arXiv:0906.0170v1 [math.DG] 31 May 2009

A DIAMETER BOUND FOR SASAKI MANIFOLDS
WITH APPLICATION TO UNIQUENESS FOR
SASAKI-EINSTEIN STRUCTURE

YASUFUMI NITTA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we give a diameter bound for Sasaki manifolds with
positive transverse Ricci curvature. As an application, we obtain the unique-
ness of Sasaki-Einstein metrics on compact Sasaki manifolds modulo the action
of the identity component of the automorphism group for the transverse holo-
morphic structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

A Sasaki manifold is a Riemannian manifold (S, g) whose cone metric g = dr? +
r?2g on C(S) = S x R, is Kéhler. Then Sasakian geometry sits naturally in two
aspects of Kéhler geometry, since for one thing, (5,¢g) is the base of the cone
manifold (C(S),g) which is K&hler, and for another thing any Sasaki manifold
is contact, and the one dimensional foliation associated to the characteristic Reeb
vector field admits a transverse Kahler structure.

The main purpose of this paper is to prove a Myers’ type theorem for Sasaki
manifolds and give a diameter bound for complete Sasaki manifolds with positive
transverse Ricci curvature. Our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem A. Let (S,g) be a (2n + 1) dimensional complete Sasaki manifold with
Sasakian structure S = {g,&,n,®}. Suppose RicT > 7 for some constant T > 0.
Then

2n —1

diam(S, g) < 27 .
T

As an application of Theorem A, we have uniqueness of Sasaki-Einstein met-
rics up to the action of the identity component of the automorphism group for the
transverse holomorphic structure. For toric cases, the uniqueness of Sasaki-Einstein
metrics was recently obtained by Cho, Futaki and Ono [4] by showing that the ar-
gument of Guan [8] is valid also for the space of Kéhler potentials for the transverse
Kahler structure.

In this paper, we shall prove such uniqueness without toric assumption by ap-
plying Theorem A and the argument of Bando and Mabuchi in [2].

Theorem B. Let (S, g) be a compact Sasaki manifold with ¢Z(S) > 0 and ¢1(D) =
0. Assume that the set & of all Sasaki-FEinstein metrics which is compatible with
g is non-empty. Then the identily component of the automorphism group for the
transverse holomorphic structure acts transitively on &.
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We remark that, with non-existence of nontrivial normalized Hamiltonian holo-
morphic vector fields, Sekiya independently proved in [I4] the uniqueness of Sasaki-
Einstein metrics under the assumption that such a diameter bound exists.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give a brief review of Sasakian
geometry and transverse Kéhler geometry. In Section 3, by showing a Myers’ type
theorem on complete Sasaki manifolds, we give a proof of Theorem [Al Our poof is
then based on a variational formula for a minimizing normal geodesic in the sense
of sub-Riemannian geometry (see [IT] for example). Finally in Section 4, we shall
show that an argument similar to Bando and Mabuchi [2] allows us to obtain a
proof of Theorem B.

2. BRIEF REVIEW OF SASAKIAN GEOMETRY

2.1. Sasaki manifolds. We recall the basic theory of Sasaki manifolds. For the
details, see [I] and [7]. Throughout this paper, we assume that all manifolds are
connected. Let (9, g) be a Riemannian manifold and (C(S), g) = (S xR, dr?+r%g)
be its cone manifold, where Ry = {x € R | > 0} and r is the standard coordinate
on R, .

Definition 2.1. (5, g) is called a Sasaki manifold if the cone manifold (C(S), g) is
a Kéhler manifold.

A Sasaki manifold S is often identified with the submanifold {r =1} C (C(S5),9)
and hence the dimension of S is odd. Let dimS = 2n + 1. Then, of course,
dim¢ C(S) = n + 1. Let J be the complex structure of the cone (C(S),g) and
define £ := J(r%). The restriction & := §|{T:1} of £ to the submanifold {r = 1}
gives a vector field on S. The vector field £ is called the Reeb vector field. The
1-dimensional foliation F¢ generated by & is called the Reeb foliation. Define a
differential 1-form 7 on S by 7 := ¢g(§,+). Then, one can see that

(1) ¢ is a Killing vector field and satisfies LgJ = 0,

(2) Ve£ =0,

(3) (&) =1, tedn = 0.
In particular ¢ is a Killing vector field on S. The 1-form 7 gives a 2n-dimensional
subbundle D of the tangent bundle T'S by

D = kern.
The subbundle D is a contact structure of S and there is an orthogonal decompo-
sition
TS =D Le,
where L¢ is the 1-dimensional trivial bundle generated by the Reeb vector field &.

Next we define a section ® of the endomorphism bundle End(7'S) of the tangent
bundle T'S by ® = V¢. Then it satisfies that

P? = —id+n®¢

and g(®X,®Y) = g(X,Y) — n(X)n(Y). Furthermore, ®[p = J|p and @[, = 0,
and this shows that ® gives a complex structure of D. We call the quadruple
S = (g9,&,1n,®) a Sasakian structure of S. From these description, the restriction
9D = g|pxp of the metric g to D is an Hermitian metric on D and the associated
2-form of the Hermitian metric is equal to %dn|Dxp;

dn(X,Y) = 29(®X,Y)
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for each X,Y € D. Since n is a contact form, %(%dn)” A m is a non-vanishing
(2n + 1)-form and coincides with the Riemannian volume form dV,. The covariant
differentiation of ® can be written as a language of the curvature;

(Vx®)(Y) = R(X,§)Y = g(§, V)X —g(X,Y)§
for any X, Y € T'S.

2.2. Transverse holomorphic structures and transverse Kéahler structures.
As we saw in the last subsection, £ — v/—1J¢ is a holomorphic vector field on C ().
Hence there is a C*-action generated by é —/=1J é . The local orbits of this action
defines a transverse holomorphic structure on the Reeb foliation F¢ in the following
sense; There is an open covering {Uy }oca of S and submersions 7, : U, — V,, C C"
such that when U, NUg # ¢

ma oy’ i mg(Ua NUp) = wa(Ua NUp)

is biholomorphic. On each open set V,, C C" we can give a Kéhler structure as
follows. First note that there is a canonical isomorphism (74 )|p : Dp — Tr(p) Ve for
any p € U,. Since £ generates isometries of (S, g), the restriction gp of the Sasaki
metric g to D gives a well-defined Hermitian metric g1 on V,. This Hermitian
structure is in fact Kéhler. The fundamental 2-form wl of gI is the same as the
restriction of %dn to U,. Hence we see that m, o wgl :m3(UaNUg) = 7o (Ua NUg)
gives an isometry of Kihler manifolds. The collection of Kihler metrics {g2}nea
on {V,}aea is called a transverse Kahler metric. Since they are isometric over the
overlaps we simply denote by g7. We also write V?', RT| RicT, s for its Levi-Civita
connection, the curvature, the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature. By identifying
D, and T (,)Va, we have the following formulas for curvature;

(1) R(Xv Y, Z, W) = RT(Xv Y. Z, W) + g((I)(X), Z)g(q)(Y), W)
—9((X), W)g(2(Y), 2),
(2) Ric(X,Y) = Ric(X,Y) +29(X,Y)

for each X,Y, Z,W € D,,. For the detail, see [I].

2.3. Basic forms. In this section we assume that the Sasaki manifold (5,¢) is
compact.

Definition 2.2. A k-form « on S is called basic if
tea = Lea = 0.
Let A% be the sheaf of germs of basic k-forms and Q% be the set of all basic k-forms.

Let (z,2%,--+,2") be a foliation chart on U,. Consider a complex basic form «
which can be written as

= i dZ A i FIUA A dET
Q= Qi o iy gy g A2 N Nd2™ NAZTY N N dZTT

We call such « a basic (p, q)-form. It is easy that the definition of basic (p, ¢)-forms
is independent of choice of foliation chart. Let A%;? be the sheaf of germs of basic
(p, q)-forms and Q37 be the set of all basic (p, g)-forms. Then for each k, A% @ C
(resp. Q% ® C) can be decomposed as

Ap @ C = ®ppg=iAG?, (resp. Qf © C = Gpy =57
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Since the exterior derivative d preserves the basic forms, its restriction dp to the
space of basic forms can be decomposed into dg = dg+0p by well-defined operators

Op : AT — ALY and 0p : AT — AL
Let d, 0% and 9% be the formal adjoint operators of dp,dp and dp and define
Ap = d*BdB + dBd*Ba O = (9%(93 + 6382, DB = ggéB + 5352

As in the cases of compact Kihler manifolds, both (g and Clp are real operators
and satisfy Ap = %DB = %IjB (See [B]). Moreover, as shown later Ap coincides
with Riemannian Laplacian A on the space of basic functions. Now we can consider
the basic de Rham complex (%, dp) and the basic Dolbeault complex (QP*, dp).
Their cohomology group is called the basic cohomology group. Similarly, we can
consider the basic harmonic forms. El-Kacimi-Alaoui shows in [5] that there is an
isomorphism between basic cohomology groups and the space of basic harmonic
forms.

We denote by CF(S) the set of smooth all basic functions on S. For arbitrary
basic function ¢ € C%(S), define

N i= 1+ 2dgp,
where df = g(gg — 0p). Then we have

1 1 1 _
5dm, = 5dn + dpdpe = 50+ V=105 .

