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ABSTRACT. Gursky-Streets [22] introduced a formal Riemannian metric on the space of conformal
metrics in a fixed conformal class of a compact Riemannian four-manifold in the context of the o2-
Yamabe problem. The geodesic equation of Gursky-Streets’ metric is a fully nonlinear degenerate
elliptic equation and Gursky-Streets have proved uniform C9! regularity for a perturbed equation.
Gursky-Streets apply the results and parabolic smoothing of Guan-Wang flow to show that the
solution of oa-Yamabe problem is unique. A key ingredient is the convexity of Chang-Yang’s F-
functional along the (smooth) geodesic, in view of Gursky-Streets metric and a weighted Poincare
inequality of B. Andrews on manifolds with positive Ricci curvature. In this paper we establish
uniform C'! regularity of the Gursky-Streets’ equation. As an application, we can establish
strictly the geometric structure in terms of Gursky-Streets’ metric, in particular the convexity of
F-functional along C1'1 geodesic. This in particular gives a straightforward proof of the uniqueness
of solutions of o2-Yamabe problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently Gursky-Streets [22] introduced a new formal Riemannian metric on the space of con-
formal metrics in a fixed conformal class of a compact Riemannian four-manifold in the context
of the o3-Yamabe problem. The Gursky-Streets metric has many remarkable properties and as an
application, Gursky-Streets proved that solutions of the o9-Yamabe problem are unique, unless the
manifold is conformally equivalent to the round four-sphere. A key ingredient is to solve a fully
nonlinear degenerate elliptic equation, arising as the geodesic equation of the Gursky-Streets metric.
Their strategy is inspired by the theory of the space of Kéahler metrics (in a fixed K&hler class).
In 1980s Mabuchi [29] [30] introduced a formal Riemannian metric on the space of Kahler metrics
in a fixed Kéhler class, which is now called the Mabuchi metric. Donaldson [I8] set up a program
in 1990s to study the geometry of the space of Kéahler metrics and its various applications to the
well-known problems in Kahler geometry, notably the existence and uniqueness of Calabi’s extremal
Kéhler metrics [5] (constant scalar curvature metrics). Donaldson’s program and related problems
have great impact to the Kahler geometry. A key ingredient is the geodesic equation, which can
be written as a homogeneous complex Monge-Ampere equation by the work of Semmes [28] and
Donaldson [I8]. A foundational result is to solve the geodesic equation (the Dirichlet problem) by
X. Chen [9], proving the existence of C1'! solution for any two given boundary datum. Since then
there are tremendous work on the study of the space of Kéhler metrics and related problems, see
[2L [ 6], 10, 121 131 [14) [15] 16l 17, 23], 25] for example and reference therein for vastly growing papers
in literature.

The geometry of Gursky-Streets’ metric on the space of conformal metrics in a fixed conformal
class of a compact Riemannian four-manifold in the context of the g2-Yamabe problem has a parallel
theory as the geometry of the space of Kéhler metrics. We briefly recall Gursky-Streets’ set up
and results and refer readers to their paper for detailed discussions. Let (M,[g]) be a compact
Riemannian manifold of dimension n (n > 3) with a fixed conformal class [g]. We write Ric as the
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Ricci tensor of g. The Schouten tensor of a given metric is defined to be,

1 . 1

The oj-curvature is defined to be the k-symmetric function of the eigenvalues of g~ 'A. For k =1,

R
2(n—1)

For1<k<n,Ac I‘; if 0;(g7*A) > 0 for all 1 < j < k. The main interest in [22] is when n = 4
and k = 2, in the context of go-Yamabe problem. Let (M*,[go]) is a compact four manifold with a
fixed conformal class, such that Ay, € I'y. Such a metric necessarily has positive Ricci curvature,
by a result of Guan-Wang-Viaclovsky [21]. Denote

Ct=CVg]={gu=¢*g: A, €T]}.
The o9-Yamabe problem is to seek a a metric g, = e~ 2%g € [g] such that

o2(g, P A,) = const. (1)

o1(g'A) =

For surveys on solving the oj-Yamabe problem for general 2 < k < n see [33] and [27]. When
n = 4, the existence of solutions to (@) in a conformal class with nonempty C* was proved by
Chang-Gursky-Yang [7]. It turns out that the o problem has a variational structure for n = 2k [3].
In particular, such a solution is a critical point of the F-functional defined in [§],

F(u) :/ (2Au|Vul? — |Vul* = 2Ric(Vu, Vu) + R|Vu|? — 8uos(Ay)) dV

-2 / o9(A,)dV log <Vol—1 / e4udv)

Gursky-Streets [22] defined and studied a metric on the space of CT by,

(6, )u = /M 00> (97 A(g)) Vi 3)

We briefly summarize their main results.

(2)

Theorem 1 (Gursky-Streets). Given (M?,g) with A, € Ty, @) defines a metric of nonpositive
sectional curvature on Ct. Given u : [0,1] x M — R such that g, = e 2%g with A, € T, the
geodesic equation is of the form

<T1 (Au), Vut ® Vut> =0 (4)

1
sy — ————
T (A
where Ty (Ay) is the first Newton transformation of A, and {-,-) denotes the inner product of tensor
bundles induced by the background metric g.

The geometry of CT with Gursky-Streets metric gives a nice geometric insight of the variational
structure of Chang-Yang’s functional F and this leads naturally to the uniqueness of the solutions
of oa-Yamabe problem.

Theorem 2 (Gursky-Streets). Let (M*,g) be a compact four manifold with nonempty C*. Then
F-functional is formally geodesically convex. Moreover

(1) There exists a unique solution to the o2- Yamabe problem in [g] if (M*, g) is not conformally
equivalent to the round S*.
(2) In [gsa], all solutions to the oo-problem are round metrics.
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The argument of the uniqueness theorem in [22] is intricate and technically very involved. It
consists two main steps. Gursky-Streets [22] first proved the existence of a unique smooth solution
the perturbed equation (given two boundary values) with uniform C! estimates,

(1 + E)UttUQ(Au) — <T1(Au), V’U,t (024 V’U,t> = f

with positive f and e (they actually studied the equation for general n and k < n). The C? estimates
depend on €' in particular. The lack of C™! regularity causes lots of technical difficulty to argue
the uniqueness. To overcome such a difficulty, Gursky-Streets ran a parabolic oo-flow (the Guan-
Wang flow [20]) for an approximate geodesic and proved uniform estimates along the Guan-Wang
flow. With this parabolic smoothing and properties of F-functional along the Guan-Wang flow,
Gursky-Streets were able to prove the uniqueness theorem.

Our main interest is to study the degenerate equation (), or more specifically the perturbed
equation with a smooth function f > 0,

w02 (Ay) — (T1(Au), Vuy @ Vug) = f (5)

Our main result is to confirm the desired expectation that (&) admits a unique smooth solution for
any smooth function f > 0, with uniform C*! bound (independent of inf f in particular).

Theorem 3. Letn > 4. Given ug,uy such that g,, € C*,i = 1,2, then there exists a unique smooth
solution u(t) of @) such that u(0,-) = ug, u(l,-) = uy. Moreover, we have the following uniform
CY1 estimate,

[ulco + |ut| < C = C(Co,sup f), max{|Vul, us, [V?ul, [V} < Cs. (6)

Remark 1.1. We use the following convention of dependence of the constants. We use Cy to denote
a uniformly bounded (positive) constant depending only on (M, g), Ca to denote a uniformly bounded
constant depending in addition on the boundary value ug,u1, and Cs to denote a uniformly bounded
constant depending in addition on f. An important feature is that Cs does not depend on inf f, but
rather on

{sup f + fH(IVF+ 1fel + el +1AFD]-

We also use the notation C = C(ay, a9, --) to denote a uniform constant which depends on param-
eters ai,ag, - .

Remark 1.2. The C' estimates and the boundary C? estimates have been obtained by Gursky-Streets
[22]. The essential new ingredient of our results is the interior C? estimates of ). The appearance
of the nonlinear first order terms in the Schouten tensor A,, a “nonstandard” nonlinearity (the
operator F is not symmetric) and the curvature of the background metric are the major causes of
the difficulties. There are two major observations in our approach to solve ([Bl). The first is the
concavity of the operator G =log F (for k = 2), with

F(ug, Au, Vuy) = ugoa(Ay) — (T1(Aw), Vuy @ V).
For fully nonlinear elliptic equations, the concavity of the operator is essential. In particular this
concavity is necessary for Holder estimate of second order when applying the Evans-Krylov theory
to obtain higher regularities. In [22] Gursky-Streets quote the concavity of 0’% (u:t% E.) to apply
Evans-Krylov theory. We believe this is not sufficient since the concavity of log F' (or F%) s not a

1
direct consequence of the concavity of o, due to the complicated nonlinearity (in terms of D*u) of
1k 1 1k
Uy By = uliAu —uy” Vur @ V.
The concavity of log F also simplifies the computations greatly to derive interior C? estimates of
e, Au, compared with [Section 4J[22]. The second observation is that the appearance of the nonlinear
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first order terms Vu @ Vu — |Vul?g/2 in A, will result in a quadratic form in the computations of
Lp(ts) and Lrp(Au). This quadratic form contains terms with high power of second order derivatives.
Luckily, this quadratic form is positive definite when n > 4 and this is the sign in favor of applying
the mazimum principle. When n = 3, this quadratic form contains “bad terms” of high power
(fourth power) of second order derivatives. It seems to be extremely hard to control them. Hence
our approach only works for n > 4. When n > 5, the quadratic form is sufficiently positive which
makes the argument of second order estimates quite straightforward. The case when n = 4 is subtle
and we refer readers to Section 3 for details.

As a direct corollary, we have the following,

Theorem 4. Let n > 4. Given ug,u; such that g,, € CT,i = 1,2, there exists a CY! function u(t)
which solves @) in the strong sense, such that u(0,-) = ug, u(l,-) = u;.

Remark 1.3. We believe the C1! solution is unique but we are not able to establish the uniqueness
directly. The uniqueness of fully nonlinear degenerate elliptic equation can be a subtle problem.
For geometric applications, we mainly use the approximating smooth solutions u® with a parameter
s € (0,1], which is smooth and approximates u in a precise way when s — 0. The approximating
solution would be sufficient for the applications.

Given the C™! regularity, we can verify that the formal metric picture set up by Gursky-Streets
holds strictly. In particular we prove the convexity of F-functional along the C! geodesic (n = 4).
The convexity of F will give a straightforward argument of uniqueness of oa-Yamabe problem. In
particular we have the following,

Theorem 5. Let (M*,g) be a compact four manifold such that Ct # 0. Then C* is a metric space
with Gursky-Streets’ metric and it has nonpositive curvature in the sense of Alexanderov. Given
ug,u1 € CT and let u® : [0,1] x M — CT be the approximating geodesic with the boundary datum
ug, u1, satisfying, for s € (0,1]

uj09(Ays) — (T1(Ays), Vu; @ Vui) = s
Let u be the limit of u®, which defines a C*' geodesic. Then F is convex along the path u.

With the convexity of F, we can prove that if ug,u; are two critical points, then the path w is
either trivial (O;u = const) or (M*, g,,) is isometric to S* with the round metric. This gives a direct
proof of the uniqueness of o2-Yamabe problem,

Corollary 1.4. Let (M*,g) be a compact four manifold with C*+ # ().

(1) There exists a unique solution to the o2- Yamabe problem in [g] if (M*, g) is not conformally
equivalent to the round S*.
(2) In [gsa], all solutions to the oo-problem are round metrics.

