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ABSTRACT. This article provides an attempt to extend concepts frathbory of Riemannian
manifolds to piecewise linear spaces. In particular we psepan analogue of the Ricci tensor,
which we give the name of dainstein vector fieldOn a given set of piecewise linear spaces we
define and discuss (normalized) Einstein flows. PiecewisaliEinstein metrics are defined and
examples are provided. Criteria for flows to approach Einsteetrics are formulated. Second
variations of the total scalar curvature at a specific Einspace are calculated.

1. INTRODUCTION

As may be less known, piecewise linear (p.l.) spaces shany ofathe properties of Rie-
mannian manifolds. The first to observe this was Re@gée [36h gave a definition of the
analogue of the total scalar curvature. Therefore somstone speaks d®egge calculusvhen
discussing p.l. spaces. In[12] further curvatures likeschitz-Killing curvatures and boundary
curvatures were introduced and their relation to the cpmeding smooth partners established.
A consequence was a new proof of the Chern-Gauss-Bonnaethed he interest in physics
arose from the proposal to use Regge calculus as an appmaglkamtum gravity in analogy
to lattice gauge theories [1111,117,/38]. For this the nalatice gravityor simplicial gravityis
often used, for overviews see e.@. [21] 37]. Although Reggeked in a context which was
purely classical, it was Wheeler, who speculated on theilpiigsof employing Regge calculus
as a tool for constructing a quantum theory of gravityl [48Jor®lrecently attempts have been
made to introduce additional curvature notions. In paldicanalogues of the Ricci tensor and
a Ricci flow [1,10/ 14, 22, 25, 30, 31, 32,147, 49], a Yamabe fd8][as well as an analogue
of an Einstein space were proposed [10].

The main motivation for this article is to provide new instrents and insights in the theory
of p.l. spaces. We focus on providing analogues of

o the Ricci tensor,
e a smooth Einstein space,
e a (normalized) Ricci flow,

and we study their properties. Actually two alternative midins of analogues of the Ricci
tensor and of an Einstein space are given. As far as we uaddriitese definitions differ from
the proposals made so far with the exception of ong ih [10Memdhall comment on this below.

We will make a great effort to point out analogies betweercepis and quantities appearing
in the theory of p.l. spaces and those showing up in Riemamanifolds, which we often will
call thesmooth case

For short, a p.l. space is obtained by gluiagclidean simplexesgether. Thus given a
p.l. space in this form, its data are given by a simplicial pter plus the lengths of its edges,
which have to satisfy certain conditions extending thengrla inequalities. The collection of
the (squared) edge lengths will be called a metric. As forath@ogue of the Ricci tensor our
definition is motivated by the well known fact that in the srtiocase the Ricci tensor is obtained
from the variation of the total scalar curvature. Analodguke metric is recovered from the
volume. Thus we define the Ricci vector field as the gradieith(v@spect to the metric) of the
total scalar curvature. For an Einstein space by definiti@nRicci vector field is proportional
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either to the metric or to the gradient of the volume. Intidg the notion of the (normalized)
Ricci flow is then straightforward.

This article is organized as follows. In Section 1 we redadl basic notations and notions
in the theory of piecewise linear spaces. It starts with thgon of a pseudomanifold, the
analogue of a smooth manifold. Then we introduce the notioa metric, with the help of
which one can define the volume and the total scalar curvafimere we also define the Einstein
vector field, see Definitioi(2.8), and which may also be enmitin the equivalent forni_(Z.1.0).
Section[B provides a characterization of the space of alticsedn a given pseudomanifold,
collected in Theoremn 3.1. In Sectioh 4 we define Einsteinicgtactually there are two possible
definitions (as already mentioned), see Definition 4.1. Alésmooth case (see eld. [5]) there
are equivalent conditions for a metric to be Einstein, seeofémd 416 and 4.10. Examples
of Einstein spaces are provided which are the analoguesspheres and-tori. In Section
an Einstein flow and two normalized Einstein flows are definEdese two definitions are
closely related to the two definitions of an Einstein metfidhiese normalized flows are such
that Einstein metrics are fixed points. Moreover under tHises the total scalar curvature
always decreases away from Einstein metrics, see Thedrémsn8[5.1l7. In Sectionl 6 we
discuss the behavior of the total scalar curvature near@aginstein space by computing the
second variation under the constraint that either the fioombment of the edge lengths or the
volume stays fixed. In the first case the second variationgative definite, in the second case
it is indefinite and non-degenerate, see Theoffends 6.1 ah&6édior ¥ provides a list of open
problems.

For the purpose of comparison with the smooth case, in Appdhdve recall some well
known facts from Riemannian geometry. In particular we fewan extensive discussion of the
behavior of many quantities like the scalar curvature, thal scalar curvature and the volume
under a scaling of the metric. In Appendix B the volume anddte curvature of p.l analogues
of n—spheres are calculated. Appendix C establishes amongtbthgs smoothness properties
of the volume and the total scalar curvature as a functioheftl. metric. AppendicdsiD and
[E give the proofs of relations needed for Theoréms 6.1 and 6.8

Partial results were presented at the conference in horlore#iddeev’s 80th birthdaath-
ematical Physics: Past, present and futugeiler Institute, St. Petersburg, March 2014.
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2. BASIC CONCEPTS AND NOTATIONS

For the convenience of the reader we recall basic definiaoisproperties of the objects we
will be dealing with (see e.g. [43] and [12]).

A finite simplicial complexs consists of a finite set of elements callegtticesand a set of
finite nonempty subsets of vertices callthplexesuch that

(1) Any set containing only one vertex is a simplex.
(2) Any nonempty subset of a simplex is also a simplex.

A j-simplex will generally be denoted by/. The dimension;j is the number of its vertices
minus 1. The 1-simplexes are calledgesIf o/ C o, theno’ is called afaceof o and aproper
faceif o/ # 0. We setdim K = sup,cx dimo and occasionally we shall writ&™ with
dim K = n, if we want to emphasize the dimensioniéf A complexL is called asubcomplex
of K if the simplexes of_ are also simplexes df. We write L C K. Thek-skeletonz*(K™)
of K™ (0 < k < n) is the subcomplex formed by thesimplexes withj < k. It is not
necessarily a pseudomanifold (for the definition, see below

In order not to burden the notation, we often will also ugeto denote the simplicial com-
plex formed by thisj-simplex and all its faces. Also we will use- simplexes as indices for
coordinates, such as a poinin some euclidean space and thf¥h stands for

0
0z,

The Euler characteristioof K is defined to be

X(K) =Y (=1)F4(").
k
Letp = {p; | 1 < j < ¢+ 1} be points in the euclidean spaé#, n > ¢ , which lie in no
(¢ — 1)- dimensional affine subspace. The convex hallp) and its interioro(p) are called
closed and opelinear simplexesrespectively. By regarding; = v; as vectors, we have

ol(p) = {Y_jv;},
J
where{z;} consists of ¢ + 1)-tuples withz; > 0 and

ij =1.
J

{z;} are called the barycentric coordinatesEE xjvj. They are independent of the choice of
origin in E™. A map froma?(p) to o%(p’') which preserves barycentric coordinates is called
linear.

If e1,--- ,e, are the standard basis vectorsAft, their convex hull is called thetandard
(closed) simplexs(n). To any finite simplicial complex witm (ordered) vertices, we asso-
ciate a closed subséf of U(n), called thegeometric realizatiorof K. Namely, to each
simplexo’ € K with vertlcesU] ,a?,ﬂ we associate the open linear simplex determined
by ej,, - ,ej,. The union of these linear simplexes’i&. There is a natural metric space
structure, thestandard metricon K, where the distance between two poiptg is defined as
the infimum of the length of all piece-wise smooth paths betwgeandq. More generally,
we consider metrics ofi such that any simple% C *K with its induced metric is linearly
isometric to some linear simplex. In what follows we shak ii§ and® K interchangeably.

The spacdy, equipped with a metric of the above type is callddi@ngulated piecewise flat
space(or p.l. space).
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Clearly, any such space is determined up to isometry by the &hgthd,., the distances
between the vertices of 1-simplexes. In SectiorL B where we discuss the set of all metrics, we
will see that it is more appropriate to consider the squaféiseoedge lengths. Moreover, there
is a closer analogy with a Riemannian meyithan there would be with the set of lengths. That
is we will work with

Zg1 = l(271
and we writg K, z) for a p.l. space to emphasize the dependence on the cafiedtibe squares
of the edge lengths = {z,1},1cx = {I21},1cx~. Also we shall say thak’ carries thep.l.
metric z. Here and in what follows, we assume that thesimplexes oft are ordered in some
way, such that we can viewas an element im’f(k) and therefore also d&™(¥), All results
will be independent of the particular choice of the orderit@pmetimes we will also choose
another ordering, when we consider thesimplexes contained in a givénsimplex.

For givenz we denote bylo’/| = |07|(z), j > 1, the euclideary-volume of the euclidean
j-simplex to whicho’ is linearly isometric by assumption. In particular'| = 1 = VZol-
For a vertex we set’| = 1. Below we shall recall a more explicit expression|@f| in terms
of the z,1 with o' C o7, see[(3.2). The scaling law

(2.1) 07|(A\z) = ¥[o7|(2),  A>0

is obvious.
A subdivisionof a p.l. spacéK, z) is a p.l. spacéK’, z') and a homeomorphism
s:(K',Z) — (K,z2)
with the following properties
e For every simplex’ in K, its images(¢’) is contained in some simplexof K, and
s’ is linear.
e The metricz’ on (K’, ') is the pullback of the metric of¥, z).
Let $(¢’) € K denote the smallest simplex in whieslo’) is contained. Obviously, i’ is a
k' simplex, thers’ is k simplex withk > ’. We shall writec’ < o if 0 = §(¢’) ando’ £ &
otherwise.
We shall almost exclusively consider special simpliciainpdexes, which are given as fol-
lows.
An n—dimensionapseudomanifolds a finite simplicial compleX<™ such that

(1) Every simplex is a face of somesimplex.
(2) Every(n — 1)-simplex is the face of at most two-simplexes.
(3) If o ando’ aren-simplexes ofK™, there is a finite sequenee= o4, -- ,0,, = o’ of
n-simplexes ofi, such that; ando; ;1 have an(n — 1)-simplex in common.
Unless otherwise stated, the dimensiowill always be taken to be 3. The (possibly empty)
boundaryo K™ of K" is the subcomplex formed by tije — 1)-simplexes, which lie in exactly
onen-simplex, and their faces. The third condition guarantbes*tk™ is connectedo K™ is
not necessarily a pseudomanifold.
As an exampleg™ is ann-dimensional pseudomanifold and its boundagy® = " ~!(o")
is an(n — 1)-dimensional pseudomanifold without boundary.
A pseudomanifolds™ is calledorientableif and only if H,, (K™, 0K™) ~ Z and
H,_1(K™,0K™) has no torsion. Amrientationis a choice of a generator &f, (K", 0K").
Thevolumeof the p.l. spacé K", z) is defined to be

V(K" z) = Z lo"|(z) > 0.
O—"EK?’L
The scaling law
(2.2) V(K™ \z) = N2V (K™, 2)

is clear. It compares with the scaling law for the volume ieRannian geometry, sde (A.7).
A smooth triangulatiorof ann-dimensional smooth manifold/ is a pair(K, ¢), whereK a
simplicial complex and» a homeomorphism frori’ onto M such that its restrictiow|s to

any closed simplex C* K is smooth. A well known theorem says that any compact smooth
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and connected manifold/ has a smooth triangulation with fini#€, which actually is a pseu-
domanifold (see e.g. [34]).

Foro" 2 C ¢ € K let the uniques? !, o5~ ! C o™ be such that™ 2 = o7 ' Noy '
In their realization as euclidean simplexedfifi, let n; andny be unit vectors, normal t@?‘1
andag‘1 respectively and pointing outwards. Then tfieedral angle0 < (6" 2,0") < 1/2
(in units of 27) is defined as

1 1
(0’"7270'n) — 3 2r arCCOS<n17n2>'

(-,+) denotes the euclidean scalar product. The two limiting @egknerate) cases aig =
—ng, for which the dihedral angle vanishes, and= ns, for which the dihedral angle equals
1/2. In AppendiX C we shall provide another description of tHeediral angle.

The following scale invariance is obvious
(2.3) (6" 2, 6™ (Az) = (6" 2, 0™)(2), A > 0.

To a given p.l. spacéK™, z), with K™ being ann-dimensional pseudomanifold, we associate
its total scalar curvature

(2.4) R(K",g) = Z Rgn—2 (Knvg) - Z 1—- Z (O,n7270,n) ’UniQI(é)

on—2 on—2 on :o'”:)o'”_Q
and theaverage scalar curvature
R(K"™, z)
V(K™ z)
The expression in braces in_(R.4) is called tiedicit angle atz"—2 and will be written as
§(c™2) = 6(o"?)(K™, z). WhenK is not a pseudomanifold, the definition is slightly differ-

ent, see [12], where also p.l. versiond.dgfschitz-Killing curvaturesare given. The total scalar
curvature does not change under a subdivision (and the savaéid for the volume), that is

(2.6) R(K™,2) = R(K", 2)

holds wheneve(K™’, 2') is a subdivision of K™, z). For further use let us briefly see how this
comes about. First the additivity of volumes gives

Z |O_n—2/| _ |O_n—2|

on—27.gn—2/1 < gn—2

(2.5) R(K™,z) =

for all 0™ ~2. Also for any pairc™ 2 c o™ the following relation holds between deficit angles
5(0,71—2 l) _ 5(O,n—2)
forall 0”2/ < "2, These two relations prove that

Ron—2(K,z) = > Ron—2:(K',2)

on=21; gn—21<gn—2
holds for allo”~2. Set
0" 2 = {¢"?' |dimo" %' < dim5(c"2")}.
Then
5(c" %) =0, o2 e @
in other wordg K”, ) is flat arounds™ 2/ € ©"~2, Therefore
Ron2(K',2') =0, o" 2 e @2,

by (2.4). This establisheg (2.6).
(Z2.1) and[(2.B) give

(2.7) R(K™ \z) = A\ 2AP2R(K", 2),
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which compares with the scaling behavior of the total saalavature in Riemannian geometry,
see again (Al7). We call the gradient of the total scalaratuire

(28) Ein(K".z)={Bin, (K".2)} O R(k".2)

- ZR(K”,&) - {azol 7 JoleKn

oleKn
the Einstein vector fieldBy definition (K", z) is Einstein flat atr! if Fin (K", 2) = 0 and
Einstein flat ifEin(K™, z) = 0.

