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EINSTEIN EQUATIONS FOR A METRIC COUPLED TO A TRACE-FREE

SYMMETRIC TENSOR

DANIEL J. F. FOX

Abstract. There are described equations coupling a completely symmetric conformal Killing or Codazzi
tensor to the Einstein equations for a metric, in a manner analogous to that used to obtain the Einstein-
Maxwell equations by coupling a two-form to the metric. Examples of solutions are constructed from mean
curvature zero immersions, affine spheres, isoparametric polynomials, and regular graphs. There are deduced
some constraints on the scalar curvature of the metric occurring in a solution. Along the way, there are
reviewed Weitzenböck formulas, vanishing theorems, and related results for conformal Killing and divergence
free Codazzi tensors.
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1. Introduction

The paper considers consistent couplings of the Einstein equations for a pseudo-Riemannian metric with a
completely symmetric tensor ωi1...ik

. The couplings are defined for a class of tensors that includes trace-free
Codazzi tensors and conformal Killing tensors. For example, for a trace-free symmetric tensor ωi1...ik

=
ω(i1...ik) that is Codazzi, meaning D[iωj]p1...pk−1

= 0, the resulting equations have the form

Rij − 1
2Rhhij + n−2

2n κhij = c
(

ρ(ω ? ω)ij − 1
2 |ω|2hhij

)

,(1.1)

where c is a constant, κ is a function, ρ(ω ? ω)ij = ωi
p1...pk−1 ωjp1...pk−1

is the Ricci trace of the Kulkarni-
Nomizu product ω ? ω, and Rij and Rh are the Ricci and scalar curvature of the Levi-Civita connection D
of hij . What is important about the constant c is its sign, as its modulus can be absorbed into the tensor ω;
see Remark 5.8. It follows from the differential Bianchi identity and the Codazzi condition on ωi1...ik

that κ
must be constant.Note that (1.1) is equivalent to

Rij − cωi
p1...pk−1 ωjp1...pk−1

= κhij .(1.2)

In the form (1.1), the right-hand side can be viewed as a stress energy tensor and n−2
2n κ can be regarded as

a cosmological constant.
Equations such as (1.1) can be seen as formal analogues of the Einstein-Maxwell equations, with a com-

pletely symmetric tensor coupled to the metric in place of a two-form. The equations (1.1) are a special
case of the more general equations (5.21) discussed in detail in Section 5, that allow for coupling also with
a trace-free conformal Killing tensor and a relaxation of the Codazzi condition. (For expository simplicity
the discussion here in the introduction focuses on (1.1).)
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2 DANIEL J. F. FOX

One reason for considering conformal Killing and trace-free Codazzi tensors is that on an oriented Riemann
surface these are exactly the real parts of holomorphic vector fields and holomorphic k-differentials [27].

The expression (ω ? ω)ijkl can be viewed as a curvature term, and Lemma 5.10 shows that a metric h
and a tensor ω as in (1.1) such that the modified curvature Rijkl − 1

4 (ω ? ω)ijkl is projectively flat, meaning
it solves

Rijkl − c(ω ? ω)ijkl = − κ
n(n−1) (h ? h)ijkl ,(1.3)

for some c ∈ R, yield a solution of (1.1). (Because when n = 3 the module of trace-free curvature tensors is
empty, in the n = 3 case the equations (1.1) and (1.3) are equivalent, meaning that h and ω solve (1.3) for
c ∈ R if and only if they solve (1.1).)

The relation of the equations (1.3) to the equations (1.1) is parallel to the relation, to which it specializes
when ω is identically zero, between constant sectional curvature metrics and Einstein metrics.

Section 6 records examples of solutions of the equations (5.21) and (1.3). The equations for a mean
curvature zero nondegenerate immersion of a hypersurface in a pseudo-Riemannian space form and the
equations for an affine sphere are special cases of the equations (1.3). In these cases the tensor ω is,
respectively, the second fundamental form or the cubic form of the immersion. In both these contexts, a
solution (h, ω) to the equations (1.1) can be viewed as a more general geometric structure, not necessarily
induced via an immersion. These examples show that, at least for k ≤ 3, solutions to (5.22) abound, although
it should be remembered that the basic existence result for affine spheres, due to Cheng and Yau is highly
nontrivial. (That the general formalism recovers in the k = 2 and k = 3 cases these well-known geometric
settings serves also as a useful consistency check on the sometimes involved preliminary computations in
Sections 3 and 4.)

Lemma 6.8 shows that on any compact simple Lie group solutions to (1.1) can be constructed from
invariant polynomials on its Lie algebra. These solutions show that (1.1) admits nontrivial solutions in
arbitrarily high dimensions for arbitrarily large k.

If h is Euclidean, so flat, the curvature terms in (1.1) vanish, and there remains a purely algebraic equation
for the tensor ω. When k = 3, a harmonic cubic polynomial solving the algebraic part of (1.1) can be viewed
as the structure tensor of a nonassociative algebra, and from this point of view it can be seen that solutions
abound, as the author has shown in [26, section 8] and [28, 29]. Here there are described two constructions
of algebraic solutions that work for larger k. First, Theorem 6.12 shows that all isoparametric polynomials
yield solutions. Second, Lemma 6.14 shows that such a solution is associated with every k-regular graph.

General existence theorems are not studied here, but Section 8 describes a priori constraints on solutions of
the restricted system (1.3) when h is Riemannian. Such results are motivated by and generalize results about
immersed submanifolds that go back to Calabi [7], in the context of affine spheres, Simons in the context
of minimal immersions in spheres [53], and Cheng-Yau [15, 63] in the context of hypersurfaces of various
kinds, as well as many others. The general pattern of such results is as follows. There is a Weitzenböck
identity for the Laplacian of the squared-norm of a tensor satisfying some partial differential equation (here
ω). Depending on the signs of some curvature terms there are two general classes of results. One uses refined
Kato inequalities and sharp algebraic bounds on quadratic terms to obtain a differential inequality that, via
a sort of argumentation developed most prominently by Calabi and Cheng-Yau, yields an upper bounds on
|ω|2 that can be interpreted as an upper bound on the scalar curvature of h (working harder along the same
lines one could obtain an upper bound on the Ricci curvature of h). The second follows arguments from
Simons [53], and integrates the Weitzenböck formula to obtain integral bounds on |ω|2. In both cases the
results along these lines obtained here are reported in Section 8.

Theorem 8.5 shows that if h is a complete Riemannian metric on a manifold of dimension n > 2 which
with a trace-free Codazzi tensor ω solves (1.3) for c > 0 and κ ∈ R then

(1) If κ ≥ 0 then ω is identically zero, and h is a metric of constant sectional curvature.
(2) If κ < 0 then the scalar curvature Rh = c|ω|2 + κ of h is nonpositive.

In the special case corresponding to the context of the cubic form of a complete hyperbolic affine sphere,
Calabi [7] showed the nonpositivity of the Ricci curvature. It seems reasonable to expect that, perhaps with
some additional conditions, the nonpositivity of the scalar curvature in Theorem 8.5 can be improved to
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nonpositivity of the Ricci curvature. The remaining technical issue is to extend to k > 3 certain tensorial
identities used in Calabi’s argument for k = 3.

The proof of Theorem 8.5 requires the Weitzenböck formulas and refined Kato inequalities for trace-free
Codazzi tensors and conformal Killing tensors described in sections 3 and 7 and a result of Cheng-Yau on
the growth of solutions to a differential inequality of the form ∆u ≥ Bu1+σ − Au. These results should be
understood as generalizations of results for holomorphic tensors on surfaces and as a counterparts to classical
vanishing theorems for holomorphic symmetric tensors due to Kobayashi [35, 36].

Theorem 8.6 is the integral bound parallel to that of Theorem 8.5 for solutions of (1.3). Its k = 2
case recovers an integral estimate of the scalar curvature of a compact mean curvature zero hypersurface
in a round sphere due to J. Simons [53], while its k = 3 case recovers the analogous integral estimate for
the scalar curvature of a compact mean curvature zero Lagrangian submanifold of a constant holomorphic
sectional curvature Kähler manifold due to B.-Y. Chen and K. Ogiue [13]. The corresponding result for
k > 3 obtained here is not sharp, as are the results for k ≤ 3, because certain inequalities for norms of
tensors used in intermediate steps that are sharp for k ≤ 3 can be improved when k > 3. Even when k ≤ 3,
the method of proof, uniform in k and not supposing an immersion in an ambient space, seems a conceptual
improvement.

Section 2 describes background material. Section 3 describes Weitzenböck formulas for trace-free Codazzi
and conformal Killing tensors. Most of the material recounted in sections 3 and 4 was presented in the
author’s [26, section 6]. In any case, much of this material has been obtained before or since by others
in various forms; see in particular [56], [51], [33] and [31]. It is presented here to make the exposition
self-contained, because notations differ substantially between different authors, and because the cases of
trace-free Codazzi and conformal Killing tensors can be given a uniform treatment and this seems clarifying.

The Weitzenböck identities are needed here for showing in full generality the the equations (5.21) gener-
alizing (1.1) that are considered here are well formulated, and for understanding when their hypotheses are
nontrivial. This is described in Section 5. They are needed also to obtain the estimate leading to Theorem
8.5. In the proof of Theorem 8.5 there are needed the refined Kato inequalities for trace-free Codazzi and
conformal Killing tensors described in section 7. As is explained there, these can be deduced from general
results in [8] and [6] (see also [34]), but considerable work is required to translate general representation
theoretic statements into the concrete contexts here, and it is simpler to give the direct proofs recorded here.

The Weitzenböck identities presented here were found by the author in [26], and have been treated
independently in [33] (there are notational differences because of different curvature conventions and because
here identities are written for symmetric tensors that are assumed trace-free). These Weitzenböck identities
serve to deduce for conformal Killing tensors and trace-free Codazzi tensors vanishing theorems that are of
independent interest and which are summarized as Corollary 4.5. This objective was incompletely realized
in [26], where there was obtained the partial result recalled here as Theorem 4.3. For conformal Killing
tensors of rank k = 2 this partial result coupled with a theorem of Berger-Ebin [1] is enough to deduce the
vanishing theorem under the desired hypotheses of nonnegative or nonpositive sectional curvature, but for
k > 2 the author then did not see some step necessary to make the argument work and the desired vanishing
theorems for trace-free Codazzi and conformal Killing tensors were reported in [27, Corollary 3.1] only for
surfaces. For trace-free Codazzi tensors the desired result for all k has recently been proved [51, Corollary
1] along the lines similar to those taken here. For conformal Killing tensors the desired result for all k was
obtained in [20] based on a different line of argument. In [33] an elegant proof was given for conformal Killing
tensors based on the Weitzenböck formulas, and that proof adapts immediately to give the corresponding
(for nonnegative sectional curvature) vanishing theorem for trace-free Codazzi tensors.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper M denotes a connected, smooth manifold of dimension n. The abstract index
conventions in the sense of Penrose [46, chapter 2] are used; see also [61]. With these conventions indices
are labels indicating tensor type and symmetries and do not refer to any local frame. Let hij be a pseudo-
Riemannian metric with Levi-Civita connection D. Indices are raised and lowered using hij and the dual
symmetric bivector hij defined by hiphpj = δj

i. The inner product on a tensor module used here is always
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that defined by complete contraction with hij , 〈α, β〉 = αi1...ik βi1...ik
, which generally differs from the metric

induced by that on T M by a constant factor that depends on the symmetries of the tensors considered.
The curvature Rijk

l of D is defined by 2D[iDj]ωk = −Rijk
pωp for ωi ∈ Γ(T ∗M). The curvature tensor

Rijkl = Rijk
phpl ∈ Γ(MC(T ∗M)) is defined by lowering the last index. The Ricci and scalar curvatures of

h are defined by Rij = ρ(R)ij = Rpij
p and Rh = hij ρ(R)ij . The submodule of ⊗4V∗ corresponding to the

lexicographic filling of the Young diagram with two rows of two boxes is

MC(V∗) = {Yijkl ∈ ⊗4
V

∗ : Y[ij]kl = Yijkl = Yij[kl] ,Y[ijk]l = 0}.(2.1)

that comprises the tensors Yijkl having metric curvature tensor type. If Rijk
l is the curvature tensor of the

Levi-Civita connection of a pseudo-Riemannian metric hij , the tensor Rijkl = Rijk
phpl takes values in the

vector bundle MC(T ∗M).
The space Pol(V) of polynomials on the vector space V comprises those functions on V that are polyno-

mials with respect to any choice of coordinates x1, . . . , xn such that dx1, . . . , dxn is a parallel frame with
respect to the affine structure on V determined by the lines in V. The centroaffine structure on V induces a
graded algebra structure, Pol(V) = ⊕k≥0Pol

k(V), where Pol
k(V) denotes the subspace of polynomials which

are homogeneous of degree k with respect to dilations centered on the origin. The graded symmetric algebra
S(V∗) = ⊕k≥0Sk(V∗) of finite linear combinations of completely symmetric covariant tensors on V is canon-

ically isomorphic to Pol(V) via the linear map sending ω ∈ Sk(V∗) → P ω(x) = ωi1...ik
xi1 . . . xik ∈ Pol

k(V).

