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THE WEYL FUNCTIONAL ON 4-MANIFOLDS OF POSITIVE

YAMABE INVARIANT
CHANYOUNG SUNG

ABSTRACT. It is shown that on every closed oriented Riemannian 4-manifold (M, g)
with positive scalar curvature,
82

[m (M|
where W, x(M) and 7(M) respectively denote the self-dual Weyl tensor of g, the
Euler characteristic and the signature of M. This generalizes Gursky’s inequality
[15] for the case of by (M) > 0 in a much simpler way.

We also extend all such lower bounds of the Weyl functional to 4-orbifolds in-
cluding Gursky’s inequalities for the case of b3 (M) > 0 or 59Wq+ = 0, and obtain
topological obstructions to the existence of self-dual orbifold metrics of positive
scalar curvature.

/M W Pduy > 252(2x(M) + 37(M))
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

In a Riemannian manifold (M™, g) its curvature tensor is decomposed into its irre-
ducible summands under the orthogonal group, i.e the scalar curvature s,, the trace-

free part ;g:: Ric, — 2g of the Ricci curvature Ricy, and the Weyl curvature W.
Integrals of certain combinations of these curvature parts give not only topological
invariants of M, but an optimal metric on M can also be often found by minimizing
the L2-norm of a part of the curvature tensor. The most well-studied example is the
case of the scalar curvature, known as the Yamabe problem [30].

From now on M is supposed as smooth and closed. The Yamabe constant Y (M, [g])
of a conformal class

9= {vg | v : M5 Ry}
is defined as infzcy §(g) for
_: Jur 83 dig

n—2

Vol(g) "

where Vol(g) is the volume of (M, §). The infimum is always attained by a smooth
metric called Yamabe metric with constant scalar curvature. Moreover Y (M, [g]) can
be also expressed as

5(9)

inf{Y,(f)If € Li(M) — {0}}

where the Yamabe functional Y} is defined as

 Jalanldf ;4 s f?) dpg

= Z
(fM | f|Pn dﬂg) o

for a, = % and p, = 2%. The Yamabe invariant Y (M) is defined by the
supremum of Y (M, [g]) over all conformal classes of M. An important formula derived

from the solution of the Yamabe problem and the Holder inequality is that

Y, lg)| = (int /M 15513 dpig) (1)

g€lg

Yy(f)

g

where the infimum is realized by Yamabe metrics and its proof is given in [28§].
In this paper we are concerned with the Weyl functional VW defined as

WM, [g]) = /M W, % dp,

which is an invariant of a conformal class [¢g]. By |W,| we always mean the norm

(AW Wiz of W, € End(A*(M)) w.r.t. the metric g under consideration. O.
Kobayashi [24] defined a topological invariant

v(M) := inf W(M, [g])
9
where g runs over all smooth Riemannian metrics on M. Unless there is a conformally-

flat metric or a collapsing sequence of metrics with bounded curvature, it’s very
difficult to compute this invariant of a general manifold.
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When the dimension is 4, the Weyl curvature acquires not only physical meanings
[36, 44], but also an additional structure. If (M*, g) is oriented, W, is further re-
ducible under the special orthogonal group into W;’ + W, . The curvature integrals
Wi(M, [g]) := [, IW5Pdp, are related by

WM, [g]) = Wi(M, [g]) + W-(M, [g])
— 120 (M) + 2W, (M, [g))
12027 (M) 4+ 2W_(M, [g])
where 7(M) denotes the signature of M. So any estimation of W, is equivalent to
that of W, and
v(M) > 127°7(M) (2)
with equality being held if M admits a self-dual metric, i.e W_(M, [g]) = 0. Thus
the v invariant of a connected sum of self-dual manifolds is computable by using the
connected sum formula [24]
V(Ml#MQ) S V(Ml) + V(Mg),

and this will be discussed in Subsection 4.4l

It turns out that the estimation of W(M, [g]) on (M*,[g]) with positive Yamabe
constant gets more accessible, as the following theorems show. Thus as a means to
quantify the nonexistence of a self-dual metric with positive scalar curvature and
for the purpose of finding a canonical one among all metrics with positive scalar
curvature, we are lead to define a refined invariant

v (M) := inf W(M,g])

where C, is the set of all smooth Riemannian metrics on M satisfying Y (M, [g]) > 0.
(If M has Cy =0, vy (M) may be defined to be c0.)

Theorem 1.1 (Chang-Gursky-Yang [9, 8]). Let (M, g) be a smooth closed Riemann-
ian 4-manifold with Y (M, [g]) > 0, which is not diffeomorphic to S* or RP*. Then
W(M, [g]) = 4n*x (M) (3)

where the equality holds iff (M, g) is conformal to CP* with the Fubini-Study metric
or a quotient of S* x S with a product metric of standard metrics. If

W(M, [g]) < 8m*x(M),
then there exists a metric in [g] with positive Ricci curvature.
Fu [13] and Bour and Carron [6] obtained similar types of rigidity results under

upper bounds of W. A series of Gursky’s remarkable results asserts that the existence
of a nontrivial harmonic tensor requires the increase of W :

Theorem 1.2 (Gursky [15], [16]). Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian
4-manifold with Y (M, [g]) > 0.

(i): If by (M) > 0, then W, (M, [g]) > %(2){(]\/[) + 37(M)), where the equality
holds iff g is conformal to a Kahler-Einstein metric.
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(ii): If by (M) > 0, then W, (M, [g]) > 27*(2x(M) + 37(M)), where the equality
holds iff g is conformal to a quotient of S* x R.

(iii): If 0,W; = 0 for nonzero W, then Wy (M, [g]) > %(2)((]\4) + 37(M)),
where the equality holds iff (M, g) is Finstein which is either Kdhler or the
quotient of a Kdahler manifold by an anti-holomorphic isometric involution.

The 1st purpose of this article is to generalize the part (ii) of Gursky’s theorem to
any closed oriented 4-manifolds by using a simpler method than that of [15].

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-manifold with
Y(M,lg]) >0, and | - | of a group denote its order.
(1): If |m(M)| < 0o, then
_ s
[T (M)
where the equality holds iff (M, g) is conformal to a round 4-sphere.
(ii): If |Hi(M;Z)| < oo, then

Wi (M, [g]) = 27*(2x (M) + 37(M))

872
| H1(M;Z)|
where the equality holds iff (M, g) is conformal to a round 4-sphere.
(iii): If m (M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite indez, then

Wi (M, [g]) > 27*(2x (M) + 37(M)).

One can carry all the above discussion more generally to the orbifold setting. An
n-orbifold is a Hausdorff 2nd-countable topological space which is locally modelled
on a quotient R"/I" of R™ by a finite group action I'. In this paper we assume that
every orbifold is smooth by requiring that all transition functions are smooth, and I"
is a subgroup of SO(n) acting freely on R™ — {0}. An orientation of an orbifold is
meant by that on the complement of its singular locus, and we regard a manifold as
a special kind of orbifolds. A smooth Riemannian n-orbifold is a smooth Riemannian
manifold outside orbifold-singular points around each of which the metric is locally
the projection of a smooth I'-invariant metric on R". By an orbifold metric we always
mean a smooth Riemannian orbifold metric.

Orbifolds naturally arise as a limit or quotients of manifolds with a geometric
structure, and they are being studied extensively not only in geometry and but also
in physics such as string theory. Many classical theorems on manifolds are generalized
to orbifolds. For instance the DeRham theorem, the Hodge theorem, and the Chern-
Gauss-Bonnet theorem hold for a smooth closed orbifold as well [4, 37, 38]. Also the
Yamabe problem on an orbifold can be defined in the obvious way, and turns out
to be almost parallel to the case of a smooth manifold. For details, the reader may
consult K. Akutagawa [I].

A Yamabe metric of a smooth closed Riemannian n-orbifold (M, g) exists if

Y(S™) \
Dyl7 @

Wi (M, [g]) = 27*(2x (M) + 37(M))

Y (M, [g]) < miin
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where the minimum is taken over all the orbifold groups I';, and the non-strict inequal-
ity called generalized Aubin’s inequality always holds. The possible non-solvability
of the orbifold Yamabe problem when Aubin’s inequality is saturated is the only es-
sential difference from the ordinary Yamabe problem on manifolds. As long as the
Yamabe problem is solvable, the formula (Il holds for orbifolds as well.

Using the following topological invariants to be explained later

1
Xoro(M) = x(M) = (1 - ﬁ)’ Tors (M) = 7(M) + > 5(5°/T),
and 7§ (M) which is the deck transformation group of the so-called universal orbifold
covering space, the inequalities of the above theorems are extended to a 4-orbifold as

follows :

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold with
orbifold groups Ty, -+ ,T',. Suppose that Y (M, [g]) > 0.