Remark 1.5. The above uniqueness of oo-Yamabe problem was proved by Gursky-Streets [22].
Gursky-Streets solved a version of perturbed geodesic equation

(1+ e)ugoa(Ay) — (T1(Ay), Vur @ Vug) = sf

and obtained a uniform C%' estimate of the solution u®* (independent of s,€). The C1! estimates
in [22] depend on e~'. The lack of uniform CY'-estimate is overcome by the parabolic smoothing
through the Guan-Wang flow with initial datum u®*® (with uniform estimates depending only on C!
of the initial datum). A technical point is that the concavity of the fully nonlinear elliptic operator
(such as log F') is necessary to obtain the higher regularity of u®*.
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The concavity of the Gursky-Streets operator is rather subtle. In the course of proving its con-
cavity (for k = 2), we find a new convexity for matrices in T'j. We believe this convexity is of its
own interest and we state it as the following theorem. Suppose r is a n X n symmetric matrix in
I's, we define the following function on (r,Y) € I'y x R"

_ T(r)(Y,Y)  Ologoa(r)

HirY) = S = SRR YY), 7

We identify the matrix T4 (r) with the linear transformation it generates, and it induces a quadratic
form

Ti(r)(Y,Y)=Y'"T\(r)Y

Theorem 6. The function H is convex on Tj x R™. As a consequence, the Gursky-Streets’ operator
G =log F is concave.

In general we can define, for (r,Y) € 1"2‘ X R™ for 1 <k<n

Tra(r)(Y,Y) _ 9logow(r)

H =
k Ok (T‘) aTij

(Y, Y),

We conjecture that for any 3 < k < n — 1, Hj, is a convex function on (r,Y") (note that when
k =, it is an old result of Marcus [31]). This would prove that the Gursky-Streets operator log Fy,
is concave.

Acknowledgement: The author is supported in part by an NSF grant, no. 1611797.

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section we recall Gursky-Streets’ geodesic equation and related notations briefly. Let
(M™,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with the conformal class [g]. We write Ric for Ricci
tensor and A for Schouten tensor. The metrics in [g] can be parametrized by metrics of the form
gu = e~ 2%g. The Ricci curvature is given by

1 -2
Ric(gy) = Ric+ (n —2) <V2u + Vu® Vu — §|Vu|29) + <Au - nT|Vu|2) g
and the scalar curvature is given by

R(gu) = €™ <R +2(n—1) (Au - ”T—2|W|z>)

Under the conformal change, the Schouten tensor is given by
1
Ay = A(gy) = A+ V2u+Vu® Vu — §|Vu|2g.

For1<k<n, Ae I‘Z if oj(g_lA) >0 for all 1 <j < k. An important case is when n =4,k = 2.
Denote

Ct=CTlg] ={gu = e g A, € I‘;}
Gursky-Streets [22] defined a metric on the space of CT by,

<¢7 ¢>u = ¢1/102 (gglAu)qu

M
A direct computation [20] gives

0 _ _ ou _
ot [Uk (9u lAu)qu] = (Th-1(92 " Au)s Vi 52) 9. Vi + (= 2k) -0k (g, Au)dV, (2.1)



where Ty_1(g; ' A,) is the (k — 1)-th Newton transformation. Note that Tj_1 is a (1,1) tensor. In
the paring in (Z1]), we view Tj_; as the corresponding (0, 2) tensor using the metric g,, to lower the
index. In particular we have for n =4,k = 2,

Ti(g, " Au) = 01(g; " Au)gu — Au.

Convention: We use the convention as in [22], that we write 02(A,) = 02(9 A4, ) and use the
notation o2(g, ' A,) when we use g, to raise index. Of course these notations differ by a conformal
factor. For example,

o2(gn T Ay) = e oa(gTr AL) = eMoa(Ay).
Similarly we write T1(A,) = T1 (g7 Ay).

Now let u : [0,1] x M — R be a path in CT (identifying u with g, ), then the geodesic equation

of Gursky-Streets metric is given by

ugo2(Ay) = (T1(Au), Vur @ V),
A key property is the following,

Lemma 2.1 (Viaclovsky [32]). For k = 2 or if the manifold is locally conformally flat, Ty_1(g~1A)
is divergence free.

We need some facts about the convex cone I'} and the Newton transformation Tj(A). With the
standard Euclidean metric, the k-th Newton transformation associated with a symmetric matrix S
(on R™) is given by

Ti(S) = 01(S) — 0 _1(S)S + - -- + (—1)kS*.
In particular T1(S) = 01(S)I — S.

Proposition 2.2. We have,

(1) Each T} is an open convex come.
(2) If A€ Ty, then Ty—1(A) is positive definite.
Jk

1
(3) logoy and o},'" are concave on T’y .

We also need the following,

Proposition 2.3. [22] Given A a symmetric matriz and X a vector, then
(Th(A-X®X),X®X)=(TA),X ®X)

opr(A—X®X)=0x(A) — (Th—1(A), X ® X) 22

Following [22], we denote E, = uy Ay — Vuy ® Vug. An important observation in [22] is to rewrite
the geodesic equation as (using Proposition 23]

02(Ey) = uy (upo2(Ay) — (T1(Ay), Vug @ Vug)) =0

Remark 2.4. When k =1, 01(E,) = uyo1(Ay) — |[Vug|?. If we consider only the leading term in
Ay, that is V2u, then o1(E,) = uyAu — |[Vug|?. This operator is introduced by S. Donaldson [19]
when he set up a formal Riemannian metric for the space of volume forms. The Donaldson operator
can be viewed as a special case of Gursky-Streets operator. See Appendix for more discussions.

Convention: Given a symmetric matrix A, we need to diagonalize A at times. Unless specified
otherwise, we use the convention that \; > --- > \,, where \; are the eigenvalues of A. And we use
o1, ,0p to denote the basic symmetric functions of A1, - -+, A, if there is no confusion. In general
we use o;(ay, -+ ,a) to denote the i-th symmetric function of (a1,--- ,ax) for i < k, and it is zero
when i > k.
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Proposition 2.5. Suppose A, € I‘;r and ug > 0,09(E,) > 0, then E,, € I‘;r. In particular, we have
01(Ey) > foa(Au) " o1(Au) (2.3)
if we write uy;'oo(Fy,) = f.
Proof. We only need to show that o1(E,) > 0, that is u;01(Ay) — [Vug|? > 0. Since we have
U 02(Ey) = uyoa(Au) — (T1(Ay), Vuy @ Vug) = f >0,
it follows that
Uy = foa(Ay) 4 02(Ay) T HTL(AL), Vi @ Vuy).

We compute

Ay
o1 (Eu) = fO'Q(Au)_lo'l(Au) + Ul( ) <T1(Au), Vut X Vut> — |Vut|2
UQ(AU)
It is sufficient to argue that,
o1(Au) 2
T, (A,), Vuy @ Vug) > |Vu
az(Au)< 1(Au), Vg t) > |Vl
We claim that (A4.)
01 Au
Ti(A,) > 1.
o> () 1(Au)

Diagonalize A,, with eigenvalues A; > --- > \,,, we need to verify that for each i (or i = 1),
o101 — Ai) > 02

This is to show that

SN =M M)

i#1
This is obvious. |
Denote the operator
F (g, Au, V) = uz 09 (Ey) = ugoa(Ay) — (T1(Ay), Vg @ V). (2.4)
We want to solve the Dirichlet problem, with w(0,-) = ug, u(1,-) = us
F(uy, Ay, Vuy) = sf (2.5)

for s € (0,1] and a positive smooth function f. The main point is to derive a uniform C1! estimate,
independent of s. For simplicity of notation, we will derive the a prior estimates for the equation of
the form, with a general right hand side,

F(Utt,Au, Vut) = f (26)

Proposition 2.6. Given u € C? such that A, € T, then the equation [Z0) is strictly elliptic when
f > 0. The linearized operator is given by

;CF(U) :u;el <T1 (Eu), vttAu =+ uttLAu (1}) — Vut ® Vl)t — Vl)t X Vut> — ’LL;?O'Q(E»U‘)’U” (2 7)
:u,;lfvtt + ’Uﬁ;l <T1 (Eu), ’U,tt,CAu (’U) — Vut X Vl)t — V’Ut (24 Vut + u,;lvttVut (24 V’U,t> '

where L4, (v) is the linearization of A, given by

La,(v) =V + Vu® Vv + Vo ® Vu — (Vu, Vu)g.
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Proof. First note that when f > 0, by the assumption A, € I'J, uy; > 0. Suppose du = v, and we
use the variation of og, dos(E,) = (T1(Fy),dE,). By direct computation we have

LF(U) = ’U,;t1<T1 (Eu), UttAu + uttﬁAu (1)) — Vut X V’Ut — V’Ut X Vut> — UEQUQ (Eu)vtt-

To show the ellipticity, we only need to take care of second order derivatives of v. The leading terms
reads,

ut;1<T1 (Eu); vttAu + Uttv2v - Vut ® V’Ut - V’Ut ® Vut> - U;QUQ(EU)U“

Replacing the derivatives of (v;, Vv) by a vector (£, X) € T([0,1] x M) = R x R", we need to show
that the following quadratic form is positive definite,

Q& X) i= (T1(EW), Ay + up X @ X — VU @ X — X @ V) — uy, ' o2(E,, )€
We compute

EA+uuX X —EVu @ X — X ® Vuy =8 (A —uy Vi, @ Vi) + Y @Y

=ugy'CE,+Y QY
where Y = \/ugp X — {Vuy. It follows that
QEX) = (Th(Ew),Y @Y) +uy' (Th(Eu), Bu) = 02(Eu)) €.
Since E,, € 1"3‘ , T1(Fy) > 0. A direct computation gives
(T1(Ew), Eu) — 02(Ey) = 02(Ey) > 0 (2.8)
It then follows that, for (¢, X) # 0, Q(£, X) > 0. To show the second identity in (Z71), we compute
(T1(Eu), v Au) = ug (T1(Ew), Eu)vie + (T1(By), ug v Vue @ V).

Applying (2.8) again we get the result. This completes the proof. 0

The following concavity of F' is essential for us and this would be proved in the appendix. Denote
7 to be a symmetric n x n matrix such that » € I'j, and R to be a (n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix with

Y:(ylu"' JM)ERna
x Y
w5 7)

G(R) = log (zo2(r) — YT (r)Y)

is concave on R forr € F;L such that xoo (r)=Y Ty (r)Y > 0. In particular log F = log F (uy, Ay, V)
is a concave elliptic operator.

Lemma 2.7. The function

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section we derive the a priori estimates to solve the equation. Given ug,uq; € C*
such that A,,, A, € 1"; , we assume that u € C* such that A, € 1"; , and solves the equation
F(uy, Ay, Vuy) = f, for a positive function f € C*°, with the boundary condition u(0,z) = ug(x),
ui(l,z) = ui(x). We will need the comparison function as follows. Denote U, = at(1 —t) + (1 —
t)up + tup for any number a. Note that Uy = up at ¢ =0, Uy = ug at t = 1 for any ¢. In particular
U, has the same boundary value with u.

Definition 3.1. A smooth function u is called admissible if A, € T'5 .
8



Moreover, since ug, u; are admissible (A,, € I‘;r for i =0,1), Up = (1 — t)up + tuy is admissible
[32] and hence U, is all admissible for any a. In particular Ay, = Ay, , (VUy), = (VU,), for any a.
Gursky-Streets [22] proved a uniform C! estimate for the equation

uy Fow(Eg) = f,

where ES = (1 + €)uy Ay — Vug ® Vuy, for any k > 1. They introduced an extra e-parameter for
the purpose of C? estimates, which do not play any essential role in C' estimates. Hence their
results clearly apply in our setting to obtain uniform C' estimates. In particular most computations
required in C'* estimates can be found in [22]. Nevertheless we will include details of C! estimates for
completeness. The main reason is that these computations will be needed for uniform C? estimates.

3.1. CY estimates. In this section we derive the C° estimates. We use the concavity of log F' in a
significant way and our C estimate makes the bound on u, straightforward. Moreover our estimates
are slightly sharper at times using the concavity of G = log F.