Polarization yields the inverse linear map sending P ∈ Pol
k(V) → ωP

i1...ik
= 1

k! Di1
. . . Dik

P ∈ Sk(V∗). The

product α ⊙ β of α ∈ Sk(V∗) and β ∈ Sl(V∗) such that P αP β = P α⊙β is given by the symmetrized ten-
sor product (α ⊙ β)i1...ik+l

= α(i1...ik
βik+1...ik+l). For a constant nondegenerate symmetric tensor hij on V,

or, what is the same, a pseudo-Riemannian metric on V parallel with respect to the standard flat affine
connection D, define

tr(ω)i1...ik−2
= ωi1...ik−2p

p, h(ω) = h ⊙ ω = h(i1i2
ωi3...ik+2),(2.2)

for ω ∈ Sk(V∗). By convention, tr(ω) = 0 when k = 1. These operators are adjoints, meaning that
〈α, h(β)〉 = 〈tr(α), β〉 for α ∈ Sk(V) and β ∈ Sk−2(V). In particular, the orthogonal complement in Sk(V∗)
of the image of h : Sk−2(V∗) → Sk(V∗) is the space Sk

0 (V∗) = Sk(V∗) ∩ker tr of trace-free elements of Sk(V∗).
Define a symmetric bilinear map ? : Sk(V∗) × Sk(V∗) → MC(V∗) by

(α ? β)ijkl = αk[i
p1...pk−2 βj]lp1...pk−2

− αl[i
p1...pk−2 βj]kp1...pk−2

.(2.3)

It is immediate from the definition that (α ? β)[ijk]l = 0, so that (α ? β)ijkl ∈ MC(V∗). When k = 2 the
map ? is half what is usually called the Kulkarni-Nomizu product. There hold

ρ(α ? β)ij = α(i
p1...pk−1 βj)p1...pk−1

− 1
2 αij

p1...pk−2 tr(β)p1...pk−2
− 1

2 βij
p1...pk−2 tr(α)p1...pk−2

,

s(α ? β) = 〈α, β〉 − 〈tr α, tr β〉.(2.4)

For α ∈ S2(V∗) there hold ρ(α ? h)ij = 2−n
2

Ä
αij + 1

n−2 tr(α)hij

ä
and s(α ? h) = (1 − n) tr α. Taking

αij = hij , yields that (h ? h)ijkl = 2hk[ihj]l satisfies ρ(h ? h)ij = (1 − n)hij and s(h ? h) = −n(n − 1). It
follow thats the trace-free part tf(Y)ijkl of Yijkl ∈ MC(V∗) is given by

tf(Y)ijkl = Yijkl + 2
n−2 (ρ(Y) ? h)ijkl − 1

(n−2)(n−1) s(Y)(h ? h)ijkl

= Yijkl + 2
n−2 (tf(ρ(Y)) ? h)ijkl + 1

n(n−1) s(Y)(h ? h)ijkl.
(2.5)

Suppose that h is positive definite. An immediate consequence of (2.5) is

|Y|2h = | tf Y|2h + 4
n−2 | tf ρ(Y)|2h + 2

n(n−1) (s(Y))2.(2.6)

Any Yijkl ∈ MC(V∗) determines a self-adjoint endomorphism of S2V∗ defined by aij ∈ S2V∗ → Yipjqapq ∈
S2

V
∗. In general this endomorphism does not preserve the subspace S2

0V
∗. However, the modified endomor-

phism aij → ÛY(a)ij = apq(Yipjq + ρ(Y)p(ihj)q) restricts to a self-adjoint endomorphism of S2
0V∗. This is the

k = 2 special case of the following construction that goes back to A. Lichnerowicz in [39, section 10].
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Lemma 2.1. For Yijkl ∈ MC(V∗), the linear operator ÛY : Sk(V∗) → Sk(V∗) defined by

ÛY(ω)i1...ik
= ρ(Y)p(i1

ωi2...ik)
p + (1 − k)Yp(i1i2

qωi3...ik)q
p.(2.7)

has the following properties:

(1) The operators h : Sk(V∗) → Sk+2(V∗) and tr : Sk(V∗) → Sk−2(V∗) defined in (2.2) commute with ÛY
in the sense that there hold

(k + 2)ÛY(h(ω)) = kh(ÛY(ω)), (k − 2)ÛY(tr ω) = k tr ÛY(ω),(2.8)

for ω ∈ SkV∗. In particular ÛY(h⊙k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

(2) ÛY(tf ω) = tf ÛY(ω) for all ω ∈ Sk(V∗). Hence ÛY restricts to an endomorphism of Sk
0 V∗.

Proof. It is claimed that

ρ(Y)p(i1
h(ω)i2...ik+2)

p = k
k+2 h(i1i2

ρ(Y)p
i3

ωi4...ik+2)p + 2
k+2 ρ(Y)(i1i2

ωi3...ik+2),

Yp
(i1i2

q
h(ω)i3...ik+2)pq = k(k−1)

(k+2)(k+1) h(i1i2
Yp

i3i4

qωi5...ik+2)pq + 2
(k+2)(k+1) ρ(Y)(i1i2

ωi3...ik+2).
(2.9)

Combining (2.9) using (2.7) yields the first identity of (2.8). The validity of (2.9) is shown as follows. Write

(k+2
2

)

h(ω)i1...ik+1p = hpik+1
ωi3...ik

+ khp(i1
ωi2...ik)ik+1

+ khik+1(i1
ωi2...ik)p +

(k
2

)

h(i1i2
ωi3...ik)ik+1p.

(2.10)

Contracting (2.10) with ρ(Y)ik+2

p yields

(

k+2
2

)

ρ(Y)ik+2

p
h(ω)i1...ik+1p = ρ(Y)ik+1ik+2

ωi3...ik
+ k ρ(Y)ik+2(i1

ωi2...ik)ik+1

+ k ρ(Y)ik+2

phik+1(i1
ωi2...ik)p +

(k
2

)

ρ(Y)ik+2

ph(i1i2
ωi3...ik)ik+1p.

(2.11)

Symmetrizing (2.11) over the uncontracted indices yields the first identity in (2.9). Relabeling ik+1 as q in
(2.10) and contracting the result with Yp

ik+1ik+2

q yields

(

k+2
2

)

Yp
ik+1ik+2

q
h(ω)i1...ikpq

= Yp
ik+1ik+2

q
Ä
hpqωi3...ik

+ khp(i1
ωi2...ik)q + khq(i1

ωi2...ik)p +
(k

2

)

h(i1i2
ωi3...ik)pq

ä

= ρ(Y)ik+1ik+2
ωi1...ik

− kYik+2

q
ik+1(i1

ωi2...ik)q

− kYik+1

q
ik+2(i1

ωi2...ik)q +
(k

2

)

Yp
ik+1ik+2

qh(i1i2
ωi3...ik)pq

(2.12)

Symmetrizing (2.12) over the uncontracted indices yields the second identity in (2.9). Similarly,

k(tr ÛY(ω))i1...ik−2
= khik−1ik−2

(

ρ(Y)p(i1
ωi1...ik)

p + (1 − k)Yp(i1i2

qωi3...ik)q
p
)

=
(

2 ρ(Y)pqωi1...ik−2pq + (k − 2) ρ(Y)p(i1
(tr ω)i2...ik−2)

p
)

− 2
Ä
ρ(Y)p

qωi1...ik−2q
p +

(

k−2
2

)

Yp(i1i2

q(tr ω)i3...ik−2)q
p
ä

= (k − 2)
(

ρ(Y)p(i1
(tr ω)i2...ik−2)

p + (3 − k)Yp(i1i2

q(tr ω)i3...ik−2)q
p
)

= (k − 2)ÛY(tr ω)i1...ik−2
.

(2.13)

That ÛY(h⊙k) = 0 follows from ÛY(h) = 0 and (2.8) by induction.

By (2.8), kÛY(hi(ω)) = (k − 2i)hiÛY(ω) and k tr
i ÛY(ω) = (k − 2i)ÛY(tri ω) for all ω ∈ Sk(V∗). Consequently,

ÛY(hi
tr

i ω) = h
i
tr

i ÛY(ω). Since ω − tf ω is in the image of h, there results ÛY(tf ω) = tf ÛY(ω) for all ω ∈ Sk(V∗).

That ÛY maps trace-free symmetric tensors to trace-free symmetric tensors follows from this observation or

from the second identity of (2.8). A more conceptual proof of this claim goes as follows. Define Y (ω) = kÛY(ω)
for ω ∈ Sk(V∗). Then (2.8) means that Y commutes with the sl(2, R) triple determined by the operators E,
F , and H , so must preserve the decomposition of symmetric tensors into their primitive parts. �
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3. Differential operators on trace-free symmetric tensors

This section studies some operators acting on trace-free symmetric tensors. Let E and F be bundles of
tensors on M . A metric h on M determines a pairing (α, β) =

∫
M 〈α, β〉 d volh of sections α, β ∈ Γ(E), at

least one of which is compactly supported. Write ‖ω‖2 = (ω, ω).
Because the fibers of T M and T ∗M carry canonically dual flat centroaffine structures, constructions ap-

plicable to dual vector spaces V and V∗ apply fiberwise to T M and T ∗M without change. By definition
S(T M) = ⊕k≥0Γ(Sk(T M)) (respectively S0(T M) = ⊕k≥0Γ(Sk

0 (T M))) is the graded vector bundle compris-
ing finite linear combinations of (trace-free) completely symmetric tensors. It becomes a graded algebra when
equipped with the fiberwise multiplication ⊙. By definition Pol(T ∗M) is the graded subalgebra of C∞(T ∗M)
comprising functions polynomial in the fibers of T ∗M and of globally bounded degree. Regarding Pol(T ∗M)
as a subspace of C∞(T ∗M) it acquires from the tautological Poisson structure on T ∗M a Poisson structure
defined, for X ∈ Γ(Sk(T M)) and Y ∈ Γ(Sl(T M)) and any torsion-free affine connection ∇, by

{X, Y }i1...ik+l−1 = kXp(i1...ik−1 ∇pY ik...ik+l−1) − lY p(i1...il−1 ∇pX il...ik+l−1).(3.1)

Given a metric hij , the connection in (3.1) may be taken to be its Levi-Civita connection D, and {h, X} =

2D(i1 X i2...ik+1) for any X ∈ Γ(Sk(T M)) (in the bracket {h, X} the notation h refers to the dual bivector
hij). Using h, S(T M) and S(T ∗M) are identified by index raising and lowering, and for X ∈ Γ(Sk(T M)) and
ω ∈ Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) one defines X♭

i1...ik
= Xj1...jk hi1j1

. . . hikjk
∈ Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) and defines ω♯ ∈ Γ(Sk(T M))

dually. Since index raising and lowering induce symmetric algebra isomorphisms, there results on S(T ∗M)
the Poisson bracket {α, β} defined by {α, β} = {α♯, β♯}♭.

The divergence operator div : Γ(T ∗M ⊗ E) → Γ(E) defined by

div(ω)i1...ik
= Dpωpi1...ik

, ω ∈ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ E),(3.2)

is the formal adjoint of the negative of the covariant derivative −D.

Lemma 3.1. Let h be a pseudo-Riemannian metric on M . The operator H : Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) → Γ(Sk+1(T ∗M))
defined by H(α) = k+1

2 {h, α} satisfies [etr,H] = 2 div etr.

Proof. The identity [etr,H] = 2 div etr follows from the validity of

k+1
2 tr

i{h, α} = k+1−2i
2 {h, tr

i α} + 2i div(tri−1 α),(3.3)

for all α ∈ Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) and i ≥ 1, which is proved by induction on i. The case i = 1 is a direct computation:

k+1
2 (tr{h, α})i1...ik−1

= (k + 1)hpqD(i1
αi2...ik−1pq)

= 2Dpαi1...ik−1p + (k − 1)D(i1
(tr α)i2...ik−1) = 2 div(α)i1...ik−1

+ k−1
2 {h, tr α}i1...ik−1

.
(3.4)

Note that tr and div commute. If there holds (3.3), then, using (3.3) and (3.4),

k+1
2 tr

i+1{h, α} = tr
(

k+1
2 tr

i{h, α}
)

= k+1−2i)
2 tr{h, tr

i α} + 2i div(tri α)

= k−1−2i
2 {h, tr

i+1 α} + 2 div(tri α) + 2i div(tri α) = k+1−2(i+1)
2 {h, tr

i+1 α} + 2(i + 1) div(tri α),
(3.5)

and this proves (3.3). �

Let tf : Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) → Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) be the h-orthogonal projection onto the completely trace-free part

and define L : Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) → Γ(Sk+1(T ∗M)) by

L(ω) = 1
2 tf{h, ω},(3.6)

which is the trace-free part of the completely symmetrized covariant derivative of ω. Explicitly, for ω ∈
Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)), L(ω) = 1
2 {h, ω} − k

n+2(k−1) h ⊙ div(ω), or

L(ω)i1...ik+1
= D(i1

ωi2...ik+1) − k
n+2(k−1) h(i1i2

div(ω)i3...ik+1).(3.7)
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By definition, L is the formal adjoint of the composition − div ◦ tf, meaning (L(α), β) = − (α, div tf(β)) for
α ∈ Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) and β ∈ Γ(Sk+1(T ∗M)), at least one of which has compact support. If X ∈ Γ(T M), then
L(X♭) is the Lie derivative of the conformal structure [h] along X , for

2L(X♭)ij = 2 tf(DX♭) = 2D(iXj) − 2
n DpXphij = tf(LXh)ij = (LX [h])ij .(3.8)

The identity (3.8) motivates using the notation, L, resembling that for the Lie derivative.
Let Ck+1(V∗) ⊂ ⊗k+1V∗ be the the space of trace-free (k + 1)-tensors φiji1 ...ik−1

having the symmetries
determined by the Young projector given by symmetrization over the rows followed by anti-symmetrization
over the columns of the Young diagram corresponding to the partition (n1), so satisfying φiji1 ...ik−1

=
φ[ij]i1...ik−1

= φij(i1...ik−1) and φ[ijis ]i1...̂is...ik−1
= 0 for any 1 ≤ s ≤ k − 1. Define a differential operator

K : Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) → Γ(Ck+1(T ∗M)) to be the trace-free part of D[iωj]i1...ik−1
. If k > 1 and ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)),

K(ω)iji1 ...ik−1
= D[iωj]i1...ik−1

− 1
n+k−3

k−1∑
s=1

his[i div(ω)j]i1...̂is...ik−1

= D[iωj]i1...ik−1
− k−1

2(n+k−3)

(

hi(i1
div(ω)i2...ik−1)j − hj(i1

div(ω)i2...ik−1)i

)

, if k > 1,

(3.9)

which is the completely trace-free part of D[iωj]i1...ik−1
. For γ ∈ Γ(T ∗M) = Γ(S1

0(T ∗M)), K(γ)ij = D[iγj] =
1
2 dγij . In the k = 1 case recall that the convention here is S1

0(T ∗M) = T ∗M . Checking the equality of
the two different expressions for the trace part of (3.9) is straightforward. By definition, K(ω)iji1 ...ik−1

=
K(ω)[ij]i1...ik−1

, K(ω)iji1...ik−1
= K(ω)ij(i1 ...ik−1), and there vanishes the antisymmetrization of K(ω)iji1 ...ik−1

over ij and any is. From the definition of K, it follows that its formal adjoint K∗ : Γ(Ck+1(T ∗M)) →
Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) satisfies

K∗(φ)i1...ik
= −Dpφp(i1...ik), K∗K(ω)i1...ik

= −DpK(ω)p(i1...ik),(3.10)

for ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), and φiji1 ...ik−1

∈ Γ(Ck+1(T ∗M)). If ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) then Dω has a pure trace part,

and parts in the submodules of Γ(Sk+1
0 (T ∗M)) with symmetries corresponding to the partitions (n + 1) and

(n1). Lemma 3.2 describes explicitly the decomposition of Dω into these parts. Some definitions are needed

for its statement. The linear map ih : Γ(Sk−1
0 (T ∗M)) → Γ(T ∗M ⊗ Sk

0 (T ∗M)) defined by

ih(ω)ii1...ik
= k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) hi(i1
ωi2...ik) + k(1−k)

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) h(i1i2
ωi3...ik)i,(3.11)

is characterized by the properties that its image is contained in Γ(T ∗M ⊗ Sk
0 (T ∗M)) and that the nontrivial

traces of ih(ω) equal ω. In particular, it is injective. For f ∈ C∞(M) = Γ(S0
0(T ∗M)), ih(f)ij = 1

n fhij while

for γi ∈ Γ(T ∗M) = Γ(S1
0(T ∗M)), ih(γ)ijk = 2

(n−1)(n+2)

(

nhi(jγk) − γihjk

)

.

For ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) define T(ω)ii1...ik

= 2k
k+1K(ω)i(i1...ik), which is completely trace-free and satis-

fies T(ω)i(i1...ik) = T(ω)ii1...ik
and T(ω)(i1...ik+1) = 0. Using K(ω)[iji1 ]...ik−1

= 0 it can be checked that
T(ω)[ij]i1...ik−1

= K(ω)iji1 ...ik−1
. The identity (3.13) of Lemma 3.2 is a special case of [5, Lemma 2.24].

