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GENERALIZED MATSUSHIMA’S THEOREM AND
KAHLER-EINSTEIN CONE METRICS

LONG LI AND KAI ZHENG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove Matsushima’s theorem for
Kahler-Einstein metrics on a Fano manifold with cone singularities
along a smooth divisor that is not necessarily proportional to the
anti-canonical class. We then give an alternative proof of unique-
ness of Kéhler-Einstein cone metrics by the continuity method.
Moreover, our method provides an existence theorem of Kéhler-
Einstein cone metrics with respect to conic Ding functional.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a Kahler manifold, D be a hypersurface and Lp be the
associated line bundle of D. We denote the regular part by M := X\ D.
We assume the cone angle 0 < g < 1. We further assume L, is positive
and —(Kx + (1 — B)Lp) > 0 and consider the Kéahler class

Q= —(Kx+(1—B)Lp).

The automorphism of the pair (X, D) is an automorphism of X and
fixs the divisor D, and all of these automorphisms of the pair consist
of the group Aut(X; D).

A Kahler cone metric of cone angle 273 along D, is a closed positive
(1,1) current and a smooth Kéhler metric on the regular part M. In
a local holomorphic chart {U,;z!,...2"} around a point p € D, its
Kéahler form is quasi-isometric to the cone flat metric, which is

e

Weone = Tﬁ2|zl|2(5_1)alz1 Adzt + Z dzi Adzd
2<j<n
Here {z!,...2"} are the local defining functions of the hypersurface D

where p locates.

The space of Kahler cone metrics associated to €2 is non-empty, it
contains Donaldson’s model metric (see (2.I]) later). We say a Kéhler
cone metric w, € §2 is the Kahler-Finstein cone metric of cone angle
2n @3 along D if it satisfies the equation of currents,

Ric(w,) = w, +27(1 — B)[D].

Our first theorem is to generalize Matsushima’s theorem to Kahler-

Einstein cone manifolds
1
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose the pair (X, D) admits a Kdihler-Finstein cone
metric of angle 2w3. Then the Automorphism group Aut(X; D) is re-
ductive.

A more precise version can be found in Theorem B.Il In fact, we
established a one-one correspondence between the holomorphic auto-
morphism group and the complexification of the kernel of the following
elliptic operator

Ag+1

at a Kahler-Einstein cone metric 6. And this one-one correspondence is
stronger result than the reductivity of the automorphism group. Unlike
the previous work in Fano case [I3], we do not require that the Kéhler
class is proportional to the anti-canonical class, but certain positiv-
ity condition on the divisor is still needed. Moreover, it is worthy to
mention that this theorem is proved by Kodaira-Hérmander’s L? tech-
niques, but the Kodaira-Bochner formula for Kéahler cone metrics is
not clear to be true at this stage.

Remark 1.2. For the kit - pair, Chen-Donaldson-Sun [13] proved
that the automorphism group is reductive. However, they required the
uniqueness of weak Kahler-Finstein metrics in their proof.

Remark 1.3. In [10], Cheltsov-Rubinstein also announced a result for
extremal cone metrics, but their method is based on an expansion for-
mula for edge metrics, which is very different from ours.

Based on this reductivity result, we can extend Bando-Mabuchi’s
celebrated work [1] to conic setting and prove the uniqueness of Kahler-
Einstein cone metris by applying the continuity path, which connects
the Kahler-Einstein cone metric w, to a given Kahler cone metric w.
Le. for any t € [0, 1],

Ric(wey) = twye + (1 —t)w + 27(1 — B)[D].
And we proved the following

Theorem 1.4. The Kahler-Einstein cone metric is unique up to auto-
morphisms.

The way to prove uniqueness is first to establish a continuity path
connecting a general Kahler cone metric to our target, i.e. a Kahler-
Einstein cone metric. The difficulties are to prove openness and closed-
ness along the path in Donaldson’s Cé’o‘ space: here openness on [0, 1)
follows from a Bochner type formula with contradiction argument.
Thus we are able to carry on the implicit function theorem on [0, 1)
and the apriori estimates on [0, 7] for a small fixed 7 > 0.

Meanwhile, in order to prove closedness on [r, 1], everything is boiled
down to prove the zero order estimate (Section L3]) and the higher
order estimates (Section .3.2]). We first show that the zero order esti-
mate of the continuity path on [r, 1] requires only the uniform bound
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of the Sobolev constant, which is new even in the situation where all
metrics are smooth. Then the Sobolev constant bound along the conti-
nuity path on [7, 1] is proved by using an approximation of the continu-
ity path. The approximation would have non-negative Ricci curvature
and uniformly bounded diameter, which is an adaption of Theorem 1.1
in [11] to our continuity path.

Finally, we need to establish a bifurcation technique (at ¢ = 1) under
conic setting. In fact, this bifurcation technique for Kahler-Einstein
cone metrics uses our generalized Matsushima’s theorem. While, the
computation of the second variation of the conic I — J functional is
more subtle than the smooth case.

Remark 1.5. The bifurcation method developed in Bando-Mabuchi [1]
concerns the uniqueness of the smooth Kdhler-FEinstein metrics. Anal-
ogous result is Tian-Zhu [33] in the context of Kdhler-Ricci soliton.

We would like to mention that our theorem generalises Bando-Mabuchi’s
result [1], while fullfills the authors’ projects [27][28][8][36]. The tech-
niques built in this paper will be used in the sub-sequel papers on
uniqueness of the constant scalar curvature Kahler metrics with cone
singularities [29,130]. In the beautiful work of Berndtsson [5], the
uniqueness result for Kahler-Einstein cone metrics with normal cross-
ing type divisors is proved. Our continuity method for cone metrics,
togethor with an extension of Donaldson’s CE’O‘ Schauder estimate for
linear equations to normal crossing type divisors (which is believed to
be true by many people), provides an alternative proof of Berndtsson’s
result. We also note that in the work of BBEGZ [2], the uniqueness
result was generalized to klt-pairs.

This continuity method approach indeed gives more geometric in-
sights and simplified the proof on the equivalence between properness
of the conic Ding-functional and the existence of Kahler-Einstein cone
metrics, as a direct consequence of our method and estimates.
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2. KAHLER CONE METRICS

Let s be a global holomorphic section of [D] and h be a Hermit-
ian metric on [D]. Once we are given a Kéhler class 2, we choose a
smooth Kéhler metric wy in it. It is shown in Donaldson [17] that, for
sufficiently small § > 0,

(2.1) R +5—V2“laa|s|$f

is a Kahler cone metric. Moreover, wp is independent of the choices of
wo, h, 6 up to quasi-isometry. We call it model metric in this paper.

The space of Kahler cone potentials Hg consists of wp-psh functions
of the Kahler cone metrics in 2.

Now we present the function spaces which are introduced by Donald-
son in [17]. The Holder space Cg consists of those functions f which
are Holder continuous with respect to a Kahler cone metric. Note
that according to this definition, for any Kéhler cone metric w € Cf,
around the point p € D, we have a local normal coordinate such that

9i(p) = 0ij-
Definition 2.1. The Holder space C’g’a 1s defined by
Cy*={f|f0f00f € C3}.

Note that the C’g’a space, since it concerns only with the mixed
derivatives, is different from the usual C%“ Holder space.

2.1. Energy functionals. Let w be a Kéhler cone metric and w, =
w + 100¢p. We denote the volume V' = 2". The Aubin functions I and
J could be defined on Hg’l = Cé’l NHg by

n—1
1 1 - 4 i
[w(SO)vaMMW"—wZ)Ivg /M&p/\ago/\wz/\wz 1=
=0

n—1 .
1 7+ 1 _ ) )
Jo :—E O A Op Aw' A w1

(@) VZ:0n+1[w QO (;0 w CLJ(p

Note that the functionals I and J satisfy the inequalities

1
I1<J< I
n+1 n+1
The Lagrangian functional of the Monge-Ampere operator is
1 n
(2.2 D) = [ " = Le).
M

The derivative of D,, along a general path ¢; € ’Hé’l is given by

d 1
EDw(SOt):V/MSOtWW
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We could compute the explicit formula of D, (¢) as the following

n

1 n! / » _
D,(p) = — : : WA (V=180y)!
2 V;(2+1)!(n—z)! e ( ?)
n—1 .
1 1 1+1 _ 4 .
2.3 = = g~ Op NOp Aw' ANw™™ L,
(2.3) V/Msow V;H+I/M P ANOp Aw' Al

Let ’H% be the subspace of Hg N C’é’l with the normalization condition
HY = {p € Hs N Cy'[Du(p) = 0}.

2.2. Kahler-Einstien cone metrics. Recall that D is a simple smooth
divisor on X. We assume that the associated line bundle Lp > 0 is
semi-positive, and the anti-canonical line bundle —Kx can be decom-
posed into

—Kx=—(Kx+ (1 —=08)Lp)+ (1—=75)Lp.

We further assume —(Kx + (1 —/5)Lp) > 0, and consider the cohomol-
ogy class of

(2.4) QO =—(Kx+(1-B8)Lp).

Let £ denote the space of all Kéhler-Einstein cone metrics on X,
with angle 273 along the divisor D and has C’é’a Kahler cone potential.
Assume that £ is not empty, i.e. there exists a Kéhler-Einstein cone
metric

w, = w +i00yp € €,

with potential ¢ € CE’O‘. The background metric w is either a smooth
Kéahler metric wy or the model metric wp.

Note that the Kahler cone potential of a Kahler-Einstein cone metric
is Cg’l, and indeed Cé’o‘ by the Evans-Krylov estimate of the Kahler-
Einstein equation (2.I0) with Lemma (see Section [A.3.2]).

We can choose ¢, as a metric (not a function!) of the R-line bundle
—(Kx + (1= p8)Lp) and write

Wy, = 1003,.
The metric satisfies the following Monge-Ampere equation:
(2.5) (i00¢,)" = e~ ®, / e ® =c(w)

X
where
® =gy + (1 -5y,

and

¢ = log|s|”

is a positively curved singular hermitian metric (not a function!) on
the line bundle Lp. Notice that the metric ¢4 is in fact smooth on
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the regular part M, by applying the bootstrap method to the complex
Monge-Ampere equations.

We furthermore discuss and write down the equivalent equations
of [235). According to the cohomology condition, the metric e=® is
exactly a volume form. Hence equation (2.5) makes sense. Thanks to

Poincaré-Lelong formula, we have
100y = 2r[D).
Hence up to an normalization, equation (23] is equivalent to the fol-
lowing: ) )
—i09logw]} = i0d¢, + 2m(1 — B)[D].
The two sides of this equation are globally defined, i.e. the equation
which Kahler-Einstein cone metric satisfies.

