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WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS

MICHAEL HALLAM

Abstract. We show that if a compact Kähler manifold admits a weighted
extremal metric for the action of a torus, so too does its blowup at a rela-
tively stable point that is fixed by both the torus action and the extremal
field. This generalises previous results on extremal metrics by Arezzo–
Pacard–Singer and Székelyhidi to many other canonical metrics, including
extremal Sasaki metrics, deformations of Kähler–Ricci solitons and µ-cscK
metrics. In a sequel to this paper, we use this result to study the weighted
K-stability of weighted extremal manifolds.
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1. Introduction

Ever since the seminal work of Calabi [Cal54], the problem of whether a
compact Kähler manifold admits a canonical Kähler metric has been a driving
force in the field of Kähler geometry. The most studied among canonical met-
rics are the Kähler–Einstein metrics, but much research in the last thirty years
has been motivated by the constant scalar curvature Kähler (cscK) or, more
generally, extremal problem [Cal82]. Alongside these, there are many other
notions of canonical metric available, for example Kähler–Ricci solitons which
arise as (possibly singular) limits of the Kähler–Ricci flow [CW20, CSW18].
Other important examples include extremal Sasaki metrics [BGS08], which
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provide a notion of canonical metric on manifolds of odd real dimension, and
conformally Kähler–Einstein–Maxwell (cKEM) metrics [LeB10].

It was shown recently that all of these examples can be treated under the
same framework through the notion of a weighted extremal metric, due to
Lahdili [Lah19]. Around the same time, Inoue independently introduced a
closely related generalisation of cscK metrics and Kähler–Ricci solitons called
µ-cscK metrics, which form a special subclass of Lahdili’s metrics [Ino22].

To define the weighted extremal equation, one considers a compact real torus
T acting on a compact Kähler manifold (M,ω) by hamiltonian isometries. This
has a moment map µ : M → t∗ with image P ⊂ t∗ a convex polytope. The
“weights” of the weighted cscK equation are then smooth positive functions
v, w : P → R>0. Using these functions, one can deform the scalar curvature
S(ω) to the (v, w)-weighted scalar curvature:

Sv,w(ω) :=
1

w(µ)

(
v(µ)S(ω)− 2∆(v(µ)) +

1

2
Tr(g ◦ Hess(v)(µ))

)
.

A (v, w)-weighted extremal metric is a metric ω such that the gradient of
Sv,w(ω) is a real holomorphic vector field, called the extremal field. For the
special case in which Sv,w(ω) is constant, we call ω a (v, w)-weighted cscK
metric. Through various choices of the weight functions v and w, one can
recover all of the examples of canonical metrics described above; we refer to
Section 2 for more details and precise definitions.

In the setting of cscK metrics, an important general construction was given
by Arezzo–Pacard, who showed that if a manifold with discrete automor-
phism group admits a cscK metric, so too does its blowup at a point [AP06].
They also showed that one can drop the assumption of discrete automor-
phisms, provided one instead blows up a suitable sufficiently large collection
of points [AP09]. The results were later extended by Arezzo–Pacard–Singer
and Székelyhidi to the extremal setting [APS11, Szé12], where one blows up
points fixed by the extremal field. In [APS11] the points satisfy collections
of conditions concerning automorphism groups; in [Szé12] it was clarified that
the points need only satisfy a suitable stability condition. In the cscK case,
Székelyhidi considered the case of blowing up a single point, characterising
existence of a cscK metric on the blowup in terms of K-stability of the blowup
in complex dimension n > 2 [Szé15]. Recently, Dervan–Sektnan extended this
result of Székelyhidi to the extremal case (and extended the cscK result to
complex dimension n = 2), classifying when the blowup at a point admits an
extremal metric in terms of relative K-stability of the blowup [DS21].

Not only do these results furnish many examples of extremal metrics, but
they are also historically important for their use in partially proving vari-
ous formulations of the Yau–Tian–Donaldson conjecture. For instance, after
Donaldson proved that a polarised manifold admitting a cscK metric is K-
semistable [Don05], Stoppa used Donaldson’s result along with the theorem
of Arezzo–Pacard [AP06] to prove that polarised manifolds with discrete au-
tomorphisms are K-stable [Sto09, Sto11]. Later, Stoppa–Székelyhidi used the
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blowup result of Arezzo–Pacard–Singer for extremal metrics [APS11] to prove
relative K-polystability of extremal manifolds [SS11].

In this paper, we generalise the results [APS11, Szé12] of Arezzo–Pacard–
Singer and Székelyhidi to the weighted extremal setting. Let (M,ω) be a
compact Kähler manifold, and let T be a real torus acting effectively on M by
hamiltonian isometries, with moment map µ : M → t∗. Given a T -invariant
Kähler potential ϕ with respect to ω, one can write down an explicit moment
map µϕ for ωϕ := ω + i∂∂ϕ such that µϕ(M) = P = µ(M). Thus, modifying
the moment map in this way, one can define the weighted scalar curvature
Sv,w(ωϕ) for any such ϕ, and seek a T -invariant solution of the weighted ex-
tremal equation in the class [ω].

Let p ∈ M be a fixed point of the T -action, and denote by π : BlpM → M
the blowup ofM at p, with exceptional divisor E ⊂ BlpM . The T -action onM
lifts to BlpM , and for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small the cohomology class [π∗ω− ǫE]
contains a T -invariant Kähler metric ωǫ. In Lemma 3.2 below, we show that
there exists a moment map µǫ : BlpM → t∗ for ωǫ whose moment polytope
Pǫ := µǫ(BlpM) is contained in the moment polytope P := µ(M). Thus, given
a choice of weight functions v and w on P , we can restrict these to Pǫ, and
search for a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric in the class [π∗ω − ǫE].

In order for the blowup BlpM to admit a weighted extremal metric, we will
need the point p to satisfy a stability condition. Roughly, we first construct
a certain subgroup H of the group of T -commuting hamiltonian isometries
G of (M,ω). Choosing an invariant inner product on the Lie algebra h of
H , we may identify h with its dual h∗, and thus consider the moment map
µH :M → h∗ for the H-action as a map µ#

H :M → h. The point p is relatively

stable if µ#
H(p) ∈ hp, i.e. the vector field generated by µ#

H(p) fixes p. We refer
to Section 3.3 for the full definition of H , but for now we remark that if the
torus T is maximal then H = T , and any fixed point of T will automatically
be relatively stable.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,ω) be a (v, w)-weighted extremal manifold, and let
p ∈ M be a relatively stable point that is fixed by both the T -action and the
extremal field. Denote by π : BlpM → M the blowup ofM at p with exceptional
divisor E ⊂ BlpM . Then for all ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, the class [π∗ω− ǫ2E]
contains a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric.

In fact, although we will not explicitly prove this here, the proof generalises
easily to blowing up a finite collection of points satisfying a suitable joint
stability condition.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M,ω) be a (v, w)-weighted extremal manifold of dimension
n, and let p1, . . . , pN be a collection of T -fixed points inM that are also fixed by
the extremal field. Let a1, . . . , aN ∈ R>0 be such that the vector field generated
by

N∑

j=1

an−1
j µ#

H(pj) ∈ h
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vanishes at each of the pj. Denote by π : Blp1,...,pNM → M the blowup of M
at the points p1, . . . , pN with exceptional divisors Ej := π−1(pj). Then for all
ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, the class [π∗ω − ǫ2(a1E1 + · · · + aNEN)] contains a
(v, w)-weighted extremal metric.

The structure of the proof follows closely the work [Szé12]. Namely, we first
construct an approximate solution ωǫ of the weighted extremal equation by
gluing ω to a rescaling of a model metric near the exceptional divisor E, called
the Burns–Simanca metric. The approximate solution ωǫ is then deformed to
a genuine solution via the contraction mapping theorem.

Despite the structural similarities, there are many new technical obstacles
that arise in the course of the proof. First among these is the construction of
the moment map µǫ, whose image Pǫ is contained in P . It is not enough to
know that µǫ exists, but we also require a careful understanding of µǫ near the
exceptional divisor. Furthermore, there are many new terms in the weighted
extremal equation that must be estimated in order to apply the contraction
mapping theorem. The bulk of the groundwork towards these estimates is
carried out in Section 4, where we use the explicit description of µǫ from
Lemma 3.2.

There is one conceptual point of interest that arises in the proof, namely why
it is possible to glue in the Burns–Simanca metric—a scalar flat metric—rather
than some (v, w)-weighted analogue which has vanishing (v, w)-weighted scalar
curvature. To give a rough justification, near the exceptional divisor E, the
image of µǫ is a small region of Pǫ, on which the weight functions v and w
appear approximately constant. The Burns–Simanca metric can be considered
as a weighted cscK metric with constant weight functions. Thus, it is plausible
that on this region we can deform the Burns–Simanca metric to a weighted
cscK metric with the required weight functions. This is partly justified by
deformation results on weighted extremal metrics found in [Hal22, Chapter
6.1]. Rather than taking this path of deforming the Burns–Simanca metric to
some other metric which we glue in, we simply deform the approximate metric
ωǫ built from the Burns–Simanca metric directly to a weighted extremal metric
in one clean stroke.

Taking different choices of weight functions v and w, we obtain analogues
of [APS11, Szé12] for other kinds of canonical Kähler metrics. For example,
suppose that [ω] is the first Chern class c1(L) of an ample line bundle L. For
certain choices of v, w depending on an element ξ ∈ t, (v, w)-weighted extremal
metrics on M correspond to extremal Sasaki metrics on the unit circle bundle
S of L∗ with Sasaki–Reeb vector field ξ [AC21].

Corollary 1.3. Let (M,L) be a T -equivariant polarised manifold, and suppose
that ω ∈ c1(L) induces an extremal Sasaki metric on S ⊂ L∗ with Sasaki–Reeb
field ξ ∈ t. Let p ∈ M be a relatively stable point fixed by T and the extremal
field. Then for all rational ǫ > 0 sufficiently small there exists a Kähler metric
ωǫ on the blowup BlpM in the class c1(π

∗L− ǫ2E) satisfying the following: for
all k > 0 such that kǫ ∈ Z, kωǫ induces an extremal Sasaki metric on the unit
circle bundle of k(−π∗L+ ǫ2E) with Sasaki–Reeb field ξ.
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We have stated the application to extremal Sasaki metrics because this is
the main instance in which the interpretation of the theorem is clear cut. For
example, we cannot conclude that the blowup of a manifold with a Kähler–
Ricci soliton also admits a Kähler–Ricci soliton. For starters, the blowup may
not be Fano, and even if it is, the class [π∗ω − ǫ2E] only admits a weighted
extremal metric for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, so cannot be taken to be the
canonical class in general. What’s more, the Kähler–Ricci soliton equation
corresponds to a weighted extremal metric with weight functions v = w =
e〈ξ,−〉 and extremal field ξ ∈ t. Our blowup result leaves the weight functions
v and w unchanged, however we do not have control over the extremal field—
in general it will only be a small deformation of the original extremal field ξ,
so will not match the weight functions. Thus, the metric we produce is only
a small deformation of a Kähler–Ricci soliton, rather than a genuine Kähler–
Ricci soliton.

Nonetheless, it is still useful to know of the existence of a weighted extremal
metric on the blowup. For example, this carries interesting ramifications about
the automorphism group of the blowup, via the Matsushima–Lichnerowicz the-
orem for weighted extremal manifolds [Lah19, Theorem B.1]. Furthermore, the
blowup result is still useful for proving weighted stability of manifolds admit-
ting weighted extremal metrics. Indeed, in a sequel to this paper currently in
preparation, we will use the blowup result for weighted extremal metrics to re-
fine the weighted K-semistability of weighted cscK manifolds proven by Lahdili
[Lah19] and Inoue [Ino20] to weighted K-polystability relative to a maximal
torus; this also extends the weighted K-polystability proven in [AJL21] with
respect to smooth test configurations to arbitrary (possibly singular) test con-
figurations.

Acknowledgements. I thank Eveline Legendre for a helpful remark on
moment polytopes, and Lars Sektnan for valuable advice on weighted Hölder
spaces and comments on the manuscript. I also thank Zakarias Sjöström
Dyrefelt and Ruadháı Dervan for their interest and comments.

2. Background

2.1. Kähler geometry. We briefly lay out our notation and terminology for
Kähler metrics. Let (M,ω) be a compact n-dimensional Kähler manifold. The
Ricci curvature of ω is

Ric(ω) := −
i

2π
∂∂ log ωn,

and the scalar curvature is

S(ω) := ΛωRic(ω) =
nRic(ω) ∧ ωn−1

ωn
.

For a smooth function f ∈ C∞(M,C), we write ∇1,0f for the projection of

the gradient ∇f to T 1,0M . In local coordinates, ∇1,0f = gjk̄∂k̄f . The operator
D : C∞(M,C) → Γ(M,T 1,0 ⊗ Ω0,1) is defined by

Df := ∂∇1,0f,
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where ∂ is the del-bar operator of the holomorphic vector bundle T 1,0M . The
Lichnerowicz operator is

f 7→ D∗Df,

where the adjoint of D is taken with respect to the L2-metric on tensors deter-
mined by ω. It is straightforward but tedious to derive the following product
rule for the adjoint of D:

D∗(fA) = fD∗A− (∂
∗
A,∇1,0f)− (PA, ∂f) + (Df, A),

for f ∈ C∞(M,C) and A ∈ Γ(M,T 1,0 ⊗ Ω0,1). Here ( , ) is the pointwise
hermitian inner product on tensors, and P : Γ(M,T 1,0⊗Ω0,1) → Γ(M,Ω0,1) is
the first order linear differential operator

PA := −gk̄m∂m(gk̄ℓA
ℓ
j̄)dz

j .