(i): If |70 (M)| < oo, then

872
Wi (M, [g]) > 27r2(2xorb(M) + 37p(M)) — min ————
I |mgrt(M)||T)

where fj are orbifold groups of the universal orbifold covering space of M.
(ii): If |m(M)| < oo, then

872
Wy (M, > 2702 (2x o (M) + 370 (M)) — min ———————.
+( [g]) (X b( ) b( )) j |7T1(M)||F]|
(iii): If |H1(M;Z)| < oo, then
872

Wi (M. [g]) > 27 (20rs(M) + 37 (M)) — min |H,(M; Z)[IT;|

(iv): If m (M) or w$"°(M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite indez,
then
W+(M7 [g]) Z 27T2(2X0rb(M) + BTOTb(M))‘
(v): If by (M) > 0, then

2

We (M, [g) > (2 (M) + 872 (M)

where the equality holds iff g is conformal to an orbifold Kdhler-FEinstein met-
Tic.
(vi): If 6,W, =0 for nonzero W, then

WO [g]) = (2 () +37,0(00)

where the equality holds iff (M, g) is Finstein which is either Kdhler or the
quotient of a Kdahler orbifold by a free anti-holomorphic isometric involution.
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We shall provide examples where our inequalities give sharper lower bounds of W,
and discuss some applications such as nonexistence of self-dual metrics of positive
scalar curvature.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

Our proof is based on the well-known formula

[0)
; |7y 2

2 (2x(M) + 37000) = [ (WP + 32 = F0) dy )

which is the combination of the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula and the Hirzebruch
signature formula.

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-manifold with a
k-fold covering p: M — M. If Y(M,[g]) > 0, then

212 (2x (M) + 37(M / (W Pdp, < —,

where the equality holds iff k =1 and (M, g) is conformal to a round 4-sphere.
Proof. Put

d = 2m*(2x(M) +37(M /|W+\ dpig.

By (&)

and hence

2 o 2
Sprg | Tprg |
- Ay, = kd.
/]{4( 48 4 ) /’l’p g

For any metric h € [p*g] and the pullback orientation (or its reversed one) on M,

[ LDy = ornany +arin) - [ i

i 48 4
= 2m?(2x(M) + 37 (M /|VVJr Aty g
$20 | Ty |2
- [ -y dy,
= kd.

Thus if d > 0, then
inf ( / s2dun)? > 4v/3kd.
M

hep*g]
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Since Y (M, [p*g]) > 0,

YO ral) = int ([ s
help*gl ) ir
by the formula ().
Therefore we conclude that

Y (M, [pg))* _ 87
48k - k7
where we used Aubin’s inequality Y (M, [p*g]) < Y (S*) = 8v/6m.

The equality holds iff a Yamabe metric of (M, [p*g]) is Einstein with Yamabe con-
stant equal to Y (S%). Recall that the only conformal class with its Yamabe constant
equal to Y/(S?) is that of a round metric on S*. Thus the equality holds iff & is equal
to |m (M), and (M, p*g) is conformal to S* with a round metric. By the Lefschetz
fixed point theorem, any orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of S* has at least 2
fixed points. Therefore the only orientable manifold covered by S* is S* itself. U

d<

Now if |m (M)| < oo, then one can apply the above lemma with k = |7y (M)| and M
equal to the universal covering space to get the desired inequality. Then the equality
is attained iff (M, g) is conformal to a round 4-sphere.

It remains to deal with |m (M)| = oo cases. If there exists a subgroup of (M)
with index k, then there exists a k-fold covering space of M and the above lemma
applies.

To find a subgroup of finite index, we try to find a surjective homomorphism
from m (M) onto a finite group G. The first obvious try is the obvious quotient
homomorphism ¢ : m (M) — Hy(M;Z). If by (M) = 0, then ker ¢ gives a (normal)
subgroup of index |Hy (M;Z)|. If by (M) > 0, then we take a surjective homomorphism
U« Hy(M;Z) — 7y to get a (normal) subgroup ker(iy, 01) of index k for any integer
k > 0. In general, if there exists a subgroup of 7 (M) with index bigger than m for
any integer m, one can achieve

272(2x(M) + 3r(M)) — / W 2dpy < 0.
M
This completes the proof.

Remark 2.2. Here the condition of (i) is satisfied, when by(M) > 0, or more
generally w (M) is infinite but residually finite, i.e. for each non-identity element in
the group, there is a normal subgroup of finite index not containing that element. By
Malcev’s theorem [34], if 71 (M) has a faithful representation on a finite dimensional
vector space over a field, it is residually finite.

From the above proof, it’s obvious that we can obtain a lower bound of W (M, [g])

better than that of the inequality (i), if [m1(M)| < oo and Y (M) of the universal cover
M of M is strictly smaller than Y (S%).

Remark 2.3. If Y(M*,[g]) = 0, then from (3) we still have
Wi (M, [g]) = 27*(2x (M) + 37(M)), (6)
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where the equality holds iff g is conformal to a Ricci-flat metric.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.4]

Unlike the manifold case, there is a complication in the orbifold case, due to the
possible non-solvability of the Yamabe problem. To bypass this difficulty, we need
to approximate the given metric ¢ by a metric in which the Yamabe problem is
solvable. This will constitute a large portion of this section. In this paper g,, and
gs. Tespectively denote the Euclidean metric on R™ and the standard round metric of
constant curvature 1 on S™ and its quotient. Before entering into the proof, we need
to review some basic facts in the Yamabe problem and orbifolds.

3.1. Convergence of minimizing sequence. A sequence {¢; € L2(M)|i € N} is
called a minimizing sequence for Yy, if

lim Y, (1) = ¥ (M, [g]),

and ¢ € L3(M) is also called a Yamabe minimizer for Y}, if Y,(¢) = Y (M, [g]).

Theorem 3.1. On a smooth closed Riemannian n-orbifold (M,q) for n > 3, let
{: € L3(M)i € N} be a minimizing sequence for Yy such that lim; o [|pill ,,, ezists
and is nonzero. If there exists p € LP»(M) such that |p;| < @ for all i, then there
exists a Yamabe minimizer o to which a subsequence of {p;} converges in L2-norm.

Proof. Set a := a,, and p := p,. We may assume that

/ |90i|pdlug =1
M

for all « € N by considering ﬁ.
illpp

From

lim [ (aldgil® + sg07) dug = Y (M, [g]), (7)

1—00 M

there exists an integer ng such that if ¢ > ng then
YOLID+1 > [ (aldaf + s,6) dn,
M
> [ (aldof = mins,) ) du
M

S Ry e
M M

for a constant C' > 0, implying that
SUP/ |dil*dpy < C'
v JM

for a constant C” > 0, and hence {¢;]i € N} is a bounded subset of L?(M).

SIS
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Thus there exists ¢ € L?(M) and a subsequence converging to ¢ weakly in L2,
strongly in L?, and pointwisely almost everywhereﬂ By abuse of notation we let {;}
be the subsequence.

Owing to that |p;| < @ € LP(M), we can apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem to obtain

[ satdu = [ systan, (5)
M M
and

/ oiPduy — / oPduy. (9)
M M

and hence [ |¢[Pdp, = 1 and there must exist lim;_. [, [de;|[*dpy by (@)
By the weak convergence ; — ¢ in L2,

/ Idwlzduﬁ/ @ dugz.lgm(/ (dsm,d@)duﬁ/ Pip dpg),
M M =0 S m M

SO

[ taebdu, = i [ (apdeidn, (10)
M

11— 00 M

1—00

. 1 1
— ln ([ e[ ldoPn):
M M

< limsup( / (dirl2dpg) ( / dolPdpy)t
M M

1— 00

implying that

[ e, < tim [ jdoPa,
M 71— 00 M

Therefore

)

do;|? 2) d dpl? 2 d
Y(M, [g]) — hm fM(a| (p ‘ + Sggozz /"LQ Z fM(a‘ SO| _'_ 3990 Z /~Lg
oo [y P dpg) v (far lolP dpig)?

and hence ¢ must be a Yamabe minimizer.

By (8) and (@), this implies that
tiw [ fdoPdu, = [ JdoPdn,
1— 00 M M
Combined with (I0), it gives

lim [ |de—dpi|’dp, = lim / (ldpl* = 2{dps, d) + |dpi|*) dpg = 0,
1—00 M 1—00 M
completing the proof that ; — ¢ strongly in L2.