Conversely, we are given a Kéhler-Einstein cone metric which satis-
fies the equation of currents,

(2.6) Ric(w,) = w, + 27(1 — B)[D].

This equation implies the cohomology relation (2.4]). Using the smooth
metric wy, we have the following equation from the cohomology relation

2.4),

(2.7) Ric(wg) = wo + 100V,
where W/(1 — /3) is a smooth metric on the line bundle Lp. Put
Wo = 265¢0a

and we have the following identity from equation (2Z7).
exp(—¢o — V) = wy,
then
Po =g —p — 5|5|iﬁ
is the metric for the Kéahler form wy. Then combining (2.6]) and (2.7,
we have

n —p—0|s[;’ +U+(1-B) logh
(2.8) Yo _ me-olslPu—(-pp _ € "
: n 2—-283
“o ‘S‘h

Let hg be the smooth function ¥ + (1 — ) log h. In conclusion, under
the smooth background metric wy, it becomes

wg €f<p75|s\iﬂ+h0

(2.9) — = —
wo s[5

We denote

fo = —log(|s[,"") = als[i” + ho.
If we use w as the background metric, the Kéhler-Einstein cone metric
w, = w + 100y satisfies

(2.10) logw] = logw" — ¢ +§.
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Here
n

w w™ _
(2.11) f=fo—log — = —log(—|s|7' =) — 4]s[* + ho.

In particular, one could choose the background Kahler cone metric to
be the model metric w = wp. The estimates of f defined by wp are
useful in the higher order estimates (see Lemma 4.1 in Calamai-Zheng

B])-
Lemma 2.2. f € Cf forany0 < <1 anda < min{% -2, %} 10f|wp,
1s bounded when 0 < § < %

Remark 2.3. The lemmas above follow for all normal crossing divisors
D.

3. THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP IS REDUCTIVE

Now let’s call Aut(X, D) as the set of all holomorphic automorphisms
of X, which fix the divisor D. And assume G is the identity component
of Aut(X, D). Let g be the space of all holomorphic vector fields on X
tangential to D. Fix a Cé’a cone metric #, and then we can consider its
isotropy group Ky of G. The G-orbit O through 6 in £ can be written
as

0 = G/Ky.
Take €4 to be the set of all Killing vector fields on X with respect to 6,
and ¥y is the Lie sub-algebra of g corresponding to Ky in GG. Our goal
is to prove the following;:

Theorem 3.1. Let
Hy:={p € C5" NC=(M)] Doy = —¢},

where Ay is the geometric Laplacian, and M is the complement of D
on X. Set pg :=+/—1¢y, and H(;C = Hy®r C. Then

(i) & = {Y,0lp € V—1Hp} and py = {Y, 0| € Hp}.

(ii) p € HY — Y, € g defines an isomorphism and hence
g =t @ po.

In order to prove above theorem, it is enough to prove the following
two statements: first, given a holomorphic vector field v tangential to
D, we can create a corresponding element

u € 0

second, given an element us € Hy, we can induce a holomorphic vector
field vy € g from uy. We will prove the first statement by solving a 0
equation, and the second statement is proved by applying a Bochner-
Kodaira type formula.
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3.1. Solving 0 equation. We clarify our notations again. Let
Wy 1= Wy, = w + 100y,

be a Kahler-Einstein cone metric with angle 275 along D, with poten-
tial ¢, in C';’a.

Suppose v is a holomorphic vector field on X in T%!(X), or equiv-
alently, a holomorphic (n — 1,0) form with value in —Kx. We define
(n, 1)-form with value in —Kx as

fri=wg A,
and consider the equation:
(3.1) f=0u.

In general, it’s not easy to handle equation (B.I]), even in the L? sense.
However, we have the following proposition when v is tangential to the
divisor. First we claim that f is a closed (0, 1)-current on X.

Lemma 3.2. The (0,1)-current f = w, Av is O closed.

Proof. Tt’s enough to check the following: let U be an open neighbor-
hood around a point p € D, for any smooth (0,n — 2) form W such
that suppW & U, we have

/wg/\v/\aW:O.
X

The convolution ¢, . = x.*¢p, converges uniformly to ¢, locally. Hence
we have weak convergence as

/wg,g/\(v/\ﬁW)%/wg/\(v/\ﬁW).
X X

By integration by parts, we have

/ Iwyge NO) AW =0,
X

for each €. And the result follows.
O

We denote Wh?(wp) the W2 Sobolev space with respect to the
smooth Kéahler metric wy.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose the holomorphic vector field v is tangential
along D. Then there exists a function u € C®(M) N Wh2(wp), such
that u solves equation (3.1)), and the following estimate holds:

(3.2) /|u|26_¢§/H6_¢,
X X

where H = | fli055, is the L* norm of f under the metric w,.



UNIQUENESS OF KAHLER-EINSTEIN CONE METRICS 9

Proof. We can write v = X'd2" locally, where d2' is an (n — 1,0) form

defined by
Az NdZ" = dz' N - Nd2" = dZ,
and X' is a holomorphic function with value in —Kx. Then
wy Av = (Xg,5)dz" NdZ

is an (n,1) form with value in —Kx (note that those coefficients may
differ by a sign, but we ignore this problem here since we only concern
about LP norms).

Notice that, from Lemma B2, 0f = 0 on X shows that

f=wgAv

is a 0 closed (0,1) form, and X is in fact a projective manifold by
the ampleness of —Kx. Then the result follows from a slightly general
version [6] of Hormander’s L? estimate [3], and it’s enough to check
two things: f is in L? 3 and H € L7, satisfies

loc, (0, loc
(3.3) fAf<HiOOP,

in the sense of currents of order zero (measure coefficients).

These conditions are true thanks to the vanishing of the orthogonal
direction of v near the divisor. In fact, we can decompose X! = s-h
near the divisor D, where D = {s = 0} and h is a local holomorphic
function. Then we can check the growth order of f near D as:

fr = X'gr+> Xg;

j>1
(3.4) ~ P28l Al
and for k > 1
e = X191§+2ngﬁ
j>1
(3.5) ~ 7P

where |z!| = r. Hence we have f € L} . and H € L2, since

loc»
f12, < CIfIE,,

where wp is the model cone Kahler metric, and the latter is bounded
since
r* | fi* ~ O(1) and | f]* ~ O(1).

Finally notice that i00® can be written as

i00® = i0d¢, + (1 — B)dp,
where dp is the integration current of D. Therefore we can establish
the inequality:
(3.6) fAf < Hiddp, = HidO®P,
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on M by definition of H. However, the coefficients of f A f has no mass
on the divisor D since f is L7 .. Hence inequality (3.5) actually holds
on the whole X.

O

Remark 3.4. In fact, we can solve the O equation (31) with estimate
(3.3) under even weaker conditions, provided that inequality (3.3) still
holds in the sense of complex measure coefficients positive (1,1) cur-
rents, and the integral on the RHS of equation (3.3) is finite.

Next let’s consider the complex Laplacian operator [, defined with
respect to the Kéhler-Einstein cone metric w,. It can be written as

Ba 82’& _ A

0200z" o
in a local coordinate system. It certainly makes sense to define it
outside of the divisor D, and it also makes sense across the divisor
when u is merely in CE’O‘.

Now we can look at this operator in a different view of point. We
are given a C'§ Kéhler cone metric w. We say a form f in L*(w, ®), if

/ \f|i~e’q’ < +00.
X

Define 0 operator as a closed, densely defined operator between two
Hilbert spaces, with closed range property. That is to say

5 : L?n,o) (wv (I)) -2 L%n,1)<w7 (I))v
where ® is viewed as a positively curved singular Hermitian metric

on the anti-canonical line bundle —Kx. Then there exists its adjoint
operator

Uyu := —g

a;,w : L%n,l)(w7 (I)) -2 L?n,O) (w’ (I))a
which is also a closed, densely defined operator with closed range. How-
ever, there is another way to define the formal adjoint operator of 0,
by doing integration by parts in local coordinate systems.
It can be written as, for any —Kx valued (n, 1) form f,

Of = 9% (waf),
in the distributional sense, and the operator 9% is defined as
(3.7) 0% = e?(0e ) =0 — 0D A -

It’s standard to show 03, = ¢ on the domain of J; . Therefore we
can abuse them and define the other second order elliptic operator as

(3.8) Do u = 05,0u = 0% (widu).

If we put the metric w = w,, then a quick observation [27] is that
these two operators [, and Ug,, coincides with each other on M.
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Hence we can translate the Laplacian equation into two first order
equations:

wyANv = 0Ou
(39) { ga@,v — Dgu,
where in prior, v is a vector field on M.

However, the operator [, is not quite well defined as a global
operator, since it’s not clear that 0 operator has closed range in the L2
space with singular metric w, (it’s proved by the Bochner technique,
which involves one derivative of the metric wy). The key observation
here is that the operator 9%, defined in equation (3.7), is independent
of the metric w. Then it still makes sense to talk about the system of
differential equations like (8.9) on the whole manifold X in the current
sense, and we are going to consider it in a very special circumstance.

Lemma 3.5. Under the same conditions in Proposition [3.3, the fol-
lowing equation holds on X :

(3.10) O%v=u+C,

where C'is some normalization constant. In particular, the function u
is in C%, ie. u € C§ and ou € Cf.

Proof. First note that outside the divisor D, we can write equation
BJ) as
90P N v = Ou.

Then by the commutation relation 020 + 00® = 90®, we derive the
following 0 equation on M:

(3.11) (0%v —u) = 0.

The difference ¢ = 9®v—u is a holomorphic function outside the divisor.
Then a standard theorem (Lemma 1.1, Lecture 5 [3]) implies that & can
be extended across the divisor D, provided 9%v and u are in L? . The
norm ||u||z2 is bounded thanks to the L? estimate (3:2)), and notice
that we can compute 0® on M as:

0P = 0¢, + (1 — 6)%

But h = f—f is a local holomorphic function near a point on the divisor.
Hence the following equation holds on all of X:
s

(3.12) 0<I>/\v:3<bg/\v+(1—ﬁ)?/\v.