Note the adjoint operator ∂
∗
is given by the formula

(1) ∂
∗
A = −gk̄m∂m(gj̄ℓA

ℓ
k̄)g

j̄i ∂

∂zi
.

This appears similar to the operator P , but it is not the quite same since the
indices j̄ and k̄ are swapped. However, if A has the symmetry

gj̄ℓA
ℓ
k̄ = gk̄ℓA

ℓ
j̄

then we will indeed have ∂
∗
A = (PA)#, where # is conversion from a (0, 1)-

form to a (1, 0)-vector field via the metric. This relation is satisfied in the
important situation A = Dh, in which case gj̄ℓA

ℓ
k̄
= ∂j̄∂k̄h at the centre of a

normal coordinate system. For later use, we therefore record the following:

Lemma 2.1. For f, g ∈ C∞(M,C),

D∗(fDg) = fD∗Dg − 2(∂
∗
Dg,∇1,0f) + (Df,Dg).

If ∇1,0f is a holomorphic vector field, we call f a holomorphy potential. The
Lichnerowicz operator is a self-adjoint elliptic operator whose kernel consists of
the holomorphy potentials. Although we will not need this, we remark that a
holomorphic vector field has a holomorphy potential precisely if the vector field
vanishes somewhere [LS94], and so the set of holomorphic vector fields arising
from holomorphy potentials is independent of the choice of Kähler metric.

Let H be the space of smooth Kähler potentials with respect to ω. For
ϕ ∈ H, we write ωϕ := ω + i∂∂ϕ for the corresponding Kähler metric. The
scalar curvature determines an operator S : H → C∞(M,R), ϕ 7→ S(ωϕ). The
linearisation Lϕ of the scalar curvature operator at ϕ ∈ H is given by

Lϕψ = D∗
ϕDϕψ +

1

2
∇ϕS(ωϕ) · ∇ϕψ,

for ψ ∈ C∞(M,R) = TϕH, where Dϕ and ∇ϕ denote the operators defined by
the Kähler metric ωϕ.
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2.2. Weighted extremal metrics. In this section, we review the weighted
cscK metrics introduced by Lahdili [Lah19].

Take:

(1) (M,ω) a compact Kähler manifold,
(2) T a real torus acting effectively on (M,ω) by hamiltonian isometries,
(3) µ :M → t∗ a moment map for the T -action,
(4) P := µ(M) ⊂ t∗ the moment polytope,
(5) v, w :M → R>0 positive smooth functions.

Note µ(M) is indeed a convex polytope by a theorem of Atiyah [Ati82] and
Guillemin–Sternberg [GS82]. Our convention for moment maps is the follow-
ing: given an element ξ ∈ t,

〈dµ, ξ〉 = −ω(ξ,−),

where we abuse notation by conflating the element ξ of t with the real holo-
morphic vector field it generates onM ; here 〈−,−〉 denotes the natural pairing
between t∗ and t.

Definition 2.2. Given the above data, we define the v-weighted scalar curva-
ture of ω to be

Sv(ω) := v(µ)S(ω)− 2∆(v(µ)) +
1

2
Tr(g ◦ Hess(v)(µ)).

Here S(ω) = ΛωRic(ω) is the scalar curvature, ∆ = −∂∗∂ is the Kähler Lapla-
cian of ω, and g is the Riemannian metric determined by ω.

Concretely, the term Tr(g ◦ Hess(v)(µ)) may be written
∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)g(ξa, ξb),

where ξ1, . . . , ξr is a basis of t, and v,ab denotes the ab-partial derivative of v
with respect to the dual basis of t∗.

Remark 2.3. While the definition of Sv(ω) may seem arbitrary at first, the
formula arises naturally as an infinite-dimensional moment map on the space
J T of T -invariant almost complex structures compatible with ω, when one
perturbs the metric on this space using the weight function v [Lah19, Sec-
tion 4]. What makes this curvature worth studying is that it can further re-
cover many well-known and important examples of canonical metrics in Kähler
geometry—see Example 2.7 below.

Remark 2.4. In [Lah19], the v-weighted scalar curvature is instead written

Sv(ω) = v(µ)S(ω) + 2∆(v(µ)) + Tr(g ◦ Hess(v)(µ)).

Our weighted scalar curvature is equal to half of this, and the differences in
signs and constants are due to the differences between the Riemannian and
Kähler curvatures and Laplacians.

Definition 2.5 ([Lah19]). The metric ω is:
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(1) a (v, w)-weighted cscK metric, if

Sv(ω) = cv,ww(µ),

where cv,w is a constant;
(2) a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric if the function

Sv,w(ω) := Sv(ω)/w(µ)

is a holomorphy potential with respect to ω.

Sometimes we shorten the full name to just a (v, w)-cscK metric, or a (v, w)-
extremal metric. If the weight functions v and w are understood or irrelevant,
we may also refer to such a metric simply as a weighted cscK metric, or a
weighted extremal metric.

Remark 2.6. Our definition of weighted extremal metric is slightly different to
that in [Lah19]. Namely, in [Lah19] it is required that the function Sv(ω)/w(µ)
is of the form wext(µ), where wext : P → R is an affine linear function. Here we
do not require that Sv(ω)/w(µ) can be described as such, but note that since
this function is a T -invariant holomorphy potential, we can enlarge the torus
to T ′ ⊃ T by taking the torus generated by a basis ξ1, . . . , ξr for t together
with the holomorphic vector field ξ determined by Sv(ω)/w(µ). If P ′ is the
moment polytope of T ′, Sv(ω)/w(µ) is then the composition of the affine linear
function 〈ξ,−〉 : P ′ → R with µt′ : M → t′. When the torus T is maximal,
our two definitions therefore coincide.

Example 2.7. Fix an element ξ ∈ t, and denote by ℓξ : t∗ → R the corre-
sponding element of (t∗)∗. Let a be a constant such that a + ℓξ > 0 on P .
Many standard canonical metrics can be obtained from certain choices of the
functions v, w [Lah19, Section 3]:

(1) CscK: Taking v and w constant, the weighted cscK equation reduces
to

S(ω) = c,

which is the usual cscK equation.
(2) Extremal: Taking v and w constant again, a weighted extremal metric

is precisely an extremal metric in the usual sense, meaning ∇1,0S(ω) is
a holomorphic vector field.

(3) Kähler–Ricci soliton: ForM Fano and ω ∈ c1(X), the Kähler–Ricci
soliton equation is

Ric(ω)− ω = −
1

2
LJξω,

where LJξ is the Lie derivative with respect to the real holomorphic
vector field Jξ. A weighted extremal metric in c1(X) with weights
v = w = eℓξ is a Kähler–Ricci soliton provided the extremal field is Jξ.
That is, the Kähler–Ricci soliton equation may be written

∇Sv,w(ω) = Jξ

for the choice of weights v = w = eℓξ .
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The Kähler–Ricci soliton equation has an extensive literature. One
important context in which they arise is as the Gromov–Hausdorff lim-
its of solutions to the Kähler–Ricci flow, which is a powerful theorem
of Chen–Wang [CW20].

(4) Extremal Sasaki: Suppose that [ω] is the first Chern class c1(L) of
an ample line bundle L → M . A choice of Kähler metric ωϕ ∈ [ω]
then corresponds to a Sasaki metric on the unit circle bundle S of L∗.
Letting

v := (a + ℓξ)
−n−1, w := (a + ℓξ)

−n−3,

a (v, w)-extremal metric on M then corresponds to an extremal Sasaki
metric on S with Sasaki–Reeb field ξ [AC21, ACL21].

(5) Conformally Kähler–Einstein Maxwell: Letting

v = (a+ ℓξ)
−2n+1, w = (a+ ℓξ)

−2n−1,

a (v, w)-cscK metric on M then corresponds to a conformally Kähler
Einstein–Maxwell metric [Lah20].

(6) v-soliton: Suppose M is Fano and [ω] = c1(X). Taking v arbitrary
and defining

w(p) = 2v(p)(n+ 〈d log v(p), p〉),

the (v, w)-cscK equation then becomes the v-soliton equation

Ric(ω)− ω = i∂∂ log v(µ),

introduced in [HL20], and studied in [AJL21].
(7) µ-cscK: In [Ino22, Ino20], Inoue has introduced and studied a class of

µ-cscK metrics. These are a special class of weighted extremal metrics,
given by the same weight functions v = w = eℓξ and extremal field ξ
as for Kähler–Ricci solitons, only one drops the condition of M being
Fano [Ino22, Section 2.1.6].

For an element ξ ∈ t, we will write µξ := 〈µ, ξ〉 = ℓξ ◦ µ, where the pairing
〈−,−〉 is the natural one on t∗ ⊗ t. When we have chosen a basis {ξa} for t,
we will also write µa in place of µξa . The function µξ is then a hamiltonian for
the infinitesimal action of ξ on M .

We are interested in finding a weighted extremal metric in the class [ω].
Given a T -invariant Kähler potential ϕ ∈ HT , let

µϕ := µ+ dcϕ.

That is, for any ξ ∈ t,
µξ
ϕ := µξ + dcϕ(ξ),

where we abuse notation by writing ξ for the vector field it generates on M .
Our convention is that dc := i

2
(∂ − ∂), so that ddc = i∂∂.

Lemma 2.8 ([Lah19, Lemma 1]). With the above definition, µϕ is a moment
map for the T -action with respect to ωϕ, and µϕ(M) = P , where P is the
moment polytope for µ = µ0.

With this lemma in mind, it then makes sense to search for a (v, w)-extremal
metric in the class [ω], which is T -invariant by fiat.
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Lemma 2.9 ([Lah19, Lemma 2]). With the above choice of moment map µϕ,
the following quantities are independent of the choice of ϕ ∈ HT :

(1)
∫
M
v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ,

(2)
∫
M
v(µϕ) Ric(ωϕ) ∧ ωn−1

ϕ +
∫
M
〈dv(µϕ),−∆ϕµϕ〉ωn

ϕ,

(3)
∫
M
Sv(ωϕ)ω

n
ϕ.

It follows that the constant cv,w of Definition 2.5 is fixed, given by

cv,w =

∫
M
Sv(ω)ω

n

∫
M
w(µ)ωn

.

Remark 2.10. The significance of −∆ϕµϕ in (2) of Lemma 2.9 is that it is a
moment map for the Ricci curvature Ric(ωϕ), see [Lah19, Lemma 5]. That is,
for any ξ ∈ t and x ∈M ,

〈d(−∆ϕµϕ)(x), ξ〉 = Ric(ωϕ)(x)(−, ξx).

We will also need to understand well the linearisation of the weighted scalar
curvature operator. Recall for a Kähler metric ω, the linearisation of the usual
scalar curvature operator S : H → C∞(M,R) at ϕ ∈ H is

(2) Lϕψ = D∗
ϕDϕψ +

1

2
∇ϕS(ωϕ) · ∇ϕψ.

In the weighted setting, a very similar formula holds:

Proposition 2.11 ([Lah19, Lemma B.1]). The linearisation of the weighted
scalar curvature operator Sv,w : HT → C∞(M,R)T at ϕ ∈ HT is given by

Ľϕ(ψ) =
v(µϕ)

w(µϕ)
D∗

v,ϕDϕψ +
1

2
∇ϕSv,w(ωϕ) · ∇ϕψ

for ψ ∈ C∞(M,R)T = TϕHT . Here

D∗
v,ϕA :=

1

v(µϕ)
Dϕ(v(µϕ)A)

for A ∈ Γ(T 1,0 ⊗ Ω0,1)T .

We now show how to rewrite Ľϕ in terms of Lϕ; for simplicity of notation
we will drop the omnipresent subscript ϕ. First, for any metric ω we will write

Sv,w(ω) =
v(µ)

w(µ)
S(ω) + Φv,w(ω),

where

(3) Φv,w(ω) := −
2

w(µ)
∆(v(µ)) +

1

2w(µ)
Tr(g ◦ Hess(v)(µ)).

It follows that

∇Sv,w(ω) · ∇ψ =
v(µ)

w(µ)
∇S(ω) · ∇ψ + S(ω)∇

(
v(µ)

w(µ)

)
· ∇ψ +∇Φv,w(ω) · ∇ψ.

Applying Lemma 2.1,

v(µ)D∗
vDψ = D∗(v(µ)Dψ)

= v(µ)D∗Dψ − 2(∂
∗
Dψ,∇1,0(v(µ))) + (Dψ,D(v(µ))).
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Putting this all together:

Lemma 2.12. The linearisation Ľ of the weighted scalar curvature operator
Sv,w can be written

Ľ(ψ) =
v(µ)

w(µ)
L(ψ)−

2

w(µ)
(∂

∗
Dψ,∇1,0(v(µ))) +

1

w(µ)
(Dψ,D(v(µ)))

+
1

2
S(ω)∇

(
v(µ)

w(µ)

)
· ∇ψ +

1

2
∇Φv,w(ω) · ∇ψ,

where L is the linearisation (2) of the usual scalar curvature operator S.

