2105.05514v1 [math.DG] 12 May 2021

arXiv

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 Weitzenbock 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 w;, . ;.. 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 wj, . s, =

W(iy...ip) that is Codazzi, meaning Dj;w;jp,..p,_, = 0, the resulting equations have the form

(1.1) Rij — §Rnhij + 2 khi; = ¢ (p(w O w)ij — 3|wlihij) |

where c is a constant, s is a function, p(w ® w);j = w; P*"Px—1w;p, ., is the Ricci trace of the Kulkarni-
Nomizu product w @® w, and R;; and Ry, are the Ricci and scalar curvature of the Levi-Civita connection D
of h;;. What is important about the constant c is its sign, as its modulus can be absorbed into the tensor w;
see Remark 5.8. It follows from the differential Bianchi identity and the Codazzi condition on w;, . ;, that &
must be constant.Note that (1.1) is equivalent to

P . P1---Pk—1,,. = .
(1.2) Rij — cw Wipr..pr—y = Khij-

In the form (1.1), the right-hand side can be viewed as a stress energy tensor and ”2—;2#; 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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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 (w ® w);jr can be viewed as a curvature term, and Lemma 5.10 shows that a metric h
and a tensor w as in (1.1) such that the modified curvature R;jx — %(w O w);jk s projectively flat, meaning
it solves
(1.3) Rijt — c(w O w)ijrt = = 5=y (B O R)iju,

(n

for some ¢ € 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 w solve (1.3) for
¢ € 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 w 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 w is,
respectively, the second fundamental form or the cubic form of the immersion. In both these contexts, a
solution (h,w) 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 w. 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 Weitzenbock
identity for the Laplacian of the squared-norm of a tensor satisfying some partial differential equation (here
w). 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
|w|? 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 Weitzenbdck formula to obtain integral bounds on |w|?. 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 w solves (1.3) for ¢ > 0 and x € R then

(1) If K > 0 then w is identically zero, and h is a metric of constant sectional curvature.
(2) If k < 0 then the scalar curvature Rj, = c|w|? + & 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 Weitzenbock 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 Au > Bu!'*™ — 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). Tts 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 & = 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 Kéhler 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 £ < 3, because certain inequalities for norms of
tensors used in intermediate steps that are sharp for £ < 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 Weitzenbdck 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 Weitzenbock 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 Weitzenbock 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 Weitzenbock 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 Weitzenbock 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 h;; be a pseudo-
Riemannian metric with Levi-Civita connection D. Indices are raised and lowered using h;; and the dual
symmetric bivector h* defined by h'Ph,; = ;. The inner product on a tensor module used here is always



4 DANIEL J. F. FOX

that defined by complete contraction with h;;, (o, 8) = " j3;, ;. , which generally differs from the metric
induced by that on TM by a constant factor that depends on the symmetries of the tensors considered.
The curvature fRijkl of D is defined by 2D;;Djjwr = —Riji Pwy for w; € T'(T*M). The curvature tensor
Rijki = Rijk Phy € T(MC(T*M)) is defined by lowering the last index. The Ricci and scalar curvatures of
h are defined by R;; = p(R);; = Rpi; P and Ry, = h¥ p(R);;. The submodule of ®*V* corresponding to the
lexicographic filling of the Young diagram with two rows of two boxes is

(2.1) MC(V*) = (Yijm € @V 1 Ypsimr = Yijiw = Yy Ypigan = 0}

that comprises the tensors Y, having metric curvature tensor type. If R;j;p ! is the curvature tensor of the
Levi-Civita connection of a pseudo-Riemannian metric h;;, the tensor R;ju = Rijr Php 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 z?',...,z" such that dz',...,dz" 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) = @p>0Pol"(V), where Pol®(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*) = @r>0S5%(V*) of finite linear combinations of completely symmetric covariant tensors on V is canon-
ically isomorphic to Pol(V) via the linear map sending w € S*(V*) = P¥(z) = w;,. i, & ...z € Pol*(V).
Polarization yields the inverse linear map sending P € Polk(\/) — wi}:mik = %Dil ...D;, P € S*(V*). The
product a ® 8 of a € S¥(V*) and B € S!(V*) such that P*P? = P2®F is given by the symmetrized ten-
sor product ( ® B)i, ...y = Qiy...ip, Bigyr..inss)- FOr a constant nondegenerate symmetric tensor h;; on V,
or, what is the same, a pseudo-Riemannian metric on V parallel with respect to the standard flat affine
connection D, define

(22) tr(w)i1~~ik72 = Wi1~~~ik72pp7 h(w) =hOw= h(i1i2wi3mik+2)7

for w € S*(V*). By convention, tr(w) = 0 when k = 1. These operators are adjoints, meaning that
{a,h(B)) = (tr(a), B) for a € S*(V) and B € S¥~2(V). In particular, the orthogonal complement in S*(V*)
of the image of h : S¥=2(V*) — S¥(V*) is the space SF(V*) = S*¥(V*) Nker tr of trace-free elements of S*(V*).
Define a symmetric bilinear map @ : S¥(V*) x S¥(V*) — MC(V*) by
(2.3) (@ ® B)ijrt = i " P* 2 Bijipy  p—s — i T2 By p_a-
It is immediate from the definition that (oo ® )ik = 0, so that (a ® B)ijr € MC(V*). When k = 2 the
map @ is half what is usually called the Kulkarni-Nomizu product. There hold
p(a @ ﬂ)lj = O pl...pkilﬁj)Pl»»»Pkfl - %O‘ij Prebre=2 tr(B)p1~~~pk—2 - %ﬂu PrePh=2 tr(a)mmpkfw
s(a®pB) = {(a,B) — (tra, tr 5).
For a € S%(V*) there hold p(a ® h);; = 252 (aij + ﬁtr(a)hij) and s(a ® h) = (1 — n)tra. Taking
aij = hij, yields that (b @ h)gjp = 2hy;hj) satisfies p(h ® h)i; = (1 —n)hi; and s(h ® h) = —n(n —1). It
follow thats the trace-free part tf(Y);jx of Yijm € MC(V*) is given by
tF(Y)ijr = Yiju + 25 (0(Y) O h)iji — (nTl(n—l) s(Y)(h ® h)ijri
=Yijm + 25t (p(Y)) ® h) i + ﬁ s(Y)(h ® h)iji-

(2.4)

(2.5)

Suppose that h is positive definite. An immediate consequence of (2.5) is
(2.6) Y17 = [t Y] + 251t p(W)]5 + ey (s(Y))%.

Any Y, € MC(V*) determines a self-adjoint endomorphism of S2V* defined by a;; € S?V* — Y,,;,aP9 €
S2V*. In general this endomorphism does not preserve the subspace S3V*. However, the modified endomor-
phism a;; — g(a)ij = a”"(Yipjq + p(Y)p(ihj)q) restricts to a self-adjoint endomorphism of S§V*. 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 Y, € MC(V*), the linear operator Y. Sk(V*) — Sk(V*) defined by

—~

(2.7) Y(W)iyin = P(B)p(i Wis.i) ¥+ (1= E)Ypiyin “Wis.in)g -
has the following properties:
(1) The operators h : S¥(V*) — SF2(V*) and tr : S¥(V*) — S¥=2(V*) defined in (2.2) commute with Y
in the sense that there hold
(2.8) (k +2)Y(h(w)) = kh(Y(w)), (k—2)Y(trw) = ktrY(w),

for w € S*V*. In particular Q(h@k) =0 for all k > 1.
(2) Y(tfw) = tfY(w) for all w € S*(V*). HenceY restricts to an endomorphism of SEV*.

Proof. Tt is claimed that

(2 9) p(y)p(ﬁ h(w)iz...ik+2) P = k+2 h(lllz p(y) w14 lk+2) + kiz p(lé)(i1i2wi3...ik+2);
: k(k—1)
Y (i142 qh(w)ig...ik+2) (k+(2)(k+1) h/(’Ll'Lz% igia Wig.. dpg2)pg T (k+2)2(k+1) p(%)(ilizwig...ik+2)'

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(o‘})i1~-~ik+lp = hl”k+1w13m1k + khp(i1wi2---ik)ik+1

(2.10) i
+ khik+1(i1wi2...ik)p + (Q)h(ilizwig...ik)ik+1p'

Contracting (2.10) with p(Y)s, ., ¥ yields
(k—£2) p(y)ik+2 ph(w)i1.~~ik+1p = p(%)ik+lik+2wi3n~ik + kp(y)ik+2(i1wi2...ik)ik+1

(2.11) .

+ kp(lé)ilwrz phik+1(i1wi2mik)p + (2) p(%)iwrz ph(ilizwi3~~~ik)ik+1p'

Symmetrizing (2.11) over the uncontracted indices yields the first identity in (2.9). Relabeling ix41 as ¢ in
(2.10) and contracting the result with Y7, 4, ., ¢ yields

k+2
( —5 )1317 inrringe D@y ixpg

k
=Y Thp1iht2 e (hpqwi3~~~ik + khp(ilwi2---ik)q + khQ(ilwhmik)P + (2)h(i1i2wi3---ik)m)

(2.12)
- p(‘%)ik+1ik+2wi1"'ik - kyik+2 1 ik+1(i1wi2...ik)q
k
— ki, ! iz (in Wi ig)g T (2)1317 ihg1int2 qh(ilizwi3~.~ik)pq
Symmetrizing (2.12) over the uncontracted indices yields the second identity in (2.9). Similarly,
( y( ))11 dk—2 feik—1tk—2 (p(y)p(ilwhn.ik)p 4 (1 _ k)yp(ilig qwis,,,ik)q p)
(2.13) = (2p(Y ) Wirinapa + (6 = 2) p(P) iy (tr )iy i) ?)

( wil---ik—Qq P+ (k;2)yp(i1i2 q(trw)ig...ikfﬂq p)
= (k - 2) (p(lé)p(h (trw)lémikfz) P (3 - k)lép(hiz q(trw)is---ikfz)q p) = (k - 2)y(trw)i1mik72'

That Y(h®*) = 0 follows from Y(h) = 0 and (2.8) by induction.