OJ

IFor the strong convergence in L2, we used the Rellich-Kondrakov theorem which holds still on
orbifolds. It can be easily derived by using the partition of unity. For a proof one may refer to [12].
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3.2. Equivariant Yamabe problem. Suppose a compact Lie group G acts on a
smooth closed Riemannian n-manifold (X, g) for n > 3 smoothly and isometrically.
We define [g]¢ to be the set of all smooth G-invariant metrics conformal to g, and

= du
Y(X,[gle) = inf x5 Y
selole ([ dpg) "=

According to Hebey and Vaugon [19],
Y (X, [gle) < V(") inf |G

3o

where |Gz| denotes the cardinality of the orbit of z, and if the strict inequality holds,
the equivariant Yamabe problem is solvable, i.e. Y (X, [g]¢) is always achieved by a
G-invariant metric of constant scalar curvature in [g]g. They also conjectured that
the strict inequality holds if (X, g) is not conformal to (S™, g, ) or if the G-action has
no fixed point. Madani [33] resolved the conjecture for n < 37.

In case that G is finite and the quotient space X/G is an orbifold, the equivariant
Yamabe problem on X is equivalent to the orbifold Yamabe problem on (X/G,§)
where § is the orbifold metric induced by the G-invariant metric g and Y (X/G, [§])
is equal to YXlgle),

|G|
The interested reader might consult [39] for some nontrivial computations of equi-
variant Yamabe invariants.

3.3. Topology of orbifolds. For a detailed explanation on a general n-orbifold, the
reader might consult [40, [10].

A local (uniformizing) chart of an n-orbifold is given by U C R"™ modulo a finite
group I' < SO(n), and a smooth orbifold map f : U;/I'; — Usy/T's seen on local
charts is a continuous map with a smooth lifting f : Uy — U and a homomorphism
~v:I'y = I'y such that

flg-x)=~(g)- f(x)
for all g € I'y and x € U;. For example of a smooth orbifold map, a smooth real-
valued function on U/I" is a [-invariant smooth real-valued function on U. We always
assume that any orbifold map is smooth and an orbifold diffeomorphism is a smooth
orbfold map whose inverse is also a smooth orbifold map.

As another important example of an orbifold map, an orbifold covering 7 : M —
M between two orbifolds of the same dimension is an ordinary covering over the
complement of the orbifold points and each orbifold point z € M has a neighborhood
N(x) with local uniformizing chart U/I" such that each component U; of 7=(N(x))
is diffeomorphic to U/T" for a subgroup I' < T' and 7|y, is the natural projection
U/T' — U/T. Let us call such neighborhood N(x) an evenly covered neighborhood of
x, and an orbifold covering is called k-fold or k-sheeted if a generic fiber consists of k
points.

From the definition an ordinary covering of an oribifold is also a special kind of
orbifold coverings. Two covering orbifolds (M, 7;) and (My, m3) of M are isomorphic
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if there is a fiber-preserving orbifold diffeomorphism. A covering automorphism or
deck transformation is a covering isomorphism of itself.

Every orbifold M has an universal orbifold covering 7 M — M in the sense that
for any orbifold covering p : M — M there is ' : M — M such that 7 = pon’. Tt is
unique up to covering isomorphism. The orbifold fundamental group 7§"*(M) of an
orbifold is then defined as the group of deck transformations of the universal orbifold
cover M, and every orbifold covering space of M is isomorphic to M /T — M for a
subgroup ' of ¢"°(M). In fact, the isomorphism classes of orbifold covering spaces
of M are in 1-1 correspondence Wlth the conjugacy classes of subgroups of w$™°(M).

Now let’s consider a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold (M, g). Its
orbifold Euler characteristic and orbifold signature are defined as

_ 1 i 2, Sy |7
Xorb(M> T 877'2 (‘W | _'_‘W ‘ 24 - 2 )dlu’g
and
(M) 1= (W4 (M [g) = W (M, [g) (1)

respectively as in the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula and the Hirzebruch signature
formula for manifolds. As in manifolds, they are topological invariants given by

1
Xoro(M) = x(M) = (1~ m) Tors(M) = 7(M) + Y 0(5°/T)
where the summation is over all the orbifold points p; and n(S?/T';) is the eta invariant

of $3/T; with the standard metric.([20} 138, [43]) The 1st equality states that each
orbifold point p; contributes to .., by ﬁ rather than 1 and the 2nd equality is just

a restatement of the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem for the signature operator.
Note that for a k-fold orbifold-covering M of M,

Xorb( ) - kXorb( ) Torb(M) = kTorb(M)a (12)

because any smooth orbifold metric on M can be lifted to a smooth orbifold metric
on M.

In the same way as the manifold case (@), we readily have that if Y (M, [g]) = 0,
then

Wi (M, [g]) > 27T2(2Xorb(M) + 37 (M)) (13)

where the equality holds iff ¢ is conformal to a Ricci-flat orbifold metric.

3.4. Comparison of Yamabe constant and Weyl functional.
Theorem 3.2. Let (M,g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold of
by (M) > 1. Then
1
Y/(M, [g]) < 2V6(W,.(M, [g])?,

and the equality holds iff [g] contains a Kdhler metric of nonnegative constant scalar
curvature which is a Yamabe metric.
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Proof. Let 1 be a nonzero self-dual harmonic 2-form of (M, g). By the Weitzenbock
formula [6] for a self-dual 2-form

0= (d+d)2 = V'V — 2WH (e, ) + gw

where and below W™ and s mean VV;r and s, respectively. Taking an inner product

with 1 and using the identity |[W*|[+]* > \/§W+(¢,w) gives

1 2 s
0 > —SARP+ |V = VO + Sluf
For any € > 0, away from the zero locus of 1

NAPPR 3l
WP +a = sl

_ 3 2
< |Vyl?

where the last line is a refined Kato inequality [22]. At any point where ¢» = 0, a

smooth function |¢|? attains its minimum so that d||?> = 0 there, implying that the
above inequality

3|d[ [ 2
< |V 14
S(oF + VY| (14)
holds true everywhere in M.
So we have that for any ¢ > 0
9ld|y[??

0 > —SAlP+ + (s = 2V6W o

8(|]* +€)
at any point of M.
Multiply both sides by (|u|* + 6)_%, and integrate by parts to get
3 d 2|12 9 d 212 — 26 W+ 2
02/(_ |d| | 4 |W||§+(8 V6| PW
AP +e)z  8(|v]* +e)2 ([]2 +e)2

) d,ug

so that

S O O L
w P+l (vR o)
= [ (Ol + (5 = 2/BW - ) d
M

) dpig

> / (6ldu]? + (s — 2VBIW*|)u? — Cre) dp,
M
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where we set u, := (|¢|2+ €)7, and C} > 0 is a constant. Therefore
/ (6]duc]® + su?) du, < 2\/6/ (W2 dpy + Coe?
M M

< 2VG([ WPy ([t dg)? o+ Cae
M M

[NIES

for a constant C'y > 0 by applying the Holder inequality, and finally we have

1 CE%
Vi) < 2VB( [ WPl + (15)

||ue||L4

Since € > 0 is arbitrary and
. 2 2 1
i 4 = 0Pyt #0
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we can conclude that
Y (M, [g]) <hmY (ue) < 2\/_/ (W |2dpu,) %

To decide the equality case, suppose Y (M,[g]) = 2v6(W.(M,[g]))2. Then as
€ tends to 0, those u, for 0 < € < 1 give a minimizing sequence of Y, such that
lime_q ||u| |4 is a nonzero constant and |u| < ([¢o[2+1)7 € L*(M). By Theorem B.]
we can extract its subsequence converging to a Yamabe minimizer in L?-norm. Thus
the pointwise limit lim,_,qu. = |¢|% is a minimizer of Y, and hence [¢| is nowhere
vanishing by the well-known maximum principle of the Yamabe equation.

Now we choose a representative of [g] such that |¢| is constant, and let’s denote it
still by g. Since || is nowhere vanishing, one can proceed the above procedure with
this g and € = 0, which leads to (%) with ¢ = 0. So the constant function ||z = ug
is a minimizer of Y, implying that ¢ is a Yamabe metric, and the inequality (I4]) with
¢ = 0 must be saturated. Therefore Vi) = 0 and the existence of a nontrivial parallel
self-dual 2-form implies that ¢ is Kahler.

Conversely, suppose that g is a Kahler Yamabe metric with nonnegative constant
scalar curvature. Then taking v to be the Kéhler form, by a well-known fact ([5])
that

WHW) = 2w, and W) =~

for any self-dual 2-form 7 pointwise-orthogonal to v, we have

W+:i
Wi =357
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and

YL L) = %

= (] sy
= (] VeIt
O

The same inequality also holds when self-dual Weyl tensor is not identically zero
and harmonic, i.e.

Wt =0.

