phenomenon. Thus, as a companion to
our counterexamples which are based on simply connected spin obstructions, we
note a stronger global spin obstruction to psc which does enable a positive result
in the direction of Conjecture 1.2 for point singularities. To formulate it, let M
be a closed n-dimensional spin manifold with fundamental group I'. Denote by
a(M;1) € KO, (R) the Hitchin genus [21] of M, that is, the KO-theoretic index
of the Cl,-linear Dirac operator on M. Let C*I" be the maximal real group C*-
algebra of I', and let a(M;T") € KO,,(C*T") be the Rosenberg index of M [31-36],
see also [13, §2] for a brief survey. The inclusion R < C*T', sending A € R into
A - 1o«p, induces a map j: KO, (R) — KO, (C*I"). We will use the condition that
Jj(a(M;1)) # a(M;T). In other words, this means that the Rosenberg index of M
does not come from the trivial group.

Theorem C. Let M be a closed spin n-dimensional manifold with fundamental
group T'. Suppose that j(a(M;1)) # a(M;T). Let S C M be a finite set, and let g
be an L>®-metric on M which is smooth outside of S. If scaly > 0 on M\ S, then
Ricy, =0 on M\ S.

Remark 1.5. The condition j(a(M;1)) # a(M;T") is satisfied for enlargeable spin

manifolds [19; 20]. This includes spin manifolds that admit a non-zero degree map to
the torus, in particular manifolds of the form M = T"#N, where N is an arbitrary
spin manifold. See [0, Remarks 1.10-1.12] for further discussions of examples.

Moreover, all 3-manifolds not carrying psc metrics are enlargeable and thus satisfy
this condition, which is the case treated by Li-Mantoulidis [28, Theorem 1.6].
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Conversely, by design this is never satisfied for simply connected manifolds and
so avoids the counterexamples of Theorem A. It is essentially the most general such
condition currently conceivable in the spin setting (compare [37, Conjecture 1.5]).

We note that the proof of Theorem C follows the same lines as in the works of

Kazaras [23] and Li-Mantoulidis [28]. Our contribution is identifying the correct
KO-theoretic obstruction to complete psc metrics which already appeared in work
of Cecchini [6], see also Cecchini-Zeidler [3, §3.2]. Moreover, as in the classical

setting, the positive mass theorem with L°® point singularities can be reduced to a
corresponding psc obstruction statement for closed manifolds of the form T"#N.
Indeed, in [23, Proof of Corollary B], Kazaras extended Lohkamp’s argument [30,
Theorem 6.1] to uniformly Euclidean metrics. Therefore, Theorem C directly implies
the following.

Corollary D. Let (M,g) be a complete asymptotically flat n-dimensional spin
Riemannian manifold, where g is an L°°-metric which is smooth outside a finite set
S C M. Ifscaly >0 on M\ S, then the ADM mass of each asymptotically flat end
18 mon-negative.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the counterexamples
to Schoen’s conjecture and prove Theorem A. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of
Theorem B. Finally, in Section 4 we prove Theorem C.

Acknowledgements. We thank Otis Chodosh, Johannes Ebert and Sven Hirsch for
insightful conversations. SC gratefully acknowledges the hospitality of Mathematics
Miinster during his visit as a Young Research Fellow, which significantly contributed
to the development of this paper.

2. COUNTEREXAMPLES TO SCHOEN’S CONJECTURE

In this section, we prove Theorem A. The proof is based on the following classi-
fication result which stands in contrast to [12, Theorem A] and complements [17,
Corollary C].

Proposition 2.1. Every closed simply connected manifold M of dimension n > 5
admits an L®-metric g which lies in W2P/2 for every p < n, is smooth away from a
point p € M, and whose scalar curvature is uniformly positive on M \ {p}.

The idea of the proof is the following: First, we remove an open disk. On this
new manifold with boundary, there is a collared psc metric g, that is, g = h + dt?
near the boundary. Then we interpolate this to a conical metric (t/A)2h + dt? which
has an L°°-singularity at t = 0. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a closed simply connected spin manifold of dimension n > 5.
Let D™ C M be an embedded disk and M' = M \ D™. Then there exists a collared
psc metric g on M'.

Proof. First, we perform 2-surgeries on M away from D™ to obtain M, which is
2-connected. This is possible as every embedded 2-sphere has trivial normal bundle
because of the spin condition.