By (2.8), FY(hi(w)) = (k — 20)h'Y(w) and ktr' Y(w) = (k — 20)Y(tr w) for all w € §¥(V*). Consequently,
H(hl tr? w) = hitr H( ). Since w — tf w is in the image of h, there results lé(tfm) = tf‘é( ) for all w € S¥(V*).
That 9 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 (w) = kg(w)

for w € S*¥(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. |



6 DANIEL J. F. FOX

3. DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON TRACE-FREE SYMMETRIC TENSORS

This section studies some operators acting on trace-free symmetric tensors. Let F and F be bundles of
tensors on M. A metric h on M determines a pairing («, 5) = fM<a,ﬁ> dvoly, of sections «, 5 € I'(E), at
least one of which is compactly supported. Write ||w]|? = (w,w).

Because the fibers of TM and T*M carry canonically dual flat centroaffine structures, constructions ap-
plicable to dual vector spaces V and V* apply fiberwise to TM and T*M without change. By definition
S(TM) = >0l (SF(TM)) (respectively So(TM) = @i>ol'(SE(TM))) 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 7*M a Poisson structure
defined, for X € T'(S¥(TM)) and Y € T'(SY(TM)) and any torsion-free affine connection V, by

(3.1) {)(7 Y}il---ikJrl—l _ kXP(ilvwik—lprik»»»ilwrl—l) _ lYp(ilwvil—lVpXil»»»ik+l—1).

Given a metric h;;, the connection in (3.1) may be taken to be its Levi-Civita connection D, and {h, X} =
2D01 X%2i41) for any X € T(S*(TM)) (in the bracket {h, X} the notation h refers to the dual bivector
h%7). Using h, S(TM) and S(T* M) are identified by index raising and lowering, and for X € T'(S¥(TM)) and
w € T(S*(T*M)) one defines X? = XUvJkhy ik, € T(SE(T*M)) and defines w® € T'(SK(T'M))

’Ll...’ik
dually. Since index raising and lowering induce symmetric algebra isomorphisms, there results on S(7*M)

the Poisson bracket {c, 3} defined by {a, 5} = {af, 5#}".
The divergence operator div: I'(T*M ® E) — I'(E) defined by

(3.2) div(w)i,...i), = DPwpiy iy, wel(T"M ® E),
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 3 : T'(S*(T*M)) — T(S*+1(T*M))
defined by H(a) = BEL{h, a} satisfies [e", H] = 2dive.

Proof. The identity [e*, H] = 2dive™ follows from the validity of
(3.3) ELtri{h, o} = BEL=2H 0 tr o} + 2idiv(tr' ™! o),
for all a € T'(S*(T*M)) and i > 1, which is proved by induction on i. The case i = 1 is a direct computation:

(3 4) k_;ﬂ(tr{h’ a})i1~~~ik—1 = (k + 1)hqu(i1ai2---ik71P¢1)
= 2Dpai1~~~ik71;0 + (k - 1)D(11 (tr O‘)i2---ik71) = 2div(a)i1~~~ik71 + %{hvtr a}i1~~~7:k—l'

Note that tr and div commute. If there holds (3.3), then, using (3.3) and (3.4),
335) EEL g+ o) = tr (B v, 0}) = B2 4 (b, vl o) + 2idiv(tr @)
' = E=L22 0 bt o) + 2div(tr’ ) + 2idiv(tr o) = H%Q(Hl){h, trth ) + 2(i 4 1) div(tr a),

and this proves (3.3). O

Let tf : T(S*(T*M)) — T\(SE(T*M)) be the h-orthogonal projection onto the completely trace-free part
and define £ : T'(S*(T*M)) — T'(S*1(T*M)) by

(3.6) L(w) = 3 tf{h,w},
which is the trace-free part of the completely symmetrized covariant derivative of w. Explicitly, for w €
L(S§(T*M)), L(w) = 5{h,w} — mh ©® div(w), or

(3.7) L(W)iy.inpr = Dy Wig.igyn) — mh(mz div(w)iy. i)
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By definition, £ is the formal adjoint of the composition — div o tf, meaning (£(«), 8) = — («a, divtf(5)) for
a € T(SK(T*M)) and 8 € T(SkT1(T*M)), at least one of which has compact support. If X € I'(T M), then
L£(X") is the Lie derivative of the conformal structure [h] along X, for

(3.8) 20(X%);; = 2tf(DX°) = 2D X;) — 2D, XPh;; = tf(Exh)i; = (Lx[h])i
The identity (3.8) motivates using the notation, £, resembling that for the Lie derivative.

Let CF1(V*) € @*+1V* be the the space of trace-free (k + 1)-tensors ¢;ji, ., 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 (nl), so satisfying ¢;ji, 4, , =
¢[7:j]7:1~~~7:k—1 = ¢z‘j(i1...ik,1) and ¢[ijis]i1...is...ik,1 =0 for any 1 < s < k — 1. Define a differential operator
K : D(S*(T*M)) — T(C*1(T*M)) to be the trace-free part of Dyw,i,. i, ,. If k> 1and w € D(S§(T*M)),

(3.9) K (W)ijir i1 = Diilir.ins — 77573 ths[zd'v it in 1

= D[Z(UJ] h/’L(Zl dlv(w)lé...ik,l)j - h](ll dIV(W),L2Zk71),L) 5 if k> 1,

which is the completely trace-free part of Djw;;,. 4, ,. Fory € T(T*M) = L(SHT*M)), K()i; = Dyyj) =
%d”yij. In the k& = 1 case recall that the convention here is S§(T*M) = T*M. Checking the equality of
the two different expressions for the trace part of (3.9) is straightforward. By definition, K(w)iji,...ip_, =
KW figiy i1 > K(W)igiy.in—y = K(W)ij(sy...ix 1), and there vanishes the antisymmetrization of K(w)sjs, ...q,_,
over ij and any i,. From the definition of X, it follows that its formal adjoint K* : T'(CF1(T*M)) —
T(SE(T*M)) satisfies

(310) X (¢)i1mik = _Dp¢;0(i1mik)7 :K*K(W)lek = _Dp:K(w)P(ilwik)’

for w € T(SE(T*M)), and ¢iji,. 4, € T(CHFYT*M)). If w € T(SE(T*M)) then Dw has a pure trace part,
and parts in the submodules of I‘(SgH(T*M )) with symmetries corresponding to the partitions (n+ 1) and
(nl). Lemma 3.2 describes explicitly the decomposition of Dw into these parts. Some definitions are needed
for its statement. The linear map iy, : T(S§~(T*M)) — T(T*M @ S§(T*M)) defined by

. . k(n+2(k—2)) k(1—Fk)
(3.11) i (W)iis in = G r= ) 2oy ilia Vin...in) T i b=3) (2 (E=T) i ia Wi i )i

o _ k=1 (
21Tk —1 2(n+k—3)

is characterized by the properties that its image is contained in I'(T*M ® S§(T*M)) and that the nontrivial
traces of iy (w) equal w. In particular, it is injective. For f € C°°(M) =T(S§(T*M)), in(f)i; = = fhi; while
for v; € T(T*M) = T(S3(T*M)), in(7)ijr = m (nhiGmy — vihik)-

For w € T(SE(T*M)) define T(w)ii,. 4 = k_H.’K( )i(ir...ir.)» Which is completely trace-free and satis-
fies T(w)igiy...in) = T(W)isy..ip, and T(W) (. ipy) = 0. Using K(w)[ijiy)...in_, = 0 it can be checked that
T(W)ijlir.in—1 = K(W)ijiy...i,_, - The identity (3.13) of Lemma 3.2 is a special case of [5, Lemma 2.24].
Lemma 3.2. For w;, ;, € L(SE(T*M)) there hold
(3.12) Dw = L(w) + T(w) + in(div(w)),

[Dwf? = @) + [T@)]? + 22D div(w)

= 1L(w)? + 2K (w)]? + n+2<"5f,§i22,? oyl div(w) 2.
Proof. Substituting the definitions of £(w) and X(w) into
k

(314) DiwiLnik = D(Zwlllk) + k_il ZD[iwis]il...is...ik'

(3.13)

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 iy, 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 D% gives (3.13) O
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It is immediate from (3.13) that ker D N T'(S§(T*M)) = ker £ N ker X Nker div N\['(S§(T*M)).
Lemma 3.3. Let (M, h) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold.
(1) The differential operator £ : SE(T*M) — SETN(T* M) has injective symbol, so
(3.15) SeTHT*M) = L(SY¥(T*M)) @ (ker divNSFTH(T* M),

and div £ : SE(T*M) — SE(T*M) is an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then div L is nonpositive
and kerdivl = k%rL.
n+2(k—2 H * * - *
(2) For anyc> M, the operator o, = (X, /ediv) : T(SE(T*M)) — T(CF1(T*M) @ SE~1(T*M))
has injective symbol, so

(3.16) onoe = —=K*K + L div
s an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then ©. is nonpositive and ker o, = ker X N ker div.
(3) For any ¢ > %, the operator 0. = (X,/cL) : T(SE(T*M)) — T(CHL(T*M) @
SET(T*M)) has injective symbol, so
(3.17) 00, = —-K*K + cdivl
is an elliptic operator. If M is compact, then O, is nonpositive and ker (. = ker X Nker £.

Proof. Write o2 (2)(¢), o5 (Z)(¢), and o4 (Z)(¢) for the symbols of £, X, and div applied to the vector Z°
and ¢ € D(SE(T*M)). Write (i(Z)¢)iy..in_y = ZPPpiy ..i_,- Straightforward computations show

)
(3.18) o2 (2)(@) = 127|6* + %’;(;mu )l
(3.19) o (2)( @) = 3 (1217161 — i(2)8]%) — 55tz 2)0* = § (1o — “22=21i(2)0?) -

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 04 (Z)(¢) = 0 for nonzero Z, then ¢ = 0, so £ has injective symbol. The remaining
claims follow from standard elliptic operator theory as in [1, section 4]. If M is compact, then (divLw,w) =
—1£(w)]|? = ¢||divw]||* < 0 and divLw = 0 if and only if £(w) = 0.