Thus, for small ¢, 1, A (2dn,)" is nowhere vanishing and the 1-form 7, gives a
new Sasakian structure S, = (9,,&, 70, ®). By construction, S, defines the same
transverse holomorphic structure with that of S (see [7] for the detail). Under such
a deformation, the transverse Kéhler form is deformed in the same basic (1, 1) class
[2dn]p. We call this class the basic Kihler class. Note that the contact bundle D
may be changed under the deformation.

As we saw in the last subsection, the transverse Kihler form {wZ'},c4 of a Sasaki
manifold (S, g) satisfies

1
*x T
.
T‘—O[wot 2 n|Ua

Thus they are glued together and give a dp-closed basic (1,1)-form dn on S. We

also call w? = %dn the transverse Kahler form. Similarly we see that the Ricci

forms of the transverse Kihler metric {pL}oca,
pl = —/=188log det(gT),

are glued together and give a dp-closed basic (1,1)-form p? on S. p? is called
the transverse Ricci form. Of course, the transverse Ricci form p” depends on
Sasaki metrics g. Nevertheless its basic de Rham cohomology class is invariant
under deformations of the Sasakian structure by basic functions. The basic de
Rham cohomology class [p? /27| is called the basic first Chern class and denoted
by ¢2(9).

2.4. Basic first Chern class and Monge-Ampeére equations. Let (S, ¢g) be a
(2n + 1)-dimensional compact Sasaki manifold.

Definition 2.3. A Sasaki-Einstein manifold is a Sasaki manifold (S, g) with Ric =
2ng.
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The Einstein condition of a Sasaki manifold is translated into Einstein conditions
of the Riemannian cone (C(5), g) or the transverse Kahler structure. In short, these
conditions are equivalent;

(1) g is a Sasaki-Einstein metric.
(2) The Riemannian cone (C(S5),g) is a Ricci-flat K&hler manifold.
(3) The transverse Kihler metric g7 satisfies Ric? = (2n + 2)g”.

We say that the basic first Chern class ¢ (S) of S is positive if ¢ (9) is represented
by a transverse Kéhler form, and we express this condition by c¢P(S) > 0. If
there exists a Sasaki-Einstein metric, then there exists a transverse Kahler-Einstein
metric g7 with Ric? = (2n+2)g” and in particular the basic first Chern class must
be positive. We remark that there is a further necessary condition for the existence
of positive or negative transverse Kahler-Einstein metric.

Proposition 2.4 (Futaki-Ono-Wang, [7]). The basic first Chern class is repre-
sented by 7dn for some constant T if and only if c1(D) = 0.

Now we consider a condition for existence of Sasaki-Einstein metric and set
up the Monge-Ampere equation. Let (S,g) be a compact Sasaki manifold with
Sasakian structure S = (g,&, 7, ®). Suppose that cP(S) > 0 and cP(S) = (2n +
2)[2dn] (in particular ¢1(D) = 0). Then by a result of El Kacimi-Alaoui [5], there
is a unique basic function h € CF(S) such that

pl — (2n+2)%dn= V—10505h, /(eh—l)(%dn)"/\nzo.

s
Suppose that we can get a Sasaki-Einstein metric by a form g, for some basic
function ¢. Then associated transverse Kéahler form wg = %dn + =100y
satisfies

pg = (2n+ 2)wg.
This leads the transverse Kahler-Einstein (or equivalently Sasaki-Einstein) equation
82
det (gzji + ﬁ)
det(g)

with (gzji + %) positive definite.

=exp(—(2n +2)p + h)

In [4] and [7], the existence and uniqueness of Sasaki-Einstein metrics on compact
toric Sasaki manifold is studied. In [7], the authors proved that for any compact
toric Sasaki manifold (S, g) with ¢P(S) > 0 and ¢;(D) = 0, we can get a Sasaki-
Einstein metric by deforming the Sasaki structure varying the Reeb vector field (cf.
Theorem 1.2. in [7]). Uniqueness of such Einstein metrics up to a connected group
action is proved in [4]. Given a Sasaki manifold (S, g), we say that another Sasaki
metric ¢’ on S is compatible with g if ¢ and ¢’ have the same Reeb vector field
and the transverse holomorphic structure. Note that g and ¢’ has the same basic
Kiébhler class. Indeed, for corresponding Sasakian structure S’ = {¢’, &', 0/, @'}, it
satisfies that ¢ := 1 — 1’ is basic because £ = &’. This shows that dn — dn’ = d¢
and in particular [2dn]g = [$dn]5. Hence by transverse 90-Lemma (see [5]), there
exists a basic function ¢ € CF(S) such that 1dn’ = 1dn + /~19505¢.

Definition 2.5. The automorphism group of the transverse holomorphic structure
of (S,g) is the biholomorphic automorphisms of C(S) which commute with the
holomorphic flow generated by & — v/ —1J¢.
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We denote by Aut(C(S5),£) the group of the automorphisms of transverse holo-

morphic structure and by G := Aut(C(S),£)o its identity component. It is known
that the action of Aut(C(S),€) on C(S) descends to an action on S preserving the
Reeb vector field and the transverse holomorphic structure of the Reeb foliation.
In particular, G acts on the space of all Sasaki metrics on S which is compatible

with g. The Lie algebra of Aut(C(S),£) is explained as follows.

Definition 2.6 (Futaki-Ono-Wang, [7]). A complex vector field X on S is called
a Hamiltonian holomorphic vector field if

(1) (ma)«X is a holomorphic vector field on V,, for each a € A4,
(2) the complex valued function ux := /—1n(X) satisfies

dpux = — Lxdn.

By definition, every Hamiltonian holomorphic vector field is supposed to com-
mute with £. We denote by h the set of all Hamiltonian holomorphic vector fields.
One can check easily that b is in fact a Lie algebra. Then it is proved in [4] that
the Lie algebra of Aut(C(S),€) is isomorphic to h. (For detailed descriptions, see
also [7]). Under the notations and conventions, they proved that, for toric cases, G
acts transitively on the space of all Sasaki-Einstein metrics compatible with g.

2.5. Basic Laplacians for Sasaki manifolds. In the previous subsection, we
introduced the notion of basic Laplacian, which is defined on the space of basic
forms. Here we shall show that the basic Laplacian A g coincides with the restriction
Alcs(s) of the Riemannian Laplacian A to CF(S). Let T':= T¢ C Isom(S, g) be
the compact subgroup of Isom(S, g) generated by the Reeb vector field ¢ and dt be
the normalized Haar measure on 7. For any smooth function ¢ € C°°(S) define

B(yp) ::/Tt*godt.

Then B defines a linear operator on C*°(S). It is clear that B(y) € CF(S) for any
@ € C*(S) and B(p) = ¢ if and only if ¢ € CF(S). Furthermore one can show
that B is symmetric with respect to the L2-inner product on C°°(S) by Fubini
theorem and the symmetry of T'. Hence we obtain a orthogonal decomposition

C%(8) = CF(S) @ CF(9),

where C%(S)* is the orthogonal complement of C$°(S) with respect to L2-inner
product and B is the orthogonal projection from C*°(S) onto CF (.5).

We denote d* the formal adjoint operator of d. For each ¢ € CF(S) and o €
QL(S), we have

(dB<Pao‘) = (d</7ao‘) = (‘Pvd*o‘)
= (B(¢),d"a) = (p, Bd ),

where (-, -) is the L?-inner product on the space of smooth differential forms. This
shows that dj; = B o d* and hence we obtain

(3) App =dpdpp = Bd*dp = BAp.
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Furthermore, for each ¢ € CF(S) and t € T', t*Ap = At*¢p = Ay since t acts on
(S, g) as an isometry. Therefore we obtain

(4) BAyp = / t*Apdt = / Apdt = Ap.
T T
By combining the equalities () and (@), we have the following

Proposition 2.7. For each ¢ € CF (S) we have App = Agp.

Using the foliation chart, we can get an explicit formula for the basic complex
Laplacian Op = %A B by a similar calculation in K&hler geometry.

Proposition 2.8. For a foliation chart (x,z*

ij 5290
Ooe == 5o

oo, 2™), we have

for each p € CF(S).

3. A DIAMETER BOUND FOR COMPLETE SASAKI MANIFOLDS

In this section, we assume that the Sasaki manifold (.9, g) is complete. A piece-
wise smooth curve v : [0,1] — S is called horizontal if the differential 4(¢) tangents
to D) for all t € [0,1]. For each p,q € S, put

l
Lo(y) = / 50,

and define
dp(p,q) := inf{L(y) | v € Q(p,q, D)},

where Q(p,q, D) is the set of all piecewise smooth horizontal curves joining p to
g. The function Lp : Q(p,q, D) — R is called the length of horizontal curves and
the function dp on S x S is called the Carnot-Carathéodory metric of S. For the
Riemannian distance function d of (S, g), it is clear that d < dp. Since the contact
distribution D is bracket generating (i.e., brackets of local sections of D generates
all local sections of T'S), the classical theorem of Chow tells us that the function dp
gives a distance of S and the topology induced by the distance coincides with the
original topology of S (For the proof, see [I1] for example). The main result of this
section is stated as follows. We say that the transverse Ricci curvature is bounded
from below if there exist a constant 7 € R such that Ric’ (X, X) > 7¢(X, X) for
each X € D. We express the condition by Ric” > 7.