It is known that W™ is harmonic if Ricci tensor is parallel.

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold with
nonzero harmonic self-dual Weyl tensor. Then

Y(M, [g]) < 2V6(W.(M, [g]))?

where the equality holds iff g is a Yamabe metric with positive constant scalar curva-
ture and W;’ s parallel with exactly two eigenvalues at each point.

Proof. We use the idea of Proposition 3.4 of [16], but we reduce the proof of [16]
much without going through the Yamabe problem for the so-called modified scalar
curvature, and our proof is overall similar to the previous theorem. We abbreviate
W, and s, by W™ and s respectively.

By the Weitzenbock formula in [5 [IT] and using the identity

V6
18
whose equality is attained at a point where W+ = 0 iff W™ at that point has precisely
two eigenvalues,

det W < ——|WH? (16)

AWT]? = 2]VWT]? —36det W+ + s|WH|?
> 2]VWT? = 2V6|W TP + 5|2 (17)
For any € > 0, away from the zero locus of WT.
BlW P2 ldW P
12([WH24+€) —  12|[WH|?
5
= <|dwWT|]?
L]
S ‘VW+|2

where the last line is a refined Kato inequality (see Lemma 2.1 in [I6] or Lemma 4 of
[17]). At any point where W = 0, a smooth function |WW*|? attains its minimum so
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that d|[W*|? = 0 there, implying that the above inequality
5ld|W |7

el S A VAl et 18
12(|WH2+¢€) — V] (18)
holds true everywhere in M. So we have that
Sld[W |
A +12 it bl RGN S B — 26 + +12
WA 2 g e 2w

at any point of M.
Multiply both sides by (JW*|% + €)~3, and integrate by parts to get

/ 2|d|WH |2 y >/( 5ld|WH P +(s—2f\W+|>IW+|2
mM3(WH2+e)s 7T S 6([WH2 +€)8 (IWH]2 + )3

)/~Lg

so that

AW 1212 S—2\/6W+ W2
/ |d[W 7] +( W) I)@%
M 6(]

WH?2 4 ¢)3 (WH? + €)3
> [ (oldu+ (5 = 2B ) (u — eu?) dy
M
> [ (6lduf+ (s = 260 ) = Cuch) dy
M
where we set u, := (|WT|2 +¢)s, and Cy > 0 is a constant. Therefore

/(6|du5|2+su ) duy < 2\/6/ (W |u? dpy + Caes
M M

gzﬁduwwma/ﬁwﬁ+@£
M M

for a constant Cy > 0 by applying the Holder inequality, and finally we have

Y, () < 2V6( /M W dpg)t +

Since € > 0 is arbitrary and
i a2 = ([ W d)} 0
e—0 M
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we can conclude that
Y (M, [g]) <hmY (ue) < 2\/_/ (W |2dpu,) %

To decide the equality case, suppose Y (M [ ]) = 2/6(W,(M,[g]))z > 0. Then
in the same way as the previous theorem |W+| 5 = lim._,o u. must be a minimizer of
Y, and hence |[W™| is nowhere vanishing by the maximum principle. We choose a
representative g of [¢g] such that |WW™| is constant. Since |W ™| is nowhere vanishing,
one can proceed the above procedure with this g and € = 0, which leads to (I9) with
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e = 0. So the constant function |W+|% = u is a minimizer of Y, implying that ¢ is
a Yamabe metric, and the inequality (I8) with ¢ = 0 must be saturated. Therefore
VIW* = 0. Since the equality in ([I6) must be attained too, W has two eigenvalues
at each point.

Conversely, suppose that g is a Yamabe metric with positive constant scalar curva-
ture and W™ is parallel with exactly two eigenvalues at each point. Then equalities
hold in (I6) and (IT7), so s = 2v/6|W™*|. Thus

Y (M, [g]) = %

= (/Mszdugﬁ
= (] VI,
]

3.5. Approximation lemma. In this subsection, B(r) C R* for any r > 0 denotes
the open ball of radius r with center at the origin, and following [30] we write f =
O"(|z|*) for a smooth function f : B(r) — R to mean

f=0(="), Vf=0(z|*"), V*f=0(z"7?),
i.e. there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
|f(z)| < Clzl*, V()] < Ol |V2f(2)] < Cla|?

for all z € B(r).
A similar version of the following lemma is also proved in [2] by using a different

method.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian 4-orbifold and p € M be any point.
Then for any € > 0 and neighborhood V of p there exists a smooth Riemannian
orbifold metric g on M such that g is flat in a neighborhood of p, it is equal to g on
Ve, and

sl < C, | Vol(g) — Vol(g)| < e (20)
_ € _ €
YO [g) ~ Y(M, [ < 5 and Wy (M, [g]) — W, (M, [g])| < &
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of € > 0 and V.

Proof. Take a local uniformizing chart U/I" C M around p.(If p is not an orbifold
point, then I is the trivial group.) By pull-back, g gives a I'-invariant smooth metric
on U, which we still denote by g by abuse of notation. Let’s say that B(d) for d > 0
gives a normal coordinate of U via the exponential map exp, of g at p.

We claim that

g(0) = (6 + O"(|e?)drda,

1,J
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for x € B(d) by taking d smaller if necessary. Since all the 1st order derivatives of
smooth functions g;; vanish at 0, from their Taylor series expansions

gij () = bi; + O(|z[?) (21)
dgij(z)
Ton O(|z]) (22)

for all 4, j, k and = € B(d) by taking d smaller if necessary. Since g;; is smooth, it is
obvious that

9 g;()

2
Ox;,

= 0(1), (23)

thereby justifying the claim.
From the above estimate we deduce that

FrlB29) = 32 (0 + 0" () dasd,

Y]
for x € B(d) where
d

fr:B(d) — B(E)

for R > 1 is the contraction map given by z — %. To show it, let’s denote fr(R%g)
by g just for notational convenience. From (21]), it readily follows that

z., 1 0 1 0
gij(r) = QQ(E)(E%>E%)
i J
T
= gz’j(ﬁ)

i
b5+ O(15 )
1

By applying (22]) and the chain rule,

78@ = 8—mgij(§>
0 T 0 xm
= > e 97 (R
0 T 0 Tk
= 8(%)(9”(§>) 8—xk(ﬁ)
= 0%+
— 0]
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for all 4, 7, k. Similarly applying (23] and the chain rule twice,

82gij(:c) . 82 X

8:62 - 8—%269”(?)
- (55) @) G
= 0(1)

for all 4, j, k.
Let A : R — [0, 1] be a fixed smooth decreasing function which is equal to 1 on
(=00, 4] and 0 on [%, 00). Define a I-invariant metric

9x(2) = MJ2l)g,, + (1 = M|2])) fR(R%9)

on B(d). Since g, at dB(d) coincides with f}(R?g), it extends to a metric on M, still
denoted by g, coinciding with R%g on the complement of Mg := exp,(B(%))/I". For
any sufficiently large R, My is contained in V.

We claim that %QR for any sufficiently large R is the desired metric g. Since
f#(R?g) and hence g, differ from g_, on B(d) by 70"(|z|*), we may let

Cs Cs Cs
(B9 = gulreg < 50 180 =5, | < 5 (W= Wasll < 5

on M for a constant C5 > 0 independent of R > 1, where the pointwise norm of a
(0,2)-tensor is measured w.r.t R*g. So for § = 459,

Cs
ﬁa
Since g = g outside of Mg, the conditions of (20) except the closeness of the Yamabe

constants follow for any sufficiently large R.
To prove

9 —gls < s = sql < Cs, [IWG'| = W] < Cs.

Y(M,[g,]) < Y (M. [g) + 5

for any sufficiently large R, we may write at each x € M
gy () = (L4 1@ (), 50, (1) = 5, (&) + cal)
lafg, < (L+e(@))]al?,
for any o € T M such that all ¢;(x) are non-vanishing only for z € My and
¢ = max(le; + (1 + en)es| + s, 60 + (L4 @r)ez| + |en)

satisfies that

for a constant C'y > 0 independent of R > 1.
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First, let’s consider the case when Y (M, [g]) > 0. For any smooth u : M — R such
that

Y (M, [g]) < Yieg(u) < V(M. [g]) + 7.