It will also be important to understand the extra term Φv,w(ω). For this,
let us pick a normal Riemannian coordinate system x1, . . . , x2n and compute
at the centre:

2∆(v(µ))

=
∑

k

∂2

∂x2k
(v(µ))

=
∑

k

∂

∂xk

(
∑

a

v,a(µ)
∂µa

∂xk

)

=
∑

k

∑

a

v,a(µ)
∂2µa

∂x2k
+
∑

k

∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)
∂µa

∂xk

∂µb

∂xk

=2
∑

a

v,a(µ)∆µ
a +

∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)g(∇µ
a,∇µb)

=2
∑

a

v,a(µ)∆µ
a +

∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)g(ξa, ξb).

Of course, the last term here is just Tr(g ◦Hess(v)(µ)). From this calculation
and (3) we conclude:

Lemma 2.13. The term Φv,w(ω) is a linear combination of functions of the
form ua(µ)∆µ

a and uab(µ)g(ξa, ξb), where the ua and uab are among finitely
many fixed smooth functions on the moment polytope P depending only on v,
w and the basis {ξa}.

3. Setting up the problem

Now that we have reviewed the relevant background material, we can pro-
ceed with setting up the proof of Theorem 1.1. Structurally this will largely
follow [Szé12], although the technicalities differ as there are many new terms
that arise in the weighted setting.

Let (M,ω) be a weighted extremal manifold, and let p ∈M be a fixed point
of the T -action and the extremal field. We wish to show that, under a certain
stability condition on p, the blowup BlpM admits a weighted extremal metric
in the class [π∗ω − ǫ2E] for all ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, where π : BlpM → M
is the blowup map and E is the exceptional divisor of the blowup.
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We begin by defining an approximate solution ωǫ to the weighted extremal
equation on BlpM . This approximate solution is constructed by gluing the
given weighted extremal metric ω on M to a suitable rescaling of a model
metric η on Bl0C

n over a small neighbourhood of E. This model metric η is
called the Burns–Simanca metric, and we cover its properties in Section 3.1.
The gluing construction is then described in Section 3.2.

Given the approximate solution ωǫ, we then seek to deform it to a metric
ω̃ǫ that solves the weighted extremal equation up to a finite dimensional ob-
struction. A result of Székelyhidi shows that if p is relatively stable then this
obstruction can be overcome, and hence a weighted extremal metric on BlpM
exists. We set up the deformation problem in Section 3.3.

The main technical tool used in deforming ωǫ to ω̃ǫ is a family of weighted
Hölder norms on BlpM , depending on ǫ. These are introduced in Section 3.4,
where we cover some of their basic properties.

3.1. Burns–Simanca metric. In this section we describe the Burns–Simanca
metric η on Bl0C

n, which is a scalar-flat and asymptotically Euclidean Kähler
metric. On Bl0C

2, it can be written explicitly:

(4) η := i∂∂(|ζ |2 + log |ζ |),

where ζ = (ζ1, ζ2) are the standard coordinates on Cn\{0} ∼= Bl0C
2\P1. This

metric was first shown to be scalar-flat by Burns (see [LeB88, p. 594] and
[Sim91, Remark 1]).

On Bl0C
n for n > 2, the metric η was constructed by Simanca [Sim91]. In

this case there is no explicit formula available, however there is an asymp-
totic expansion of the metric. To describe this, first on Bl0C

n\E write ζ =
(ζ1, . . . , ζn) for the standard complex coordinates pulled back from Cn\{0}.
The metric η satisfies

(5) η = i∂∂(|ζ |2 + g(ζ))

on Bl0C
n\E, where

g(ζ) = −|ζ |4−2n +O(|ζ |3−2n)

as |ζ | → ∞. Here a smooth real-valued function h is declared to be O(|ζ |ℓ) if it
lies in the weighted Hölder space Ck,α

ℓ (Bl0C
n) for all k and α ∈ (0, 1). We will

go over the weighted Hölder norms in Section 3.4, but for now an equivalent
definition is that for any multi-index I = (i1, . . . , in, j1, . . . , jn), there exists a
constant CI > 0 such that

∂Ih :=
∂|I|h

∂xi11 · · ·∂xinn ∂y
j1
1 · · ·∂yjnn

satisfies |∂Ih| ≤ CI |ζ |ℓ−|I| for all |ζ | ≫ 0, where ζk = xk + iyk and |I| :=
i1 + · · ·+ in + j1 + · · ·+ jn.

In our situation, we will have a compact torus T acting on Bl0C
n, lifting a

linear T -action on Cn. Changing the basis of Cn, this action can be assumed to
be diagonal, in which case it is straightforward from (4) and the construction
in [Sim91] that η is T -invariant. We claim that there exists a moment map
µη : Bl0C

n → t∗ for the T -action. To see this, note from [Sim91, Proposition
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1] that on Bl0C
n\E, η can be written i∂∂(s(u) + log(u)), where u = |ζ |2, and

s : [0,∞) → R is a smooth function with s′(0) > 0. The component i∂∂ log u
simply is the pullback of the Fubini–Study metric on Pn−1 to OPn−1(−1) ∼=
Bl0C

n, for which we already have a moment map. So it suffices to construct
a moment map for the remaining term i∂∂s(u), but such a moment map is
given by dc(s(u)), since s(u) is T -invariant.

By (5) and Lemma 2.8, on Bl0C
n\E a moment map for the T -action is

µξ
η =

n∑

j=1

Aξ
j |ζj|

2 + dcg(ξ),

where ξ ∈ t and diag(Aξ
1, . . . , A

ξ
n) ∈ GL(Cn) is the infinitesimal generator of

the action of ξ on Cn.1 In the case n = 2 we take g := log |ζ | and the same
formula holds. By uniqueness of moment maps up to addition of constants,
this formula extends over the exceptional divisor E to a well-defined moment
map on Bl0C

n. We note the first term of µξ
η is O(|ζ |2), and claim the remaining

term is O(|ζ |4−2n) when n > 2. To see this, note that g is O(|ζ |4−2n), and so
dcg is O(|ζ |3−2n). But ξ is O(|ζ |), so dcg(ξ) is O(|ζ |4−2n) by the Leibniz rule.
In the case n = 2, dcg is O(|ζ |−1) and dcg(ξ) is O(1). We record this for future
use:

Lemma 3.1. There exists a moment map µη for the T -action on (Bl0C
n, η),

which on Bl0C
n\E can be written

µξ
η =

n∑

j=1

Aξ
j |ζj|

2 + dcg(ξ),

where g is defined by

η = i∂∂(|ζ |2 + g(ζ))

and satisfies g = O(|ζ |4−2n) when n > 2 and g = log |ζ | when n = 2. Further-
more, dcg(ξ) is O(|ζ |4−2n) for n ≥ 2.

3.2. The approximate solution. Let (M,ω) be a weighted extremal man-
ifold, and let p ∈ M be a common fixed point for both the T -action and the
extremal field. Let (z1, . . . , zn) be a system of normal coordinates centred at
p, with respect to which the action of T is linear and diagonal. Such coordi-
nates exist by the Bochner linearisation theorem, which says we may choose
holomorphic coordinates about p with respect to which the T -action is linear.
The T -action is unitary on TpM , so we may further find a linear change of
coordinates such that the T -action is diagonal in these coordinates, and such
that the induced linear coordinates on TpM are orthonormal. Lastly, taking
a Taylor expansion of the metric ω about p, one sees that the linear terms in
ω can only be non-zero in the directions where the torus acts trivially. Per-
forming a quadratic change of coordinates as in [Szé14, Proposition 1.14], we
produce normal coordinates for which the T -action is diagonal.

1Recall we use the shorthand µξ := 〈µ, ξ〉 for moment maps, and conflate ξ ∈ t with the
vector field it generates.
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Without loss of generality, we can assume the coordinates z1, . . . , zn are
well-defined for |z| < 2. For r < 2, let

Br := {z ∈M : |z| < r}

be the ball of radius r centred at p, and define

B̃r := π−1(Br) ⊂ BlpM.

Similarly, for the standard complex coordinates ζ on Cn and R > 0, we will
write

DR := {ζ ∈ Cn : |ζ | < R},

and define

D̃R := π−1(DR) ⊂ Bl0C
n.

For ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, let

(6) rǫ := ǫ
2n−1

2n+1 , Rǫ := ǫ−1rǫ.

We then have rǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0, and Rǫ → ∞ as ǫ → 0. We will identify

B̃rǫ ⊂ BlpM with the subset D̃Rǫ
⊂ Bl0C

n via ιǫ : B̃rǫ → D̃Rǫ
, which is the

unique lift of the map ιǫ : Brǫ → DRǫ
, ιǫ(z) := ǫ−1z.

Let ρ : R≥0 → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that ρ(x) = 0 for x < 1 and

ρ(x) = 1 for x > 2. Given ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, on B̃1\B̃ǫ we define

(7) γ1,ǫ(z) := ρ(|z|/rǫ), γ2,ǫ := 1− γ1,ǫ,

where rǫ is defined in (6) and the coordinates z are pulled back from M . We
extend the γj,ǫ to smooth functions on all of BlpM by taking γ1,ǫ|B̃ǫ

:= 0,
γ1,ǫ|BlpM\B̃1

:= 1, and γ2,ǫ := 1− γ1,ǫ.

The metric ω has an expansion

(8) ω = i∂∂(|z|2 + f(z))

about p, where f(z) is O(|z|4), by definition of normal coordinates. Since

π : B̃1\E → B1\{p} is a biholomorphism, the coordinates z1, . . . , zn on B1\{p}

lift to coordinates on B̃1\E, which we denote by the same symbols. We define
the approximate solution ωǫ on three separate regions as follows:

(1) On BlpM\B̃1,

ωǫ := π∗ω.

(2) On B̃1\B̃ǫ,

ωǫ := i∂∂(|z|2 + γ1,ǫ(z)f(z) + γ2,ǫ(z)ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)),

where f is defined in (8) and g is defined in (5).

(3) On B̃ǫ,

ωǫ := ι∗ǫ (ǫ
2η),

where ιǫ : B̃ǫ → D̃1 is the biholomorphism lifting the map Bǫ → D1,
z 7→ ǫ−1z.
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It is easy to see these constructions give a well-defined real closed (1, 1)-form
on BlpM . Furthermore, for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, the growth conditions on

f and g imply ωǫ is a Kähler metric. Lastly, ωǫ is equal to ω outside B̃2rǫ , and

equal to ι∗ǫ (ǫ
2η) on B̃rǫ .

We now focus on describing an explicit moment map µǫ : BlpM → t∗ for ωǫ.

On BlpM\B̃1, we take µǫ := π∗µ, where µ is the moment map for ω. This fixes
a normalisation for the moment map, and the resulting moment polytope Pǫ

will be a subset of the polytope P by the Atiyah–Guillemin–Sternberg theorem,
which states the moment polytope of a hamiltonian torus action is the convex
hull of the images of the fixed points under the moment map [Ati82, GS82].

On B̃1\B̃ǫ,

ωǫ − ω = i∂∂(γ1,ǫ(z)f(z) + γ2,ǫ(z)ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)− f(z))

= i∂∂(γ2,ǫ(z)(ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)− f(z))).

Hence by Lemma 2.8, the moment map on B̃1\B̃ǫ is

µǫ := µ+ dc(γ2,ǫ(z)(ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)− f(z))).

On the region B̃rǫ\B̃ǫ, we have γ2,ǫ = 1 and so

µǫ = (µ− dcf) + dc(ǫ2g(ǫ−1z)).

Note by (8) and Lemma 2.8, the first term µ − dcf is the Euclidean moment
map on B1 with normalisation µ(p) − dcf(p) = µ(p). It follows that the

moment map on B̃ǫ\E is

µǫ = µ(p) + ǫ2
n∑

j=1

Aj |ǫ
−1zj |

2 + dc(ǫ2g(ǫ−1z)),

where Aj ∈ t∗ is the diagonal matrix representation of the t-action on TpM ∼=
Cn. We know from Lemma 3.1 that this formula extends smoothly to a moment

map on B̃ǫ, hence we have a moment map µǫ for ωǫ. We record this here:

Lemma 3.2. There exists a moment map µǫ : BlpM → t∗ for ωǫ, satisfying:

(1) On BlpM\B̃2rǫ,

µǫ = π∗µ,

(2) On B̃1\B̃ǫ,

µǫ = µ+ dc(γ2,ǫ(z)(ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)− f(z))),

(3) On B̃rǫ\E,

µǫ = µ(p) + ǫ2
n∑

j=1

Aj |ǫ
−1zj |

2 + dc(ǫ2g(ǫ−1z)),

where µ :M → t∗ is the moment map for ω, the functions f and g are defined
in (8) and (5) respectively, and Aj ∈ t∗ is the diagonal matrix representation of
the t-action on TpM ∼= Cn. The image of µǫ is a convex polytope Pǫ contained
in the moment polytope P := µ(M).
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Remark 3.3. The inclusion Pǫ ⊂ P allows us to restrict v and w to Pǫ, so
the weighted scalar curvature Sv,w(ωǫ) is well-defined and it makes sense to
search for a (v, w)-extremal metric on BlpM . We remark that the inclusion
Pǫ ⊂ P may not be strict, in particular if µ(p) lies in the interior of P then
we will have Pǫ = P for all ǫ (I thank Eveline Legendre for pointing out this
possibility).