Proposition 3.2. There exists a = a(ug, ui,sup f) > 0 sufficiently large, such that
Ufa S u S UO = (1 — t)uo —I—tu1.
Proof. First by uy > 0, we have

’U,(-,t) - u(,O) u('a 1) - ’U,(-,t)
t—0 1—-t

That gives the upper bound,
u(-,t) < (I =tu(-,0) +tu(-,1) = (1 — t)ug + tus.
We claim v — U_, > 0 for a > 0 sufficiently large. We argue by contradiction. Since u —U_, = 0
for t = 0 and ¢ = 1, there exists an interior point p = (¢,2) € (0,1) x M, such that u — U_, obtains
its minimum at p. Denote u® = su — (1 — s)U_, and v = Osu®(s = 1) = u — U_,. Then D?v > 0
and Vv = 0 at p. By the concavity of log F, it follows that for s € [0, 1],
log F'(ugy, Aus, Vug) > slog F(uy, Ay, Vug) + (1 — 5)log F(U—a) s Au_., V(IU-0),)

At s =1, we get (at p),

F~'Lp(v) <log F(uy, Ay, V) —log F(U—4),, Av_o, V(U-4),), (3.1)
where =1L takes values at u (s = 1). We can choose a large enough such that

F(U—0)y Au_,, V(U-),) = 2a02(Auy) — (T1(Auy), V(Us), © V(Up),)

is sufficiently large. Then the right hand side of B)) is negative (at p) since F(ugy, Ay, Vuy) = f.
This is a contradiction given the claim that Lrz(v) > 0 at p. Note that D?v > 0, Vv = 0 at p. We
compute, using Vv = 0 at p,

Lr(v) = u; (T (Ey), v Au + 1t V0 — Vg @ Vg — Vuy @ Vug) — up, 209 (Ey)vge
We can assume vy > 0. Otherwise we have vy = 0, then Vo, = 0 and Vv > 0 (since D%y >0 at D).

In this case the claim follows trivially. If vy > 0, the argument follows similarly as in Proposition
2.5. Indeed we write

Lp(v) = u;tl<T1 (Ey), vee(Ay — uﬁIVut @Vu)+Y Y —l—utt(VQU — v;thUt ®@Vuy)) — u;zog(Eu)vtt,

where Y = /vy /uss Vg — v/ugs /v Vg By @8) and the positivity of Vv — v, 'V, ® Voy (this
is because D?v > 0), it follows that Lr(v) > 0. a
9



3.2. C' estimates. First we have the following,
Proposition 3.3. Let a be the constant in Proposition[3.2. Then we have,
—a+uy —up < u < a+up— ug

Proof. Since uy > 0, it follows that u. (¢, ) is increasing in ¢. Hence we only need to argue u; (0, x) <
ut(1,2) are both bounded. We compute, using Proposition 3.2
(t,) —u(0,-) at(t — 1) + t(ur — uo)

u
. = 1 > 1 = — — .
WO === : i

It is evident that u4(0, ) < uy — up by convexity. Similarly we have u; —ug < u(1,-) < a4+ ug — uo.
O

To derive estimates of |Vu|? and second order derivatives, we need some preparation due to the
complicated computations. First we need to choose a normalization condition. Note that if w is
admissible, then & = u— ¢1t — ¢ is also admissible since A,, F,, do not change at all. In particular if
w is a solution, then @& = u—c;t—cy is also a solution since Vi = Vu, D?% = D?u. The corresponding
boundary condition is changed by a constant with g = ug — c2, 41 = u; — ¢1 — ¢ and Uy = ug — 1.
Hence we can choose two sufficiently large constants ¢; and co such that w < —1, and u; < —1.
From now on we choose such a normalization condition on ug, u; such that,

—co<u<—1,—co <up < -1, (3.2)

where ¢ is the uniform bound we have obtained for |u| and |uy|.

Next we compute L (v) for various barrier functions v. The philosophy is well-known in nonlinear
elliptic theory, to construct various barrier functions v such that

Lr(v) > —C 4+ good positive terms

Such barrier functions serve as the purpose of subharmonic functions (or subsolutions) with respect
to L and play an essential role in the maximum principle argument. The first such function is the
t-functions,

Proposition 3.4. Suppose v =v(t) is a t-function, then

Lr(v) =22 (Ty(B.), unAu) — 02(E))

Uiy
:Z—%’i (T1(Ey), By + Vuy @ Vug) — 03(Ey)) .
:Z—g (02(Ey) + (T1(Ey), Vg @ Vug))
:'Utt0'2(Au)7
where we apply Proposition [2.3 in the last step above. In particular,
Lr(t?) = 202(A) (3.4)

The second choice is the function —u itself. We compute Lp(u).

Proposition 3.5. We have,

1
Lp(u) = 3uy 03(Bu) + (T1(Ew), —A + Vu ® Vu = 5 |[Vul’g) (3.5)

10



Proof. By [2), we compute
Lp(u) :u;1<T1 (Ew),up Ay +upla, (u) —2Vuy @ Vug) — uglag(Eu)

=uy (T1(Ey), 2B, — upA + uyVu ® Vu — %|Vu|2g> —u;too(E,)

1
=3u, 02(E,) + (T1(E.), —A + Vu ® Vu — 5|vu|2g>.
where we have used (2.8). O

Remark 3.6. Both the propositions above are derived in [22] for general k. We include the compu-
tations here for completeness.

We use the operator D = (9, V) to denote the gradient on R x M, where the space derivative ¢,
denotes the covariant derivative Vi¢. We rewrite (Z71) as,

Lr(9) = ug' fér +uy (Ti(Ew), Pu(D?¢)), (3.6)
where
Pu(D?¢) = upLoa,d — Vur @ Vo, — Ve @ Vg 4 upy* ¢ Vuy @ V. (3.7)

For simplicity we denote the symmetric tensor product as follows,
XKY =X@Y+YoX
Proposition 3.7. We have the following,
Lr(¢9) = oL (V) + YL () + Qu(De, D) + 2uy f oy, (3.8)
where Q. s a quadratic form on D¢, DY given by
Qu(D¢, DY) = ug' (Ti(Ey), us Vo B’ VY — ¢ Vuy B Vp — 9, Vuy B Vo + 2uy dpihy Vuy @ V)

Moreover, we compute
Lr(e?) = L0(6) + ¢ (5QuD0.DO) + 16 (3.9

An important feature is that Q,, is positive definite in the sense that

Qu(D¢,Dg) > 0.

Proof. This is a straightforward computation. The main point is that L and P, are second order
linear differential operator and the product rule would introduce mixed terms on first derivatives,
which lead to the terms Q, (D¢, Di) + 2u;;* fésibs. Similarly this applies to e?. Since E, € ry,
Ty (E,) > 0, it follows that

Qu(Dé, Do) = 2u; " (T1(E,),Y @Y) >0,

where Y = (\/uy) Vo — ¢ Vuy (/) ~ L. Clearly the positivity of @Q is simply the consequence of the
ellipticity of F. O

Proposition 3.8. We compute, using Proposition [3.0 and Proposition [3.7],
1
Lr(e ) = Xe MLp(—u) + Ne (§Qu(Du, Du) + u,;lfuf) . (3.10)

Proposition 3.9. We compute,

Lr(u?) = 2ufy + 2 fug (3.11)
11



Proof. By [B.8), we have
Lp(ul) = 2uiLp(us) + Qu(Dug, Dug) + 2 fug
Since taking time derivative has the same effect of taking variation, this gives
Lp(u) = 0:F = ft.
It is clear that Q,(Dut, Duz) = 0. This completes the computation. ]
Proposition 3.10. We compute
Lr(|Vul?) =2V fVu — 2(T1(E,), VuV A + Rm(Vu, Vu)) + Qu(Du;, Du;) + 2uy,' f|Vaue?, (3.12)
where we denote,
Rm(Vu, Vu) = Ripruiu,0; @ O
Proof. First we compute, applying [B.8)) to ¢ = ¢ = u,,
Lp(|Vul®) = 2w Lr(u;) + Qu(Dug, Dug) + 2ug,’ f|Vue . (3.13)
Now we compute
upLp(u;) = fuitt+<T1 (Ey), utt(Vzui + VuR Vu; — (Vu, Vu,)g) — Vur K Vg + u;luittVut ® Vut>
Taking derivative of o3(FE,) = fuu, we get
(Th(Ew), ViEy) = fiug + fu
We compute
ViEy = uwilu + un (ViA + ViViu+ ViVu R Vu — (V;Vu, Vu)g) — Vug K Vuy

Note that
ViV2u — V2V,u = uy Riprupd) @ O,
It follows that

u Lp (i) = fuie + <T1 (Ew),ViEy — ui Ay — ust(ViA 4+ Riprup0; ® Of) + dit Vur @ Vut>

Utt
=2 fup; + fiure — (T1(Eu), upnitiy By + u Vi A + uy Riprup0) @ Oy )
=fitge — gy (T1(Ew), ViA + Riprup0l @ Ok)

(3.14)

Hence we have
EF(UZ) = fZ — <T1 (Eu), VA + Rilpkupal X 8k> (3.15)
This completes the computation by combining (BI3) and BIH). O

Remark 3.11. The computations above are essentially derived in [22] for general k. We use the
quadratic form @, to simplify the notations and computations. Of course the positivity of Q. 1is
essentially equivalent to the fact that F is an elliptic operator.

Now we prove the estimate for [Vu|?. Since T1(A) > 0 then there exists ¢y such that T1(A) > cog.
In particular for any F € l";, we assume there exists a uniformly positive constant ¢; such that,

(T1(E), A) = (E,Ti(A)) = coo1(E) = (n — 1)cr01(E) = c101(T1(E))

When there is no confusion, we also write o1(7T1) = o1(T1(E)). Combining all the computations
above, we have the following estimates,
12



Lemma 3.12. For \,b > 1 sufficiently large, we have

Lp(e M 4+ bt?) > —Cyuf + eror(Th)(1 + |Vul?) + e (oa(AL) + fulugb). (3.16)
where Cy = Cy(A, |u|co).
Proof. By Proposition B, we get

1
Lp(—u)=-3f+ (T (E,),A—Vu® Vu+ §|Vu|2g>

> = 3f + 101 (Th) + 5ou (T)|Vul? — (T1(B.), Vu© Vu)
We claim that for a constant Cy > 2uf,
Qu(Du, Du) 4+ Coo2(Ay) > (T1(Ey), Vu @ Vu)
We estimate,
2
Uyt

=u; (T (Ey), ue Vu @ Vu — 2u;Vu B Vg + du; u?Vuy @ Vi)
+ (TV(E.), Vu ® Vu) — 2u;*u(Ty(E,), Vus @ Vug)
=u " (T1(Ey,),Y @Y) + (T1(Ey), Vu ® Vu) — 2u;*ui (Ti(Ey), Vur @ V),
where Y = \/uz;Vu — 2(\/t) ~'u;Vuy. The claim follows since
02(Ay) — u 2 (Th(Ey), Vuy @ Vug) = fug' > 0.
Choose b > (Cy + 1)A\%e~*%, then we estimate

Qu(Du, Du) =—(Ty(E,), ustVu @ Vu — u Vu B Vg + uy u? Ve @ Vug)

1
Lp(e™ M 4 bt?) >e M (—3f +cro1(Th) + 501(T1)|Vu|2 —(T1(E,),Vu® Vu>)

+ A2 <%QU(DU, Du) + fufut_tl) + 2boo(Ay)

(3.17)
1
> =3 e N f + Xe Moy (T) (Cl + §|VU|2> +Ne M (0a(Ay) + fufug')
/\2 —Au
+ 7—)\ e (T (Ey), Vu @ Vu).
This completes the proof if A is sufficiently large. g

Lemma 3.13. There exists a uniform constant Cs = Cs(sup f,sup |V f3|, g, [uo|c1, [ur|cr) such that
[Vu| < Cs.
Proof. We take the barrier function
v =|Vul|? +e M + bt?,
where A\, b are the constants in Lemma 3121 We compute
Lr(v) =Lp(|Vul®) + Lp(e ™ + bt?).
We have, by Proposition [3.12], that
Lr(|Vul?) > 2V fVu — Cioy(T)) — Croy (Th)|Vul?
Hence by Lemma [3.12] we have

Lr(v) > 2VfVu — Csf + 201 (T1)|Vul|® + fulug'.
13



If v achieves its maximum on the boundary, then we are already done. Otherwise, suppose v achieves
its maximum at p = (¢,z) € (0,1) x M. Then Lp(v) <0 at p. Hence it follows that (at p)

201 (T))|Vul* + fulug' < 2|Vf||[Vu| + Csf

We compute

o1 (T1)|Vu|2 + g1 (T1)|VU|2 + fufu,;l >3 (01 (T1)2ut_tlfuf|Vu|4)§ .