Lemma 3.2. For ωi1...ik
∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) there hold

Dω = L(ω) + T(ω) + ih(div(ω)),(3.12)

|Dω|2 = |L(ω)|2 + |T(ω)|2 + k(n+2(k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) | div(ω)|2

= |L(ω)|2 + 2k
k+1 |K(ω)|2 + k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) | div(ω)|2.
(3.13)

Proof. Substituting the definitions of L(ω) and K(ω) into

Diωi1...ik
= D(iωi1...ik) + 2

k+1

k∑
s=1

D[iωis]i1...̂is...ik
.(3.14)

and simplifying the trace terms yields (3.12). Alternatively, it is straightforward to check that the right
sides of (3.14) and (3.12) are the same modulo pure trace terms. On the other hand from the properties
characterizing ih it follows that the traces of the right sides of (3.14) and (3.12) are the same. This verifies
(3.12). Contracting (3.12) with Diωi1...ik gives (3.13) �
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It is immediate from (3.13) that ker D ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) = kerL ∩ kerK ∩ ker div ∩Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)).

Lemma 3.3. Let (M, h) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold.

(1) The differential operator L : Sk
0 (T ∗M) → Sk+1

0 (T ∗M) has injective symbol, so

Sk+1
0 (T ∗M) = L(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ⊕ (ker div ∩Sk+1
0 (T ∗M)),(3.15)

and divL : Sk
0 (T ∗M) → Sk

0 (T ∗M) is an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then divL is nonpositive
and ker divL = kerL.

(2) For any c ≥ n+2(k−2)
2(n+k−3) , the operator ⋄c = (K,

√
c div) : Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) → Γ(Ck+1(T ∗M) ⊕ Sk−1
0 (T ∗M))

has injective symbol, so

⋄∗
c⋄c = −K∗K + cL div(3.16)

is an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then ⋄c is nonpositive and ker ⋄c = kerK ∩ ker div.

(3) For any c ≥ (k+1)(n+2(k−1))
2k(n+k−3) , the operator �c = (K,

√
cL) : Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) → Γ(Ck+1(T ∗M) ⊕
Sk+1

0 (T ∗M)) has injective symbol, so

�
∗
c�c = −K∗K + c divL(3.17)

is an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then �c is nonpositive and ker�c = kerK ∩ kerL.

Proof. Write σL(Z)(φ), σK(Z)(φ), and σdiv(Z)(φ) for the symbols of L, K, and div applied to the vector Zi

and φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). Write (i(Z)φ)i1...ik−1

= Zpφpi1...ik−1
. Straightforward computations show

|σL(Z)(φ)|2 = 1
k+1 |Z|2|φ|2 + k(n+2(k−2))

(k+1)(n+2(k−1)) |i(Z)φ|2,(3.18)

|σK(Z)(φ)|2 = 1
2

(

|Z|2|φ|2 − |i(Z)φ|2
)

− k−1
2(n+k−3) |i(Z)φ|2 = 1

2

Ä
|φ|2 − n+2(k−2)

n+k−3 |i(Z)φ|2
ä

.(3.19)

When k = 1 and n = 2 the coefficient of the pure trace terms in (3.19) should be understood in a limiting
sense. By (3.18), if σL(Z)(φ) = 0 for nonzero Z, then φ = 0, so L has injective symbol. The remaining
claims follow from standard elliptic operator theory as in [1, section 4]. If M is compact, then (divLω, ω) =
−‖L(ω)‖2 − c‖div ω‖2 ≤ 0 and divLω = 0 if and only if L(ω) = 0.

Combining |σdiv(Z)(φ)|2 = |ι(Z)φ|2 with (3.19) yields

|σ⋄c
(Z)(φ)|2 = 1

2 |Z|2|φ|2 +
Ä
c − 1

2
n+2(k−2)

n+k−3

ä
|i(Z)φ|2,(3.20)

from which the injectivity of σ⋄c
(Z) is apparent. The ellipticity of ⋄c follows from standard elliptic operator

theory as in [1, section 6]. If M is compact, then (⋄cω, ω) = −‖K(ω)‖2 − c‖div ω‖2 ≤ 0 and ⋄cω = 0 if and
only if K(ω) = 0 and div ω = 0.

Combining (3.18) and (3.19) shows

|σ⋄c
(Z)(φ)|2 = k+1+2c

2(k+1) |Z|2|φ|2 +
Ä

ck(n+2(k−2)
(k+1)(n+2(k−1)) − 1

2
n+2(k−2)

n+k−3

ä
|i(Z)φ|2,(3.21)

from which the injectivity of σ�c
(Z) is apparent. The ellipticity of �c follows from standard elliptic operator

theory. If M is compact, then (�cω, ω) = −‖K(ω)‖2 − c‖Lω‖2 ≤ 0 and �cω = 0 if and only if K(ω) = 0
and L(ω) = 0. �

Let Rijk
l be the curvature tensor of the Levi-Civita connection D of the metric h. For ω ∈ Γ(Sk(T ∗M))

there holds 2D[iDj]ωi1...ik
= −kRij(i1

pωi2...ik)p. Tracing this in i and ik yields

DpDjωi1...ik−1p − DjDpωi1...ik−1p = Rj
pωi1...ik−1p + (1 − k)Rp

j(i1

qωi2...ik−1)pq.(3.22)

Symmetrizing over the free indices yields

DpD(i1
ωi2...ik)p − D(i1

Dpωi2...ik)p = ÛR(ω)i1...ik
.(3.23)

Thus ÛR(ω) measures the failure of the commutativity of the symmetrized covariant derivative and the

divergence operator. For this reason ÛR(ω) occurs in Weitzenböck type formulas.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, h) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 2. For α ∈ R define a formally self-

adjoint second order elliptic differential operator �α : Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) → Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) by �αω = ∆hω+αÛR(ω).
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(1) If α = −1, then

�−1 = ∆hω − ÛR(ω) = n+2(k−2)
n+k−3 L div(ω) − 2K∗K(ω),(3.24)

is an elliptic operator on Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). If M is compact, then �−1 is nonpositive and ker�−1 ∩

Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) = kerK ∩ ker div ∩Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)).
(2) If α = τ(k) = k

n+k−2 , then

�τ(k)ω = ∆hω + k
n+k−2

ÛR(ω) = n+2(k−1)
n+k−2 divL(ω) − 2k(n+k−3)

(k+1)(n+k−2)K
∗K(ω),(3.25)

is an elliptic operator on Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). If M is compact, then �τ(k) is nonpositive and ker�τ(k) ∩

Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) = kerK ∩ kerL ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)).
(3) If −1 < α < τ(k) = k

n+k−2 then �α is an elliptic operator on Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). If M is compact, then

�α is nonpositive and ker�α ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) = ker D ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)).

Proof. For ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), straightforward computations using the Ricci identity and (3.7) show

L div(ω)i1...ik
= D(i1

Dpωi2...ik)p + 1−k
(n+2(k−2)) h(i1i2

DpDqωi3...ik)pq,(3.26)

∆hω + kÛR(ω) = (k + 1) divL(ω) − k(n+2(k−2))
n+2(k−1) L div(ω).(3.27)

Contracting (3.12) with Di and using (3.26) and (3.10) gives

∆hω = divL(ω) + k(n+2(k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))L div(ω) − 2k

k+1K
∗K(ω).(3.28)

Solving (3.27) for ∆hω and substituting the result into (3.28) yields

ÛR(ω) = divL(ω) − (n+k−2)(n+2(k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))L div(ω) + 2

k+1K
∗K(ω).(3.29)

Equation (3.27) and (3.29) are the analogues of the corresponding identities for operators on antisymmetric
forms, for example [50, Equations (2.8) and (2.9)]. Rewriting (3.28) in two different ways using (3.27) gives
(3.24) and (3.25). The ellipticity of �α in these cases, and its nonpositivity when M is compact, follow
from Lemma 3.3. Being convex combinations of the elliptic operators �−1 and �τ(k), the operators �α for
−1 < α < τ(k) are elliptic. If M is compact, the same argument shows that �α is nonpositive. By (3.24),

�αω = (1 + α) divL(ω) + (n+2(k−2))(k−α(n+k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) L div(ω) + 2(α−k)

k+1 K∗K(ω),(3.30)

from which follows ker�α ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ⊃ ker D ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)). If M is compact and ω ∈ ker� ∩
Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)), integrating the right side of (3.30) gives

0 = (1 + α)‖L(ω)‖2 + (n+2(k−2))(k−α(n+k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) ‖div(ω)‖2 + 2(k−α)

k+1 ‖K(ω)‖2,(3.31)

and together with (3.12) this implies ker�α ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ⊂ ker D ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)). �

Remark 3.5. Let M be compact. Define a functional Cα with arguments a Riemannian metric hij and a
tensor ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) by Cα(h, ω) = − (ω,�αω). For fixed h the first variation of Cα(h, ω) in ω yields the
equation �αω = 0. Lemma 3.4 implies that for −1 ≤ α ≤ k

n+k−2 the functional Cα(h, ω) is nonnegative.

Remark 3.6. The Lichnerowicz Laplacian ⋄L is the formally self-adjoint operator which acts on an arbitrary

rank k covariant tensor ωi1...ik
by −∆hω + kÛR(ω) (see [39, page 27] for the definition of ÛR(ω) for general

tensors ω). The linearization of the Ricci curvature of the metric h at the symmetric two-tensor aij is
1
2 ⋄Laij +D(iD

paj)p. On differential forms the Lichnerowicz Laplacian restricts to the usual Hodge Laplacian.

The Lichnerowicz operator restricts to −�−k on Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)).

Remark 3.7. The special case of �−1 = ∆h − ÛR acting on sections of S2
0(T ∗M) was studied by J. Simons

in [53], and this case of Lemma 3.4 is given in [1, section 6.c].
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Remark 3.8. As is shown in [1], an infinitesimal deformation of an Einstein metric h on a compact manifold

is identified with an ω ∈ Γ(S2
0(T ∗M)) ∩ ker div solving ∆ω = 2ÛR(ω) − 2R

n ω. As is summarized in [2, section
12.H] (the notations there are different than those here), using this equation in conjunction with the positivity
conditions given by integrating (3.27) and (3.24) gives a proof of the criterion of N. Koiso [37, Theorem 3.3],
for the rigidity of an Einstein metric, in particular showing that an Einstein metric of negative sectional
curvature is rigid provided n ≥ 3.

Because the operator ÛY associated with Y ∈ MC(V∗) is self-adjoint it determines a quadratic form defined

by QY(ω) = 〈ω, ÛY(ω)〉 for ω ∈ E on any ÛY-invariant subspace E ⊂ ⊗kV∗.

Corollary 3.9. Let (M, h) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 2. For ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) there hold

1
2 ∆h|ω|2 = |Dω|2 + (k + 1)〈ω, divL(ω)〉 − k(n+2(k−2))

n+2(k−1) 〈ω,L div(ω)〉 − kQR(ω).(3.32)

1
2 ∆h|ω|2 = |Dω|2 + n+2(k−1)

n+k−2 〈ω, divL(ω)〉 − 2k(n+k−3)
(k+1)(n+k−2) 〈ω,K∗K(ω)〉 − k

n+k−2QR(ω).(3.33)

1
2 ∆h|ω|2 = |Dω|2 + n+2(k−2)

n+k−3 〈ω,L div(ω)〉 − 2〈ω,K∗K(ω)〉 + QR(ω).(3.34)

Proof. Contracting (3.27), (3.25), and (3.24) with ω yields (3.32)-(3.34). (Any two of (3.32)-(3.34) imply
the third.) �

Remark 3.10. If ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker div ∩ kerK, (3.34) and

QR(ω) = QW(ω) + n+2(k−2)
n−2 〈ρ(ω ? ω), ρ(R)〉 + 1−k

(n−1)(n−2)Rh|ω|2h.(3.35)

together yield

1
2 ∆h|ω|2 = |Dω|2 + QW(ω) + n+2(k−2)

n−2 〈ρ(ω ? ω), ρ(R)〉 + 1−k
(n−1)(n−2)Rh|ω|2h,(3.36)

where Wijkl ∈ MC(V∗) is the conformal Weyl tensor. This recovers [40, Corollary 4.2].

4. Vanishing theorems for conformal Killing and divergence free Codazzi tensors

This section defines conformal Killing and trace-free Codazzi tensors and proves vanishing theorems for
them. The vanishing theorems for conformal Killing tensors and trace and divergence free Codazzi tensors
are analogous to the somewhat stronger vanishing theorems for symmetric tensors on Kähler manifolds
obtained by S. Kobayashi in [35, 36].

Because L and K are constructed by taking trace-free parts they behave well with respect to conformal
changes of the metric. The Levi-Civita connections D̃ and D of conformally related pseudo-Riemannian
metrics h̃ij = fhij are related by D̃ − D = 2σ(iδj)

k − hijhkpσp with 2σi = d log fi and σi = hipσp. Write

σL(Z)(φ) for the symbol of L applied to the vector Zi and φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), and similarly for K and div.

For ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), 0 < f ∈ C∞(M), and α ∈ R, there hold

Lh̃(fαω) = fα
(

Lh(ω) + 2(α − k)σL(σ♯)(ω)
)

,

Kh̃(fαω) = fα
(

Kh(ω) + (2α + 1 − k)σK(σ♯)(ω)
)

,

f divh̃(fαω) = fα
(

divh(ω) + (n − 2 + 2α)ι(σ♯)ω
)

,

(4.1)

so that L, K, and div are conformally invariant in the sense that for 0 < f ∈ C∞(M) there hold

Lh̃(fkω) = fkLh(ω), Kh̃(f (k−1)/2ω) = f (k−1)/2Kh(ω), f divh̃(f1−n/2ω) = f1−n/2
divh(ω).(4.2)

Define L♯ : Γ(Sk
0 (T M)) → Γ(Sk+1

0 (T M)) by L♯(X) = L(X♭)♯. Then (4.2) implies the invariance fL♯

h̃
(X) =

L
♯
h(X), so that while L♯ depends on h, the subspace kerL♯ ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T M)) does not. A conformal Killing

tensor of rank k is an element of kerL♯ ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T M)).

A conformal Codazzi tensor is an element of kerK ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). A divergence-free element of kerK ∩

Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) is a trace-free Codazzi tensor. These have been studied previously in [56, 51].
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Remark 4.1. Except in ranks one and two, conformal Killing tensors are not as well studied as their
antisymmetric counterparts, the conformal Killing forms, for which [50] is a good reference. Probably their
most natural occurrence is as the symbols of symmetries of the Laplacian; see [23, 30, 38, 43, 57]. For further
background on Killing and conformal Killing tensors see also [32, 42, 47, 48, 58, 62].

The Cartan product α ⊚ β ∈ Sk+l
0 V∗ of α ∈ Sk

0 V∗ and β ∈ Sl
0V

∗ defined by α ⊚ β = tf(α ⊙ β) makes
S0(V∗) = ⊕k≥0Sk

0 V∗ into a graded associative algebra (see [22, Supplement] or [24] for background). This
claim can be justified by showing that the ideal in (S(V∗), ⊙) generated by h equals the kernel ker tf of the
graded linear map tf : S(V∗) → S0(V∗) sending α ∈ Sk(V) to its trace-free part. That the symmetrized
covariant derivative is a derivation of the graded algebra of symmetric Killing tensors is [57, Lemma 1.3].
Lemma 4.2 is the corresponding statement, that the operator L acting on conformal Killing tensors is a
derivation with respect to the Cartan product.

Lemma 4.2. On a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, h), the operator L is a derivation with respect to the
Cartan product on Γ(S0(T ∗M)). Consequently, on a conformal manifold (M, [h]), the subspace CK(T M, [h]) =
⊕k≥0 kerL♯ ∩ Γ(Sk

0 (T M)) ⊂ Γ(S0(T M)) comprising finite linear combinations of conformal Killing tensors
is a subalgebra with respect to the Cartan product.