Combining |o4iv(2)(4)|? = |t(Z)¢|? with (3.19) yields

(3.20) |06 (2)(®)F = 1ZPI6* + (c — $22E=2) [i(2)0?,
from which the injectivity of o, (Z) is apparent. The ellipticity of o. follows from standard elliptic operator
theory as in [1, section 6]. If M is compact, then (o.w,w) = —||K(w)|? — ¢||divw||? < 0 and o.w = 0 if and

only if X(w) =0 and divw = 0.
Combining (3.18) and (3.19) shows

c ck(n k n k
(3.21) |06, (2)(9)]* = 52| ZP |6 + (rsiirsiay — 5 e ) li(2) ¢l

from which the injectivity of og_(Z) is apparent. The ellipticity of O, follows from standard elliptic operator
theory. If M is compact, then (J.w,w) = —||K(w)]|* — ¢[|Lw]|? < 0 and O.w = 0 if and only if K(w) =
and £(w) = 0. O

Let R;; ! be the curvature tensor of the Levi-Civita connection D of the metric h. For w € T'(S¥(T*M))
there holds 2Dy Djjwiy . iy = —kR Tracing this in ¢ and 4, yields

z](zl Wiy, .ig)p+

(3'22) DijwiLnik—lp - DjD Wiy ig_1p = Rj pwiln-ik—lp + (1 - k)Rpj(il qwiz»»»ikfﬂplf
Symmetrizing over the free indices yields
(323) DpD(ilwig...zk) D(“D wlz Zk = R(w)zlzk

Thus JAQ(w) measures the failure of the commutativity of the symmetrized covariant derivative and the
divergence operator. For this reason R(w) occurs in Weitzenbock type formulas.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, h) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For o € R define a formally self-
adjoint second order elliptic differential operator O, : T(SE(T*M)) — T(SE(T*M)) by Oyw = Apw+aR(w).
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(1) If a = —1, then

(3.24) O-1 = Apw — R(w) = Z2E2) £ div(w) — 2K K(w),

is an elliptic operator on T(SE(T*M)). If M is compact, then O_; is nonpositive and ker J_; N
D(SE(T*M)) = ker X N ker divNT(SE(T*M)).

(2) Ifa=17(k) = ﬁ, then

(3.25) O iyw = Anw + i R(w) = 228 div L (w) — a2 KK (w),

is an elliptic operator on T'(SE(T*M)). If M is compact, then Or k) s nonpositive and ker 5y N
T(SE(T*M)) = ker K Nker £ N T(SE(T*M)).

B) If -l<a<7(k)= ﬁ then O, is an elliptic operator on T'(S§(T*M)). If M is compact, then
Oa is nonpositive and ker O, NT(SE(T*M)) = ker D N T(SE(T*M)).

Proof. For w € T(S¥(T*M)), straightforward computations using the Ricci identity and (3.7) show

(3.26) Ldiv(w)i ..o = D, DPwiy_iy)p + Wkk_g))h(iliszquismik)pqv
(3.27) Apw + kR(w) = (k + 1) div £ (w) — HrE2E=2D £ div(w).
Contracting (3.12) with D? and using (3.26) and (3.10) gives

. k(n k— . *
(3.28) Apw = divL(w) + (n+k(_;g(27(1+2?,)€)_1))£3 div(w) — kQ—fl.’K K(w).
Solving (3.27) for Apw and substituting the result into (3.28) yields
(3.29) R(w) = div £(w) — =20t L div(w) + 125 10K ().

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 O, in these cases, and its nonpositivity when M is compact, follow
from Lemma 3.3. Being convex combinations of the elliptic operators [J_; and [, (), the operators [, for
—1 < a < 7(k) are elliptic. If M is compact, the same argument shows that O, is nonpositive. By (3.24),

. n k— k—a(n+k— . a—k *
(3.30) Oaw = (1+ a) div £ (w) + 2E2NE0OHE2) £ div(w) + 222K K (w),

from which follows ker O, N T(S§(T*M)) D ker D N T(SE¥(T*M)). If M is compact and w € ker N
[(SE(T*M)), integrating the right side of (3.30) gives

(3.31) 0= (1+0)[L(w)|? + E2E2NEalrt i) div (w) 2 + 22 |5 (w)| 2,
and together with (3.12) this implies ker O, N T(S§(T*M)) C ker D N T(SE(T*M)). O

Remark 3.5. Let M be compact. Define a functional C, with arguments a Riemannian metric h;; and a
tensor w € I'(S§(T*M)) by Co(h,w) = — (w,Oaw). For fixed h the first variation of C,(h,w) in w yields the

equation ,w = 0. Lemma 3.4 implies that for —1 < a < ﬁ the functional C, (h,w) is nonnegative.

Remark 3.6. The Lichnerowicz Laplacian op, is the formally self-adjoint operator which acts on an arbitrary
rank k covariant tensor w;, . ;. by —Apw + kﬁ(w) (see [39, page 27| for the definition of JAQ(w) for general
tensors w). The linearization of the Ricci curvature of the metric h at the symmetric two-tensor a;; is
%o Laij+DDPaj),. On differential forms the Lichnerowicz Laplacian restricts to the usual Hodge Laplacian.
The Lichnerowicz operator restricts to —J_j on T'(SE(T*M)).

Remark 3.7. The special case of [0_; = Ay, — R acting on sections of S3(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 w € T'(S2(T*M)) Nker div solving Aw = 2fR( ) — 22w, As is summarized in [2, section
12.H] (the notations there are different than those here), using this equatlon 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 9 associated Wlth Y € MC(V*) is self-adjoint it determines a quadratic form defined
by Qy(w) = (w, ‘é( )) for w € E on any Y-invariant subspace E C @FV*.

Corollary 3.9. Let (M, h) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For w € T(S§(T*M)) there hold

(3.32) AW = |Dw] + (k + 1)(w, div £ (w)) — 22BN (0, £ div(w)) — kQx(w).
(3.33) 1AnJw]? = |Dw]? + 28 0, div L(w)) — g (@, KK (W) — 7 x (w).
(3.34) IAW|w]? = |Dw]? + Z2E2) (1) £ div(w)) — 2(w, K*K(w)) + O (w).

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

Remark 3.10. If w € T(S§(T*M)) Nker divNker X, (3.34) and
(3.35) O (w) = Qw(w) + “2E2 (p(w B w), p(R)) + Grtyemgy Rulwl?-

together yield
(3.36) 10w = |Dw]? + Qw(w) + “2E2 (p(w O w), p(R)) + Gty Ru w7

where W, ;1 € 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 Kéhler manifolds
obtained by S. Kobayashi in [35, 36].

Because £ and X are constructed by taking trace-free parts they behave well with respect to conformal
changes of the metric. The Levi-Civita connections D and D of conformally related pseudo-Riemannian
metrics hw = fh;; are related by D-D= 20(; (5J) - huhkpop with 20; = dlog f; and " = h”’a Write
0:(Z)(¢) for the symbol of £ applied to the vector Z* and ¢ € I'(S§(T*M)), and similarly for X and div.
For w € T(SE(T*M)), 0 < f € C>®(M), and « € R, there hold

L (fow) = [ (Ln(w) +2(a = k)og (0%) (W) ,
(4.1) Kj(fow) = f* (Kn(w) + 20 +1 = k)ox (o) (),
fdivy,(fow) = £ (diva(w) + (n — 2 + 2a)u(c*)w) ,
so that £, K, and div are conformally invariant in the sense that for 0 < f € C°°(M) there hold
(42)  Ly(ffw) = fPLnw), KGOV Rw) = FERKG ), Fdivi (1T Rw) = 1 diva(w).

Define £ : T(SE(TM)) — T(SETH(TM)) by £4(X) = £(X)E. Then (4.2) implies the invariance fL%(X) =
L%(X), so that while £ depends on h, the subspace ker £f N T(SE(TM)) does not. A conformal Killing
tensor of rank k is an element of ker £F N T'(SE(TM)).

A conformal Codazzi tensor is an element of ker KX N T\(SE(T*M)). A divergence-free element of ker X N
L(SE(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 a ® § € SEH'V* of a € SEV* and B € S,V* defined by a ® 8 = tf(a ©® ) makes
So(V*) = @r>0S5V* 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*) — Sp(V*) sending a € S¥(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 £ 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 T'(So(T*M)). Consequently, on a conformal manifold (M, [h]), the subspace CK(T M, [h]) =

@r>o ker LENT(SE(TM)) C T'(So(TM)) comprising finite linear combinations of conformal Killing tensors

is a subalgebra with respect to the Cartan product.

Proof. For a € T(S¥(T*M)) and B € T(SH(T*M)), a ® B =tf(a ® B) + h ® v for v € D(S*+=2(T*M)), so

(4.3) {h,tf(a®B)} ={h,a® B} +{h,h© v} ={h,a® B} + h© {h,~}.

Hence, because tf : (S(T*M),®) — (So(T*M),®) is a graded linear homomorphism,

2L(a @ B) = tf{h,a© B} = tf{h,tf(a © B)} = tf{h,a © B} = tf ({h,a} © B+ a © {h, 3})
=tf({h,a}) @ B+ a@tf({h,B}) =2 (L(e) @ B+a® L(B)).

The identity (4.4) shows CK(T*M, h) = @>o ker LOT(SE(T*M)) C T(So(T*M)) is a subalgebra under Car-

tan product. While CK(7*M, h) depends on the choice of h € [h], it is linearly isomorphic to CK(T*M, e/ h)

by the graded linear map sending w;, 4, to f¥w;, 4, , and both are are identified with CK(T'M, [h]) via index
raising, so £ is a derivation of So(T'M) with kernel CK(T M, [h]).

(4.4)

It is convenient to say that Qg is positive or negative (semi-)definite on S*(T*M) or S¥(T*M) if it is
positive (semi-)definite or negative (semi-)definite as a quadratic form on T'(S¥(T*M)) or T'(SE(T*M)).
Since, by (2.8), Qx(h®*) =0 for any k > 1, Qx is not definite on I'(S?*(T*M)) for any k > 1.