Remark 2.1. Here is the time to point out an important difference betwaawature concepts
of p.l. geometry and those in Riemannian geometry. Desmteymefforts, so far no tensor
calculus has been formulated. In particular no analoguethefmetric tensor, of the curvature,
or the Riemannian curvature tensor, or the Ricci tensor palhtwise defined quantities on the
underlying manifold- have been found. So the main analagiag be found between globally
defined objects, like the volume or the total scalar cunatitow the Ricci tensor or rather the
Einstein tensor shows up in the variation of the total cunvat se€fA.9), so by comparison with
(2.8), this is the closest we can get to the Ricci tensor by analodie theory of p.l. spaces,
thus our choice of notation.

Since we will make intensive use of Euler’s relation, we tyieecall it within the present
context. Also Appendix_A provides the corresponding foratioin in Riemannian geometry.

Let
(2,2) =) 2,
ol
denote the euclidean scalar product da¢> = (z, z). Observe that
12lP= > &
oleKm™
is the fourth moment of the edge lengths.

By definition any (smooth) functiorfi(z) is homogeneous of orden if f(\z) = \"f(z) is
valid for all metricsz.

Lemma 2.2. (Euler’'s Relation)f f(z) is homogeneous of ordet and differentiable, then

(2. Vf(2)) =mf(2).
holds. In particular if f is of homogeneous of ordet # 0 and ifz,,.;; is a critical point of f -
such that actually all pointsz,,.;; are critical - thenf(z..,.;;) = 0.
As will be seen below, this lemma turns out to be a surprigirdficient tool for the present
context . A consequence 6f (2.7) is
n—2

(2.9) R(K",z) = (z, Bin(K", 2))

is valid for all metricsz. Here we have used the differentiability w.rd. This property will
become clear from the discussion to be given below. Hereramthat follows, we view: as the
tautological vector field. Observe thatlike Ein(K, z), is a gradient due to

1
= V-|lz])*.
z =YVl

A more explicit expression for the Einstein vector field is

(2.10) Bing (K" 2)=Y (1= Y (0" 26|07 0"
on—2 o'”:)o'”_Q
The proof is obtained by using the Leibniz rule and a remdekdsmula of Regge [36], by
which
(2.11) Y (@ %)™ =0 forall o"
O—n72 :o-n72Co-n
holds for any variation of, and where nowdenotes the derivative with respect to the variation.
For another proof see aldo [12].
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Remark 2.3. Due to the importance of2.11)for our central relation(2.10)a historic remark
at this place might be appropriate2.11)is often mentioned in connection wiithlafli’s for-
mula, which is a variation formula for Euclidean and non-Euckaevolumes. In 1858 Scifli
provided such a relation for the volume of spherical simedd®0]. In 1907 Sforzaextended
this to the case of simplexesliobachevsky space [42Modern proofs of these results may be
found in[7, [8,[28] The extension to polyhedra is easy. It wainor who provided a unified
formula, which includes Euclidean polyhedra as well andaolhieads as follow§33]

n|/ 1 n—2 n\/| pn—2
+K|P" = — > (PR Py P,
pPn=2Copn
The notation is the followingP" is a polyhedron inM™, that is a finite intersection of half
spaces and which is compadt/™ itself is a space of constant sectional curvatiife P"~2 is
an (n—2)— dimensional face aP™. (P"~2, P") is the dihedral angle in analogy t@"~2,0")
and |P"| and |P"~2| are their n- and (n — 2)-dimensional volumes respectively. As is visi-
ble from (2.3), Milnor put particular emphasis on the transition between Euclidead non-
Euclidean cases foK near zero. Observe that the cases of arbitréfy= 0 can be obtained
from the cased’ = +1 by appropriate scaling. For simplexes and the chai¢e= 0 (2.3)is

just Regge'’s relatiorfZ.11)
The scaling behavior
(2.12) Ein(K",\z) = X" Y2 Ein(K™, 2)

is obvious. The scaling relations_(R.2) afd [2.7) fit with tweresponding scaling relations
(AD) in the smooth case.
It is tempting to call

(2.13) Secyn—2 = Secyn—2(K",z) = | 1 — Z (6" 2, 0™

on D2

thesectional curvaturet the 2-plane orthogonal ' 2. Note, however, that it is scale invariant
in contrast to the sectional curvature in Riemannian gemet

From [2.9) we immediately obtain the following result. Wg faatv = {v,1},1cx, v, €R
is non-negative or non-positive, if 1 is non-negative or non-positive for atl'. v is strictly
positive or strictly negative, if every componemt: is positive or negative respectively. Any
metric z is strictly positive. [[2.D) then directly gives

Proposition 2.4. If Ein(K",z) (n > 3) is non-negative or non-positive, then the total scalar
curvature is also non-negative or non-positive respebtiié Ein (K™, z) is strictly positive or
strictly negative, then the total scalar curvature is alsisipive or negative respectively.

Observe that both the sectional curvatlire (2.13) and
801 ‘O,nf2’7 801 ‘O,n’

may become positive or negative. There is another vectdat, fighich is also a gradient field,
namely the gradient of the volume

(K", 2) = v(2) = {v51(2) } gregn = VV(K", 2)
with the scaling behavior
(2.14) (K™ A\z) = A("*z)/QQ(K",g), A> 0.
By (2.2) and Euler’s relation

(2.15) (z,u(K",2)) = gV(K"é)

holds.
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Remark 2.5. Instead of using, the set of squares of the edge lengths, one could as well use
the set

l = {lal }01 ex
of edge lengths themselves to parametrize a euclideananétfidefinitions easily carry over.
Thus one might consider the gradievit; R(K™,[) of the total scalar curvature w.r.tl. For
n = 3 the sectional curvaturgZ2.13) and the Einstein vector field agree. The definitions of
Einstein metrics and (normalized) Einstein flows to be gielow, can also be adapted to
this choice of parametrization. As we shall observe belew, Remark 412, the definitions for
Einstein metric are not equivalent. In Sectldn 3 we shaluatghat it is more appropriate to
usez to describe the space of all metrics on a given simplicial glemZ .

3. THE SPACE OF ALL METRICS

In this section we will establish some properties of the getllometrics on a given finite
n-dimensional pseudomanifold™. In particular we will show, as announced, that the squares
Zg1 = lgl of the edge lengths are better suited to parametrize the aéitroetrics and we will
use the notatio”" for the partial derivative w.r.t. the variable:. Let n1(K™) denote the
number ofl-simplexes inkK™. With this convention the set1(K™) of all metrics onK™ can be
viewed as a subset NT(KH). This set is non-empty, the choice Wherel(éjl are equal serves
as an example. As a matter of faét" itself carries the metric, for whic}, = 2forall o'. The
relationn; (XF(K™)) = ny(K™) for all 1 < k < n is obvious, as i€/ (XF(K™)) = X (K™)
for1 < j < k < n. By definition of M(K™), the setM(K™) can be viewed as a subset of
M(ZF(K™)) for everyk. Itis easy to verify that it always is a proper subsetior n, that is
M(ZF(K™)) # M(K™).

Thus we have the chain

M(K™) € M(E"H(EK™) € M(E"2(K™) C -+ € M(SY(K™)) = R1EY,
The main result of this section is the
Theorem 3.1. M(K™) is an open convex COFIG]RIT(K"). In particular M(K™) is connected.

We note another analogy with the smooth case. Indeed, tlud abtRiemannian metrics on
a manifold forms a convex cone in the set of all second ordeatefields.

Proof. First consider a euclidedasimplexs” in EF and label its vertices in an arbitrary order
as0,1,--- , k. Assume the vertetis placed at the origin. Again we regard the other vertices as
being represented by the (linearly independent) veetgis< i < k. Then the length;; = [;;
of the edge connecting the two different verti¢emsdj is given in the form
ZOj:l%j:<vjavj>a 1§]§k7
Zij:l?j:<vi_vjavi_vj>a 1§Z,j§]€
We make the conventios;; = [2 = 0. As a consequence thiex k real, symmetric matrix
A= A(g) y 2 = {Zij}OSi,jglm with entries

1
(3.1) aij = aj; = (v;,v;) = 5( 0i + 205 — Zij)s 1<i,j<k
is positive definite. The volume of the euclidefassimplex is then obtained as
1 1
(3.2) 0| = |0¥|(2) = = det AY? = = ((vy Avg A+ v, 01 Avg A= vp)) 2.

k! k!
For the particular caske = 2 this relation gives the area of a triangle in terms of its ddggths
(squared), originally attributed to Heron of Alexandrigh€Tfollowing lemma is trivial.

Lemma 3.2. The following estimate is valid for any paift C ¢* in K™. There are universal
constants:,,, such that

" (@)] < eallzl| *210 (2)]

holds for any metric.
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It is also clear that in general any volume®(z)| will not stay away from zero even |ffz||
stays away from zero. For the same reason

(3.3) 9% |o* (2)| 87" det A(z(o™))

" 200%(2)]
for o' € 0¥ may become unbounded ever| | stays away from zero. With the above notation
we have the

Lemma 3.3. det A(z) is a homogeneous, symmetric polynomial of ordén the z;;,0 < i <
J<k.

This lemma shows that the above result|(3.2) is independehegarticular labeling of the
vertices ino*. For the case = 2, see the Example 3.5 below.

Proof. Homogeneity and the order are clear. Symmetry follows frogeametric argument.
The construction above was based on a particular choiceafrtter of labeling. We could have
as well chosen an arbitrary other order, which amounts tamyation of thek + 1 vertices.
This would result in another construction of the euclidéaimplex with the same volume. The
claim then follows from[(3.2). O

The converse is also valid. For any real positive defihitek matrix A, invert (3.1) todefine
lengths squares as

(3.4) 200 = 1 = i,

Zij = l?j = ay +aj; — 20,2‘]‘.
SinceA is positive definite, one can build a eucliddasimplex with these edge lengths (squared).
The following lemma is well known, see e.al[6)45]. Via the@ad correspondence it provides a

higher dimensional extension of the triangle inequalitytfe three edge lengths of a euclidean
triangle, see Example 3.5 below.

Lemma 3.4. Let any symmetrigc x k matrix B be given with entries labeled by the set
{1,--- ,k}. Setl; = {1,2,--- , i} with1 <[ < k and letB; denote thé x | matrix{B;; }; jer,.
ThenB is positive definite if and only ifet B, > 0 holds for all %.

Since A(A\z) = AA(z), we conclude that the set of for which one can build a euclidean
k-simplex with these edge lengths (squared), is an open mmé(’f“w. Moreover, this cone
is convex. Indeed, by definition of(z) the relation

Alpz+ (1= p)2) = pA(z) + (1 - p)A(Z), 0<p<1

is obvious. The claim now follows directly from the fact, treaconvex combination of two
positive definite matrices is again positive definite. Byj3he corresponding edge lengths
squares are of the form

(3.5) pz+ (1= p)2 = 2" = {2j = pzij + (1 — p)2i; }i<j-
Example 3.5.For k = 2
Az) = < 201 1 (212 — 201 — 202)>
- % (212 — 201 — 202) 202
such that

1 1
det A(g) = 5 (201202 + 201212 + 202212) — Z (’281 + 282 + 2%2) .

Therefore the two conditions; > 0 anddet A(z) > 0 are equivalent to the three conditions

V201 < /202 + /712, /202 < /201 + /Z12 and \/z12 < \/zo1 + +/Zg2. In particular the first

two conditions implyge > 0 andz;2 > 0.

This discussion for a single simpleX carries over to all simplexes iR as follows. Indeed,
to see thatM is convex, consider now the convex combination](3.5) novwijt.’ € M. For
anyo® € K set

g(ak) = {251 }o1cok-
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With the notation of[(3.5) and by the discussion above

2'(o") = (pz+ (1 = p)2)(0") = pz(c®) + (1 - p)2)(c¥)

it follows that one can build a euclidednsimplex with edge lengths squared equat'téo”).
Since this holds for alb® ¢ K™, this establishes that1(K™) is convex. This result is the
main reason for having chosen the squares of the edge leagttiee basic parameters for a
metric. Moreoverz € M(K") implies\z € M(K") forany A > 0, soM(K™") is a convex
cone. With the choice of the: as parameters convexity would fail. For am§ € K™, let
z(o*) denote the set of 1 with o' € o*. Define A(z(c*)) according to the procedure given
above. Therr € M(K™) if and only if det A(z(c*)) > 0 for all % € K™. Since each map
z +— det A(z(c%)) is continuous, this proves that(K™) is open. O

Actually the setM(K) is a Riemannian manifold in a canonical way. We first consaler
singlen-simplex. LetP,, denote the space of all real, positive definitex n matrices. This
space is a Riemannian manifold of dimensigm + 1) /2, see e.g.[[6, 45]. The pullback of the
metric onP,, to M(o™) via the one-to-one smooth map: M(c™) — P, given by [3.1)
turns M (o) into a Riemannian manifold. Now consider the Riemannianifokh

Xo-neKnM(O'n).