Proof. For α ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) and β ∈ Γ(Sl

0(T ∗M)), α ⊙ β = tf(α ⊙ β) + h ⊙ γ for γ ∈ Γ(Sk+l−2(T ∗M)), so

{h, tf(α ⊙ β)} = {h, α ⊙ β} + {h, h ⊙ γ} = {h, α ⊙ β} + h ⊙ {h, γ}.(4.3)

Hence, because tf : (S(T ∗M), ⊙) → (S0(T ∗M),⊚) is a graded linear homomorphism,

2L(α ⊚ β) = tf{h, α ⊚ β} = tf{h, tf(α ⊙ β)} = tf{h, α ⊙ β} = tf ({h, α} ⊙ β + α ⊙ {h, β})

= tf({h, α}) ⊚ β + α ⊚ tf({h, β}) = 2 (L(α) ⊚ β + α ⊚ L(β)) .
(4.4)

The identity (4.4) shows CK(T ∗M, h) = ⊕k≥0 kerL∩Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ⊂ Γ(S0(T ∗M)) is a subalgebra under Car-

tan product. While CK(T ∗M, h) depends on the choice of h ∈ [h], it is linearly isomorphic to CK(T ∗M, ef h)
by the graded linear map sending ωi1...ik

to fkωi1...ik
, and both are are identified with CK(T M, [h]) via index

raising, so L♯ is a derivation of S0(T M) with kernel CK(T M, [h]). �

It is convenient to say that QR is positive or negative (semi-)definite on Sk(T ∗M) or Sk
0 (T ∗M) if it is

positive (semi-)definite or negative (semi-)definite as a quadratic form on Γ(Sk(T ∗M)) or Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)).

Since, by (2.8), QR(h⊙k) = 0 for any k ≥ 1, QR is not definite on Γ(S2k(T ∗M)) for any k ≥ 1.

Theorem 4.3 ([26]). Let (M, h) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2.

(1) If QR is nonnegative on Sk
0 (T ∗M) then any ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M))∩kerK∩ker div is parallel. If moreover
QR is at some point of M strictly positive on Sk

0 (T ∗M) then Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK ∩ ker div = {0}.

(2) If QR is nonpositive on Sk
0 (T ∗M) then any rank k conformal Killing tensor is parallel, and if,

moreover, QR is at some point of M strictly negative on Sk
0 (T ∗M), then any rank k conformal

Killing tensor is identically zero.

Proof. For a compactly supported ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), integrating any of (3.32)-(3.34) by parts against the

Riemannian volume volh and simplifying the result using (3.13) yields

2
k+1 ‖|K(ω)‖2 + (n+k−2)(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) ‖div(ω)‖2 − ‖L(ω)‖2 =

∫
M

QR(ω) d volh .(4.5)

The identity (4.5) generalizes the usual integrated Bochner identities for harmonic one-forms and conformal
Killing vector fields. If ω ∈ kerK ∩ ker div and QR ≥ 0 then (4.5) shows that ω ∈ kerL and from (3.13)
it follows that Dω = 0. If moreover QR is somewhere positive then (3.34) shows ω ≡ 0. If ω ∈ kerL and
QR ≤ 0 then (4.5) shows that ω ∈ kerK ∩ ker div and from (3.13) it follows that Dω = 0. If, moreover, QR

is somewhere negative then (3.33) shows ω ≡ 0. �

Remark 4.4. A result very similar to (1) of Theorem 4.3 was obtained in [56, Theorem 2]. The difference

is that the operator ÛR and corresponding quadratic form QR considered in [56] are slightly different (they
differ by a term involving the Ricci curvature). The claim here is very slightly more general, but, when the
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curvature is assumed to have a definite sign, since this sign is inherited by the Ricci tensor, the ambit of
application of the claims is the same.

Corollary 4.5. Let h be a Riemannian metric on a compact manifold M of dimension n > 2.

(1) (Stepanov, [56, Theorem 2]; see also [51, Corollary 1]) If h has nonnegative sectional curvature, then
ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK∩ ker div is parallel. If, moreover, the sectional curvature is strictly positive
at some point of M then Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK ∩ ker div = {0}.
(2) (Dairbekov-Sharafutdinov, [20, Theorem 1.6]; see also [33, Proposition 6.6]) If h has nonpositive

sectional curvature, then a rank k conformal Killing tensor is parallel, and if, moreover, the sectional
curvature is strictly negative at some point of M , then a rank k conformal Killing tensor is identically
zero.

Proof. Both claims follow from Theorem 4.3 once it is known that a sign condition on the sectional curvature
of h implies the same sign condition for QR on Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)). When k = 2 this follows from the proof of [1,
Proposition 6.1], but that argument (which is direct) does not extend straightforwardly to the case k > 2. For
conformal Killing tensors, claim (2) is [20, Theorem 1.6]. A proof of the result of Dairbekov-Sharafutdinov
for all k based on Weitzenböck formulas as in Theorem 4.3 was given as [33, Proposition 6.6]; they show
via an elegant integration in the fibers argument that the condition (2) of Theorem 4.3 follows from the
nonpositivity of the sectional curvature. Their argument works equally well assuming nonnegativity of the
sectional curvature, and combined with Theorem 4.3, this yields corollary 4.5. Alternatively, in the case of
trace-free Codazzi tensors, the proof of [51, Corollary 1] shows how to deduce the required nonnegativity for
k > 2 from the Berger-Ebin argument. �

Remark 4.6. The n = 2 case of Corollary 4.5 was proved in [27, section 3]. The k = 2 case of (1) of
Corollary 4.5 is stated as [40, Theorem 5.1], where this statement is generalized to higher rank traceless
Codazzi tensors supposing the background metric is conformally flat.

5. Coupling Einstein equations to symmetric tensors

This section describes Einstein-like equations coupling a metric to a trace-free symmetric k-tensor.
Given ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) define one-forms by

Ah(ω)i = ωp1...pkKh(ω)ip1...pk
, Bh(ω)i = ωp1...pkLh(ω)ip1...pk

,

Dh(ω)i = ωi
p1...pk−1 divh(ω)p1...pk−1

.
(5.1)

By (4.2), with σi = 1
2 d log fi,

fAfh(fαω) = f2α+1−k
Ä
Ah(ω) + 2α+1−k

2

Ä
|ω|2hσi − n+2(k−2)

n+k−3 ι(σ♯) ρ(ω ? ω)
ää

,

fBfh(fαω) = f2α+1−k
Ä
Bh(ω) + 2(α−k)k

k+1

Ä
|ω|2hσi + n+2(k−2)

n+2(k−1) ι(σ♯) ρ(ω ? ω)
ää

,

fDfh(fαω) = f2α+1−k
(

Dh(ω) + (n − 2 + 2α)ι(σ♯) ρ(ω ? ω)
)

.

(5.2)

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a manifold of dimension n ≥ 2 and let h be a pseudo-Riemannian metric. For
ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) there hold

div(ρ(ω ? ω))i = − 2
k+1A(ω)i + B(ω)i +

Ä
1 + n−2

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))

ä
D(ω)i

= − 2
k+1A(ω)i + B(ω)i + (n+k−2)(n+2(k−2))+2(n−2)

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) D(ω)i,
(5.3)

1
2 div(|ω|2h) = 1

2 Di|ω|2 = 2k
k+1A(ω)i + B(ω)i + k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))D(ω)i,(5.4)

1
2 Di|ω|2 − div(ρ(ω ? ω))i = 2A(ω)i − n−2

n+k−3D(ω)i,(5.5)

1
2k Di|ω|2 + div(ρ(ω ? ω))i = k+1

k B(ω)i + n+2k
n+2(k−1)D(ω)i,(5.6)

where when k = 1 (5.3)-(5.6) have sense as written if ρ(ω ? ω)ij is interpreted as ωiωj.
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Proof. Suppose k ≥ 2 and let ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). Contracting ωi1...ik

with Diωi1...ik
and using (3.12) yields

1
2 Di|ω|2 = ωi1...ik Diωi1...ik

= 2k
k+1A(ω)i + B(ω)i + k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))D(ω)i,(5.7)

which is (5.3). Contracting ωi1...ik
with Di1

ωi2...iki and using (3.12) yields

ωi1...ik Di1
ωi2...iki = − 2

k+1A(ω)i + B(ω)i + 2(1−k)
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))D(ω)i.(5.8)

Differentiating ρ(ω ? ω)ij = ωia1...ak−1
ωj

a1...ak−1 yields

wi1...ik Di1
ωi2...iki = div(ρ(ω ? ω))i − D(ω)i.(5.9)

Substitututing (5.9) in (5.8) yields (5.4). Taking linear combinations of (5.3) and (5.4) in different ways
yields (5.5) and (5.6). The k = 1 cases of (5.5) and (5.6) follow from

div(γ ⊗ γ − 1
2 |γ|2hh)i = div(γ)γi − 2γpD[iγp] = div(γ)γi − 2γpK(γ)ip,

div(γ ⊗ γ + 1
2 |γ|2hh)i = div(γ)γi + 2γpD(iγp) = n+2

2 div(γ)γi + 2γpL(γ)ip,
(5.10)

valid for any γ ∈ Γ(T ∗M). �

Remark 5.2. Among the possible linear combinations of (5.3) and (5.4), the combinations (5.6) and (5.5)
are distinguished by the absence of A(ω) or B(ω). This is relevant because the conformal scaling of A(ω),
B(ω), and D(ω) is different. The first two rescale in a way that depends on k, while the last rescales in a
way that depends only on dimension. This means that given a conformal structure [h] it makes sense to
impose that either A(ω) or B(ω) vanish, but does not make sense to require that both vanish. The vanishing
of D(ω) can then be treated as condition selecting within the conformal class.

Recall the convention S1
0V∗ = V∗. Define linear operators T± : Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) → Γ(S2T ∗M) by

T+(ω)ij =

®
(ω ⊗ ω)ij − 1

2 |ω|2hhij k = 1,

ρ(ω ? ω)ij − 1
2 |ω|2hhij k ≥ 2,

T−(ω)ij =

®
(ω ⊗ ω)ij + 1

2 |ω|2hhij k = 1,

ρ(ω ? ω)ij + 1
2k |ω|2hhij k ≥ 2.

(5.11)

Note the asymmetry in the definitions; there is a k in the definition of T− that is not present in the definition
of T+. The ± in the notation is motivated by thinking of sections of Sk

0 T M as sections of S−k
0 T ∗M (although

this has no sense), so corresponding to negative integers. By definition,

tr T+(ω) = 2−n
2 |ω|2h, trT−(ω) = n+2k

2k |ω|2h.(5.12)

The operators T± depend on h. When it is necessary to indicate this dependence there is written T±
h . From

the identities, for ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)),

ω ?fh ω = f2−kω ? ω, ρfh(ω ?fh ω) = f1−k ρh(ω ? ω), |ω|2fh = f−k|ω|2h,(5.13)

for 0 < f ∈ C∞(M), it follows that the operators T± are conformally invariant in the sense that

T±
fh(fαω)ij = f2α+1−kT±

h (ω)ij , ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)).(5.14)

Corollary 5.3. Let (M, h) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 2. For ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)),

div(T+(ω))i = −2A(ω)i + n−2
n+k−3D(ω)i, div(T−(ω))i = k+1

k B(ω)i + n+2k
n+2(k−1)D(ω)i.(5.15)

Proof. This is immediate from Lemma 5.1 and (5.11). �

Lemma 5.4. Let (M, h) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold M of dimension n ≥ 3. Consider sequences of
tensors {ω(k) ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) : k ≥ 1} and {γ(k) ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) : k ≥ 1} such that

• ω(k) ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerD ∩ kerA,

• γ(k) ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerD ∩ kerB, and

• the tensors Tcod
ij =

∑
k≥1 akT

+(ω(k))ij and Tkill
ij =

∑
k≥1 bkT

−(ω(k))ij converge pointwise to smooth

sections of S2(T ∗M) for some sequences {ak ∈ R : k ≥ 1} and {bk ∈ R : k ≥ 1}.



14 DANIEL J. F. FOX

Then the equations

Rij − 1
2Rhhij + n−2

2n κhij = Tcod

ij + Tkill

ij(5.16)

are consistent and

κ = Rh −
∑
k≥1

ak|ω(k)|2h +
∑
k≥1

n+2
k(n−2) bk|γ(k)|2h(5.17)

is a constant. If n > 2 the equations (5.16) hold for some κ ∈ R if and only if

Rij − a1ω
(1)
i ω

(1)
j −

∑
k≥2

ak ρ(ω(k)
? ω(k))ij − b1γ

(1)
i γ

(1)
j −

∑
k≥2

bk ρ(γ(k)
? γ(k))ij = κ

n hij ,(5.18)

in which case κ has the form (5.17).

Remark 5.5. Note that the equations (5.16) make sense for h of any signature, although for indefinite
signature h the expressions |ω(k)|2h need not be positive.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. By Corollary 5.3, Tcod
ij and Tkill

ij are divergence free. Taking the divergence of both

sides of (5.16) shows that κ must be constant if (5.16) is to admit solutions. The form (5.17) for κ follows
by tracing both sides of (5.16). Evidently (5.16) implies (5.18). If there holds (5.18), taking the divergence
of (5.18) and using the traced differential Bianchi identity 2DpRip = DiRh and Corollary 5.3, shows

0 = n−2
n

Ñ

Rh −
∑
k≥1

ak|ω(k)|2h +
∑
k≥1

n+2
k(n−2) bk|γ(k)|2h

é

,(5.19)

so that, since n > 2, κ as in (5.17) is constant. With (5.18) this implies (5.16). �

Corollary 5.6. If h is a Riemannian metric on a compact manifold M of dimension n ≥ 2, and ω ∈
Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker(∆h − ÛR), then ω satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4.

Proof. Since M is compact, and ∆h − ÛR = �−1, Lemma 3.4 shows that ker(∆h − ÛR) ∩ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) =

kerK ∩ ker div ∩Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). �

Let Tij ∈ Γ(S2T ∗M). A pseudo-Riemannian metric gij solves the Einstein equations with energy momen-
tum tensor Tij and cosmological constant Λ if

Rij − 1
2Rggij = 8πTij − Λgij .(5.20)

In this case, it follows from the traced differential Bianchi identity that Tij is divergence free.

Corollary 5.7. On an n-dimensional manifold M a pair (h, ω) comprising a pseudo-Riemannian metric
hij and a tensor ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) solves the system

0 = −2(n + k − 3)A(ω) + (n − 2)D(ω),

Rij − 1
2Rhhij + n−2

2n κhij = c
(

ρ(ω ? ω)ij − 1
2 |ω|2hhij

)

= cT+(ω)ij ,
(5.21)

for some real constants κ and c if and only if h solves the Einstein equations with energy momentum tensor
c

8πT
+(ω)ij and cosmological constant Λ = n−2

2n κ = n−2
2n

(

Rh − c|ω|2h
)

.

The system (5.21) has been written so as to make readily apparent its formal resemblance to the Einstein-
Maxwell system for a metric and a two-form.

