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ON THE YAMABE INVARIANT OF CERTAIN COMPACT
MANIFOLDS WITH BOUNDARY

XUAN YAO

ABSTRACT. We generalize Kobayashi’s connected-sum inequality to the A-
Yamabe invariants. As an application, we calculate the A-Yamabe invari-
ants of #miRP"#my(RP" ™! x SYFIH"#kST, for any A € [0,1], n > 3,
provided k +1 > 1.

As a corollary, we prove that RP"™ minus finitely many disjoint n-balls
have the same A-Yamabe invariants as the hemi-sphere, which forms an
interesting contrast with the famous Bray-Neves results [6] on the Yamabe
invariants of RP?,

1. INTRODUCTION

We begin by reminding the reader of the definitions of generalized Yamabe
constants and Yamabe invariant of closed n-manifolds.
Given a closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g), the Einstein-
Hilbert energy functional is defined as
R,dV,
E(g) = Ju By Vs

n—2"

([ dVe)

where R, is the scalar curvature.

Since E is unbounded in either positive nor negative direction, Yamabe [23]
proposed to study the minimal value of this energy functional in a conformal
class of metrics. We use [g] to denote the conformal class of metrics on M
which contains g, that is,

lg] = {um2g :u € H' (M, g),u > 0}.

The minimal value is called the Yamabe constant of this conformal class, de-
noted by Y (M, [g]). More precisely,

4(n—1
Y(M,[g)) = inf M wa VeV + Jy Bty
T weOng ([ fulrRdV)
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The minimizer of the Hilbert-Einstein functional in each conformal class is
a metric with constant scalar curvature. The existence of constant scalar
curvature metrics in each conformal is known as the Yamabe Problem [23].
This problem was solved after decades of efforts by Yamabe [23], Trudinger
[22], Aubin [5], and finally completed by Schoen [I§].

By taking the supremum of Yamabe constants over all conformal classes of
metrics on M, we could obtain a smooth topological invariant which is called
the Yamabe invariant

o(M) = sup Y (M, [g]),
lgleC
where C denotes the set of all the conformal classes of metrics on M.

It is natural to generalize the Yamabe problem to compact manifolds with
boundary. Given any (M, g), a compact manifold with boundary, does there
exist a metric § conformal to g, such that (M, §) has constant scalar curvature
on M, and constant mean curvature on OM?

Escobar [9] showed that for almost any Riemannian (M, g), there exists a
metric within the conformal class of g having constant scalar curvature on M
and constant mean curvature on OM. To prove the generalized Yamabe Prob-
lem, Escobar [9] defined the generalized Yamabe constants for manifolds with
boundary. Based on his definitions, we define the A-Yamabe constants and the
A-Yamabe invariants for compact manifolds with boundary; see Definition [Bl

Akutagawa and Botvinnik [I] defined the Relative Yamabe invariant to de-
scribe the Yamabe invariant for the manifold with boundary. They proved
the approxiamation theorem, gluing theorem and some useful inequalities for
Manifold with non-positive Yamabe invariant.

Now we state the Main result of this paper

Theorem 1.1. Suppose my, ms, k,l are all non-negative integers, and k +1 >
1, then

(1) on(#H#miRP #my(RP* " x SH#IH"#kSY) = 0,(ST), VA €0, 1].

Here RP", H", S% denote n-dimensional projective planes, n-dimensional han-
dle bodies and n-dimensional hemi-spheres respectively. oy denotes the \-
Yamabe invariant; see Definition[3.

The proof of the Main Theorem relies on the generalization of Kobayashi’s
connected-sum inequality [II]. This inequality [II] is an important tool for
estimating Yamabe invariants of closed manifolds; it states the fact that the



YAMABE INVARIANTS ON COMPACT MANIFOLDS 3

Yamabe invariant of the connected sum of two closed manifolds is greater than
or equal to the Yamabe invariant of the disjoint union of these two manifolds.

There are many developments since Kobayshi’s result [I1]. For instance,
Petean and Yun [15] proved certain estimates of the Yamabe invariants under
surgery of codimension at least 3, where Kobayashi’s inequality can be viewed
as the 0-dimensional case of their results. Schwartz [20] showed monotonicity
of two special cases of the generalized Yamabe invariants (o1, and o ;) under
connected sum over the boundary.