Theorem 3.1. Let (S, g) be a (2n+ 1) dimensional complete Sasaki manifold with

Sasakian structure S = {g,&,n,®}. Suppose that Ric! > 7 for some constant
7> 0. Then
2n —1

diam(S,dp) < 27 .
T

Then we can obtain Theorem A immediately because d < dp. Our proof of
Theorem BI]is based on a variational formula of the energy of normal geodesics on
the space of horizontal curves.
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3.1. Normal geodesics. A notion of normal geodesics is defined in sub-Riemannian
geometry as the projection on S of solutions of the “Hamiltonian equation”, which
is defined below.

A sub-Riemannian manifold is a triple (S, E, gg) of a smooth manifold S, a
subbundle E of the tangent bundle TS, and a metric gg on E. For a Sasaki
manifold (S, g), the pair of the contact structure D C T'S and the restriction gp of
the Sasaki metric g to D defines a sub-Riemannian structure of S, that is, (S, D, gp)
is a sub-Riemannian manifold. Hence we can apply the notions of sub-Riemannian
geometry to Sasakian geometry. The detailed description can be seen in [I1] and
[12] for example. Let T*S be the cotangent bundle of S and Hp : T*S — R the
function on T*S defined by

1 _ 1 _ 1
Hp(p,a) = §(QD) "(alp,alp) = 59 Yo, ) — 504(5)2

for each (p,a) € T*S. We call the function Hp the Hamiltonian function. For
any foliation chart (zg,---,22,) with 8%0 = ¢ and the canonical coordinates
(o, Tan, Aoy -+, Qay) on T*S| consider the following ordinary differential equa-
tion;

.. _ OHp

Ti = da; !
(5) { o b,

We call it the Hamiltonian equation.

Definition 3.2. A smooth curve v : [0,]] — S is called a normal geodesic if
there exists a cotangent lift T'(¢) = (y(¢), «(t)) : [0,1] — T*S which satisfies the
Hamiltonian equation (&)).

By existence and uniqueness of solutions of ordinary differential equations, the
Hamiltonian equation (&) has unique solution determined by initial value T'(0) =
(p,a) € T,;S. For a normal geodesic (t) with the cotangent lift T'(t) = (v(t), a(t)),
the Hamiltonian equation can be rewritten as the following form:;

Y(t) = g Ha) — ,
- {ZL)_ 2 Q (€)¢
dt 2 611

where gp; = g(a%k, %) is the component of the Sasaki metric g with respect to
J .

the local coordinate (z¢," -+ ,22,) and (¢*7) is the inverse matrix of (gi;). This
shows that a normal geodesic is always horizontal. Furthermore, the equation (@)
implies

(7) Vi ¥(t) = —2a0®(5(1)),

where ag = «(£), which is a constant because of (@) and that £ is a Killing vector
field. In particular we see that () is constant speed.

Note that, for a smooth curve « : [0,{] — S which satisfies the equation () for
some constant oy € R, we have

4 (0G0, = 0T340, + 90 V1)

= —2a0g9(®(7(%)), &) + g(¥(1), 2(¥(1)))

~2009(®(3(1)),) + 3dn(i(1),5(1) = 0.
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Hence we see that v is horizontal if and only if 4(¢) € D). Now for each smooth
horizontal curve v : [0,]] — S which satisfies the equation (), define a(t) :=
g(¥(t) + ap) and T'(t) := (y(t), a(t)). Then we can easily check that the curve I'(¢)
satisfies the equation (B), that is, v is a normal geodesic. This shows the following

Proposition 3.3. A smooth curve v : [0,1] = S is a normal geodesic if and only
if it satisfies the equation (7) for some constant ay € R and §(0) € D.(q)-

A subbundle E C T'S of the tangent bundle of S is called strong bracket gener-
ating if for each p € S and each nonzero local section X of E around p we have
E,+[X,E], =T,S. For a Sasaki manifold (5, g), the corresponding contact struc-
ture D is strong bracket generating. Indeed, for each p € S and nonzero local
section X of D around p we have

9([X, 2(X)],€) = 9(Vx 2(X),§) = 9(Vax) X, §)
= —9(®(X), 2(X)) + g(X, 2*(X))
=—-2¢9(X,X) #0.

This shows &, € D, + [X, D], and hence we obtain T),S = D, + [X, D],,.

As in the case of Riemannian geometry, every normal geodesic is locally a unique
length minimizing curve. By the fact that D is strong bracket generating, Strichartz
proved that Hopf-Rinow type theorem for the sub-Riemannian manifold (S, D, gp)
still holds, i.e., any two points on a complete Sasaki manifold can be joined by a
length minimizing normal geodesic (See [12] and [13]).

Remark 3.4. The assumption that D is strong bracket generating is essential. In-
deed, for a sub-Riemannian manifold (S, D, gp) such that D is not strong bracket
generating, the Hopf-Rinow type theorem does not hold in general. There is some
examples of length minimizing horizontal curves which are not normal geodesics.
These examples can be seen in [I1].

3.2. Second Variational formula. For each p,q € S, consider a functional Ep :
Q(p,q, D) — R defined by

l
B =3 [ 30400

which is called the energy of a horizontal curve v. It is well known in Riemannian
geometry, for a constant speed horizontal curve v, v minimizes the length functional
Lp: Qp,q,D) — R if and only if it minimizes the energy functional. In particular,
a length minimizing normal geodesic joining p to ¢ is a energy minimizing curve.
We shall give a second variational formula of the energy functional on Q(p,q, D)
for a normal geodesic. In this subsection, we assume that every curve 7 is regular,
that is, 7 is smooth and |¥(¢)| # 0 for all ¢ € [0,1].

Recall that a variation of a smooth curve 7 : [0,I] — S is a smooth mapping
f:(—e,e)x]0,1] = S which satisfies f(s,0) = v(0), f(s,1) = ~(I) and f(0,t) = v(t).
A smooth vector field V (t) along «(t) is called a variation vector field of ~ if it
satisfies V/(0) = V(I) = 0. Given a variation f(s,¢) of 7, we can construct a
variation vector field V(t) by V(t) := %(s,tﬂszo. Conversely, for each variation
vector field V'(¢) of v, there exists a variation f(s,t) of v whose associated variation
vector field is V (¢).

For a horizontal curve v € Q(p,q, D), let f(s,t) : (—¢,e) x [0,I]] — S be a

variation of . A variation f(s,t) is said to be admissible if % € D for each
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(s,t) € (—e,e) x [0,1]. Similarly, a variation vector field V() of v is said to be
admissible if there exists an admissible variation f(s,t) whose variation vector field
is V(t). The set T,Q(p,q, D) of all admissible variation vector fields of 7 is given
by

(®) ﬂmn%M—{VUGTQm)Id

V(0.6 = =20V (0,26 (0) }.

where T,Q(p, q) is the set of all variation vector fields of .

Proposition 3.5. Let v : [0,]] — S be a normal geodesic. For each admissible
variation f(s,t) of 7, define Ep(s) := Ep(f(s,t)). Then

!
(9) EL(0) = — / (V, Vo) VooV + R(V.AW))3(0)) dt

+ 2040/ {’I] + g(Vﬁ(t)V, (I)(V))} dt.

Proof. At first, we have

1d2 f
Eﬂﬁ:i%z (5
J(2

d l d afaf of DOf i
—d—SO{ g(a at) (50 ar))

_ [ (o5 ar
= ), dasat? \ as’ ot

_/l DOf DOy 4y - /l of DDIJy 4,
Og ds 0s’ dt Ot I\ s ds dt ot

By summing the first and third terms, we obtain

() [4(2.200),
o dsdt’ \ ds’ ot I\ 9s° ds dt ot

:_f @i22ﬁ+(W5@W)

0s’ dt dt Os ds’ ot’ Ot
and hence
L' rof DDaf of of of
17 o
(10) Epls) = - / <as aaos TGy 8t)8t)dt

_/l Dor Dory .,
Og ds 0s’ dt Ot '

We shall now calculate the second term of ([I0]). Because v is a normal geodesic,
for the integrand we have

1) oI B (T, Vs 0310) = ~2000(Tw V(1)
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by substituting 0 to s. To integrate both sides, notice that

i (150) = i o (e 52) + G 30}
£0(3e) o)
25 5)

B DD of D _Dof
_2{ (dsdt& >+ ( & ds@s)}
Furthermore, by

DD_Adf\ (D_of of
(d_sag’ )‘ ( (I)(at)a)
af. o Daf\ o
“o((0) G0 5) o (o (25) 5)
_Of. (0f Of of, (of of
_”(E)g<as as> m%”(as 6t>
Daf\ of
+g<q)<d38t> 8s>
of . [(of of Dof\ of
”(as)g(a m)*f’(‘l’(%a)@)’
we obtain the following equality;
1 d? of of . (Of of Dof\ of
(12) §M< (65)) (559 <as 8t>+g<¢<dtas> a>
D Daf
vo(Fenn)

Since 2L (s 0) = af ~(s,1) = 0, the integration of both sides of the equality (I2)) with
respect to t leads us the following equality;