Now we can write
0% =F — 0¢, N v,

where F' is a holomorphic function. In particular, 0%v is in L?, and we
even have a better regularity. The singular term can be decomposed
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as follows:

(3.13) Oy Nv = 8% + Z XJ a(bg

The sum on the RHS of above equatlon is a smooth function, and the
first term has the following growth control near the divisor:

¢y, _ 3% 261
Hence, the coefficients of 9%v is in C§ and the Coefﬁcients of 00%v

is in CF. Finally, this shows the difference ¢ is a global holomorphic
function on X, which can only be a constant. U

(3.14) X1$~r50(1); (X!

Next we claim that the function u constructed in Proposition [3.3] is
in the eigenspace A; of the Laplacian operator A, with eigenvalue 1
(the smallest eigenvalue). To see this, we first need a normalization
condition:

(3.15) /Xu e =0.

There are two ways to look at this equation: first, u is a — Ky valued
(n,0) form, which is exactly a function on X, and e~® is a volume form,
so the integral makes sense; second, it is equivalent to write equation

BIH) as
/u/\Ue_q):O,
X

where U is a —Kx valued (n,0) form, which is the representative of
the constant function 1 on X. Then e ~% ; is viewed as the metric on the
anti-canonical line bundle — K'x, and equation (B.I5]) really says that u
is orthogonal to the kernel of 9 operator under the weight e~®. Based
on this normalization, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. Under the same conditions in Proposition [3.3.  If we
normalize the function u as equation (3173), i.e. u Lg ker 0, then the
constant C' appearing in Lemma[33 is zero.

Proof. 1t’s enough to prove the following identity:

(3.16) / I(ve™?®) = / (Ov — 0P Av)e™® = 0.
X X
Let’s first consider a smooth approximation sequence of ®:

. = gy + (1 — B)log(|s[* +ee?),

where ¢ is a smooth positively curved metric on the line bundle Lp.
Then we know @, is decreasing to ®, and i00®. > w, [2§]. Now it’

trivial to see
/ I(ve=®*) = 0.
X

wn
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Then we claim the integrals will converge to | ~ Ov - e~®. Notice that
we can write the integral as

(3.17)
/8(@6‘1’5):/ 8v~eq’f—/ &bg/\veq’f—/ Dlog(|s|*+ee?) Ave <.
X X X X

The first two terms on the RHS of above equation will converges to

/ (Ov — Oy N v) - e ?,

X

by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. But the third term is
the tricky part here.

505 + edpe? o,

(|s]? + €e¥)

505 N\ ve =% n ee¥Op \ve %
(s +ee?)>=7 ~ (|s]> +eev)>?
The first term in the last line of equation (B.I8) is safe since

OsNv=s-h

Olog(|s|* + ee?) A ve e

(3.18) =

for some holomorphic function A locally near the divisor. For the second
term, it’s enough to estimate it locally in the orthogonal direction to
the divisor D. For z! € C, we can compute the following:

/ edz! NAC - /1 rdr
st (PP +e72 Ty (P4

= ce(P71 4+ 0(1))
(3.19) ~ £°
where r = |z!| and ¢ is some uniform constant. Hence the second term

converges to zero when ¢ — 0, which implies the convergence of the
integral, i.e.

)

lim a(v-eq’f):/xa(v-eq’)zo.

e—0 X

g

Remark 3.7. [t’s easy to see that equation (318) holds locally near
the divisor, by considering this integration on a sequence of subdomains
defined as D, = {|s| > €}. Howewver, this integration by parts argument
can not be directly applied to our situation. This is because, on the
one hand, the defining function |s| is not well defined globally; on the
other hand, V|s|, will generate non-parallel directions to the tangential
direction of the divisor.

Now if we combine Lemma and Lemma [B.6 then outside the
divisor D, the function u satisfies

Ugu = u.
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That is to say, the function w is in fact an eigenfunction of [, with
smallest eigenvalue 1 outside the divisor.

Lemma 3.8. Let w, be a Kahler-Einstein cone metric with angle 273
along a smooth divisor D. Suppose u € C§ 1s a function such that the
following things hold:

Ooyu = u,
on M, and
(3.20) / luf2e® < C,
X
with
(3.21) / [Vul? e™® < C,
X

where the norm for the (0,1) form is taken with respect to the cone
metric w,. Then u is in C';’a.

Proof. We will only sketch the proof here. From (B.20) and (3:21]), Sec-
tion 5 in [8] implies that u is a W2 weak solution. Then the Harnack
inequality, Proposition 5.12 proved in [§], implies that u has bounded
C® norm. Thus the conclusion follows from applying Donaldson’s C';’O‘

Schauder estimate to the equation [, ,u = u.
O

Observe that inequality (3:20) is equivalent to say u € L*(®), which
is guaranteed by the Hormander’s estimate (Proposition B.3]). More-
over, the condition Vu € L?(w,, ®) is also true by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. The function u constructed in Proposition [3.3 satisfies

(3.22) / |Oul? e™® < 400,
X g
and
3.23 oul? e® < +00.
Wy
X

In particular, u € Cg’a.

Proof. First observe that for any (0,1) form «, the two norms |a|?,
and |o|2  are equivalent locally near a point on the divisor, where wp
is the standard model cone metric, by the isometric property between
these two metrics. Now we have seen in the proof of Proposition
that

lug| ~r’! and uzl ~ r? for k> 1.
Then we have
(3.24) 0ul?, =" Plug]”+ > Jugl’ ~ O(1).

k>1
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Hence du € L%*(w,, ®). Next noticed that those derivatives on the
tangential directions are all in L*(w,, ®). This is because locally we
can write for all £ > 1

du ou 1 ou Ju 1
o) [ (%) () - | (55) (55 s

by Fubini’s theorem and a convolution argument (compare to Theorem
4.2.5, Hérmander [22]). Then the lemma will follow if we can prove
lu | € L?, since

Oul2, = lua >+ fugl
k>1

But this is true since u € WH2(wy). O

All in all, we conclude as follows.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose there exists a holomorphic vector field v tan-
gential to the divisor D. Then the function u € C’g’a constructed in
Proposition[3.3 satisfies the following equation on X (interpreted as the

linear system (3.9)):
(3.26) Ogu = u.

In particular, u is in the eigenspace Ay of the Laplacian operator A,
with eigenvalue 1.

3.2. Creating the holomorphic vector field. The remaining task
is to prove a theorem “going backwards”. That is to say, to create
a holomorphic vector field from a real valued egienfunction us in the
eigenspace A;. More precisely, when us is chosen as the imaginary part
of the function v € Ay, we want to prove the induced vector field 1 Jus
is holomorphic. Then its real part is a Killing vector field, and this
implies the automorphism group is the complexification of the group
of Killing vector fields, i.e. Aut(X, D)= K€. Then it is reductive.

For any u € Ay, let’s write w = u; + v/—1us, where u; and uy are
real valued functions. We see u; and us also satisfy equation (3.26]) on
M, since the Laplacian operator [, is a real operator for the Kahler-
Einstein cone metric w,. Then the following system of differential equa-
tions holds for the function uy on M:

<3.27) {wg/\vg = 5u2

8‘1’02 = Ug,
Now we want prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11. The vector field vy is a holomorphic vector field tan-
gential to the divisor D.
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First notice that vy has L? coefficients. This is because dus € L2,
and locally in a normal coordinate around an arbitrary point p € M,
we have

val*(p) = haﬁgﬁauzﬁgmum
1
= D olual’
(3.28) < ) ual’

where we used the inequality w, > cw. Then observe that 0%vy € L2
by the second equation of (B:27)). In fact, we can gain more regularities
of v, from u as follows

Lemma 3.12. uy € C';’O‘. In particular, vy € L*(w,, ®) and 0%v €
L?(®).

Proof. By Lemma B9, u € L?*(®) and Vu € L*(w,, ®), which implies
uy € L*(®) and Vuy € L?(w,, P). Hence uy € Cé’a by Lemma 38 [

~ However, the true obstruction is that we don’t know the growth of
Ovy (even L? is unclear!) near the divisor, where the third derivatives
of the potential are involved.

3.3. Cut-off function. In order to circumvent this problem, we need
to invoke a useful cut off function (Lemma 2.2 [4]). First let
n:RT = RTU{0}

be an auxiliary function, which is a non-decreasing smooth function
such that n = 0 when =z < 1 and n = 1 for x > 2 with |1/| and |n”|
bounded. Then define for any € > 0 small,

(3.29) pe := (e log(—log s]})),

where h = e™%, a smooth positively curved hermitian metric on the
line bundle Lp, and we can always normalize |s|? < 1 on X. For the
convenience of readers, we compute its derivatives as follows.

Lemma 3.13. Let 7 = |s|?¢™ be the L* norm of the section. On M,
we can write

_— en’ [0Ys
(3.30) dp. = log 7 <—S )
and
_ OO s |
_ et 2.1 _ /
(3.31) 00pe = —en'y -+ (& =) |

In particular, ||0p:||12(w) — 0 as e — 0.
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Proof. Let K = log 7, and it derivative is
s0(se™”)  0¥s

s|2e=v s

(3.32) K =

The function p. can be written as

p= = 1(¢ log(—log 7)).
Hence take 0, we have

- OK ey [0Vs
882 e L%
== = (22,

which proved equation (3.30). Take 0 again, we have

~ ;1 [0Ys
0. — 8(577?(7))

e L (ST (L (7
(3.33) = n'e K2< . A . +n'ed . :

Compute the last term as

(7(5) - w5 () & (%)
K\ s K? s s K\ s
(3.34) - —%% A (%> + L0,
where we used the commutation relation
0y = 00" + 0¥ 0
in the last equation. Combine equations (B.33) and (3.34), we proved

equation ([B31). And the convergence follows easily, since locally on
the orthogonal direction,

=

Op= N Ope ~ e*wp,
where wp stands for the Poincére metric on the unit disk, which always
has a finite volume. O
The cut off function p. is supported on a small neighborhood
D. = {|sf; < exp(—e?)}

of the divisor, equals to 1 on D, /5. Of course the support converges to
the divisor when ¢ — 0.

Before using these cut off functions to construct an approximation,
let’s first assume that there is sequence of smooth vector fields v., such
that they belong to the following family.

(3.35) V. :={v;0vAw,=0and v=0on D.}.