In this paper, we generalize Kobayashi’s inequality and Schwartz’s result to
the A\-Yamabe invariants, for all A € [0,1]. With these tools, we prove the
Main Theorem [I.11

There is a substantial body of work on Yamabe invariants and we will briefly
review some significant results.

Lebrun and his collaborators [3, 10, 12, [14], T3] computed the Yamabe invari-
ants for large classes of 4-manifolds. With Lebrun’s result [12], we strengthen
LI in dimension 4, see [7.11

An important result by Petean [16] is that the Yamabe invariant of any
simply connected closed manifold with dimension greater than or equal to
5 is non-negative. With Petean’s result [16] and generalized Kobayashi’s
connected-sum inequality .3 we show that the A-Yamabe invariant of any
simply connected clsoed manifold with dimension greater than or equal to 5
minus finitely many disjoint balls is non-negative.

One of the mostly celebrated results is due to Bray and Neves [6], they
computed the Yamabe invariant of RP?, which is the only verified non-trivial
case of Schoen’s conjecture. Later, Akugatawa and Neves [4] completed the

classification of all closed 3-manifolds with Yamabe invariant greater than that
of RP®.

Conjecture 1.2 (Schoen). The Yamabe invariant of lens space is

a(S3)
(L) = 0= T

where p, q are relatively prime.

A direct corollary of [[L1] forms an interesting contrast with Bray and Neves’
results [6].

Corollary 1.3. Suppose n > 3, for any A € [0, 1]
(2) aA(RP™\ (U, D)) = 0x(S2),
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where {D;}t_| is a finite collection of disjoint n-balls.

Remark 1.4. As opposed to Bray-Neves, a compact manifold with boundary
whose relative fundamental group is Zo has its Yamabe invariants the same as
a solid ball.

It is still an open problem whether the Yamabe invariant of RP" is o5. Our
result may provide a new perspective on this problem.

Another famous result of the Yamabe invariant is the computation of o (S™ x
Sh
o(S" 1 x S = a(9").

This is proven by Schoen [19] and Kobayashi [I1] independently. They
both constructed a sequence of conformal classes of metrics on S™ x S! whose
Yamabe constant converges to the Yamabe invariant of S"*1. More recently,
Akutagawa, Florit and Petean [2] gave a new proof of this result by studying
the Yamabe constants of Riemannian products.

Using Proposition [4.6] a corollary of the Main Theorem, we give a new proof
of this famous result without using any analytical tools.

The proof of (I]) could also be applied to other examples.

In dimension 4, we compute the A-Yamabe invariant of #m;RP*#m,RP* x
St#msCP*#IH*4#kS? provided k + 1 > 1.

We also show that for any simply connected closed manifold M"™, n > 5,
Hm M Hm RP" #my (RP" ! x SH#IH"#kS" has non-negative A-Yamabe in-
variants.

Sketch of proof. We first show that the lower bound for o, (RP") and
o (RP"™! x S1) is 0, (S7), for any A € (0,1].

To show the lower bound of oy (RP" " x S'), we carefully analyze Schoen’s
construction of conformal classes of metrics whose Yamabe constant converges
to o(S™), and note that the metrics in that sequence can be viewed as a
2-fold Riemannian covering of RP"™! x S', which gives the lower bound of
or(RP" x S1).

Next, we generalize the Kobayashi’s connected-sum inequality [11] and
Schwartz’s result [20] to A-Yamabe invariants of compact manifolds (with or
without boundary).

Combining these with Sun’s continuity results [21], we complete the proof
of Theorem [L.11
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Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we set up some notations and
give the definition of the A\-Yamabe invariants.

Section 3 is devoted to giving lower bounds of A-invariants for RP" and
RP" ' x St

In Section 4, we generalize the Kobayashi’s connected-sum inequality and
Schwartz’s result to A-Yamabe invariants of compact manifolds (with or with-
out boundary), and give a new proof of o(S"~! x S1) = ¢(S") for any n > 2.

Section 5 is devoted to the proof of the continuity of the A-Yamabe constants
in \. We adopt a different but equivalent constrain condition from Sun’s result
[21], and rewrite his proof.

In Section 6, we complete the proof of the Main Theorem [[.Il There are
two ingredients in the proof, one is the lower bound of A\-Yamabe invariants
for RP" and RP"™! x S', which are proven in Section 3.1 and Section 3.2; the
other is the generalized Kobayashi’s connected-sum inequality, which is stated
and proven in Section 5.

Finally, Section 7 provides other examples and applications of the general-
ized Kobayashi’s connected-sum inequality.