Since o1 (T1)?ug;' = (n — 1)%201(By)?ug;' > 2(n — 1)%09(Ey)u;t = 2(n — 1)2f, it follows that (at p),
SEVult < |V][Vul + Csf.

This gives the upper bound of |Vu| at p, and hence the upper bound of v. It is not hard to check
the dependence of the constants. 0

Remark 3.14. Lemma [313 is essentially proved in [22] (for general k) and it serves the key to
achieve the estimate of |Vu|. The estimate of |Vul is done in [22] (for general k) and our argument
is a minor modification for k = 2.

3.3. C? estimates. Now we derive the estimates of second order. Note that A, € I'y implies that
01(A4,) > 0. Given the uniform bound on |Vul,

01(Ay) = Tr(A) + Au + (1 - g) IVul? > 0.

This leads to a lower bound of Au: there exists a constant Cs such that Au + Cy > 1. Moreover,
this gives the equivalence of 01(A,) and Au in the sense

We want to derive upper bound on wuy and Au + Cy (equivalently, the upper bound of o1(A,)),
which will imply the full hessian bound of u since A, € I‘;r , and

|Au|2 = Ul(Au)2 - 20’2(Au) S Ul(Au)2.
The bound on |Vu;| will follow from Proposition [Z3] in the sense that
Ut 01 (Au) — |Vut|2 > 0
The estimates of second order contain the boundary estimates and the interior estimates. The
boundary is given by two time slices {t = 0} x M and {¢t = 1} x M. The tangential-tangential
direction, namely |V2u/| is immediate by the boundary data |[VZugl, [V2u1|. While the usual “harder”

part of the normal-normal direction (us) follows directly from the equation once the tangential-
normal direction (|Vu,|) is bounded,

Ut 02 (Au) = <T1 (Au), Vut & Vut> + f

Note that o2(A,) > d > 0at t = 0 and t = 1, for some uniform constant 6 depending only on wug, u;.
Hence one only needs to bound |Vu,| on the boundary. Such a uniform estimate has been obtained
by Gursky-Streets in [22] for the equation for all 1 < k < n,

ul Fop(By) = f (3.19)

They stated their results for ES = (1 + €)up Ay, — Vug ® Vu, but € does not play any role in their
argument. We summarize their results as follows,

Theorem 3.1 (Gursky-Streets [22]). If E, € T and u solves BI19). There exists a uniform
constant Cs, such that

max (utt + |V2U| + |Vut|) S C'3-
M x{0,1}
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Gursky-Streets also obtained interior C? estimates for ([3.19), depending on the parameter ¢!
The original computations of Lz (uy) and £p(Auw) in [22] are really involved and impressive. Here we
offer a variant of such computations and this provides great simplifications. Our treatment should
be very standard in nonlinear elliptic theory for concave (convex) operators, in particular over
domains of Euclidean spaces. However, the nonlinear terms of first order in A, and the curvature
of the background metric will bring extra challenge, not only making the computations much more
complicated, but also introducing several nonlinear terms which need extra care. That is the main
difficulty that we overcome to obtain a uniform interior C? estimates.

We need some preparations. Given a symmetric matrix R = (r;;) of (n 4+ 1) x (n + 1), we use
r = (r;;) for the n x n portion with ij # 0 and Y = (ro1,- -+ ,70n). We write

F(R) = rooo2(r) — (T1(r),Y ® Y), and G(R) = log F(R).

We use the standard notation

Gij _ % _ F_lFij,Gij’kl _ aQG

Tij 8’[”17' 8Tkl

[ Ut Vuy
Then we write the equation F'(R) = f and its equivalent form G(R) = log f. With this notation, we
also record the linearization of F/(R). Given a smooth function ¢, we have

Take the matrix R of the form

Lr(¢) = FU®,;;, with & = (gzt Zf’;)) (3.20)
We record the derivatives of F'.
Proposition 3.15. We have
Gl = R Gk — pol pikl =2 i g

We compute, for ij # 0,

FOO = gy (r), FOO00 — o F00:0 — o p00,is — 1 ()id

FO= (Ty(r),Y Re;) = F*% F%99 = o7 (r), FOM = (Ty(en),Y He;) (3.21)

R — (Th (roor =Y @Y), exr), Fia-kl — roo (T (€iz), €xt)
Proof. This is a straightforward computation. 0

Now we are ready to compute Lp(us) and Lp(Auw).

Proposition 3.16. We have the following,

Lr(uw) = fu — 21 = FGIMOyr;;0priy — (Th(By), 2Vue @ Vug — [Vue|?g). (3.22)
Proof. We compute

G = G0rij = fuf 107 (G) = GV Oy 0pri + GI0Fri; = fuf ' = (fef 1)

That is

GIM ;0 + F ' FI0kr; = fuf ' — (fuf 1) (3.23)
Now we consider ) )
ofu o;Vu
2. ) — 92p — t Wit t t
(Orrij) = O R (3t2vut D? A, )
15



The main point is that A,, hence R is not linear on D?u. We compute

02 A, =V?uy + Vuy 8 Vu — (Vug, Vu)g + 2V @ Vug — |Vug)?g

=L, uy + 2Vu @ Vuy — |Vut|2g.
Denote R = 2Vu; ® Vuy — |Vug|?g and this is the term coming from the nonlinearity of A,. Hence
we can write, with ¢ = uy,
Oif = <$Zt LAuZ;))tJr R>

By (B20) and [B.23]), we get that

GIM Oy + F ' Lp(un) + FU IR = fuf ™' — (fuf 1),
where we use the notation R;o =0, for i =0,1,--- ,n. We claim that

F9R;; = Ti(E,)"Ri; = (Ty(E.), R).
But this is straightforward since F' = uy, o2(E,),
FY = (Ty(By), ei5),ij # 0

This completes the proof. ([

Next we compute Lp(Au) in a similar way. The computations are more involved since not only
the nonlinearity of A,,, but the background geometry will play an important role.

Proposition 3.17. We have the following,
Lp(Au) = —fGIHN rijVpr + Af — [V fPf7 = FIRy 5, (3.24)
where Ry is given in B27) and B28). We have the following,
F9R1 45 = —2uy, (T1(Ey), Ric(Vuy, ) B Vuy) + (T1(Ey), S).
For simplicity of notation, we identify Ric(Vuy,-) with its dual vector. We can write S as
§=2) VV,u® VVyu— [V’ul’g+ Rmx Vu+ S
P

where Sy is a uniformly bounded term (matriz) and Rm * VZu denotes two terms of contraction of
curvature with V2u (which we do not need precise expression,).

Proof. We compute
AG(R) = G9MN riiVpria + F Y F9Ary; = Aff~1 — |Vf2f 72 (3.25)
Now we compute

(A’]") — AR = (Autt AVut)
ij) — -

AVu, AA,

Recall A, = A+ VZu+ Vu® Vu —|Vu|?g/2 and now we compute AA,. We need several Bochner-
Weitzenbock formula as follows,

AVuy = VAu, + Ric(Vuy, -), AV?u = V2Au + Rm « V2u 4+ VRm = V.
A(Vu® Vu) = VAuR Vu + Ric(Vu, ) K Vu + 2VV,u ® VV,u

1
A (§|Vu|2> = |V2ul?* + Ric(Vu, Vu) + (VAu, Vu).

16



We use Rm*V2u-+V Rmx*Vu to denote contraction of terms which we do not need precise expression.
We can then compute

AR — (Au)tt VAut + Ric(Vut, )
~ \VAu; + Ric(Vuy, ) La,(Au)+ S

where S is the remaining matrix of the form
S =Ric(Vu, ) ® Vu +2VV,u @ VV,u — (|V?ul? + Ric(Vu, Vu))g

) (3.26)
+ AA+ Rm* V°u+ VRm x Vu.
Denote )
- 0 Ric(Vuy, -
Ri= (Ric(Vut, ) S ) (3.27)
Then we can write
o (Au)tt VA’LLt
AR =R+ (vmt La,(Au)

It then follows that
FijAT‘ij = ﬁF(AU) + Finl,ij
Together with ([325) this completes the proof of [3:24). The computation of F¥R, ;; is straightfor-
ward, noting that
FO = —u M TV (E,), Vus Re;),i #0.
]

We will need the following estimate, which would be used to take care of the terms coming from
the first order terms of A,,.

Lemma 3.18. Let ¢ be any smooth function. For n =4,

2
<T1( ) V¢®V¢+|V¢| >20 (3.28)
Forn > 5,
2
<T1( u); V¢®V¢+|V2¢| >2§ol(Eu)|V¢|2. (3.29)
Proof. We compute
Vol 1 2
(15, ~Vo0 V64 T2y = on@IVoP - (B Vou ve)  (3:30)

It is clear that o1(Ty) = (n — 1)o1(E,). Let E, be diagonalized with eigenvalues \; > --- > A,.
Then we have,

(T1(Ew), Vo ® V) = 3 _(01(Eu) = ) [Vie|.
Hence

<T1( ») v¢®v¢>+|w| > Z(";lal(Eu)—(al(Eu)—Ai)) Vigl?

> (" ; 301(Eu) + )\n) V|

We assume that A\, < 0 (otherwise done). Since E,, € I‘;r, we know A\y + -4+ A\,,_1 > 0 and

o2(Ey) =AM+ -+ A1) +o2(A1, -, An—1) > 0.
17




When n = 4, it is then sufficient to show that o1 (E,) + 2X\4 > 0. We have
01(Ey) + 20 > (M + A2 4+ A3) — 302 (A1, A2, A3) (A1 + A2 + A3) ™' > 0.

This follows since we have
M A2 022> Mo+ Ads + Az
When n > 5, we want to show that

That is

n—3 2 n—3 3
I B PR— — > 0.
< 5 5>(A1+ + A\ 1)+< 5 +5)An_0

Again this follows from an elementary inequality and

An > —0a(Aye o Anc1) A+ Apm1)

Remark 3.19. When n = 4, one can actually get a more precise inequality, for E € T'§
209(F)

o1(E)

And the best constant is 2 on the right hand side, with the example of (1,1,1,—1+¢).

o1(E) + 2\ >

The interior estimate of u now becomes immediate (n > 4),
Lemma 3.20. For n > 4, there exists a constant Cs such that
u < Cs.
Proof. By the concavity of G, Lemma B.I§ and Proposition BI6, we have
Lrp(uw) > fu— fEF7
It then follows that, using (BIT),
Lr(ug +u7) > 2upfy + 2 fuee + fre — [

If g + u? achieves its maximum on the boundary, then by Theorem Bl we are done. Otherwise at
the maximum point of uy + u?, we have

2ue f + 2fup + fu — f2FH <0

This is sufficient to bound us; by a uniform constant C's, where C'5 depends on the boundary estimate
of ugy and —fi f =1, | f¢|f~! in addition. |

When n > 5, we can get the interior bound of Au as follows,
Lemma 3.21. When n > 5, there exists a uniform constant C3 such that
Au < Cs.
Proof. By the concavity of G' and Proposition B.17, we have
Lr(Au) > Af — VP f + 2ug (T1(Ey), Rie(Vuy, ) B V) — (Ty(Ey), S).
We write S = Sy + S1 + Rm * V2u, with

S1=2) VV,u® VVu— |[Vul’g.
P
18



By Proposition (318,
(LB, 8) > 201 (B [Vl
We also estimate
2uy Ty (By), Ric(Vug, ) B Vug) > —Chug, o1 (Th)|Vug|* > —Croi (Ty) oy (Ay).