"' /D Dof L af. (of of Daf\ of
/ < %—a—) t—/”%)g(as 8t> 9(‘1’<dtas>@>-

In particular, by substituting 0 to s, we have

l l
(13) / g (BG(0)), Vy V) di = / (V)9 (V,A() — g (@ (Vo) V), V) di
0 0

1
= [ 019 (Vi3@) + 9 (Vs Ve 0(V)) .
0
Combine the equality ([I0), (II) and ([I3]), we obtain
l
B50) = = [ 9 (V.93 0V + RVA0)30) i

205 / (v )49 (Vo Vi ®(V)) i,

which is the desired formula. O



12 YASUFUMI NITTA

3.3. A proof of Theorem 3.3l Our proof of Theorem [31]is based on the classical
proof of Myers’ theorem.

Let p,q be an arbitrary pair of points of S and v : [0,]] = S be a minimizing
normal geodesic joining p to ¢ (Since (5, ¢g) is complete, such a normal geodesic
always exists). We may assume that |§(¢)] = 1 for all ¢ € [0,]. Then + is a min-
imizer of Ep : Q(p, ¢, D) — R and hence E7,(0) > 0 for each admissible variation
f(s,t) : (—e,€) x [0,]] — S of 7. Choose tangent vectors Xy, -+, Xop—1) € TS
such that {X1, -+, Xom_1),7(0), ®(7(0))} is a orthonormal basis of D. For each
i=1,--+,2(n—1), consider the following linear differential equation for X;(¢t) € D
defined by

Vi Xi(t) =0 and X;(0) = X;.

By existence and uniqueness theorem for linear ordinary differential equations, there
is a unique global solution X;(t) € D, t € [0,1].

Lemma 3.6. {X(t),---, Xom—1),¥(t), ®(¥(t))} is a orthonormal basis of T. S
for all t € 10,1].

Proof. First note that g(7(t), ¥(t)) = g(®(y()), ®(¥(#))) = 1 and g(®((t)),¥(t)) =
0. Furthermore, since ¢g(X;, X;) = d;; and

LoXu0), X)) = g Xult), X (1)) + g(X(0), 2 X; (1)

9(VEn Xi(1), X;(8) + g(Xs(t), V5 X;(8)) = 0,
we see that g(X;(t), X;(t)) = &;; for each t € [0,{]. Hence it is sufficient to show
that X;(t) is perpendicular to both 4(¢) and ®(y(t)).
Define
F&) ="(f1(), f2(1) = "(g(Xi (1), 7(1)), g(Xi(1), @(3(1))))-
Then, we have
dfi _d : : :
i EQ(Xi(t)u’V(t)) = g(ViXi(t),¥(t)) + g(Xi(t), V4 )¥(t))
= —2a09(Xi(t), @(5(1))) = —2a0/f2(t),
and

% - %Q(Xi(t)’ (1) = 9(Vs0 Xi(t), 2(H(1))) + 9(Xi(t), V5 1y (3 (1))

= 20409( (t)v’y(t)) - 2a0f1( )
(t) =

Thus the function f(¢
equation;

t(f1(t), f2(t)) satisfies the following ordinary differential

o 0 —20(0
dtf(t) - ( 20(0 0 ) f(t)v

£(0) = 0.

This shows that f(¢) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,1] and hence we obtain the desired result. O
For each i = 1,---,2(n — 1), define h(t) := sin (%) and Vi(t) := h(t)X(t).
Since X;(t) € D is perpendlcular to ®(§(t)), we see that V;(t) € T,Q(p, ¢, D). Let

fi(s,t) be an admissible variation of v whose variation vector field is V;(¢). Let us
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calculate the second variation E7,(0) = ’;—EED (fi(s,t)) > 0 explicitly. Note that
since X;(t) € D and V: (t)X (t) = 0 we have n(V;(t)) = 0 and
9(VsVi(t), 2(Vi(t))) = h(t)g(h' () Xi(t) + h(t) Vi) Xi(t), (X (1))

= h(t)h' ()g(Xi(t), D(X;(t))) + h* ()9 (V50 Xi (1), D(Xi(1)))

= h(t)W (t)dn(X;(t), Xi(t)) + h2(t)g(V§(t)Xi(t), Q(X;(t)))

—0.
Hence for V;(t) we have
l
(14) B0) = — [ 9 (Vi Vo Vg Vi+ ROGA0)3(0) .
0

Now we can calculate easily
Vi Vi Vilt) = Vi ( 1)V Xi(t))
(1)g(V4) Xi(t),€)E)

"y(t)Xi(t)vg)f

— = (A()g(V55) Xi(1),€)) € + h(t)g(Vi50) Xi(t), )P (3(1))-
Since V;(t) is perpendicular to both ¢ and <I>( (t)), we obtain

as) 9(Vil8), V50V Vi) = W (1) =~ )2 sin(2),

Similarly we have

(16)  g(Vi(t), R(Vi(t), ¥(£)¥(t)) = Sinz(?)g(Xi(t)vR(Xi(t)v”'Y(t))”'Y(t))

= sinQ(?)R(Xi(t), F(#), (), Xi(t))
_ sin2(¢)3T<xi<t>, A1), 4(1), Xi(t))

by equation (). By substituting (IH) and () to ([Id) we obtain the following
inequality;

l
o< e = [ {17 - B0 40.40. %0 far
Next define
V() = h(O)@(V(t)) + k()¢
for smooth functions h(t),k(t) : [0,!]] — R with h(0) = h(l) = k(0) = k(I) =
Then the condition (8) implies that V' (t) € T,Q(p, ¢, D) if and only if £'(t) = 2h(t).

We suppose that h(t) := sin(2) and k(t) := (1 — cos(2)). Then we can easily
check that &/(t) = 2h(t). At first we have

ViV (t) = Vinh(O)P(7(1) + Vi k()€
= h/( )P(3(1) + h(t) { (V5 @)(7(1) + B(V5)7(1)) }
E'(t)€ + k() 2(7(1))
= h'( )(¥(1) + h(t) (=€ 4 2a05(t)) + ' (1) + k(1)@ (F(t))
= (W (t) + k() P(¥(t)) + h(t)€ + 2a0h(t)¥(t).
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In addition, by differentiating again we have

Vi (0(1) + k() 2(¥(2))) = (B"(1) + E'(£)(¥(1)) + (B () + k() V4 R(4(1))
= (W"(t) + K/ (1) 2(3(1))
+ (B(1) + k(1) (=€ + 2a07(1))
= (h"(t) + K" ()2 (3())
— (W'(t) + k(£)§ + 2a0(P(t) + k(1)) F(2),

and

Vi 200h()(t) = 200 (' (8)5(t) + h(t) V4 3(1))
— 200h(Y3(1) — (200)*h(HB(H(1).
By combining them we obtain
Vﬁ(t)vw)V(t) = (h”(t) + 3h(t) — (2a0 (t ) D(H(
+ 200 (20'(t) + k(1)) 7(t) — k(¢ )5

and hence

(18) gV (), Vi)V V(1) = h(t) (R"(t) + 3h(t) — (2a0)>R(t)) — k*(1).
For the curvatures we have
(19)

By substituting ([I8) and ([ to (@), we obtain
(20) 0 < Ep(0)

l
—/O {n(t) (" (t) + 3h(t) — (2a0)>h(t)) — k*(t) } dt
l
- [ OB @G0).50.50, 860 - 120) + ()} d
2 : 2
~ (2a0) /Oh (t)dt
l
= [ RO )+ 1R @ 0). 40,400, 6 0) + 200 e
l
- [ 010 + ROR@G0). 30,50, 260
l
= [ {0 - mr @605 0.060) |
0
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Finally, by summing (I7) and (20), we obtain
1
2wt 2
0< / sin2(T7T) {(T”)?(zn —1) - RicT(ﬁ(t),ﬁ(t))} dt.
0
Furthermore, by assumption Ric’ > T,

0< /Ol sin2(¥) {(27”)2(271 —1)— T} dt.

This shows that 0 < (2%)?(2n — 1) — 7 and hence

2n —1
dp(p,q) =1<27 i )
T

Hence we obtain diam(S, dp) < 2w/ 2% and this completes the proof of Theorem
51

4. A PROOF OF THEOREM B

4.1. Generalized Aubin’s equation. In this section we give a proof of Theorem
B. Our proof is based on the arguments of Bando and Mabuchi in [2]. Throughout
this section, we denote (S, g) by a (2n + 1)-dimensional compact Sasaki manifold
with ¢Z(8) > 0 and ¢;(D) = 0 and S = (g,&,7,®) by the associated Sasakian
structure. By assumption, we may assume [p?]p = (2n + 2)[w!]p. Put .7, to
be the set of all Sasaki metric on S which is compatible with g and 7 := {p €

cx(9) | (gzji + afizg’;j) is positive definite}. Clearly g, € .7, for each ¢ € J. We
denote by & the set of all Sasaki-Einstein metrics in .. Throughout this section,
we assume & # ¢.