Write a point in this space as,ncxnz(c™).

M(K) is now obtained as a closed submanifold of this space. Indmetider any metric
zon K and any edger! € K, which is the face of any™ ands™’. Then its edge length
squaredz,: defines a metric on both™ and ¢™’. With the above notation this is just the
condition z,1 (0™) — z,1(c™") = 0. Going through all such triples iK the collection of all
these conditions defind1 (k). By this discussion we also see thet(K™) is given as

M(E™) = {2 e R | det A(z(0")) > 0 forall o* € K™}

We now introduce a quantity, which serves to measure thardistof a metric € M(K")

to the boundanp M (K") of M(K"), defined adM(K"™) = M(K")\ M(K™). M(K™)
denotes the closure g¥1(K™). Indeed, set

2/k
d(z) min min <k: det A(z(o ))> mklnorilér;(b |(2)“/".
This quantity has the right scaling behavior:

d(A\z) = Xd(z), A>0.

4. EINSTEIN METRICS

The existence of the two vector fieldsandv leads us to two alternative and hence different
definitions of Einstein metrics.

Definition 4.1. For given pseudomanifol&™ a metricz is an Einstein metric o™ of type
I, if there is real constant;, such that
4.1) Ein(K", zy) — krzy =0

holds.
For given pseudomanifol&™ a metricz,, is an Einstein metric o™ of type Il if there is
real constants;;, such that

(4.2) Ein(K",zy) — krrv(K",29) =0
holds. In both case§X™, z,) is then called a piecewise linear (p.l.) Einstein space.

A p.l. space(K™, z) is said to beEinstein-flat ato! if Fin,1(z) = 0. (K",z) is said to
be Einstein-flat if it is Einstein-flat at allo'. An Einstein-flat p.|. space is also a p.l. Einstein
space of both types with vanishing andx;;. Also it has vanishing total scalar curvature and
therefore also vanishing mean scalar curvature.
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Equation[(4.R) is a p.l. analogue of the Einstein vacuum &opgwith a cosmological term,
that isx;; plays the role of acosmological constaniThe condition[(4.]11) for an Einstein metric
2o Of type | is local in the following sense. Component wise #ds

(4.3) Eingi (K", zy) — K1zg51 = 0.

For anyk-simpIeXO—’“ € K" 0 <k <n -1 its star, denoted bytar(a’f), is the subcomplex
of K consisting of alb™ O ¢* and its faces. Then ifiL(4.3) the l.h.s. is only a function ofth
2,1, for whicho!’ € star(o!).

Similarly the condition[(4.12) for an Einstein mettig of type Il is also local. These definitions
mimic the standard definition of an Einstein space in the smoase, seé¢ (Al3).

Remark 4.2. With the notation as in Remalk 2.5, if one replaces the difinfor an Einstein
metric of type | by the condition

(4.4) VR(K"1) = k71=0

thena priorithese two conditions do not give rise to the same solutiohis. i easily seen using

the trivial identity
0 0
al—ol — 2[0.1 8201 .

A corresponding statement holds if conditi@h?)is replaced by the condition
(4.5) ZLR(K",L) — KYg ZLV(K",L) =0.

The metrics provided in Examples 4.11 and 4.13 below, the kamdwn so far, satisfy all four
conditions(@.1), (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5). For the special case = 3, V ,/R(K?3,1) is just the
sectional curvaturg2.13) This quantity was then used jhQ] to give two definitions of an
Einstein metric in analogy to definition of the two types | &idst given.

The following proposition is an immediate consequenceé_dfdpand [Z.14) and holds for
both types of Einstein metrics.

Proposition 4.3. If (K™, z) is a p.l. Einstein space, so {$(", \z) for any A > 0.

4.1. Einstein metrics of type I.
In this subsectionk™ ( and therefore in particulas > 3) will be fixed, so from now on, and
when the context is clear, we will simply wri(z), Ein(z), V(z) etc.

Proposition 4.4. Let (K™, z,), (n > 3) be ap.l. Einstein space of type |. ThRHz,,) is strictly
positive or strictly negative if and only fin(z,) is strictly positive or strictly negative respec-
tively. AlsoR(z,) vanishes if and only ifK™, z,) is Einstein-flat.

The last statement is also valid for a p.l. Einstein space/mé 1l. This result for Einstein
spaces of type | extends the result in Proposifioh 2.4.

Proof. The first claim follows trivially from the defining relatiod(d). If (K™, z,) is Einstein-

flat, thenR(z,) = 0 due to [[2.9). Conversely assurfiz,) = 0. By the definition of an
Einstein metric of type | alE'in,1(z,) have the same sign unless they all vanish. Now observe
that thez, ,1 are all positive. Sincéz,, Ein(z,)) = 0, again by[(2.P), this relation can therefore
only hold if all Ein,1(z,) vanish, that iK™, z,) is Einstein-flat. Assume next thay, is an
Einstein metric of type II, which in addition is Einsteintfl8ut then again by (219R(z,) = 0.
Conversely, ifR(z,) = 0, then by [2.9)

0= (20, Bin(z)) = rarz,e(z0)) = ki1 =V (z0)

having used the definitidn_4.2. But this is only possibleif = 0, so (K", z,) is Einstein-
flat. O
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Proposition 4.5. Let z, be an Einstein metric of type I. Then is given in terms of the total
scalar curvature aﬁ” (z9) where
n—2R(z)

2 lzl]?

(4.6) s (2) =

is well defined for alk € M(K™).

Alternativelyx; is also given in terms of the Einstein vector fieldé@ (z9) where

2 (v(z), BFin(z

4.7) ki (2) = E—<_(_)V(§) &)
which is also well defined for ali € M(K™). Finally in case(K™, z,) is not Ricci flat,x; is
also given in terms of the Einstein vector field and the tatalar curvature as-eg?’) (z9) where
n — 2 || Bin(z)||”

2 R
which is well defined outside the zero setw(fz), Ein(z)).

(4.8) kP (2) =

The analogue in the smooth case is giveri in(A.4).

Proof. Take the scalar product df (4.1), witly, and then usé (2.9) in combination with Euler’s
relation, see Lemmia_2.2. This proves the first claim. As ferthcond claim, now take the
scalar product of (4]1), now with(z, ), and usel(2.15). Finally the third claim follows by taking
the scalar product of(4.1) witRin(z). O

In order to analyze Einstein metrics in more detail, we needespreparations. Recall that we
view a metricz as an element of the euclidean sp&e(5™), Let S™(r) with 2 = ny (K™) — 1
denote the sphere of radius> 0. We set

My (K") = M(K™") N S"(r) = {z € M(K") []|2]| = r}.

For any0 # x € R" let P(x) denote the orthogonal projection onto the line defined biylore
explicitly

(z,y)
(4.9) Pla)y =175 z.
= lzl?
The scale invariance
P(\x) = P(z)

forall A > 0 is obvious.Q(z) = I — P(z) is the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space
T,S™(r = ||z|]) to S™(r = ||z||) at the pointz. Set

n—2 1
R(2) z,
2 ||2]|?

(4.10) Ric;(2) = Q(2)Bin(z) = Ein(z) -

which is defined for alt € M(K™). By this definition of@l(g) and since)(z) is idempotent
(4.11) Ric;(2) = Q(2)Ric;(2)
holds for allz € M(K™). We view@l(g) as a trace free part d/fz'\c(g). In fact

(2, Ricy(2)) =0

holds. We consider relation (A.6) to be the analogous a4t the smooth case. The following
scaling relation is valid

Ric;(A\z) = A"~/ Ric; (2),
which is the same as fdrin(z) itself. The main result of this subsection is the

Theorem 4.6. Letz, € M(K™). The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) z, is an Einstein metric of type I.
(2) z, satisfies

(4.12) Ein;(zy) = 0.
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(3) 2o is a critical point of the scale invariant function

. 1
Fi(z) = WR@ =R <@§> '

(4) z, is a critical point of the function
K
(4.13) Ar(z) =R(z) - 7[ 1211

(5) 2 is acritical point of the total scalar curvatur&(z) restricted toM,_ . | (K™).
(6) z, is asolution of the Euler-Lagrange equation, where the bage function is the total
scalar curvature and the constraint is the function

1 1
(4.14) Cl2) = 5 llzl* = 5llzoll*

(7) z, satisfies

Bin(sy) = 320 ERG)
(8) z, satisfies
n —2||Ein(z)||*
n R(zp) %

Ein(zq) =

in caseR(z,) # 0.
(9) The relation

4 .
3|20l 1?1 Binn(zo) ||

(4.15) R(z0)* = CED

is valid.

This theorem compares with a well known result for Einstgiaces attributed to Hilbert, see
e.g. Theorem 4.21 in [5]. The smooth analoguépfs given in [A.11).

Proof. Condition [4.12) is equivalent to the condition thain(z,) is a multiple of the vector
zo by the definition ofQ(z,). Thus (1) and (2) are equivalent. (3) is equivalent to thelitam
that the gradient of 7 (K™, z) vanishes at,,. But

VFi(z) @1 (2)

IR
so (1) and (3) are equivalent by Propositionl 4.5. The eqemnad of (1) and (4) is also clear.
The condition (5) states that

(u, Bin(z,)) = 0

holds for everyu € TéoMHéOH(K"). Now every suchu can be written in the formu =
Q(zy)z for some vectorz, sinceQ(z,) is the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space
Ty M|z, (K™). Therefore (5) is equivalent to

(Q(z9)z, Ein(zy)) =0 forall xeR"

So (2) and (5) are equivalent. As for condition (6) tgtdenote the Lagrange multiplier as-
sociated to the constrairit (4]14). The Euler-Lagrange tampués then just[(4.]1). Thus (1) and
(6) are equivalent. Alternatively the equivalence of (5)l 46) is a consequence of the Euler-
Lagrange variational principle, by whicky is also fixed. (7) and (8) are consequences of (1)
due to Proposition 413. The converse is obvious. It remainsdve the equivalence of (1) and
(9). By Schwarz inequality an@ (2.9)

4
2 < 2 Ei 2
R < gyl 2Pl Ein(2)]
holds with equality if and only if the vectoBin(z) andz are collinear. IfEin(z,) = 0, that
is if (K™, z,) is Einstein-flat, therx,, is an Einstein metric of type | and(4]15) holds. But if
Ein(zy) # 0then [4.1) holds with:; # 0. Thus (1) and (9) are equivalent. O
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The roles ofC(z) andR(z) can almost be interchanged. In fact with

My(K") ={z € M(K")|R(z) = p}
we have

Corollary 4.7. Assumez, € M(K™) is such thatEin(z,) # 0. Then the following two
conditions are equivalent.

(1) z, is an Einstein metric of type I.

(2) z, is a critical point of C(z) on ﬂ/lvp:R(éo)(K").
Proof. TakeR(z) —R(z,) as a constraint and také¢r; to be the the Lagrange multiplier. With
C'(z) as the Lagrange function the claim follows. O

4.2. Einstein metrics of type II.

Lemma 4.8. If (K", z,) is a p.l. Einstein space of type II, which is not Einstein;flaén

(4.16) (v(z0), £in(z9)) # 0.

Proof. Take the scalar product df(4.2) wiffiin(z,), which gives

(4.17) | Ein(zo)|I* = k1r{u(zo), Ein(z)) = 0.

Assume now thaf(4.16) is not valid, that is its left hand sideishes. But thefin(z,) = 0,
contradicting the assumption. O

The following result is analogous to the one given in Prajpmsi4.5.

Proposition 4.9. Let (K", z,) be a p.l. Einstein space of type Il, which is not Einstein-flat

Thenk;; is given in terms of the total scalar curvatuRyz) (2.4) and the volume as%) (20)
where

—_9_
(4.18) K (2) = T==R(2)

n

with R (z) denoting theaverage scalar curvatyreee(2.5). «; is also given asi?) (z9) Where

(2) (v(z), Bin(z))
wyp (2) = =T
1@ =G
k%) (2) is well defined for alk € M(K™). Finally x;; is also given as:\” (z,) where
Ein(2)||?
(4.19) 5 (2) = | Ein(z)|]

(v(z), Bin(z))
which is well defined for alt € M(K™) with (v(z), Ein(z)) # 0.

Observe thak%)(go) = ng‘?(go) = f@ﬁ)(go) = 0, if (K™, z,) is Einstein-flat, that is if
Ein(z,) = 0 holds. Conversely, iZin(z,) # 0, then also{v(z,), Ein(z,)) # 0 by (4.17).
Observe also that like the volumié(z) its gradientu(z) never vanishes oM (K™) due to

(2.15).

Proof. Using the fact thal/(z) is homogeneous of degree’2, the proof of the first claim
follows the same line as the proof of Propositionl 4.5. As far $econd claim take the scalar
product of [4.2) withv(z,). As for the third claim, sincé&in(z,) # 0 by assumption, we have
(v(zg), Ein(zy)) # 0 by Lemmé&4.B. So the third claim follows from (4]117). O

Set

My(K") ={z € M(K") | V(z) = v}
with v > 0. Also set

(4.20) Biny () = Bin(z) - "~ 2R

R(z)v(z)

n
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which again is trace free, that is -
(z, Bing(2)) =0
or equivalently
Q(2)Binyy(2) = Binyy(2)
is valid for all z € M(K™). The scaling behavior is
@H()‘i) = )\(1%4)/2@11(5)’
which is the same as fdrin(z) itself.