3.3. The deformation problem. Let (M,ω) be a weighted extremal mani-
fold. Then X := ∇Sv,w(ω) is a T -invariant real holomorphic vector field and
JX preserves ω, where J is the integrable almost complex structure of X . Let
p be a fixed point of both T and the extremal field X . We make the following
definitions:

(1) G is the group of T -commuting hamiltonian isometries of (M,ω),
(2) Gp is the subgroup of G fixing p,
(3) T ′ ⊂ Gp is a maximal torus, and
(4) H ⊂ G is the subgroup of automorphisms commuting with T ′.

We write the Lie algebras of T ′ and H as t′ and h respectively, and note the
inclusions t ⊂ t′ ⊂ h. If T was maximal in the hamiltonian isometry group to
begin with, these inclusions are all equalities.

Remark 3.4. In the previous section, we constructed a T -invariant metric
ωǫ using T -invariant coordinates z near the fixed point p. Since T ′ also acts
by hamiltonian isometries and fixes the point p, we can assume that the z-
coordinates are in fact T ′-invariant, and thus all the constructions from the
previous section, including ωǫ, are T

′-invariant as well.
In addition, we claim that if ϕ is a T ′-invariant Kähler potential, then the

weighted scalar curvature Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕ) is also T ′-invariant. To see this, by
the chain rule it suffices to show the moment map µǫ for T is T ′-invariant.
Let µa

ǫ be a component function of µǫ generating ξa ∈ t, and let ξ ∈ t′. We

write ξ̃a and ξ̃ for the corresponding vector fields on BlpM . Then ξ̃(µa
ǫ ) is

the hamiltonian generator of [ξ̃, ξ̃a] = 0, hence this function is constant. It
vanishes at a maximum of µa

ǫ , and is therefore identically zero.

We may assume that the moment maps µ for T and µH for H satisfy

µ :=

∫

M

µw(µ)ωn = 0 ∈ t∗, µH :=

∫

M

µH w(µ)ω
n = 0 ∈ h∗.

This is achieved by replacing µ with µ− µ and µH with µH − µH ; this clearly
preserves the moment map equation, and to see equivariance is maintained for
µH , note

ad(ξ)∗(µH) =

∫

M

ad(ξ)∗(µH)w(µ)ω
n

=

∫

M

Lξ(µH)w(µ)ω
n

=

∫

M

Lξ(µHw(µ)ω
n)

= 0
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= Lξ(µH).

Here ad(ξ)∗ denotes the coadjoint action of an element ξ ∈ h on h∗; in the
second line we used equivariance of µH , and in the third we used Lξω = 0 as
well as ξ(µ) = 0, which follows since t is central in h. Note this adjustment of
moment maps shifts the moment polytope P , however we can also translate
the weight functions v, w by µ so that they are well defined on this shift, and
this preserves the weighted extremal condition.

On the compact Lie algebra h, we now fix the H-invariant inner product

(9) 〈ξ, ξ′〉h :=

∫

M

〈µH , ξ〉〈µH, ξ
′〉w(µ)ωn,

where the pairing 〈−,−〉 inside the integral is the natural dual pairing between
h∗ and h. Via this inner product, we identify the Lie algebra and its dual
h ∼= h∗. Under this identification, the moment map µH for the H-action can
then be considered to take values in h, rather than h∗; we will write µ#

H when
we do this.

Definition 3.5. We say the point p is relatively stable if µ#
H(p) ∈ hp, that is,

the vector field generated by µ#
H(p) ∈ h fixes the point p.

We remark this notion does not depend on the particular choice of invariant
inner product; any other invariant product will differ from the chosen one by
an equivariant isomorphism h → h, and any such isomorphism preserves hp.

For a Lie subalgebra s of h, we will write

s := {h ∈ C∞(M,R) : dh = ω(−, Y ) for some Y ∈ s},

so that J∇ : s → s is a surjection with kernel the constant functions.
For each ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, we will define a lifting function ℓǫ : h →

C∞(BlpM,R)T
′

in terms of the metric ωǫ constructed in 3.2. Write h′ for the
orthogonal complement of t′ in h with respect to the fixed invariant metric,
so that h = t′ ⊕ h′. This yields a decomposition h = t′ ⊕ h′, where we have
identified elements of h′ with their generators in h that are normalised to vanish
at p.

Any element h ∈ t′ generates a real holomorphic vector field Y on M that
vanishes at p via the hamiltonian equation dh = ω(−, Y ), and Y lifts to a real

holomorphic vector field Ỹ on BlpM . We define ℓǫ(h) to be the hamiltonian

potential for Ỹ with respect to ωǫ, normalised so that ℓǫ(h) = π∗h outside of

B̃2rǫ (recall that ωǫ = ω outside B̃2rǫ). For h ∈ h′, we define ℓǫ(h) = π∗(γ1,ǫh),

where γ1,ǫ was defined in Section 3.2. This defines ℓǫ uniquely on h = t′ ⊕ h′.
On BlpM , the weighted extremal problem can be written

(10) Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕ)−
1

2
∇ǫh · ∇ǫϕ = h

for ϕ ∈ HT
BlpM

, where ∇ǫ is the gradient operator of ωǫ and h is a T -invariant

holomorphy potential with respect to ωǫ [Szé14, Lemma 4.10]. We will not
attempt to deform ωǫ to a solution of (10) directly, but instead prove the
following direct analogue of [Szé12, Proposition 14].
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Proposition 3.6. Let (M,ω) be a (v, w)-weighted extremal manifold, and let
p ∈ M be fixed by both T and the extremal field X. For all sufficiently small
ǫ > 0, there exist ϕǫ ∈ C∞(BlpM)T

′

and hp,ǫ ∈ h such that ωǫ+ i∂∂ϕǫ > 0 and

Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ)−
1

2
∇ǫℓǫ(hp,ǫ) · ∇ǫϕǫ = ℓǫ(hp,ǫ).

Moreover, for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small the following expansion holds in h:

hp,ǫ = s + ǫ2n−2cnµ
#
H(p) + h′p,ǫ,

where s := Sv,w(ω) ∈ h is the weighted scalar curvature generating the extremal

field on M , cn is a constant depending only on n, µ#
H(p) is a fixed lift of µ#

H(p)
to h, and the hp,ǫ satisfy |h′p,ǫ| ≤ Cǫκ for some κ > 2n − 2 and C > 0
independent of ǫ.

Note that if hp,ǫ ∈ t′ then ℓǫ(hp,ǫ) is a T -invariant holomorphy potential

on BlpM , so equation (10) is satisfied and ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ is weighted extremal.
Denote by Hc the complexification of the group H , which acts onM . Suppose
there exists a point q in the Hc-orbit of p for which the condition hq,ǫ ∈ t′

is satisfied. Then BlqM admits a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric, but since
the manifolds BlpM and BlqM are T -equivariantly biholomorphic, this implies
BlpM admits a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric. The exact same argument as
[Szé12, p. 11 – Proof of Theorem 1] shows that if p is relatively stable, then
such a point q exists:

Proposition 3.7 ([Szé12]). If Proposition 3.6 holds, and the point p is rela-
tively stable in the sense of Definition 3.5, then there exists a point q in the
Hc-orbit of p such that BlqM admits a weighted extremal metric. Since BlqM
and BlpM are T -equivariantly diffeomorphic, there exists a weighted extremal
metric on BlpM .

Remark 3.8. We have taken care to make our constructions invariant under
the maximal torus T ′ in H . It will seem that we will never use this condition,
however it is an essential ingredient of [Szé12, p. 11 – Proof of Theorem 1], so
must be included in the present work.

Thus, our only goal now is to prove Proposition 3.6, as Proposition 3.7 will
then imply Theorem 1.1. Before launching into the proof, we must introduce
the weighted Hölder norms.

3.4. Weighted norms. We will define the weighted Hölder norms on three
manifolds: Mp := M\{p}, Bl0Cn and BlpM . These are modifications of the
Ck,α norms that depend on an extra parameter δ ∈ R, and in the case of BlpM
a further parameter ǫ > 0. On the non-compact manifolds Mp and Bl0C

n they
allow or enforce certain growth or decay conditions at the ends, depending on
the sign of δ.

For f :Mp → R, define

‖f‖Ck,α
δ

(Mp)
:= ‖f‖Ck,α(M\B1) + sup

0<r<1/2

r−δ‖f(rz)‖Ck,α(B2\B1).



WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS 19

On M\B1 we calculate the norm with respect to the metric ω, and on B2\B1

with respect to the fixed Euclidean metric defined by the coordinates (z1, . . . , zn)

from Section 3.2. The space Ck,α
δ (Mp) is the set of locally Ck,α-functions on

Mp with finite ‖ · ‖Ck,α
δ

(Mp)
-norm.

For f : Bl0C
n → R, let

‖f‖Ck,α
δ

(Bl0Cn) := ‖f‖Ck,α(D̃1)
+ sup

r>1
r−δ‖f(rζ)‖Ck,α(D̃2\D̃1)

.

On D̃1 we compute the norm with respect to the fixed metric η, and on

D̃2\D̃1 we use the Euclidean metric defined by the ζ-coordinates. The space

Ck,α
δ (Bl0C

n) is the set of locally Ck,α-functions on Bl0C
n with finite ‖·‖Ck,α

δ
(Bl0Cn)-

norm.
Let f ∈ Ck,α(BlpM,R). The Ck,α

δ,ǫ -weighted norm of f is defined as

‖f‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

:= ‖f‖Ck,α(BlpM\B̃1)
+ sup

ǫ≤r≤1/2

r−δ‖f(rz)‖Ck,α(B̃2\B̃1)
+ǫ−δ‖(ιǫ)∗(f)‖Ck,α(D̃1)

.

Here the norms are computed with respect to fixed background metrics, and we

recall the map ιǫ : B̃ǫ → D̃1 is the biholomorphism lifting the map Bǫ → D1,
z 7→ ǫ−1z. Note we do not include BlpM in the notation for this norm;
whenever the manifold is not specified, we take it that the norm is on BlpM .

We must also define the weighted Hölder norms of a tensor T on BlpM . On

BlpM\B̃1 this is done as normal, with respect to the fixed metric ω:

‖T‖Ck,α(BlpM\B̃1)
.

Suppose that T is a section of (T ∗M̃)m ⊗ (TM̃)ℓ, where M̃ := BlpM . We

define σ(T ) := ℓ−m. On B̃2\E we have the Euclidean coordinates z1, . . . , zn;

we define ιr : B̃2r\B̃r → B̃2\B̃1 by ιr(z) := r−1z for ǫ ≤ r ≤ 1/2. On B̃1\B̃ǫ,
the weighted norm is then

sup
ǫ≤r≤1/2

r−δ‖rσ(T )(ιr)∗T‖Ck,α(B̃2\B̃1)
.

Finally, on the region B̃ǫ we identify B̃ǫ with D̃1 via ιǫ : B̃ǫ → D̃1 and take:

ǫ−δ‖ǫσ(T )(ιǫ)∗T‖Ck,α(D̃1)
.

Thus, overall:

‖T‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

:= ‖T‖Ck,α(BlpM\B̃1)
+ sup

ǫ≤r≤1/2

r−δ‖rσ(T )(ιr)∗T‖Ck,α(B̃2\B̃1)
+ǫ−δ‖ǫσ(T )(ιǫ)∗T‖Ck,α(D̃1)

.

This agrees with our definition of the Ck,α
δ,ǫ -norm in the case T is a function.

Note the central term in the norm on B̃2\B̃1 is equivalent to pulling back
the components of the tensor r−δT in the z-coordinates by ι−1

r and summing

the Ck,α-norms of these. However, the final term on D̃1 does not have a
similar description as the rescaling ιǫ is only in one direction, namely the fibre
coordinate of OPn−1(−1). Equivalently, we could consider pulling back T to

D̃1, and then measuring its Ck,α-norm with respect a fixed metric on D̃1, but

using the metric (ǫ2η)−m ⊗ (ǫ2η)ℓ on the vector bundle (T ∗D̃1)
m ⊗ (TD̃1)

ℓ.
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We similarly define the weighted Ck-norms ‖ · ‖Ck
δ,ǫ
, without the Hölder

coefficient α. The following properties will be useful:

Lemma 3.9. Let ǫ > 0 and δ, δ′ ∈ R. Then:

(1) If δ ≤ δ′ then ‖T‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

≤ ‖T‖Ck,α

δ′,ǫ

for all tensors T .

(2) If δ > δ′ then ‖T‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

≤ ǫδ
′−δ‖T‖Ck,α

δ′,ǫ

for all tensors T .

(3) There is a constant C > 0, independent of δ, δ′ and ǫ, such that
‖ST‖Ck,α

δ+δ′,ǫ

≤ C‖S‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

‖T‖Ck,α

δ′,ǫ

for all tensors S, T . Here ST can mean

either the tensor product S⊗T , or a contraction of any number of dual
pairs in S ⊗ T .

(4) There is a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ > 0 such that ‖T‖C0 ≤

C‖T‖C0
0,ǫ

for all tensors T ∈ Γ(M̃, (T ∗M̃)k) with k ≥ 0, where the

C0-norm is fixed independent of ǫ. In the case k = 0, i.e. T = f is a
function, this is an equivalence of norms.