Acknowledgement:
I would like to thank my advisor Xin Zhou for suggesting this problem and
for many helpful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (M™, g) be a n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with (possi-
bly empty) boundary OM. We adopte the definitions in[9] as follows.
For any u € H'(M, g), define the energy of u, Ey(u), by

4n—1
Ey(u) = / ¥|VU|§dVg —I—/ Ru?dVy, +2(n — 1) Hyu*do,,
M =2 M oM

where H,(x) is the mean curvature of the boundary at = € OM, dV, and do,
represent the Riemannian measure on M and OM induced by the metric g.
Given any (a,b) € Rsg x R\ {(0,0)}, define the constraint set

CosM.9)i= {u € H'(M,g) va [ JuPavy+b [ uftdo, = 10> 0},
M oM

where p =2n/(n—2), ¢ =2(n—1)/(n — 2).
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Definition 1. The generalized Yamabe constant for a compact Riemannian
manifold (M™, g) is defined as

You(M,0M,[g]) = inf Ey(u).

ueca,b(Mvg)

Remark 2.1. Both the energy functional and the constraint set depend on the
metric g.

Similarly, we can generalize the definition of Yamabe invariant as

Definition 2. The generalized Yamabe invariant is defined as

Tap(M) = sup Y, ,(M,0M, [g]),
[gleC

where C is the set of all conformal classes on M.

In this paper, we focus on the cases when a, b are both non-negative, and
define the A\-Yamabe constant and A-Yamabe invariant as

Definition 3.
Y)\(M,aM, [g]) = Y)\71_)\(M,8M, [g]) O')\(M) = O')\’l_)\(M), AE [O, 1]

We call Y, the A-Yamabe constant and o, the A-Yamabe invariant.

3. LOWER BOUND ESTIMATE

In this section, we give the lower bounds of the A-Yamabe invariants for
RP" and RP" ! x S* respectively.

3.1. Lower bound of RP3. We first introduce a lemma to bound the Yamabe
invariant of a closed manifold from below by the Yamabe invariant of a compact

manifold with boundary. As an application, we can derive the lower bound of
O\ (R]Pm) .

Lemma 3.1. Assume that X\ # 0. Suppose that (M",g) is a closed Rie-
mannian manifold with non-negative \-Yamabe constant, and X""1 C M" is
a closed embedded minimal surface, then N = M \ ¥ is a compact manifold
with boundary, and the follwoing inequality holds

(3) YA(M, [g]) = YA(N, ON, [g]).

Proof. For any u € Cy 1_,(M, g), we have

A/ |u|”dVg+(1—)\)/ \u\qdag:)\/ |u|Pdvg+(1—A)/ uldo, > 1.
N ON M ON
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Suppose cu € Cy1-x(N™, g) where ¢ > 0 is a constant, then ¢ < 1. With the
fact that Yy (M, [g]) > 0, and ON is minimal, we obtain

4(n—1
EM(u):/ M|VU‘3C[%+/ R,u*dV,
M M

n—2
4(n—1
:/ 5?_2)|Vu\§dvg+/ R u2dV,
N N
= EN(U)
> En(cu)

EYA(N>aNa [g])> VUE C)\,l—)\(Mag)>
thus
(4) Yy (M, [g]) = inf  Ey(u) > Y\(N,0N,|g]).

uECK 1A (M)
U
Let (M™, g) be (RP", g9), and gy be the standard round metric induced on

RP", then there exists a totally geodesic RP" ', such that (RP"\ X, gy) =
(S%,g0). We obtain the lower bound

(5) oA(RP") > Yi(RP", [go]) > YA(SY, [90]) = oA(ST).

3.2. Lower bound of o,(RP"' x S'). Given a closed manifold (M, g) and
its k-fold Riemannian covering (M, gx), we can bound Y, (M, [g]) from below
by Ya(My, gr). As an application, we give the lower bound of oy (RP" ! x S').

Lemma 3.2. Suppose (My, gx) is a k-fold Riemannian covering of a closed
Riemannian manifold (M, g), then we have

Yy (M,
(6) YA(M, [g]) > w
Proof. For any u € C, ;1_(M), we could lift u to (M, gx), and denote it as uy.
Then
>\/ |ug|PdV,, =k,
My,
and

Bag,(ux) 2 ke Ya(M, [ge]).
Since (My, gx) is a k-fold Riemannian covering of (M, g), we have

En(u) = %EMk (ug) > W
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Thus
Y (My;, [gx])

L lg) >

O

Remark 3.3. As a direct corollary, we obtain the lower bound of the Yamabe
invariant of Lens space

To show the lower bound of oy (RP" ™" x S'), we need to review the proof of
ox(S"t x S') = 0,(S™), which was given independently by Schoen [19] and
Kobayashi [I1]. More recently, Akustagawa, Florit and Peaten [2] gave a new
proof.