Theorem 4.10. Letz, € M(K™). The following conditions are equivalent.
(1) z, is an Einstein metric of type II.
(2) Eing(z) = 0.
(3) 2o is a critical point of the scale invariant function

1 1
Fii(z) = WR@) =R <W§> :
(4) z, is a critical point of the function

(4.21) Arr(z) = R(z) — 611V (2).

(5) z, is a critical point of the total scalar curvatur&(z) restricted toﬂvzv(%) (K™).

(6) z, is asolution of the Euler-Lagrange equation, where the bage function is the total
scalar curvature and the constraint is the volume funcliop).

(7) z, satisfies

éO)v M(§O)>

] —@( v(z
Ein(zo) = = g v

(8) z, satisfies
1 Bin(zo)[1?[lu(z0)|* = (v(20), Ein(z))*.
Again this theorem compares with Theorem 4.21 in [5] &iagcompares with (A.11).

Proof. In view of Proposition 4.9 (1) and (2) are equivalent as aje(tl (7). The condition (3)
says that the gradient @f;(z, K™) should vanish fog = z,. But

1
V(é)(n—Q)/n
which shows the equivalence of (2) and (3). The equivalefidé)cand (4) is also clear as is

the equivalence of both (5) and (6) with (4). The equivaleoic€l) with (7) is also clear. The
equivalence of (7) with (8) follows from Schwarz inequality d

The analogue of these two actiohs (4.13) and (4.21) is inrtfeoth case given by (A.13). In
dimensions: = 3,4 the p.l. version of the Einstein equations without a cosigickd term, that
is the equatiorEZin(z) = 0, has already been given and discussed by Reégge [36]. Thegaeal
to the relations (416)_(4.7), (4.8),(4]118), (4.19) dnd®.in the smooth case is given by relation
(A4

(4.22) VF(z) = Eing;(2)

4.3. Examples.

First we provide an example of a p.l. Einstein-flat spaces mhodeled on the-torus7™, which
we recall is obtained as follows. CRY* the groupZ™ acts in a natural way as a transformation
group. Then-torus is then just the quotient spak&/7Z™. Consider a triangulation & which

is invariant undefZ™. Such a triangulation is easy to construct. Indeed it siffioeconstruct a
suitable triangulation on am-cube. This is done by induction an Forn = 1, the closed unit
interval [0, 1], declare the two endpoints to be vertices and in additiorsiden the barycenter,
that is the pointl /2, to be the additional vertex. The intervals 1/2] and[1/2, 1] are the two
1-simplexes. Now consider ancube. For each of it8n faces, which aré¢n — 1) cubes, by
the induction assumption we can construct a triangulatiaid the barycentey; of then-cube
as a new vertex. In addition to the simplexes on the faces byhftianew simplexes are of the
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form o* U {v;}, wherec" is any simplex in any of the faces of thecube. This completes
the induction step. This triangulation Bf* induces a triangulation af, denoted by7 ™. The
edge lengths are of course induced by the euclidean metii'on

Example 4.11. 7™ for n > 3 is a p.l. Einstein space of both types, which in addition iscRi
flat.

Proof. It is clear that the deficit angle at amy*—2 vanishes, thus not only the average scalar
curvature vanishes but algtin due to [2.1ID). O

Also for a given pseudomanifold™ and givens! € K™, let Ni.(o!; K™), k > [ denote the
number ofk-simplexes which contain’, that isN (c!; K) = #{c* € K"|o* > o'}. For any
a > 0, let ¢ denote the metric by which,: = a holds for allo!, that is all edge lengths are

equal to\/a, and||a|| = /n1(K™)a.
Finally let N (K™) denote the total number &—simplexes inK™. The following lemma
provides a sufficient condition for a pseudomanifél@ to carry an Einstein metric.

Lemma 4.12. Let K™ be such that all numberd/,, (c"~%; K") are equal(= N;) as well as
all N,,_o(c'; K™) (= N3). Theng is an Einstein metric oK™ of type I. If in addition all

N, (o', K™) are equal(= N3), theng is also an Einstein metric of type .

Proof. Observe first thaf”' |c"~2|(a) is independent of! ando™2 with o € ¢™~2 (and of
course zero otherwise). It depends onlyroanda, is of the formg(n — 2)a~4/2, whereg(n)
will be given below, sed (4.25). Similarly the dihedral an@t"2,")(a) only depends om,
("2 6™)(a) = ¢(n) and is also given below, sde (4.24). Therefore

Ein i (K™ a) = N2 (1 — N1¢(n)) g(n — 2) a"T

holds and is independent otf. The first part of the lemma follows. As for the second pas, th
last assumption means that

vp1 (K" a) = Nyg(n)a™s,
which is independent af!. The second part of the lemma follows. O

As an application we obtain
Example 4.13. (00", a);n > 3 is an Einstein space of both types. With the choice
1
K = — Bing (00" a)
a

the condition inf4.7)is satisfied. The volume of any euclideasimplex with equal edge lengths
Va is known, se¢9],

n/2

a n-+1
4.2 V" = .
(4.23) (0",a) T\ on

Sincedo™ ! containsn + 2 n-simplexes this gives

nil o (m+2)a? [n+1
V(0" a) = o T

The dihedral angle is given 485]

— (6" 2 0™ = L arceos
(4.24) o(n) = (o""%,0") = 5 AICCos —.
Alsog(n), defined in the proof of Lemrha 4112, is given as
1 n+1
(4.25) 9(n) = (n+ 1)1V 2n

The total scalar curvature equals

ntl y _ (n—2)/2 (1 +2 1 n—1( 3 1
(4.26) R(0c" " ,a) =a ( 5 >(n—2)! 3 1 5 Arceos —
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and is in particular positive. The Einstein vector fieldaas given by

(4.27) Eing (00", a) = (n2;2)72(&fn+1,g) forall ol
a
Similarly
(4.28) V1 (00" a) = ﬁ‘/(aanﬂ,g) forall o!
n a

holds, so with the choice
n— 2R a)
KIT =
n  V(dontl a)
compare@.18) the condition inf4.2)is satisfied. To sum updo”*!, a) is a p.l. Einstein space
of both types.

The proofs of [(4.26) {(4.28) will be given in AppendiX B. Addnal examples for p.l.
Einstein spaces seem hard to come by. Thus we do not know erHetimmd 4. 12 allows for
other examples. Also we do not know, whether, there exisigm®anifolds having Einstein
metrics of one type only. Recall for comparison that the sgh&” with the round metric have
constant sectional curvature and hence are Einstein nidsiifeee e.g.[[5] p. 44. At present
we do not know of any pseudomanifold”, which does not carry an Einstein metric (of either
type). However, there is the much weaker result, by whichetlage p.l. spaces, which are not
p.l. Einstein spaces of type I.

Example 4.14. Consider any subdivision ¢Bo"*!, a) with the following property: It has at
least onel —simplex, whose star is contained in the interior of a eudite—simplex oD 11,
Such subdivisions can easily be constructed. Any such\ssiodi is Ricci-flat at at least one
1—simplex but not Ricci-flat.

5. EINSTEIN FLOWS

In this section we will define Einstein flows and normalizeddein flows. In what follows,
K™ with n > 3 will be fixed, and again we will mostly leav&™ out of the notation.
Given a pseudomanifol&’, we would like to find an Einstein metrig, of type | or Il on K
through a flow onM (K™).
By proposition 4.5 (3) a first idea would be to look for a minimof R (z)2. However, due
to the scaling behaviot (2.7)
lIimR(Az) =0
AL0

holds for anyz € M(K™). In order to avoid this situation, one has to make a restrictOne
possibility is to look for variations, which e.g. preserte wolume.

This will bring us to the concept aformalized Einstein floyfor an introduction see e.d. [13].
We recall that in the smooth case, a compact Einstein mestadixed point of the normalized
Ricci flow, by which the volume is preserved. Conversely, fingd point of the normalized
Ricci flow is an Einstein metric.

We start by defining the (unnormalized) Einstein flow equaée the gradient flow

(5.2) 5(t) = —2Bin(2(t))

on M(K™). Here and in what follows, denotes taking the time derivative’dt. The factor
2 is in order to conform with the standard convention in th@atin case and can obviously be
changed by a suitable rescaling of the time.

Flows starting at an Einstein metric of type | are partidylaimple.

Proposition 5.1. Let (K", z,) be a p.l. Einstein space of type I. Then
(5-2) é(t) = fn(t)éo

is a solution to the flow equatiof®.1) with initial condition z(¢ = 0) = z,. In particular z(t)
is an Einstein metric of the same type.
With the notation
r(t) = k(K" 2(1))
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andx = k(t = 0) for the initial value, the following relation is valid
(5.3) k() = f(£)9/ 2,

Forn # 6 f,(t) is of the form

(5.4) Flt) = (1+ (n— 6)kt) 75

valid forall 0 < ¢t < coif (n — 6)x > 0and forall0 <t < —((n — 6)x)~Lif (n — 6)x < 0,
while

(5.5) fe(t) =e 2 forall 0<t< oo.

Thus whenn — 6)x < 0, thenf,, tends to zero in finite time i, < 6 and to infinity in finite
time whenn > 6. So far we have not been able to prove an analogous resulirfsteh metrics
of type II.

Proof. Make [5.2) an Ansatz. Thef (4.1) in case of type | combinetl {@i12) give the differ-
ential equation

(5.6) Falt) = =2k f, ()92,

which may be transformed into

(n—6)

d(fn)” 2 =(n—-06)xdt, n #6,
dln fg = —2k dt.
Combined with the initial conditiorf,,(¢ = 0) = 1 this easily gived(514) and(5.5). (5.3) follows
from (4.6) and[(4.188) and the scaling lals {2.2) dndl(2.7). O

In general, for a solution of (5.1)
d
&Ilz(t)ll2 = —2(n - 2)R(z(t))

follows by (2.9). Since we only consider> 3, under this flow|z(¢)|| increases iR (z(t)) < 0,
decreases iR(z(t)) > 0 and is stationary at timesfor which R(z(t)) = 0.

5.1. Normalized Einstein flows of type |.
Thefirst normalized Einstein flow of typed defined by the differential equation

(5.7) A(t) = —2Bin; (2(t)).
Thesecondhormalized Einstein flow of typed defined by the differential equation

o . 4 (v(z(t)), Bin(2(1)))
(5.8) £(t) = —2Ein(z(t)) + ~ V) 2(1).

Thethird normalized Einstein flow of typdd defined by the differential equation

2 || Ein@)?
=2 Rew) 2

By TheorenT 4.6 a p.l. Einstein metric of type | is a fixed poifitab these flow equations,
whence the name flows of type I. By standard results for nueali differential equations all
these equations have solution&) for all small¢ as long as the initial condition(0) lies in
M(K™). For the third flow[(5.B) one has to assuf@éz(0)) # 0 in addition.

Proposition 5.2. e For any solutionz(t) of the flow equatiorf5.7) ||z(t)|| and V (z(t))
are constant.
e For any solutionz(¢) of the flow equatiorf5.8) the voluméel/(z(¢)) is constant.
e For any solutionz(t) of the flow equatior{5.9) the total scalar curvaturéR (z(t)) is
constant.

(5.9) 2(t) = —2Bin(2(t)) +
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Before we turn to a proof, we use this result to elaborate erdtfierential equation_(517).
@(g(t)) can only become singular, whéfin(z(t)) becomes singular. B{ (2.1L0) in turn this is
only possible i7" |0"~2|(z(t)) becomes singular for at least one paiirc ¢™~2. Therefore by
(3.3) the r.h.s. of(5]7) can only become singular when atleae of the volume™2|(z(t))
tends to zero. The two other flow equations may be discusesthdy.

Proof. (4.9), (4.11) and(5]7) give

S (2(0), 2(0)) = 202(0), 2(0)) = ~4(2(1), B (2(1))) =0,

as well as

%V(g(t)) = (2(t),v(z(1)))
4 (Ein(z(t)),v(z(t)))

n V(z(t))
which proves the first claim. As for the second claim
S V) = E0),0(=0)
4 (u(z(t), Ein(z(t)))

= ~2Bin(=(0) o(2() + o FEGEEEP A0, 0(2(0) = 0.

We have used (2.15). The last claim also follows by argumevtigch by now are standard

d 4 ||Ein(z(t)I?

SRE() = —2||Ein(z(t)|* + n—2 TR(1)

= —2(EBin(z(t)),v(z(t))) +

(z, Ein(z(t))) = 0.

This result states that with initial conditior{0)
e the first normalized Einstein flow of type | is a flow it,._ (o) (K™),
e the second normalized Einstein flow of type Il is aflovw%vzv(g(o))(K"),

e the third normalized Einstein flow of type Ill is a flow Mpzn(é(o))(l(”).

If the initial conditionz(0) happens to be such th@™, z(0)) is Einstein-flat at a 1-simplex
o1, then

e 2! and hence als@,. increase for all smalt if the total scalar curvatur&(z(0)) is
strictly positive.

e 2! and hence alsé,: decrease for all smallif the total scalar curvatur®(z(0)) is
strictly negative.

e 21(t) and hence alsh,: (t) are stationary at= 0, if R(z(0)) = 0.

The following example in 3 dimensions illustrates this pofforn = 3 by (Z.10) the Einstein
vector field takes the form

) ned 1
(5.10) Eingi (K"=3 2) = (1 —03; (01,03)) N

Example 5.3.Let(K"=3', 2’) be a subdivision of K"=3, z). Since the deficit angle around any
ol’ € ©(K™=3' 2') vanishes - see the discussion of relati@B) - (K"=3',2') is Einstein-
flat at sucho! .