Theorem 4.3 ([26]). Let (M, h) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2.
(1) If Qg is nonnegative on SE(T*M) then any w € T'(SE(T*M))Nker X Nker div is parallel. If moreover
Qg is at some point of M strictly positive on SE(T*M) then T'(S¥(T*M)) Nker X N kerdiv = {0}.
(2) If Qx is nonpositive on SE(T*M) then any rank k conformal Killing tensor is parallel, and if,
moreover, Qx is at some point of M strictly negative on SE(T*M), then any rank k conformal
Killing tensor is identically zero.

Proof. For a compactly supported w € T'(SE(T*M)), integrating any of (3.32)-(3.34) by parts against the
Riemannian volume vol, and simplifying the result using (3.13) yields

n+k—2)(n k— .
(4.5) iz 1K ()| + =R 22 [div(w) | — (| £ @)]|* = / Qa(w) dvol,.

The identity (4.5) generalizes the usual integrated Bochner identities for harmonic one-forms and conformal
Killing vector fields. If w € ker X Nkerdiv and Qx > 0 then (4.5) shows that w € ker £ and from (3.13)
it follows that Dw = 0. If moreover Qg is somewhere positive then (3.34) shows w = 0. If w € ker £ and
Qg < 0 then (4.5) shows that w € ker X Nkerdiv and from (3.13) it follows that Dw = 0. If, moreover, Qx
is somewhere negative then (3.33) shows w = 0. O

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 R and corresponding quadratic form Qg 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
w € T(SE(T*M)) Nker X Nker div is parallel. If, moreover, the sectional curvature is strictly positive
at some point of M then T'(S5(T*M)) Nker X Nkerdiv = {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 Qg on I'(S§(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 Weitzenbock 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. 0

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 w € T'(SK(T*M)) define one-forms by
(5 1) 'Ah(w)i = Wl PrIG, (w)ipl»»»m’ gh(w)i = wmmpk'ﬁ’h(w)im---mv
' ®h(w)i = w; PPt divh(w);vl---;kar

By (4.2), with o; = 3dlog f;,
FAm(fow) = F2HF (Ap(w) + 255 (jwffo; — 22022408 p(w o w)))
(5.2) FBn(fow) = f2oF8 (B (w) + 292 (Jwlfos + 250=Hu(0*) plw 0 w)) ),
D (fow) = frotizk (Dr(w)+ (n—2+ 2a)(c*) p(w ® w)).

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a manifold of dimension n > 2 and let h be a pseudo-Riemannian metric. For

w € D(SE(T*M)) there hold

div(p(w O w))i = — iAW) + B + (1 * (n+k73)n(;J2r2(k71))> D(w)i
_ n+k—2)(n+2(k—2))+2(n—2)
= — 2 AW); + Blw); + BB )02 1 (),

(5.4) Ldiv(|w[?h) = 1Difw]? = ZLAW)i + Bw)i + Gt D (w)s,

(5.3)

LDifwf? — divip(w © w)): = 2A(w); — 225 D(w):,
(5.6) A Diluol? + div(p(ew © )i = BLB(w): + 2R D(w),

where when k =1 (5.3)-(5.6) have sense as written if p(w ® w);; is interpreted as w;w;.
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Proof. Suppose k > 2 and let w € T'(S§¥(T*M)). Contracting w;, ,;, with Dw;, ;, and using (3.12) yields

i1...0 k(n k—
(5.7) 1Dl = Wit Dy iy, = AW+ BW)i + Gttty D

which is (5.3). Contracting w;, .., with D;,wi, . ;,.; and using (3.12) yields

B1...% —k
(58) w't kDilwig...iki = _k_il'A(w)l + g(W)Z + (n+k7§§zn+)2(k71)) @(w)z

Differentiating p(w ® w)ij = Wiq,...qp_,w; -1 yields
(5.9) W% Dy wiy i = div(p(w ® w)); — D(W);.

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(y @y = §1y[Rh)i = div(y)vi — 297 Dy = div(y)yi — 297K (7)ip,
div(y ® v + 5 1ylrh)i = div(y)yi + 29" Dy = 52 div(v)yi + 297 L(7)ip,
valid for any v € I'(T*M). O

(5.10)

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(w) or B(w). This is relevant because the conformal scaling of A(w),
B(w), and D(w) 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(w) or B(w) vanish, but does not make sense to require that both vanish. The vanishing
of D(w) can then be treated as condition selecting within the conformal class.

Recall the convention S§V* = V*. Define linear operators T* : T'(S§(T*M)) — T'(S?*T*M) by

(5.11) TH(w)i; = {(w B i “(w)i = {(w o iy b3

pw ®w)i; — zlwlihi; k> 2, plw O w)ij + gglwlihy k>2.
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 S§T M as sections of Sy kT M (although
this has no sense), so corresponding to negative integers. By definition,

(5.12) tr TH(w) = 52 |wl}, tr 7 (w) = 2E28 w7

The operators T+ depend on h. When it is necessary to indicate this dependence there is written ‘J'}jf. From
the identities, for w € T'(SK(T*M)),

(5.13) womw=frwow, penw Opnw) = f17F py(w O w), wlFn = FFwli,

for 0 < f € C>°(M), it follows that the operators T+ are conformally invariant in the sense that

(5.14) T (fw)iy = FRRTE W)y, w € D(SE(T"M)).

Corollary 5.3. Let (M,h) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For w € T'(SE(T*M)),

(5.15) div(TH ()i = —2A(w); + 22725 D(W)i, div(T~ ()i = EELB(w); + 72 5 D(w);.

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

Lemma 5.4. Let (M,h) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold M of dimension n > 3. Consider sequences of
tensors {w(k) € T(SE(T*M)) : k > 1} and {y(k) € T(S§(T*M)) : k > 1} such that
e W) e T(SE(T*M))Nker D NkerA,
o v € T(SE(T*M)) Nker D Nker B, and
o the tensors TPt =37, arTH (w®);; and TE =3 s T (wF));; converge pointwise to smooth
sections of S2(T*M) for some sequences {a, € R : k> 1} and {by, € R: k > 1}.
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Then the equations

(5.16) Rij — 2Rphij + B2khy; = T4+ TEl
are consistent and
517 == oo+ 3 ity
E>1 k>1
is a constant. If n > 2 the equations (5.16) hold for some k € R zf and only if
(5.18) Rij —alw w Z%P @w(k)) —bw Zbkp )) = %hij,
k>2 k>2

in which case k 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 |w(k)|% need not be positive.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. By Corollary 5.3, ‘J'f;’d and ‘J’fji“ are divergence free. Taking the divergence of both
sides of (5.16) shows that x must be constant if (5.16) is to admit solutions. The form (5.17) for x 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 2DP®R;, = D;R;, and Corollary 5.3, shows

(5.19) 0=22{ Ry = arfw® [+ by Pl
k>1 k>1
so that, since n > 2, k as in (5.17) is constant. With (5.18) this implies (5.16). O

Corollary 5.6. If h is a Riemannian metric on a compact manifold M of dimension n > 2, and w €
D(SE(T*M)) Nker(Aj, — R), then w satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4.

Proof. Since M is compact, and Ay — R = O_;, Lemma 3.4 shows that ker(Ap, — ) NT(SE(T*M)) =
ker X Nker div NT(S§(T* M)). O

Let T;; € T(S?T*M). A pseudo-Riemannian metric g;; solves the Einstein equations with energy momen-
tum tensor T;; and cosmological constant A if
(520) Rij - %:Rggij = 871'7“ - Ag”
In this case, it follows from the traced differential Bianchi identity that T;; is divergence free.

Corollary 5.7. On an n-dimensional manifold M a pair (h,w) comprising a pseudo-Riemannian metric
hij and a tensor w € T(SE(T*M)) solves the system

0=—-2(n+k—3)A(w) + (n — 2)D(w),
Rij thhw + 2 /@h” =c (p(w DOw)ij — %|w|ihij) =TT (w)ij,

for some real constants k and c if and only if h solves the Einstein equations with energy momentum tensor
£ T (w)s; and cosmological constant A = %2k = -2 (R), — clw|?).

(5.21)

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 ¢ can always be absorbed into w, but its sign cannot, and
the qualitative properties of the solutions of the resulting equations depend on this sign. If ¢ 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 z'x?T;; > 0 for all timelike vector fields z*, where
z' is timelike if |z|2 < 0. (Such a condition is vacuous if h;; is Riemannian.) Changing the sign of ¢ 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,w) of (5.21), the one-form w is h-harmonic. If, moreover,
w = d¢ for some ¢ € C°(M), then ¢ solves the wave equation Ap¢ = 0, and in Lorentzian signature can be
interpreted as a massless scalar field, so the pair (h,d¢) satisfies the Einstein scalar field equations. In the
Riemannian case, were M compact, then ¢ would be harmonic, so constant, and w would vanish identically,
but if w is not required to be exact, there can still be interesting solutions in Riemannian signature.

Thinking of w € T'(SE(T*M)) as a Sg~*(T* M )-valued one-form, (w ®w);jx can be viewed as a curvature
term. Lemma 5.10 shows that a metric and w € T'(S§(T*M)) N kerdivNker X such that the modified
curvature R;jp — %(w ® w)ijk is projectively flat, meaning it is a multiple of (b ® h);jx, yield a solution of
(5.21).

Lemma 5.10. Let h;; be a pseudo-Riemannian metric on a manifold M of dimension n > 3. Suppose
w € T(SE(T*M)) Nkerdiv satisfies w™*K(w)ia,..a, = 0 and that there is k € C(M) such that the
curvature Ryji1 of hij satisfies

(5.22) Rijkt — c(w O w)ijrt = — 713 (h ® h)iji,

for some ¢ € R. Then h and w solve the equations (5.21). In particular, k is a constant.
If n =3, then h and w solve (5.22) for ¢ € R if and only if they solve (5.21).