Here we use Schoen’s construction, where he constructed

(7) lgfgoYA(Sn_l x S',[g]) = oA(S™),

and g;|gn-1x 4 is the standard round metric for any ¢ € S*. Then (S""'x S, g)
can be viewed as a 2-fold Riemannian covering of (RP" ™ x S, g;), with the
help of Lemma B.2] we can deduce that

1 1
(8) U)\(Rlp)n_l X Sl) Z lli)rg} WY)\(S ! X Sl, [g[]) = WU)\(S )

It is known by [9] that
(9) oa(5") = Ya(S™, [90]),  oa(S%) = Ya(SY, [g0])-

For any u € C)1-,(S7), we extend u to (S™, go) by reflection, and denote it
by 4, then we have @ € Lip(S"), Egp(u) = 1Esn (@), and by straightforward
computation, we get

(10) 2oa(S") 2 0r (1),

Combining the above results, we obtain

(11) oA(RP™ % §1) > oy (ST).

4. GENERALIZED KOBAYASHI'S INEQUALITY

Kobayashi [11] established a monotonicity formula of Yamabe invariant over
connected sums of closed manifolds. Here, we extend it to compact manifolds
(with or without boundary) and establish the results for A\-Yamabe invariant.
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Lemma 4.1 (Generalized Kobayashi’s Lemma). Suppose (M, g1) and (Ms, g2)
are two n-dimensional compact Riemanniamanifolds, and we further assume
that Y(M;, [g;]) > 0 for some X € (0,1], i = 1,2, then we obtain

Ya(My U My, [g1 U go]) > min{Y\(My, [g1]), Ya(Ma, [g2])}-

Remark 4.2. If we require both My and My to be manifolds with non-empty
boundaries, [{.1] holds for X € [0,1].

Proof. Denote u = [uy,us] € C®°(M; U My), where uy € C®(M;), uy €
C>(My).
Also, suppose u € Cy 1_\(M; U M), i.e.

)\/ |uq [PV, + (1 — >\)/ |uy|%dog,
My oMy

+ )\/ |ua|PdV,, + (1 — )\)/ lug|?doy, = 1.

My OMo
Let
o= [ PV = [ uftda,

My oMy

then
| —a= )\/ lusPdV,, + (1 — A)/ s Yder,.
Mo OM>

Fix «, and suppose Ci(a) is the constant such that Cy(a)u; € Cy1-x(My),
then we have
Eny (Ci{a)ur) = Ya(M, [g1]),
and
aCi(a)? <1 < al(a)P.
The above estimates imply that

B, (Ci(@))

Gt 2 000l

By (u1) =
Similarly, we could deduce
By (ug) > (1= )3 Ya (My, [g2]).
Combining the above results, we know
Ernon (v) = By (w1) + B (u2) > f(a),

n—1 n—1
where f(a) = YA(Mi, [g1])am=2 + Y3 (Mo, [go])am=2.
By straightforward computations, we know

f(Oé) > min{Y)\(Mla [gl])a YA(M% [92])}ava € [O> 1]‘
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This implies
Yo (My U Ms, [g1 U ga]) > min{Y)\(M;, OM;, [g1]), Ya(Ms, OMs, [g2]) }-
]

Now we generalize the typical Kobayashi’s inequality to A-Yamabe invariant,
and to manifolds with or without boundary.

Theorem 4.3 (Generalized Kobayshi’s inequality). Suppose My and M, are
compact manifolds (with or without boundary) of dimension n > 3, then Y\ €
(0, 1], we have

(12) O')\(Ml#MQ) Z O')\(Ml L MQ)

Remark 4.4. Suppose both M, and M, are manifolds with boundary, then
Lemma[{.3 holds for X € [0,1].

Proof. Let M = MU Ms, € be an arbitrary positive number, then there exists
a conformal class [g] of M, such that

(13) Yo (M, 9M, [g]) > or(M) — €.