Let V := [4(3dn)™ An and define the functionals L,, M,, I, and J,, on J# by

b
Ly(p) == %/a dt/g%(%dn%)”ma“
1t 1

M) == [t [ s (0) = n(zn+ 2)(Gdn)" A

1 1 1
I(p) == V/Ssﬁ <(§dn)”m7— (gdma)"Am:) :

1t 1 1
In(p) = V/a dt/scm ((5dn)"/\n—(§d%)”ma),

where {¢; | t € [a,b]} is an arbitrary piecewise smooth path in J# such that ¢, = 0
and ¢, = ¢. These are the “Sasaki version” of the functionals defined on the space
of Kéahler potentials in [2] and have the similar properties to those. The precise
definitions and basic properties can be seen in the Appendix.

Since [pT]5 = (2n + 2)[wT]p, there exists a unique basic function h € C¥(S9)
which satisfies p” — (2n + 2)w” = /=19pdph and [¢(e" — 1)(idn)" An = 0.
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Consider the following one-parameter families of equations;

det (g5 + Oy

0210z
(21) =exp(—t(2n+2)Y: + h); t€]0,1],
det(g)
det(g7 + ;2£5)
(22) 192000 — exp(—t(2n + 2)r — Ln(ips) + h); € [0,1],

det(g)

where solutions 1, and ¢; are both required to belong to .7#. Note that, for both
equations, these are just the transverse Kéhler-Einstein equation at t = 1. As a
remark in [2], there is no difference between ([2I]) and (22) in finding solutions for

t £ 0.

Remark 4.1. Choose an arbitrary ¢t € [0,1]. Let ¢, (resp. ¢;) be a solution of (21))
(resp. [22)) and g; be the Sasaki metric corresponding to the Sasaki structure 7y,
(resp. 7,,). Then g; satisfies pf = t(2n+2)w] +(1—1)(2n+2)w’, and in particular
we have p! — t(2n + 2)w] > 0. Furthermore if ¢ # 0, then p! — t(2n + 2)w] is
strictly positive.

We first consider the existence of the equation [22) at ¢t = 0. For the equation
1), a result of El-Kacimi-Alaoui [5] guarantees the existence of a solution at
t = 0. Then the existence and uniqueness of a solution of the equation ([22) follows
immediately.

Theorem 4.2 (El Kacimi-Alaoui, [B]). If t = 0, then the equation (Z1) has a

solution which is unique up to an additive constant.

Corollary 4.3. The equation [Z2) has a unique solution ¢y att = 0. The solution
wo satisfies Ly (o) = 0.

Proof. Take any solution ¢y € S of the equation (2I]) at ¢ = 0 and define g :=
1o — Ly(tho). Then it is easy to check that g is a solution of the equation (22).
This proves the existence of a solution of ([22)). Furthermore, for any solution ¢q of

22) we have
1 n 1 n
(an) An = (Ed%) ANy
s 5

— [ exp(=Ly(i0) + W)™ A
S

— exp(~Ly(0)) |

S

— exp(~Ly(0)) |

S

1 n
eh(§d77) An
1
—dn)™ An.
(5dn)" A

This shows that L,(¢o) = 0. Therefore, ¢q is also a solution of equation (2I])
at t = 0. Now the required uniqueness now follows from Theorem and that
Ly (o) = 0. O

For each ¢ € 7, we denote by [, := [p g4, the basic complex Laplacian with
respect to the Sasaki metric g,. The following proposition shows the local extension
property of solutions of ([22)) for ¢ € [0,1).
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Proposition 4.4. Let 0 < 7 < 1. Suppose that the equation (23) has a solution
wr at t =71. Then for some e > 0, ¢, uniquely extends to a smooth one parameter
family {p, | t € [0,1]N [T —e,7 + €|} of solutions of (22).

Proof. Let 2 < k € Z and fix @« € R with 0 < a < 1. Let Cg’a(S’) be the set
of all basic functions which belong to C*(S), and /%< be the open set of all
functions ¢ € CH*(S) satisfying that (g~

Gt %) is positive definite. Define
L% xR — O 2*(S) by

2
det(gqi + 88»5507')
T(p,t) =1 Y _—

+t(2n+2)p + Ly(p) — h.

Then its Fréchet derivative D,I" with respect to the first factor at (¢, t) is given by
1 1
DI(Y) = (D, + tn-+ 2+ [ vigdn)" A,

for each 1 € Cﬁ,’o‘(S ). Note that, by the well-known regularity theorem, we have
© € C¥(9) for every (p,t) € %% x R whenever I'(p,t) = 0. Since I'(¢,,7) = 0,
an application of the implicit function theorem now reduces the proof to showing
that DI is invertible at (¢,, 7). There are the following cases.

Case 1: 7 =0. Then D,I" at (yo,0) is given by

1 1
DI() = Dt + 57 [ 9(5d10)" A,

which is invertible.

Case 2: 7 # 0. First note pgT > 7'(2n—|—2)w£T by Remark LTl Then the sim-
ilar argument of Lichnerowicz [9] tells us that the first positive eigenvalue
of Oy, is greater than 7(2n + 2) (see also the proof of Theorem 2.4.3 in

[6]). This shows that D,I'|(,, - is invertible.
O

Remark 4.5. A Hamiltonian holomorphic vector field X is said to be normalized if
the Hamiltonian function ux satisfies that

1
/ uxe(=dn)" An=0.
s 2

For any X € b, there exists a constant ¢ such that X +c¢ is normalized Hamiltonian
holomorphic vector field. We denote by by the set of all normalized Hamiltonian
holomorphic vector fields. If hy = {0} and 7 = 1, the result of Futaki, Ono and
Wang (cf. Theorem 5.1 in [7]) tells us that ker(O,, — (2n+2)) = ho = {0} and the
first positive eigenvalue of (I, is greater than 2n + 2. This shows that D I'|(,, 1)
is invertible. Hence we obtain that Proposition .4 still holds for the case that
ho ={0} and 7 = 1.

Next we shall give a bound for solutions of (22). By El Kacimi-Alaoui’s gen-
eralization of Yau’s estimate [I5] for transverse Monge-Ampete equations, the C°-
estimate for solutions ¢ of [22)) implies the C%“-estimate for them. First of all, we
give a bound for the oscillation oscsyp = supg ¢ —infg ¢ for ¢ € 7. The following
proposition is proved by the same way as Kéahler geometry.
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Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ € 7. We assume that there exists real constants A, 0 > 0
such that

[l L2msom—n < Alldip]| 22, 8|19]|72 < lld]|7
for every basic function ¢ € C¥(S) which satisfies fs PdVy = 0. Moreover, suppose
that

T o?
sup det(g;; + 7.577) <B
s det(gZ)  ~

for some constant B > 0. Then there exists a real constant C > 0 depending only
A, and B which satisfies
oscgp < C.

Proposition has the following important implication. In our proof, Theorem
A is essential to obtain a bound for the infimum of basic functions ¢ € .

Proposition 4.7. Let G = G, be the Green function of the initial metric g and K
be the real constant which satisfies inf G > —K. For ¢ € J¢, assume that pg > twg
for some t > 0. Then there exists a positive constant v > 0 such that

(2m)*
oscsp < Iy(p) +2n | KVo + (2n — 1)y ; ,
where Vo := V/n! is the volume of (S, g).
Proof. First we observe, by the identity %dm, = %dn + /=100y, we have
Lo < n and Oy > —n.

Since the basic Laplacian coincides with the Riemannian Laplacian on C'%(S) (cf.
Proposition 27)), we have

o(p) = Vio /S pdVy + /S (G(p,q) + K)(Aop)(q)dVy(q)

- % /Sso(%dn)" AN+ /S (G(p.q) + K)(2009)(q)dV, (q)

IN

1 1
= —dn)" A 2nK V.
v /S p(5dn)" A+ 20K Vo
This leads the following estimate for ¢:
1 1

(23) sup p < —/ e(=dn)"” An+2nKVj.

S V S 2
On the other hand, by using the Green function G of g, we have

o) = /5 pdVy, + /5 (Golp.0) + Ko) (D) @)dVs, (0)
1
V

/ w(%dw)" A1y + / (Go(p,q) + Ky)(20,0)(q)dVy, (9)
S S

Y

1 1
V/g(p(idm,) ANy —2nK ,Vy,

LA little after we proved Proposition 4.7, Goto told us that he found another proof for Propo-
sition 4.7 without using the diameter bound for (S, g).
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where K, = sup(—G.,). Since Ric! > t by assumption, we have Ric >t —2 > —2.
Then Theorem 3.2 in [2] tells us that there exists a positive constant v > 0 which
depends only n and satisfies
diam(S, g,,)?
G, > —y— 2%
o Z =7 Vo
Moreover, by Theorem [Al we have

2n—1

diam(S, g,) < 27 ;

and the inequality
diam(S, g, )?

K.V < Vi
Vo =7 VO 0
2n—1
< 7(%)27'
Hence we obtain
. 1 1 " (2m)%(2n — 1)
(24) infe > /S p(5dne)" Anp — 2ny—"—

and hence

2 2
(25) 0SCgY = sup ¢ — igfcp <I,(p)+2n (KVO + (2n — 1)7( 7;) )
s

by inequalities (23) and ([24]). O

We then see that a bound for I,, on solutions of [22) implies a priori C%-estimate
for solutions.