(5) There is a uniform equivalence of norms on functions

‖f‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

∼ ‖γ1,ǫf‖Ck,α
δ,ǫ

(Mp)
+ ǫ−δ‖γ2,ǫ(ι

−1
ǫ (ζ))f(ι−1

ǫ (ζ))‖Ck,α
δ

(Bl0Cn)

independent of ǫ.
(6) There is a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ such that ‖f‖C0,α

0,ǫ
≤ C‖f‖C1

for all f ∈ C∞(BlpM ;R), where we take a fixed C1-norm on BlpM
independent of ǫ.

Most of these are already known and straightforward; the most difficult
perhaps is (6), so we shall prove this as an example.

Proof of (6). Outside of B̃1 this follows from the usual inequality

‖f‖C0,α(BlpM\B̃1)
≤ C‖f‖C1(BlpM\B̃1)

.

For the component of the norm on B̃1\B̃ǫ, for ǫ ≤ r ≤ 1/2 we must estimate

‖f(rz)‖C0,α(B̃2\B̃1)
,

which is bounded above by the C1-norm of f(rz) over B̃2\B̃1. The C0-norm
of f(rz) is bounded by ‖f‖C0(BlpM). For the derivatives, consider

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂zj
(f(rz))

∣∣∣∣ = r

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂zj
(rz)

∣∣∣∣ .

In this form, we cannot immediately bound the right hand side by the C1-norm,
since the coordinates zj do not extend to the blowup and we require a uniform
bound as ǫ→ 0. Instead choose coordinates (w1, . . . , wn) = (z1,

z2
z1
, . . . , zn

z1
) on

B̃2 such that |z1| > a|(z2, . . . , zn)| for a fixed small a > 0. Note this implies
|zj |/|z1| ≤ 1/a for all j. For z in the intersection of this coordinate domain
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and B̃2\B̃1, we also have 1/|z1| ≤ C for some C > 0. Hence

r

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂z1
(rz)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣r
∂f

∂w1
(rz)−

z2
z21

∂f

∂w2
(rz)− · · · −

zn
z21

∂f

∂wn
(rz)

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

n∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂wj
(rz)

∣∣∣∣ ,

where C > 0 depends only on a. Similarly

r

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂zj
(rz)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
1

z1

∂f

∂wj
(rz)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂wj
(rz)

∣∣∣∣

for 2 ≤ j ≤ n. Since the coordinates wj are well-defined on the blowup,
this gives a uniform bound on this coordinate domain by C‖f‖C1. Covering

B̃2\B̃1 by the analogous coordinate domains where z2 6= 0, . . . , zn 6= 0, we get
a uniform bound by C‖f‖C1 on this region.

It remains to prove a bound on B̃ǫ. We need to estimate

‖(ιǫ)∗f‖C0,α(D̃1)
.

Once again we can reduce to estimating the C1-norm of (ιǫ)∗f on D̃1. Similarly

to above, we choose coordinates (ν1, . . . , νn) = (ζ1,
ζ2
ζ1
, . . . , ζn

ζn
) on D̃1 for the

region |ζ1| > a|(ζ2, . . . , ζn)|. The C0-norm is bounded by ‖f‖C1 , and the ν-
derivatives satisfy
∣∣∣∣
∂

∂νj
((ιǫ)∗f)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∂

∂νj
(f(ǫν1, ν2, . . . , νn))

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∂f

∂νj
(ǫν1, ν2, . . . , νn)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖C1.

Covering D̃1 by similarly defined coordinate charts, we produce a uniform

bound by ‖f‖C1 on D̃1, which finishes the proof. �

Remark 3.10. Using the coordinates w1, . . . , wn from the above proof, we can

give an interpretation of how the weighted norms on B̃ǫ can be computed in
coordinates. For example, if ξ is a section of the T 1,0-bundle of BlpM , writing
it as

ξ = ξ1
∂

∂w1
+ ξ2

∂

∂w2
+ · · ·+ ξn

∂

∂wn

on B̃ǫ, its pushforward to D̃1 is

ξ1(ι−1
ǫ (ν))ǫ−1 ∂

∂ν1
+ ξ2(ι−1

ǫ (ν))
∂

∂ν2
+ · · ·+ ξn(ι−1

ǫ (ν))
∂

∂νn
.

Multiplying this all by ǫ = ǫσ(ξ), we are computing the Hölder norms of

ξ1(ι−1
ǫ (ν)), ǫξ2(ι−1

ǫ (ν)), . . . ǫξn(ι−1
ǫ (ν))

on the appropriate coordinate domain on D̃1. In particular, from this it is easy
to see there is a uniform bound on ‖ξ‖Ck,α

0,ǫ
independent of ǫ, for any k and α.

Furthermore, if ξ is the lift of a vector field on M that vanishes at p, note the
coefficient ξ1 vanishes along the exceptional locus. In this case we can even
produce a uniform bound on ‖ξ‖Ck,α

1,ǫ
independent of ǫ.
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We finish by collecting some useful estimates. Let gǫ be the Riemannian
metric on BlpM corresponding to ωǫ defined in Section 3.2, and recall the
functions γ1,ǫ and γ2,ǫ defined in (7). Given a Kähler potential ϕ, we will write

gǫ,ϕ for the Riemannian metric corresponding to ωǫ,ϕ := ωǫ + i∂∂ϕ, where ωǫ

is the metric from Section 3.2. For a Riemannian metric g, we write Rm(g)
for the full Riemann curvature tensor of g.

Lemma 3.11 ([Szé14, pp. 166–167]). The norms

‖gǫ‖C2,α
0,ǫ
, ‖g−1

ǫ ‖C2,α
0,ǫ
, ‖γ1,ǫ‖C4,α

0,ǫ
, ‖γ2,ǫ‖C4,α

0,ǫ

are uniformly bounded independent of ǫ. Furthermore, given c0 > 0, there ex-
ists C > 0 independent of ǫ such that for all Kähler potentials ϕ ∈ C4,α(BlpM)
satisfying ‖ϕ‖C4,α

2,ǫ
≤ c0, the following hold:

‖gǫ,ϕ‖C2,α
0,ǫ
, ‖g−1

ǫ,ϕ‖C2,α
0,ǫ
, ‖Rm(gǫ,ϕ)‖C0,α

−2,ǫ
≤ C.

If ϕ instead satisfies ‖ϕ‖C4,α
δ,ǫ

< c0 for some δ ∈ R, then

‖gǫ,ϕ − gǫ‖C2,α
δ−2,ǫ

, ‖g−1
ǫ,ϕ − g−1

ǫ ‖C2,α
δ−2,ǫ

, ‖Rm(gǫ,ϕ)− Rm(gǫ)‖C0,α
δ−4,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
δ,ǫ
.

Finally, we will estimate the lifting function ℓǫ : h → C∞(BlpM)T
′

from
Section 3.3.

Lemma 3.12. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

‖ℓǫ(h)‖C1,α
0,ǫ

≤ C|h|

for all h ∈ h, where the norm on the right hand side is any choice of fixed
norm on h independent of ǫ.

Proof. Recalling h = t′ ⊕ h′, we treat the cases h ∈ t′ and h ∈ h′ separately.
For h ∈ t′, the real holomorphic vector field ξh generated by h vanishes at

p, so lifts to ξ̃h on BlpM . The function ℓǫ(h) is then the holomorphy potential

for ξ̃h with respect to ωǫ that is equal to π
∗h on BlpM\B̃1. The norm can be

computed as

‖ℓǫ(h)‖C1,α
0,ǫ

= ‖ℓǫ(h)‖C0 + ‖dℓǫ(h)‖C0,α
−1,ǫ

.

By the estimates on gǫ from Lemma 3.11, note

‖dℓǫ(h)‖C0,α
−1,ǫ

= ‖gǫg
−1
ǫ dℓǫ(h)‖C0,α

−1,ǫ
≤ C‖gǫ‖C1,α

0,ǫ
‖∇ǫℓǫ(h)‖C0,α

−1,ǫ
≤ C‖ξ̃h‖C0,α

−1,ǫ
.

Following Remark 3.10, we can produce a bound ‖ξ̃h‖C0,α
−1,ǫ

≤ C|h| by consid-

ering the supremum of ‖ξ̃h‖C0,α
−1,ǫ

over the compact unit ball in t′. Since the

C0,α
−1,ǫ-norm of vector fields decreases in ǫ, the bound is independent of ǫ. So

it remains to estimate ‖ℓǫ(h)‖C0. This is straightforward however; note that
the T ′-action on M has a moment map µT ′ with moment polytope P ′ ⊂ (t′)∗,
and the lift of this action to BlpM has a moment map µT ′,ǫ whose image is
contained in P ′. Writing pr(h) for the image of h in t′, we have

ℓǫ(h) = 〈µT ′,ǫ, pr(h)〉+ h(q)− 〈µT ′(q), pr(h)〉



WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS 23

for any fixed q ∈ M\B1. Since the image of µT ′,ǫ is contained in P ′, this
expression gives a uniform bound ‖ℓǫ(h)‖C0 ≤ C|h|.

Next we take h ∈ h′. Recall that h vanishes at p, and the lift of h is defined

as ℓǫ(h) := γ1,ǫπ
∗h. In particular, since this function is supported on BlpM\B̃ǫ,

‖ℓǫ(h)‖C1,α
0,ǫ

= ‖γ1,ǫh‖C1,α
0,ǫ

≤ ‖γ1,ǫ‖C1,α
0,ǫ

‖h‖C1,α
0,ǫ (BlpM\B̃ǫ)

≤ C‖h‖C1,α
0

(Mp)
,

where we applied the estimate on γ1,ǫ from Lemma 3.11. The norm ‖h‖C1,α
0

(Mp)

is well-defined, and we get a uniform bound ‖h‖C1,α
0

(Mp)
≤ C|h| by finite-

dimensionality of h′. �

4. Moment map estimates

In the weighted scalar curvature Sv,w and its derivatives, the moment map
appears in several terms. Most importantly are functions of the form u(µǫ)
for a fixed smooth function u : P → R, and the Laplacian ∆ǫµ

a
ǫ appearing in

Φv,w(ωǫ). In this section we collect some fundamental estimates on the moment
map that are used in many of the later proofs. Throughout this section we
will use C to denote a positive constant that is independent of ǫ and may vary
from line to line.

Lemma 4.1. Given c0 > 0, there exists C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

‖µǫ,ϕ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C

and

‖µǫ,ϕ − µǫ‖C0,α
1,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

for all Kähler potentials ϕ ∈ C4,α(BlpM)T satisfying ‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

< c0.

Proof. We begin by proving ‖µǫ,ϕ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C. By (6) of Lemma 3.9 it suffices to

estimate the C1-norm of µǫ,ϕ. First, µǫ,ϕ clearly has a uniform C0 bound, since
its image is contained in the moment polytope P . To estimate the derivative
dµǫ,ϕ, note we have

‖dµǫ,ϕ‖C0 ≤ C‖gǫ,ϕ‖C0‖g−1
ǫ,ϕdµǫ,ϕ‖C0

≤ C‖∇ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ‖C0.

Here we have used properties (3) and (4) of Lemma 3.9 together with the
estimate ‖gǫ,ϕ‖C0,α

0,ǫ
≤ C of Lemma 3.11. Now, note the component functions

µa
ǫ,ϕ of µǫ,ϕ with respect to a basis {ξa} of t satisfy ∇ǫ,ϕµ

a
ǫ,ϕ = Jξ̃a by definition

of the moment map. Hence ‖∇ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ‖C0 is uniformly bounded, and we have
proven the estimate for µǫ,ϕ.

For ‖µǫ,ϕ − µǫ‖C0,α
1,ǫ

note that

µa
ǫ,ϕ − µa

ǫ = dcϕ(ξ̃a).

We have ‖dcϕ‖C0,α
1,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C1,α
2,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

, and ‖ξ̃a‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C by Remark

3.10. �
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Lemma 4.2. There exists C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

‖∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C.

Proof. We will use the explicit formula for the moment map in Lemma 3.2.
On BlpM\B̃2rǫ , since ∆ǫµǫ = ∆µ is independent of ǫ there is a uniform bound
on this region, by ‖∆µ‖C1 for example.

On B̃rǫ the metric and moment map are pulled back from D̃Rǫ
⊂ BlpC

n via

ιǫ, where Rǫ := ǫ−1rǫ. Since the vector fields ξ̃a are invariant under pushfor-
ward by the dilation map ιǫ, the component functions µa

ǫ of the moment map

are also pulled back from D̃Rǫ
. Hence, on B̃rǫ,

∆ǫµ
a
ǫ = ∆ι∗ǫ (ǫ

2η)ι
∗
ǫ

(
ǫ2
∑

j

Aa
j |ζj|

2 + ǫ2dcg(ξ̃a)

)

= ι∗ǫ

(
∆η

(
∑

j

Aa
j |ζj|

2 + dcg(ξ̃a)

))

= ι∗ǫ (∆ηµ
a
η).

On Bl0C
n we have the expansion

η = i∂∂
(
|ζ |2 + g(ζ)

)

as |ζ | → ∞, where g(ζ) = O(|ζ |4−2n) if n > 2 and g = log |ζ | if n = 2. It

follows ∆η has the expansion ∆η = ∆Euc+h
jk̄∂j∂k̄, where ∆Euc is the Euclidean

Laplacian in the ζ-coordinates and hjk̄ is O(|ζ |2−2n). Since dcg(ξ̃a) is O(|ζ |4−2n)
this implies

∆ηµ
a
η =

∑

j

Aa
j +O(|ζ |2−2n),

so ∆ηµ
a
η is O(1) on Bl0C

n. It follows that

‖∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ (B̃rǫ) = ‖∆ηµη‖C0,α

0 (D̃Rǫ)
≤ ‖∆ηµη‖C0,α

0
(Bl0Cn).