Let p1 € My, ps € My, be points in the interior of M; and M, respectively.
We can also assume [g] is conformally flat near p; and po; see [II]. Then
there exists a function ¢ € C*°(M \ {p1, p2}), such that § = e¥g is a complete
metric of M \ {p1, p2}, the boundary of M is minimal, and each of two ends is
isometric to the standard half infinite cylinder [0, 00) x S~

We write

(M \ {p1,p2},9) = [0,00) x S"" LU (M, §) U[0,00) x S"7,
where M is the complement of the two cylinders.

We can glue (M, §) and 0,1] x S*~1, the product of the interval of length [
with the unit (n—1) sphere, along the boundaries to get a smooth Riemannina
manifold (M, g;),

(M, g) = (M,g)U[0,1] x 5",
Take f; € Cy1-x(M), such that Ey(f;) < Y\(M,0M,[q)]) +

H_—l.
We have the following lemma

Lemma 4.5. There exists t; € [0,1], and a constant A not depending on I,
such that

A
(14) [ (TP v < 5.
{ti}xsn—t
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Proof. By definition,

Ex(f) = / IV 2V, + a(n) / Ry, f2dV,, + b(n) / H, f2do,
M M, oM
- / V24V, + a(n) / R, f2dV,,
M M,
- / V2V, + a(n) / R, f2dV,
M M

n / IV [24V,, + a(n)n(n — 1) / f2dv,,
[0,1]x Sn—1 [0,

}XSnfl

>a(n) min{0, min Ry(z)} / f2dVy + a(n) / f2dv,,
xeM M [0,1]

XS"71
" / Y £y,
[0,0]x Sm—1

here we used the fact the boundary of M is minimal.
Also note that

A/~ APV, < 1,
M

by Hélder’s inequality, we know

1 5
/M Vs < oI

This implies

- 1
[ VHPV [ v, <VHOL ) + A
[0,]] x Sn—1 [0,]xSn1 [+1
by Mean Value Theorem, we complete the proof. O
Cut off M on the section {t;} x S"~!, and attach 2 infinite cylinders to it,
so that (M \ {p1,p2}, §) reappears:
(M {p1,p2},9) = [0,00) x S"HU(M\ {t;} x S"F, 1) U [0, 00) x S"7.

Define a Lipshitz function on M \ {p1, p2} as

fi(z) ze M\ {t} x S
Fr)=4 (1-t)fily) == (ty) €[0,1]x "
0 x = (t,y) €[l,00) x 5"

where fl = fil{;yxsn—1. Then we compute that

o B
Erp(py poy (F1) < YA(M,0M, [g1]) + T
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where B is constant independent of [.
Also, we have

A / FPdVy+(1-)) / IRty > A / APAV,+(1-2) / iltdoy, =1
M\{p1,p2} oM M M

M

which indicates that
VA(M. M, [g)) < Va(M. 001, [g]) + &
After passing [ to oo, we can obtain that
(16) oA(M) — e < YA(M,0M, [g]) < ox(M#Ms).
Since € can be arbitrarily small, we obtain that
ox(My U M) < oy(Mi#M,).
As a direct corollary, suppose o)(M;), or(Ms) > 0, we have

(17) ox(My#Ms) > min{o(My), ox(Ms)}.

Similarly, we can obtain

Proposition 4.6. Suppose M™ is a compact manifold (with or wthout bound-
ary) of dimension n > 3, and ox(M) > 0, then Y\ € (0,1], we have

(18) oA(M#(S"! x §)) > o\ (M).
Remark 4.7.
(1) Suppose M is a compact n-manifold with boundary, then ([I8) holds for
A€ 0,1].

(2) M#S"t x S1 can be regarded as the “connect sum” of M with it-
self, applying the same proof in Generalized Kobayashi’s inequality, [4.0]
could be easily proven.

With L6, we give a new proof of the famous result that S»~! x S! has the
same Yamabe invariant as S™ without using analytical tools.

Corollary 4.8. For anyn >3, X € (0,1],

(19) O’A(Sn_l X Sl) = O’A(Sn).
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Proof. Take M™ = S™, then M#S" ! x St = §"~ 1 x S', applying .6 we could
obtain
U)\(Sn_l X Sl) > O’)\(Sn).

Since it is well-known o\ (M) < 0,(S™) for any compact closed manifold M,
we conclude that

O’A(Sn_l X Sl) = O’A(Sn).
0

Schwartz [20] gave a generalization of the classic Kobayashi’s inequality to
monotonicity of Yamabe invariant over connect sums along boundaries, as a
direct corollary, he showed

O’)\(Hn) = U)\(S_T_), A€ {O, 1}.