Proposition 4.8. Let ¢, be a solution of (22) at t and A > 0 be a constant which
satisfies

In(‘%’t) <A

Then there exists a real constant C > 0 depending only A, n and the initial metric
g which satisfies

supg; < C.
S

Proof. By Proposition 7] there exists C; > 0 which depends only A, n and the
initial metric g such that

(2m)?
toscspr < t{ L,(¢r) +2n | KoVo + (2n — 1)7T < (1,

where K is a constant which satisfies inf G;, > —Kj. By integrating both sides of

22) we have

[ expl=ten+ 201 = Lyfe) + o) A = |

1
(§dn)" A
s

and hence

(26) — 120+ 2)¢i(pe) — L(pe) + h(pr) = 0



20 YASUFUMI NITTA
for some p; € S. Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 which depends only A, n and
the initial metric g such that

| = t(2n + 2)p(p) — Ly(pe) + h(p)| < [L(2n + 2)pi(pr) — H(2n + 2)¢1(p)|
+ [h(p) — h(ps)l
< t(2n+ 2)oscspr + 2sup |h| < Co
S

for each p € S. This shows that

82
det(gf; + grb%)
det(g}5)

sup log = lexp(—t(2n + 2)¢ — Ly(pr) + h)| < Ca.

Hence by Theorem there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that
(27) oscgyp < Cf.

For p; defined above we have

1
Lot =il = |55 [ a5 [ o= orto)Ganen)" n

I 1 .
% ; ds SOSCS@t(idnsw) A

=oscspr < Cs.

IN

Then by combining (28], we obtain

{1+ t(2n + 2)}Heu(pe)| < loe(pe) — Ly(er) + hipe)]
< [pe(pe) — Ly(e)| + [h(pe)|
<03 +sgp|h|

and hence

Sup ¢y = oscspy + infpy < oscsp + @t(pt) < 2C3 + sup |h
S S

If we put C := 2C35 + supg |h|, then it depends only A, n and the initial metric g,
and satisfies supg ¢y < C. This completes the theorem. O

To obtain a bound for I,,, we need to see the behavior of M, along the solutions
of [22). The following lemma asserts that M, is non-increasing along the solutions,
whose proof can be given as in [2].

Lemma 4.9. Let {¢; | t € [0,1]} be an arbitrary smooth family of solution of (23).

Then
dMy(p¢)

—e = (1= + 2)% (Ly(r) — Jnler)) < 0.

Combining Proposition 4.8, Lemma [£.9 and Lemma[A3] we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 4.10. Let 0 < 7 < 1. Then any solution ¢, of (29) at t = T uniquely
extends to a smooth family {¢ | t € [0,7]} of solutions of (22). In particular the
equation (22) admits at most one solution at t = .

By Remark and Theorem [T0] this implies:
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Corollary 4.11. If ho = {0}, then there exists at most one Sasaki-Einstein metric
of S which is compatible with g.

proof of Theorem[{. 10} First note that a smooth family {¢; | t € [0,7]} of solu-
tions of (22)) is unique if it exists because of the implicit function theorem and the
uniqueness of solutions of (22]) at t = 0. Hence it is sufficient to show that a solution
oy of (Z2) at ¢ = 7 can be extended to a smooth family {¢; | t € [0, 7]} of solutions
of ([Z2). We therefore assume, for contradiction, that any such extension is impos-
sible. Then by Proposition 1.4 we have a maximal smooth family {¢; | t € (o, 7]}
of solutions of [22)) for some 0 < o. In this proof we always denote by ¢ € R a real
number satisfying o < t < 7. For arbitrary solution ; we have

In() < (n+1) (Iy(0r) = Tnlpr)) < (n+ 1) (In(pr) — Jy(ep7))

by Lemma9and Lemmal[A3] In particular, there exists a constant A > 0 which is
independent of ¢ such that I,,(¢;) < A. Hence by LemmalL8 there exists a constant
C > 0 which depends only A, n and the initial metric g such that supg ¢ < C. By
El Kacimi-Alaoui’s generalization of Yau’s estimate, we can find a constant Cy; > 0
such that ||¢i]|c2e < C) for all t € (o, 7] and fixed a € (0,1). We now choose an
arbitrary decreasing sequence {t;}32, C (o, 7] such that lim; ,o.t; = o. Then by
Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem, there exists a convergent subsequence of {¢;; }3?';1, which
leads to a contradiction to the maximality of {¢; | ¢ € (o, 7]}. O

4.2. For the case hy # {0}. Next we mention the case by # {0}. By assumption,
& #+ ¢ and hence the equation (2I)) has a solution at ¢ = 1. We begin the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.12. Let {¢4}e(0,1) be a smooth family of solutions of equation (21)). Put
¢ =1 and nsg :=n,. Then

(28) /SSDZ/J(%CZWSE)" Anse =0

for each ¢ € ker(Osg — (2n + 2)), where Ogg is the basic complex Laplacian for
the Sasaki-Einstein metric gsp = g,-

Proof. By differentiating the logarithms of both sides of equality 1)) at t = 1, we
obtain

(DSE — (27’L + 2))gbt|t:1 = (27’L + 2)50.

Then the lemma follows immediately. 0

Consider the G-action on &. Let O be an arbitrary G-orbit in &. For each
gsk € &, we can uniquely associate a function ¢ = ¢(gsg) € € such that gsg = g,
and ¢ satisfies the equation ([21I) at t = 1. Hence we can regard O as a subset of
the set of all solutions of the equation ) at ¢ = 1 in 4. By the identification,
we endow O with the topology induced from the C?®-norm on C%(S). Then
the G-action on O is clearly continuous. Hence the topology on O coincides with
the natural topology of the homogeneous space O = G/K,,, where K, is the
isotropic subgroup of G at gsp. For each ¢ € ker(Ogg—(2n+2)) we have associated
normalized Hamiltonian holomorphic vector field Xy;

) )

Xy =9+ VY
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for a foliation coordinate (xg, 21, ,2n) (see Theorem 5.1 of [7]). Let fy . be a
corresponding one-parameter group; fy ¢ = exp(tX 5), where X 5 is the real part of
Xy We put gsgp(t) == f;, 95 and ¢(t) := p(gske(t)). Then we can check easily
that ¢(0) = ¢ + C for some C' € R. On the other hand, since o(t) satisfies the
equation (ZI)) we have Ogp¢(0) = (2n+2)¢(0) by differentiating the equality (Z1]).
This shows that C' = 0 and hence ¢(0) = .

Conversely, for each smooth curve g(¢t) € O with ¢g(0) = gsg, take the corre-
sponding smooth functions ¢(t) € 5. Then we have Ogsgp(0) = (2n + 2)¢(0) by
differentiating the identity (2IJ). Thus we obtain

TQSEO = ker(DgE — (2n + 2))
Define ¢ := (I, — Jy)lo (> 0) : O — R. The basic properties of ¢ are as follows.

Lemma 4.13. Let gsg € O. Then the followings are equivalent.

(1) gsg is a critical point of ¢,
(2) ©(gsk) satisfies the condition (28).

This is immediately from (B6]). The following lemma shows the existence of a
minimizer of ¢.

Lemma 4.14. The functional v is proper. In particular, its minimum is always
attained at some point of the orbit O.

Proof. Let gsp € O with |t(gsg)| < r for some r > 0. Then by Lemma [A.3] we
have I,,(¢) < (n+1)r for ¢ := ¢(gsg). Since pl = (2n + 2)w], we have

oscgp < C
by Proposition 7] where K := sup(—G,,) and

(2m)?
Cr=(n+1)r+2n K%+(2n—1)72n+2 .

On the other hand, from (2I) we obtain
[ Gan an= [ Ganor an, = [ exp-(zn+2)0+ B)(gdn" A
s s s

and hence (2n + 2)p(p) = h(p) for some p € S. Hence we obtain
sup = oscsi — inf ¢ < oscsy — ¢(p)
S

h(p)
0sCsp — 5 o S oscsp + ST sgp| |
1
<C, hl.
SOt gl
Thus if we put C}! := C,. + ﬁ supg |h| we have supg ¢ < C!. Then the result
follows from El Kacimi-Alaoui’s generalization of Yau’s estimate [15]. O

Then we shall calculate the Hessian of ¢ at a critical point. For the proof, we
need the following formula for gsg € &, which is shown by the same calculation as
Kéhler geometry (see [2] and Theorem 5.1 in [7]);

(29) Ose(0v,0p¢") = —(0p0Y, 0p0p¢") + (05(Ose), 0p¢'),

for any ¢’ € ker(Osg — (2n + 2)) and ¢ € CF(S), where (-,-) is the natural
Hermitian pairings on basic forms induced from the transverse Kéhler metric g& .
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Lemma 4.15. Let gsg € O be a critical point of t. Then the Hessian (Hess ¢)gq,

of L at gsg is given by

(Hess t)gsp (¢, ¢") = 7 /s (1 - QDSE(P> 90/<P"(§d77w) A Ny

for each ¢, " € ker(Osg — (2n + 2)) = Ty, O, where ¢ := p(gsk).