Proof. By (2.4), tracing (5.22) yields Rijj = £h;j + ¢p(w ® w);j. Tracing this yields R, = & + c|w|?, and
calculating the trace-free part of R;; yields the last equation of (5.21). From Lemma 5.4 it follows that  is
a constant. If (h,w) solves (5.21), then, by (2.5) and (5.21),

Rijkt — c(w O w)ijkl
(523) = Wijkl — ctf(w D w)ijkl — L tf( (R) — cp(w D w)) ®h— ﬁ (Rh — c|w|i) h®h

= Wijn — ctf(w O w)ijp — n(n nh®h,

where the conformal Weyl tensor W;;x; of h is the trace-free part of R;ji;. If n = 3, then there vanish Wy,
and tf(w ® w);jkr, and (5.23) shows that h and w solve (5.22). O

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

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 ¢ having either sign.

Lemma 6.2. Let (N,g) be an (n + 1)-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian space form with scalar curvature
Ry and let i : M — N be an immersion of an n-dimensional hypersurface M such that h;; = i*(g)qj
is nondegenerate. Let 11;; be the second fundamental form of the immersion i defined with respect to a
unimodular transverse vector field Z' orthogonal to i(M) and satisfying € = |Z|2 € {x1}. If g has constant

curvature Ryjx & = n(i?ifl)gK[I(SJ] L. and i(M) has mean curvature zero, then (h,II) solves (5.22) with

_ _ n—1
c=—cand Kk = anR

Proof. Let I1;; and S; 7 be the second fundamental form and shape operator with respect to the normal field
ZT. Then II;; = €S;Phy;. Let D be the Levi-Civita connection of h;j. The Gauss-Codazzi equations imply
that D[iHj]k = 0 and :Rijkl = fRijk ;thl = —E(H D H)ijkl — n(n+1) (h D h)z;kl If the immersion has mean
curvature zero, then II,? = 0, so DPII;, = D;I1,? = 0 and II;; € T(SZ(T*M)) N ker div N ker X. O

Example 6.3. The notions described next are special cases of more general ones introduced in [26]. Let
hi; be a pseudo-Riemannian metric and let V be a torsion-free affine connection satisfying V{;h ), = 0 and
Videth = 0. The torsion-free conjugate connection V defined by V = V + h*PV;h;, satisfies V;hjx =

—V;hji, so also V ik = 0 and V;idet h = 0 too. The conjugate connection of V is V, so conjugacy is an

involution on the space of torsion-free affine connections satisfying V;hj;, = 0 and V;deth = 0. Such a
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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, V, 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 V(;h ), = 0 and V;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, V, 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 T),M 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 V conjugate to V represents the flat projective
structure on the hypersurface obtained by pulling back that on the projectivization P(V). In particular V is
projectively flat (one says that V is conjugate projectively flat).

Let %Lij ¥ be the difference tensor of the Levi-Civita connection, D, of the equiaffine metric and the
equiaffine connection, V, so that D = V + %Lijk, and write Lijx = LijPhpe. Then Vihjr = Lig),
and from V;hj, = 0 it follows that Lijx = Ljk), while from V;deth = 0 it follows that L;,? = 0, so
that L;jx € T(S3(T*M)). The tensor L;j; 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 R,k — %(L O L)ijii = —2H(h ® h)ijri, 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 R, L

(1) Suppose w € T(S§(T*M)) is Codazzi, meaning Dywj = 0, and (h,w) is a solution of (5.21) for
k € R and ¢ = 1. The torsion-free affine connection V* = D £ w;; ¥ has the following properties:

(2) Vil =0 and Videth = 0.

7]
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+ . _ _
(b) The curvature Rijkl satisfies R;;kl = R;;k Phpr = Rijrl + 2wpiwie P = R Phy = Ry In
particular, R;;kl = R, has the symmetries of a metric curvature tensor.

(c) R;tj = R;Eij P =Rij —wiplwjg? = ~hy and RE = hin;tj = Ry — |w|? = K is constant.

(2) Suppose V is a torsion-free affine connection satisfying Vi;hj, = 0 and V;deth = 0 having self-
conjugate curvature Rijkl satisfying Rij = Rpi;? = ~hi; for some constant . Then the difference
tensor wi; ¥ = V — D satisfies wije = wijPhyr € T(S§(T*M)), Dywjj = 0, and £ = Ry, — |w|? is
constant, and the pair (h,w) solves (5.21) with constants k and ¢ = 1.

Proof. First suppose the conditions of (1). Claims (1a)-(1c) follow from straightforward computations as
follows. By the definition of V* and the symmetry of w;jr, V¥hi; = F2w;;x. Antisymmetrizing yields
V[fhj]k = 0. Because wjjj is trace-free, VEdeth = P4V h,, = F2w;,? = 0. This proves (1a). The
curvature of V* satisfies

(6.1) Ry = Rig ' £ 2D + 2wy 'wy ? = Rige '+ 203 'wjpn ¥,
the last equality because Djw;j; = 0. This shows (1b) and (1c) follows by taking traces. The constancy
of k was assumed, and is equivalent to the constancy of R*, for, Now suppose V is as in (2). Define
wijk = Wij Phpr by V — D = wy; k. Because V and D are torsion-free, wiijik = 0. Then Vihj, = —2w;(jr),
50 0 = Vjhjjr = —Wijlk — Wk[ij] = —Wk[ij], showing that wijx = wjry and Vihj, = —2w;j. Similarly,
0= V;deth = hPYV;h,, = —wip P, 50 wijr € T(S5(T*M)). The connection V conjugate to V is defined by
V=V+ hkpvihjp =D —i—wijk - 2wijk =D — wijk, so V and V have the forms V= = D :I:wijk. The

curvature R?;k L of V* satisfies
(62) R;tjkl = R;‘;k Phpl = :Rijkl + 2D[iwj]kl + 2wpl[in]kp,

so that V = V™ has self-conjugate curvature if and only if Dj;w;j; = 0. In this case khij = Rij = Rpi; 7 =
Rij — wiplwjq? and nk = hYR;; = Ry, — |w|*>. Using the differential Bianchi identity, Dywjj, = 0, and
wip? = 0 there results

nDik = Di(R — |w|?) = 2DPRyp, — 20 Diwape = 2DPR;p — 2w D g

(63) — 9DPR D® abe D¢ be _ DP(R b ay __ DpRi —9D
=2 ip — 2D (W*Wpei) 4 2wWhei D wq °¢ = 2DP (Rip — wig “wpp ¢) = 2 i = 2Dik.

Since n > 2 this implies kK = R, — |w|? is constant. g

Example 6.5. Let (N, Q) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold and let ¢ : M — N be a Lagrangian
immersion. Tensors on M are labeled with lowercase Latin indices and tensors on IV are labeled with upper-
case Latin indices. A (para/pseudo)-Kihler structure is a triple (G, A, Q) comprising a (pseudo-)Riemannian
metric Gy, an integrable (para)complex structure, and a symplectic form Qy;, which are compatible in the
sense that

(6.4) AP ApT =e5r”, Q1= A1 TGpy, ArPQpy = €Gyy, QrpG'T = A,

where, when ¢ = 1 the qualifier para applies, and when ¢ = —1 the qualifier pseudo is used if G;; is not
Riemannian signature.
A (para/pseudo)-Kéhler manifold (N, G, A) has constant (para)-holomorphic sectional curvature 4c if its

Levi-Civita connection V has curvature R; x ~ of the form
(65) R[JKL =2c (5[[ LGJ]K—EA[[ LQJ]K+EQ]JAK L).

If dim N = 2n, then the Ricci and scalar curvatures are Ry = 2¢(n +1)Gyy and R = 4en(n+1).

An immersion i : M — N into a (para/pseudo)-Kéhler manifold (N,$2, A, G) is nondegenerate if the
induced tensor h = i*(G) is nondegenerate. Let (N,G, A, ) be a 2n-dimensional (para/pseudo)-Kéhler
manifold with canonical (Levi-Civita) connection V and let i : M — N be a nondegenerate Lagrangian
immersion with second fundamental form II(X,Y") equal to the projection of §XTi(Y) onto the normal
bundle of M. Define I = Il ;1) = H?j Qg on M, so I(X,Y, Z) = Q(/V\XTi(Y), Ti(Z)). The tensor IT is

symmetric because V is torsion-free and the immersion is Lagrangian. Let D be the Levi-Civita connection
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of the metric h;; = i*(G);; on M. Tensors defined on M are raised and lowered using h;; and h%. Let

]:ZIJK L be the curvature of V and let fRijkl be the curvature of D. Define II;; k= hkaijp = II;; k. Note
that IL;; k¥ is not the second fundamental form as such, as its upper index is twisted by the (para)-complex
structure. Let P € I'(End(:*(T'N))) be projection onto Ti(T'M) along ATi(TM). It is claimed that, for
X, Y e I'(T M) there hold

Ti(DxY) = PVxTi(Y),
VxTi(Y) = Ti(DxY) + eATi(IIH(X,Y)), VxATi(Y) = ATi(DxY) + Ti(II*(X,Y)).
Because i is nondegenerate T%(TM) and ATi(TM) are transverse, so P is well-defined. By definition of

(6.6)

the second fundamental form there is induced on M a torsion-free connection D such that /V\XTi(Y) =
Ti(DxY) +II(X,Y) where II(X,Y) is the projection of VxTi(Y) onto ATi(TM) along Ti(TM). In par-
ticular, Ti(DxY) = PV xTi(Y) by definition of D. Then
(Dxh)(Y, X) = XG(Ti(Y), Ti(2)) - G(Ti(DxY), Ti(Z)) — G(Ti(Y), Ti( Dx 2))
= (VxG)(Ti(Y),Ti(2)) + G(x(X,Y), Ti(Z)) + G(Ti(Y), (X, Z)) = 0,

shows that D is the Levi-Civita connection of h. By the definition of II* there holds
Qn(X,Y),Ti(Z)) = VxTi(Y),Ti(Z)) = I(X,Y, Z) = h(I(X,Y), Z)

= G(Ti(IF(X,Y)), Ti(Z)) = €UATi(IF(X,Y)), Ti(Z)),
for all X,Y,Z € T(TM), and by the nondegeneracy of  this shows 7(X,Y) = eATi(II*(X,Y)), so that
VxTi(Y) = Ti(DxY) + eATi(II*(X,Y)). The identity VxATi(Y) = ATi(DxY) + Ti(II*(X,Y)) follows

because A is V-parallel.
The Lagrangian immersion has mean curvature zero if 11, ¥ = 0.