Remark 5.8. In (5.21), the absolute value of c can always be absorbed into ω, but its sign cannot, and
the qualitative properties of the solutions of the resulting equations depend on this sign. If c has the wrong
sign, the solutions of (5.21) may not admit any possible physical interpretation. Physical considerations
focus attention on solutions of the Einstein equations for which the energy momentum tensor satisfies some
energy condition, such as the weak energy condition that xixjTij ≥ 0 for all timelike vector fields xi, where
xi is timelike if |x|2h < 0. (Such a condition is vacuous if hij is Riemannian.) Changing the sign of c destroys
such a condition. However, as examples coming from the study of submanifolds show, the equations (5.21)
have mathematical interest even without such an energy condition (see Example 6.1).
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Example 5.9. In the case k = 1, for a solution (h, ω) of (5.21), the one-form ω is h-harmonic. If, moreover,
ω = dφ for some φ ∈ C∞(M), then φ solves the wave equation ∆hφ = 0, and in Lorentzian signature can be
interpreted as a massless scalar field, so the pair (h, dφ) satisfies the Einstein scalar field equations. In the
Riemannian case, were M compact, then φ would be harmonic, so constant, and ω would vanish identically,
but if ω is not required to be exact, there can still be interesting solutions in Riemannian signature.

Thinking of ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) as a Sk−1

0 (T ∗M)-valued one-form, (ω ? ω)ijkl can be viewed as a curvature
term. Lemma 5.10 shows that a metric and ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker div ∩ kerK such that the modified
curvature Rijkl − 1

4 (ω ? ω)ijkl is projectively flat, meaning it is a multiple of (h ? h)ijkl , yield a solution of
(5.21).

Lemma 5.10. Let hij be a pseudo-Riemannian metric on a manifold M of dimension n ≥ 3. Suppose
ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker div satisfies ωa1...akK(ω)ia1...ak
= 0 and that there is κ ∈ C∞(M) such that the

curvature Rijkl of hij satisfies

Rijkl − c(ω ? ω)ijkl = − κ
n(n−1) (h ? h)ijkl ,(5.22)

for some c ∈ R. Then h and ω solve the equations (5.21). In particular, κ is a constant.
If n = 3, then h and ω solve (5.22) for c ∈ R if and only if they solve (5.21).

Proof. By (2.4), tracing (5.22) yields Rij = κ
n hij + c ρ(ω ? ω)ij . Tracing this yields Rh = κ + c|ω|2h, and

calculating the trace-free part of Rij yields the last equation of (5.21). From Lemma 5.4 it follows that κ is
a constant. If (h, ω) solves (5.21), then, by (2.5) and (5.21),

Rijkl − c(ω ? ω)ijkl

= Wijkl − c tf(ω ? ω)ijkl − 2
n−2 tf (ρ(R) − c ρ(ω ? ω)) ? h − 1

n(n−1)

(

Rh − c|ω|2h
)

h ? h

= Wijkl − c tf(ω ? ω)ijkl − κ
n(n−1) h ? h,

(5.23)

where the conformal Weyl tensor Wijkl of h is the trace-free part of Rijkl . If n = 3, then there vanish Wijkl

and tf(ω ? ω)ijkl, and (5.23) shows that h and ω solve (5.22). �

The qualitative properties of solutions of (5.22) depend strongly on the signs of the parameters c and κ.

6. Examples of solutions to the coupled equations

This section records examples of solutions of the equations (5.21).

Example 6.1. Lemma 6.2 yields solutions of (5.21) with c having either sign.

Lemma 6.2. Let (N, g) be an (n + 1)-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian space form with scalar curvature
Rg and let i : M → N be an immersion of an n-dimensional hypersurface M such that hij = i∗(g)ij

is nondegenerate. Let Πij be the second fundamental form of the immersion i defined with respect to a
unimodular transverse vector field ZI orthogonal to i(M) and satisfying ǫ = |Z|2g ∈ {±1}. If g has constant

curvature R̂IJK
L = − 2Rg

n(n+1) gK[IδJ]
L, and i(M) has mean curvature zero, then (h, Π) solves (5.22) with

c = −ǫ and κ = n−1
n+1Rg.

Proof. Let Πij and Si
j be the second fundamental form and shape operator with respect to the normal field

ZI . Then Πij = ǫSi
phpj . Let D be the Levi-Civita connection of hij . The Gauss-Codazzi equations imply

that D[iΠj]k = 0 and Rijkl = Rijk
phpl = −ǫ(Π ? Π)ijkl − Rg

n(n+1) (h ? h)ijkl . If the immersion has mean

curvature zero, then Πp
p = 0, so DpΠip = DiΠp

p = 0 and Πij ∈ Γ(S2
0(T ∗M)) ∩ ker div ∩ kerK. �

Example 6.3. The notions described next are special cases of more general ones introduced in [26]. Let
hij be a pseudo-Riemannian metric and let ∇ be a torsion-free affine connection satisfying ∇[ihj]k = 0 and

∇i det h = 0. The torsion-free conjugate connection ∇̄ defined by ∇̄ = ∇ + hkp∇ihjp satisfies ∇̄ihjk =

−∇ihjk, so also ∇̄[ihj]k = 0 and ∇̄i det h = 0 too. The conjugate connection of ∇̄ is ∇, so conjugacy is an
involution on the space of torsion-free affine connections satisfying ∇[ihj]k = 0 and ∇i det h = 0. Such a



16 DANIEL J. F. FOX

connection has self-conjugate curvature if its curvature tensor equals the curvature tensor of its conjugate
connection.

A cooriented n-dimensional hypersurface M in (n + 1)-dimensional flat affine space equipped with the
standard parallel volume form is nondegenerate if its second fundamental form is everywhere nondegenerate.
This condition does not depend on the choice of a vector field transverse to the hypersurface. With the
given coorientation, the second fundamental form determines on M a conformal structure [h]. A choice of
transverse vector field determines an induced torsion-free affine connection, ∇, and a pseudo-Riemannian
metric, h, representing [h] (the second fundamental form with respect to the given transversal). The equiaffine
normal is the transverse vector field determined by the requirements that it be consistent with the given
coorientation and satisfy ∇[ihj]k = 0 and ∇i det h = 0. The last condition is equivalent to the requirement
that the volume density determined by h equals that determined by interior multiplying the transversal in
the ambient volume form. The connection, ∇, and metric, h, associated with the equiaffine normal are called
the equiaffine connection and equiaffine (or Blaschke) metric.

The conormal map associating with p ∈ M the annihilator of the tangent space TpM takes values in
the projectivization of the vector space V dual to the ambient affine space. Because M is nondegenerate
this conormal map is an immersion and the connection ∇̄ conjugate to ∇ represents the flat projective
structure on the hypersurface obtained by pulling back that on the projectivization P(V). In particular ∇̄ is
projectively flat (one says that ∇ is conjugate projectively flat).

Let 1
2 Lij

k be the difference tensor of the Levi-Civita connection, D, of the equiaffine metric and the

equiaffine connection, ∇, so that D = ∇ + 1
2 Lij

k, and write Lijk = Lij
phpk. Then ∇ihjk = Li(jk),

and from ∇[ihj]k = 0 it follows that Lijk = L(ijk), while from ∇i det h = 0 it follows that Lip
p = 0, so

that Lijk ∈ Γ(S3
0(T ∗M)). The tensor Lijk is known as the Fubini-Pick form; the constant factor 1/2 is

conventional.
The equiaffine mean curvature, H, of M is the average of the eigenvalues of the shape operator associated

with the equiaffine normal. The hypersurface M is an affine sphere if the lines spanned by its equiaffine
normals are all parallel or all meet in a point (called the center of the affine sphere). Equivalently, the
equiaffine shape operator is a multiple of the identity endomorphism (in this case the multiple equals the
equiaffine mean curvature and is constant). The curvature of the equiaffine metric h of an affine sphere
satisfies Rijkl − 1

4 (L ? L)ijkl = −2H(h ? h)ijkl , so (h, L) is a pair satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma 5.10.
For background on affine spheres see [7, 41] (these treat only the case of convex affine spheres, but the local
computations are the same in any signature).

A convex affine sphere M cooriented to the concave side and having equiaffine mean curvature H < 0 is
said to be hyperbolic. By a theorem due to S. Y. Cheng and S.-T. Yau [16, 17, 41], the interior of a pointed
proper open convex cone is foliated by hyperbolic affine spheres having center at its vertex, asymptotic to
the cone, and for which the equiaffine metric is complete. The Cheng-Yau theorem on the existence of
hyperbolic affine spheres thus guarantees many solutions to (5.16) when k = 3, moreover for which h is a
complete Riemannian metric.

Theorem 6.4 shows that on a compact manifold a solution of a particular case of (5.21) is equivalent to
the existence of a torsion-free affine connection that is Einstein-like in the sense that its Ricci curvature is
a constant multiple of the metric. Example 6.3 shows that these conditions are satisfied by the equiaffine
metric and affine connection induced on a convex nondegenerate hypersurface in flat affine space (in this case
the Codazzi tensor is twice the usual cubic form). Since in this case the affine connection has projectively
flat conjugate and there hold the stronger equations (5.22), this shows that (5.21) is a strict relaxation of
(5.22) in the sense that a solution of (5.21) need not come from a solution of (5.22).

Theorem 6.4. Let M be a manifold of dimension n > 2, and let h be a Riemannian metric on M having
Levi-Civita connection D and curvature Rijk

l.

(1) Suppose ω ∈ Γ(S3
0(T ∗M)) is Codazzi, meaning D[iωj]kl = 0, and (h, ω) is a solution of (5.21) for

κ ∈ R and c = 1. The torsion-free affine connection ∇± = D ± ωij
k has the following properties:

(a) ∇±
[i hj]k = 0 and ∇i det h = 0.
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(b) The curvature R±
ijk

l satisfies R+
ijkl = R+

ijk
phpl = Rijkl + 2ωpl[iωj]k

p = R−
ijk

phpl = R−
ijkl. In

particular, R+
ijkl = R−

ijkl has the symmetries of a metric curvature tensor.

(c) R±
ij = R±

pij
p = Rij − ωip

qωjq
p = κ

n hij and R± = hijR±
ij = Rh − |ω|2 = κ is constant.

(2) Suppose ∇ is a torsion-free affine connection satisfying ∇[ihj]k = 0 and ∇i det h = 0 having self-

conjugate curvature Rijk
l satisfying Rij = Rpij

p = κ
n hij for some constant κ. Then the difference

tensor ωij
k = ∇ − D satisfies ωijk = ωij

phpk ∈ Γ(S3
0(T ∗M)), D[iωj]kl = 0, and κ = Rh − |ω|2 is

constant, and the pair (h, ω) solves (5.21) with constants κ and c = 1.

Proof. First suppose the conditions of (1). Claims (1a)-(1c) follow from straightforward computations as
follows. By the definition of ∇± and the symmetry of ωijk, ∇±hij = ∓2ωijk. Antisymmetrizing yields
∇±

[i hj]k = 0. Because ωijk is trace-free, ∇±
i det h = hpq∇pm

i hpq = ∓2ωip
p = 0. This proves (1a). The

curvature of ∇± satisfies

R±
ijk

l = Rijk
l ± 2D[iωj]k

l + 2ωp[i
lωj]k

p = Rijk
l + 2ωp[i

lωj]k
p,(6.1)

the last equality because D[iωj]kl = 0. This shows (1b) and (1c) follows by taking traces. The constancy

of κ was assumed, and is equivalent to the constancy of R±, for, Now suppose ∇ is as in (2). Define
ωijk = ωij

phpk by ∇ − D = ωij
k. Because ∇ and D are torsion-free, ω[ij]k = 0. Then ∇ihjk = −2ωi(jk),

so 0 = ∇[ihj]k = −ω[ij]k − ωk[ij] = −ωk[ij], showing that ωijk = ω(ijk) and ∇ihjk = −2ωijk. Similarly,

0 = ∇i det h = hpq∇ihpq = −ωip
p, so ωijk ∈ Γ(S3

0(T ∗M)). The connection ∇̄ conjugate to ∇ is defined by

∇̄ = ∇ + hkp∇ihjp = D + ωij
k − 2ωij

k = D − ωij
k, so ∇ and ∇̄ have the forms ∇± = D ± ωij

k. The

curvature R±
ijk

l of ∇± satisfies

R±
ijkl = R±

ijk
phpl = Rijkl ± 2D[iωj]kl + 2ωpl[iωj]k

p,(6.2)

so that ∇ = ∇+ has self-conjugate curvature if and only if D[iωj]kl = 0. In this case κhij = Rij = Rpij
p =

Rij − ωip
qωjq

p and nκ = hijRij = Rh − |ω|2. Using the differential Bianchi identity, D[iωj]kl = 0, and
ωip

p = 0 there results

nDiκ = Di(R − |ω|2) = 2DpRip − 2ωabcDiωabc = 2DpRip − 2ωabcDaωbci

= 2DpRip − 2Da(ωabcωbci) + 2ωbciD
aωa

bc = 2Dp(Rip − ωia
bωpb

a) = 2DpR±
ip = 2Diκ.

(6.3)

Since n > 2 this implies κ = Rh − |ω|2 is constant. �

Example 6.5. Let (N, Ω) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold and let i : M → N be a Lagrangian
immersion. Tensors on M are labeled with lowercase Latin indices and tensors on N are labeled with upper-
case Latin indices. A (para/pseudo)-Kähler structure is a triple (G, A, Ω) comprising a (pseudo-)Riemannian
metric GIJ , an integrable (para)complex structure, and a symplectic form ΩIJ , which are compatible in the
sense that

AI
P AP

J = ǫδI
J , ΩIJ = AI

P GP J , AI
P ΩP J = ǫGIJ , ΩIP GJP = AI

J ,(6.4)

where, when ǫ = 1 the qualifier para applies, and when ǫ = −1 the qualifier pseudo is used if GIJ is not
Riemannian signature.