We write M2 = My \ D™ and we observe that the inclusion M} = S"~! — M} is
2-connected by construction. If n > 6, the surgery theorem of Gromov—Lawson [17]
and Schoen—Yau [38] in its cobordism formulation [16, Theorem 1.5] implies that
there exists a psc metric go on M} which is collared, that is, go = h + dt? on a collar
OM, x [0,e) C Mj. Since the reverse surgery of a 2-surgery has codimension 3, we
can reverse the surgeries from the beginning to obtain a collared psc metric g on
M’ = M \ D" which agrees with g2 near M’ = OMj.
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If on the other hand n = 5, M itself already admits a psc metric by [12, Theorem
A]' which can be deformed to equal a torpedo-metric on an embedded D®> ¢ M ([10,
Theorem 1.1], see also [16, Theorem 1.2]). Removing D® will yield a psc metric on
M’ which is collared. O

Remark 2.3. The statement of Lemma 2.2 is also true if M is simply connected
and non-spin: In this case, [17, Corollary C] yields a psc metric on M which—as
in the proof above (using [10, Theorem 1.1; 16, Theorem 1.2])—can be deformed
to be a torpedo-metric on an embedded disk D™ C M. Deleting this disk with the
torpedo-metric yields the desired collared metric on the complement.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. If M does not admit a spin structure then by [17, Corollary
C] there even exists a smooth positive scalar curvature metric on M. Therefore, we
may assume that M is spin.

In this case let g be a collared psc metric on M’ = M\ D" provided by Lemma 2.2,
where D" is some embedded disk around the point p € M. Denote the restriction of
g to the boundary M’ by h. Then h has uniformly positive scalar curvature due to
compactness. Let C' = inf ¢y scalp(x) > 0. Now, let R > 1 be such that there
exists a smooth, monotonically decreasing function o: R — [0, 1] (see Figure 1) such
that af(_oo,—pte) = 1 and af(_. o) = 0 with

1 C C
—= <d(t) <0 d ") < ——.

2\/4(n—1)(n—2)a() and oD = 30—

Furthermore, let A € R be such that
A > max {R,2\/4(" D= 2)} > 1.
C
a / 1

~ R —R+e¢ —€

FIGURE 1. The auxiliary function a: R — [0, 1] and the warping
function f: R — (—o0,1].
We define f(t) = a(t)EE + (1 — a(t)) and consider the conical metric
Ycone = f(t)Zh + dtQ

on S"1 x (=R, 0]. Its scalar curvature is given by

21)  scal s (sealy —2(n = DFWOF(E) — (0~ 1)n— 27 ()?)

Jeone f(t)

IThis also follows directly from [17, Theorem B] and the fact that Q5P™ = 0.
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transition metric

§n=1x[—R+e¢,0] M\D"

FIGURE 2. The metric § on M: On M \ D™ we have a psc metric g
which is collared, then there is a transition region S"~! x [-R + ¢, 0]
and on S"7! x (=R, R + €] the metric geone is the linear scaling of h.

We note that, by our choices, we have for ¢t > —R

7 = — a0 - T he o1
€[0,1)
FOI= O -1 a3 < WO 15 -1 ) 15
T 1
/ 1 C
S_O‘(MA#( ")
(22) = (- D270 < S
" t+ R 20/(t) " t+ R
") =a"t)(—— 1)+ <l (1- 2
(524w (-57)
1 C
< la(t)] < m
(2:3) = 2(n — 1) f(£)f"(t) < 2(n — 1) f"(2) g%

Inserting Equation (2.2) and Equation (2.3) into Equation (2.1), we obtain:

scal

e = 7z (scalh =200 = DAL = (n = 1)(n = 27(02) = 5 > 0.
Note that f(—R) = 0 and, since geone = h + dt? for t > —e, we can extend the
metric g on M’ by geone t0 @ metric § on M which in general has a true singularity
at the point p € M corresponding to ¢t = —R. A visualization of § can be found in
Figure 2. Near the singularity we have scaly > %, so ¢ has uniformly positive scalar
curvature on all of M \ {p}.

It remains to verify that § is uniformly Euclidean and satisfies the desired Sobolev
regularity on all of M. Since the metric is smooth away from the singularity, it
suffices to show that the metric has these properties on some neighborhood including
the singularity, where the metric is precisely conical. This follows from a direct local
computation which we record in Lemma 2.4 below. U
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Lemma 2.4. Let h be a Riemannian metric on S"~ 1. Then the metric g = t*h+ dt?
on D™\ {0} = S"~1 x (0,1], identified via x — (x/|x|,|z|), is uniformly Euclidean on
the entire disk D™ and its coefficients lie in W2P/2(D™) N L>®°(D"™) for every p < n.