Of special interest is the ca$&™=2, 2) = (do*, a), a p.l. Einstein space with positive total
scalar curvature. We now make a specific choice of the sudidivinamely we takeK =3’ a’)
to be the barycentric subdivision. This has the advantaggtiie symmetry ofdo*, a) under
the group of permutations of the vertices is preserved.
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Proposition 5.4. Under the barycentric subdivisigiik™=3', a’) of the p.l. Einstein spad@o?, a),
we have

<0 for ol € OYK"3' d)

>0 for ol'¢OY K3 d).

Accordingly the lengths’, (¢) increase or decrease for all smaillunder the flow(5.7) with

initial condition 2/(t = 0) = d/. Moreover}/zz'\cau(K":?”,g’) takes the same value for all
ol ¢ O (K"=3'd'). In particular the barycentric subdivision of the p.l. Eie space
(0c*, a) is not a p.l. Einstein space.

(5.11) Ric,1 /(K" d) = {

Observe that for a barycentric subdivisiah,, = a,1 wheno!’ < o1,

Proof. The last claim follows by the symmetry of the barycentricdiutsion mentioned above.
Also this common value has to be positive by the first casE.lj5and sincez(t)|? is con-

served under the flovi(3.7) with initial conditiari or equivalently by the tracelessnessitt:,
that is(z’, Ric(z')) = 0. O

By the scaling properties of the quantities involved, we idinately obtain the following

Proposition 5.5. Let z(¢) be a solution of any of the three flow equati@gs?), (5.8) and (5.9)
with initial condition z(0) and letA > 0 be arbitrary. Therz*(t) = A\z(A\(*=9)/%¢) is also a
solution of the same flow equation with initial conditian(0).

Returning to[(5.1) and(5.7), by a proper scaling in spaceiamglone can obtain a solution of
the normalized Einstein flow from one of the Einstein flowlitsendeed, letz(¢) be a solution
of the Einstein flow and sét?) = c(t)z(t) with

t
o(t) = ex o RE)ds  F(p) = / c(s)ds.
0
Thenz(t) is a solution of the first normalized Einstein flow. The praoftist as in the smooth
case, see e.d. [13].
Theorem 5.6.

e Under the first normalized Einstein flo@.7) the total scalar curvature is a strictly
decreasing function dfexcept when(t) is an Einstein metric of type |

(5.12) R(=(1)) = ~2| | B (o) |

e Let z(t) be a solution of the third normalized Einstein flow. Assurt® is not an
Einstein metric of type | an®(z(t)) # 0. Then||z(¢)|| is strictly increasing at if
R(z(t)) > 0 and strictly decreasing atif R(z(¢)) < 0.

Below, see Lemmia’5.13, we will see thafz) remains bounded, whefx|| stays bounded.
Proof. Taking derivative ofR(z(¢)) w.r.t. ¢ and using[(5.7) gives
(5.13) R(z(1)) = (£(t), Bin(2(1)))

= —2(Ric;(2(t)), Ein(z(t)))
and [5.12) follows by((4.10). As for the second claim we claita

614 SI0P = ~4(Bin(0),20)) + nfz ”E;” EOL 10
— —8 Ein(z 2 _(Bin(z 2(t))?
and so the claim follows by Schwarz mequahty. O

Observe that for giventhe right hand side of (5.12) vanishes if and only(if) is an Einstein
metric of type |, see Theorefn_4.6. The same holds for the. mfi.§5.14). An immediate
conseguence is the
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Corollary 5.7. Letz, be an Einstein metric of type I. For the first normalized Eefrstflow of
type | to approacty,, from the initial conditionz(¢ = 0) # z, it is necessary that

o [|z(t = 0)]] = |zo]l

* R(z(t =0)) > R(zo)
holds.

Because any Einstein metric of type | is a fixed point of anyhese three flows, an approach
to such a metric can only be asymptotic due to the followimgrie.

Lemma 5.8. An approach to an Einstein metric of type | under any of thesesflcan at most
be asymptotic.

Proof. It suffices to consider the first flow, for the other two flows fineof is similar with some
adaptions. Assume that under the flow), wherez(0) is not an Einstein metric, an Einstein
metric z, is reached in finite time, say(7") = z,. Consider the time reversed flow defined by
zrev(t) = z(T' —t), 0 <t < T. It satisfies the time reversed flow equation

(5.15) Zrev(t) = 2Ric; (zrev(t))

and starts at(7"). But this leads to a contradiction, singgsy(¢) vanishes fot = 0 by (5.15)
and therefore for ald < ¢ < T by the uniqueness of solutions ¢f (5.15) for given initial
condition. n

We consider the first normalized flow to be the most promisimgfor further studies. Indeed,
in combination with condition (5) of Theorelm 4.6 we have

Corollary 5.9. Assume,,;;, is alocal minimum oRR(z) on the setM,._ . || (K"). Thenz,,;,

is an Einstein metric of type I. Assume in addition that,, is non-degenerate. Then there is a
neighborhood/ (z,,;,) IN M,—._|(K™) of 2,,;,, such that the flows.7) starting there (but
away fromz,, ;) will stay there and approach,,;, asymptotically.

Proof. The first part follows from the following observatiorR (z(t)) is strictly decreasing as
long as the traceless Einstein vector field is non-vanishimcez,;, is a local minimum,
the traceless Einstein vector field must be vanishing thedetfais is equivalent fog, ;, to be
an Einstein metric of the type I. i, ;, iS non-degenerate, there is a neighborhood gf ,
which does not contain another Einstein metric, that is aerocritical point of R(z) on
M. |(K™). Now we again use the fact th&(z(t)) is strictly decreasing away from
an Einstein metric. The last claim follows by the previousihea. O

A further immediate consequence bf (3.13) and Propodifidnsihe relation

(5.16) R=(1) = R(:(0) ~2 | ||z et | [ as

for a solution of the normalized Einstein flow equation upireett.
Each of the three quantities
2

(5.17) AW () = || Bizy )|,
AP (2) = || Bin(z) - n<()v+z)n()>§‘ 2

in 2
AP (z) = M(z)—ni2llE 2)|| H

can be viewed as a measure for how mualeviates from an Elnsteln metric of type | &ff".
The next result states that the total scalar curvature deeseat least linearly in time as long
as one stays strictly away from an Einstein metric.

Corollary 5.10. For given initial conditionz(0), which is not an Einstein metric, let the solution
of the first flow equation exist up to tifié> 0. Then there is a constamt> 0, depending on
z(0) andT only, such that

R(2(t)) < R(2(0)) — 2ct
holds forall0 < ¢ < T.
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Proof. By assumption, by the continuity ef— z(s) and the continuity of the maps— R(z)
andz — Ein(z)

_ (1)
c= nf “A;((s)

is strictly positive. The claim now follows froni (5.116). O
TheAgi)(g), (1 = 1,2, 3) satisfy the scaling relation
(5.18) AP (z) = 1Al (2),

Therefore their infimum 0 )
N i _ inf A )
7 (7“) gE./\}[I}-(K") I (E)

satisfy the scaling relatio’v }i)()\r) = \"4N }i) (r). We have the obvious result

Lemma 5.11. For K™ to have an Einstein metric of type I, it is necessary tNéft) (r)y=0
holds for alli and some: > 0 (and hence alt).

From [5.16) we derive tha priori estimate
(5.19) R(=(t)) < R(2(0)) — 2N}V (|2(0)]])
for any initial conditionz(0).

In AppendiX @ we prove the next lemma. It provides smoothpesgerties of the total scalar
curvature and the Einstein vector field, some of which weaalyehave used.

Lemma 5.12. The volume, the total scalar curvature, the Einstein vefitdd and the traceless
Einstein vector fields are smooth functions of the metdc M (K™).

Therefore by standard results from the theory of diffeadrgguations, for given initial con-
dition z(0) € M(K™) there is a unique solution(t) € M(K"™) to the normalized Einstein
equation of type | fob < ¢ < T (T > 0). We will chooseT’ to be maximal, thus allowing for
T = oo and theril” depends on the initial condition condition ony,= 7°(z(0)). Observe that
the solution can not run to infinity, sin¢g:(¢)|| = ||z(0)|| for all ¢.

So if we assum@’ < oo, thenz(T') € IM(K™) N M, |(K™).

If we could prove that the vector fieI@I(g) is “tangential” to the boundarg M (K™)
for 2 € OM(K™), and hence actually “tangent” @M, (K™), then the flow could never
leave M (K™) and we would have arrived at a contradiction tfiats finite. So we turn to a
more detailed analysis, first of the total scalar curvattive Ricci vector field and the traceless
Einstein vector fields near the the boundary and then to dgsasaf the boundary itself. The
following bounds are obvious

0" < eillzl[*? 0< (0" 0") < 1.

The ¢, < oo are universal constants. L&f,(K™) denote the number df-simplexes inK™”,
and

Ny (K™) = max t(o' : ol Do"),
okeKm

the maximum number of timeskasimplex is the face of airsimplex.
Lemma 5.13. The bounds
V(2) < eaNu(K™)||2]["?
IR(K™, 2)| < Cn—QNn—2(K)Nn—2,n(Kn)Hé"(1%2)/2
are valid.
As an immediate consequence we obtain the following rebviti
Rumin(r) = min R(z)

z:|lzll=r
the estimate
Runin(r) 2 —cn—aNn—a(K™) Ny (K")r("=2)/2
is valid. Combining this with the estimate (5119) we obtdia t
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Proposition 5.14. If K" is such thatN;(K",r) > 0, then a flow starting at, cannot be
continued beyond the tin¥é with

< 1

~ 2Np (K™ ||zoll)
< 1

~ 2Np (K™ ||zoll)

T (R(Kn7§0) _Rmin(Kn7H§OH))

(ROE™, 20) ~ naNo 2 (K" Ny o (K |zgl " 12).

5.2. Normalized Einstein flows of type II.
In this subsection we provide an alternative definition obenmalized Einstein flow and which
is closely related to the concept of a p.l. Einstein spacgp tl. For this definition we invoke
the gradient of the volume.

By definition thefirst normalized Einstein flow equation of typedigiven as
(5.20) £(t) = —2Ricy;(2(t)),
see[(4.2D). The right hand side bf (5.20) equals

-2V ()" D"V (2),

seel(4.2PR).

By definition thesecondhormalized Einstein flow equation of typddlgiven as

(v(z(1)), Ein(2(t)))
GoE et

By definition thethird normalized Einstein flow equation of typadigiven as
|Ein(=O)F
(v(2(t)), Ric(2(t)))
By Propositiorf 4.9 an Einstein metric of type Il is a fixed gainder all these flows. Set
MO(K™) = {z € M(K™) | {u(2), Ric(z)) = 0}.
In analogy to Proposition 5.2 we have

Proposition 5.15. Under the flon(5.20)||z(¢)|| is constant while under the flo@.21)V (z(t))
is constant. Under the flo@.22)R(z(t)) is constant as long as(t) ¢ M°(K™).

(5.21) 5(t) = —2Bin(2(t)) + 2

(5.22) £(t) = —2Bin(z(t)) + 2

Recall that unless the Einstein mettjcof type Il is Einstein-flat, one has(z,), Ein(z,)) #
0, that isz, ¢ M°(K™). Therefore by continuity there is a whole neighborhood gfwhich
does not meeM°(K™).

Proof. The first claim follows from the tracelessnes@m since

% (2(t), 2(t)) = 2(2(t), (1)) = —4(z(1), Ricy1(2(1))) = 0.
As for the second claim

d .
3 VE®) = E0),0E0)

— 2 Bin(=(t), v(x(r))) + 2 UED, EDU(D))

G e)ul=(t) =0

The proof of the last claim is analogous and will be left out. O

In analogy to Proposition 5.5 we have

Proposition 5.16. Let z(¢) be a solution of one of the three flow equatidf0) (5.21)and
(5.22)with initial condition z(0) and letA > 0 be arbitrary. There*(t) = Az(A*~9/2¢) is a
solution of the same flow equation with initial conditian(0).



24 R. SCHRADER

@@:_5@7:R<_L?%,
V(z) = V(z)n

a scale invariant quantity. In analogy to Theofem 5.6 we have

Set

Theorem 5.17. Under the flom@)ﬁ(g(t)) is decreasing and strictly decreasing except at
an Einstein metric of type Il

(5.23) %ﬁ(z(t)) = —W

— 2
Ricyy(=(1))|| -

Under the flomB.21) R (z(¢)) is strictly decreasing except at an Einstein metric of tylpgule
to

1

620) RE) = 2 |

oz Zin(z)I]” — (u(z(t), Bing(2(t)))?)

and Schwarz inequality.

The comment after Corollafy 5.7 carries over to the presiémation: Since any Einstein
metric of type Il is a fixed point of the flo (5.20), any apprbao such a metric under this flow
can at most be asymptotic.

Proof. A short calculation gives
SR() = ——— (200). By (1))
dt V(z(t) ™=
and [5.2B) follows by inserting the flow equatidn (3.20)2@.follows by an easy calculation,
so the last claim is a consequence of Schwarz inequality tatehsent (8) in Theorem 4.101]

In analogy to Corollar{ 517 we have the

Corollary 5.18. Letz, be an Einstein metric of type II. For the first normalized Eeis flow of
type Il to approachy, from the initial conditionz (¢ = 0) # z, it is necessary that

o [lz(t = 0)][ = [zl
e R(z(t =0)) > R(20)
holds.

For the second normalized Einstein flow of type Il to approagirom the initial condition
z(t = 0) # z, itis necessary that
o V(z(t =0)) = V(z)
e R(z(t=0)) > R(zp)
holds.