Hence ‖∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ (B̃rǫ) is uniformly bounded independent of ǫ.

The only remaining region to estimate is the annulus B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ, on which µǫ

takes the form

µǫ = µEuc + dc(γ1,ǫ(z)f(z) + ǫ2γ2,ǫ(z)g(ǫ
−1z)).

We claim that the function γ1,ǫ(z)f(z) + ǫ2γ2,ǫ(z)g(ǫ
−1z) is O(|z|2+τ ) on the

annulus B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ, for all τ > 0 sufficiently small. That is to say, for fixed τ > 0

small enough, there is a uniform bound on the Ck,α
2+τ,ǫ-norm of this function

over the annulus, independent of ǫ. To see this, first note that γ1,ǫf is O(|z|4)
so it suffices to estimate ǫ2γ2,ǫ(z)g(ǫ

−1z), or equivalently ǫ2g(ǫ−1z) since γ2,ǫ is
uniformly O(1). In the case n > 2, g is O(|ζ |4−2n), and

r−3
ǫ (ǫ2g(ǫ−1rǫz)) = ǫ−1R1−2n

ǫ (R2n−4
ǫ g(Rǫz)),
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where 1 ≤ |z| ≤ 2. The Ck,α-norm of R2n−4
ǫ g(Rǫz) is uniformly bounded on

the annulus 1 ≤ |z| ≤ 2, hence the Ck,α-norm of this expression is bounded by

ǫ−1R1−2n
ǫ = ǫ

2n−3

2n+1 → 0

as ǫ → 0, where we used the definition rǫ := ǫ
2n−1

2n+1 . Hence ǫ2g(ǫ−1) is O(|z|3)

on B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ . In the case n = 2 we have g = log |ζ |, and

r−2−τ
ǫ (ǫ2g(ǫ−1rǫz)) = ǫ2−τr−2

ǫ (R−τ
ǫ log |Rǫz|).

The Ck,α-norm of R−τ
ǫ log |Rǫz| is uniformly bounded on 1 ≤ |z| ≤ 2, so the

Ck,α-norm of this expression is bounded by

ǫ2−τr−2
ǫ = ǫ2−τ−2 2n−1

2n+1 → 0

as ǫ → 0 provided τ < 4/5. It follows that ǫ2g(ǫ−1z) is O(|z|2+τ ) on B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ

for n = 2 and 0 < τ < 4/5.

We see from this that the Laplacian ∆ǫ satisfies ∆ǫ = ∆Euc + hjk̄∂j∂k̄ on

this region, where hjk̄ is uniformly O(|z|τ ). Hence

∆ǫµ
a
ǫ =

∑

j

Aa
j +O(|z|τ )

on the annulus. This gives

‖∆ǫµ
a
ǫ‖C0,α

0,ǫ (B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ) ≤ C(1 + rτǫ )

and the right hand side is uniformly bounded. This completes the estimate on
the annulus, so we have a uniform bound on ‖∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α

0,ǫ
on all of BlpM . �

Lemma 4.3. Given c0 > 0 there exists C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

‖∆ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C

and

‖∆ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ −∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

for all ϕ such that ‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

≤ c0.

Proof. Note it suffices to prove the second estimate, since by the previous
lemma,

‖∆ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ ‖∆ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ −∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

+ ‖∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C + ‖∆ǫ,ϕµǫ,ϕ −∆ǫµǫ‖C0,α
0,ǫ
.

Dropping the ǫ subscripts, we compute this as

∆ϕµ
a
ϕ −∆µa = g−1

ϕ i∂∂µa
ϕ − g−1i∂∂µa

= (g−1
ϕ − g−1)i∂∂(µa + dcϕ(ξ̃a)) + g−1i∂∂(µa

ϕ − µa)

= (g−1
ϕ − g−1)i∂∂(µa + dcϕ(ξ̃a)) + g−1i∂∂(dcϕ(ξ̃a))

= (g−1
ϕ − g−1)i∂∂µa + g−1

ϕ i∂∂(dcϕ(ξ̃a)).
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From here,

‖(g−1
ϕ − g−1)i∂∂µa‖C0,α

0,ǫ
≤ C‖g−1

ϕ − g−1‖C0,α
0,ǫ

‖∂(gg−1∂µa)‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

‖g‖C1,α
0,ǫ

‖ξ̃a‖C1,α
1,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ
,

where we used the uniform bound on ‖ξ̃a‖Ck,α
1,ǫ

from Remark 3.10. Finally,

‖g−1
ϕ i∂∂(dcϕ(ξ̃a))‖C0,α

0,ǫ
≤ C‖g−1

ϕ ‖C0,α
0,ǫ

‖dcϕ(ξ̃a)‖C2,α
2,ǫ

≤ C‖dcϕ‖C2,α
1,ǫ

‖ξ̃a‖C2,α
1,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ
. �

Lemma 4.4. Let u : P → R be a fixed smooth function. Given c0 > 0, there
is a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ such that ‖u(µǫ,ϕ)‖C0,α

0,ǫ
< C whenever

‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

< c0.

Proof. Again it suffices to bound the C1-norm. Note the C0-norm is bounded,
since the image of µǫ,ϕ is contained in P and the image of u : P → R is
compact. For the derivative, by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma
4.1 it is sufficient to estimate

∇ǫ,ϕ(u(µǫ,ϕ)) =
∑

a

u,a(µǫ,ϕ)ξ̃a.

By the same reasoning as for u(µǫ,ϕ) there is a C0-bound on u,a(µǫ,ϕ), and ξ̃a
is a fixed vector field, so also has a C0 bound. �

Lemma 4.5. Let u : P → R be a fixed smooth function. Given c0 > 0, there is
a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ such that ‖u(µǫ,ϕ)− u(µǫ)‖C0,α

0,ǫ
≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α

2,ǫ

for all ϕ ∈ C4,α
2,ǫ satisfying ‖ϕ‖C4,α

2,ǫ
≤ c0.

Proof. We again bound the C1-norm. The C0 bound follows from the mean
value theorem, since for x ∈ BlpM ,

u(µǫ,ϕ(x))− u(µǫ(x)) =
∑

a

u,a(px)d
cϕ(ξ̃a)(x)

for some px ∈ P on the line joining µǫ,ϕ(x) to µǫ(x), and we can bound the
terms on the right hand side as follows:

‖u,a(px)d
cϕ(ξ̃a)(x)‖C0 ≤ C‖u,a‖C0‖dcϕ‖C0‖ξ̃a‖C0

≤ C‖dϕ‖C0
0,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ
.

To estimate the derivative,

d(u(µǫ,ϕ)− u(µǫ)) =
∑

a

u,a(µǫ,ϕ)dµ
a
ǫ,ϕ − u,a(µǫ)dµ

a
ǫ ,
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and

u,a(µǫ,ϕ)dµ
a
ǫ,ϕ − u,a(µǫ)dµ

a
ǫ

=(u,a(µǫ,ϕ)− u,a(µǫ))dµ
a
ǫ,ϕ + u,a(µǫ)d(µ

a
ǫ,ϕ − µa

ǫ )

=(u,a(µǫ,ϕ)− u,a(µǫ))dµ
a
ǫ,ϕ + u,a(µǫ)d(d

cϕ(ξ̃a)).

The same method as for u proves a C0 bound by C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ

on u,a(µǫ,ϕ)−u,a(µǫ).

For the C0-bound on dµa
ǫ,ϕ, as in previous proofs it is enough to note∇ǫ,ϕµ

a
ǫ,ϕ =

ξ̃a is bounded. Clearly u,a(µǫ) also has a C0-bound. Lastly

‖d(dcϕ(ξ̃a))‖C0 ≤ ‖d(dcϕ(ξ̃a))‖C0,α
0,ǫ

≤ ‖dcϕ(ξ̃a)‖C1,α
1,ǫ

≤ C‖ξ̃a‖C1,α
0,ǫ

‖ϕ‖C2,α
2,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2,ǫ
. �

5. Estimates for the weighted linearisation

Throughout the rest of the paper, we will use the notation and set up of
Section 3.3, and our ultimate goal is to prove Proposition 3.6. Let Ľǫ,ϕ denote
the linearisation of the weighted scalar curvature operator

ψ 7→ Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ψ)

at ϕ ∈ HT
ωǫ
. Our aim in this section is to prove:

Proposition 5.1. For any δ < 0 there exist c0, C > 0 independent of ǫ such
that for all ϕ ∈ C4,α(BlpM)T with ‖ϕ‖C4,α

2,ǫ
< c0 and all ψ ∈ C4,α(BlpM)T ,

‖Ľǫ,ϕ(ψ)− Ľǫ(ψ)‖C0,α
δ−4,ǫ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

‖ψ‖C4,α
δ,ǫ
.

Let us define u := v/w. For simplicity, we will now drop ǫ from the notation,
although the reader should keep in mind the base metric is gǫ with moment map
µǫ, even though we write these as g and µ. We will also write the weighted
norms as ‖ · ‖Ck,α

δ
, although on BlpM these always depend on ǫ. As in the

previous section, C denotes a positive constant that is independent of ǫ and
may vary from line to line.
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Sketch proof. From Lemma 2.12 we can write

Ľϕ(ψ)− Ľ(ψ)

= u(µϕ)Lϕ(ψ)− u(µ)L(ψ)(11)

−
2

w(µϕ)
(∂

∗

ϕDϕψ,∇
1,0
ϕ (v(µϕ)))ϕ +

2

w(µ)
(∂

∗
Dψ,∇1,0(v(µ)))(12)

+
1

w(µϕ)
(Dϕψ,Dϕ(v(µϕ)))ϕ −

1

w(µ)
(Dψ,D(v(µ)))(13)

+
1

2
S(ωϕ)∇ϕ (u(µϕ)) · ∇ϕψ −

1

2
S(ω)∇ (u(µ)) · ∇ψ(14)

+
1

2
∇ϕΦv,w(ωϕ) · ∇ϕψ −

1

2
∇Φv,w(ω) · ∇ψ,(15)

where L is the linearisation of the unweighted scalar curvature operator. To
prove Proposition 5.1, each of these lines can be estimated separately. The
techniques are fairly similar for each line, so we will only estimate some terms
to demonstrate how this may be done.

The line (11) is equal to

(16) (u(µϕ)− u(µ))Lϕ(ψ) + u(µ)(Lϕ(ψ)− L(ψ)).

From the estimates in Section 4, we have

‖u(µϕ)− u(µ)‖C0,α
0

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

and
‖u(µ)‖C0,α

0

≤ C.

It therefore suffices to show

‖Lϕ(ψ)‖C0,α
δ−4

≤ C‖ψ‖C4,α
δ

and
‖Lϕ(ψ)− L(ψ)‖C0,α

δ−4

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

‖ψ‖C4,α
δ
.

The latter inequality is already proven [Szé12, Proposition 18]. To see the
norms of Lϕ : C4,α

δ → C0,α
δ−4 are uniformly bounded, we use the formula

Lϕψ = ∆2
ϕψ + Ric(ωϕ)

jk̄∂j∂k̄ψ.

The estimates in Lemma 3.11 then give the uniform bound:

‖∆2
ϕψ‖C0,α

δ−4

= ‖g−1
ϕ i∂∂(g−1

ϕ i∂∂ψ)‖C0,α
δ−4

≤ C‖g−1
ϕ ‖C0,α

0

‖∂∂(g−1
ϕ i∂∂ψ)‖C0,α

δ−4

≤ C‖g−1
ϕ i∂∂ψ‖C2,α

δ−2

≤ C‖ψ‖C4,α
δ
.

Similarly

‖Ric(ωϕ)
jk̄∂j∂k̄ψ‖C0,α

δ−4

≤ C‖gϕ‖C0,α
0

‖g−1
ϕ ‖C0,α

0

‖Rm(ωϕ)‖C0,α
−2

‖i∂∂ψ‖C0,α
δ−2

≤ C‖ψ‖C4,α
δ
.
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To estimate the other lines of (11)-(15) we apply a similar principle: namely,
wherever we see an expression of the form AϕBϕ − AB, we write

AϕBϕ −AB = (Aϕ − A)Bϕ + A(Bϕ −B).

Applying this trick recursively, we reduce to estimating terms of the form
Aϕ −A and Aϕ. In particular, these require estimates

(17) ‖Aϕ‖C0,α
−k

≤ C, ‖Aϕ − A0‖C0,α
−k

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

for some 0 ≤ k ≤ 4 depending on A. For example, when Aϕ = u(µϕ), we have

such estimates on the C0,α
0 -norms of Aϕ and Aϕ−A from Section 4, and when

Aϕ = gϕ or g−1
ϕ , the C0,α

0 -estimates are from Lemma 3.11.
In some lines we are required to estimate derivatives of v(µϕ), and we only

have estimates on v(µϕ) itself so far. To estimate these derivatives, we use
the chain rule together with the definition of the moment map to reduce these
estimates to the C0,α

0 -estimates already proven in Section 4. For example,2

∇1,0(v(µ)) =
∑

a

v,a(µ)∇
1,0µa =

∑

a

v,a(µ)ξ̃a,

and

D(v(µ)) = ∂∇1,0(v(µ))

= ∂
∑

a

v,a(µ)ξ̃a

=
∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)∂µ
b ⊗ ξ̃a

=
∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)(ξ̃b)
♭ ⊗ ξ̃a,

where ♭ is conversion from a (1, 0)-vector field to a (0, 1)-form via the metric,

and in the third line we have used that ∂ξ̃a = 0. From these expressions, the
factors ∇1,0

ϕ v(µϕ) and Dϕ(v(µϕ)) satisfy estimates of the form (17) with k = 0.
With this in mind, it is straightforward to estimate lines (12) and (13); we

note the formula (1) for ∂
∗
from Section 2 can be used to estimate (12).