Since Sy is a uniformly bounded term, we obtain,
Lr(Au) > Af = |VfPf~1 = Cro1(Th)o1(Au) — Co| T (Eu)|(|VPul + 1) + gffl (E)|V2ul?.
Note that o1(T1) = (n — 1)o1(E,) > [T1(Fy)|, we obtain
Lr(Au) > Af —|VfI2f! = Coo1(B,) (V| + 1) + gal(Eu)|V2u|2.

Suppose Au obtains its maximum at an interior point p (otherwise we are done). At the interior
maximum of Awu, we have obtained,

~ 4
Af = IVIPFT = Cooi(Ba)(IV?ul +1) + zou(Ew)[VPul” < 0.
We can assume |V2u| > 100Cs + 100 at the maximum of Au (otherwise we are done), then

Sou(B)IVAu < —Af + V[P
By Proposition 20 (see (23), we have (at p),

o2(Au) o1 (A VPP < —fTIAF + VP F2
This is sufficient to get a uniform upper bound of Awu. O

The estimates of Au (for n > 5) is rather straightforward given the strictly lower bound of the
quadratic form in Lemma [B. 18 When n = 4, such a positivity is too weak and the interior estimate
of Aw is rather subtle.

Lemma 3.22. When n = 4, there exists a uniform constant Cs such that
Au S C3.
Proof. First note that ¢;(T1) = 301(E,,), which will be used in the following. We consider

max  |Vu|?u;,' = K
p€e[0,1]x M

We want to emphasize that we do not have a priori uniform bound for K. We construct the barrier
function as

v=Au+ %Kt2 + | Vaul? — M+ M2,

The choice of term K#2/2 is essential for us. By Proposition B.24] and the concavity of G, we have
Lr(Au) > —Csf + 2uy, (T1(Ey), Ric(Vuy, -) B Vu;) — (Ty(Ey),S).
We write S = Sy + S1 + Rm * V2u with Sy a bounded term. Hence
—(T1(By), S > =Cio1(T1)(|V?u| + 1) — (T1(EL), S1).

Since when n = 4, we know Ric > 0 [21] for any metric in F;L, hence

uy (Th(Ey), Ric(Vug, -) B Vug) >0
We should mention that the positivity of Ricci is not essential since we have

Lr(M2) = 202 (Ay)
19



and we have the control from the equation
O'Q(Au) > <T1 (Au), Vu; ® Vut> = ’u;tl<T1 (Eu), Vu; ® Vut>
Hence we have (regardless of positive Ricci),

Lr(Au+ M?) > —Csf — Cro1(E,)(|[V?u| + 1) — (T1(E,), S1), (3.31)
where the major bad term is —Cy01(E,)|V?u| coming from the curvature of the background metric.
We have

T1(A) > cog = 3¢9,
with a uniformly positive lower bound ¢; > 0. Hence we compute,
1
Lrp(=Mu)==3\f+NT1(Fy),A—Vu® Vu+ §|Vu|2g>

> — 3Af + 3\c101(EL)

(3.32)

Next we compute
1 2
Lr <§Kt2 + |Vu|2) > Koo(Ay) + E Qu(Du;, Du;) + —uf |Vue|? — C3|V f| — Cs01(E,).
X tt

We claim there exists a uniformly positive constant 0 < ey < 1/2 (depending on the lower bound of
uy;') such that

Koy(Au) + Y Qu(Dui, Duy) >~ €o(Ty(Ey), VViu @ VVu) (3.33)

Given the claim at the moment, we observe that

—(T1(Ew), 1) + > eo{T1(Ew), VViu® VViu) > 36001 (Ey)|V2ul>. (3.34)

Finally we reach at, combining B31)), (3:32), (833)) and B334)),
EF(U) > 36001 (Eu)|V2u|2 - 0101 (Eu)|V2u| + (3)\01 - Cl - 03)0'1 (Eu) - Cgf (335)
If v = Au+ £42 +|Vu|? — Au+ At? obtains its maximum on the boundary, then we are done (since

K is uniformly bounded on the boundary by Gursky-Streets’ boundary estimates). Otherwise v
achieves its maximum at an interior point p, it follows that (at p)

3¢90 ()| V2ul* — Cro1(EL)|V2u| 4+ (3Aer — C1 — C3)o1(E,) — C3f < 0. (3.36)
We choose A\ sufficiently large such that 3A¢; — Cy — C5 > 0. We claim that this is sufficient to
bound |V?u| at p,
[V2ul(p) < Cs. (3.37)
We can assume |V2u|(p) satisfies |V2u|(p) > Cre; ' (otherwise done) and hence
€001 (E,)|V2ul? — Cioy(Ey)|Viu| > 0.
Then by ([B.30), we have
€001 (Eu)|V2u|2 S Cgf
Note that by ([23]), we get that (at p)
g1 (Au)
UQ(Au)

This establishes the claim ([B37). Clearly we have Au(p) < n|VZ2u|(p). Since v < v(p), we have
obtained

|V2ul? < Csep

K
Augvgv(p)gCg,—i—E.
20



In other words, we have
K
sup Au < C3 + 5
Note that Au — Cy < 01(A,) < Au+ Co, we get
K
supoy(A4,) < Cs+ 5
We observe that

\V4 2
_ [Vl =ug'o1(E,) >0

7 (Au) Utt

Hence K < supoi(A4,), and we have proved that
supo(4,) < Cs.
This gives the uniformly upper bound of Aw given the following proposition. O
We establish (333) right now.
Proposition 3.23. We have the following,

Koy(Au) + Y Qu(Dui, Dus) > eo(Ti(Ey), VViu® VV,u)

Proof. Recall
2 |Viut|2
QU(D’U,Z', Dul) = — T1 (Eu), uttVViu X szu — Vz-utVut X szu + 7Vut ® Vut .

Utt Ut

And we have

ug (T (Ay), Vuy @ Vuy)

1
=5 (T1(Ew), [V "V, @ Vuy)

tt

2
>— <T1 (Eu), 2€0ut_tl |Vut|2Vut ® Vut>,

T U

for some uniformly positive constant €y < 1 such that u,;l > 4eg. It then follows that

2 |
KUQ(AU) + Z Qu(Dul, D’U,Z) Zu— <T1 (Eu), uttVViu X szu — Vz-utVut X szu + (1 + 60)7|VUUt| Vut & Vut>
- it tt
>€p Z<T1 (E.), VViu® VV;u)
This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.24. Fven though we have the positivity of the following,
g9 (Eu)
01 (Eu)

this good term solely is not sufficient. Compared with the bad term —o1(E,)|V?ul, it is not hard to
see that

_<T1(Eu)581> > 2 |V2u|2a

bad term o1(A4y) — Ut;1|vut|2

wo__m

good term o2(Ay)
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If we ignore the term u;tl|Vut|2, there is no way to control this ratio directly in view of an example
diag(e~1,€,0,0). The positive Ricci curvature does not play an essential role, since

(Th(Ey), Ric(Vuyg, ") B Vug)“ ="02(Ay).

This term is harmless either way (with positive or negative sign) and it is also helpless, by the same
reason. The quadratic term coming from Lp(|Vu|?) reads

2
§ Qu(Du;, Du;) + —f|Vut|2
P Ut

We can also argue that
<Tl (Eu)7 Au>

2
> Qu(Dui, Duy) + u—f|Vut|2 >2f
- tt

But this good term is not sufficient to dominate the bad term —o1(E,)|V?u| in general. The essential
inequality for us is

> Qu(Dui, Dus) + Koa(Ay) — (Ty(Eu), S1) > 3eooy (By)|V2ul?,

3.4. Solve the equation and uniqueness. In this section we prove Theorem [3] and Theorem [l
With the estimates we derived above, the proof is standard and we keep it brief.

Proof of Theorem[3 and Theorem[§] First we prove the uniqueness when f > 0. The argument is
a standard comparison, using the ellipticity and the concavity (compare C° estimates). Suppose @
and u both solve the equation

upoa(Ay) — (Th(Ay), Vur @ V) = f
with the same boundary data. We want to prove that @ = u. Suppose otherwise, we can assume at
some interior point, @ > u. Hence for some small a > 0, we have at some interior point,
a+att—1)>u
Denote v = @ + at(t — 1). Consider the maximum point p of v — u, we have
D(w—u)=0,D*(v—u) <0.

On one hand,

F(vee, Ay, Vo) = (g + 2a)o2(Az) — (T1(Az), Vi, @ V) > f
On the other hand, we have at p (since D?*(u —v) > 0, D(u — v) = 0)

log F(uss, A, Vug) — log F(vge, Ay, Voy) > F 1 Lp(u —v) >0,

where L is the linearized operator of F' at v; the non-negativity of L (u —v) at p follows the same
argument in Proposition 3.2l This is a contradiction. This proves @& < u. Interchanging % and u we
get u < . Hence we have u = u. This proves the uniqueness.

Given ug, u1 two admissible boundary datum, consider w = (1—t)ug+tus+at(t—1) for sufficiently
large a. We write

F(wtt, Aw, V’Uw) = wttag(Aw) — <T1 (Aw), th & th> = fo.

When a is sufficiently large, fo > 0 and hence F,, = wy Ay, — Vwy @ Vwy € 1"; We use the
continuity method to solve the equation. Let fs = sf + (1 — s)fo. We want to solve the equation
for u®, s € [0,1],
F(ug,, Ays, Vu; @ Vui) = fs (3.38)
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We choose the normalization condition for the boundary datum wug,u; by adding cot + ¢; for some
constants cg, ¢, such that (8:2) holds. Note that the change of boundary datum does not change
D?w (hence does not change f). When s = 0, u® = w solves the equation. The linearized operator
Lr, is invertible for s € [0,1] for u® € I'J (see the proof of uniqueness) and hence there exists a
unique solution of the linearized equation

L, (h)=f

with the zero boundary datum h(-,0) = h(-,1) = 0 for any smooth f. It follows that the set
S :={s €10,1] : (338 has a unique solution} is open in [0,1]. We need to prove the set S is also
closed. Suppose s; € [0,1) such that u*¢ is the unique solution of ([B38). Suppose s; — sg. By our a
priori estimates, u* have uniformly bounded C*! norm. Given the concavity of G, Evans-Krylov’s
theory applies and we get uniform C%® estimates of u*¢ for some a. The boot-strapping argument
then implies the uniform bound C*® for any I > 2. Hence by passing to subsequence if necessary,
u® converges to u®® smoothly. By convergence we see that u*° solves the equation (B38]) for s = sp.
This proves the existence ([B:38)) for s = sg, and hence proves the closeness of S. To prove Theorem
[ we fix f > 0 as above and consider the equation

F(ugy, Ays, Vui; ® Vuy) = sf.