Y(M,[gs]) < Y, (u)
< Jur(6(1 + 53)|du\12g + (8, T e)U) (1 +€1) du,
< (i ut(1+e) d,uRQQ)%
o Ju(Olduly, s, ) dpg,
= ([ vt +e) du, )%
fM (61 +e3(1+ 61))|0lu|2 + (80,61 +€2(1+€))u?) du,
([ u*( 1 +€1) d“R2g)§
L Yl ¢ SO, ) dy,
T = (fy et dy,)
< Yeglw) € Jar(Oldulls, + 52, 0"+ 150, [47) Cli”mg + fary Wb,
T (1-€)z (1-¢)2 (i, )
= (TR—EZ;) " if)é (YR2g(“) " (/ 3, Pt 2,) 2+ ( /M ) duR2g>5)
£ /
= Y((]\ffgj/)); : (1 _66,)% ( (M, [g]) + i + C5>
< Y(M.[g) +5

for any sufficiently large R, where C5 > 0 is a constant independent of R > 1.
Secondly let’s consider the case of Y (M,[g]) < 0. For a Yamabe minimizer u :
M — R of Y, the same method as above gives

Y(M,lgp]) < Yy, ()

Viz,(u) ¢ ( 1 1
< g T+ = | Yre,(u) + / S , 2d , )2+ / d , )2
T (Yl 4 o P+ ([ )

Y (M, [g]) ¢
(1+ e/)% (1-— 6/)5 (Y(M, [g]) + C5)
< Y(M, [g])+%.

for any sufficiently large R, where Yg24(u) is divided by (1+¢ )2 rather than (1—¢')2,
because Ypz2,(u) < 0 now.
The proof of

Y(M,lg)) < Y (M. lg,)) + 5
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for any sufficiently large R can be done in the same way as above just by changing
the role of R?g and g,. We can write at each z € M

dpp g, (1) = (14 e1(2))dpg, (1), s, (1) = 5, () + 2(2)
laf?, < (L+es(@)aly,
for any o € Ty M such that all ¢;(x) are non-vanishing only for z € Mg and
e = mg}c(lel + (1 +e1)es| + [sg, 61 + (1 +1)ea] + |e1])

satisfies that
&
g < R2
for a constant Cs > 0 independent of R > 1.
Dealing with the positive and nonpositive case of Y (M,[g,]) together, for any

smooth u, : M — R satisfying

Y(M, [g,]) <Y, (u,) <Y(M,[g,]) + i

we get

Y(M,[g]) < Yreg(ug)
L1 (6(1 +e3) |duR|2 + (g, +e2)u?)(14€1) dpg,,

([ ud(1+e1) dugR)%

fM 6|du,, |2 Tt Sgu R) dpg,,

fMu4 1+¢1) dpg, )%

fM (e1+e3(1 +&1))|du, |2 + (8,61 + e2(1 +e1))u?) dpy

fMu4 1+51 d,ugR)%

IN

Tl B0 0, 1)
< (l—2) (1+e)h (1= )3 ([, ut du,, )?
< maX( gR(UR)l }/QR (UR)l
N (1—e)2 (1+¢)3
—+ 6, f (6|du |2 3 + Sg u + |$g |u12?) d,UgR + fMR uRd/J“QR
(1-¢) (o v dpg, )
< max( Yo () Y"R(uﬁ)>
a 1—e)z (14¢)2
g’ A .
+ 1 Y;IR(UR) + (/ |59R|2d/~LgR)2 + (/ d,ugR)2)
(-} "
oo YO ) 4§ Y(Mg) + 5 (Y (M [g,]) + 5+ C)
< max( 4 : :
(1—8/)5 (1—0—5/)5 (1—8/)5
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by using

[ s, = [ s P+ [ sy, P,
M M—Mp Mg

/ |Sg|2dlug+/ Cs dpg,,
M—Mp Mg
< Cy

IN

where C, (g, Cy are positive constants independent of R > 1.

So we have that Y (M, [g,]) is bounded below by a (negative) constant independent
of R > 1. Applying this fact back to the above last line of computing an upper bound
of Y(M, [g]), it finally becomes

<Y(M,lg,) +

for any sufficiently large R. This completes the proof. U

3.6. Main proof. Let py,---,p, be all the orbifold points of M with correspond-
ing orbifold groups I'y,---,I',, respectively. Observe that each I'; has not only the
induced isometric action on (R*, g_,) fixing the origin, but also it can act on (5%, g.,)
isometrically fixing only the south pole and the north pole go. Let 1) : R* — R be the
conformal factor given by ¢(z) := ﬁ so that ¥?g_, is equal to g, on S* — {0}
Let € € (0,Y (M, [g])). For each j =1,---,m, take a smooth I';-invariant metric

h; on R* such that h; coincides with g , outside of B(1),
19, — hillez <e Sy2n; > 0, (24)

and
€

0< Wi Pdpy,, < —
[ W P, < 5
where the C%-norm is computed w.r.t. the Euclidean metric. (For example, h; can
be obtained by taking any local small perturbation of g , along a free orbit such that
ij; is not identically zero.) We regard ¢?h; as a smooth metric on S*, which is

['j-invariant. Since ¥?h; is not conformally flat and hence not conformal to Gen's
Y(S47 [¢2hj]1"j) < Y(S4>
by the resolution of the Hevey-Vaugon conjecture in dimension 4.
For the orbifold metric h; on R*/T; induced by h; and ¢ : R*/I"; — R induced by
['j-invariant ¢ : R* — R,

S Y (S €
Y (ST, [0%h,]) < and / W Pdp: < — . 25
( / J [ ]]) \/ﬂ ]R4/Fj‘ h]‘| h; 2m‘FJ| ( )

We take a smooth compact-supported function ¢; : S*/T'; — {go} — R such that

Y, () <
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where ¢p is the orbifold point corresponding to go € S 4 and take a conformal change
of (S*/T'; —{qo},¥?h;) such that the end is isometric to a cylindrical end

(Ss/rj X [07 OO)? Y3 + dt2)

while the metric remains the same as @2% on supp(¢,). We chop off the part S*/T'; x
[é, o0) and take the remaining part with the resulting metric denoted by b;. We still
have
Y (S%)
Yo, (1) < 2. (26)
VI
On the M side, we take a open neighborhood Vj of each p; such that Vi,---,V,,
are all mutually disjoint, and apply Lemma [3.4] successively with p;,V; and = for

7 =1,---,m. Let the resulting metric be g. and it satisfies
_ € _ €
YOG~ Y(M, [ < 5 and V(M [g) - W (M Bl < 5 (27)

Using the conformally-flatness around each p;, one can take a conformal change of
(M —{p1,--- ,pj}, ge) around each p; so that the end is isometric to a cylindrical end
(5%/T';x[0,00), g, +dt*) and the resulting metric remains the same as ge on (U~ V;)°.
We again chop off the part S%/I'; x [£,00) of each end and take the remaining bulk
part M’.

Now we can glue all the spherical parts with the metric b; for j =1,--- ,m to M’
to get a smooth orbifold metric g. on M having m cylinders of length [.

Since each ¢; can be viewed as a function on (M, g.), by (26])

Y (S%)
1T

Yy (05) <

)

which implies that

)~<

(5%)
‘ .

The point of constructing g¢. instead of using ¢ is that the Yamabe problem is
solvable for g. and W, (M, [g.]) is close enough to W, (M, [g]) such that

\/ |W;Q|2d,ug€—/ W Rdp,| < e (28)
M M

as a consequence of the 2nd inequalities of (25]) and (27).

Moreover Y (M, [g.]) is positive when the cylinder length [ is sufficiently large,
because both of Y (54/T;, [1*h;]) and Y (M, [g.]) are positive. Our construction is a
standard procedure of connect-summing two manifolds of positive Yamabe constant
to produce a manifold of positive Yamabe constant. This can be proved in the same
way as is done when proving the connected sum theorem of Yamabe constant stating
that for any € > 0 there exists a metric g, on M;# M, such that

Y (Mi# My, [g,]) > Y (M I My, [g1 I go]) — €.

Y(M,[gd]) <minYy (p;) < min
j j

3
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Here ¢y IT g5 denotes the metric of the disjoint union of (M, ¢1) and (M, g2), and g,
is constructed out of g; and gs in the same way as we did to contain the cylinder of
length L, and any ¢; for [ > L satisfies the property. For details, one may refer to
[25] B

We always assume that such large [ is taken, and with the resulting g. we proceed
to estimate W, (M, [g]).

Proof of (i,ii,iii,iv)

Lemma 3.5. Let w: M — M be a k-fold orbifold covering. Then

8 2
272 (2o (M) + 370(M)) — / W Pdp, < o8
M k|l

where T is an orbifold group of M with the largest order-.

Proof. By (28), it is enough to show that the above inequality holds for (M, g.) for
any sufficiently small e. Let 2 € M be an orbifold point corresponding to T, and
7(x) be p; for some j.(If M is a manifold, T' is trivial.) An important thing in the
construction of g is that one can take the neighborhood V; around p; arbitrarily small
and we take V; contained in an evenly covered neighborhood of p; so that we can take
a local uniformizing chart U/I'; of V; where the covering projection 7 is given by the
obvious projection map U/T — U/T.