Then we have the following integration by parts formula for such vector
fields.
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Lemma 3.14. Ifv. € V., then

(3.36) /|51}€\f) eq’:/ \8¢v€|26¢—/ wy Av. NTe” .
X ! X X

Proof. The observation is that ® or 0® only have singularities along
the divisor D. Hence integration by parts works for free, provided one
of the integrand is identically zero in a neighborhood of D. Then we
compute as follows:

—/ Ov. N dv.e ® = /ve/\ﬁq’évgeq’
X X

= / Ve A (wg A ve — 00%v.)e™®
X

3.37 = %0 N O%v.e™® — | w, Av. AT T
( 9
X

X
The first line holds because Ov. is zero on D,, and the last line is
because v, vanishes on D.. Then by the assumption, Ov, is primitive
with respect to the metric wy, which implies
|5vg|f,g = —0v. A Ov..
O
Now if we put x. = 1 — p., then there are two nature ways of ap-
proximating:
Ue = XelU2,
or
Ve = XeU2.
Let’s look at the first approximation u. = (1 — p.)us, and we can define
w. =19 Ju,.
Then w, is indeed in V., and
Pw, = Oyt

Hence Lemma [£.§ implies

(3.38) / |511)€|ige_<I> = / (|0,uc]* — |0u|*)e®.
b be

However, the growth of the Laplacian of the cut off function p. is too
fast near the divisor. (A p. ~ er~?(logr)~2, which is in L? only when
8 < 1/2 and never in L*(®)!). From now on, we assume

Ve = XeU2 € V..

Then let’s invoke the following Bochner type identity for (n,q) forms
with value in certain line bundle L, which goes back to Siu, and refor-
mulated by Berndtsson [3]. Recall that wy is smooth Kahler metric.
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Definition 3.15. Let o, 8 be two differential forms with bidegree (n, q)
with value in a line bundle L. Then

(3.39) To = Cp1Va AT, Awl e ™,
where ¢,_1 = i=9? is q constant to make T, > 0, and v, is the unique
(n —q,0) form associated to « such that
Yo Nwi = a.
Lemma 3.16. The following identity holds.
09T, = i09¢ AT, —2Re(idd;, v)
(3.40) + |07al2, — 103, + 10502,
Now if we take ¢ = ® and w = w,, then i00¢ = w, by Kihler-
Einstein condition on M. The observation again is that integration by
parts works on this identity, for all objects vanishing in a neighborhood

of the divisor(compare to Lemmald8]). Therefore, we have the following
integral equation.

Proposition 3.17. Suppose « is any (n,1) form with value in —Kx,
such that o vanishes in an open neighborhood D. of the divisor. Then

(3.41) / af2, + / a?, = / Baf2, + 10502,

The hope is to apply this Bochner formula to the form o = wy A v..
Then we can estimate the L? norm of Ov., but there are some error
terms on the RHS of equation (341]). Fortunately, they are negligible
in the following sense.

Lemma 3.18. v, — vy in L*(w,, ®) norm, and 0%v. — 0%vy in both
L*(wo) and L*(®) norm. In particular, ||0ps A vo||r2(@) — 0.

Proof. It’s easy to see ||v. — va|2(s,,4) converges to zero when e de-
creases to zero, since it’s controlled by ||xp.v2||12(w,,s), and the measure
of its support D, converges to zero. The latter is also true, since
0% (v —v.) = O(p.va) — 0P A (pev2)
= 0p: Ny + p(Ovg — 0P A vq)
(3.42) = 0p: N\ vy + pus.
Hence
107 (v2 = ve) |2y = 0,

by Lemma [3.13] Now we may take a closer look at the term Odp. A vs.
By Lemma [3.13] again, we can write

(3.43) 0p. N vy = il (@ A vy — O A vz) )

log T
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Put v, = X'dz' +3°, X*dz* locally, we have for j > 1,

X = gﬁéluz + Z gﬁékl@

k>1
~ TPt 01)
(3.44) ~ O(1).
Then the only singular term is
ds A X1
(3.45) SALLN

slogT  rlogr’
where r = |2!]. But
Xt = 911511@ + Z g1E5ku2
k>1
~ 228 Bl 1B O(1)
(3.46) ~ 7P
where we used the condition us € CE’O‘. Finally,

2

€
3.47 Op- Nvol’e™® ~ ————
( ) ‘ Pe U2| e T‘Q(IOgT)Q’
whose L' norm converges to zero when € — 0. U

Lemma 3.19. dp. A Quy — 0 in L7, 5 (wg, D).

Proof. Since w, is isometric to the model cone metric wp, it’s enough
to prove locally near the divisor

(3.48) 10p= A Oual|L2(wp.2) — 0.
We can compute it as
Ope N Quy = Z@,Euﬁ — u,EpJ)dzj A dzF.
j<k
Put Az = pguj — ugp; locally, and then we have

0pe A 8u2|236 T= et Z gf;mgﬁ Az A
j<km<l

= PR+ Y A D Al

k>1 §>1 1<j<k

(3.49) ~ D AR P D AR+ Y Al

k>1 §>1 1<j<k

Now note that dp. = lzg; (% — Ov), which implies for any k > 1

Al = pRUT —URPT
(3.50) ~ e(r® 1 +r(logr)™).
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And |Az| is bounded by € for any 1 < j < k. Therefore,

82

r2(logr)?’

whose L' norm converges to zero when e does.

|0pe A Qual? e ~

O
Equipped with these estimates, it’s ready to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[Z11l. First recall that by definition v, = x.vs, and
note that

(3.51) Ov. Awy = O(xeva Awy) = —0p. A Qua,

which supports on an annuals region near the divisor. Then the Bochner
formula, Proposition [3.17 says
(3.52

)
/ |0v.|2 e ® :/ |8‘I’v€|2e¢—/ wg/\ve/\ﬂee@—i-/ |0v- Awy|2 e ®,
X ! X X X !

by taking o = wy A v.. Notice that the first term ||0%v.||12(9) on the
RHS of equation (B.52) converges to ||ua||r2@) by Lemma[3.I8, and the
last term can be estimated since

(3.53) 002 A wllL2(wy.0) = [10p= A Qusl| L2(uy.2) — 0,
by Lemma 319l Finally we take the limit on both sides

(3.54) ognm/ﬁ&H36¢:/ﬁWPe¢—/ﬁ&@36¢ga
¢ Jx ! X X !

since by Donaldson [I7], every eigenvalue A > 1 for functions in the
space Cé’a. Therefore,

lim/ 0|2 e7® =0
€ X 9
and vy is a holomorphic vector field. 0

3.4. Some identities on Kahler-Einstein cone manifolds.

Lemma 3.20. For any real valued functions p,,( € Cg’a NC>®(M),
assume p, v € Hy, we have

(3.55) Ag(OC, D)y = (00¢, 00¢p)g + (0(AgC), D),

on M. In particular, we have

(Ag +1)(09, 0p)g = (00, 00p)g = (Ag + 1)(Dp, O¢))s,
on M. And the following integral is finite:

(3.56) - / (08¢, DTV 0" — / (0 — (9, D)) EO",
M M
where & := (Ag + 1)C.
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Proof. The first equality is a point-wise computation, so we don’t re-
peat it here. For the integral equality (3.56]), notice that the RHS is
always finite, since @1, (0, d1Y)y and £ are all bounded function on
X thanks to the CE’O‘ condition. Then according to Lemma (2.3) in
Bando-Mabuchi [1], it is enough to prove the following integral equa-
tions hold, and the integrals are finite:

| _ [ coodu) anem = [ ode A Angn
(3.57) /Ms (00%) A /McpfA b Ane,
and

. Ap(OC, 0) g™ = — OC., 0 y0™.
(3.58) /M o NOC, g /M o0C, 00) s

Here we invoke our cut off function x. again, and notice that the LHS
of equation (B.57) is finite. Then we have

lim /M (X£)0(pdp) A"~ = /M E0(pdp) Anf"".

But here we can apply integration by parts before taking the limit as

- /M (0:)D(0) A" = /M D(x.€) A (D) A ™!
(3:59) = /M X0E A (00) A g

+ /goétrg(ﬁxg/\éw)en.
M

This is because we can view the integral is taken on the open subset
D, /3, and then one term in the integrant (x.&) vanishes identically near
9D, /3. Now we can estimate the second term on the last line of above
equation as

/ 0&trg(Oxe A OY)O" = / &trg(Ox= A OY)I" — 0,
M 57D5/2

since
trg(Ox. A OY)O™ ~ e(r?Plogr)~!is L
near the divisor (here we can use the local model metric wp instead
of 6 to compare thanks to the isometric property). Then we proved
equation (B.57) by passing to limit.
For equation ([B.58), the RHS is obviously finite, and we use the cut
off function to approximate as

/ oD (0C, D)o = / Moo 9)(0C, ) 0"
M M
= /M tre (DD + x000)(0C, O) "

(3.60) + / trg(9p A Oxe + Ixe A Dp){(DC, D) gb".
M
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Then we can estimate as before:
| (w0000, 000" = [ (w0006, 00}t 0,
M DE_DE/Q

since (¢, 0Y)y is bounded, and
tro(pd0x.)0" ~ e(r*logr?) ™! is L!

near the divisor. And then
/ trg(Jp A 5)(5)(8(, O)el™ — 0,
M

by the same reason. Therefore, the integral equality ([B.58)) follows by
passing to the limit.

0

4. THE CONTINUITY PATH

Let w be a C§ Kéhler cone metric and let w, be a Kéhler-Einstein
cone metrics which satisfy (ZI0). Additionally, in order to normalise
the Kéhler cone potential ¢, we require it lies in ’H%.

We connect w, with w by the continuity pate ¢(t) satisfying the
equation of currents

(4.1) Ric(wg) = twae + (1 — tw + 27(1 — B)[D].

It is obvious that ¢(t) = 0 is a trivial solution for any 0 < ¢ < 1 and it
is the unique solution for any 0 < ¢ < 1, according to Proposition 411
The trouble is at ¢t = 1, where the linearised operator is

Loyu=ALpu+u

which is no longer invertible and whose coefficient is the Kéahler cone
metric w,. The kernel of L,q) is one to one corresponding to the
holomorphic vector field, according to Section Bl This difficulty is
overcomed in Subsection by extending Bando-Mabuchi’s method
to find a holomorphic transformation p such that

* —_— —_—
prw, =0 = wy,

and the linearised operator is invertible at such new Kéahler-Einstein
cone metric 6.