A (para/pseudo)-Kähler manifold (N, G, A) has constant (para)-holomorphic sectional curvature 4c if its

Levi-Civita connection “∇ has curvature R̂IJK
L of the form

R̂IJK
L = 2c

(

δ[I
LGJ]K − ǫA[I

LΩJ]K + ǫΩIJAK
L
)

.(6.5)

If dim N = 2n, then the Ricci and scalar curvatures are R̂IJ = 2c(n + 1)GIJ and R̂ = 4cn(n + 1).
An immersion i : M → N into a (para/pseudo)-Kähler manifold (N, Ω, A, G) is nondegenerate if the

induced tensor h = i∗(G) is nondegenerate. Let (N, G, A, Ω) be a 2n-dimensional (para/pseudo)-Kähler

manifold with canonical (Levi-Civita) connection “∇ and let i : M → N be a nondegenerate Lagrangian

immersion with second fundamental form Π(X, Y ) equal to the projection of “∇XT i(Y ) onto the normal

bundle of M . Define Πijk = Π(ijk) = Π
“∇
ij

QΩQk on M , so Π(X, Y, Z) = Ω(“∇XT i(Y ), T i(Z)). The tensor Π is

symmetric because “∇ is torsion-free and the immersion is Lagrangian. Let D be the Levi-Civita connection
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of the metric hij = i∗(G)ij on M . Tensors defined on M are raised and lowered using hij and hij . Let

R̂IJK
L be the curvature of “∇ and let Rijk

l be the curvature of D. Define Πij
k = hkpΠijp = Πij

k. Note
that Πij

k is not the second fundamental form as such, as its upper index is twisted by the (para)-complex
structure. Let P ∈ Γ(End(i∗(T N))) be projection onto T i(T M) along AT i(T M). It is claimed that, for
X, Y ∈ Γ(T M) there hold

T i(DXY ) = P“∇XT i(Y ),

“∇XT i(Y ) = T i(DXY ) + ǫAT i(Π♯(X, Y )), “∇XAT i(Y ) = AT i(DXY ) + T i(Π♯(X, Y )).
(6.6)

Because i is nondegenerate T i(T M) and AT i(T M) are transverse, so P is well-defined. By definition of

the second fundamental form there is induced on M a torsion-free connection D such that “∇XT i(Y ) =

T i(DXY ) + Π(X, Y ) where Π(X, Y ) is the projection of “∇XT i(Y ) onto AT i(T M) along T i(T M). In par-

ticular, T i(DXY ) = P“∇XT i(Y ) by definition of D. Then

(DXh)(Y, X) = XG(T i(Y ), T i(Z)) − G(T i(DXY ), T i(Z)) − G(T i(Y ), T i(DXZ))

= (“∇XG)(T i(Y ), T i(Z)) + G(π(X, Y ), T i(Z)) + G(T i(Y ), π(X, Z)) = 0,
(6.7)

shows that D is the Levi-Civita connection of h. By the definition of Π♯ there holds

Ω(π(X, Y ), T i(Z)) = Ω(“∇XT i(Y ), T i(Z)) = Π(X, Y, Z) = h(Π♯(X, Y ), Z)

= G(T i(Π♯(X, Y )), T i(Z)) = ǫΩ(AT i(Π♯(X, Y )), T i(Z)),
(6.8)

for all X, Y, Z ∈ Γ(T M), and by the nondegeneracy of Ω this shows π(X, Y ) = ǫAT i(Π♯(X, Y )), so that
“∇XT i(Y ) = T i(DXY ) + ǫAT i(Π♯(X, Y )). The identity “∇XAT i(Y ) = AT i(DXY ) + T i(Π♯(X, Y )) follows

because A is “∇-parallel.
The Lagrangian immersion has mean curvature zero if Πip

p = 0.

Lemma 6.6. Let i : M → N be a nondegenerate mean curvature zero Lagrangian immersion of the n-
dimensional manifold M in the 2n-dimensional (para/pseudo-)Kähler manifold (N, G, Ω, A) with constant
(para)-holomorphic curvature 4ĉ. Let hij = i∗(G)ij be the induced metric. Then (h, Π) solves (5.22) with
c = ǫ and κ = ĉn(n − 1).

Proof. From (6.6) it follows that there are tensors Tijk
l and Nijk

l on M having the algebraic symmetries
of a curvature tensor of metric type and such that

R̂(X, Y )T i(Z) = T i(T(X, Y )Z) + ǫAT i(N(X, Y )Z)(6.9)

for all X, Y, Z ∈ Γ(T M). Straightforward computations using (6.6) show that

Tijk
l = Rijk

l − 2ǫ(Π ? Π)ijkl , Nijk
l = 2D[iΠj]k

l = 2K(Π).(6.10)

Let Tij = Tpij
p, Nij = Npij

p, T = Tp
p, and Np

p = 0. Tracing (6.10) yields

Tij = Rij − ǫ ρ(L ? L)ij , T = R − ǫ|L|2h, Nij = div(Π)ij .(6.11)

Let R̂IJKL = R̂IJK
P GP L. Suppressing notation indicating the differential of i, it follows from (6.9) that

Tijkl = R̂ijkl and Nijkl = Ai
P R̂P jkl. If G has constant (para)-holomorphic sectional curvature, it fol-

lows from (6.5) that R̂IJKL = 2ĉ(GL[IGJ]K + ǫΩL[IΩJ]K + ǫΩIJΩKL) and AI
P R̂P JKL = 2ĉ(ΩL[IGJ]K +

GK[IΩJ]L + 2GIJΩKL). Pulling these back to M via i yields Tijkl = R̂ijkl = 2chl[ihj]k and Nijkl =

Ai
P R̂P jkl = 0. The remaining identities in

Nijk
l = 0, Tijk

l = 2ĉδ[i
lhj]k, Tij = ĉ(n − 1)hij , T = cn(n − 1).(6.12)

are obtained by taking traces. Substituting (6.12) in (6.10), and (6.11) shows that Πijk ∈ kerK∩ker div and
with the curvature Rijk

l of the Levi-Civita connection D of hij satisfies

Rijkl = −ĉ(h ? h)ijkl + ǫ(Π ? Π)ijkl ,(6.13)

and so also Rij = ĉ(n − 1)hij + ǫ ρ(Π ? Π)ij and R = ĉn(n − 1) + ǫ|Π|2h. �
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There seems to be no general existence result already known for the case k > 3.

Example 6.7. Let G be a connected compact simple Lie group of dimension greater than 3 with Lie algebra
g, let hij = −Bij be the bi-invariant metric determined by the negative of the Killing form of g, and note
that hij is Einstein with Ricci curvature Rij = 1

4 hij .

Let ωi1...ik
∈ Sk(g∗) be the complete polarization of a homogeneous degree k polynomial P invariant

under the adjoint action of G on g. More precisely, suppose that P is one of a set of homogeneous generators
of the ring of invariant polynomials on g and that k ≥ 3. If g has rank l then the ring of invariant polynomials
on g is generated by l algebraically independent homogeneous elements (see e.g. [3, section VIII.8]). The
degrees 2 = u1 < · · · < ul of the homogeneous generators are given in terms of the exponents m1 < · · · < ml

of the Weyl group W of g by ui = mi + 1, and satisfy u1 · · · · · ul = |W | and 2(u1 + · · · + ul) = dim g + l.
Since G acts on g orthogonally, the h-Laplacian is invariant under the G-action, so ∆hP is again an invariant
polynomial. Let E be the invariant polynomial corresponding to h. The harmonic part Q of P is obtained
by subtracting from P a linear combination of terms of the form Es∆s

hP (s > 0). Since each of these terms is
G-invariant, so is Q. Since the homogeneous generators of the ring of invariant polynomials are algebraically
independent, it cannot be that P is a linear combination of powers of E, so Q is not null. It follows that it
may be supposed from the beginning that P is ∆h-harmonic, or, equivalently, that ωi1...ik

is trace-free. In
particular, this shows that on g there exists a ∆h-harmonic homogeneous G-invariant polynomial of degree
at least 3.

Lemma 6.8. Let G be a connected compact simple Lie group of dimension greater than 3 with Lie algebra
g, let hij = −Bij be the bi-invariant metric on G determined by the negative of the Killing form Bij of g,
and let D be its Levi-Civita connection. Suppose k ≥ 3 and let ωi1...ik

∈ Sk(g∗) be the complete polarization
of a ∆h-harmonic homogeneous G-invariant polyonomial P of degree k. The pair (h, ω) solves the equations
(5.16) on G.

Proof. The invariance of P means that 0 = kci(i1

pωi2...ik)p = −2Diωi1...ik
, so that ω is parallel, and so in

the kernel of �−1 by (3.29). Let σij = ωii1...ik−1
ωj

i1...ik−1 . Then

cij
pσpk = −cji

pωpi1...ik−1
ωk

i1...ik−1 = (k − 1)cj(i1

pωi2...ik−1)piωk
i1...ik−1

= (k − 1)cj(p
i1 ωi2...ik−1)ki1

ωi
pi2...ik−1 = −cjk

i1 ωi1pi2...ik−1
ωi

pi2...ik−1 = −cjk
pσip,

(6.14)

showing that σij is an invariant bilinear form. By the simplicity of g there is a constant c such that σij = chij ,
and tracing this equality shows that c = |ω|2h/ dim g. It follows that (h, ω) solves the equations (5.16). �

Example 6.9. When the metric hij is flat, the equations (5.16) admit purely algebraic solutions. In this
example hij is a flat Riemannian metric on an n-dimensional vector space V, although many of the claims
make sense in other signatures. Let xi denote the radial Euler vector field. Let E(x) = |x|2h. Let ∆ = ∆h. If

F (x) is a function on V, let Fi1...ik
= Di1

. . . Dik
F . Sometimes it is convenient to write D(k)F for the k-fold

covariant derivative of F (for example D(2)F is the Hessian of F ). If F is a polynomial homogeneous of
degree g then xi1 . . . xij Fi1...ij

= g(g − 1) . . . (g − j + 1)F . In this case Fi1...ig
is a constant tensor, so parallel.

Lemma 6.10. Let F be an h-harmonic polynomial homogeneous of degree g ≥ 2 on the n-dimensional
Euclidean vector space (V, h). Let ωi1...ig

= Fi1...ig
. The pair (h, ω) solves the equations (5.16) (with γ = 0)

if and only if there is c ∈ R such that P solves any one of the following equivalent equations:

0 = Fip1...pg−1
Fj

p1...pg−1 − chij ,(6.15)

0 = DiDj

Ä
|D(g−1)F |2 − cE

ä
,(6.16)

0 = |D(g−1)F |2 − cE.(6.17)

In this case c = |D(g)F |2.

Proof. The equivalence of (6.15) and (6.16) follows from the vanishing of Fi1...ig+1
. Because |D(g−1)F |2 − cE

is a homogeneous quadratic polynomial, its Hessian vanishes if and only if it vanishes identically, so the
equations (6.15) and (6.16) are equivalent to (6.17). �
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Example 6.11. A hypersurface in a Riemannian space form is isoparametric if its principal curvatures
are constant. The question of classifying isoparametric hypersurfaces was posed and partially solved by
E. Cartan in [11, 12, 10]. See [19], [52], and [59] and for background. In [45, 44] it is shown that for an
isoparametric hypersurface in a constant curvature (n − 1)-dimensional sphere S

n−1 = {x ∈ V : E(x) = 1}:

• the number g of distinct principal curvatures satisfies g ∈ {1, 2, 3, 6};
• if the distinct principal curvatures are ordered λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λg , the multiplicities, mi, of the λi

satisfy mi = mi+2 (indices modulo 6), so that there are at most two distinct multiplicities m1 and
m2 (moreover, if g < 4 then m1 = m2 always); and

• every such hypersurface arises as a level set of the restriction to the sphere of a polynomial P : V → R

homogeneous of degree g and satisfying the equations

|dP |2 = g2Eg−1, ∆P = m2−m1

2 g2E
g
2 −1.(6.18)

A polynomial P solving (6.18) is called a Cartan-Münzner polynomial. Examples of solutions for which the
resulting hypersurfaces are not extrinsically homogeneous are known when g = 4; see for example [25].

Theorem 6.12. Let P be a Cartan-Münzner polynomial homogeneous of degree g ≥ 2 and having multi-
plicities m1 and m2 on the n-dimensional Euclidean vector space (V, h). Then the trace-free part ωi1...ig

of
Pi1...ig

solves (6.15), so the pair (h, ω) solves the equations (5.16) (with γ = 0).

Proof. It suffices to show that P solves an equation of the form (6.17). The following identity is needed. For
any polynomial F homogeneous of degree g there holds

∆(EiF ) = 2i(n + 2(g + i − 1))Ei−1F + Ei∆F.(6.19)

In particular, the special case f = 1 yields ∆Ei = 2i(n + 2(i − 1))Ei−1.
In the case m1 = m2, the polynomial P is harmonic and so ωi1...ig

= Pi1...ig
. In this case applying ∆g−2

to the first equation of (6.18) and simplifying the result using (6.19) yields

2g−2g(g!)(n + 2(g − 2)) . . . (n + 2)E = ∆g−2(g2Eg−1) = ∆g−2|dP |2 = 2g−2|D(g−1)P |2.(6.20)

Differentiating this yields

DiDj |D(g−1)P |2 = 2g(g!)(n + 2(g − 2)) . . . (n + 2)hij ,(6.21)

which suffices to show that P solves (6.17). The argument in the general case is similar, but more involved.

Since m1 = m2, if g < 4, it can be supposed that g ∈ {4, 6}. In particular, g is even. Let P =
∑g/2

i=0 EiQ(g−2i)

be the Lefschetz decomposition of P into its harmonic components. Here Q(g−2i) is a harmonic polynomial
homogeneous of degree g − 2i, and the decomposition is uniquely determined. Applying ∆ to both sides and
using (6.19) yields

m2−m1

2 g2E
g
2 −1 = ∆P =

g/2∑
i=1

2i(n + 2(g − i − 1))Ei−1Q(g−2i).(6.22)

By the uniqueness of the Lefschetz decomposition, this implies Q(g−2i) = 0 if 0 < i < g/2. Hence

P = Q + (m2−m1)g
2(n+g−2) Eg/2(6.23)

where Q is a harmonic polynomial homogeneous of degree g. Note that the desired tensor ωi1...ig
equals

Qi1...,ig
. Calculating the differential of (6.23) using the homogeneity of Q yields

g2Eg−1 = |dP |2 = |dQ|2 + (m2−m1)g3

(n+g−2) Eg/2−1Q + (m2−m1)2g2

(n+g−2)2 Eg−1,(6.24)

so that

0 = |dQ|2 + g3 (m2−m1)
(n+g−2) Eg/2−1Q + g2

(

(m2−m1)2

(n+g−2)2 − 1
)

Eg−1.(6.25)

Applying ∆g−2 to both sides of (6.25) and simplifying using (6.19) yields

0 = 2g−2
(

|D(g−1)Q|2 +
(

(m2−m1)2

(n+g−2)2 − 1
)

g(g!)(n + 2(g − 2))(n + 2(g − 3)) . . . (n + 2)E
)

.(6.26)
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Hence

Qip1...pg−1
Qj

p1...pg−1 =
(

1 − (m2−m1)2

(n+g−2)2

)

g(g!)(n + 2(g − 2))(n + 2(g − 3)) . . . (n + 2)hij .(6.27)

Because ωi1...ig
is parallel, this suffices to prove the claim. �

Example 6.13. Let E = {e1, . . . , en} be an enumeration of the edge set of a finite k-regular graph with
vertex set V . The partial Steiner system B determined by the incidence of edges in the given graph is the
collection of k-element subsets (blocks) of n̄ = {1, . . . , n} such that I = {i1, . . . , ik} ∈ B if and only if the
edges ei1

, . . . , eik
are incident at some vertex in V . Let V be the n-dimensional real vector space generated by

E and equip V with the flat Riemannian metric h with respect to which E is an ordered orthonormal basis.
Let x1, . . . , xn be the coordinates of x ∈ V with respect to the ordered basis E. The quadratic form Q(x)
determined by h is Q(x) =

∑n
i=1 x2

i . Associate with I ∈ B the monomial xI = xi1
. . . xik

. Let ǫ ∈ {±1}B, so
that ǫI ∈ {±1} for each I ∈ B.

Lemma 6.14. Let B be the partial Steiner system determined by the incidence of edges in a finite k-regular
graph. For the homogeneity k polynomial P (x) =

∑
I∈B ǫIxI associated with a k-regular graph and a choice

of signs ǫ ∈ {±1}B, the pair (h, D(k)P ) solves (5.16).