For
d = 2W2(2Xorb(M) +37_07’b / |W+| d/J“QE’
52 | 7(Z
d :/ ( < - ) d/"L €)
w48 s g
and hence

s2. | g, |2
( T Ge T ge ) dﬂﬂ* = kd
/M 48 4 g

For any metric h € [7*g.] and the pullback orientation (or its reversed one) on M,

2 o 2
L T3
/~ (ﬁ - %) dlu’ﬁ = 27T2(2X0rb(M) + 3Torb / |W+|2dlu’h
M
= 27T2(2Xorb(M) + 3’7-07“b / | 2d/.£g€
52, |7ci o |?
_ T* e T 9ge d -
/ ( A3 1 ) dp ge
= kd.

>The theorem is originally stated for manifolds, but the proof works well for orbifolds too.
If at least one of Y (Mj,[g1]) and Y (Ma,[g2]) is positive, then Y (M; IT Mo, g1 II go]) =
min(Y (M, [91]), Y (M, [g2]))-
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Thus if d > 0, then

_inf (/ s duﬁ)% > 4V 3kd.
he[ﬂ*ge} M

Since Y (M, [gc]) is positive, so is Y (M, [1*g]). We claim that the Yamabe problem
is solvable on (M, 7*g.) too. Since m*y; is a smooth function on M and (supp(y;), ;)
is contained in V; which is again contained in an evenly covered neighborhood of p;,

Y(M,[1"g]) < Yeu(n¢;)

by 26). Thus the Yamabe problem is solvable on (M, 7*g.), which enables us to have

1
S% d/i}}) 2.

YV, [rg]) = inf (/

heln*ge] J M

Therefore we conclude that

Y * 2 2
g< Y (M, [7*g]) < 87T~
=T a8k R

by using |Y (M, [7*g. < Y(5) _ 86r, O
Y g |Y( [g])| Vi Vil

Now the proofs of (i), (ii) (iii) are obtained by applying the above lemma with M
respectively being the universal orbifold covering space of M, the ordinary universal
covering space, an ordinary covering space of degree |Hi(M,Z)|. In case of (ii) and
(iii), the corresponding covering M is an ordinary covering so that M and M have
the same orbifold singularity types. That’s why we wrote I'; in the 3rd terms of the
inequalities.

The case of (iv) is an immediate corollary of (i) and (ii). In fact, if 1 (M) contains a
subgroup of arbitrarily large finite index, M has ordinary covering spaces of arbitrarily

orb

large finite degree, so m{"*(M) has corresponding a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite
index, because an ordinary covering of M is also an orbifold covering of M.

Proof of (v)
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First when (M, [g]) satisfies the strict generalized Aubin’s inequality, the Yamabe
problem is solvable on it and hence for its Yamabe metric g

QXON,(M) + 3T0Tb(M)

IA

o [ G- e
o [ o) an,
#(Y(ﬂgﬁ[g])sz/MﬂW;F dpsy)
o [ W

where we used Theorem at the last step.
Secondly, when (M, [¢g]) saturates the generalized Aubin’s inequality, the Yamabe
problem is solvable on (M, [g.]) and for its Yamabe metric § we get

QXON,(M) + 3Torb(M)

IN

IN

[¢]
2_|7"§|2

2

?) dug

+/ 2w
M

+/N@M%)
M

S_g
24
2

b

4n? [,
1
A2 J,, 24
L(Y(M, l9:])?
472 24

1 Y(M,[g])
472 24

1 (Y(M, [9))?
24

4m?
+2 €
/M\Wg\ ity + 5

( +2\W§+

) dpug

+
+ 2|Wj

? duy)

(

+/ 2W P dug + 2e)
M

3
472

where we used Theorem at the last step. By letting ¢ — 0, we get the desired

inequality.

To check the equality case, suppose that the equality holds. Then from the proofs
of the above two cases, it must hold that

| W dny = 0001 gy
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and by Theorem [g] has a K&hler Yamabe metric, say §. Now
|75 |

2

2

L[5 2
2X0rb(M) +37—orb(M> = H M(ﬂ +2|Wg | - ) d:u’g

< 1/(S§+2|W+|2)d
= 42 ), 04 g 1) s

_ 11 : o
— Y LI + [ AW dy)

3 2
= W/M|W;‘ dfig;

implying that 7(39: 0, i.e. g is Einstein.
Conversely, if g € [g] is Kahler-Einstein, then ;‘g: 0 and s; = 2\/6|I/V;r |, from
which it follows that

1 52 |7, |2
2Xort (M (M) = — [ (L +2W i) - L) dy,
XM+ 37(M) = 5 [ (G2 = D) g

3 +2

= 4—7r2/M‘W9‘ dpug

3 2
= Q/M|Wg+| dpg-

This completes the proof.

Proof of (vi)

The proof of the inequality is proved in the same way as the case (v). First when
(M, [g]) satisfies the strict generalized Aubin’s inequality, the Yamabe problem is
solvable on it and hence for its Yamabe metric g

(o]
| 74

2

| 2

1 s3
2Xorb(M) +37—07“b(M) = 4—71.2/]\4(2_2 +2|W;_|2 - ) d:uf]

< L /(8—3+2|W+|2)d
= 42 f,, 24 g 1) g
1 Y(M,[g]) /
= —(—=== W1 d

3 412
4—7T2/M|Wg| dpug

where we used Theorem 3.3 at the last step.

IN
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Secondly, when (M, [¢g]) saturates the generalized Aubin’s inequality, the Yamabe
problem is solvable on (M, [g.]) and for its Yamabe metric § we get

1 52 ‘ 5
2ors(M) + 3T, (M) = — <49 9 dus
1 52
< g - 2 d .
= 47r2/M(24 ) s
1 Y(M,[gl])? 2
= g AT )

1 Y(M,[g)?

< o

+12
< o W dn 55

where we used Theorem [B.3] at the last step. By letting e — 0, we get the desired
inequality:.

To identify the equality cases, suppose the equality holds. Then from the above
proof, it must hold that

+ [ 20 dy) 20

(Y(M,[g]))? :/M‘Wgﬂz du,,

and then by Theorem [3.3] g is a Yamabe metric with positive constant scalar curvature
and W, is nonzero parallel with
|Spec(W,7)| = 2

at each point. Since the Yamabe problem is now solvable on (M, [g]),

L 7,y I
2Xorb (M) + 3T (M) = — [ (Z+2W )P ——2—)d
XM+ 37(M) = 75 [ (2 = L) d

1 52

< — 2]W %) du;
< 1= [ GEeAW) dig

1 Y(M, [9])2 +12
= R(724 +/ Q\Wg\ dug)

- 47r2/ WT du,
from which it follows that 7295 0.
Now we can apply Proposition 5 of [I1] which asserts that oriented Riemannian
4-manifold whose self-dual Weyl tensor W, is harmonic with at most 2 distinct

eigenvalues at each point must be locally conformally Kéahler. Indeed |I/V;r |§ g is
locally Kéhler with Kéhler form |[WF 5w where w is an eigenvector of Wi with

lw|, = v/2. Since this is a local statement, it must hold for an orbifold (M, g) too,
and moreover the conformal factor is constant in our case.
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Since there are locally only two choice of continuous w, the monodromy around
any loop is in Zs. Therefore if the monodromy is trivial, then the Kahler form
is globally well-defined on (M, g), and otherwise it is well-defined on the double
cover corresponding to the nontrivial monodromy. In the latter case, the covering
transformation is isometric but anti-holomorphic.

Conversely, if (M, g) or its double cover is a Ké&hler-Einstein orbifold, the equality is
obtained by applying the case (v) to (M, g) or the double cover of it. This completes
the proof.

Remark 3.6. We could not characterize the cases where the inequality of (i) (or
(ii)) is saturated. It is certain from the above proof that if its universal orbifold (or
ordinary) cover admits an Finstein orbifold metric with Yamabe constant saturating
the generalized Aubin’s inequality, it certainly attains the equality. However the clas-
sification of 4-orbifolds saturating the generalized Aubin’s inequality is not obtained
yet. There do exist such 4-orbifolds other than the quotients of a round 4-sphere.

Theorem also holds when Y (M,[g]) = 0. But in that case we have a better
lower bound given in (I3).

4. APPLICATION AND EXAMPLES

4.1. Application to Einstein metric. The following application to Einstein 4-
orbifolds can be proved in the same way as the manifold case in [15].

Corollary 4.1. Let M be a smooth closed oriented 4-orbifold and g; fort € (—a,a)
be a smooth family of Einstein orbifold metrics with nonnegative scalar curvature on
M. If go s Kdhler, then so is any other g;.