Line (14) is similarly straightforward; we only note the inequalities

‖S(ωϕ)− S(ω)‖C0,α
−2

≤ C‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

and

‖S(ωϕ)‖C0,α
−2

≤ C

which follow from Lemma 3.11.
Finally for line (15) we recall Lemma 2.13 which states that Φv,w(ω) can

be written as a linear combination of functions of the form ua(µ)∆µ
a and

2Before now we have written ξ̃ for the real holomorphic vector field generated by ξ,
whereas here we instead denote the associated (1, 0)-vector field by the same symbol. It
will always be clear from the context to which vector field we are referring, so we allow this
small abuse of notation.
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uab(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b), for finitely many fixed smooth functions ua and uab on the
moment polytope. Taking the gradients of these gives

∇(ua(µ)∆µ
a) = ua(µ)Ric(ξ̃a,−)# +

∑

b

ua,b(µ)(∆µ
a)ξ̃b

and

∇(uab(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b)) =
∑

c

uab,c(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b)ξ̃c + uab(µ)(g(∇ξ̃a, ξ̃b) + g(ξ̃a,∇ξ̃b)),

where # is conversion from a 1-form to a vector field via the metric; here we
have also used Remark 2.10 that ∆µ is a moment map for the Ricci curvature.
Given the estimates in Lemma 4.3 on ∆ϕµϕ, it is straightforward to bound
line (15), which completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

As a corollary, we obtain:

Lemma 5.2. Let Q̌ǫ be the non-linear part of the weighted scalar curvature
operator Š := Sv,w with respect to ωǫ, so that

Š(ωǫ + i∂∂ψ) = Š(ωǫ) + Ľǫ(ψ) + Q̌ǫ(ψ).

Given δ < 0, there exist C, c0 > 0 such that if

‖ϕ‖C4,α
2

, ‖ψ‖C4,α
2

≤ c0,

then

‖Q̌ǫ(ϕ)− Q̌ǫ(ψ)‖C4,α
δ−4

≤ C
(
‖ϕ‖C4,α

2

+ ‖ψ‖C4,α
2

)
‖ϕ− ψ‖C4,α

δ

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as [Szé12, Lemma 19]. Namely, by the
mean value theorem there exists χ on the line joining ϕ and ψ such that

Q̌ǫ(ϕ)− Q̌ǫ(ψ) = DQ̌ǫ|χ(ϕ− ψ) = (Ľǫ,χ − Ľǫ)(ϕ− ψ).

Applying Proposition 5.1,

‖Q̌ǫ(ϕ)− Q̌ǫ(ψ)‖C4,α
δ−4

≤ C‖χ‖C4,α
2

‖ϕ− ψ‖C4,α
δ

≤ C
(
‖ϕ‖C4,α

2

+ ‖ψ‖C4,α
2

)
‖ϕ− ψ‖C4,α

δ
. �

6. A right-inverse of the linearised operator

Recall from Section 3.3 the lifting operator ℓǫ : h → C∞(BlpM)T
′

. We also

write X := ∇ωSv,w(ω) for the extremal vector field on M , and write X̃ for its
lift to BlpM . The aim of this section is to prove:

Proposition 6.1. For n > 2, let δ ∈ (4− 2n, 0). For sufficiently small ǫ > 0,
the operator Gǫ : C

4,α
δ,ǫ (BlpM)T

′

× h → C0,α
δ−4,ǫ(BlpM)T

′

,

Gǫ(ψ, f) := Ľǫψ −
1

2
X̃(ψ)− ℓǫ(f)

has a right inverse Pǫ, satisfying ‖Pǫ‖ ≤ C for a constant C > 0 independent
of ǫ.

In the case n = 2, given δ < 0 sufficiently close to 0, there is a right inverse
Pǫ for Gǫ satisfying ‖Pǫ‖ ≤ Cǫδ.
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Following [Szé12, Proposition 20], the rough approach is to glue together
right-inverses for linearised operators onMp :=M\{p} and Bl0C

n to construct
an approximate right-inverse, and then to deform this to a genuine right-
inverse. However, instead of gluing an inverse for the weighted linearization
on Bl0C

n, we can glue in an inverse for the usual unweighted linearization. We
will see that near the exceptional divisor, the extra terms from the weighted
setting are sufficiently small that we can still deform this to a genuine weighted
right-inverse regardless.

Before giving the next proof, we recall the notion of indicial roots in the
weighted Fredholm theory. On Rm\{0}, the indicial roots of the Laplacian are
the growth rates of radially symmetric harmonic functions on Rm\{0}. That
is, δ ∈ R is an indicial root of ∆Rn if there exists a non-zero harmonic function
f(r) on Rm\{0} such that f ∈ Ck,α

δ for all k and α, where r is the radial
coordinate.

Lemma 6.2 ([Bar86, Theorem 1.7]). For m ≥ 4, the indicial roots of the
Laplacian on Rm\{0} are Z\{−1,−2, . . . , 3−m}.

On the manifoldsMp and Bl0C
n, the Kähler Laplacians agree asymptotically

with the Euclidean Laplacian. Using this, one can prove:

Lemma 6.3 ([Szé14, Theorem 8.6]). Let n ≥ 2. If δ ∈ R is not an indicial
root of the Euclidean Laplacian on R2n\{0}, then the operators

∆ω : Ck,α
δ (Mp) → Ck−2,α

δ−2 (Mp)

and

∆η : C
k,α
δ (Bl0C

n) → Ck−2,α
δ−2 (Bl0C

n)

are Fredholm.
Hence, for n > 2 let δ ∈ (4−2n, 0), and for n = 2 let δ ∈ (−1, 0). Then ∆2

ω

and ∆2
η are Fredholm as maps Ck,α

δ → Ck−4,α
δ−4 on the manifolds Mp and Bl0C

n

respectively.

Using this information, we can study the properties of the weighted Lich-
nerowicz operator on weighted Hölder spaces:

Lemma 6.4. For n > 2 let δ ∈ (4− 2n, 0), and for n = 2 let δ ∈ (−1, 0). The
operator C4,α

δ (Mp)
T ′

× h → C0,α
δ−4(Mp)

T ′

,

(ϕ, f) 7→
v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDϕ− f |Mp

has a bounded right-inverse.

Proof. We first note that the leading order term of Ľ is the linear isomorphism
v(µ)/w(µ) composed with ∆2

ω, and ∆2
ω is Fredholm on C4,α

δ (Mp) by Lemma 6.3.

The remaining terms in Ľ define bounded linear maps C4,α
δ (Mp) → C1,α

δ−3(Mp),

and the inclusion C1,α
δ−3(Mp) ⊂ C0,α

δ−4(Mp) is compact. Hence Ľ is Fredholm on

C4,α
δ (Mp). Furthermore, Ľ is formally self-adjoint with respect to the L2-inner
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product 〈f, g〉w :=
∫
fg w(µ)ωn. It follows that the image of Ľ : C4,α

δ → C0,α
δ−4

is the L2-orthogonal complement of the kernel of Ľ : C4,α
4−2n−δ → C0,α

−2n−δ.
3

We now claim that the kernel of Ľ : C4,α
4−2n−δ → C0,α

−2n−δ is precisely h. Since

Ľ has no indicial roots in (4 − 2n, 0) when n > 2, any f ∈ ker(Ľ) ∩ C4,α
4−2n−δ

lies in Ck,α
δ′ for all δ′ < 0 [Pac08, Proposition 12.2.1]. Now, 0 is an indicial

root of the Laplacian, so there exists g ∈ ker(Ľ)∩C4,α
0 such that f − g ∈ C4,α

δ′

for δ′ > 0 sufficiently small [Pac08, Proposition 12.4.1]. Note that elements of
C4,α

0 are integrable on Mp, and hence define distributions on M . By elliptic

regularity, the kernel of Ľ on C4,α
0 is therefore h. Hence both g and f −g lie in

h, and therefore so does f . In the case of n = 2, note C4,α
4−2n−δ(Mp) = C4,α

−δ (Mp)

and −δ > 0, so f automatically lies in h in this case. �

We also have the following result [Szé12, Proposition 16].

Lemma 6.5. For n > 2, let δ > 4 − 2n. Then the operator C4,α
δ (Bl0C

n)T
′

→
C0,α

δ−4(Bl0C
n)T

′

,
ϕ 7→ D∗

ηDηϕ

has a bounded inverse.
When n = 2, let δ ∈ (−1, 0) and choose a compactly supported smooth

T ′-invariant function χ on Bl0C
2 with non-zero integral. Then the operator

C4,α
δ (Bl0C

2)T
′

× R → C4,α
δ−4(Bl0C

2)T
′

,

(ϕ, t) 7→ D∗
ηDηϕ+ tχ

has a bounded inverse.

Recall the functions γj,ǫ(z) defined in (7), for j = 1, 2. Before beginning
the proof of Proposition 6.1, following [Szé12, p. 16] for each j we will need
to define a function βj,ǫ(z) that is equal to 1 on supp γj,ǫ(z), and has slightly
larger support than γj,ǫ(z).

Write a := 2n−1
2n+1

, and recall rǫ := ǫa. Let us choose a such that a < a < 1,
and let χ1 : R → R be a smooth function such that χ1(x) = 1 for x ≤ a and
χ1(x) = 0 for x ≥ a. With this choice, let β1,ǫ be the function on BlpM defined
by

β1,ǫ(z) := χ1

(
log |z|

log ǫ

)
,

for z ∈ B̃1\E, extended to the constant function 1 on BlpM\B̃1 and 0 on E.

Then β1,ǫ = 0 on B̃ǫa, β1,ǫ = 1 on BlpM\B̃rǫ , and there are uniform bounds

‖β1,ǫ‖C4,α
0,ǫ

≤ C, ‖∇ǫβ1,ǫ‖C3,α
−1,ǫ

≤
C

| log ǫ|

where C > 0 is independent of ǫ. In particular β1,ǫ is equal to 1 on supp(γ1,ǫ).

3Strictly speaking, the L2-inner product does not give a well-defined pairing between
the spaces C0,α

δ−4
and C

4,α
4−2n−δ, for example since |z|δ−4|z|4−2n−δ = |z|−2n is not integrable.

However, since 4 − 2n− δ ∈ (4 − 2n, 0), the weight 4 − 2n− δ is not an indicial root of Ľ.
Hence elements in the kernel of Ľ : C4,α

4−2n−δ → C
0,α
−2n−δ are in fact contained in weighted

Hölder spaces with strictly higher weights [Pac08, Lemma 12.1.2], so have a well-defined

L2-pairing with elements of C0,α
δ−4

. I thank Lars Sektnan for explaining this point to me.
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Similarly, we choose a ∈ R such that 0 < a < a, and let χ2 : R → R be a
smooth function such that χ2(x) = 0 for x < a/a and χ2(x) = 1 for x > 1.
We define the function

β2,ǫ(z) := χ2

(
log(|z|/2)

log rǫ

)

for z ∈ B̃1\E, extended similarly to BlpM . Then β2,ǫ satisfies β2,ǫ = 1 on B̃2rǫ,

β2,ǫ = 0 on BlpM\B̃2ǫa , and there exists C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

(18) ‖β2,ǫ‖C4,α
0,ǫ

≤ C, ‖∇ǫβ2,ǫ‖C3,α
−1,ǫ

≤
C

| log ǫ|
.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We again drop ǫ from the notation, writing G in
place of Gǫ, µ for µǫ, and so on. We will prove the case n > 2; the case n = 2
requires only slight alterations, and we refer to [Szé12, Proposition 20] for the
details. Given ϕ ∈ C0,α

δ−4(BlpM)T
′

, let us consider γ1ϕ as a function onMp and
write

(19) P̃1(γ1ϕ) := (P1(γ1ϕ), fϕ)

for the right-inverse operator P̃1 of Lemma 6.4 applied to γ1ϕ. The function
β1P1(γ1ϕ) can then be considered as a function on BlpM instead of Mp.