Proof. The component ∂k−1P
∂xi1

...∂xik−1

is nonzero if and only if {i1, . . . , ik−1} is contained in some block I =

{i1, . . . , ik} in B (because any k − 1 edges meet at most one vertex there is at most one such block). In

this case ∂k−1P
∂xi1

...∂xik−1

= ǫIxik
. Since there are (k − 1)! orderings of the distinct indices i1, . . . , ik−1 and since

the index of a given edge appears in exactly two blocks there results |D(k−1)P |2h = 2(k − 1)!Q. Because no
variable xi appears in any monomial of P with a power higher than one, P is h-harmonic. By Lemma 6.10
this shows that the pair (h, D(k)P ) solves (5.16). �

7. Refined Kato inequalities for trace-free symmetric tensors

The inequality (7.1) of Lemma 7.1 generalizes the estimate for the second fundamental form of a minimal
hypersurface proved in [49]. With a 1 in place of n+k−2

n+2(k−1) , it follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

and is known as a Kato inequality. The estimates (7.1)-(7.3) are refined Kato inequalities in the sense of [8]
and [6], and can be deduced from the results in either of those papers. In particular the results of [8, Section
6] include Lemma 7.1, and the discussion at the very end of [8, Section 6] gives the explicit constants of
(7.1)-(7.3) for the cases k = 1, 2. (The k = 2 case of (7.1) had earlier been stated in [4, section 4].) To keep
the exposition self-contained, here there is given a direct proof of (7.1)-(7.3) following the general procedure
described in the introduction of [6], and not utilizing general representation theoretic machinery.

Lemma 7.1. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with a Riemannian metric h having Levi-Civita con-
nection D, and let φi1...ik

∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), where k ≥ 1. If φ ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK ∩ ker div (that is
D[iφj]i1...ik−1

= 0) then where |φ|2 6= 0 there holds

|d|φ||2 ≤ n+k−2
n+2(k−1) |Dφ|2.(7.1)

If φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerL ∩ ker div (that is D(i1

φi2...ik+1) = 0) then where |φ|2 6= 0 there holds

|d|φ||2 ≤ k
k+1 |Dφ|2.(7.2)

If φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerL ∩ kerK (that is Dφ is pure trace) then where |φ|2 6= 0 there holds

|d|φ||2 ≤ k
n+2(k−1) |Dφ|2.(7.3)

Proof. Write σL(Z)(φ) for the symbol of L applied to the vector Zi and φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)), and similarly for

K and div. Write (i(Z)φ)i1...ik−1
= Zpφpi1...ik−1

and suppose Zi has unit norm. When k = 1 and n = 2 the
coefficient of the pure trace terms in (3.19) should be understood in a limiting sense. The nonnegativity of
|σK(Z)(φ)|2 in (3.19) yields

n+2(k−2)
n+k−3 |i(Z)φ|2 ≤ |φ|2.(7.4)
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Together (3.18) and (7.4) give

|σL(Z)(φ)|2 ≤ 1
k+1 |φ|2 + k(n+k−3)

(k+1)(n+2(k−1)) |φ|2 = n+k−2
n+2(k−1) |φ|2.(7.5)

Contracting (3.12) with σD(Z)(ω) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows

1
2 Zidi|φ|2 = Ziφi1...ik Diφi1...ik

= 〈σD(Z)(φ), Dφ〉
= 〈σL(Z)(φ),L(φ)〉 + 2k

k+1 〈σK(Z)(φ),K(φ)〉 + k(n+2(k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) 〈i(Z)φ, div(φ)〉,

≤ |σL(Z)(φ)||L(φ)| + 2k
k+1 |σK(Z)(φ)||K(φ)| + k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) |i(Z)φ|| div(φ)|.
(7.6)

Suppose φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK ∩ ker div. By (3.13), |Dφ|2 = |L(φ)|2. Substituting this and (7.5) into

(7.6) gives

|φ|2|Zidi|φ||2 = 1
4 |Zidi|φ|2|2 ≤ |σL(Z)(φ)|2|L(φ)|2 = |σL(Z)(φ)|2|Dφ|2 ≤ n+k−2

n+2(k−1) |φ|2|Dφ|2.(7.7)

This holds for all unit norm Zi, so shows (7.1).
Suppose φ ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M))∩kerL∩ker div. By (3.13), |Dφ|2 = 2k
k+1 |K(φ)|2, and, by (3.19), 2|σK(Z)(φ)|2 ≤

|φ|2. In (7.6) these give

|φ|2|Zidi|φ||2 = 1
4 |Zidi|φ|2|2 ≤ ( 2k

k+1 )2|σK(Z)(φ)|2|K(φ)|2

= 2k
k+1 |σK(Z)(φ)|2|Dφ|2 ≤ k

n+1 |φ|2|Dφ|2.
(7.8)

This holds for all unit norm Zi, so shows (7.2).

Suppose φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerL ∩ kerK. By (3.13), |Dφ|2 = k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) | div(φ)|2. With (7.4) in

(7.6) this gives

|φ|2|Zidi|φ||2 = 1
4 |Zidi|φ|2|2 ≤

Ä
k(n+2(k−2))

(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1))

ä2
|i(Z)φ|2| div(φ)|2

= k(n+2(k−2))
(n+k−3)(n+2(k−1)) |i(Z)φ|2|Dφ|2 ≤ k

n+2(k−1) |φ|2|Dφ|2.
(7.9)

This holds for all unit norm Zi, so shows (7.3). �

Remark 7.2. When n = 2 the inequalities (7.1), (7.2), and (7.3) are in fact equalities; see section 3 of [27].
Since here attention is focused on the case n > 2, further discussion is omitted.

Remark 7.3. The proof of Lemma 7.1 shows that if φ ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)) then the largest eigenvalue µ of

the symmetric two-tensor ρ(φ ? φ)ij satisfies µ ≤ n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |φ|2. By (7.4) for any vector field X i there

holds X iXj ρ(φ ? φ)ij = |i(X) ρ(φ)|2 ≤ n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |φ|2|X |2, which suffices to show the claim. This means

ρ(φ ? φ)ij ≤ n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |φ|2hij .

Lemma 7.4. Let h be a Riemannian metric on a manifold M of dimension n > 2 and let ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)).

Wherever ω 6= 0 there hold

|ω|(n+2(k−1))/(n+k−2)∆h|ω|(n−2)/(n+k−2) ≥ n−2
n+k−2QR(ω), if ω ∈ kerK ∩ ker div,(7.10)

|ω|(k+1)/k∆h|ω|(k−1)/k ≥ − 2(k−1)
k+1 〈ω,K∗K(ω)〉, if ω ∈ kerL ∩ ker div,(7.11)

|ω|(n+2(k−1))/k∆h|ω|(2−n)/k ≤ n−2
n+k−2QR(ω), if ω ∈ kerK ∩ kerL.(7.12)

Proof. Let ω ∈ Γ(Sk
0 (T ∗M)). Wherever |ω| > 0 there holds

1
2λ |ω|2(1−λ)∆h|ω|2λ = 1

2 ∆h|ω|2 + 2(λ − 1)|d|ω||2.(7.13)

Combining (7.13) with (7.1), (3.28), (3.33), (3.34), and Lemma 7.1 yields (7.10)-(7.12). �

Remark 7.5. If h is flat and f ∈ C∞(M) is harmonic, then ωi1...ik
= Di1

. . . Dik
f ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ kerK∩
ker div. By Lemma 7.4 the function |ω|p is subharmonic for all p ≥ (n−2)/(n+k −2). For the flat Euclidean
connection on Rn and k = 1 this is [54, Theorem A], and for k > 1 it is [9, Theorem 1]. In the opposite
direction, [55, Theorem 2(b)] shows that on flat Euclidean space the best p for which |ω|p is subharmonic
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is (n − 2)/(n + k − 2), and [55, Theorem 2(a)] shows that on flat Euclidean space, given any section ω of
Sk

0 (T ∗M) there is around every point a neighborhood U and a harmonic function f ∈ C∞(U) such that on
U there holds ωi1...ik

= Di1
. . . Dik

f .
If f ∈ C∞(M) is harmonic then df ∈ kerK ∩ ker div, and Lemma 7.4 shows that

(n − 1)|df |n/(n−1)∆h|df |(n−2)/(n−1) ≥ (n − 2) ρ(R)(df, df).(7.14)

If h has nonnegative Ricci curvature it follows that |df |p is subharmonic for any p ≥ (n − 2)/(n − 1).

Remark 7.6. Suppose ωij ∈ Γ(S2
0 (T ∗M)) ∩kerK∩div. If the sectional curvature is nonnegative then QR is

nonnegative on S2
0(T ∗M) so |ω|(n−2)/n is subharmonic by (7.10); if M is compact this means |ω| is constant,

and by (3.34) this implies ω is parallel. Moreover, if the sectional curvature is positive at some point, then
QR is positive on S2

0(T ∗M) at that point and ω must be identically zero. This recovers Theorem 7.7.

Theorem 7.7 (M. Berger - D. Ebin, [1]). On a compact Riemannian manifold with nonnegative sectional
curvature, a bij ∈ Γ(S2(T ∗M)) such that D[ibj]k = 0 and Dibp

p = 0 is parallel; if the sectional curvature is
somewhere positive, then bij is a constant multiple of the metric.

Corollary 7.8. The following are equivalent for a Riemannian manifold (M, h) of dimension n ≥ 3.

(1) The curvature Rijkl of h is harmonic, meaning DpRijk
p = 0.

(2) The trace-free part tf(R)ij of its Ricci tensor is in kerK ∩ ker div, so is a Codazzi tensor.
(3) Its Ricci tensor is a Codazzi tensor and its scalar curvature is constant.

If n ≥ 4, then these conditions are equivalent to

(4) The Weyl curvature Wijkl of h is harmonic, meaning DpWijk
p = 0.

If h satisfies any of these equivalent conditions and M is compact, then that h have nonnegative sectional
curvature which is somewhere positive implies h is Einstein.

Proof. For any Riemannian metric, div(tf(R))i = n−2
2n DiR and

2K(tf(R))ijk = DpRijk
p + 2

n(n−1) hk[iDj]R = 2DiRj]k + 2
n(n−1) hk[iDj]R.(7.15)

It follows that, if n > 2, then tf(R)ij ∈ kerK ∩ ker div if and only if DpRijk
p = 0. In this case DiR = 0, so

R ∈ kerK ∩ ker div and R is constant. That (3) implies (2) is immediate. When n > 3, the identity

DpWijk
p = 2(n−3)

n−2

Ä
K(tf(R))ijk + n−2

2n(n−1) hk[iDj]R
ä

,(7.16)

implies the equivalence of (3) and (4). Applying Theorem 7.7 to tf(R)ij yields the final claim. �

The equivalencies of Corollary 7.8 are essentially [21, Lemma 1]. The final claim (4) might be new.

8. Constraints on solutions

This section obtains a priori constraints on the growth of solutions of (5.22). This requires bounds on
complicated tensorial equations. The bounds presented are sharp for k ≤ 3 but could be improved for k > 3.
It would also be interesting to extend, even partially, such constraints to solutions of (5.21).

Lemma 8.1. Let (V, h) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 2. For k ≥ 2 and ω ∈ Sk
0 V∗ there hold

n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |ω|4h ≥ | ρ(ω ? ω)|2h ≥ 1

n |ω|4h,(8.1)

(n−2)(n+k−2)
n(n+2(k−2)) |ω|4h ≥ | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h,(8.2)

4|ω|4h ≥ |ω ? ω|2h ≥ 2
n(n−1) |ω|4h,(8.3)

Ä
4 − 2

n(n−1)

ä
|ω|4h ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + 4

n−2 | tf(ρ(ω ? ω))|2h ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2h.(8.4)

Proof. For xi ∈ V∗, the nonnegativity of the squared norm of

x[iωj]i1...ik−1
− 1

n+k−3

k−1∑
s=1

his[iωj]i1...̂is...ik−1pxp,(8.5)
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(where îs denotes the omission of the index is) yields

0 ≤ 2xiωji1...ik−1

(

x[iωj]i1...ik−1
− 1

n+k−3

k−1∑
s=1

his[iωj]i1...̂is...ik−1pxp

)

= |x|2h|ω|2h − |ι(x)ω|2h − k−1
n+k−3 |ι(x)ω|2h = |x|2h|ω|2h − n+2(k−2)

n+k−3 |ι(x)ω|2h,

(8.6)

so that

ρ(ω ? ω)ijxixj = |ι(x)ω|2h ≤ n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |x|2h|ω|2h.(8.7)

This shows n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |x|2h|ω|2hhij − ρ(ω ? ω)ij is positive semidefinite. Because ρ(ω ? ω)ij is also positive

semidefinite and the endomorphisms n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |ω|2hδi

j − ρ(ω ? ω)i
j and ρ(ω ? ω)i

j commute, contracting

with ρ(ω ? ω)ij yields

n+k−3
n+2(k−2) |ω|4h ≥ | ρ(ω ? ω)|2h = | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + 1

n |ω|4h,(8.8)

from which the inequalities (8.1) and (8.2) follow.
From (2.6) there follows

|ω ? ω|2h = | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + 4
n−2 | tf(ρ(ω ? ω))|2h + 2

n(n−1) |ω|4h.(8.9)

Using the nonnegativity of | tf(ω ? ω)|2h and | tf(ρ(ω ? ω))|2h yields the second inequality in (8.3). There
remains to show the leftmost inequality of (8.3). For τij ∈ S2

0V
∗,

0 ≤ (τijωklq1...qk−2
− τklωijq1...qk−2

)(τ ijωklq1...qk−2 − τklωijq1...qk−2 ) = |τ |2h|ω|2h − |ι(τ)ω|2h,(8.10)

where (ι(τ)ω)i1 ...ik−2
= τpqωpqi1...ik−2

. This means that the symmetric quadratic form defined on S2
0V∗ by

contracting τ ijτkl with the tensor |ω|2hhk(ihj)l − ωijq1...qk−2
ωkl

q1...qk−2 is positive semidefinite. Since the

quadratic form defined on S2
0V∗ by contracting τ ijτkl with ωijq1...qk−2

ωkl
q1...qk−2 is also positive semidefinite

and the corresponding endomorphisms commute it follows that

0 ≤ (|ω|2hhk(ihj)l − ωijq1...qk−2
ωkl

q1...qk−2 )ωij
p1...pk−2

ωkl p1...pk−2(8.11)

so that

ωijq1...qk−2
ωkl

q1...qk−2 ωij
p1...pk−2

ωkl p1...pk−2 ≤ |ω|4h.(8.12)

Define

M = ωj
kq1...qk−2 ωk

ip1...pk−2 ωi
l

q1...qk−2
ωl

j
p1,...pk−2

.(8.13)

From

0 ≤ 2ωk(i
p1...pk−1 ωj)lp1...pk−2

ωk(i
q1...qk−2

ωj)lq1...qk−2

= ωkip1...pk−2
ωjl

p1...pk−2 ωki
q1...qk−2

ωjlq1...qk−2 + M
(8.14)

and

|ω ? ω|2h = 2ωkip1...pk−2
ωjl

p1...pk−2 ωki
q1...qk−2

ωjlq1...qk−2 − 2M(8.15)

it follows that

|ω ? ω|2h = 2ωkip1...pk−2
ωjl

p1...pk−2 ωki
q1...qk−2

ωjlq1...qk−2 − 2M
≤ 4ωkip1...pk−2

ωjl
p1...pk−2 ωki

q1...qk−2
ωjlq1...qk−2 ≤ 4|ω|4h,

(8.16)

the last equality by (8.12). This shows (8.3). Combining the leftmost inequality of (8.3) with (8.9) yields
Ä
4 − 2

n(n−1)

ä
|ω|4h ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + 4

n−2 | tf(ρ(ω ? ω))|2h ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2h.(8.17)

This shows (8.4). �
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By (2.6), for ω ∈ Sk
0 V∗ there holds

|ω ? ω|2h = | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + 4
n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + 2

n(n−1) |ω|4h.(8.18)

From (8.18) there follows

k−1
2 |ω ? ω|2 + | ρ(ω ? ω)|2 = k−1

2 | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + n+2(k−2)
n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + n+k−2

n(n−1) |ω|4h,(8.19)

for ω ∈ Sk
0 V∗.