Proof. Define a smooth function F': (—a,a) — R by

2
F(t) — (IM Sgtd/*j“gt) :/ 52 dﬂgt.
f M d:ugt M g
Since g; is Einstein, it is a critical point of the normalized Einstein-Hilbert action §.
(This is originally stated for a smooth closed manifold by Hilbert and its proof in [5]
still works well for an orbifold.) So F”(t) for all ¢ is zero, meaning that F' is constant.
Combining it with

| 2

52 r
272 (2o (M) + 31op(M)) = / qwip g S e By g
M

48 4
fe S
- Coy g
/M(|Wgt _'_ 48) /’Lgt

F(t)

= Wi(M,g]) + I8

we get that W, (M, [g¢]) is constant too.



WEYL FUNCTIONAL ON 4-MANIFOLDS 29

Since gy is Kéhler-Einstein, by (v) of Theorem [[.4]

472

?(2X0rb(M) + BTorb(M)) = W—I—(Ma [90])
= Wi(M, [g]),

and hence g, is conformal to a Kahler-Einstein orbifold metric. We need to show that
this conformal factor is constant.

Since each ¢; is Einstein and the equality holds in (vi) of Theorem [[.4 (M, g;) or
its double cover with pull-back metric is Kahler. It only remains to deal with the
latter case. In that case the double cover now has two conformally equivalent metrics
which are Kahler-Einstein. These two orbifold metrics must be homothetic by the
following general fact :

Two Kahler metrics of constant scalar curvature on a 4-orbifold are conformally
equivalent iff they are homotheticH O

4.2. Self-dual orbifold with positive scalar curvature. Theorem [I.4] gives topo-
logical constraints for the existence of a self-dual orbifold metric with positive Yamabe
constant.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M,g) be a smooth closed oriented self-dual 4-orbifold having
Y(M,[g]) > 0.

(i): If b (M) > 0, then
Xorb(M) S 3’7-07“b(]\4)
where the equality holds iff g is conformal to an orbifold Kahler-Einstein met-
ric.
(ii): If 7 (M) or w$"* (M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite indez,
then
2X07’b(M) S 37—07’1)(M)-
(iii): If 6,W, = 0 for nonzero W, then
Xorb(M) S 3’7-07“b(]\4)

where the equality holds iff (M, g) is Kdhler or the quotient of a Kdhler orbifold
by a free anti-holomorphic isometric involution.

Proof. The proof is almost immediate from Theorem [[L4l If M admits a self-dual
metric g, then from (II) we have

Wi (M, [g]) = 127%7,5(M).

To prove (i), we apply (v) of Theorem [L4 and get
2

1272, (M) > 4%(2%”,(]\4) + 37,4(M)) (29)

which simplifies to the desired inequality, and the equality condition is inherited from
that of (v) of Theorem [[.4l

3Tt’s because any Kéhler metric on a 4-orbifold satisfies |s| = 2v/6|W .
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(ii) and (iii) can be proved in the same way by using (iv) and (vi) of Theorem [[.4]
respectively.
U

Corollary 4.3. Let M be a smooth closed oriented 4-orbifold. Suppose that either
by (M) > 0 or that m (M) or m¢"°(M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite
index. Then there exists ng € N such that M, := M#n(S? x S?) for any n > ng
never admits a self-dual orbifold metric of positive Yamabe constant.

Proof. This is proved by the direct application of (i) and (ii) of the above theorem.
By using the computation of y and 7 under a connected sum,

Xorb(Mn) - 37—orb(Mn) = (Xorb(M) + nXorb(S2 X 52) - 2”)
—3(Tort (M) + Topp(S% x S?))
= Xorb(M) - 37—07‘b(]\4) +2n

and
2X0rb(Mn) - 3Torb(—]\Jn) = 2X0rb(M> - 3Torb(M> + 477,,
both of which are positive for any sufficiently large n. OJ

Example 4.4. Consider a Zs-action on S* = {(x1,--- ,25) € R?| >, 22 = 1} given
by the orientation-preserving diffeomorphism

(xlv T 7$5) = (—xh T 7—36’4,36’5)-

It’s quotient S*/Zy is a smooth oriented orbifold with 2 orbifold points. Also consider
a Zo-action on S x S? = {(x1,--- ,x¢) € RS a2 =30 a2 = 1} given by the
orientation-preserving diffeomorphism

(flfl, te 7:1:6) — (_x17 —X2, T3, —T4, —Ts, xﬁ)’

It’s quotient (S% x S?)/Z is also a smooth oriented orbifold with 4 orbifold points.
We claim that the connected sum

X =87y # (S* x S?)/Zy

never admits a self-dual orbifold metric of positive scalar curvature, although S*/Z
does obviously. By the Seifert—Van Kampen theorem which still holds for the orbifold
fundamental group [10],

X)) = w0 (SY L) x (5P % S?) /L)
= Z2 * Z2

which obviously contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite indezl]

Yn Zy * Zy = (a,bla® = b* = 1), the subgroup generated by (ab)? for d € N has index 2d.
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By using the formula (12)
2Xort(X) = 3Torn(X) = 2(Xors(S*/Z2) + Xort((S* x S?)/Zs) — 2)
B8/ Z) + Ton(S x 5)/22)
= 2(1+2-2)-3(0+0)
> 0.

Therefore X cannot support a self-dual orbifold metric of positive Yamabe constant

by (ii) of Theorem[].3, and hence the desired conclusion obviously follows.
Nevertheless X has an orbifold metric of positive scalar curvature, because S*/Z;

admits a (conformally-flat) orbifold metric of positive scalar curvature and (S? x

S%)/Zsy admits a (Kdhler-FEinstein) orbifold metric g, with positive scalar curvature.
Let’s try to estimate vy (X). By Theorem[I1.]) (iv)

vi(X) > 12027, (X) + 2 272 (2Xort (X) + 37or (X))
82,
Note that for any n-orbifolds My and Ms
Ve (M) < v (M) + v (My) (30)

which can be proved in the same way as the v invariant [24].
By using this formula and Theorem[17] (v)

vi(X) < vi(8YZo) + v ((S* x §%)/Zs)
= 0 — 127705 ((S? x S?)/Z3) + 2W((S* x 52)/Za, 9, 1))
32m?
3
It remains a problem to exactly compute v (M) and v(M).

4.3. Optimality of our estimate of VW,. Here we show that there exist examples
where our estimate of W, gives a better optimized lower bound of W, than any
previously known bounds. We will do this by constructing a 4-manifold (), g) such
that Y (M, [g]) is positive and 71 (M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite
index so that 272(2x(M) + 37(M)) of Theorem (iii) is applicable but it has
b1 (M) = 0. So without our estimate the inequalities available to such M are (3]), the
part (i) of Gursky’s Theorem [[.2] and

Wi (M, [g]) = Wi (M, [g]) = W-(M, [g]) = 12n*r (M) (31)
which is the equivalent of (2). And if b5 (M) > 0, one can also apply the part (i) of
Theorem to the reverse-oriented manifold M to get

472

W-(M,[g]) 2 —=(2x(M) — 37(M))
so that
Wi (M, [g]) = 12x°r(M) +W-_(M,[g])
8
3

v

(X(M) + 37(M)). (32)
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This gives a better bound than the bound (B]) which says that
W (M, [g]) > 27°(x (M) + 37(M)).

Thus we need to check when the bound 27w2(2x (M) + 37(M)) is strictly greater
than those in the part (i) of Theorem [[L2], (BI]), and (B2]). Since

2% (2x (M) + 37(M)) > %WQ(Q)((M) +37(M)) <= 2x(M)+37(M) >0,

2% (2x(M) + 37(M)) > 127°7(M) <= 2x(M) —37(M) > 0,
272 (2x(M) + 3r(M)) > %(X(zm F3r(M)) = (M) —3r(M) > 0,

the condition
2x(M) £ 37(M) >0 (33)

is all-sufficient.

We now construct an explicit example of smooth closed oriented Riemannian 4-
manifold (M, g) satisfying Y (M, [g]) > 0, 2x(M) £ 37(M) > 0, and by (M) = 0,
while 71 (M) contains a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite index. Recall that S? x S?
with the standard product metric has a smooth free orientation-preserving isometric
Zs-action given by antipodal maps of each S? factor. Then the connected sum

N' = (S* x SH#2N
for any oriented 4-manifold N where two N are glued around any Zs-orbit also has
an induced Zs-action in the obvious way. We require that /N is simply-connected and
has a metric of positive scalar curvature so that we can endow N’ with a metric of
positive scalar curvature by the well-known Gromov-Lawson surgery [14]. By doing
the surgery in the Zs-equivariant way, the Zs-action on N’ can be made isometric
too.