Where H" is any n-dimensional handle body.
Here, we extend his results to A € (0,1), we use # to denote connect sums
along boundaries, and as a direct corollary, we show that

(20) o(H™) = 0A(S™) VA € [0, 1].

Theorem 4.9. Suppose My and M, are compact manifolds with boundaries
of dimension n > 3, then YA € [0, 1], we have

(21) ox(My#Ms) > ox (M, U M,).

Proof. Let M = MU Ms, € be an arbitrary positive number, then there exists
a conformal class [g] of M, such that

(22) Yo (M, 9M, [g]) > or(M) — €.

Take p; € OM;, po € OMs, there exists a function ¢ € C®(M \ {p1,p2}),
such that g = e¥g is isometric to the standard half infinite hemi-cylinder
[0,00) x S7~" near the removable points. We write

(M\{p17p2}7§) = [0700) X S—?—_l U (Mvg) U [0700) X Si_lv

where M is the complement of the two hemi-cylinders.

We can glue (M, §) and [0,1] x S77!, the product of the interval of length
with the unit (n—1) sphere, along the boundaries to get a smooth Riemannina
manifold (M, g;),

(M. gi) = (M,g) U 0,1] x St~
Take f; € Cy1-x(M), such that Ey(f;) < Y\(M,0M, [g)]) +
We have the following lemma

1
I+1°
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Lemma 4.10. There exists t; € [0,1], and a constant A not depending on I,
such that

A
(23) [ TP+ v < 5.
{t; xSt

Proof. By definition,
(24)
Ey(f) = / VA2V, + a(n) / R, f2dV,, + b(n) / H, fPdo,
M M, oM
:/~ |Vfl|2d‘/gl + a(n) /‘~ Rgffd‘/qu + b(n)/ Hgfde’g
M M F)

NM\{{0}x ST {1y x ST}

4 / IV 2V, + a(n)n(n — 1) / f2dv,,
[0,0]x Sn—1

[0,]]x 87
>a(n)min{0, min Rs(o)} [ f7V;
zeM M

+b(n) min{0, min Hj(z)} fido + a(n) / f2dv,
w€dM\{{0}x ST {1} xS "} ONI [0,]xS7

s vk,
[0, x87 "

here we used the fact the boundary of M is minimal.
Notice that

A/~ APV, <1,
M

by Hélder’s inequality, we know

/ f2dv; < —L _Vol(3T)n.
s AM—n

Similarly, we have

/~ fE < (1—A)Z_jArea(8M\{{O}xSi—1’{l}xgi—l})ﬁ.
OM\{{0}x ST {1}x ST}

This implies

- 1
[ VEPV [ v, <VHOL ) + A
[0,1]x Sn—1 [0,1]x Sn—1 +

by the Mean Value Theorem, we complete the proof. O
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Cut off M on the section {t;} x S?7! and attach 2 infinite cylinders to it,
so that (M \ {p1,p2}, §) reappears:
(M\ A{p1,p2},9) = [0,00) x STHU(M\ {t;} x ST71, ) U0, 00) x ST

Define a Lipshitz function on M \ {p1, p>} as

filz) ze M\ {t} xSy
F(o)=q 1=0fly) «=(ty)€0,1] x5y
0 x=(t,y) € [l,00) x ST~

where f; = fil {Lyxsm Then we could compute that

S B
Er\ipn pa} (£1) < YA(M, OM, [g]) + 7,
where B is constant independent of [.
Also, we have

A / FPdVy+(1-)) / IRty > A / APAV,+(1-2) / filidoy = 1.
M\{p1,p2} oM M M

M
which indicates that

VA(M. 0. lg]) < YA(NLL 0N [q) + .
After passing [ to oo, we can obtain that
(25) ox(M) — e < YA(M,dM, [g]) < oa(M#Ms,).
Since € could be arbitrarily small, we could obtain that
ox(My U My) < oa(My#Ms,).
As a direct corollary, supposing oy (M), ox(Mz) > 0, we have
(26) ox(My#My) > min{o (M), o\ (Ms)}.