Recall that the formula of f (see (2.I1)) is

w" _
(4.2) F=—log(—Isli" ™) = dlsfi + ho.
0

Written in the potential level, the continuity path becomes
n

Yo — oty

wn

(4.3)
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under the normalization condition for 0 <t <1,

(4.4) / eIty :/ wr=V.
M M

Using the smooth Kahler metric wy as background metric, we also have

W 2(8-1 28
(4.5) e |S|h(ﬁ* )efmp—5|s\h +ho

we
4.1. Eigenvalues and openness on [0,1).
Proposition 4.1. Suppose that (L3) has a solution ¢(s) att = s for

some 0 < s < 1. Then there exists a small constant € > 0 such that
([@3) has a unique solution on s <t < s+e.

Proof. We denote

n

Yo
(4.6) F(p,t) =log T f+to.

It is a nonlinear operator from C’g’o‘ to C'g. So the linearisd operator is
Lopyu= Aju+tu

?lsolfrom Cé’a to C§. The condition (£4) gives the condition for 0 <
<1

(4.7) /M(<p + tu)wy = 0.

In order to solve the linear equation defined by the linearised oper-
ator, we require the weak solution theory and Donaldson’s regularity
estimate of the linear equation with Kahker cone metric as the coeffi-
cients of the leading term. The details and more information could be
found in Calamai-Zheng [8]. While, the following Proposition tells
that the linearisation equation has no kernel. O

Along the continuity path, the volume form Wiy can be viewed as
a metric on —Kx as

P(t) == —log Wit
Then the Laplacian operator for the metric w,) can be written as
A = 8;2(15)6,
and it can be viewed as an operator acting on (n,0) forms with value
in —Ky. According to Lemma [B.16] the Bochner formula reads as

@) [ o, = [k, [ ek, - [ Rica.a)
X X X X

where « is any (n, 1) form with value in —Kx vanishing on D..
Now we assume that u(t) is an eigenfunction of A, with eigenvalue
A, and we also assume u(t) is real-valued and belongs to the Holder

We(t)
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space Cé’o‘. That is, there exists an (n — 1,0) form v(t) with value in
— K x satisfying

wom Av(t) = du(t),
(4.9) { POty = Aul),

Then we are going to prove the following statement.

Proposition 4.2. For all A < t, there is no such eigenfunction u(t)
for A.

Proof. We assume that u(t) exists for some A < t, and v(t) is defined
as equation (£9). Define

Upe = Xe - 0(t)
and choose o = Ju(t) in the Bochner formula (£¥), we have the fol-
lowing identity

/ \5%,5‘3%(067“” = / \3¢(t)vt,s|iw(t)€*w(t) —/ Ric(wy)) A vpe AT ce ¥
b b b
+ / |5vt75 N Wt |i¢(t)6_w(t)
b
(4.10) < / \3w(t)vt,€|iw(t)e’w(t) — t/ We(r) A Ve ATy e
b be

-+ / |5'Ut75 A Wo(t) |i¢(t)6_w(t).
X

Thanks to Lemma [3.18 and [3.19, we can take the limit when ¢ — 0
as

2 2 —¥(t) _ J 2 —(t)
0 < A /M\u(t)|%(t)e t/M\au(t)\%(t)e

(4.11) = )\()\—t)/ u ()], e " <0.
X

In the last line we used the integration by parts, since u(t), ¢(t) € Cé’a.
Thus we get the contradiction and the poposition follows.

Lemma 4.3. The I — J is non-decreasing along the continuity path.

Proof. Along the path (£3]), we have A, + ¢ +tp = 0. Since ¢ is
C%“, we have the integration by parts, i.e.

d 1
—(] — - _ /A oW
T V/M(p He

1 . .
:V/M(AW)Q—tmgpP%.

Thus from Proposition [£.2], we have

d
—[—-J)>0.
dt< )20
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4.2. Approximation of the continuity path. We now prove the ap-
proximation of the continuity path. Recall that the potential equation
along the continuity path satisfies,

0

under the normalisation condition for 0 < ¢ <1,
(4.13) / |$|i(5—1)6—t¢—6|s\iﬂ+how8 -V
M

From now on, we fix 7 to be a small strictly positive constant which
is less than 1.

Theorem 4.4. Along the continuity path {wyy; 7 < t < 1}, the follow-
ing holds. The path w,y) is the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence
of smooth Kdhler metrics wi’(t) with uniformly bounded diameter and
non-negative Ricci curvature.

Proof. This is an adaption of Theorem 1.1 in [I1] to our continuity
path w,. We omit the index ¢ of ¢(t) in the following proof, since it is
obvious.

Step 1. Since w, is in LP, we choose a sequence of smooth volume
form 7., which L? converges to w,. Then Yau’s resolution of Calabi
conjecture provides a Kahler potential ¢., such that

(4.14) Wh. = Te-

From [25], ¢, has uniform C® bound and thus converges to ¢ in C*
for any o < o as e — 0.
Step 2. Adjusting by a constant such that

(4.15) J N e A B
M

then replacing ¢ on the right hand side of ([AI2]) with ¢, we have

n

(4.16) w—¢n = (‘S‘i + 6)5*1€*t<p675|s\}21'8+h0.
0

Again, Yau’s celebrated work gives a solution )., which satisfies this
equation. Again, from [25], ¢, has uniform C* bound and converges
to 1 in C for any o/ < o as € — 0.

Step 3. We compute the Ricci curvature of wy, . With the formula

S
f+e

(4.17) i00log(f + €) > i00 log f,
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we have

Ric(wy,) = Ric(w) — i0dhg + (1 — B)iddlog(|s|? + €) + tiddp. + §idd|s|>’
= wo — (1 — B)iddlog h+ (1 — B)iddlog(|s|? + €) + tiddp. + 6iD|s|>’
= tw,. + (1 — t)w — (1 — B)iddlog h + (1 — B)idd log(|s|} + e)

2
> tw,, + (1 —t)w — (1 — B)iddlogh + (1 — B) ‘;‘h i00 log |s|}
|s|7 + €
2
> tw,, + (1 —t)w + (1 — B)[—idd log h + il i00 log |s|7].

Is|% + €

2
h

By our choice of h which is a Hermitian metric on [D], we have

ki

4.1 —i00log h
(4.18) 100 log h + S+ e
],

id0log |s|2 > 0.

Thus we have for any € € (0,1
Ric(wy, ) > tw,, > 0.
To sum up, we have proved

Proposition 4.5. The approzimation sequence wy, has non-negative
Ricci curvature.

Step 4. We prove the rough second order estimate of 1. From the
Chern-Lu inequality (see Section F.3.2))

G il k] o
Ay, (logtry, wo — Che) > R 905 — 95,90 Bm(wo)iu
€ Wrpe €/ ——

—Cn + C'tr,,wo.
trwwe wo ¢

Since Ricy, > 0 when 0 <t < 3, we have
Ay, (logtr,, wo— Ctpe) > [— max Rm(wo) + C] - try,, wo — Cn.

Choosing C' = maxx Rm(wg) + 1, we have the lower bound of wy,
try,, wo < C(oscipe).

While, we also have the upper bound

wn
b g, < [0 g " = [(Js o+ P et ]
Thus there is a constant C' (independent of ¢) such that for any € €

(07 1]7

C
4.19 Clwy < wy, < —5———wy.
) (]
Then we have the uniform diameter bound of wy,_ by measuring the
length in a small neighbourhood of D under wy and outside under
wy.- The length outside is bounded by using the inequality above in
conclusion, we arrive at the following proposition.
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Proposition 4.6. For any 0 <t < 1, the approzimation sequences wy,
have uniformly bounded diameter.

Step 5. We show that the limits from Step 2. have the relation,
Yo = ¢ + constant.
In order to prove this identity, we apply the formula

n—1
/X<()Oe - we)<wze - wge) = /X Za(@e - we) A a(@e - we) A %wie A Wzglik.

Cutting out a small neighbourhood Dj for arbitrary o > 0, we have the

RHS
Z / Za(ws - we) A 5(()06 - we) Nwy,
X\Djs
From Step 4, we further have

zc/ 100 — 1) A B(pe — 1) A
X\Djs

While, LHS converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. Thus § is arbitrary, we have
1y = ¢ up to a constant on M.

Step 6. Proposition 2.5 in [I1] tells us that wy, Gromov-Hausdorff
converges to w, as € — 0. Cheeger-Colding [9] implies there is a min-
imising geodesic in M such that its length is close to the diameter of
X. Then when t > 7, w, has diameter bound ,/ mT_l due to Myers’
theorem. Thus we could choose small € such that the sequence has

diameters bounded by 24/ ™= 1 U

The next Sobolev inequality along the continuity path will be used
in this paper.

Theorem 4.7. Let w, lies in the continuity path {wyu); 7™ < t < 1}.
For any 1 < q < m, there ezists a uniform constant A = A(n,q,V, 1)
such that for any w € WhH1(M),

-1
[wllpw,y < AlIVWlg,, + VOlM, W) ™ |wllgw,,)-

1

where the constant p is defined by 1 5T ﬁ =5

Proof. We cite the Sobolev inequality by Croke [15], Gallot [18,19]
and Ilias [23]. Let (M, g) be a m-dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold with Ricci curvature, volume and diameter satisfying

(4.20) Ric > (m —1)kg, Vol(g) >V and diam(M, g) < d.

In which, k£, V > 0, d > 0 are real numbers. For any 1 < ¢ < m, there
exists constant A = A(n, q, k,V, d) such that for any w € Wh4(M, g),

1
”U}Hp;g < AvaHq;g + Vol(M, g) = ”U}Hq;gv
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where the constant p is defined by i + % = %.

When 7 < t < 1, given w € Wh(M,w,), we see that w also stays
in Wha(M, wfo). Then we apply this inequality to the approximation

sequence w’ which have uniformly non-negative Ricci curvature and

©
e

uniform diameter bounded by d = 2m(/™=L. Actually, on the regular

part M, our sequence smoothly converges to ¢ from the construction, so
the conclusion follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem
and the fact that D is a measure zero set. U

4.3. Apriori estimates.

4.3.1. Zero order estimate. We prove the zero order estimate by the
adaption of the De Giorgi iteration, which is an improvement of Propo-
sition 2.8 in [26] by H. Li and the second author.

Proposition 4.8. Assume that we have the following Sobolev inequality
with respect to a Kdhler cone metric w, for any w € WhH(w),

2 < Cs(w)(I[Vwllz + [lwll3)-

We say v is a W2 sub-solution of the linear equation in the weak sense,
i.e. for anyn e C>°,

(4.21) /(81},877)ww" < —/ fnw™.
M M
Moreover, we assume that f € L% with p > 2n and let

] 1/ .
V=0V— —= v W
V Iy ’

then there exits a constant C' depending on the Sobolev constant Cs(w)
with respect to w such that

[

(4.22) sup v < C([[flp+ + l19)-
In which, p* = 22 and all the LP-norms, including in the following

2n+p
proof, are regarding to the mearsure

w™

v
Proof. We denote by u = (0 — k), the positive part of o — k for any
constant k£ and set

A(k) = {z € M|o(z) > k}

where u is positive.