The proofs of theorems 8.5 and 8.6 depend on estimating (8.19) from above and below.
The estimates (8.3) and (8.4) can be improved when k ≤ 3.

Lemma 8.2. Let (V, h) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 2. For ω ∈ S2
0V

∗,

2 n−2
n−1 |ω|4 = | tf(ω ? ω)|2 + 2n

n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2 ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2h,(8.20)

2|ω|4 = |ω ? ω|2 + 2| ρ(ω ? ω)|2.(8.21)

Proof. By (2.5),

tf(ω ? ω)ijkl = 2ωk[iωj]l + 2
n−2 (ρ(ω ? ω)k[ihj]l − ρ(ω ? ω)l[ihj]k) − 2

(n−1)(n−2) |ω|2hk[ihj]l.(8.22)

Hence

| tf(ω ? ω)|2 = 〈tf(ω ? ω), ω ? ω〉
= 4ωkiωjlωk[iωj]l + 8

n−2 ωkiωjl ρ(ω ? ω)k[ihj]l − 4
(n−1)(n−2) |ω|2ωkiωjlhk[ihj]l

= 2|ω|4 − 2| ρ(ω ? ω)|2 − 4
n−2 | ρ(ω ? ω)|2 + 2

(n−1)(n−2) |ω|4

= 2(1 + 1
(n−1)(n−2) )|ω|4 − 2n

n−2 | ρ(ω ? ω)|2,

(8.23)

so that

| tf(ω ? ω)|2 + 2n
n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2 + 2

n−1 |ω|4

= | tf(ω ? ω)|2 + 2n
n−2 | ρ(ω ? ω)|2 − 2

(n−1)(n−2) |ω|4 = 2|ω|4,
(8.24)

which yields (8.20) after rearranging terms. Combining (8.19) with (8.20) yields (8.21). �

The key step in the proof of Lemma 8.3 comes from the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [13].

Lemma 8.3. Let (V, h) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 2. For ω ∈ S3
0V∗,

2n−1
n |ω|4 ≥ |ω ? ω|2 + | ρ(ω ? ω)|2 ≥ |ω ? ω|2 ≥ 2

n(n−1) |ω|4,(8.25)

2 n−2
n−1 |ω|4 ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2 + n+2

n−2 | tf(ρ(ω ? ω))|2 ≥ | tf(ω ? ω)|2.(8.26)

Proof. Let {e(1)i, . . . , e(n)i} be an h-orthonormal basis of V. In terms of the endomorphisms ω(i)j
k =

e(i)pωpj
k ∈ End(V), 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

[ω(i), ω(j)]kl = −2e(i)ae(j)bωk[a
pωb]lp = −e(i)ae(j)b(ω ? ω)abkl.(8.27)

By [18, Lemma 1], for symmetric endomorphisms Ai
j and Bi

j of V there holds |[A, B]|2h ≤ 2|A|2h|B|2h, and
applied with (8.27) this yields

|ω ? ω|2h =
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

|[ω(i), ω(j)]|2 =
n∑

i=1

∑
j 6=i

|[ω(i), ω(j)]|2 ≤ 2
n∑

i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2.(8.28)

There hold
n∑

i=1

|ω(i)|4 =

(

n∑
i=1

|ω(i)|2
)2

−
n∑

i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2 = |ω|4 −
n∑

i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2,

n∑
i=1

|ω(i)|4 = 1
2(n−1)

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

(

|ω(i)|2 − |ω(j)|2
)2

+ 1
n−1

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2.

(8.29)
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The observations (8.29), which are key to the proof, appear in the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [13]. Summing
2n−1

n times the first equation of (8.29) with 1−n
n times the second equation of (8.29) yields

n∑
i=1

|ω(i)|4 = 2n−1
n |ω|4 − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

(

|ω(i)|2 − |ω(j)|2
)2 − 2

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2.(8.30)

There holds ρ(ω ? ω)abe(i)ae(j)b = 〈ω(i), ω(j)〉. Because ρ(ω ? ω) is symmetric, the h-orthonormal basis
{e(1)i, . . . , e(n)i} can be chosen to be also orthogonal with respect to ρ(ω ? ω) so that 〈ω(i), ω(j)〉 = 0 if
i 6= j. In this case,

| ρ(ω ? ω)|2 =
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

〈ω(i), ω(j)〉2 =
n∑

i=1

|ω(i)|4.(8.31)

Combining (8.28), (8.29), and (8.31) yields

|ω ? ω|2h + | ρ(ω ? ω)|2 ≤ 2

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

|ω(i)|2|ω(j)|2 +

n∑
i=1

|ω(i)|4

= 2n−1
n |ω|4 − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

∑
j 6=i

(

|ω(i)|2 − |ω(j)|2
)2 ≤ 2n−1

n |ω|4,

(8.32)

which proves the leftmost inequality of (8.25). Combining this with (8.18) yields (8.26). �

It follows from (2.4) and (2.7) that for α, β ∈ Sk
V

∗ and Y ∈ MC(V∗),

〈α, ÛY(β)〉 = 〈ρ(α ? β), ρ(Y)〉 + (k−1)
2 〈α ? β,Y〉.(8.33)

When n > 2 and α, β ∈ Sk
0 V

∗, substituting (2.5) into (8.33) yields

〈α, ÛY(β)〉 = (k−1)
2 〈α ? β, tf Y〉 + n+2(k−2)

n−2 〈ρ(α ? β), tf(ρ(Y))〉 + n+k−2
n(n−1) s(Y)〈α, β〉.(8.34)

Taking β = α ∈ SkV∗ in (8.33) yields

QY(α) = 〈ρ(α ? α), ρ(Y)〉 + (k−1)
2 〈α ? α,Y〉.(8.35)

Theorem 8.4 is needed in the proof of Theorem 8.5. The statement of Theorem 8.4 can be found in the
form given here, in the context of Hermitian manifolds, as [60, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 8.4 (S. Y. Cheng and S. T. Yau, [17, Corollary 1 on p. 857], [14, Corollary to Theorem 8 on
p. 353]). Let (M, g) be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature bounded from
below by −κ(n − 1)gij for a real constant κ ≥ 0. Suppose u ∈ C2(M) is nonnegative and not identically 0
and satisfies ∆u ≥ Bu1+σ − Au for constants B > 0, σ > 0, and A ∈ R. If A ≤ 0, then u is identically zero,
while, if A > 0, there holds supM u ≤ |A/B|1/σ.

Theorem 8.5. Let M be a manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. Suppose h is a complete Riemannian metric which
with ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker div ∩ kerK solves (5.22) for c > 0 and κ ∈ R.

(1) If κ ≥ 0 then ω is identically zero, and h is a metric of constant sectional curvature.
(2) If κ < 0 then the scalar curvature Rh = c|ω|2 + κ of h is nonpositive.

Proof. By (5.22), ρ(R)ij = c ρ(ω ? ω)ij + κ
n hij , Wijkl = c tf(ω ? ω)ijkl, tf ρ(R)ij = c tf ρ(ω ? ω), and

s(R) = c|ω|2h + κ. Together with (8.33), (8.34), and (8.19) these observations yield

QR(ω) = k−1
2 〈R, ω ? ω〉 + 〈ρ(R), ρ(ω ? ω)〉

= c
(

k−1
2 |ω ? ω|2h + | ρ(ω ? ω)|2h

)

+ κ(n+k−2)
n(n−1) |ω|2h

= c
Ä

k−1
2 | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + n+2(k−2)

n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + n+k−2
n(n−1) |ω|4

ä
+ κ(n+k−2)

n(n−1) |ω|2h.

(8.36)



COUPLED EINSTEIN EQUATIONS 27

Since c > 0, it follows from (8.36), (8.1), and (8.2) that

QR(ω) ≥ κ(n+k−2)
n(n−1)

(

c|ω|2h + κ
)

|ω|2h.(8.37)

Substituting (8.37) into (7.10) of Lemma 7.4 yields

∆h|ω|
n−2

n+k−2 ≥ n−2
n+k−2QR(ω)|ω|

−
n+2(k−1)

n+k−2
h ≥ n−2

n(n−1)

(

c|ω|2h + κ
)

|ω|
n−2

n+k−2
h

= n−2
n(n−1)

Ö

c

Ç
|ω|

n−2
n+k−2
h

å1+
2(n+k−2)

n−2

+ κ|ω|
n−2

n+k−2
h

è

.

(8.38)

Because h is complete, Theorem 8.4 applies. If κ ≥ 0, it implies ω vanishes. In this case h is a metric of
constant sectional curvature. If κ < 0, Theorem 8.4 yields supM |ω|2h ≤ −κ/c. This implies supM Rh ≤ 0. �

Theorem 8.6. Let M be a compact oriented manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. Suppose the Riemannian metric
h and ω ∈ Γ(Sk

0 (T ∗M)) ∩ ker div ∩ kerK solve (5.22) for c < 0 and κ ∈ R. Then

0 ≥
∫

M

|ω|2
Ä

n+k−2
n(n−1) κ + c(1 + (2n+1)(k−1)

n )|ω|2
ä

d volh, if k > 3.(8.39)

0 ≥
∫

M

|ω|2
Ä

n+1
n(n−1) κ + 2n−1

n c|ω|2
ä

d volh . if k = 3.(8.40)

0 ≥
∫

M

|ω|2
Ä

1
n−1 κ + c|ω|2

ä
d volh, if k = 2.(8.41)

Proof. The equation (8.36) remains valid and yields

QR(ω) = c
Ä

k−1
2 | tf(ω ? ω)|2h + n+2(k−2)

n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + n+k−2
n(n−1) |ω|4

ä
+ κ(n+k−2)

n(n−1) |ω|2.(8.42)

When k = 2, combining (8.42) with (8.20) yields

QR(ω) = c
2

Ä
| tf(ω ? ω)|2h + 2n

n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2h + 2
n−1 |ω|4

ä
+ κ

n−1 |ω|2

= c|ω|4 + κ
n−1 |ω|2 = |ω|2

Ä
κ

n−1 + c|ω|2
ä

.
(8.43)

Combining (3.34) and (8.43) yields

0 = 1
2

∫
M

∆h|ω|2d volh =

∫
M

(

|Dω|2 + QR(ω)
)

d volh =

∫
M

Ä
|Dω|2 + |ω|2

Ä
κ

n−1 κ + c|ω|2
ää

d volh,(8.44)

which shows (8.41). When k = 3, combining (8.42) with (8.25) yields

QR(ω) = c
Ä
| tf(ω ? ω)|2 + n+2

n−2 | tf ρ(ω ? ω)|2 + n+1
n(n−1) |ω|4

ä
+ κ(n+1)

n(n−1) |ω|2

≥ c(2n−1)
n |ω|4 + κ(n+1)

n(n−1) |ω|2 = |ω|2
Ä

n+1
n(n−1)κ + 2n−1

n c|ω|2
ä

.
(8.45)

Combining (3.34) and (8.45) yields

0 = 1
2

∫
M

∆h|ω|2d volh =

∫
M

(

|Dω|2 + QR(ω)
)

d volh

=

∫
M

Ä
|Dω|2 + |ω|2

Ä
n+1

n(n−1) κ + 2n−1
n c|ω|2

ää
d volh,

(8.46)

which shows (8.40). When k > 3, combining (8.42) with (8.2) and (8.4) yields

QR(ω) ≥ c
Ä

k−1
2

Ä
4 − 2

n(n−1)

ä
+ n+k−2

n + n+k−2
n(n−1)

ä
|ω|4 + κ(n+k−2)

n(n−1) |ω|2

= |ω|2
Ä

n+k−2
n(n−1) κ + c

Ä
(k − 1)

Ä
2 − 1

n(n−1)

ä
+ n+k−2

n−1

ä
|ω|2
ä

= |ω|2
Ä

n+k−2
n(n−1) κ + c

Ä
1 + (2n+1)(k−1)

n

ä
|ω|2
ä

,

(8.47)
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Combining (3.34) and (8.42) yields

0 = 1
2

∫
M

∆h|ω|2d volh =

∫
M

(

|Dω|2 + QR(ω)
)

d volh

≥
∫

M

|ω|2
Ä

n+k−2
n(n−1) κ + c

Ä
1 + (2n+1)(k−1)

n

ä
|ω|2
ä

d volh,

(8.48)

which shows (8.39). �

Remark 8.7. Applied with hij the induced metric and ωij the second fundamental form of a mean curvature
zero compact immersed hypersurface in the (n + 1)-dimensional round sphere of scalar curvature n(n + 1)
as in Example 6.1, Theorem 8.6 recovers the specialization to such hypersurfaces of [53, Theorem 5.3.2]
(which applies to compact submanifolds of arbitrary codimension). Concretely, in this case, c = −1 and
Rh − |ω|2 = κ = n(n − 1), so (8.41) becomes

0 ≥
∫

M

|ω|2
(

n − |ω|2
)

d volh = −n2(n − 1)2

∫
M

Ä
1 − Rh

n(n−1)

ä Ä
n−2
n−1 − Rh

n(n−1)

ä
d volh .(8.49)

which recovers [53, Theorems 5.3.2 and 5.3.3]. From (8.49) it follows that either Rh = 1 and ω is identically
zero, so that the hypersurface is a totally geodesic hypersphere; Rh = 2n(n − 1) and |ω|2 = 2n, in which
case ω is parallel; or infM Rh < 2n(n − 1), which is [53, Corollary 5.3.3].

Remark 8.8. Applied with hij the induced metric and ωijk the twisted second fundamental form of a mean
curvature zero compact immersed Lagrangian submanifold in a 2n-dimensional Kähler manifold of constant
holomorphic section curvature ĉ as in Lemma 6.6 of Example 6.5, Theorem 8.6 recovers the specialization
to such hypersurfaces of [13, Theorem 4.1]. Concretely, in this case, c = −1, κ = ĉn(n − 1), and |ω|2 =
ĉn(n − 1) − Rh, so (8.40) becomes

0 ≥
∫

M

|ω|2
Ä

n(n+1)
2n−1 ĉ − |ω|2

ä
d volh = n2(n − 1)2

∫
M

Ä
ĉ − Rh

n(n−1)

ä Ä
Rh

n(n−1) − 2n(n−2)
(2n−1)(n−1) ĉ

ä
d volh,(8.50)

which recovers [13, Theorem 4.1]. From (8.50) it follows that, if ĉ > 0, then either Rh = n(n − 1)ĉ

and ω is identically zero, so that the hypersurface is a totally geodesic hypersphere; Rh = 2n2(n−2)
2n−1 ĉ and

|ω|2 = n(n+1)
2n−1 ĉ, in which case ω is parallel; or infM Rh < 2n2(n−2)

2n−1 ĉ.
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