Escobar [9] had proved the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.11 (Escobar). Suppose M is any n-dimensional compact manifold
with boundary, and YA € [0, 1], then we have

(27) ox(M) < ax(SY).
With this fact and [£.9], we deduce that

Corollary 4.12.
O’A(Hn) = U)\(Si_l), WS [0, 1].
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5. CONTINUITY OF Yy 1_x(M,0M, [g]) IN A

Given (M, g), any compact manifold with boundary, Escobar [9] proved the
continuity Y, ,(M,0M, [g]) in b, provided that @ is fixed and positive. In the
spirit of Escobar’s proof, Sun [21] proved the continuity of Y, ,(M,0M,[g]) in
K, where K = {a,b € R:a > 0,0 > 0} \ {(0,0)}, under the assumption
)/170(M> oM, [g]) > 0.

Since we adopt a different but equivalent constrain condition from Sun’s
proof [21], we rewrite the continuity of Y) ;_»(M,0M, [g]) as follows.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose (M, g) is a compact manifold with boundary. As-
sume that Y1 o(M,0M,[g]) > 0 and (a,b) € K, then Y, ,(M,0M, [g]) is non-
increasing in a for any fived b, as well as in b for any fived a, and is continuous

m K.

Proof. Suppose b > 0 fixed, and a > 0.
For any 0 < a; < ag, and any € > 0, there exists u; € Cy, (M) such that

}/;th(Mv oM, [Q]) < E(u) < Yal,b(Mv oM, [g]) te

Since 0 < a; < ag, we have
a2/ |u1\pdVg+b/ blu|?do, > 1,
M OM

Yo, 5(M,0M,[g]) < E(u).

which implies

Therefore, we conclude that
Yaz,b(M> aMa [g]) < YZILb(M> aM’ [g])>

provided 0 < a1 < as.

Now we show the continuity of Y, (M, 0M,[g]) in a.

Since Y7 o(M,0M, [g]) > 0, we may assume that R, = 0 and H, > 0. Let
{a,}2, be any non-negative sequence that approaches a.

For any € > 0, there exists u € C, (M), such that

En(u) < Yy (M,0M, [g]) + €.

For this particular u, we have {\, > 0}°%,, such that \,u € C,, ,(M), and
lim,,_,oo A, = 1. Then we have

Yo, s(M,0M, [9)) < E(\u) = N2 Ep(u) < X2(Yoo(M,0M, [g]) + €).
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Take n — oo, we can obtain
lim Y,, »(M,0M, [g]) < Yaus(M,0M, [g]) + €.
n—o0

Since € can be arbitrarily small, we have

lim Y, »(M,0M,[g]) < Y,u(M,0M, [g]).

For fixed a,,, given any €; > 0, there exists u,, € Cy, (M) such that
E(un) < Yo, 5(M,0M,[g]) +e.
Let ag = inf, a,, by monotonicity of Y, (M, 0M, [g]) in a, we have
Ya,s(M,0M, [g]) < Yaou(M,0M, [g]).
Since u,, € C,, »(M), and under the assumption R, = 0, H;, > 0, we have
ZL(L__;) /M [Vun|2dV, = Ep(un) —2(n — 1) » Hyuldo,
< Yo, (M, 0M, [g]) + €1

S Yao,b(Ma 8M, [g]) —+ €1.

This yields {u,} is uniformly bounded in H*(M, g).
Consider when a,, > a, then for sufficiently large n, we have

1> a/ |un|p+b/ |un|%doy > 1 — €.
M oM

Again, we have a sequence {\, > 1} such that lim, ,,, A, = 1, and \u, €
Cop(M).

For n where a,, < a, just take A\, = 1.

By direct computation, we have

1
< —
Consequently, we obtain
Y, o(M,0M
Vas(M.OM, ) < Bus(htn) = ¥ Eu) < 2o ) 2
— €

Since €; can be arbitrarily small, and e¢; approaches 0 as n — oo, we know

Youo(M,0M, [g]) < lim Y, ,(M,0M,[g]).

Combining above, we have shown that Y, ,(M,0M,[g]) is continuous in a.
Similarly, one can show the continuity in b. U

As a direct corollary, we have
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Corollary 5.2. Suppose (M, g) is a compact manifold with boundary, then
YA(M,0M, [g]) is continuous in A for any X\ € [0, 1].
6. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM
We first need the continuity of 0»(S%) in .
Lemma 6.1. 0,(S7) is continuous in X for all X € [0, 1].