(6.7)

(6.8)

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-)Kéihler manifold (N, G, ), A) with constant
(para)-holomorphic curvature 4é. Let h;; = i*(G);; be the induced metric. Then (h,II) solves (5.22) with
c=¢€and kK =¢én(n—1).

Proof. From (6.6) it follows that there are tensors ‘J'ijkl and Nijkl on M having the algebraic symmetries
of a curvature tensor of metric type and such that

A

(6.9) R(X,Y)Ti(Z) = Ti(T(X,Y)Z) + eATi(N(X,Y) Z)

for all X,Y,Z € T'(TM). Straightforward computations using (6.6) show that

(6.10) Tijk ' = Riji ' — 2e(TI® 1)k, Niji ' = 2DI1 b = 2K(I1).
Let Ti; = Tpij P, Nij = Ny P, T =T, P, and N, ? = 0. Tracing (6.10) yields

(6.11) Tii = Rij —ep(L ® L)y, T =R —¢|L|?, N;i; = div(II);;.

Let Riyxr = Rijx PGpr. Suppressing notation indicating the differential of 7, it follows from (6.9) that
Tijrr = Rijkl and Nyjp = A; P Rpjkl. If G has constant (para)-holomorphic sectional curvature, it fol-
lows from (65) that R[JKL = 2@(GL[]GJ]K + EQL[]QJ]K + EQ]JQKL) and A[ PRPJKL = 2é(QL[[GJ]K +
Gkl + 2G1s0k ). Pulling these back to M via ¢ yields Tjjm = Rijkl = 2chyihj and Nije =
A; PRpjkl = 0. The remaining identities in

(612) :Nijkl = O, Tijkl = 265[1 lhj]k, ‘.Tij = é(n - 1)hij, T = CTL(TL — 1).

are obtained by taking traces. Substituting (6.12) in (6.10), and (6.11) shows that ITL;;, € ker KX Nker div and
with the curvature R;j ! of the Levi-Civita connection D of h;j satisfies

(6.13) Rijer = —e(h ® h)ijr + (IO I)ijn1,

and so also R;; = é(n — 1)hi; + e pAL® II);; and R = én(n — 1) + €|I1]7. O
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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 h;; = —B;; be the bi-invariant metric determined by the negative of the Killing form of g, and note
that h;; is Einstein with Ricci curvature R;; = $h;.

Let w;,. s, € S¥(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 £ > 3. If g has rank [ then the ring of invariant polynomials
on g is generated by [ algebraically independent homogeneous elements (see e.g. [3, section VIIL.8]). The
degrees 2 = u; < --- < u; of the homogeneous generators are given in terms of the exponents mq < --- < my
of the Weyl group W of g by u; = m; + 1, and satisfy uy - --- - u; = |W/| and 2(uy + --- + w;) = dimg + [.
Since G acts on g orthogonally, the h-Laplacian is invariant under the G-action, so Ay P is again an invariant
polynomial. Let E be the invariant polynomial corresponding to A. The harmonic part @ of P is obtained
by subtracting from P a linear combination of terms of the form E*Aj P (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 F, so @ is not null. It follows that it
may be supposed from the beginning that P is Ap-harmonic, or, equivalently, that wj, .. ;, is trace-free. In
particular, this shows that on g there exists a Ap-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 h;; = —B;; be the bi-invariant metric on G determined by the negative of the Killing form B;; of g,
and let D be its Levi-Civita connection. Suppose k > 3 and let w;, . 4, € Sk (g*) be the complete polarization
of a Ap-harmonic homogeneous G-invariant polyonomial P of degree k. The pair (h,w) solves the equations

(5.16) on G.

Proof. The invariance of P means that 0 = k¢;;. Pw;, 5.0, = —2D;w;, 4., so that w is parallel, and so in
3 (41 i2...k )P 1.dgy s
the kernel of O0_1 by (3.29). Let 0;; = wiiy...ip,_,w; "1, Then
i1 i1
(6.14) Cij Popk = —Cji Pwpiy iy wi T = (B = 1)ejy Pwiy iy gypiwr
= (k= 1)cjp " Wig.ip_ ki @i 72T = =Gk Wi piy iy i P2 = =i Pop,

showing that o;; is an invariant bilinear form. By the simplicity of g there is a constant c such that o;; = chy;,
and tracing this equality shows that ¢ = |w|? /dim g. It follows that (h,w) solves the equations (5.16). [

Example 6.9. When the metric h;; is flat, the equations (5.16) admit purely algebraic solutions. In this
example h;; is a flat Riemannian metric on an n-dimensional vector space V, although many of the claims
make sense in other signatures. Let z* denote the radial Euler vector field. Let E(z) = |z|?. Let A = Ay, If
F(z) is a function on V, let F}, ;. = D;, ... D; F. Sometimes it is convenient to write D" F for the k-fold
covariant derivative of F' (for example D) F is the Hessian of F). If F is a polynomial homogeneous of
degree g then x ... 2% Fy 4= glg—1)...(¢g—j+1)F. In this case F;, ;_ is a constant tensor, so parallel.

p
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 w;,.. i, = Fy,..i,. The pair (h,w) solves the equations (5.16) (with v =10)
if and only if there is c € R such that P solves any one of the following equivalent equations:

(6.15) 0= Fip,..p,_ Fj P Pet — chiy,
(6.16) 0=D;D; (|IDY VPP - cE),
(6.17) 0=|DYVFP? - cE.

In this case ¢ = |[DYWF|?,

Proof. The equivalence of (6.15) and (6.16) follows from the vanishing of Fj, . ;,,. Because [DW=VF|?—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). O
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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 $"~! = {z € V: E(z) = 1}:

e the number g of distinct principal curvatures satisfies g € {1,2,3,6};

o if the distinct principal curvatures are ordered A; > Ay > --- > Ay, the multiplicities, m;, of the A;
satisfy m; = m;;2 (indices modulo 6), so that there are at most two distinct multiplicities m; and
mz (moreover, if g < 4 then m; = my always); and

e 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

(6.18) |dP)? = g’ E971, AP = m2zm FE L

A polynomial P solving (6.18) is called a Cartan-Miinzner 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-Miinzner polynomial homogeneous of degree g > 2 and having multi-
plicities m1 and ma on the n-dimensional Euclidean vector space (V,h). Then the trace-free part Wiy ..y of
P, .., solves (6.15), so the pair (h,w) solves the equations (5.16) (with v =0).

g9

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

(6.19) A(E'F)=2i(n+2(g+i—1)E"'F+ E'AF.
In particular, the special case f = 1 yields AE® = 2i(n +2(i — 1))E*~ L.

In the case my = mg, the polynomial P is harmonic and so w;,..;, = P;, . ;,. In this case applying AI—2
to the first equation of (6.18) and simplifying the result using (6.19) yields
(6.20) 297 2g(g)(n+2(g—2))...(n+2)E = AI"2(¢2E971) = A972|dP|? = 297 2| D=V p)2.
Differentiating this yields
(6.21) DiD;|DOD P2 = 2g(g)(n +2(g — 2)) . (n + 2)hsy,

which suffices to show that P solves (6.17). The argument in the general case is similar, but more involved.
Since m; = ma, if g < 4, it can be supposed that g € {4,6}. In particular, g is even. Let P = Zfi% EiQ9—21)
be the Lefschetz decomposition of P into its harmonic components. Here Q(9=2% is a harmonic polynomial
homogeneous of degree g — 27, and the decomposition is uniquely determined. Applying A to both sides and
using (6.19) yields

g 9/2 , ,
(6.22) maom g’ (27 = AP = Z 2i(n+2(g—i—1)E QU 2,

i=1

By the uniqueness of the Lefschetz decomposition, this implies Q9=2") = 0 if 0 < i < g/2. Hence

(6.23) P=Q+ %Eqm

where Q is a harmonic polynomial homogeneous of degree g. Note that the desired tensor w;,.
Qi,....i,- Calculating the differential of (6.23) using the homogeneity of @ yields

g equals

(6.24) GBI = |dP[? = |dQJ? + S po/2m1 Q 4 (o) g o,
so that

m m - mo—m 2 —_
(6.25) 0=dQI” + ¢* G35 B2 71Q + o (% _1) B

Applying A972 to both sides of (6.25) and simplifying using (6.19) yields

(6.26) 0=22 (1D QP + (L2 — 1) g(g)(n +2(g — 2)(n +2(g — 3))..- (n+ 2)E) .
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Hence

mo—m 2
(6.27) Qiprepy Q3 P07 = (1= 22 (g (n + 2(9 = 2)(n +2(g = 3)) . (0 + 2) .
Because w;, ..., is parallel, this suffices to prove the claim. ]

Example 6.13. Let E = {ej,...,e,} 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 n = {1,...,n} such that I = {i1,...,ix} € B if and only if the
edges €;,,. .., €;, areincident 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 A with respect to which E is an ordered orthonormal basis.
Let x1,...,x, be the coordinates of z € V with respect to the ordered basis F. The quadratic form Q(x)
determined by h is Q(x) = >_;_, 2?. Associate with I € B the monomial x; = z;, ...x;,. Let € € {£1}5, so
that ey € {£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-reqular
graph. For the homogeneity k polynomial P(x) = Y, g €rxr associated with a k-reqular graph and a choice
of signs € € {+1}B, the pair (h, D™ P) solves (5.16).

ok—1p . . . . . . . . o
Proof. The component B, O, 1S nonzero if and only if {i1,...,4k—1} is contained in some block I =

{i1,...,4} in B (because any k — 1 edges meet at most one vertex there is at most one such block). In

K k-1
this case 3 ,6 Lid
111---8I1k,1

the index of a given edge appears in exactly two blocks there results |D(’“_1)P|,2I = 2(k — 1)!Q. Because no
variable x; 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) P) solves (5.16). O

= €rx;, . Since there are (k — 1)! orderings of the distinct indices 41, . ..,4,—1 and since

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 #’2‘}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 [§]
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 ¢, i, € D(SE(T*M)), where k > 1. If ¢ € T'(SF(T*M)) Nker X N kerdiv (that is
Dby ...ir,_, = 0) then where |¢|? # O there holds

(1) 9| < ~25k=2 Dy

If e T(SE(T*M)) Nker £ Nkerdiv (that is D, ¢i,. i,.,) = 0) then where |¢|* # 0 there holds
(7.2) do|* < 5Dl

If € T(SE(T*M)) Nker L Nker K (that is D¢ is pure trace) then where |¢|> # 0 there holds
(73) A1® < meis DO

Proof. Write o (Z)(¢) for the symbol of £ applied to the vector Z¢ and ¢ € T'(SE(T*M)), and similarly for
K and div. Write (i(Z)¢)i, .i,_y = ZP¢piy...ir_, and suppose Z' 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
lox(Z)(¢)|? in (3.19) yields

(7.4) PR i(2)0l < |91
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Together (3.18) and (7.4) give

(7.5) l02(2)(9)]* < 219l + gristaranimy |4 = i lol.