By the a prior estimates established above, u* has uniformly bounded C':!-norm. Indeed we know
u® is decreasing in s by a comparison principle below. When s — 0, u® converges strongly in C1:*
to u® such that u® € C1! (such a limit u° is indeed unique). In particular u° solves the equation
almost everywhere (the strong solution) with the uniform C''! bound. |

We state a comparison principle below, which can be proved similarly as the proof of uniqueness.
Lemma 3.25. Let u,v be two smooth functions on [0,1] x M. Suppose A, € I'y and A, € T5. If
F(uge, Au, Vug) > F(vge, Ay, Vo) >0

and u,v have the same boundary datum, then u < v. Moreover, if we have
F(ugt, Aw, Vug) > F(vgt, Ay, Vi) > 0.
Then v > u for points in (0,1) x M (suppose u,v have the same boundary datum). In general if
F(uge, Au, Vug) = F(vg, Ay, Vo) >0
then we have
[ol,Ill]ElXM fu—vl = {oflll}ai(M fu =]

The comparison principle above relies on the fact that f > 0 and Ay, A, are in interior of the
cone 1"; . We can also have a version of comparison principle if one function is on the boundary and
satisfies the homogeneous equation. More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.26. Suppose u € C? is admissible such that
F(uy, A, Vug) > 0.
Suppose a C? function v € [0,1] x M — R satisfies
v >0, A, € TS, F(v, Ay, V) = 0.

Ifu=wv on M x {0,1}, then v > u for any point in (0,1) x M.
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Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose v < u. Then u — v obtains its maximum at an interior
point p. At p, we have
D?(u—v) <0,D(u—v) =0.
In particular, at p,
Uy < vy, and A, < A,
It follows that A, € T'J (at p) since

02(Ay) — 02(Ay) = /01<T1(5Av +(1—-s5)Au), A, — Ay)ds > 0.

Choose b > 0 sufficiently small such that at p,
2b02(Av)(p) < F(use, Au, Vue)(p)
Take w = v + bt(t — 1). Then at p, we have (by concavity of log F),
log F(wyt, Aw, Vwy)(p) — log F(usr, Au, Vug)(p) > F7 Lp(w — u)(p)
where F~1Lp takes value of u at p. However, D?*(w —u) > 0 and Vw = Vv at p. This follows that
Lp(w —u)(p) > 0. This contradicts the choice of b. O
Remark 3.27. We conjecture that the solution u® constructed is the unique solution of the geodesic

equation with fixed boundary datum. However, the comparison principle we derived is not strong
enough to prove uniqueness. From now on we choose f =1 and consider the equation, for s € (0,1],

F(utt, Au, Vut) = S.

We refer this construction u® as “the approzimating geodesic” and the limit u = u® = lim,_,o u® as
“the geodesic”, even though we do not prove the uniqueness of the geodesic equation. By comparison
principle we can see that u® is canonical, in the sense that for any smooth f > 0, the solutions

F(utt, Au, Vut) = Sf

will have the same limit when s — 0. However this simply asserts the uniqueness of the limit so-
lution regardless of the choice of approximating process, but is not sufficient for the uniqueness of
the geodesic equation itself (there might be a solution which is not constructed through the approxi-
mating process). On the other hand, the uniqueness does not play an important role for geometric
applications.

4. APPENDIX

4.1. The Donaldson operator and the Gursky-Streets operator. Denote the matrix R =
(rij) for 4,5 € {0,--- ,n} and r = (ry;) for ij # 0, Y = (701, ,7on). Donaldson has introduced an
operator about a decade ago [19],

Q(R) = rooon (r) — [Y]?,

We can write this operator as (To(r) = I),

Q(R) :7“000'1(7‘) - <T0(T‘),Y®Y> (41)
Hence the Donaldson operator is a first operator (k = 0) in the following family (for & < n).
Fi(R) = roook(r) — (Tk-1(r), Y @Y), (4.2)

which we call the Gursky-Streets operator. One requires a positivity condition that r € I‘g and
F(R) > 0. We introduce 7 = roor — Y ® Y, Gursky-Streets have the following observation,
o0 " ok(7) = Fr(R)
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These operators are not symmetric for R (only symmetric for ). Rather it has one special direction
(corresponding to rgp). For a smooth function v € R x M — R, take R of the form

U Vu
R(D2U) - <VZt v2u +tSu >

where S, denotes a lower order term, then Fj(R) = f defines a family of second order differential
equations. These equations are constructed as geodesic equations of interesting infinitely dimensional
Riemannian structure, coming from Kéhler geometry and conformal geometry for example [30] [19]
[22]. In Donaldson’s setting, one can take S, = g/n. We should mention that S, can be taken
as any positive definite two tensors one can easily see that there is no any essential difference. In
Gursky-Streets’ setting, A, is the Schouten tensor of a conformal metric e~2*g and

1
Viu+ S, =A, =Vu+A+Vu® Vu— §|Vu|2g.

We should emphasize that we can only prove our results (C? estimates) for n > 4. The essential
reason is that the first order terms Vu® Vu — %|Vu|2 g are nonlinear and it would lead to a quadratic
form of the type

0= (Ti(B).~Vow Vot 5VoPs ).

When n = 3, this quadratic form can have negative eigenvalues (for E, € ' and we denote its
eigenvalues as A\; > A2 > \3). This would lead to a negative term of the form (A1 + 2 +3A3)|V3u|? in
the estimate of Au (similar situation also happens when one considers estimate of uy). For example,
if F,, has eigenvalues of the form A\(1,1,—1+ ¢€), then A\ + Xy + 3X\3 = —A\(2 — 3¢) is negative and
in the same order of o1 (F,) when € is sufficiently small. Even one takes log(Au + C) (leaving aside
the additional difficulties by taking logarithm), this term is bad as the order of —oy(E,)|V3ul?,
which exceeds the order of all the good terms (such as Lr(e™"), Lr(t?)) from the “subharmonic”
functions. When n > 5, the argument is straightforward since the strict positivity of the quadratic
form g. When n = 4, we need to explore the positivity of ¢ in a subtle way.

4.2. The concavity of G. Donaldson [I9] proved that his operator satisfies the following concavity
using some elementary Lorentz geometry. Given Rj, Ro satisfying the assumption (r € l"f and
F1(R) > 0) such that Q(R1) = Q(Rz2), then

Q1 = s)R1 + si2) > Q(1).

This proves that @ (instead of log @) is concave on its level set. It is straightforward to see that it is
equivalent to the fact that log @ is concave. The concavity of log @) plays an important role to solve
Donaldson’s equation. One can also argue the concavity of log @ by an elementary inequality [11].

Lemma 4.1. The function
log(zy — » _ 27)
is concave for x > 0,2y — > 22 >0

Proof. The function is obviously smooth and we need to argue,

- _ N2
r+2x y+y zi + 2; 9 . 5
210g< 5 T —Z<—2 ) )Zlog(acy—z,zi)—i-log(xy—Zzi)

Denote, for \,a > 0,

xy—sz:a,i“g]—Zéf = Ma.
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We need to show that

Write

This results in proving the following,

1 1
(;(a +) )+ 5(2 22+ )\2a)) W+9) - (z+2)" >4
This is elementary. O

Remark 4.2. A quick way to see the concavity is to write the function xy — > 22 = u? —v? =" 22
with uw = (x+vy)/2,v = (x—y)/2. Then this is a standard example in Garding’s theory of hyperbolic

polynomials. Hence one can actually get that (zy — 3. 22)Y/? is concave.

Now we establish Lemma 2.7 the concavity of G = log F.
Theorem 4.1. Given r € Iy and F = F3(R) > 0, then log F is concave.

Proof. We need to show that
log (rogo2(r) — (Th(r),Y @ Y))
is concave for r € I'y and rooo2(r) — (T1(r),Y ® Y) > 0. In other words, we want to show that, for
any s € [0, 1],
log F((1 — s)R+ sR) > (1 — s)log F(R) + slog F(R)
Since log F' is smooth on R, we only need to prove for s = 1/2. Denote
T+
2

We also use T = Ty (r) and T = T (7) We also use the notation 7,Y,T to denote the average for
simplicity. We need to show

T =T00, T = Too, T =

2bﬂmﬂﬁ—ﬂ?iﬁzbymﬂﬂ—ﬂKYD+m%mﬂﬂ—ﬂﬁ?D (4.3)

Denote, for \,a > 0,
zoo(r) = T(Y,Y) = a ; Zoo(F) — T(Y,Y) = Aa.
We can write
z=03(r) Ha+T(Y,Y)), 7 = 02(7) ' (Na + T(Y,Y))
For simplicity we also use the notations 7' = T(Y,Y),T = T(Y,Y), 05 = 05(r), 52 = 02(7) etc when
there is no confusion. We need to show

Y T)  62(Na+T)
oalatT)  2NaetT) 5, (4.4)
20’2 20’2
By the concavity of /o2 (or rather the concavity of logos), we have
02 5 02
— 4+ N—= >\
20’2 + 25’2 -
By ([@3) and @4), this reduces to show
5T a1 -
S ) (4.5)
202 202
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This is to show that

It completes the proof given the convexity of H(r,Y) on (r,Y) for r € T'J, where

T Y,V 1
Hry) = DOWY) _ (01080r) 5y (16)
g9 (T‘) 67“15
The convexity of H will be proved in the following. O

Theorem 4.2. The function H(r,Y) in {@8) is convex on (r,Y) forr € T5.

Theorem 2 should have its own interest. We conjecture this holds for general k. Note that k = 1
is straightforward, and when k = n it is an old result of Marcus [31].

Conjecture 4.3. Let n > 4. Suppose r is a n X n symmetric matriz such that r € Fz, for
3<k<n-—1, then H,(r,Y) is a convex function on r,Y.

First we need the following results, which give a simple proof of the well-known concavity of /o3.

Lemma 4.4. For r,7 such that o1 = o1(r), 01 = 01(7) both are positive, then we have the following
identity

1 o 1 1 o
0161 = Oy — + Fa— + = <|r|2—1 + |f|2;) (4.7)
o1 o1 2 (o] 01
Moreover, if r,T € l";r then we have, given any unit vector Vi # 0,|V] =1,
~ Lo o\ TV, W) o 1o 5 N\ T(Vi, ) .
_ z _ Z — — 2 -7 4.8
nn= (72 50 =130 g + (724 07 =720 ) Frgs + v, (48
where we use the notations r11 = r(Vy, V7).
Proof. We need the following,
1
72(r) = 3 (03~ IrP) (49)

We write

Using ([@3)) this proves [@1). Now we prove ([@L8). We choose an orthonormal basis {Vi, Vs, -+, V,}
which extends V;. We write

0161 =(01 — 111 +711)(61 — 11 + T11)

=(o1 —r11)(61 —711) +711(61 — 711) + 711 (01 — 711) + 1T

2 s = = TRy
oy —r o1 — T o1 — T . . |o1—7 -
= M‘F(Ul—ﬁl)ﬁl : L G 11) + (01 — 711)711 %‘FTHTH
2 o1 — 711 2 01 —T11
Then we compute
1
02 =3 (U% - |7"|2)
1
=3 [(o1 —r11 +7°11))2 - |7°|2]
1 r2, — |r|?
25(01 —r11)? 4 (o1 — ri)rin + 11?"
The identity ([E38) follows by combining the above two computations directly. O
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Given r, 7, a direct computation gives

469 = 09 + G2 + 0161 — (7, T) (4.10)
We denote @ := o161 — (r,7), then we have
- 1 -
Q=012 45,2 4 (|r|22 + |f|23> — (1)
01 g1 2 01 g1

In particular, this proves that, for r € l";r
Q> Uzﬂ +52$ > 2\/@-
o1 a1
This implies in particular the well-known concavity of /o2,
409 =02 + 02 + Q
>0y + G2 4 21/0262
(/73 + /G2’

But we will need the full strength of (8. We rewrite it as the following, for any given unit vector
Vi eR", Vi =1,
Tu | . Tn
= 09— + 09— + My, 4.11
Q=02 ™ TR, 1 (4.11)

where we use the notation T'(Vi,V;) = T1; and

Ty | |F)? Tu . rul? Tu | [Ful? T ~
M = _— —_— = — - p— =
1 < 2 Tn M Ti .7) 2 Tn T Ty e

Clearly My > 0 and it leads to

Ty . Tn
> 09— + 09 —. 4.12
Q 2T 2T1 (4.12)

Indeed, we need the following,

Lemma 4.5. For any two unit vectors Vi, W, we have

T(Vi,V1) . . T(Vi,W)?
——— g = .
TV, Vi) 2T (v, VT (W, W)

Q>0 (4.13)

Similm ly we have
~ ( 1, 1) ( 1, )

R TR TR A AG) 1)

Proof. By symmetry we only prove [I3]), while [@I4]) follows by switching 7" and T.IfW =V; or
—V4, then [@I3) reduces to {EI2). If V4 and W are linearly independent, we write

W:le—i—ng

for two orthogonal unit vectors V3 and V5. We choose a basis {V1,Va,---,V,,} as an extension of
{V1,Va2} and we write r = (r;;),7 = (7;;) in terms of this basis. By the homogeneity, we can assume
(otherwise choose a scaling r — ar for some a > 0)

Ty =Thi. (4.15)
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With this normalization (£I8]), we have by ({II)
Q=02+52+% Z (Fij — 7ij)?
(i5)7#(11)
We compute
T(Vi, W) = aT1y + yTiz, T(W, W) = 2Ty + 2xyTi2 + y*Ta2)
Hence we need to show that, using (1T,

1 oo (2T Ti2)?
R D DT e R YL
(iE() Ty (?Th1 + 22yTho + y*T22)
We have also T1o = —r12, le = —712. Next we compute

1+ 733+ + T ) (To2 + 733 + -+ Tun)

Ti1Tog =(61 — 711) (61 — 722)
r1
F117a2 + 711 (F33 4+ Fn) + T22(Fa3 + - -+ + Fon) + (Faz + -+ Fon )?