We first substitute n in (4.21]) with v on both sides
(4.23) / |VulPw™ < —/ ufw™.
M M

Then applying the Holder’s inequality to the right hand side, we get
its upper bound

(4.24) |

o - || f

v AR
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In which,
" 2m N mp 1 1
m=2n, 2'=— p'=—  r=-—-
m— 2 m-+p 2 p
We next use the Sobolev inequality with respect to w

2 < Cs(@)(IVull3 + [lull3).

Here the norms are measured with respect to the metric w. The second
term in the right hand side of the Sobolev inequality is bounded by
using the Holder inequality

[

[ullz < l[ulle- - |AGR) [

While, the first term in the right hand side of the Sobolev inequality
is estimated by using (4.24]), which is derived from the equation. Thus
we obtain that

(4.25)  [Jufl3 < Cs(w)( pe o AR+ (a3 - [A(R) 7).
We then show that how to choose a ky such that for any k > ko,

1
4.26 A(k)|= < .
(4.20 AR < g5
In order to choose kg, we separate two cases. On case is
(4.27) 19112 < IVll2.
The right hand side of (£27) is bounded from the inequality (Z.21])
with n = v via applying the Holder inequality to its right hand side,

IVolz < [19ll2]1f1l2-

Thus we have
16ll2 < [If]l> < Virins
The other case is

19112 > IVll2.
The Sobolev inequality immediately implies that
|5]]3- < 2Cs(w)|1o]l5-

We then apply the interpolation inequality to the right hand side of
the inequality above,

22
15113 < 2Cs(w)|1Bll77 |9]157
Thus
- 1 -
[0l < Vi |0fl2- < 2Cs(w) 0]
Combining two cases, we see that

|9]]2 < Cs(

pr 1 [0)-

In which, C5 = Cg(w) + V2% . From the definition,
kol Alko)| < [19]12-
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Thus we choose
kg = C2(Ifllp- + 1811)*(2Cs(w)) %
so that
< 1
- 205(&])

3w

| A(ko)]

and (4.20) is proved.
For any k > kg, we absorb the second term of right hand side of

(4.25)) by the left hand side, when applying (4.20), thus we obtain,
[ulla» < 2Cs(w) - [[fllp~ - [A(R)]".

The inverse inequality follows from the definition of A(h) and u, when
h >k > ko,

L
2%

[ullo« > (h — k) - |A(h)
At last, combining these two inequalities to obtain the iteration in-

equality

(h = k) - JAR) < 2C5(@) - |l |AR)I"
and then applying the iteration lemma (see [20]), we have
A(ko+d) =0
for a constant d = 2Cg(w)|| f||,+. In other words,
0<ky+d
< Co(flly + I7111)(2Cs(@))* +2Cs(@) | Fl-
Therefore, the proposition is proved. U

We then apply the Proposition above to the following equation
(4.28) n—+ Ay > 0.

Corollary 4.9. (Upper estimate) There exists a constant C' depending
on V, n, the Sobolev and Poincaré constant of the background metric
w such that

1
su — — W < C.
MP‘P V/MSO S

Proof. Let ¢ = ¢ — & [}, pw™. The ([@28) is well-defined on the reg-
ular part M, we need to transform it into the integration form. Since
¢ € C2°, the integration by parts, Lemma 2.1 in Calamai-Zheng [S]

provides that (A28)) could be transformed to, for any n € c2e,

(4.29) / (0P, 0n)yw™ < n/ nw".
M M

Thus Proposition implies that there is a constant C' depending on
the Sobolev constant of w such that

1 -
sup — - [ 9w < Olnt 911
M M
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We would prove that ||@||1,, is bounded. Replacing n with ¢ in (4.29),
we have
108112, < nll& ]l

The Poincaré inequality implies that there is Poincaré constant Cp
such that

12115 < CPlIO[5,

While, the Holder inequality gives that

- 10+
1Pl < VE[|#] ]2

Combining all these three inequalities together, we have ||Q||2,, is
bounded, then from the the last inequality, so is ||@||1,,. Therefore,
we have proved (4.9). O

We then apply Proposition to the following equation
(4.30) n— Ay > 0.

Corollary 4.10. (Rough lower estimate) Assume that p € C’;’a and w,
lies in the continuity path {w,w); T <t < 1}. There exists a constant
C depending on sup, _,<; Cs(we), V,n such that

inf o — / ol > —C(1+ |@Flli,), T € [n1]
M M

Proof. Since when ¢ € C>®, we apply integration by parts in Calamai-
Zheng [§], to ([@30), then obtain for any n € C%?,

/ (0, 0n)w,wiy > —n/ Nwg-
M M

We use Propositiond.§| replacing w with w,, and obtain the lower bound
of @ = — 3 [y owp.

For any 7 < ¢t < 1 along the continuity path, we have the Sobolev
inequalities of wy () (Theorem A7) with uniform Sobolev constant, i.e.
the Sobolev constants Cs(w,)) have a uniform bound. Thus we have
obtained the conclusion. U

Proposition 4.11. (Zero order estimate) We are given a small fized
positive number 0 < 7 < 1 to be determined in the proof. There exists
a constant C' depending on 7,V,n, the Sobolev and Poincaré constant
of the fized background metric w, and the uniform Sobolev constant of
wey for T <t <1 e sup, < Cs(wyq)) such that

(4.31) osc(p) < C-(I(w,w,)+1), tel0,1].

Remark 4.12. We do not need the Poincaré constant of w, here.
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Proof. There are two cases.

Case 1. Thanks to the linearised operator of the continuity path is
invertible at t = 0, (Proposition [A.1]), we could choose a sufficient small
0 <t < 7 to have a uniform zero order estimate of the solution ¢ on
0, 7].

Case 2. When 7 <t < 1, putting the upper estimate (Corollary [4.9])
and the rough lower estimate (Corollary EI0]) together, we arrive at

osc (p) < (w,wp) + C - (1+ [|]l1,)-

In order to bound ||@||1,.,,, we calculate

e, = [ folt < [ Jsupg— oz + [ Jsup ol
M M M M M
:Vsup<ﬁ+/ Ppwy, + Vsup @
M M M
< 2Vsup ¢ =2V (I (w,w,) + C).
M

At the last step, we use Corollary [4.9] sup,; ¢ < % / 3 pw" + C again.
In this case, for any 7 < ¢ < 1 the Sobolev constants of w, (Theorem
[4.7) are uniform and depend on 7, V, n.

The bound of I follows from the equivalence of the I and J functional
and the monotonicity of I — J along the continuity path from the
Lemma [4.3] Therefore, the lemma is proved. O

4.3.2. Higher order estimates. In order to derive the second order es-
timate, we follow the proof of Yau’s Schwarz lemma by applying the
Chern-Lu formula [34]. We derive the formula of

A=tr,,w—Co=n—A,p—Co.
We compute,
(4.32) Ay(try, w) = RZg;5 — 9,7 9," Rijir — 97 95" 95"1019,30k 915 -
Here R;3;; is the Riemannian curvature of the background metric w and
Rfoj is the Ricci curvature of w,. The Schwarz inequality implies
(4.33) 95 Okg? 930095 9pg < — (95 9% 9:50190paOn92) (92 955) -
We apply (£.32) and (4.33) to obtain

A C D(tro,w)  gMOwgY 9i50i9% g0
ellogtr,w] = trow (try,, w)?
We Wep

. Rl9i— 97 98 R

1Ty, w

Thus

RY9:7 — 9295 Rijui
try,, w

A, (logtr,, w—Cy) > —Cn+ Ctry,, w.
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Since along the path, we have Ric, > 0 and Rm(w) has upper bound.
Applying the cone maximum principle, we have the lower bound of w,,

try,w < C(oscp, S}\l}) Rijp)-

While, we also have its upper bound

n

W
tr, w, < [w—it'r%w]" = [t w]™.

The Evans-Krylov estimate was proved by Calamai and the second
author in Proposition 4.6 and 4.7 in [§] with an angle restriction till %
Generally, we encourage readers for further reading like [12], [14], [24],
[21] and the references therein.

4.4. Existence of Kéahler-Einstein cone metrics. A byproduct of
Section [4.3lis a proof of the existence of the Kéhler-Einstein cone met-
rics. Ding’s functional [I6] could be generalised to the conic setting,
i.e. for all ¢ € HY,

D,(p) = %/MW"—JW(@),

F(p) = =Dul) = 7 [ fusm +1og(; [ eotn)

Theorem 4.13. When the conic Ding functional is proper, i.e. there
are two positive constants A and B such that for all ¢ € H%,

F,(¢) > AL,(p) — B.
Then there exits a Kdahler-Einstein cone metric.

Proof. When we assume that the conic Ding functional is proper, the
1, — J, functional is bounded along the continuity path. And then the
uniform estimates in the sections above i.e. the zero order estimate in
Section E.3.1] and the higher order estimate in Section could be
applied to the path. Thus the existence follows from the continuity
method. O

The notion of the properness for the smooth Kahler metrics was
introduced in Tian [32].

4.5. Choosing the automorphism. We are given a Kahler cone met-
ric w and an orbit O in the space of Kahler-Einstein cone metrics. Let
0 be a Kéhler-Einstein cone metric in the orbit 0. Then there exists
Ay € C’g’a such that

0= Wy, = W + z85A9
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We minimise the following functional over the orbit, i.e. for any
0eO,
Efw) = I(w,0) — J(w,0)

—— [
M

Proposition 4.14. E(-;w) has a minimiser 0 over the orbit § € O
such that 6 = wy, and \g € C’;’a.

Proof. In order to apply the variational direct method, it suffices to
prove the level set of the £ < r is bounded. That follows from the
apriori estimates including the zero order estimate (Proposition [Z.1T])
and the higher order estimates (Sectiond.3.2]). The former is true since
I — J is bounded and over the whole orbit all metrics have the same
Sobolev constant. While, the latter holds since we have Ricci lower
bound of each Kahler-Einstein cone metric in 6 € O. O

From now on, we use 6 to denote the minimiser. We also denote
Ly = Ny +id.