Proof. Let {ys: | (—€,€) x (—¢€,€)} be a smooth family of functions satisfying the
following conditions;

0ps 1 0ps 1
oot € O, $0,0 = ¥, a—;|s,t20 = 80/, a—?|s,t:0 = <PN-

We shall denote O, , by O for brevity. Since ¢, satisfies (2I)), we obtain

a(ps,t

o Y

(30) (—Ose + (2n+2))

by differentiating the equation (2II) with respect to ¢t. Further differentiation with
respect to s yields

a a(ps,t a a(ps,t 62()05,15 o
(31) <6383 ,8363 ot >Syt =+ ( Dsﬂg + (27’L =+ 2)) ( D501 =0,

where (-, )5 ¢ is the natural Hermitian pairing on complex basic forms induced from
the transverse Kéahler metric ggs .- By evaluating this at (s,t) = (0,0), we obtain

azsps,t
0sot

(-Ose + (2n +2)) ( ) ls,t=0 = <3B(§B<pl, 8B(§Bgall>070

= —Ose(d8¢", 08¢ )00 + (00se¢’, 08¢ )0,0
= (—Ose + (2n +2))(0¢", dB¢" )0.0-

This shows that

62905,16
0s0t

ls.t=0 = (0¥, 0¢" )00 (mod ker(—Ogg + (2n +2)) ® C)
= (0p¢", 08¢ )00 (mod ker(—Ogg + (2n + 2)) ® C).
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Now we can calculate the Hessian of ¢;
82
/ 11
(Hess t)gs, (¢', ") = D501 (In(0s,t) = In(@s,t)) |s,t=0

0 (1 Opsy 1
= — < = st i—=(=dn,, )" A L ls=
3S{V /580 TSt (2 L) e, }| =0

= o 2n +2 a(ps,t 1 n
= 85{ 1% ~/S(p5)t ot (2d77sas,n) /\Ws,t}ls,t_o (Cf (m»

oM+ 2 L1
— A (=dn,)™ A
v /st (2 Ne)" ANy

2n + 2 82@5715
v ) osot

o +2 1,
- /@SﬁﬁDSE%’//\(gd%) A
S

1 n
ls,t=0 A (§d77<p) N1y

i%
m+2 [, , 1
— A (=dn,)™ A
v /st (2 Ne)" ANy
2n+2 (0¥, 08¢ 0.0 + (OB¢", 08¢ )0.0
% v D
S
(2”"’2)2/ "/ 1
B el i/ 2 A (=dn,)™ A
v P (2 Ne)" ANy
o + 2 1 1, .
% /{s&’s@”—§¢DSE(w’sﬁ")}A(5dw) Ay
S

2n+ 2 1 1
1--0 "o (Z=dn, )™ A ..
v /S< 5 SE@)‘P‘P (2 77«:) N

The following proposition is crucial for our proof of Theorem B.

Proposition 4.16. For every critical point gsp € O of ¢ with non-degenerate
Hessian, ¢1 = ¢(gsg) can be extended to a smooth family {p, | t € [1 —e,1]} of
solutions of (Z1l) for some e > 0.

Proof. Put L%(S;gsE) to be the closure of C¥(S) in L*(S;gsp). Let W =
ker(Oy,, — (2n + 2)) and P be the orthogonal projection from L%(S;gsk) to W.
Fixing o € R with 0 < o < 1, define W,j)-a to be the intersection of the orthogonal

complement of W and C’go‘(S), for k =0,1,2,---. Recall that 1 belongs to Wk%a.
Let k > 2, and consider the mapping

62
det (gg + gamaz7)
det(g%)

U RxA5(S) = CF2%(S), U(t, p) == log +t(2n+2)p—h.

Note that, by the well-known regularity theorem, any ¢ € %< satisfying W(t, ¢) =
0 is automatically smooth. For each o € 2#%(S), we write

p=w1+1+0,
where ¢ := P(p — 1) € W and 0 := (1 — P)(¢ — ¢1) € W;-,. Now the equation
(32) U(t, ) =0
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is written in the form
PU(t,o1+¢+60)=0, Pu(t,2,0)=0,
where ¥ is defined by
Uo(t,1h,0) := (1 — P)U(t, o1 + 1 +6).
Then clearly Wo(1,0,0) = 0 and the Fréchet derivative DgWo|(1,0,0) of Wo with
respect to 6 at (¢,,0) = (1,0,0) is
DgWol(1,0,0)(0") = (—Ose + (2n +2))¢',

which is invertible. Hence by the implicit function theorem we obtain a smooth
mapping U 3 (t,1) — 0,5 € Wik, of a neighborhood U of (1,0) € R x W to Wi,
such that '

(1) 61,0 =0,

(2) ||0¢,0]|cre <8 on U for some § > 0 and

(3) Wy(t,¢,0) = 0 (where [|0||gr.a < ) is, as an equation in 6 € CZ’O‘(S),

uniquely solvable in the form 6 = 6, on U.

By differentiating the identity ¥o(¢, v, 0:.4) = 0 at (1,0) we obtain

0
(33) (-Ose+ @+ 2) (S 0ln ) = —(20+ Do,
(34) (Dybrp)|(1,0)(1)") =0 forall ' € W.
Then the equation [B32]), on a small neighborhood of ¢1, reduces to
\Ill (t7 ¢) = 07

where Uy (t,1) := PU(t, 1 + ¢ + 0;) for (¢,9) € U. Recall that ¥(1,¢) = 0 for
all ¢ € O. Hence ¥; = 0 on {t = 1} and therefore the mapping

U (t,
Ulesr 3 (4.6) > Wa(t, ) o= 200
naturally extends to a smooth map on U to W (denoted by the same ¥s). Note
that, for t = 1, we have

AW (t,0)
ot

Hence, if the Fréchet derivative D, | (1,0) is invertible, we obtain the desired result.
The Fréchet derivative Dy, Wa|( gy is written in the following form, whose proof is
given later.

Lemma 4.17. For each {',y" € W,
1 1 1
/ Dy ¥a(1,0)(¢) '1/)”(561771)” Am = (2n+ 2)/ (1 - §DSE> 1//1/)”(561771)” Am
5 s

= V(Hess t)gq, (V' 0").

Then by this lemma, Dy W2l o) is invertible. Hence the implicit function theo-
rem shows that the equation Wa(t,1) = 0 in ¢ is uniquely solvable in a neighbor-
hood of (1,0) to produce a smooth curve {¢(t) | t € (1—¢,1]} in ker(Ogg — (2n+2))
such that ¢)(1) = 0 and Wy (t,1(t)) = 0. Therefore, we have W(t, 1+ (t)+0; 1)) =
0 for ¢ € (1 —¢,1] and hence {¢1 + () + 0,y | t € (1 —¢,1]} is a one parameter
family of solutions of (21).

Uy(1,0) = lt=1 = 0.
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Finally, we shall prove Lemma 17 First we shall show the following formula;
= = 1
35) [ ¢(000v.00005") o ()" A

1
= [ n+2)e" = @54, 050")r (<O + 20+ 2)0) )" A

for each ¢, ¢"” € W and ¢ € CF(S). For B3), put ¢ := (-0, + (2n+2))?. Then

we have

/5(2" +2)¢'¢" — 0By, 33@”%1@(%%1)” Am
= _\/__1/S nC(¢'00p¢" + 0y’ A dpy”) A (%dnl)"‘l Am
= —\/—_1/3714‘63(90’53@”) A (%dm)”_l Am
= \/__1/51190’834‘ A Op@" A (%dm)"—l Am
= /Sw/@BCﬁB@NMl(%dm)" Am
= [ #05(-0pn + @20+ 20)0.050") 1 (zam)" A
= | #0050, 08¢ )+ (ot (056,055 o} (Gm)" A

- /S¢/<8B(§B1/)7835380”><p1(%d771)n Am

~ ~ 1
= —/ @’(33331/1,333390”>m(§d771)" Anr.
S

This shows (38). Then, by (34]) we have

0¥y
= Dy—-lao (')

_ /00 _
=(2n+2) — P <aBaB < (;ﬁ |(170)) ,83831//>

Dy V3|10 (v')

Y1
for each ¢’ € W. Hence, it follows that

1
/SDw‘I’2|(1,o>(¢’) ' w"(§dn1)" A

-/ {<2n+ 200"~ o (0n0 (25100 ) Om )
S P1

= 2) [ (0 = (2n 200" = 050, 050") )6 ()" A

1 n
} (561771) Am

=(2n+ 2)/5 <1 - %DSESD) WW’(%dm)" Am
= V(HeSS L)QSE (wlv "/JH)'

This proves the lemma. 0
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Remark 4.18. Fix a G-orbit O in & arbitrary and take a minimizer gsp of ¢ : O — R.
Then gsg is a critical point of + and the Hessian is automatically positive semi-
definite. We shall realize a critical point for ¢ with positive definite Hessian by a
small change of the initial metric g.

For sufficient small § € (0,1), define ¢° := gs,,, where p1 = ¢(gsp). The
associated transverse Kihler form is given by (w?)” = (1 — §)w? + dwl = wT +
8v/—1050pp1. When the role of the initial metric g is played by the new Sasaki
metric g, the Sasaki-Einstein metric ggp = ge, corresponds to gi{ for a basic

function
p} = (1—6)p1 + Cs,

where Cjs is a constant. Then gggz is a critical point of 0 with positive def-
inite Hessian, where ° denotes the one corresponding to ¢. Indeed, for each
¥ € ker(Oyy, — (2n + 2)) we have

1 1
/ ‘/’%0‘1;(56177515“)” Anse = (1 — 5)/ 1/1901(56177515“)” Anse =0
S S

and hence ¢ is a critical point of :° by Lemma I3 Moreover, by Lemma 15 we
have

 2n+2

1 1
(Hess 1) g, (W, 0") = % /s (1 - §DSE<P(15) 1/)/1///(56177515“)" ANsE

= (1 —6)(Hess t)g5 (¢, ")

o 42 1
v / 1//1/)”(56177515) ANsE,
s

+0

where Ogg is the basic complex Laplacian with respect to the Sasaki metric gsg.
This shows that (Hess 1), is positive definite. Hence by the argument in the last
subsection and Proposition [£.16] cp‘ls can be uniquely extended to a smooth family
{09 | t € [1 —&,1]} of the equation [ZI)) with respect to the initial metric ¢°.