=02(F11,* » Fnn) + (T35 + -+ 72,) + 02 T3z, , Fon)
Clearly we have
(b -+ o)+ 02(Fs5,++ Fun) = 5 (g o4 72) + 3 (g )’
We also have
202 (711, -+ Tnn) =01((F11, -+ 5 Fm) — (2] + 72 )

=01 = (1 + )

=265 + |F|* — (r}) + -+ - Tp)

=263+ » 7,
i#]
>255 + 271,

Put (@I7), (AI8) and (AI9) together, we reach the conclusion that
TiTae > G2 + 1,
Clearly we have

1 - -
2 Z (Tij — Tij)2 > (F1g — 1r12)%
(i7)#(11)

We claim
G2+ (Fr2 — 712) 2] (22 T2 — 20yTii1o + y*ThiTas) > G2(xThy — yriz)?

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

Given the claim ([@2]]) and the normalization condition (IH]), this completes the proof of [I0).
While the claim (£ZI)) is a direct consequence of ([£20) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality as follows.

We compute, using (20,

2*TY — 2xyTi 712 + Y2 T Tog > (xThy — yi12)? + G212,
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hence
62 + (F12 — 112))(2°TH — 2zyTinfie + y*TiiToo) >[62 + (Fr2 — r12)*][(2T11 — yF12)? + y262)
> (\/5_2(£CT11 —yFi2) + (F12 — 7‘12)\/5_2y)2
=63(zT11 — yri2)®
This completes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove the convexity of H(r,Y).

Proof. This is to show

GoT o7 _ -
2 + ~2— > 2T.
02 g2
First we assume that  and 7 commute and hence can be diagonalized simultaneously with eigenvalues
Aty co0 Ay and A, -+ A\, We do not order the eigenvalues at this point (since we cannot order the

eigenvalues simultaneously). Writing ¥ = (y;),Y = (§;), we need to show that

- B ~ 2
a o N N i+ Y
o2 (01_)\1.)%24_&_22(01—)\1»)%222(01—)\1‘4—01—)\1') (y 224)

02 =
(2

i

It is sufficient to show that, for each fixed ¢, we have

_ _ _\2
2(01 —\)y?+ 2(51 - 5\1)512 > (01 —XNi+01— 5\1) <yZ +yz>
02 02 2
We take ¢ = 1 and write y; = y etc for simplicity. We need to show,
469 - X ) 2 (402 ~ 3 ~ 1 >~2
— (o1 —=M)=(o1=M)—=(o1 = \) Jy"+| —(@01—M)—(o1—=M)— (01— M) | ¥
(az(l 1) = (o1 = M1) = (61 — A1) 02(1 1) = (01 = A1) — (61 — A1) (4.22)
>2(01 — A1+ 61— \)yg.
Denote for now A = oy — A\ + &1 — A\;. We claim the following two inequalities,
i& o
—2(0'1 — /\1) — (0’1 — /\1) — (0’1 — /\1) >0
oz (4.23)
4G 45 < '
(2(01 - A1) — A) (2(51 - A1) — A)) > A?
g9 02

Given the claim this completes the proof of [@22]). Now we establish [@.23]). The first inequality in
[£23) is a direct consequence of (LI0) and II)). For the second inequality in [@23]), by a direct
computation, we need to show that

459(01 — M) (E1 — A1) > A (52(01 A1)+ 0261 — Xl))
That is to show
(02 + 62+ 0161 — Z)\ij\i)(gl — M) - A1) > A (52(01 — A1)+ o2(61 — 5\1))
In other words,
(0151 = Y Aidi) (o1 = M)(G1 — A1) > G201 — M) + 02(61 — M)

This is a direct consequence of ([@IIl) and [I2), with Ty3; = o1 — A;. This completes the proof
when r and 7 can be diagonalized simultaneously (when r7 = 7r).

30



Next we consider the general case. We compute, noting that 73 (r) is a linear operator on r,
2T =T (r)(Y,Y) + T(F)(Y,Y)

1 .- 1 L 1 L
-7 (T(Y, Y) +T(Y, Y)) 1 (T(Y Y) + T(Y, Y)) +3 (T(Y V) + T(Y, Y)) (4.24)
1 ~ 1 ~ - S~ 1 ~ -
-7 (T(Y, Y) + T(Y, Y)) 2 (T(Y, V) + (Y, Y)) +3 (T(Y, V) + T(Y, Y))
Hence we need to show
45,T . 45,T -\ o o N
( 72 —T—T)(Y,Y)+( %2 —T—T)(Y,Y)z2(T+T)(Y,Y). (4.25)
02 02
Note that the following matrices are positive definite, as a direct consequence of [II) and ([I2]),
40T ~ 45,T
2 P -T>0, "2 T-T>0 (4.26)
[P op)

We assume Y, Y # 0 (otherwise we are done by the positivity [@26)). We want to prove the following,

(421“ T - T) (Y,Y)(@T T - T) (Y,Y) > (T(Y,Y)+T(Y,Y))% (4.27)

g2 g2

Clearly ([@2H) is a direct consequence of [@Z7). By homogeneity, we can require |Y| = |Y| = 1.
Since 469 = 03 + 02 + @, we need to show

(229 1) o) (29T 1) (79 2 () + T
g2 g2
First we apply Lemma 5, using @I3) with V; =Y, W =Y, hence we get
= o2
0o, IY) L TR
T,Y) T, Y)T(V.7)
It follows that
. o\ 2
<"2+QT T) wv)> 2 (1o vy + TV (4.28)
o2 o2 T(Y,Y)
Then we apply Lemma EB using @I4) with V; =Y, W =Y hence we get
T(Y,Y T(Y,Y)?
02, THT) T
TV,Y)  CT(Y,V)T(Y,Y)
It follows that B B
02+ Q o0 [ o TVY)
—T-T)(Y,Y)>=—=|T(Y,Y —_— 4.2
(2 )<,>_62<<,>+T(w) (4.29)

Put ([A28) and ([@29) together, we have
(2E9r-1) ) (2297 1) > (T(Y, v)+ —?ﬁ?”) <T<fcf/> patan W)

02 02

=T(Y,Y)T(Y,Y)+T(Y,Y)* + T(Y,Y)* +

>T(Y,Y)2 4+ T(Y,Y)? + 2T (Y, Y)T(Y,Y)

- (T(Y, V) + T, ?)) ’
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This proves (27) hence it completes the proof. O

Remark 4.6. It would be attempting to use Garding’s theory of hyperbolic polynomials to demon-
strate the concavity of F3 , which is slightly stronger than the concavity of log F'. This is to show that
the following cubic equation has only real roots, for any symmetric matrix R. The cubic equation
(in t) reads
F(R+tJ) =0,

where the matriz J can be taken as In41 (or the matriz Is, viewed as a symmetric (n+1) x (n+1)
matriz by an obvious embedding). FEven though it is a standard process to check when a cubic
polynomial has real roots and we believe this is correct for our setting. But the computation is quite
involved and we are not able to carry out this approach directly.

4.3. The metric structure and the uniqueness of o;-Yamabe problem when n = 4. Given
the ! regularity, the formal metric picture of Gursky-Streets [22] can be made strict; moreover
the proof of the uniqueness of o2-Yamabe problem can be made much more straightforward. First
we summarize some direct consequence of the existence of C''! geodesic for Gursky-Streets metric.

We fix some notations. Consider the approximating geodesic equation, given two fixed boundary
datum ug, u1,

uttag(Au) — <T1(Au), Vut ® Vut> = Sf

We have obtained uniform C! estimates for any smooth f > 0. We take f = 1 in particular to get
an approximating geodesic u® and denote u to be its limit. We refer u as the geodesic connecting
U, Uq-

Theorem 4.3. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension four such that CT # (.
Then C* is a metric space with Gursky-Streets metric. Given ug,u; € CT, the geodesic realizes the
distance between ug,ui. In particular CT has nonpositive curvature in the sense of Alexanderov.

The argument is rather standard (but a bit long and tedious), given the formal geometric picture
verified by Gursky-Streets [Section 3][22] with smooth geodesics. The main point is to use the
approximating geodesic u® instead of the limit geodesic u since u® is smooth and is admissible. All
the identities hold modulo quantities in the order of O(s) given the uniform C! regularity; the
results then follow by taking s — 0. (See [Section 5][9] and [Section 5][I1] for example). We skip
the details since we do not really need these results. We will only verify the geodesic convexity of
the functional F of Chang-Yang and give an alternative proof of uniqueness of o2-Yamabe problem.
We will need the following curvature weighted Poincare-inequalities, due to B. Andrews [I].

Lemma 4.7 (Andrews). Let (M™,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with positive Ricci curva-
ture. Given a Lipschitz function ¢ with fM ¢dv = 0, then

/ Hdv < / (Ric™)(Vé, Vo) dv,
M M

with the equality if and only if ¢ =0 or (M™, g) is isometric to the round sphere.

n

n—1

Gursky-Streets obtained a weaker form of this inequality for n = 4,

Lemma 4.8 (Gursky-Streets [22]). Let (M*, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold such that A, € Ty .
Given a Lipschitz function ¢, then

/M @Tl(/lg)(v% Vé)dv > 4/M SRy — ﬁ (/M ¢dv>2.

The equality holds if and only if ¢ is a constant or (M*,g) is isometric to the round sphere.
32



We can now verify the convexity of the functional F along the C*! geodesic. Indeed F is convex
along the smooth approximating geodesic u® for any s € (0, 1].

Theorem 4.4. Given ug,u; € C*, let u® be the approzimating geodesic satisfying
UttO'Q(Au) — <T1(Au), Vut ® Vut> = S.

Then F is convex along the CY1 geodesic u. In particular F achieves its minimum energy at any
smooth critical point.