Lemma 4.15. Let 0 = w), be a minimiser of the function E. Then
we have that

o Yu e Ker(Ly), [, o-u-0"=0,

1
D?*Ey(u,v) :/ (1+§Ag)\9)-u-v-9"

M
= / uwv — [uv— < Ou, Qv >g| - g - 0".
M
Proof. We let o(t) be the one-parameter subgroup generated by the

real part of the holomorphic vector field defined by 1¢ du, which follows
from Section Le.

o(t) = exp(tRe ¥ Ou).
Then there exists p(t) € Cé’a such that
a*(t)0 = 0 +i00p(t)
or
o ()0 = w +i00(Ng + p(t)).
The potential p(t) satisfies

d
p(t =0) =0, @\tzoﬂ(t) =u

and the Kahler-Einstein cone equation

n n _ —p(t
Wro+o(t) = ore ).
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Differentiating this equation on the both sides on t,

dp(t
(4.34) (Drgsoity + 1)% —0.
and taking t = 0, we have the linearisation equation at t = 0,

(Ag + 1)u =0.
Integrating over M with respect to # we arrive at
(4.35) / (Ag + Dud™ = 0.
M
Since u € C2®, using integration by parts (Lemma 2.11 in [8]), we have
(4.36) / ud" =0,
M

Now the E-functional of o*(t)f becomes

E(0*(1)0; ) = — / Mo+ p(DW,

M
Differentiating its both sides on ¢

4
dt

d . d n
== [ GO = [ Ot o) sty TR
using (£.34))
d . d n
(4.37) =/, %p(t)w)\ngp(t) + M()\e + p(t))£p<t)w)\9+p(t)7

evaluating at t =0

iE(U*(t)Q;w)hO:—/ u9"+/ Agud"™,

applying the identity (£30]) above, we obtain the RHS equals

/ )\guen
M

Thus the the first identity follows for any u € Ker(Ly), i.e. Dgu = —u.
We further denote o(s) the one-parameter subgroup generated by
the holomorphic potential v, i.e.
o(s) = exp(Re 1 dv).

Let o(s,t) = o(s)o(t), then there exists Kéhler cone potential p(s,t)
such that

E(o*(t)0;w)

o*(s,1)0 = 0 +i00p(s,t)
or

o*(s,1)0 = w +i99(\g + p(s,1)).
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Thus, p(s=0,t=0) =0,

d
£|t:0p(s,t) = u and £|s:0p(s,t) =0
Differentiating (£.34]) on s again,

Pp(s,t) __ 50p(s,t) ,20p(s, 1)

: < 90 ,00 > s.t) -
st ds gt ety
Then setting t = s = 0 and using the second formula in Lemma [3.20]

we get

(4.38) (Axgtpst) +1)

Pp(s, t)|
dsot T
modulo Ker(Ag+ 1). Similar to (£37),

(4.39) = (Ou, Ov)g = (v, Qu)g

0 . '
EE(O' (s,t)8;w)

) ) §
== [ PR+ [ (o5, 505,08,

We differentiate it again on s,

O?E(0*(s,1)0;w)
0sot

o2 i B ) §
= —/M@P(Sat)%ﬁp(s,t) _/]\4ap(&t)AAe-FP(S,t)%p(S?t)w)\ngp(s,t)
2

9 9 ) 9 )
+/]VI%p(&t)ap(&t)w)\wrp(s,t) /()\9+P(5 ’5))8 Bk P8, E)wh, 4 p(s.0)

) ) §
[ Ot ol 1) 0050 Bt 5P D

and then evaluate at s =t =0,

82E(0*(s,t)9;w)|
Osot s=t=0
o2
= — Masatp(s,tﬂs:t:oﬁ —/MuA)\gve

92
0" Mo=——=p(5,t)]s=t=00"
o [ ot [ Doz, Dlecino
+/ )\guA)\QUQ"
M
82
= —/ P atp(s,t)|st09"+2/Mm)9"
8%p
/)\g 8(8t )|St00"+/M)\guA91)0".
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Recall that both u and v are in Ker(Ly),i.e. Ngu = —u and Agv = —v.
Using (£.39), we rewrite the third term to be

/ )\9 (8u, 0v>9«9”.
M

And similarly, the first term is reduced to
1
- / L (0w, v)g + (B0, Buo)0".
M2

The integration by parts (Lemma 2.11 in [8]) further implies that the
first term could also be transformed as

—/ uvl".

M

—/ Apuv0™.
M

Thus, adding these terms together, we arrive at

RHS:/ uv@”+/ Ag(@U,@U}gB"—/ Aouv0™.
M M

M
In conclusion, the second identity in the lemma follows directly by
integration by parts. O

The fourth term becomes,

4.6. Bifurcation at t = 1. The following existence, uniqueness and
regularity of the linear equation with respect to the Kéahler cone met-
rics in Calamai-Zheng [8] is fundamental when applying the implicit
function theorem. The general linear elliptic equation was considered,

(4.40) {Lv g5 +bv+cv = f+ 0k in X\ D,

v = vgon 0X
in the pair (X, D). Here X is the boundary of X, ¢¥ is the inverse
matrix of a C'§ Kéhler cone metric w and suitable conditions on the
coefficients b, ¢, f, h', vy are given. Note that both b* and 9;h* are un-
derstood as vectors (not functions).

In [8], the general linear elliptic equation was solved on the manifolds
with boundary and the proof used Schauder estimate in Donaldson [17].
But here we only need the theory on the manifolds without boundary
and the coefficients

(4.41) b'=h'=0,c=1and f € C§.
Le.
(4.42) Lv=g¥v; +v=fin M.

The following is from Proposition 5.21 in [§].
Proposition 4.16. There exists a Cé’o‘ solution of (442)) with data as

(E).
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In later application, the coefficient g is a Kahler-Einstein metric. So
the kernel of this linear equation (4£.42)) generates a holomorphic vector
field as proved in Section

Now we continue our proof of the bifurcation.

Proposition 4.17. Let 0 = w), be the minimiser of E(-;w) and be the
end point of the continuity path i.e. (1) = Ng. If Hessian of E(-;w)
at 0 is strictly positive definite, i.e.

D?Ey(u,u) > e/ u?om
M
for some € > 0, then there exists § > 0 such that the continuity path is
solvable for any t € (1 — 9, 1].
Proof. We now write the continuity path as the fully non-linear oper-

ator from C’g’o‘ to Cf,

Wo

©(t, ) =log T+t — .

We denote Hy the kernel space of the linearisation operator
Ly = Ny +id.

The whole space CE’O‘ is decomposed into the direct sum of Hy and its
orthogonal space Hy. From Lemma [LT5, N\ € H;".

The path ¢ — Ay is then decomposed into
o — Ao =l + "

While, we let P denote the projection from C’g’a to Hy and decompose
the linear operator ® into two parts.
We first consider the vertical part,

wn
(el ph) = (1= P)llog 225 — b (o + 1),

It vanishes at
(t, ¢, o) = (1,0,0),

since # is a Kahler-Einstein cone metric. Meanwhiles, its derivative on
ot at (1,0,0) is for any u € Hy,

5ipl(bl |(1,0,0) (U) = Agu + u,

which is invertible from Hj to itself, according to the existence theorem
(Proposition [LT6]). Therefore, we are able to use the implicit function
theorem on Cé’o‘ space to conclude that there is small neighbourhood
U near

(ta 90”) = (17 O)
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such that
ot U C(1—1,1] x Hy — Hy,
(t, 1) = (. 1)
solves
(4.43) O (t, ¢l ot (t, ol)) = 0
when (¢, ¢ll) € U. Moreover,

©™(1,0) = 0.

We further compute the full derivative of ®* at (¢, ll) = (1,0). Let
¢l (s) € U with parameter 0 < s < 0 and

Al (s)

(4.44) ol(s =0)=0, s |ls=0 = u € Hy.
We have
Od+ ol N ol N oyl
0= s (1- P)[Ago(g + g1 (g)) + 101 (E)]
and at s =0, t =1, using Lyu = 0,
0P+ L L
0= = (1= P)[—u+ Do(d,197 [(1,0)(w)) + 01907 |(1,0)(w)]

Js
=(1- P)[L0(5wll¢l|(1,o) (u))]-

Since both the imagine of 1 — P and Ly are in Hy, and
580||g0l U C (1—7’,1] XHQ—)Hel,

we conclude that at ¢t = 1 and ¢!l =0,

(445) 5Lp\\g0l‘(170) (U) = O,VU € H,g.
Meanwhile, we differentiate (£43) on ¢,

0P+ Ot Ot

—— =(1-P)A,——+ X+ o +1—— =0.

T e T A "
and evaluate at t = 1 and ¢!l = 0,
0P+ Ot

4.4 = (A 1)—/— =0.
(4.46) 5 l10) = (Do +1) ot [(1,0) + Ag =0

We next consider the horizontal operator on the finite dimensional
space Hy,

wn
ol(t, pll) = Pllog 2eteltertel) gy g ol

wn
Then, at t = 1 and ¢l = 0,

0ol Opt
ﬁ (1,0) = (P[Awﬁ] + (,0”)|(170) =0.
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Also, ®ll vanishes at ¢ = 1 for any ¢l € Hy, i.e.
(1, ¢l) =0,

since at t = 1, all Kéhler-Einstein cone metrics are the solution of the
nonlinear equation. Then we consider the modified functional

5 q;ll(t (pll)
ol oy = 2+ /
We could see that as ¢t — 1,

ool Ot
ot = PloeTr ot

Again, we use the family of ©(s) defined in (ZZ4), its derivative on ¢!
is

&)”(1,@”) ]+ oll.

(4.47)
o -~ dp l &p' Ot atpll
—Z ol I - _ -
ascb (1,¢"(s)) P < 00[- s +5¢n90 <8 )], 00—~ BT >+ D5

Then let this derivative evaluates at s = 0 and use (£.45) to the first
term, we have for any u € Hy,

~ Il
(448)  (0a¥)an() = (04500 w)

1
=—-P< 66u,8686it|(1,0) >0 +u.

So for any v € Hy,

1

. ~0p
<5go||q)”|(1,0)<u)7 U)LQ(G) = / uv — v < 88u 66 |(1 0) >0 0",
M

ot
We apply ([B.56), (4.40) and the proof of Lemma [£.15],

RHS = / wv + [uv— < Ou, dv >¢](Lg + 1)%90l\(1,0)9"
M
:/ uv — [uv— < Qu, Qv >g| - Ng - 6"
M

= D2E9 (u, U).
Finally, from Lemma

1
D?Ey(u,v) = / (14 =DpXg) -u-v-6".
M 2

From the assumption that Hessian of E(-;w) at @ is strictly positive
definite, i.e.