In analogy to Corollar{ 5]9 we have

Corollary 5.19.

e Letz . be a local minimum ofR(z) on the setM,_ ...
neighborhood/(z,,;,) in M,—. | /(K") of z
there will stay there and approach),;,. -

e Letz,,, be alocal minimum ofR(z) on the setM,_y . ,(K"). Then there is a
neighborhood/(z,,;,) in Mvvzv(émm)(l(") of 2,1, SUch that the flows.21) starting

there will stay there and approach),;,,-

|(K™). Then there is a
such that the flow.20) starting

min?
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In analogy to[(5.1]7), each of the quantities

RO = ||Bienta)||
AP (2) = || Bin(z) - %M&)Hz
||Ein(z)|?

AP (z) = ||Bin(z) -

(w(2), Bin(2)) %

is a measure for how much the metticleviates from an Einstein metric of type Il éf".

6. SECOND VARIATION OF THE TOTAL SCALAR CURVATURE AT THE BOUNDARY
OF THE EQUILATERAL 4—SIMPLEX.

In this section we will analyze the behavior Rf{0o*, z), wherez is close to the Einstein
metric a, by computing the second variation. Similar calculatioagehbeen carried out on the
double tetrahedron in [10].

As a preparation we discuss the general case, namely thedseoter variation of the total
scalar curvature at an arbitrary p.l. Einstein spa&é, z ;) (of the first or second type). Then
we consider the variation at fixed fourth moment of the edgegttes, that ig|z||? stays fixed.
Finally we determine the variation at fixed volufiiéz). For a corresponding discussion in the
smooth case see [41].

The pseudomanifolds* has five vertices and tein-simplexes. The relationsa||? = 10a?
anda ) 1 u,1 = (a,u) will often be used without explicit mentioning. Any nonemysiet of
vertices defines a simplex 8v*. Therefore anyt — simplex is contained in threg- simplexes.
The automorphism grouput(ds?) is easily seen to be isomorphic$g, the permutation group
of 5 elements. In fact, any restrictionc Aut(dc*) to the five vertices is just a permutation.
Conversely any permutation of the vertices can uniquely be extended to an automorphism
of the pseudomanifolds*. Any automorphism automatically extends to a metric praagr
automorphism ofdo*,a). We shall refer to this observation as tegmmetry(of (Jo*, a)).
There is a representation— T'(s) of Aut(do?) into GL(10,R) given as(T(s)z),1 = 2s-1,1,
where we assume the setiof simplexes to be ordered in some wdy.s) is just a permutation
matrix anddet 7'(s)? = 1 holds. Observe that the set tf x 10 permutation matrices defines
a representation of the permutation gréyp, a much greater set.

Furthermore consider the following linear real represimmas — O(s) of Aut(ds*) onR'?
given as(O(s)z),1 = x4-1,1. Since obviously|O(s)z|| = ||z||, this representation is also
orthogonal. It leaves1(do*) and each\, ,(9o*) invariant. In other wordsiut(do*) acts as
a transformation group on each of these spa@#s, a) is the only fixed point om/lHQH(aa‘*).

Let z(¢) be a local differentiable one-parameter family of edge flesgquared and let
denote differentiation w.r.t.. By (2.11)

(6.1) R="Y 8" o2+ Y 5" %)|on2].
on—2 on—2
The obvious relations
o2 =3 2,00 0",
ol
02 = 3" 2,07 0"+ Y 212,007 07 0"
1 1

p al,p

give the general relation

(6.2) R=— Z Z Z (072, 0m) )20 07 lo" 2|

on—2 onDon— 2

+ Y 60" <:z'plapl|a"2| +Zzglzplaolaﬂl|a“|>.

P%Un_Q ol
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In the concrete case ¢0c*,a) we are able to determine the explicit form of the second order
variation.

6.1. Second variation of the total scalar curvature with fixed fouth
moment of the edge lengths.

Theorem 6.1. The second order variation of the total scalar curvature MHQ”(%—A‘) at
(80, a) is negative definite. Therefof@c?, a) is a local maximum oM, (95*).

For a comparison with the smooth case, seé [41], p. 125.

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to a proof ofttiderem. So we specialiZe (6.2)
to (0o, a), such that in particulan = 3, and we will take recourse tb (6.1) rather thanl(6.2).
Also we make the choice

a+tu
6.3 z(t) = ||a||7——,
(6.9 2(t) = llallo o
a vector with||z(¢)|| = ||a|| andz(t = 0) = a. u is arbitrary and—s < t < ¢ withe > 0

sufficiently small. )
SetF,(t) = R(z(t)), so the object of interest i8,,(t = 0). Observe that,—(¢) is a
constant, namelyz(a). The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 6.2. For any X the relation

(6.4) Fy—i—)\g(t) = Fg(t/)
witht' = ¢/(1 + At) is valid, such that
d? d?
(6.5) e funra(t=0)= W@(t’ =0)
holds. In particularF,(t) is constant if?(a)u = w and
(6.6) Eu(t=0) = Fg_pa)u(t = 0).

holds for generak.

Proof. (6.4) follows from the trivial relation
a+t(u+ ) a+tu

la+tlu+Aa)|l  [la+ tull
(€.5) follows from a short calculation using (6.4) and thiatien

By(t = 0) = R(z(t = 0)) = (2(t = 0), YR(a)) = (2(t = 0), ka) = 0,

which holds due td{618) and sin¢8s*, a) is a p.l. Einstein space. The last claims follows from
(6.4) by making the choicé = —(a, u)/||a||?, such thatz + Aa = 0 and by using[{(6]5). [

For the computation of (6.1) the derivatives therein haveetaalculated. The relation

o 1 ((a+tu),u)
©7) 200 = lall (- (L
gives
(6.8) 2t=0)= (- P(a)u
and therefore the first variation of the total scalar cumatit = 0 vanishes as should be, since
(6.9) R(z(t =0)) = (2(t = 0), VR(a)) = (2(t = 0),ka) = 0.
Relation [(6.8) gives
" _ o _ _7301(75:0)_ 1 B
610) [0zl = 0)) = Vit = 0) = == = == (1= P@)u)1.
Taking the derivative of (617) gives
o o, few) o (uw) 3((a + tu), u)?
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and hence

i} (a,w)  (w,u)  3{a,u)?
(6.12) Ht=0)=—2 u— a a.

)= P et el

The relation

. 1 5.(t=0) 1 2%(t=0)
6.13 t=0) == -
(6.13) =0 =5 =0 iz, = 0pn
implies

(@ uuy 1vawy 3va(u Plaw 1(I-Pla) w)?,
vallal? 2 a2 laf]? 4 a3/ )

where(a, u)?/||a||* = (u, P(a)u) has been used. Now we are able to provide the second term
on the r.h.s. of((6l1) in the present context. A short cataagives the following quadratic
form

(6.15) (u, Qau) = Z(S <1 — — arccos —) Z ol (a

that is

(6.14) |o|(2(t = 0)) = —

3 3 1
(6.16) Q2 = T (1 — 5, arceos §> (I—- P(a)).

Use has been made of the symmetry by whichséH') are equal. Note that this result is in
agrement with relation (6.5). Actually by this relation omay make the replacement —
(I — P(a))u in (6.14) providing an easier proof ¢f (6]15). Below, ded 19, a similar argument
will be used to simplify an otherwise lengthier calculation

The termS(al) in (€.1) (withn = 3) is harder to come by. By the chain rule

(6.17) 3oty =" 0" 5(c"
1
that is
(6.18) oty ==Y M7 Pz,

with the 10 x 10 matrix
(6.19) M7= ooy = YD o (et 0P).

03D0l, 03Dpt

We claim that?”' (¢!, 53) = 0 unless bottp! ands! are ino® and then

_ 1 if Ul :pl
pl/ 1 3 _ 27Ta13\/§ ; 1 1 .1 1
(6.20) 0 (00,0°)a) =9 5mm7s T o FphoNp #D
1 ; 1 1 _
" if olnpl=0.

The summation oves? in (6.19) may be carried out using the combinatorial stmectf 9o?,
see the discussion at the beginning Appendix D, to give

__1 i 1_ 1
1 2ray/2 if o P
(6.21) MP7 = 2m2—3\/§ if ol#£plolnpl £0
—27"1\/5 if olnpl=0.

In particular M is a symmetric matrix. The proof will be given in Appendix Dhus

(6.22) §(o")(a) ==Y M7 7 (a) (I - P(a))u),n -

1
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Introduce the symmetric matricéé, and N,

1 if olnpt=
(6.23) D L
0 otherwise

e 11 1A 1
(6.24) N2:{1 if ol #£pl,olnp 7&@‘

0 otherwise

An explicit matrix representation df; and N, will be given AppendixD.
Lemma 6.3. [27] N1 No = No N7 = 2(N; + N2) holds, so that these matrices commute. They
have the spectral decompositions
(6.25) I=H,+H,+Hs , Ny =3H, —2H,+ H; , Ny = 6H, + H; — 2H5

I— P(a) = (91 — Ny — N»)/10 = H, + H;
with the orthogonal projectionél; to i—dimensional eigenspaces:
(6.26) Hy := (I+ Ny + N»)/10 , Hy := (61—4N, + Ny)/15 , Hs := (31+ Ny — No)/6.

The proof will be given in Appendik D by providing an explicitatrix representation for

N1, Ny andl — P(Q)
Set

(6.27) L 7

M=—"FF=M.

27a3/26+/2
With respect to a specific ordering of thhe-simplexes and hence of the matrix indices idt
M is given by [D.B) in AppendikD. Therefore with

(6.28) Q1 =—(1 - P(a))M(1 - P(a))
we have
1 A~ A
(629) Ql - le W|th Ql == 5H4 - 10H5

To prove the theorem, it suffices to analyze the spectru® ef ;1 + Q2. Indeed, observe
thata € ker @ and hence alsu, Qa) = 0 as predicted by Lemnia 6.2. $ds an eigenvalue
of @ of multiplicity at least 1. The tangent spaggM (9o, a) to M(do?,a) at a, however,

is just (I — P(a)). Therefore, if we can show th& < 0 and that0 is a simple eigenvalue,
then we are done. Finally, it suffices to prove this for oneiaifa and we choose such that
27a3/261/2 = 1. So for the matrixQ; — (1 — P(a)) = (5 — k)Hy + (=10 — ) Hs, with

Kk = 9v2r (1 — % arccos %) = 16.4846, we obtain its eigenvalues and their multiplicities as
[26]

—26.4846 (5 —fold), —11.4846 (4 —fold), 0 (simple.

This shows in particular thaxis a simple eigenvalue.
The degeneracies of the eigenvalues in the two secondivagdtave a simple explanation
in terms of representation theory. Indeed we have the faligw

Theorem 6.4. Both N; and N, are intertwiners for the representatiaf(s) of Aut(do*) on
R, In additionO(s)P(a) = P(a)O(s) = P(a) holds.

Proof. The last part is trivial. As for the first part observe that &oy pair of 1-simplexes!
andr! and anys the following is valid
e ol =srlifandonly ifs~lo! =7
e 0! andst! have exactly one vertex in common if and only'c! and 7! have one
vertex in common
e o' and st! have no vertex in common if and onky 'o! and 7! have no vertex in
common.

The first claim then follows directly from the definitions &% and.N,. O
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Corollary 6.5. The spaceRan H; i = 1, 4,5 are invariant under the representati@n(s).
Proof. This follows directly from [6.25). O

Now decompose the representationfs) into irreducible components. By this theorem each
of the second variations is a multiple of the identity tramsfation on each of the irreducible
components. Of courdean P(a) is the (only) invariant subspace for the trivial represtota

Lemma 6.6. The alternating representation— sign s does not appear as a sub-representation
of O(s).

Proof. Assume there ig such thatD(s) x = sign s  holds for alls. We will show thatz = 0.
Fix anyo!. Thenz, 1,1 = signs z,: by the definition ofO(s). Let s be the transposition of
the two vertices contained in', such thakigns = —1 ands~'o! = o!. Thereforez,: = 0
holds. Sincer! is arbitrary, this concludes the proof. O

As for its irreducible representatior$; has two one-, four-, and five- dimensional represen-
tations and one 6-dimensional representation. The repi@E#fEn matrices can be chosen such
that their entries are integer valued, see €.gl [20], pagen@80. Observe thatr O(s) = 4
holds for any transpositios. By comparison, an inspection of the characters evaluatétea
transpositions shows that the four-dimensional reprasent arising as a sub-representation
of our O(s) is the one denoted by in [20]. Similarly the five-dimensional representation
arising as a sub-representation(®fs) is the one denoted by in [20]. This gives all irre-
ducible components aP(s): The trivial one- , the four-dimensional representatiorand the
five-dimensional representatid#i, all appearing once. To sum up, this discussion explains the
degeneracies of the two eigenvalues of the second vargation

This completes the proof of Theorém6.1.

6.2. Second variation of the total scalar curvature with fixed voume. Now we will consider
the variation with
V(Q)Q/B
V(a+ tu)?/3
2(0) = aand by [2Z2)V (z(t)) = V(a) for all t. Set
My ()(00) = {z € M(85%) |V (2) = V(a)}
andG,(t) = R(z(t)). In analogy to LemmBa 612 there is

(6.30) 2(t) = (a+ tu).

Lemma 6.7. For any A the relation

(6.31) Guiaa(t) = Gyu(t)
with ¢ = t/(1 + At) is valid, such that

d? d?
(632) @GH+)\Q(t - O) - WGQ(IS, - O)
holds. In particularG,,(t) is constant ifP(a)u = v and
(6.33) ég(t =0)= G(]IfP(g))g(t =0)
holds for all w.