Let N” be the quotient of N’ by this Zs-action and define M to be the connected
sum kN” for any k > 2. Since N” admits a metric of positive scalar curvature, so
does M again by the Gromov-Lawson theorem. By the Seifert—Van Kampen theorem
w1 (M) is the k-fold free product Zg * - - - x Zy of Zs, and hence by (M) is 0. Because
k > 2, m (M) has a subgroup of arbitrarily large finite indexJ A simple computation
shows

(M) £37(M) = 2(kx(N") — (k — 1)2) = 3kr(N")
= E(2y(N") £ 37(N")) — 4(k — 1)

= g(QX(N’) +37(N')) —4(k - 1)

- 2(2(4 +2¢(N) —2-2) £ 3(0 + 27(N))) — 4(k — 1)
= k(2x(N) £ 37(N)) — 4(k — 1).

When k = 2, we have already seen it in the previous subsection. Similarly when k > 3, if a;
denotes a generator of the i-th Zs, then the subgroup generated by {(a1az2)? as,--- ,ax} for d € N
has index 2d.
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For M to satisfy (B3]), one may take N to be
n(S* x S%)  or ZCPQ#mC—P2

for any nonnegative integers n, [, m satisfying é — % <m < Hl+ %, both of which have

positive scalar curvature metrics. If [+m > 1, S2x S2#ICP?*#mCP is diffeomorphic
to (I +1)CP?#(m + 1)@2, and hence M is diffeormophic to the k-fold connected
sum of ((21 + 1)CP?#(2m + 1)CP)/Zs.

Remark 4.5. Since the above manifolds M satisfy (33), M never supports a self-dual
metric of positive Yamabe constant by (i) of Theorem[{.2

4.4. Some exact computations of v and v,. A basic inequality for v and v,
following from (ITJ) is

vy (M) > v(M) > 120%7,,(M), (34)

where v(M) = 127%7,,4(M) holds if M admits a self-dual orbifold metric and v, (M) =
127%7,,5(M) if M admits a self-dual orbifold metric of positive Yamabe constant.

Theorem 4.6. Let My, --- , My and X be smooth closed oriented 4-orbifolds such that
all M; admit self-dual metrics and v(X) = 7o(X) = 0. Then M := My# - - - #M#X
has

v(M) =127 " 1o (M;).

Furthermore if all M; admit self-dual metrics of positive Yamabe constant and v, (X)
is 0, then vy (M) has the same value.

Proof. By applying ([34)) to self-dual oribifold M,
v(M;) = 127274 (M),
and
v(M) > 127%7,4(M)
= 1272(2 Tort (M) + Torp (X))

= 1272 Z Torb(M;).

On the other hand by the connected sum formula (30)

v(M) < ZV(MZ-)—FV(X)
= 127T2ZTOTI,(M,').

The 2nd statement is proved in the same way. 0
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For such example of X with v, (X) = 7,,4(X) = 0, there are
S'x S*/G or S*/G or S*xT?

for 3-dimensional spherical space form groups GG and G’, because the first two have
conformally-flat metrics with positive scalar curvature and the third one collapses
with curvature bounded and scalar curvature positive. In fact any connected sum of
those has the same property. Thus by using the above theorem and the fact that the
Fubini-Study metric of CP? is a self-dual metric of positive scalar curvature,

v(kCP*#1(S*/G#m(S' x S*/G)#n(S? x T?)) = 12kn?

and v, has the same value.

To find more examples, we briefly review some self-dual oribfolds. First we consider
the ALE gravitational instanton Xr. For I' C SU(2) corresponding to the A-D-E root
system, Xr is defined as the minimal resolution of an orbifold C?/T', and it admits
a complete Riemannian metric g. with holonomy SU(2). There exists its conformal
compactification X as a smooth orbifold.

Since any scalar-flat Kéahler metric is anti-self-dual, Xt and Xp with the orientation
opposite to the complex one is self-dual, and the explicit computation of W, of them
can be easily read from

V(XF) = W-}-(Xl“v[gr])

~ [ IrFdu,
Xr

- 87T2(X(Xr)—%)
1

= 8r(|T| - m)

by using the vanishing of all other parts of Riemann curvature tensor R of ¢g. and the
Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula on an ALE manifold. By the result of Viaclovsky [42]

Y (Xp, [§,.]) for an orbifold metric §, conformal to g, is exactly equal to Y (S4/T") =
Y (Sh)

/I

For the 2nd example, let’s consider the total space L,, of complex line bundle over
CP*! with the 1st Chern number —n < —1. Due to LeBrun [26], L,, carries an explicit
ALE Kaéhler metric g, with zero scalar curvature. In this case too, there exists its
conformal compactification L, as a smooth orbifold. The orbifold group of the unique
orbifold point is Z,, generated by the map given by

saturating the generalized Aubin’s inequality.

27 27

(z1,290) > (€77 21,6 m 29)

(See [41].)
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To compute 1(S?/Z,) for such a Z,-action, one can use the formula from [3] 32} 35]

WS = 3ot
_ (rn=1)(n-2)
3n '

~

Since g, is scalar-flat, Y'(L,,[g]) for an orbifold metric § conformal to g, on L, is
positive. With respect to the reverse orientation, ¢ is self-dual and hence

v(L,) = 120%7,(Ly)
(n—1)(n—2)

= 127%(1
(1 + ™

).

(Recall that eta invariant changes sign when reversing the orientation.) In fact this
self-dual orbifold turns out to be the weighted projective plane CP(21,1,n)-

The weighted projective plane (CP(Qd1 dads) for coprime positive integers d; is defined
as the quotient of C* — {0} by the C*-action

A (21,20, 23) = ()\dlzl, %2 2, )\d323), YA e C:=C - {0},

so it has 3 orbifold points [1 : 0 : 0],[0 : 1 : 0],[0 : 0 : 1] with orbifold groups
Ly Lay, Zq, respectively. It is simply-connected (in fact 79 = 0), and its cohomol-
ogy is isomorphic to that of CP? so that Y = 3 and 7 = 1. By the well-known
computations [43], its eta invariant term is given by

di 4 d3 + d3
3 7.) = —1 1 2 3
I Y

By the result of Bryant [7] any weighted projective plane supports a self-dual Kéhler
metricd so

IJ(CP(2d1,d2,d3)) = 127T27'orb(CP(2dlvd27d3))
d1d2d3

472

In summary, one can compute the v and v, invariants of any connected sum of
these self-dual orbifolds and those with v = 7,,;, = 0. The reader might consult recent
works of Viaclovsky and Lock for more examples of self-dual orbifolds.

Of course Theorem [[.4] (v) is also a useful tool for computing v,. A Kéher-Einstein
4-orbifold (M, g) of positive scalar curvature achieves v, (M). For example M =

SMany of them are found to have positive Yamabe constant. See [7 43].
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(52 x S?)/Zy in Example 4] has such metric g so that

vi(M) = —120%764(M) + 2W, (M, [g])
Ar?

— 0+ QT(QXorb(M) + 37or (M)

3272
T

But we don’t know how to compute v(M) for such M due to the paucity of information
on W, (M, [g]) when Y (M, [g]) < 0.

5. FINAL REMARKS

While it seems impossible to obtain a Gursky-type inequality holding for all con-
formal classes of negative Yamabe constant on a given 4-manifold, it’s possible to
obtain a lower bound of W, for conformal classes with negative Yamabe constant, if
a lower bound of Yamabe constant is given. For example H. Seshadri [I§] obtained a
sharp inequality

2x (M

W) > 202
when the modified scalar curvature s+ c|W| for a constant ¢ > 0 is nonnegative, and
similarly M. Itoh [21] obtained a sharp inequality

472
WL (M, [g]) = - (2x(M) + 37(M))

if the modified scalar curvature s — 6w~ is nonnegative where w™ is the lowest eigen-
value of W pointwisely.

On the other hand, it’s noteworthy that LeBrun [29] observed that Gursky’s first
inequality (i) holds on any conformal class of a del Pezzo surface satisfying that its
self-dual harmonic 2-form is nowhere vanishing.

Due to the diverse possibility of orbifold singularities, the topological classification
of a canonical geometry on 4-oribifolds is more difficult than that of 4-manifolds, as
seen in the case of weighted projective planes. Nevertheless we hope that Theorem
[L4] can be further exploited to give some topological restrictions to the existence of
canonical metrics of positive scalar curvature on 4-orbifolds.

It would be also interesting to obtain similar estimates of W, for an edge-cone
metric in view of its great interest in Kahler geometry.

+ 37(M))
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