D?Ey(u,u) > e/ u?0".
M
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Since u € Hy, i.e. Ngu = —u, noting that u € C>*, we get by integra-
tion by parts,

(4.49) / Ouf20" = / w20,
M M

Thus the bilinear form D?FEj is coercive on the Hilbert space Hy under
the norm W12(6). Actually, Hy is finite dimensional, since its element
is ono-to-one corresponding to the holomorphic vector field and the
set of holomorphic vector fields is finite dimensional. Meanwhile, there
exists a constant C' depending on # such that,

D*Eg(u,v) < C|lullwrz) - ||v]|lwr20)

for all u,v € Hy. Then the Lax-Milgram theorem implies there is a
unique weak solution u,, € Hy such that

D?Ey(tty, v) =< w,v >y12(g)

for all w,v € Hy. The regularity of u,, is achieved by first applying the
Hanarck inequality (Proposition 5.12 in [§]), then using Donaldson’s
Schauder estimate. Therefore, from the relation

(5@\&3”|(170) (u), 'U)LQ(Q) = DQEg(’LL, ’U),
the linearisation operator 5@@”“1,0) is invertible from Hy to itself.

Then we are able to apply the implicit function theorem to &)”(t, ol
over Cé’o‘ to find a solution ¢l (¢) € C'é’a with ¢t € (1 — 7,1] such that

o ®l(1,l(t)) =0,
e (1) =0.
Thus the original nonlinear equation is solved as
(1, 0(1), 0t (1,6l (1)) = 0.
And moreover,
p(t) =X + (1) + o7 (1)
is the solution to the continuity path on ¢t € (1 — 7, 1] with

e(1) = Ao

4.7. Proof of the main theorem.

Proof. The proof is paralleling to Bando-Mabuchi [I]. We are given a
Kéahler cone metric w. We assume that there are two orbits O; and
Oy. We minimise E(-,w) at 6; in Oy, consider the linear segment

wi = (1 —€)w + €bs.
We let E¢ = E(-,wf). Since
01 = w + 100Ny, = wi + 100Ny, = (1 — €)w + €61 + 100N, ,
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we have \j = (1 —€)Ag,. So

D*Ey, (u,v) = /

M

1
:(1—6)/(1—|——A91)\91)~u-v~9?+6/ u-v-07.
M 2 M

1
(1+ 5&91)\51) cu v - 07

Then
D*Ej (u,u) = (1 — €)D*Ep, (u,u) + 6/ u?0} > 0.

M
Here D?Ey, (u,u) is non-negative, since ) is the global minimiser in
O;.

Then we minimise F(-;wf) at 0y in Oy, consider the linear segment
ws = (1 — €)w] + by

and let ES = E(-,ws). Again, D?(ES)g,(u,u) is also strictly positive
definite.

So, choose w§ to be sufficient close to w{ and choose 6 to be also
close to 6. Then D?*(E5)p:(u,u) is again strictly positive definite.

We now are able to construct two continuity paths connecting w$
to both 65 and 6%, according to the bifurcation (Proposition [L.I7]),
the openness (Proposition 1)) and the apriori estimates (Section F.3]).
But again, the openness (Proposition [.]) implies the solution has to
be unique so O; = Os. O

REFERENCES

[1] Shigetoshi Bando and Toshiki Mabuchi, Uniqueness of Finstein Kdhler metrics
modulo connected group actions, Algebraic geometry, Sendai, 1985, Adv. Stud.
Pure Math., vol. 10, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987, pp. 11-40.

[2] Robert Berman, Sébastien Boucksom, Philippe Eyssidieux, Vincent Guedj, and
Ahmed Zeriahi, Kdhler-Einstein metrics and the Kdahler-Ricci flow on log Fano
varieties, arXiv:1111.7158.

[3] Bo Berndtsson, An introduction to things 0, IAS/Park City Mathematics Series
(2008).

. L? extension of O closed forms, arXiv:1104.4620.
, A Brunn-Minkowski type inequality for Fano manifolds and some

uniqueness theorems in Kdhler geometry, Invent. Math. 200 (2015), no. 1,
149-200.

[6] Z. Blocki, Cauchy - Riemann meet Monge-Ampére, Bulletin of Mathematical
Sciences 4 (2014), no. 3, 433-480.

[7] Simon Brendle, Ricci flat Kdhler metrics with edge singularities, Int. Math.
Res. Not. IMRN 24 (2013), 5727-5766.

[8] Simone Calamai and Kai Zheng, Geodesics in the space of Kdhler cone metrics,
I, Amer. J. Math. 137 (2015), no. 5, 1149-1208.

[9] Jeff Cheeger and Tobias H. Colding, On the structure of spaces with Ricci
curvature bounded below. II, J. Differential Geom. 54 (2000), no. 1, 13-35.
[10] Ivan A. Cheltsov and Yanir A. Rubinstein, Asymptotically log Fano varieties,

Adv. Math. 285 (2015), 1241-1300.



44

[11]

[12]

[13]

[22]

[23]

[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]

LONG LI AND KAI ZHENG

Xiuxiong Chen, Simon Donaldson, and Song Sun, Kdhler-Einstein metrics on
Fano manifolds. I: Approximation of metrics with cone singularities, J. Amer.
Math. Soc. 28 (2015), no. 1, 183-197.

, Kdhler-Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. II: Limits with cone angle
less than 27, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 28 (2015), no. 1, 199-234.

, Kdhler-Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds. III: Limits as cone angle
approaches 2w and completion of the main proof, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 28
(2015), no. 1, 235-278.

Xiuxiong Chen and Yuanqgi Wang, On the regularity problem of complex Monge-
Ampére equations with conical singularities, arXiv:1405.1021.

Christopher B. Croke, Some isoperimetric inequalities and eigenvalue esti-
mates, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 13 (1980), no. 4, 419-435.

Wei Yue Ding, Remarks on the existence problem of positive Kdhler-Einstein
metrics, Math. Ann. 282 (1988), no. 3, 463-471.

S. K. Donaldson, Kdhler metrics with cone singularities along a divisor, Essays
in mathematics and its applications, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012, pp. 49-79.
Sylvestre Gallot, Inégalités isopérimétriques et analytiques sur les variétés rie-
manniennes, Astérisque 163-164 (1988), 5-6, 31-91, 281 (1989) (French, with
English summary). On the geometry of differentiable manifolds (Rome, 1986).
, Isoperimetric inequalities based on integral norms of Ricci curvature,
Astérisque 157-158 (1988), 191-216. Colloque Paul Lévy sur les Processus
Stochastiques (Palaiseau, 1987).

David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of
second order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint
of the 1998 edition.

Henri Guenancia and Mihai Paun, Conic singularities metrics with prescribed
Ricci curvature: the case of general cone angles along normal crossing divisors,
arXiv:1307.6375.

L. Héormander, Introduction to Complex Analysis in Several Variables, North-
Holland, 1990.

Said Ilias, Constantes explicites pour les inégalités de Sobolev sur les variétés
riemanniennes compactes, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 33 (1983), no. 2, 151—
165 (French).

T. Jeffres, Rafe Mazzeo, and Y. Rubinstein, Kdhler-Einstein metrics with edge
singularities, arXiv:1105.5216.

Stawomir Kolodziej, The complex Monge-Ampere equation, Acta Math. 180
(1998), no. 1, 69-117.

Haozhao Li and Kai Zheng, Kdhler non-collapsing, eigenvalues and the Calabi
flow, J. Funct. Anal. 267 (2014), no. 5, 1593-1636.

Long Li, On the Spectrum of weighted Laplacian operator and its application
to uniqueness of Kdhler-Einstein metrics, Math. Ann. 362 (2014), no. 3, 1349-
1378.

, On the uniqueness of Kdhler-FEinstein cone metrics, arXiv 1402.4049.
Long Li and Kai Zheng, Uniqueness of constant scalar curvature Kdhler metrics
with cone singularities, I: Reductivity, ArXiv:1603.01743.

, Uniqueness of constant scalar curvature Kdahler metrics with cone sin-
gularities, II: Bifurcation, Preprint.

Jian Song and Xiaowei Wang, The greatest Ricci lower bound, conical FEinstein
metrics and the Chern number inequality, arXiv:1207.4839.

Gang Tian, Kdhler-Finstein metrics with positive scalar curvature, Invent.
Math. 130 (1997), no. 1, 1-37.




UNIQUENESS OF KAHLER-EINSTEIN CONE METRICS 45

[33] Gang Tian and Xiaohua Zhu, Uniqueness of Kdhler-Ricci solitons, Acta Math.
184 (2000), no. 2, 271-305.

[34] Shing Tung Yau, A general Schwarz lemma for Kdhler manifolds, Amer. J.
Math. 100 (1978), no. 1, 197-203.

, On the Ricci curvature of a compact Kdhler manifold and the complex
Monge-Ampére equation. I, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 31 (1978), no. 3, 339-
411.

[36] Kai Zheng, Kdhler metrics with cone singularities and uniqueness problem,
Proceedings of the 9th ISAAC Congress, Krakéw 2013, Current Trends in
Analysis and its Applications, Trends in Mathematics, Springer International
Publishing, 2015, pp. 395-408.

[35]

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, MCMASTER UNIVERSITY,
1280 MAIN STREET WEST, HAMILTON, ON L8S 4K1, CANADA
E-mail address, Long Li: 1ilong@math.mcmaster.ca

MATHEMATICS INSTITUTE, UNIVERSITY OF WARWICK, COVENTRY, CV4 TAL,
UK
E-mail address, Kai Zheng: K.ZhengQwarwick.ac.uk



	1. Introduction
	2. Kähler cone metrics
	2.1. Energy functionals
	2.2. Kähler-Einstien cone metrics

	3. The automorphism group is reductive
	3.1. Solving  equation
	3.2. Creating the holomorphic vector field
	3.3. Cut-off function
	3.4. Some identities on Kähler-Einstein cone manifolds

	4. The continuity path
	4.1. Eigenvalues and openness on [0,1)
	4.2. Approximation of the continuity path
	4.3. Apriori estimates
	4.4. Existence of Kähler-Einstein cone metrics
	4.5. Choosing the automorphism
	4.6. Bifurcation at t=1
	4.7. Proof of the main theorem

	References