Proof. Since S"~! is compact, the metric h is “uniformly round”, that is, there

exists Ao > 1 such that Aglho < h < Aohs for he the round metric on S*~1. Then

Jo = t2h, + dt? corresponds to the standard Euclidean metric on D" and we have
ATtge < ATH2ho 4+ dt? < £2h + dt? = g < Aot?ho + dt? < Aogo,

so ¢ is uniformly Euclidean on D”.
To verify the Sobolev regularity, let ®: D" \ {0} — S"~! x (0,1] denote the
diffeomorphism sending = = (z!,...,2") to (x/|z|,|z|). Then

o _ 1 (3_xix w)
ot |z| \ 9z |z[2” )7

where x = > "7, mk% is the identity viewed as vector field. Thus
(z) (8@ 8@) (8 ; x 0 jx> zlxd
ii(x) = —,— | = — ', — - — —
Jig 92\ 9’ 99 o/lel \ Ogi |z|2” Oxd |z|2 |z|2

where we used the identification ¢t = |z| under the diffeomorphism ®. We deduce
that we can write g;;(z) = fij(x/|z|) for some smooth functions f;;: R™ — R. Hence,
gij € O(1), Orgij € O(t™1) and 8,0xg;; € O(t™2) as t — 0. This shows that each g;
is in W22/2(D") N L>°(D"), for every p < n. O

To prove Theorem A, we need closed simply connected manifolds which do not
support positive scalar curvature. In dimensions > 5 such examples must be spin
and they exist whenever the receptacle for the Hitchin a-invariant [21] does not
vanish. The latter is the group KO,, which is Z if n = 0,4 mod 8, Z/2Z if n = 1,2
mod 8 and vanishes otherwise.

Remark 2.5. If 4 <n =0,1,2, or 4 mod 8, then there exists a simply connected
closed spin n-manifold B which does not admit a smooth positive scalar curvature
metric because «(B;1) # 0 € KO,,. Indeed, the Atiyah-Bott—Shapiro shapiro orien-
tation yields a surjective homomorphism from the spin cobordism group Q5P — KO,
for n > 0 and for n > 4 we can use surgery to find simply connected representatives.
More concretely, for n = 0 or 4 mod 8 we can just take B to be a product of K3
surfaces to obtain a simply connected spin manifold with non-vanishing A—genus.
In the cases 8 < n = 1,2 mod 8 one can find exotic spheres with non-vanishing
Hitchin genus in Z/27. This follows from classical computations of Adams [!] and
Milnor [33], see also the discussion in [22, §4].

Proof of Theorem A. In the cases 8 <n =0,1,2, or 4 mod 8 there exists a simply
connected spin n-manifold B which does not admit a smooth positive scalar curvature
as explained in Remark 2.5 above. By Proposition 2.1 however, there exists an L*°-
metric of regularity W2?/2 on B which is smooth away from a point and has uniformly
positive scalar curvature. This metric is already the desired counterexample.

The cases of other dimension parities follow from the fact that the product of a
smooth metric on another manifold N and an L>®-metric of regularity W*? on B
which is smooth on B\ {*} yields an L>-metric on B x N which is of regularity W*»
and smooth on B x N\ ({*} x N). Therefore, on the one hand, M := B x T* admits
an L*°°-metric which is smooth with uniformly positive scalar curvature outside
S = {x} x T ¢ M. Moreover, such metric has regularity W2P/2 for every p < n.
Note that the codimension of S in M is equal to dim(B) = n > 8. On the other
hand, (B x T*;Z¥) # 0 (see for instance [44, Appendix B]) and so M does not
support a smooth metric of positive scalar curvature. O
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3. NON-SMOOTHABILITY OF L°°-METRICS ON R"™ WITH POSITIVE SCALAR
CURVATURE OUTSIDE A POINT

Here we prove Theorem B by a similar construction as in the previous section.

Proof of Theorem B. Let n be as specified in the statement of the theorem. Then
by Remark 2.5 and Lemma 2.2 there exists a closed n-manifold M which does not
admit psc but there exists a psc metric on gy on M \ D™ that is collared near the
boundary. In particular, we can arrange that gp; = h + dt? near 9(M \ D") = S"~!
for some metric h on S*~! with scal, > 1. We define an L*®°-metric on R" by

£\ 2 )
= (=] h+dt
g (A) *

where X == /2(n — 1)(n — 2). As in the proof of Lemma 2.4, since any metric on
S7~1 is “uniformly round” and the Euclidean metric is given by g, = t2h, + dt?, this
means that there exists a constant A > 1 such that A~1g, < g < Ago. The metric
g is smooth on R™\ {0} and the desired W120’1C)/ >_regularity near 0 also follows from
Lemma 2.4. Its scalar curvature on R™ \ {0} is given by

2 —1)(n—2 1
scalg = (;\) <scalh _(nién)) > 5)\215*2 > 0.