Proof. (6.31) follows from the trivial scaling relation
1 1
t Aa)) =
Via+t(u+ Aa)) a+HutAra) (14 X)V/2V (a + t'u)
and the scaling behavior of the Regge curvature. In a momentillvprove
(6.34) 2(t=0) = (I- P(a))u.

Therefore the arguments in the proof of Lemimd 6.2 may be takento verify the remaining
claims. 0

(a+t'u)
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Theorem 6.8. The second variatiotir, (t = 0) defines an indefinite, non-degenerate quadratic
form on the tangent spac:lig/\/lv(g)(aa“). Thus(dc?, a) is a saddle point of the total scalar
curvature when restricted to the spagéy ) (0o*).

Since the gradient of the volume at = a is parallel tag, the two tangent spacég My (0o*)
andT, My () (00*) coincide.
Again for a comparison with the smooth case, seé [41].

Proof.

V(Q)2/3 . 9 V( )2/3
Via+tw)?3  3V(a+tu)/?

To establish[(6.34), observe thgu) = A\a holds with\ = (a,v(a))/||a|[*. Therefore

(6.35) A(t) =

(v(a + tu),u)(a + tu).

(6.36) (w(a), u) = (g, v(a)) (g, w) _V( )(a , 1)

lall? llall®

Use has been made of the Euler relation (2.15). Insertirgginho [6.35) (witht = 0) proves
6.34).

As a consequence ¢f(6]34) the first variat@p(t = 0) vanishes as it should. Indeed,

(6.37) Gu(t =0) = (2(t = 0), Ein(a)) = (I - P(a))u, ka) = 0.
In addition
(6.38) 01](2(t = 0)) = 2\% (1= P(a))u),:

holds due to[(6.34). By (6l.8) and (6]134(¢ = 0) agree for both variation§(8.3) arid (6.30). The
same holds true foig!|(t = 0) by (6.10) and[(6.38). Thus the first term [n(6.1) leads to the

same quadratic form which we now denote®yy, that isQ; v = Q1.
The second derivative afis

4 V(a)¥? 10 V(a)*?

(6.39) () = (v(a+tu), wyu + — (v(a + tw), u)*(a + tu)

3W 9 W
2 V(a?®
3V s LYV et ), udula+tu),
such that by({(6.36)
Slh — la, > 5(a,u)? 2 1

The following observation allows us to shorten the cal¢otat By (6.33) we may make the
substitutionu — (I — P(a))u. Thus the two first terms on the r.h.s. bf (6.40) vanish. The
general relation(6.13) then gives under this substitution

(6.41) |ol|(z(t = 0)) = \/z51(t = 0)

1 2v/2
= 575 ([= Pa)u): - H« — P(a))u, My (I - P(a))u)
for all ¢! and with the symmetri¢0 x 10 matrix My, given as
(6.42) M =" V(@)= Y 0707 |0 (a).
o3€dot

Thus we arrive at the following quadratic forms

(649) T (010 (21=0) = (1——arccos—)§j|ol| w Qo+ Qav) )
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with
. 1 3 1
(6.44) Qv = T 1— o, Arccos 3 (I— P(a))

44/2 3 1

Qsv = o <1 — g, arccos §> (I - P(a))My (I — P(a)).
Lemma 6.9. My is given as
V2 o~ 23/2

(6.45) My = IRl s = WMVA
with

6 if pl=r7!
(6.46) ML =S -2 it plrlplnrl £

3 if pln7rt=10
and

if pl=r!
(6.47) My =92 if pt#EL T A0
1 if plnrl=0
The proof of this lemma will be given in AppendiX E. With respéo the ordering[(DJ2) of

the 1—simp|exes]\73y and ]\747‘/ have a matrix representation given by (D.4) and{(D.5). To
sum up, we have

(6.48) Qv = (I- P(a))My (I - P(a))
with J\AIV given as
(6.49) My = = M — v T+ 3 My + 74 My
and where
1 1 3 1
) = - (12 it
(6.50) " a3 Yo TG ( 5, Arccos 3)

1 1 3 1 1 1 3 1
= — — arccos — = —= — —— arccos - | .
BT632 U 2n 3)7 T a2\ 2r 3

SetQy = wQy. With ¢ := v /v = V2(x(1 — 2 arccos~1(1/3)))7! ~ 1.09193 the
following spectral decomposition
(6.51)

Qv = (I-P(a)) <—c M—6T+4Mys+ J\YVA) (I- P(a)) = (—11+5¢)Hy+(46—10c) Hs

is valid. In order to establish th&}y is indefinite for alla with O being a simple eigenvalue, it
suffices to show thaf)y, has these properties. B@t, has the following approximate eigenval-
ues with multiplicities[[26]:

—5.54 (4 —fold), 0 (simple), 35.08 (5 — fold)

In particular we see again thais a simple eigenvalue. Also the interpretation of the degen
cies is as above, see Theorem 6.4. This concludes the prabieoireni 6.8. O

7. OPEN PROBLEMS.

The material provided so far gives rise to a host of open prab| of which we list some

¢ Besides the examples already given find additional p.l.tEinspaces.

e In particular find p.l. Einstein metrics, which are of typeutimot of type Il or vice
versa.

e Given a pseudomanifol&™, which admits an Einstein metric, are there proper subdi-
visions of K™, which also admit an Einstein metric?
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e Given two pseudomanifold&; and K» admitting Einstein metrics (of the same type),
find necessary and sufficient conditions for the simplicialdoct K1 A K (see[43] for
the definition) admitting an Einstein metric of the same type

e Compact hyperbolic manifolds are Einstein spaces. Do thgg triangulations, which
admit an Einstein metric?

e Given any smooth (compact) Einstein spaet does it admit a sequence of finer and
finer triangulations having Einstein metrics, such thatrégilting p.l. Einstein spaces
approachM, e.g. in the sense of the Gromov-Hausdorff metric? For exaip their
total curvatures approach the total curvaturé\of cf. [12]?

e Can one use the concepts introduced here for interestingmecathsimulations?

For comparison recall some well known facts in the case ofifiolds.

¢ In three dimensiong,M, g) is an Einstein manifold if and only if it has constant sec-
tional curvature, see e.gl[5].

e If (M, g) is a four-dimensional Einstein manifold, thg)/) > 0 with equality only if
(M, g) is flat [2].

e (J. Thorpe) If(M, g) is a compact oriented Einstein manifold of dimensignthen
X (M) > 3/2|7(M)| holds, wherer (M) is the signature of/ [46],[24].

APPENDIXA. SMOOTH EINSTEIN SPACES

For the purpose of making comparisons, we recall some basicvall known facts from
the theory of Einstein spaces in Riemannian geometry, sed%:(41]. In addition and for the
purpose of comparison we shall elaborate on relationsrddarom scaling the metric.

Let M be a smooth, compact and closed dimensional manifold. For any smooth Rie-
mannian metrig;, given in local coordinateslc1 x2,--- 2") as

Zgw )ydzida’

the volume form is
dvol(g)(x) = \/det gij(z) dz' Ada?--- A da",
the Ricci tensor is
Ric(g Z Ric(g);j(x)dz’ A

and the scalar curvature is

(A1) Z g (x)Ric(g )ij ()

where ¢¥/ () is the matrix inverse tcyij(x). As usual, raising and lowering of indexes is
achieved with these metric tensors. Also from now on we wsk the Einstein summation
convention. The volume is

(A.2) Vi(g) = A dvol(g)(z).

thetotal scalar curvaturas

By definitiong is anEinstein metri@and correspondingly}M, g) anEinstein spacé there exists
a constant such that

(A.3) Ric(g)(z) = kg(x)



PIECEWISE LINEAR MANIFOLDS: EINSTEIN METRICS AND RICCI FL@/S 33

holds for allz € M. If g is an Einstein metric and iRic(g)(x) vanishes for some, then
trivially & = 0 and thereforeRic(g)(z) = 0 for all z, that is(M, g) is Ricci-flat, compare
Propositio 4.4 for a corresponding result in the p.l. ceinte

If n > 3, which we shall assume from now on, then by (A.1) necess&ly (z) is constant
on M - therefore equal t&(g) - andk is given as

(A.4) k= %}_%(g).
In general
(n.5) Ric(g)(a) — O gy

is called thetraceless parbf Ric(g)(x) and which means

S aa)  Riclahi) - 22 i) ) ~o

n

a direct consequence ¢f (A.1). Its integrated version

w8 [ S (Rictoyle) - T g00) ) avot(g) )~
i,

is of course a much weaker statement.

Given a metrigy, the scaled metrigg with A > 0is given in local coordinates \g);; (z) =
Agij(z). Then trivially (Ag)¥ (z) = A~1g" (x) holds. If F(g) is any functional ofy, like V(g)
or R(g), thenF'(g) is said to benomogeneous of degree if F'(Ag) = \™F(g) holds for all
g. Similarly a functionalF'(g) of g, which is a function on/, is homogeneous of degree if
F(Ag)(z) = A™F(g)(z) holds for allz € M. Examples are

(A7) V(Ag) =" V(g), R\g)(@)=A"R(g)(z), R(\g)=A""2R(g).

For any functionalF'(g) its variational derivative (intuitively an infinite dimeiosal gradient)

is written as
)

F(g).
0945 () (@)
More precisely, let(z) = 3, ; hij(x)dz'dz’ be any symmetric tensor field. Then the varia-

tional derivative is uniquely defined as a linear functiomaltthe space of all smooth symmetric
tensor fieldsh by

M8 IF0) = GFom)| = [ S k@) S ).
Standard examples are |
(A9) Vi) = 300 5t Rle) = = (icla) (o) - MG ) )

LemmaA.1. If F(g) is homogeneous of degree thenV F'(g) is homogeneous of degree— 1

and
0

69ij ()
is homogeneous of degree— n/2 — 1.

F(g)

Proof. We differentiate

t
F(g +th) = X"F(g + +h)

w.r.t. t at¢ = 0 and obtain

VF(Ag)(h) = A"V F(g)(h),
which is the first claim. As for the second, we observe that (¢)(x) is homogeneous of order
n/2, from which the second claim follows. O
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V(g) serves as an example. Also by(ARjc(g)¥ (x) is homogeneous of degree as is
R(9)(x)g" (z), see[(AB). Therefore

Ric(g)ij(x) = R(9)™ (2)gin ()15 (x)
is homogeneous of degréeThis is compatible with[{Al1).
Corollary A.2. If g is an Einstein metric, so i&g for all A > 0.
The next lemma is an infinite dimensional version of Euleglation.

Lemma A.3. If F(g) is homogeneous of degreethen

(A.10) vF@)a) = [ g@-j<x>%ﬂg>dvoz<gxw> = mF(g)
holds.

Proof. Although we expect this to be well known, here is the shoropr&or¢ small consider
F(g+tg) = (1+1t)™F(g). Taking the derivative at= 0 gives [A.10) in view of[(A.8). O

AgainV (g) andR(g) serve as examples. Consider the functional

~ 1 1
(A.11) R(g) = WR(Q) =R <W9> )

a scale invariant quantity, and observe that

* (wge) =

Since the Leibniz rule holds for the variational derivati{&.8) gives

(A.12)
6 =~ 1 . ij R(g)(z ij n—2_— ij
WR(Q) = V(R (RZC(Q) () — %9 (z) + =, —R(9)g ($)> :
Assume now tha is a critical point ofR(-). This implies
Ric(g)" (z) - D) i) "2 Rg) g (@) =0,

Taking the trace, see (A.1), gives

n n—2—
R(g)(z) — 5R(9)(z) + —5—R(g) =0,
that is the scalar curvature equals the average scalartotgya
R(g)(x) = R(9),
which when reinserted intd (A.112) shows tlgais an Einstein metric. The converse is also true,

that is an Einstein metric is a critical point &(g). There is an alternative way of defining
Einstein metrics. Consider

(A.13) A(g) = R(g) + £V (9).

In physicsk has the interpretation of a cosmological constant. At acatipointg of A(-) the
relation

(A.14) — (Rz'c(g)ij (z) —

holds. Taking traces gives

wgij(xo +59"(x) =0

~R(g)(x) + SR(9)(@) + 5r =0

such thatR(g)(x) is constant and

2—n 2—n

R(9)(z) = ——R(9),

which when reinserted int@ (A.114) shows tlyas an Einstein metric.

(A.15) K=
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There is another way of obtainingand moreover of defining an Einstein space. Giyglet
L?(M,dvol(g)) be the Hilbert space of all square integrable functiongbw.r.t. the measure
dvol(g)). The scalar product is written ds -),. Similarly let £2(M, dvol(g)) denote the real
Hilbert space of all square integrable symmetric tensoddiel hat is for two such tensor fields

H = Hjj(r)d2'ds?, K = K;j(z)dz'da’
the scalar product, which without risk of confusion will@lse denoted by:, -),, is given as

(H.K)y = [ Hy(@) K (@)dvol(g)(a),
which indeed is positive definite, an easy consequence afi¢ieknown

Lemma A.4. LetM,,,,(R,n x n) be the linear space of all real and symmetric n matrices
and letG € M, (R,n x n) be positive definite. Then the real and symmetric bilineemfo

(A, B)¢ = Tr(AGBQG)
onM,y,m (R, n x n) is positive definite. In particular the Schwarz inequalgyholds.
Thus for example

LDy =V(9), (9,99 =1V(9), (9,Ric(g))g = (R(9)9,9) =R(9),

wherel is the function onM equal to 1. We will denote byj ||, the norms in both spaces
L?(M,dvol(g)) andL£2(M, dvol(g)). Due to [A1) the inequality

(A.16) 1R(9)ll5 < nl|Ric(9)]l3

is another consequence of the lemma. SiR¢g) = (R(g),I), we also have the inequality
(A.17) R(9)* < [IR(@IIFV (9)-

Theorem A.5. The following inequality is valid

(A.18) R(9)* < nV(9g)l|Ric(g)ll;

with equality if and only ify is an Einstein metric and then equality (A.16) holds. If(M, g)
is an Einstein space which is not Ricci-flat, theis also given as
_ |IRic(g)]
R(g)
Observe that for an Einstein metric equality[in (A.18) alsiofvs from [A.4) and[(A.ID).
Proof. The first part is a direct consequence of Schwarz inequalityyhich [A.18) is an equal-
ity if an only if Ric andg are collinear. Alternatively (A.18) follows by combining\.(L6) wi

(A.17). The second part follows by taking the scalar proddd.3) with Ric(g) and te next
lemma. O

(A.19)

Lemma A.6. An Einstein space is Ricci-flat if an only if its total scalameature vanishes.