Contracting (3.12) with op(Z)(w) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows
1Zid;|¢|? = Z'¢" D, i, = (oD(2)(9), Do)

(7.6) = (02(2)(9),£(9)) + 21 (0x(2)(8), K(9)) + ozt (1(2)6, div(9)),
< oc(Z)ONL(D)] + 2 lox(2)(D)1K ()] + Grrreis) s [i(2) ¢l div(e)].

Suppose ¢ € T(SE(T*M)) Nker X N kerdiv. By (3.13), |D¢|? = |L£(¢)[?. Substituting this and (7.5) into
(7.6) gives

(7.7)  16PIZMdilgl]® = F1Z7dilo*]? < |oc(Z)(9)PI£()]* = oc(Z2)(9)*|1DI* < iy 0P 1Del*.
This holds for all unit norm Z?, so shows (7.1).
Suppose ¢ € T'(SE(T*M))Nker LNker div. By (3.13), |D¢|? = k2—4’f1|96(¢)|2, and, by (3.19), 2|0 (2)(4)|? <
|#|%. In (7.6) these give
0112 ds|¢l|” = 3127 di| o1 < (1) lox (2)(9)*1K (9 )|2
= wrrlox(Z2)(@)P|Do* < S5 [l*| DoJ*.

(7.8)

This holds for all unit norm Z*, so shows (7.2).
Suppose ¢ € T(SE(T*M)) Nker L Nker K. By (3.13), |Do|*> = n+llz(n?jg(27(zi22,)€) myy| div(e #)|?. With (7.4) in
(7.6) this gives

_ _ 2 2. :
16171 2°di|6 | = 31 2°di|6** < (rprcmricarigyy ) [1(2)6| div(g)?

k(n+2(k—2)) 21 1412 k 2| 1y4)2
= e 3)(n+2k 1))| i(Z2)01"|DYI” < =y 0171 Dol
This holds for all unit norm Z*, so shows (7.3). O

(7.9)

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 ¢ € T'(S§ (T*M)) then the largest eigenvalue p of
the symmetric two-tensor p(¢ ® ¢);; satisfies p < ni‘g(kk 32 |¢|2. By (7.4) for any vector field X* there

holds X*X7 p(¢ ® ¢)i; = |i(X) p(¢)]* < #;7’232”@ | X |%, which sufﬁces to show the claim. This means
P(¢ O ¢)ij < Fi=Sy 101 hij.

Lemma 7.4. Let h be a Riemannian metric on a manifold M of dimension n > 2 and let w € T'(SE(T*M)).
Wherever w # 0 there hold

(7.10) |w| (P H2R=1)/ (nth=2) Ay || (P2 (nth=2) > P 120 (w), if w € ker X N ker div,

(7.11) |w| FHD/EA || = D/E > _%@; KK (w)), if w € ker £ N ker div,

(7.12) | (FREEIIE A | GmmIE < 122 (), if w € ker K Nker L.

Proof. Let w € T'(S¥(T*M)). Wherever |w| > 0 there holds

(7.13) S w PN A [P = AL W] + 2(X = 1)|d|w] |

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

Remark 7.5. If h is flat and f € C°°(M) is harmonic, then w;, ;. = D;, ... Dy, f € T(S¥(T*M)) Nker X N
ker div. By Lemma 7.4 the function |w|? is subharmonic for all p > (n—2)/(n+k—2). For the flat Euclidean
connection on R™ 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 |w|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 w of
Sk(T*M) there is around every point a neighborhood U and a harmonic function f € C°°(U) such that on
U there holds wi, .5, = Di, ... D, f.

If f e C°°(M) is harmonic then df € ker X Nkerdiv, and Lemma 7.4 shows that

(7.14) (n = DIdf[" "D A |df| "2 0D > (0 — 2) p(R) (df, df)-
If h has nonnegative Ricci curvature it follows that |df P is subharmonic for any p > (n — 2)/(n — 1).

Remark 7.6. Suppose w;; € ['(S3(T*M))Nker X Ndiv. If the sectional curvature is nonnegative then Qx is
nonnegative on SZ(T*M) so |w|(~2)/™ is subharmonic by (7.10); if M is compact this means |w| is constant,
and by (3.34) this implies w is parallel. Moreover, if the sectional curvature is positive at some point, then
Qg is positive on S2(T*M) at that point and w 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 b; € D(S?(T*M)) such that D;bjy, = 0 and Db, P = 0 is parallel; if the sectional curvature is
somewhere positive, then b;; 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 Riji of h is harmonic, meaning DpR;j P = 0.

(2) The trace-free part tf(R);; of its Ricci tensor is in ker X Nkerdiv, 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 Wiji of h is harmonic, meaning DpyW;i, 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)); = %-2D;R and
(7.15) 2K (tf(R))ijr = DpRiji * + ﬁhk[il)j]ﬂ = 2Diij]k + ﬁhk[iDﬂfR.
It follows that, if n > 2, then tf(R);; € ker X Nkerdiv if and only if D,R;;x? = 0. In this case D;R = 0, so
R € ker X Nkerdiv and R is constant. That (3) implies (2) is immediate. When n > 3, the identity
(7.16) DyWigp,? = 203 (K (F(R))ign, + 522 ha D R)
implies the equivalence of (3) and (4). Applying Theorem 7.7 to tf(R);; yields the final claim. O

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 £ < 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. Fork > 2 andw € S’(’f\/* there hold

(8.1) ey Wl 2 [ plw o w)lh 2 flwlh,
(8:2) Lot Dwlh > [t pw o w)]7,
(8.3) dlwlh 2 lw o wlf 2 gy lwlh,
(8.4) (4= seim) Wlh > [t 0 w)lf + 5 tfplw O W)} > |tf(w W),
Proof. For x; € V*| the nonnegativity of the squared norm of
k—1
(8.5) T(iWgYiy i1 ﬁ Z Pigi%53iy i p ™

s=1
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(where 7, denotes the omission of the index i,) yields

k—1
0 S QIZW‘]“ Tk—1 <I[iwj]i1...ik1 ~ n¥E=3 Zhis[iwj]il...fs...ik1p$p>
(86) s=1
+2(k—2
= |2} |wl} — [u(@)w]} - A @)w]} = [z |wl} — 222D |y (2)w]?,
so that
(8.7) pw O w)ijz'a’ = |u(z)wl} < 2= o} w]}.

This shows #;7’232)|x|h|w|hhu — p(w ® w);; is positive semidefinite. Because p(w @® w);; is also positive

semidefinite and the endomorphisms %Wﬁ&j — p(w O w);7 and p(w ® w);? commute, contracting
with p(w ® w)¥ yields
(8.8) aste gy wlh > [ plw 0wl = [t plw O W[} + 3 lwli,

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

(8.9) wowl = [tfwow)l; + 7255 fpw O W) + sreg wlh:

Using the nonnegativity of |tf(w ® w)|? and |tf(p(w ® w))|? yields the second inequality in (8.3). There
remains to show the leftmost inequality of (8.3). For 7;; € SZV*,

(8.10) 0 < (TijWhigy qu—z = ThiWijar..quy) (T W1 B2 — MUty = |7 Floff — o(r)wl,

where (L(T)w)iy ix_» = TP Wpqiy.. ir_,- This means that the symmetric quadratic form defined on SZV* by
contracting 77" with the tensor |w|?hy(;hjy — Wijqy...qu_oWht ©72 s positive semidefinite. Since the
quadratic form defined on Sg\/* by contracting 7% 7k with Wijqy ..

and the corresponding endomorphisms commute it follows that

qn_o Wkt 192 is also positive semidefinite

i ij Q1 k=2t klp1...pp—2
(8.11) 0 < (Jwl2hrihiy — Wijar ..ap_sWht Yo
so that
(8.12) Wij Wiy 1 Tk=2,1 ol pLePE—2 < |w|4
' 941 qr—2 0kl P1---Pk—2 < b
Define
— ; Faak— ip1...pr—2,, 1 j
(8.13) M =uw; 20 R T S
From
0 < 2wy ProPrtw; wk(i wj)l‘Zl~~~q1c—2
(8 14) - k(i G)p1...pr—2 q1-.-qr—2
' = : L P1-PR—2, ki Glg1...qr_o
= Whipy...px—2Wj W gr.qr—aW + M
and
2 o ki o
(815) |w ®W|h = 2wkipl___pk72wjl P1--Pl—2,~t lh---qk,gw] Q--Gr-2 _ 9 A

it follows that
2 _ . . P1.--Pk—2, ki Jlar...qr—2 _
|W @ Wlh = 2W7€1P1~~~Pk72wﬂ Wgrqr—aW 2M

(8.16)

. . P1.--Pk—2, ki Jlq1...qr—2 4
< 4W7€1P1~~~Pk—2wﬂ Wgrqr—aW < 4|W|h7

the last equality by (8.12). This shows (8.3). Combining the leftmost inequality of (8.3) with (8.9) yields
(8.17) (4- 52g) lwlh > [tf(w o W)} + 725t (pw D W)} > |th(w o w)l}.
This shows (8.4). O
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By (2.6), for w € S§V* there holds

(5.19) o 0wl = [t Ow) + 751t o 0 W) + gl
From (8.18) there follows
_ _ n+2(k n
(8.19) Elwowl +] pw o w)? = 22 tw o w)} + 282 tf plw o w)[} + 2HER |},

for w € SEV*.
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 w € SZV*,

(8.20) 22=2|p|* = [tf(w O w)|* + 2| tf p(w O w)|* > |th(w O w)[7,

(8.21) 2Jw|* = |w B w]? + 2| plw ® W) 2.