4.3. A proof of Theorem B. Let O’ and O” be arbitrary G-orbits in &. Then
by the argument of Remark I8 for a suitable choice of the initial metric go, the
function ¢/ : O" 3 ¢ — I(g0,9') — J(90,9") € R has a critical point gy, € O
with positive definite Hessian. Recall that the function /” : 0" 3 ¢’ — I(go,g") —
J(go,g") € R takes its minimum at some point g4, € O”. We now put g3 :=
(1 —=19)go + 094y for 6 € [0,1]. Again by the argument of Remark applied to
0", g is a critical point of (¢"")° with positive definite Hessian whenever ¢ € (0, 1].
Hence by Proposition I8, ¢ := ¢(g%y) (with respect to the initial metric g3) can
be extended uniquely to a smooth family {¢} | t € (1 —¢,1]} of 1) with respect
to the initial metric g3.

We finally consider the functional 5 : O 3 ¢’ — I(g95,9') — J(95,9') € R.
Note that ¢ converges to ¢’ as § tends to 0. Then for a sufficiently small § > 0,
gsp is a critical point of ¢ with positive definite Hessian. Hence ¢} = ¢(g%z)
(with respect to the initial metric g3) can be extended uniquely to a smooth family
{o, | t € (1 —&,1]} of [EI) with respect to the initial metric g3. By Theorem EI0
and the equivalence between the equations (2I) and [22]) for ¢ € (0, 1], we conclude
g = g”. Thus, O’ = O” and the proof is now complete.
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APPENDIX A. FUNCTIONALS ON THE SPACE OF SASAKIAN METRICS

In this appendix, we introduce some functionals on the space of Kahler potentials
for the transverse Kahler structure. Let (S, g) be a (2n + 1)-dimensional Sasaki
manifold with Sasakian structure S = (g,&,n, ®). We assume that ¢?(S) > 0 and
c1(D) = 0. Let Vo = — [4(5dn)™ A be the volume of (S, g) and put V := n!Vj.

A.1. Functionals L, and M,,. For each ¢, ¢" € S, we put
/ i 1 b . 1 n
L¢',¢") = [ dt | Gi(5dns,)" Ang,,
A By

10 : L, \n
M) == [t [ 46T () = nizn+ 2) (Gdn ) A

where {¢; | t € [a,b]} is an arbitrary piecewise smooth path in .7 such that ¢, = ¢
and ¢ = ¢ and s7 () is the transverse scalar curvature for the transverse Kéhler
metric w;;';t = w? + \/=100By;. The functionals were defined by Futaki-Ono-
Wang [7], and proved that the definition of the functions is independent of choice
of the path {¢; | t € [a,b]}. Put Ly,(¢) := L(0,¢) and M,(¢) := M(0,¢). Then
the critical points of M, give Sasaki-Einstein metrics which are compatible with
the initial metric g. As in the Ké&hler geometry, the functionals L and M have
the following properties. The proofs are given by the same arguments in Kéahler
geometry. A functional H : 77 x 7 — R is said to satisfy the 1-cocycle condition
if

/

(1) H(¢',¢")+ H(p",¢') =0, and
(2) H((p/, s0//) _"_ H(SD/I, s0///) _"_ H(s0/1/7(p/) — 0
for each ¢, ", " € H.

Lemma A.1.

(1) The functionals L and M satisfy the 1-cocycle condition.
(2) L(¢', 9"+ C) = L(¢' = C,¢") = L(¢, ¢") + C (vesp. M(¢"+C,¢" +C) =
M(y', ")) for each @', ¢" € # and C € R.

Hence we can define the mapping M (denoted by the same M) on ., by
M(glv g”) = M(Splv (pl)v
where ¢', ¢ are basic functions such that g, = ¢’ and g, = ¢”. We call the

functional M,, on the space of Sasaki metrics which have the same basic Kahler
class as the initial metric g defined by

My(g') == M(g,9")
the transverse K-energy map of the Sasaki manifold (S, g).

A.2. The functionals I, and J,. For each ¢', " € JZ, we put
1 1 1
I(gﬁ’,(ﬂ”) — V/((ﬁ// _ (P/) ((idnw') AT — (gdmpﬁ) /\77@//) ,
s

10 (1 . 1 .
J(Splv(pn) = V/ dt/SSDt ((idnw’) A MNpr — (idnw) /\77%) s

where {¢; | t € [a,b]} is an arbitrary piecewise smooth path in .7 such that ¢, = ¢
and ¢, = ¢”. The following lemma is proved by direct calculations.

/
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Lemma A.2.

(1) J(¢',¢") = %fs(cp" — cp')(%dm,/)" Ang — L(¢',¢"). In particular, the
definition of J is independent of choice of the path {p: | t € [a,b]}.

(2) I(¢' + C,¢" + C) = I(¢',¢") and J(¢' + C, " + C) = J(¢', ¢") for each
¢ " e A and constant C € R.

By Lemma [A2] we can define the mappings I and J (denoted by the same
notations) on .% by

I(g',g") = 1(¢',¢") and J(¢', ¢") == J(¢',¢"),
where ¢', ¢ are basic functions such that g, = ¢’ and g, = ¢”. Put
Iy(g") :==1(g,9"), Jn(g') = J(g.9")

for each ¢’ € ;. The functional J does not satisfy the 1l-cocycle condition in
general, but it satisfies the following equality;

J(@'¢") + (", ")
1 1 1
=J(¢,¢") - —/(w”’—d’) (5dne )" Angr = (5 dngn)" Amgr | -
V /g 2 2
Put I,() := I(0,¢) and J,(¢) := J(0,¢) for each ¢ € 5. We now take an
arbitrary smooth path {¢; | t € [a,b]} in 5. Then by a simple calculation we have
d

(36) 0o = o) = 3 [ oiglGin)" A ),

where [; = %AB_’t is the basic complex Laplacian with respect to the Sasakian
metric g,,. The following properties of I,, and .J, are essential to obtain the C°-
estimate for the solutions of equation (22)).

Lemma A.3. I,,I,—J,, J, are non negative functionals and satisfies the following
inequality;

0 <1y (p) < (n+1)(Iy(¢) = Ju(p)) < nly(e)-
Proof. At first, we remark that

(an" A= ()" g ={ ()" = ()" f A

because (5dn)™ and ($dn,)™ are basic (n,n) forms and d%¢ is also a basic 1-form.
For each 2 and t € [0, 1], define

0= [o(Gan" = Ganr) an

It is clear that I,,(0; ) = 0 and I,,(1; ¢) = I, (¢). By differentiating we have

d 1 1. -
Eln(t;‘%’) = V/Scp (—n(§d77w) YAV=10p0p¢ A 77>
1 1.
=7 SDtsa(w) ~p(5dnee)" An
1

= %(th(sﬁ),@w >0,
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where (-, )y, is the L*-inner product on C%(S) with respect to the Sasaki metric
gtp. This shows that I,(¢) = I(1;¢) > 0 for each ¢ € 4 and I,(¢) = 0 if and
only if ¢ is constant. Furthermore we have

60 Vi) = [ (Ga - Gan)) an
n—1
= [o | VT 0 S G A g | A
=0

n—1
_ 1 1 _
= /S\/—laggo/\aBgo/\ Z(idn)"71” A (§dn¢)J A

Now we calculate J,(¢). If we put ¢; := tp, then

o= [t [ o (G - Gan) nn

n—1
= 1 1 1
:/0 dt/st\/—laggaAaBgaAZ(Edn)" ! k/\(idnt@)k/\
k=0
! = 1
:/ dt/st\/—lf)Bgo/\(’“)Bcp/\Z(idn)nflfk/\(idnw)k/\n
0 k=0
1 B n—1 1
:/ /t\/—183<p/\83<p/\2(§d77)"_1_k
0 Js k=0

k
A <k>“ L—=6)" (5 dm:)j/\(%dn)’“‘jw

j=0 J
n—1 k 1
Z/ =) ar
k=0 j=0"0
X i V—=19gp A Opp A (= dm,)ﬂ/\(idn) T7H A,
s
By noting
[ o0 opa B
0 (k+2) 7
we obtain
(33)
n—1n—1 ]+1 1
V=10p¢ A dpp A d dn)" A
o) = [ VTTone £ s ;;kﬂmw ne)? A ()" A
V=105¢ A dpp A dn)" A
/ BcpgcpZ;)JrlQ)(n) 1
Since

1 n—1j n
< <
n+l " n+l1 " n+l
for j =0, -+ ,n— 1, we obtain the result by combining (B7) and (BS]). O
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