Proof. By Escobar’s computation [7], we know
n(n — 2)Voly, (5%)
A(AVoly, (S™) =2/ 4 (1 — \)Area,, (9S?)=2/(=1))’

which is obviously continuous in . U

ox(S}) =

Now, we have all the ingredients we need for the Main Theorem.
proof of the Main Theorem. We first consider the case when \ € (0,1].
By generalized Kobayashi’s inequality, we have
oA (Fm RP #moRP" ™ x SYHIH"#ST) >
min{oy (RP"), o\ (RP"™' x SY), ox(H™)), 02(ST)},
and with the facts
oA (RP"), oA (RP"! x SY) > 0, (ST),  ox(H") = 0r(S}),
we could deduce that
ox(#FmiRP " #moRP" ! x SY#IH"#kST) > 0,(ST), VA € (0,1].

Since k+1 > 1, #m RPFm,RP" ! x ST#IH"#kST is a manifold with bound-

ary. Escobar [§] showed that for any n-dimensional manifold with boundary

and for any A € [0, 1], the A\-Yamabe invariant is less or equal to o5 (S%).
Therefore, we conclude that

oA (#m RP"#maRP" ™ x STIH " #KST) = 0, (S7), YA€ (0,1].

Now we consider the case when A = 0.

We denote #mRP#Fm,RP"! x SYHIH"#kST as N. Since we have shown
that for any A € (0,1], ox(IN) = 0x(S%), for any fixed A € (0,1].Then for
arbitrarily small € > 0, there exists a conformal class of Riemannian metric [g]
on N, such that

YA(IV,0N, [g]) > oA(N) —e = 0a,(S}) — €.
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By continuity of Y\(N,0N, [g]) in A, we know
Yo(N,ON, [g]) = lim YA(N, ON. [g]) = 00(5%) — .
With the fact that € can be arbitrarily small, we conclude that
oo(N) > oo(S%).

Notice that, the above equation holds for any A € (0,1), and we have shown
o(S%) is continuous in A for any A € [0,1], we can take A — 0, and then

conclude

(28) oo(N) > o0(S%).
By .11, we conclude

(29) ou(N) = ou(ST).

Combining the above two cases, we have completed the proof of the Main
Theorem. U

7. OTHER EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

The main idea of our proof lies in the observation that, if the Yamabe
invariant of a closed n manifold is greater than or equal to that of o¢(S%),
then connect sum of this manifold with S or H" has the same A-Yamabe
invariant as S% for any A € [0, 1].

In dimension 4, we have the following examples.

Example 7.1 (Lebrun [12]).
01(CP?) = 12V27 > 0,(S1).

With the generalized Kobayashi’s inequality, and run the above arguments
again, in dimension 4, we have
(30) ox(#miRP #moRP* x ST #maCPP#IH #ES) = 0,(S1), VA e[0,1],
provided k£ + 1 > 1.
Example 7.2 (Peaten and Ruiz [17]).

o1(S?% x S%) > al(Si).

With the generalized Kobayashi’s inequality, and run the above arguments

again, in dimension 4, we have

(31)
o (#H#miRPHmoRP" xS #myCP*#my S*x SPH#IH ' #EST) = 0,(S1), VA€ [0,1],
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provided k£ + 1 > 1.
Another significant theorem proved by Petean [16] is

Theorem 7.3 (Petean). Every simply connected smooth closed manifold of
dimension greater than four has non-negative Yamabe invariant.

With the Generalized Kobayshi’s inequality, we can deduce

Corollary 7.4. Suppose M™ is any simply connected closed manifold with
n > 5, then

32) o (#FmMM " #H#mRP"#moRP" ! x S*#IH#kS™) >0, VA€ 0,1].
+

Proof. When A € (0, 1], this is a direct corollary.
Now we consider the case when A = 0, and denote

N = #mM"#m RP"#m,RP" ™ x S'4IH #kST.

For any fixed A € (0,1), and any € > 0, there exists a conformal class of
Riemannian metric [g] on IV, such that

Y\(N,0ON,[gc]) > orx(N) — € > —e.
Then for any u € Cy1(N), we have
)\/ |ulPdV, + (1 — )\)/ lul?do, > 1 — A
N ON
Consequently, we have
A/ |CulPdV,, + (1 — >\)/ |Cu|doy,, > 1.
N ON
where C' = (1 — A\)™%/4. Then we can obtain that, for any u € Cy,(N)

Enlu)==a— = T

YA(N, 0N, [gc]) = —e,

which implies
oo(N) > Yo(N, 0N, [gc]) > —e.

Since € can be arbitrarily small, we know

Uo(N) Z 0.
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