Proof. By (2.5),

(822) tf(w O w)ij = 2wkws) + 525 (0w O W)khyy — pw © Whiphik) = Gy (@ k-
Hence

|tf(w O w)|? = {tf(w B w),wd w)

= 4wkiwjlwk[iwj]l + %wkiwﬂ pw ® w)ihj — m|w|2wkiwﬂhk[ihﬂl

(8.23)
= 2Jw|* = 2 p(w O w)|* — 551 p(w B W) + Gy Wl
=2(1+ )Wl — 25l pw O W),
so that
(5.20) |tf(w ® w)|? + 25|t p(w O w) ] + E5|w|*
' = [tf(w O w)* + ;25| plw O w)|* — GepEmy Wl = 2wl
which yields (8.20) after rearranging terms. Combining (8.19) with (8.20) yields (8.21). O

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 w € S§V*,
(8.25) 2wl 2 wowP + [ pw o w)? 2 wowf > 72
(8.26) 22=2|p[* > [ tf(w O w)|* + 22| tf (p(w D w))|* > | t(w O w)[%.

Jwl*,

Proof. Let {e(1),... )'} be an h-orthonormal basis of V. In terms of the endomorphisms w(i); ¥ =

ve(n
e(i)Pwp; ¥ € End(V), 1 <i < n,
(8.27) [w(@), w(i)]m = —2e(i)%e(5) wiia Pwep = —e(i)%e(§)" (@ ® w)abki-
By [18, Lemma 1], for symmetric endomorphisms A;7 and B;7 of V there holds |[A, B]|? < 2|A|?|B|?, and
applied with (8.27) this yields

(8.28) wowlh =Y lw@)w( ZZI |2<2ZZIM ) lw (i)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j#i i=1 j#i
There hold

Z w(@)]* = (Z |w(i)|2> - ZZ lw(@)|2lw(H)|? = |w|* - ZZ w(i)[2|w(5)]?
(8.29) =1 i=1 i=1 j#i =1 i

n

S @I = 5 303 (W2 — ()?) + 2 305 i) 2w ()]
=1

i=1 j##i i=1 j#i
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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 times the first equation of (8.29) with 1=2 times the second equation of (8.29) yields

n

(8.30) S @ = 271t — 23S ()P - wG)P) 23 S 0Pl

=1 i=1 j#i i=1 j#i

There holds p(w ® w)ape(i)%e(5)? = (w(i),w(4)). Because p(w ® w) is symmetric, the h-orthonormal basis
{e(1),...,e(n)'} can be chosen to be also orthogonal with respect to p(w ® w) so that (w(i),w(j)) = 0 if
i # j. In this case,

(8.31) | pw o w)|* = ZZ@(Z’)M(J’)V = Z Jw(@)]*.

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

0w} + o 0w <230 Y WPl |2+Z|w

(8.32) A
n— 22 o
=22l = £ D03 (W) — w()?) < 2,
i=1 j#i
which proves the leftmost inequality of (8.25). Combining this with (8.18) yields (8.26). O

It follows from (2.4) and (2.7) that for a, 8 € S¥V* and Y € MC(V*),

(8.33) (@, 9(8)) = (pla © B), p(¥)) + L5 (a @ B Y).

When n > 2 and a, 8 € S§V*, substituting (2.5) into (8.33) yields

(8:34) (0, 9(8)) = Y5 {a ® B, 1Y) + 222 (o0 0 B), t(p(Y))) + ZEES2 s(Y) (s ).
Taking 8 = a € S*V* in (8.33) yields

(8.35) Qy(a) = (pla @ a), p(¥)) + L7 (a 0 0, Y).

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 —r(n — 1)g;; for a real constant k > 0. Suppose u € C*(M) is nonnegative and not identically 0
and satisfies Au > Bu'*t? — Au for constants B >0, 0 > 0, and A € R. If A <0, then u is identically zero,
while, if A >0, there holds sup,, u < |A/B|'/°.

Theorem 8.5. Let M be a manifold of dimension n > 3. Suppose h is a complete Riemannian metric which
with w € T(SE(T*M)) NkerdivNker X solves (5.22) for ¢ > 0 and x € R.

(1) If k > 0 then w is identically zero, and h is a metric of constant sectional curvature.
(2) If k <0 then the scalar curvature Ry, = c|w|? + K of h is nonpositive.

Proof. By (5.22), p(R)ij = cp(w ® w)ij + Zhyj, Wijnm = ctf(w ® w)iju, tFp(R)y; = ctfpw ® w), and
$(R) = c|w|? + k. Together with (8.33), (8.34), and (8.19) these observations yield

Ix(w) = EHR,w O w) + (p(R), p(w ® w))

k(n+k—2
(8.36) - (’“Tw@wimp(w@w)ih) ool
( flwdw)|? + thp@'}@w)lh'i'zak:fﬂwﬁ) Nn’n,-‘,-k 2)| 2,
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Since ¢ > 0, it follows from (8.36), (8.1), and (8.2) that

(8.37) O (w) > St (clwf + k) |l
Substituting (8.37) into (7.10) of Lemma 7.4 yields
n—2 _ n+2(k—1) n—2
Aplo] =2 > 2222 0p @), T 2 222 (clwlh + k) fwl T
(8.38) gy 1+20HED 2
— 71(7;_7_21) <|w|n+k 2) —|—/1|w|"+k 2

Because h is complete, Theorem 8.4 applies. If x > 0, it implies w vanishes. In this case h is a metric of
constant sectional curvature. If K < 0, Theorem 8.4 yields sup,; |w|? < —x/c. This implies sup,; R, <0. O

Theorem 8.6. Let M be a compact oriented manifold of dimension n > 3. Suppose the Riemannian metric
h and w € T(SE(T*M)) NkerdivNker X solve (5.22) for ¢ < 0 and k € R. Then

(8.39) 0> / Jw]? (22 + (1 + CEE=1) 6 2) dvoly, if k> 3.

. > wl? K+ 2=1cw|?) dvo h- if k= 3.
8.40 0 n”“ 2=l dvol if k=3

. > w|? gk tc wl?) dvo hy if k= 2.
8.41 0 dvol if k=2
Proof. The equation (8.36) remains valid and yields
(842)  Ox(w) = (A2 [tfw 0w} + “E2E2 4 plw 0 w)f} + B2 jwft) 4 St D (2,

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

w13) O (w) = £ (| thw O W)} + 25| tf plw O W)} + 25lw[*) + g lwl?
= clwl + Lglw]? = |w]? (55 + clwl?) .

Combining (3.34) and (8.43) yields

(8.44) 0= %/ Aplw|?dvoly, :/ (IDw|? + Qx (w)) dvol, = / (IDwl? + |w]? (575 + clwl?) ) dvoly,
M M

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

O (w) = ¢ (| tf(w O w)[? + 22| tf p(w O w)|? + s [w|!) + 20D |w)?

(n—1) (n—1)

c(2n—1 r(n+1 n n—
> o Djuft + 5wl = [wf® (s + 22 elwl’).

Combining (3.34) and (8.45) yields

:%/ Ah|w|2dvolh:/ (|Dw|2+ng(w))dvolh

(8.45)

(8.46)

n

:/ (|Dw|2—|—|w|2( n+1)li—|— n=1c|w|? ))dvolh,
which shows (8.40). When & > 3, combining (8.42) with (8.2) and (8.4) yields
QfR( ) > C(k 1 (4_ 2 )_|_ ntk=2 4 n+k—2> |w|4 + k(n+k—2) |w|2

2 n(n—1) n n(n—1) n(n—1)
(8.47) (;;(tf 3k + c((k-1)(2- =) + nth2) |]?)
P a1 ) ).
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Combining (3.34) and (8.42) yields
0= %/ Anlw|2dvoly :/ (1Dw]? + Qx(w)) dvol,
M M
> [ ol (53t e (14 C2EDY LY dvol,
M

which shows (8.39). O

(8.48)

Remark 8.7. Applied with h;; the induced metric and w;; the second fundamental form of a mean curvature
zero compact immersed hypersurface in the (n 4+ 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, ¢ = —1 and
Ry, — |w|? =k = n(n — 1), so (8.41) becomes

(8.49) 0> /M w|? (n — |w[?) dvol, = —n?(n — 1) /M (1 sitegy ) (222 — ey ) dvoly .

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

Remark 8.8. Applied with h;; the induced metric and w;ji, the twisted second fundamental form of a mean
curvature zero compact immersed Lagrangian submanifold in a 2n-dimensional Kéhler manifold of constant
holomorphic section curvature ¢ 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, ¢ = —1, kK = én(n — 1), and |w|? =
én(n — 1) — Ry, so (8.40) becomes

(8.50) 0> /M jw]? (B2 e — |w]?) dvol, = n?(n — 1)2/ (¢ - :2ry) (e — mh2iyé) dvoly,

M
which recovers [13, Theorem 4.1]. From (8.50) it follows that, if ¢ > 0, then either R), = n(n — 1)é
2
and w is identically zero, so that the hypersurface is a totally geodesic hypersphere; R, = %é and
lw|? = "Q(Zﬂ)é, in which case w is parallel; or inf s Ry, < %6
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