Proof. If the Einstein space is Ricci-flat then obviousR(g) = 0. As for the converse, if
R(g) = 0, thenk = 0 by (A.I5) and hence the Ricci tensor vanishes. O

Corollary A.7. Equality in(A.16) holds if and only if for allz there isx(x) such thatRic(g)(x) =
k(z)g(x) holds. Equality in(A.18) implies equality in(A.16).

Proof. If Ric(g)(x) = k(x)g(z) holds for allz with a suitablex(x) then [A.16) holds. Con-
versely assume_(A.16) holds. Then for almostalthere isx(z) such thatRic(g)(x) =
k(z)g(x) holds. But thenk(z) = R(g)(z)/n for thesex and by continuity we can make
this relation hold for allz. The last claim is now obvious. O

Again for comparison we conclude with recalling HamiltoRécci flow equations. The
unnormalized flow equation for the metric is defined as

%g(t)ij(m) = —2Ric(g(t))i;(x)
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while the normalized one is given as

(A.20)  g(t)is(x) = ~2Riclg(0)y(2) + > R(g() g(0)y ()

Under the normalized flow the volume is conserved. This fadl@asily by taking the derivative
of V(g(t)) with help the first relation in_(A]9), the flow equation and T). Also observe that
the r.h.s. of[(A.2D) vanishes, if(t) is an Einstein metric. In other words, any Einstein metric
is a fixed point of the normalized flow equation. Theofeml A.8 amparticular relation[{A.19)
suggests another normalized Ricci flow.

Ric(g(t))||?
21 Lot = —23ic<g<t>>ij<m>+2% 9(t)ij(2).

which is well defined as long @ (g(t)) # 0. By the previous theorem, any Einstein metric is
a fixed point. Although believed to be known, the author haseen able to locate a reference
for the next result.

Theorem A.8. Under the flom(A.21)) the volumeV/(¢(t)) increases ifR(g(t)) > 0 and de-
creases ifR(g(t)) < 0, while the total scalar curvature itself increases in bo#tses as long as

R(g(t)) # 0.

Proof. We calculate

iy Ric(g(t))|I%,
%V(g(t)) = / g(t)" <_Ric(g(t))ij + %ﬁ%) dvol(g(t))
= —m (Rig(8)? = nV (g(t))] [ Ric(g()]3 )
and the first claim follows from_(A.18). The second claim dois from

R0 = (900 = (Rictalt) = 3Rl )

Ric(g(t)||? '

— (2o + 2PN o, (i) ~ LRto0)o) )
— ~IRo®)0 + nllRiclo 1)1,

and [A.16). O

APPENDIX B. PROOFS OF THE RELATIONS[4.26) — [4.28).

In do™*1 any (n — 2)-simplex is the face o8 n-simplexes. So in units dfr, by (£.23) the
deficit angle at anyn — 2)—simplex is given by

i) = (1 2 v (1))

Now d(n) is @ monotonically decreasing function ofwith limiting value1/4 asn — oco. Its
value forn = 2 is 1/2. Thusd(n) is strictly positive. Also there are a total of

(53)

(n—2)—simplexes ia" . Collecting terms and using{4123) for the volume of an edeitl
(n — 2)—simplex gives the total scalar curvature (4.26). Becaiisg is strictly positive so is
the total scalar curvaturel_(4127) then follows by usingeEslrelation and the fact thadfin,
is independent of . Since there are
n—1
("2")

1—simplexes in arfn. — 2)—simplex, again by Euler’s relation
1 n—2

a(n;1> 2

o
aln—1)

87 0" (a) = 0" 2|(a) = 0" ?|(a)
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wheno! € ¢"2 and zero otherwise. In particuldf'|p!|(a) = 67 #' - 1/2,/a as it should.

Using (4.23) gived(4.25).

APPENDIX C. PROOF OFLEMMA 5.12.

By iteration the relation[{3]13) implies that each volumé(z)| is a smooth function ir.
Thus it suffices to show that each dihedral angle—2, 0™) is also smooth in. As in the proof
of Theorem[(311)4,--- , v, denotes an ordered basishit. It defines a euclidean—simplex
o™, the convex hull the origin and the, - - - , v,,, which thus are the vertices. The edge lengths
squared are thg;||? and the||v; — vi||?, k < i. By the simple polarization formula

1
(C.1) (vi, ve) = 5 (I[oil* + [Jorll” = (i — vk, vi = ve)

all these scalar products are expressible in terms of the ledgths squared. Laf (E™) denote
thel-th exterior power of£™. The inner product on this space is given by

(C.2) (Ty N N yr A Ay = det(a, yg)-

In particular the volume of the euclidean simpleg’ equals
n 1

0" = = llor A Al
n.

Set
0# w; = (—1)%)1/\---/\@/\1)1 € Anil(En).
By (C.1) and[[CR) théw;, wy) are polynomials in the edge lengths squared. This has the fol
lowing consequence. Léi;; be the angle (normalized for) of the two hyperplanes determined
by w; andwy. Then
O =1-— 1 arccos M
™ [wi [ [[wg]|
In fact@w is the dihedral angle at tHe — 2)-simplex, which is the convex hull of the origin and
thevy, -, Uk, -+, 05, -+ ,vp. In particular we conclude th#&;; is smooth in the edge
lengths squared. The smoothnesg of the dihedral angles at the remainifig— 2)-simplexes
— each of them is the convex hull of the, - - - ,7;, - - - , v, for a suitable; — may be established
similarly. This concludes the proof of Lemina5.12.

APPENDIXD. PROOF OFRELATION (6.21)AND OF LEMMA [6.3

We start with the proof of the lemma.

As for the proof of [[6.211) we start with some observationsl@ndombinatorial structure of
do?, which has five vertices, teirsimplexes, ter2-simplexes and fiv8-simplexes.

Given two 1-simplexesc! and ! in 904, we will distinguish three cases concerning the
3-simplexes they are contained in.

(1) If o' = 71, then both are contained in exactly thiesimplexes

(2) If o' andr! have exactly one vertex in common, then both are containegantly two
3-simplexes.

(3) If ¢! and 7! have no vertex in common, then both are contained in exactty3e
simplex.

Also, if ¢! € o3, then there is exactly oriesimplex, denoted by! € o3, such that! € o3
andz! € 3 have no vertex in common. Finally anysimplex is contained in exactly thr@e
simplexes. Also for given-simplexc'! there are six different-simplexes, which have exactly
one vertex in common witkr! and threel-simplexes, which have no vertex in common with
o!. This agrees of course with the fact, that altogether ther¢em1-simplexes io?.

With these preparations and taking the symmetrgf into account it suffices to calculate

o' (o!,0%)(a).
We remark, that there is formula, which expresses the dihedigles at any euclidean tetrahe-
dron in terms of its edge length, sée|[29], Proposition 3.dweler, we will follow a different
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approach. Of course if! ¢ 73 then this expression vanishes. So it suffices to considergiesi
3—simplex. Set

o (0", 0%) ) =B, o' £p' ot npt £0,
0 (o', 0% (@) =7, o' np'=0,

for ol, p! € o3.

In order to calculatey, 5 and~, consider the euclidean 3-simplex of which five edges have
length/a, while the remaining one has edge length with 0 < x < 3a. Denote the vertices
by vy, v1, v2, v3. The vertexy, is located at the origin. The three other ones have the cuates

v1 = (Va,0,0)
vy = (%\/E%x/% 0>

v3 = <%52wﬁ1/x<1—%>>

We calculate the outward unit normal vectors to the fourdadéey are

V1 X V2 V1 X U3
np=—m———u, Ng=

[[v1 X va| [[v1 x vg]|

V2 X U3 (1)3 — ?)1) X (1)2 — ?)1)
ng=———""> N4=— )

[[v1 x vg]| [[(vs — v1) X (v2 —v1))]

with x denoting the vector product. A straight forward calculatifves

(n1,n2)(x) = (n1,n3)(r) = (n2,n4) = (n3,n4)()

__®x 1
ENEN
4
2 x a
i) =75 (75 549)

(n2,n3)(x) = _m (aw - %2> |

The equality of(nq, ne), (n1,n3), (na,ng) and(ns, ny) follows also from symmetry consider-
ations. In agreement with (4.24) the relatiops, n;)(z = a) = —1/3,7 # j hold. Consider
the functiony = = — arccos f(z) = arccos(— f(x)) whose derivative is given as

de  \/1— f(x)2 dz ’
as long as-1 < f(x) < 0 and correspondingly < y < 7. In what follows f will be one
of the three quantitiesns, ny), (n2,n3) and (ny,n3). In particular f(a) = —1/3 such that
V1= f(a)? = 2%/2/3. Alsoy will be one of the six dihedral angles. Indeed, an easy argtime
shows that the angle between two normals and the corresppuitiedral angle sum up te.
Therefore we obtain for the derivatives of the scalar pré&lo€ the normals and thus for the
derivatives of the dihedral angles the expressibns| (D.1)

o= % (23—\/§> %(ng,ngﬂx =a)

5= (2%) Lo = a)

Y= % (%) %<n1,n4>($ =a)

(D.1) dy _ A C)
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in units of27r. A short calculation gives
1 1 1
“= 27?@3\/57 b= _271'@3\/5 T 7= m -
and the claim[{6.20) follows. We turn to a proof of Lemimd 6.8:eGhe five vertices ofo* the

labels0, - - - , 4 and accordingly write the teh— simplexes ordered in terms of the two vertices
in their boundary as

3o

11 1_ 1 1_ 1 1_ 1 1_ 1
(D.2) 01 = 0¢1,05 = O(g,03 = 003,04 = 04,05 = Oig,

11 1_ 1 1_ 1 1_ 1 1 _ 1

06 = 013,07 = 014,08 = 023,09 = 024,019 = O34-

With this ordering of the -simplexes the matrice®¥; and N, take the form

0000000111 0111111000
0000011001 1011100110
0000101010 1101010101
HI ggerod
Ni= 106701000010 | adNe=1]1690701101
0110000100 1001110011
1001001000 0110110011
1010010000 0101101101
1100100000 0011011110
Also
1111111111
1111111111
1111111111
Ll
P(G)ZE 1111111111
1111111111
1111111111
1111111111
1111111111
Lemmd6.3 follows by an easy calculation.
By (6.21) and the definitiod (6.27) o/
(D.3) M =31+ 3N, — 2N, = —5H, + 10H;
follows. Similarly
(D.4) Mygz =61+3N1 — 2Ny =3H, — 2H, + 13H;5
and
(D5) MV,4 =31+ Ny + 2Ny = 18H; + 3Hjy.

APPENDIX E. PROOF OF RELATIONY6.4GAND [6.47.

Recall that in the proof of(6.21) use was made of the symndttiie boundanfo>+! of
the simplexs3*1. This applies here too fav/y,, so apart from combinatorial counting the main
calculation to be done is to determine the partial deriestiup to order two of the volume of
a single3-simplex at its equilateral value, thatd§' 9™ |o3|(a). Label the four vertices of?
as0, 1,2, 3. Correspondingly write the six-simplexes ag01}, {02}, {0, 3}, {12}, {13}, {23}
and the six lengths squares as, zo2, 203, 212, 213, 223. Consider the symmetrig x 3 matrix

A(z), seel(3.1),

201 (201 + 200 — 212)  3(213 — 201 — 203)

(223 — 202 — 203)

N[

A(é) = %(212 — 201 — 202) 202

2(213 — 201 — 203)  3(223 — 202 — 203) 203

The volume|o?|(z) can be obtained from(z), seel(3.R), in this case

0%)(2) = 5 VAT ACE)
giving
10707 det A(z) 1 0° det A(2)0" det A(z)
C 12 det A(z)1/2 24 det A(z)3/2

87 0™ |0°|(2)
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So it suffices to calculate the partial derivativesief A(z) up to order two. An easy computer
supported calculation gives

1 1 1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2 2 2
1 1
— —201202%12 — T201203%13 T — 201202223
4 4 4
1 1 1
+ 1201203212 + 1201202213 + 1201213223
1 1 1
+ 1201203223 + 1201212223 + 12022‘03213
1 1 1 1
+ 1202203212 + 1202212213 - 1202203223 + 1202213223
1 1 1
+ 1203212213 + 1203212223 - 1212213223-

This givesdet A(a) = a?/2 and the volume ag?|(a) = a*/?/6+/2 in agreement with the
general formulal(4.23). As another consequence

07" det A(a) = iaQ, forall o!.
Next come second order partial derivatives
07 97" det A(a) = —%a, forall o
910U 9123} et A(a) = 912913} det A(a) — 9103912} det A(a) = _ga,

1
o7 o det A(a) = 7a, forall other ol 7L,

again with equalities as required by symmetry. Combinirg tsult with [6.4R) and the com-
binatorial structure oflo* - as discussed at the beginning of Apperidix D - the claim&jégad
(6.47) follow by a short calculation.
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