Proof. Let u® be the unique smooth solution of the equation,
uttag(Au) — <T1 (Au), Vut X Vut> = S. (430)

Denote u to be “the geodesic”, which is the limit of u® when s — 0. Consider the functional F(u)
and F(u®) for t € [0,1]. By the uniform estimate, we know that u® converges to u in C1*([0, 1] x M)
for any a € [0,1). Moreover, we compute

/ Au|Vu|2dV—/ Auf|Vu'[2dV :/ Au(|Vul* - |Vu5|2)dV+/ |Vl |PA(u — u®)dV
M M M M
:/ Au(|Vul* - |Vu5|2)dV+/ V(|Vus )V (u — u®)dV
M M

It follows that, [,, Au|Vu®|?dV converges to [,, Au|Vu|?dV (uniformly with respect to ¢) when
s — 0. Using the formula (2]), it implies that F(u®) converges to F(u) uniformly w.r.t ¢. In particular
F(u) is continuous w.r.t t € [0,1]. A similar argument shows that [,, Au|Vu[*dV is Lipschitz in ¢
and hence F(u) is Lipschitz in ¢. Denote the conformal invariant total oo curvature as

o= / 02(gy *Ay)dV, and & = oV, !
M

where V,, is the total volume of g,. Along the path «®, using the variational structure of F [3] (see
the computation as in [22]), we have

dF (u)

it y

To compute the second derivative we need to be careful about the conformal factor. We compute
the second derivative (using (Z1I), Lemma 2] and the equation (Z30)),

d*>F(u®)

72 = /M (—’U,ftO'Q(gZilAus) — U? <T1 (gus_lAus), V2U§>gus> qus

2
—|—c_7/ {uft —4 (uf —uf) } dVys
" 2t

2
:/ (—uroa(Aue) + <T1(Aus),Vuf®Vuf>)dV+5/ [uft—él(uf —uf) }qus
M M
2
:—s/ dv+5/ {uft—él(uf—uf) }qus,
M M _

where we use the notation of average,

uf:vufl/ ufdViys.
— M
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We compute, using the equation (£30),

1 1
wl, dVys = / — (T} g;slAus ,Vu; @ Vui)g,. dVys + S/ —dV
/M " M U2(9uslAuS)< i ) ! t>g M U2(9uslAuS)

Hence it follows that

2 s
L(“)z—s/ dv+sa/ R
dt? M M Uz(gus Aus)

1 2
+5/ [7 Ti(g5t Ay ), VUi @ Vus),. . — 4 (uf —ul ]qus.
v 02(gu51Au3)< 1( ) t t>9 ( t t)

By Lemma we know that
d2 s
Lu) > —S/ dV.
This shows the convexity of F(u®) + st I} a AV Taking s — 0, this implies the convexity of F along

the geodesic u. The second part of the statement follows directly. Note that the second part of the
statement was verified by Gursky-Streets [Lemma 6.1][22]. O

Now we suppose ug, 1 € CT are two smooth critical points of F. Then we have the following,

Corollary 4.9. Let u be the Cb! geodesic connecting ug,ui. Then either (M*, g,:) is isometric to
the round sphere, or uy = ug + ¢ for some constant c.

Proof. Since F achieves its minimum at ug and wuq, by the convexity of F we know that F remains
constant along the geodesic w. In other words, u(t) minimizes F for any ¢ € [0,1]. We claim
u(t) : M — R is smooth and is in C* for each ¢ and solves the equation c2(A,) = const. For
simplicity we drop the dependence on t since the argument is the same. Due to the only C'!
regularity of u, the essential point is to prove that F achieves a minimum at u in a certain class
['J in the following sense. Suppose u has C*! bound and a sequence of u* € CT with uniform C*!
bound converges to . Then for any smooth v € C*, and r € (0, 1) sufficiently small, we have the
following variational characteristic description of u with respect to F-functional,

F(u) < Flu+rov).
Now we need to compute the first variation of F at u. We need the following, at r = 0,
OF
OF(utry) _ —/ V(a9 Ay) — 5)dV, (4.33)
67' M

If u is smooth, then ([@33) follows directly [3]. A main point is that [£33) holds using the fact T}
is divergence free (when n = 4). When u € C*!, then T3 (g, ' A,) is divergence free in the following
sense: for any smooth vector X = (X?), we have

/ > Ti(g, " Aw)? VX AV, =0 (4.34)
M =
J

We can choose a sequence of smooth function u,, such that u, converges to v in WP and u,, has
uniform CY! bound. A direct approximation argument gives (L34). Given ([@34), [E33)) follows
directly as in [3]; the point is that the following one-form « is still closed for v € C1! and it gives
the first variation of F, by the computation as in [3] together with ([@34)), where

a(v) = — /Mv(ag(g; Ay) — 7)dV,,.
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Since F(u) < F(u + rv), we have at r = 0, for any v,

OF
0F(utry) _ —/ v(oa(g7 Ay) — )dV, >0 (4.35)
37‘ M
Since we can add any constant to v, this implies that o2(g,'A4,) — & = 0, where 6 = oV, . It
follows that o2(g, ' A,) > 0. Hence u € C11 is a strong solution of the uniform elliptic equation
02(Ay) = oV e (4.36)

u

and the standard elliptic estimate then gives the smoothness of u (in space direction). Hence
u(t) : M — R is smooth for each ¢ and it solves the equation (£30). Taking derivative with respect
to t, the elliptic regularity then implies that u; is smooth in space direction. Note that we do not
assert at the moment that u is smooth in space time, even though we know this holds a posteriori.
Nevertheless we can directly compute, similar as in ([£32),

d? F(u(t 1
- “’/M [m@(% LA, Vi © Vg, — 4 (w— w)”| dV, = 0.

This implies that u; = const or (M?, g,) is isometric to the round sphere S*, by Lemma E8 O
This gives a direct proof of the uniqueness of oo-Yamabe problem.

Corollary 4.10. Let (M*,g) be a compact four manifold with CT # ().

(1) There exists a unique solution to the o2- Yamabe problem in [g] if (M*, g) is not conformally
equivalent to the round S*.
(2) In [gsa], all solutions to the oo-problem are round metrics.

REFERENCES

[1] Andrews, B. unpublished.
(2] Berman, R.J., Berndtsson, B.; Convezity of the K-energy on the space of Kdhler metrics and uniqueness of
extremal metrics, arxiv.org/pdf/1405.0401.pdf. to appear in J. Amer. Math. Soc.
(3] Brendle, Simon; Viaclovsky, Jeff A.; A wvariational characterization for 0y 2- Calc. Var. Partial Differential
Equations 20 (2004), no. 4, 399-402.
[4] Blocki, Z; On geodesics in the space of Kdhler metrics, Advanced Lectures in Mathematics 21, 3-20, International
Press, 2012.
(5] Calabi, E.; Extremal Kéahler metrics. In Seminar on Differential Geometry (No. 102, p. 259) (1982) Princeton
University Press.
(6] Calamai, Simone; Zheng, Kai; The Dirichlet and the weighted metrics for the space of Kahler metrics. Math.
Ann. 363 (2015), no. 3-4, 817-856.
[7] Chang, Sun-Yung A.; Gursky, Matthew J.; Yang, Paul; An a priori estimate for a fully nonlinear equation on
four-manifolds. Dedicated to the memory of Thomas H. Wolff. J. Anal. Math. 87 (2002), 151-186.
[8] Chang, Sun-Yung A.; Yang, Paul; The inequality of Moser and Trudinger and applications to conformal geometry,
Dedicated to the memory of Jorgen K. Moser Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 56 (2003), no. 8, 1135-1150.
[9] Chen, Xiuxiong; The space of Kdhler metrics. Journal of Differential Geometry, 56(2), (2000) 189-234.
[10] Chen, Xiuxiong; Space of Kdihler metrics. III. On the lower bound of the Calabi energy and geodesic distance.
Invent. Math. 175 (2009), no. 3, 453-503.
[11] Chen, Xiuxiong; He, Weiyong; The space of volume forms. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2011, no. 5, 967-1009.
[12] Chen, XiuXiong; Li, Long; Pauni, Mihai; Approzimation of weak geodesics and subharmonicity of Mabuchi
energy. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 25 (2016), no. 5, 935-957.
[13] Chen, Xiuxiong; Sun, Song; Calabi flow, geodesic rays, and uniqueness of constant scalar curvature Kdhler
metrics. Ann. of Math. (2) 180 (2014), no. 2, 407-454.
[14] Chen, X. X.; Tian, G.; Geometry of Kahler metrics and foliations by holomorphic discs. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci. No. 107 (2008), 1-107.
[15] Jianchun Chu, Valentino Tosatti, Ben Weinkove, On the CY1 regularity of geodesics in the space of Kdihler
metrics , arxiv.org/pdf/1611.02390.pdf
[16] Darvas, Tamds; The Mabuchi geometry of finite energy classes. Adv. Math. 285 (2015), 182-219.

35



7]
18]
[19]
120]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
126]
[27]
28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]

(33]

Darvas, Tamds; Rubinstein, Yanir A.; Tian’s properness conjectures and Finsler geometry of the space of Kdhler
metrics. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 30 (2017), no. 2, 347-387.

Donaldson, S. K.; Symmetric spaces, Kdahler geometry and Hamiltonian dynamics. In Northern California Sym-
plectic Geometry Seminar (No. 196, p. 13), (1997) American Mathematical Soc..

Donaldson, Simon K.; Nahm’s equations and free-boundary problems. The many facets of geometry, 71-91, Oxford
Univ. Press, Oxford, 2010.

Guan, Pengfei; Wang, Guofang; A fully nonlinear conformal flow on locally conformally flat manifolds. J. Reine
Angew. Math. 557 (2003), 219-238.

Guan, Pengfei; Viaclovsky, Jeff; Wang, Guofang; Some properties of the Schouten tensor and applications to
conformal geometry. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), no. 3, 925-933.

Gursky, M.; Streets, J;A formal Riemannian structure on conformal classes and uniqueness for the oa-Yamabe
problem, arxiv.org/pdf/1603.07005.pdf.

He, Weiyong; On the space of Kdhler potentials. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2015), no. 2, 332-343.

Lempert, Laszl6; Vivas, Liz; Geodesics in the space of Kdhler metrics. Duke Math. J. 162 (2013), no. 7, 13691381.
Phong, D. H.; Sturm, Jacob; The Monge-Ampére operator and geodesics in the space of Kdhler potentials. Invent.
Math. 166 (2006), no. 1, 125-149.

Reilly, R; Variational properties of functions of the mean curvatures for hypersurfaces in space forms J. Diff.
Geom. 8 (1973) 465-477.

Sheng, Weimin; Trudinger, Neil S.; Wang, Xu-Jia; The k- Yamabe problem. Surveys in differential geometry. Vol.
XVII, 427457, Surv. Differ. Geom., 17, Int. Press, Boston, MA, 2012.

Semmes, Stephen; Complex Monge-Ampére and symplectic manifolds. Amer. J. Math. 114 (1992), no. 3, 495-550.
Mabuchi, T.; K-energy maps integrating Futaki invariants. Tohoku Mathematical Journal, 38(4) (1986), 575-593.
Mabuchi, T.; Some symplectic geometry on compact Kdihler manifolds. Osaka J. Math, 24(2) (1987), 227-252.
Marcus, M.; An Inequality for Linear Transformations, Proc. of the AMS, Vol.18, No. 5 (1967), 793-797.
Viaclovsky, Jeff A. Conformal geometry, contact geometry, and the calculus of variations. Duke Math. J. 101
(2000), no. 2, 283-316.

Viaclovsky, Jeff Conformal geometry and fully nonlinear equations. Inspired by S. S. Chern, 435-460, Nankai
Tracts Math., 11, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2006.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF OREGON, EUGENE, OR 97403.
E-mail address: whe@uoregon.edu

36



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminary
	3. A priori estimates
	3.1. C0 estimates
	3.2. C1 estimates
	3.3. C2 estimates
	3.4. Solve the equation and uniqueness

	4. Appendix
	4.1. The Donaldson operator and the Gursky-Streets operator
	4.2. The concavity of G
	4.3. The metric structure and the uniqueness of 2-Yamabe problem when n=4

	References