Furthermore, the induced metric on SK_I = {t = A} C R" is precisely given by h.
The mean curvature” Hy of S’;_l satisfies

Hy = (n—1)> > 0.
A

Let us now proceed by contradiction and assume the existence of the family
of smooth metrics g, with non-negative scalar curvature and converging to g in
Co.(M \ {0}). Then there exists an € > 0 such that scaly (p) > IA? for all
A/2 < |p| < A, the metric h. induced by g. on S} satisfies scal,, > 3 > 0 and the
mean curvature of S¥ is Hy > (n —1)/(2)). Consider now the restriction of g. to
DY. It has non-negative scalar curvature overall, positive scalar curvature near the
mean convex boundary 0D} and the induced metric on the boundary equals h. and
has positive scalar curvature. Thus we can assume that g. is collared while retaining
non-negative scalar curvature and without changing the restriction to the boundary
S;\‘_l, again by [3, Corollary 4.9]°.

Furthermore, if € is small enough, h. and h are isotopic through psc metrics, since
the space of psc metrics is an open subspace of the space of all metrics in the (weak)
C*°-topology. Hence, there is a concordance from h to h. by [17, Lemma 3] (see
also [16, Lemma 2.5]), that is, there is a psc metric G on the cylinder S*~1 x [0, 1]
which is collared near both boundaries and restricting to h. + dt? and h + dt? on
the respective boundary components.

Gluing G onto gE\Dr;, we obtain a metric on D™ of non-negative scalar curvature
with collared boundary that restricts to h near the boundary. Then we can glue this
metric onto gps to obtain a metric on the closed manifold M which has non-negative
and non-vanishing scalar curvature. But this would mean that M also has a metric
of positive scalar curvature (for instance, run the Ricci flow for a short time), a
contradiction to the choice of M. ]

2Using the convention that the mean curvature of the unit sphere with respect to the Euclidean
metric is equal ton —1 > 0.

3Even though it is not stated in loc.cit. the deformation principle they prove leaves the metric
on the boundary fixed ([3, Theorem 3.7 (b)]). In fact the proof of [3, Theorem 4.8] also works for a
fixed psc metric h on the boundary and then [3, Theorem 4.5] with 2" = {h}.
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Theorem B affirmatively answers [5, Question 3]. In loc. cit. it is shown that
an L*°-metric g admits a “smoothing family” (g;)¢~0 such as in the statement of
Theorem B, provided the metric g is L°°-close to the Euclidean one. Burkhardt-Guim
[0, Question 3] then asks if the assumption of L°°-closeness is necessary. Indeed, our
Theorem B shows that this condition cannot be replaced by merely requiring the
metric to be uniformly bilipschitz to the Euclidean metric.

4. RELATIVE DIRAC OBSTRUCTIONS
The proof of Theorem C is based on the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be a closed n-dimensional spin manifold with fundamental
group I'. Let S be a finite subset of M, and let g be a uniformly Euclidean metric on
M which is smooth on M\ S. Ifscaly >0 on M\ S, then j(a(M;1)) = o(M;T).

Proof. To simplify the notation, set M = M \Sandg=g
a complete psc metric on M following [28, Proof of Proposition 6.2] and [23, Proof
of Theorem A]. Consider the modified conformal Laplacian

- We will first construct

n—1
A
n o + o,
where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator for (M ,§), and o is a positive function on
M \ S such that 0 < o < min(1,scaly). Let G be the positive distributional solution
of the elliptic PDE

Lo :=—4

L,G =dg on M,
where dg is the Dirac delta measure on S. By [29, Theorem 7.1] (see also [9, Appendix
A] for more details), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(4.1) ¢ disty (S, )" < G(z) < edisty(S, x)* " on M\ S.

4 A
For € > 0, consider the metric g. .= (1 +e@G)»2 g on M. By (4.1), g is complete.
By direct computation,

_nt2 _nt2
scalg, = (1 4+eG)™ 2 (scaly +¢ (scaly —0) G) > scaly (1+eG) =2 > 0.

In conclusion, we constructed a complete metric of positive scalar curvature on M. By
a direct application of [6, Theorem C], we conclude that j(a(M;1)) = a(M;T). O

Proof of Theorem C. We proceed by contraposition. Suppose that Ric, # 0 on
M\ S. By [28, Section 7, Proof of Theorem 1.7], there exists a uniformly Euclidean
metric g; on M which is smooth M \ S and such that scal;, > 0 on M \ S. Then
Proposition 4.1 shows that j(a(M;1)) = a(M;T). O
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