Similarly, we let c0 := v(p0)/w(p0), identify γ2ϕ with the function ζ 7→
γ2(ι

−1
ǫ (ζ))ϕ(ι−1

ǫ (ζ)) on Bl0C
n, and write P2(γ2ϕ) for the inverse operator P2

of c0Lǫ2η from Lemma 6.5 applied to γ2ϕ. We then write β2P2(γ2ϕ) for the
function β2(z)P2(γ2ϕ)(ιǫ(z)) on BlpM . Note that Lǫ2η = ǫ−4Lη, so P2 is ǫ4

times a fixed operator.
Using all this information, we now define the operators P : C0,α

δ−4(BlpM)T
′

→

C4,α
δ (BlpM)T

′

and P̃ : C0,α
δ−4(BlpM)T

′

→ C4,α
δ (BlpM)T

′

× h by

P (ϕ) := β1P1(γ1ϕ) + β2P2(γ2ϕ),

and

P̃ (ϕ) := (Pϕ, fϕ),

where fϕ is defined in (19). Note these operators depend on the parameter ǫ,
and act on the corresponding weighted spaces defined in terms of ǫ. Our aim
is now to prove that for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small,

(20) ‖(G ◦ P̃ )(ϕ)− ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

≤
1

2
‖ϕ‖C0,α

δ−4

.

From this it follows that ‖G ◦ P̃ − Id‖ ≤ 1
2
, so the operator G ◦ P̃ is invertible.

Writing Q for the inverse, we have G ◦ (P̃ ◦ Q) = Id, and so P̃ ◦ Q is a right
inverse for G. Since Q is constructed via a geometric series, ‖Q‖ ≤ 2. For the

norm of P̃ ◦ Q to be uniformly bounded, it then suffices to show the norm of
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P̃ is uniformly bounded independent of ǫ:

‖P̃ϕ‖C4,α
δ

(BlpM)×h

= ‖(Pϕ, fϕ)‖C4,α
δ

(BlpM)×h

= ‖Pϕ‖C4,α
δ

+ |fϕ|

≤ ‖β1P1(γ1ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

+ ‖β2P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

+ ‖P̃1(γ1ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

(Mp)

≤ ‖β1‖C4,α
0

‖P1(γ1ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

(Mp)
+ ‖β2‖C4,α

0

ǫ−δ‖P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

(Bl0Cn) + C‖γ1ϕ‖C4,α
δ−4

(Mp)

≤ C
(
‖γ1ϕ‖C0,α

δ−4
(Mp)

+ ǫ−(δ−4)‖γ2ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

(Bl0Cn)

)

≤ C‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

In the fourth and sixth lines we have used the equivalence of norms (5) from
Lemma 3.9, as well as the bounds on the norms of the γj from Lemma 3.11.
We also used that ‖P2‖ = O(ǫ4), as we remarked above. Note in particular,

(21) ‖β2P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

≤ C‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

It remains to prove (20). We can write (G ◦ P̃ )(ϕ)− ϕ as

Ľ(β1P1(γ1ϕ))−
1

2
X̃(β1P1(γ1ϕ))− γ1ℓ(fϕ)− γ1ϕ(22)

+Ľ(β2P2(γ2ϕ))−
1

2
X̃(β2P2(γ2ϕ))− γ2ℓ(fϕ)− γ2ϕ,(23)

and so to prove (20), it suffices to estimate each of these expressions separately.

The line (22) is supported in BlpM\B̃ǫa , and (23) is supported in B̃2ǫa . The
estimate for (22) is essentially unchanged from [Szé12, Proposition 20], only
we use Proposition 5.1 instead of the unweighted version [Szé12, Proposition
18], so we omit this. However, (23) introduces new challenges, since we are
seeking an inverse of the weighted linearisation but have glued in an inverse
for the unweighted linearisation on Bl0C

n.

Our task is therefore to estimate (23) on the region B̃2ǫa . Using Lemma 2.12
and defining ψ := β2P2(γ2ϕ), (23) can be written

v(µ)

w(µ)
Lψ −

2

w(µ)
(∂

∗
Dψ,∇1,0(v(µ)))(24)

+
1

w(µ)
(Dψ,D(v(µ))) +

1

2
S(ω)∇

(
v(µ)

w(µ)

)
· ∇ψ

+
1

2
∇Φv,w(ω) · ∇ψ −

1

2
X̃(ψ)− γ2ℓ(fϕ)− γ2ϕ.

Setting c0 := v(p0)/w(p0), we have

v(µ)

w(µ)
Lψ =

(
v(µ)

w(µ)
− c0

)
Lψ + c0Lψ.

We first estimate ∥∥∥∥
(
v(µ)

w(µ)
− c0

)
L(β2P2(γ2ϕ))

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4

,
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for which we will show the uniform bound

(25)

∥∥∥∥
v(µ)

w(µ)
− c0

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

0 (B̃4ǫa)
≤ Cǫ2a.

By the mean value theorem, it suffices to bound

‖µ− p0‖C0,α
0 (B̃4ǫa) .

On the region B̃rǫ , we have µ− p0 = ǫ2ι∗ǫµη, where ιǫ : B̃rǫ → D̃Rǫ
⊂ Bl0C

n is
the scaling isomorphism. From this,

‖µ− p0‖C0,α
0 (B̃rǫ) = ǫ2‖µη‖C0,α

0 (D̃Rǫ)

≤ ǫ2R2
ǫ‖µη‖C0,α

2 (D̃Rǫ)

≤ Cǫ2a,

where we use that µa
η = µa

Euc + dcg(ξ̃a) is O(|ζ |2) to get a uniform bound

‖µη‖C0,α
2 (B̃Rǫ)

≤ C. Then on B̃4ǫa\B̃rǫ,

µ− p0 = µEuc + dc(γ1(z)f(z) + ǫ2γ2(z)g(ǫ
−1z))

is uniformly O(|z|2), so there is a uniform bound

‖µ− p0‖C0,α
0 (B̃4ǫa\B̃rǫ) ≤ Cǫ2a

and the bound (25) is achieved. Using this,

∥∥∥∥
(
v(µ)

w(µ)
− c0

)
L(β2P2(γ2ϕ))

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4

≤ Cǫ2a‖L(β2P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−4

≤ Cǫ2a‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

,

where we used (21).
Next, consider the term

1

w(µ)
(D(β2P2(γ2ϕ)),D(v(µ)))

from (24). Note that

D(v(µ)) =
∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)(ξ̃b)
♭ ⊗ ξ̃a
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and the right hand side has a uniform C0,α
0 -bound on BlpM independent of ǫ.

Hence
∥∥∥∥

1

w(µ)
(D(β2P2(γ2ϕ)),D(v(µ)))

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4

≤C‖D(β2P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−2

‖D(v(µ))‖C0,α
−2 (B̃4ǫa)

≤C‖β2P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

a,b

v,ab(µ)(ξ̃b)
♭ ⊗ ξ̃a

∥∥∥∥∥
C0,α

−2 (B̃4ǫa)

≤Cǫ2a‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

Similarly for the second term in (24),
∥∥∥∥

2

w(µ)
(∂

∗
Dψ,∇1,0(v(µ)))

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4

≤C‖∂
∗
Dψ‖C0,α

δ−3

‖∇1,0(v(µ))‖C0,α
−1 (B̃4ǫa)

≤C‖β2P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

a

v,a(µ)ξ̃a

∥∥∥∥∥
C0,α

−1 (B̃4ǫa)

≤Cǫa‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

,

where ∂
∗
: C1,α

δ−2 → C0,α
δ−3 is seen to have uniformly bounded norm from (1).

For the term −1
2
X̃(ψ) from (24),

‖X̃(β2P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−4

≤‖X̃‖C0,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa)

(
‖∇β2‖C0,α

−1

‖P2(γ2(ϕ))‖C4,α
δ (B̃4ǫa) + ‖β2‖C0,α

0

‖∇(P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−1(B̃4ǫa)

)

≤Cǫ3a‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

Next we bound the term 1
2
S(ω)∇

(
v(µ)
w(µ)

)
· ∇ψ in (24). Since ‖S(ω)‖C4,α

−2

≤

C we have ‖S(ω)‖C4,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫa. Writing u = v/w, note ∇(u(µ)) =

∑
a u,a(µ)ξ̃a is uniformly bounded in C0,α

0 . Hence
∥∥∥∥S(ω)∇

(
v(µ)

w(µ)

)
· ∇(β2P2(γ2ϕ))

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4

≤ Cǫa‖∇(β2P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−1

≤ Cǫa‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

For the term ∇Φv,w(ω) · ∇(β2P2(γ2ϕ)) in (24), it is enough to show that

‖∇Φv,w(ω)‖C0,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫa.

Lemma 2.13 states that Φv,w(ω) is a linear combination of terms of two kinds:

ua(µ)∆µ
a, and uab(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b), where ua and uab are among finitely many fixed
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smooth functions on the moment polytope. We first have

∇(ua(µ)∆µ
a) =

∑

b

ua,b(µ)ξ̃b∆µ
a + ua(µ)Ric(ξ̃a,−)#.

By Lemma 4.3,
‖∆µa‖C0,α

−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫ3a.

Also,

‖Ric(ξ̃a,−)#‖C0,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫa

by Lemma 3.11. The remaining factors ua,b(µ), ua(µ) and ξ̃b are uniformly

bounded in C0,α
0 , hence

‖∇(ua(µ)∆µ
a)‖C0,α

−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫa.

Next, we must estimate

∇(uab(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b)) =
∑

c

uab,c(µ)ξ̃cg(ξ̃a, ξ̃b) + uab(µ)(g(∇ξ̃a, ξ̃b) + g(ξ̃a,∇ξ̃b)).

The factors uab,c(µ), ξ̃c and gǫ(ξ̃a, ξ̃b) all have uniform C0,α
0,ǫ bounds, so

‖uab,c(µ)ξ̃cg(ξ̃a, ξ̃b)‖C0,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫ3a.

For the term uab(µ)(g(∇ξ̃a, ξ̃b)+g(ξ̃a,∇ξ̃b)), the factors uab(µ), g, ξ̃a and ξ̃b have

uniform C0,α
0 -bounds. The covariant derivatives ∇ξ̃a are uniformly bounded

in C0,α
−1 by Remark 3.10. Hence

‖uab(µ)(g(∇ξ̃a, ξ̃b) + g(ξ̃a,∇ξ̃b))‖C0,α
−3 (B̃4ǫa) ≤ Cǫ2a.

Next consider the term γ2ℓ(fϕ) from (24). By Lemma 3.12, ‖ℓ(fϕ)‖C0,α
0

≤

C|fϕ| where | · | is a fixed norm on h, and by (19) we have |fϕ| ≤ C‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

.

It follows that

‖γ2ℓ(fϕ)‖C0,α
δ−4

≤ C‖γ2‖C0,α
δ−4

‖ℓ(fϕ)‖C0,α
0

≤ Cr4−δ
ǫ ‖ϕ‖C0,α

δ−4

.

In summary, we have reduced estimating (24) to estimating

c0L(β2P2(γ2ϕ))− γ2ϕ.

We apply [Szé12, Proposition 18], which we recall is the unweighted analogue

of Proposition 5.1, to show the norm of Lω−Lǫ2η tends to 0 over B̃4ǫa as ǫ→ 0,
for any k ≥ 0 and α ∈ (0, 1). Here we write ǫ2η for what is strictly speaking

ι∗ǫ (ǫ
2η). First note this operator vanishes identically on B̃rǫ , since ω = ǫ2η on

this region. So it suffices to estimate the norm over the annulus B̃4ǫa\B̃rǫ . On
the annulus we have ǫ2η − ω = i∂∂ρ, where

ρ := γ1(z)(ǫ
2g(ǫ−1z)− f(z)).

Using the fact that f is O(|z|4) onM near p, and g is O(|ζ |4−2n) on Bl0C
n near

∞, we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 4.2 to show that ǫ2g(ǫ−1z)−f(z)

is O(|z|3) on B̃4ǫa\B̃rǫ for τ > 0 small, so that

‖ρ‖Ck,α
2 (B̃4ǫa\B̃rǫ) ≤ Cǫa → 0
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as ǫ→ 0. It follows from [Szé12, Proposition 18] that the operator norm of

Lω − Lǫ2η : C
4,α
δ (B̃4ǫa) → C0,α

δ−4(B̃4ǫa)

tends to 0 as ǫ→ 0. Note the bound on ρ also implies the estimates in Lemma
3.11 and (18) hold with ǫ2η in place of gǫ.

We have further reduced to estimating

c0Lǫ2η(β2P2(γ2ϕ))− γ2ϕ.

Now,

c0Lǫ2η(β2P2(γ2ϕ))− γ2ϕ = (∇1,0)∗∂
∗
∂(P2(γ2ϕ)∇

1,0β2)

+ (∇1,0)∗∂
∗
(∂β2 ⊗∇1,0(P2(γ2ϕ)))

− 2(∂
∗
D(P2(γ2ϕ)),∇

1,0β2) + (Dβ2,D(P2(γ2ϕ))),

where all gradients and adjoints are with respect to ǫ2η. Note by the esti-
mate (18), the right hand side satisfies ‖RHS‖C0,α

δ−4(B̃4ǫa) ≤ C 1
| log ǫ|

‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

. For

example,

‖(Dβ2,D(P2(γ2ϕ)))‖C0,α
δ−4(B̃4ǫa) ≤ C‖∂∇1,0β2‖C0,α

−2

‖D(P2(γ2ϕ))‖C0,α
δ−2(B̃4ǫa)

≤ C‖∇1,0β2‖C3,α
−1

‖P2(γ2ϕ)‖C4,α
δ (B̃4ǫa)

≤ C
1

| log ǫ|
‖ϕ‖C0,α

δ−4

.

To summarise, we have shown that the C0,α
δ−4-norm of (24) is bounded by

cǫ‖ϕ‖C0,α
δ−4

, where cǫ → 0 as ǫ→ 0. Since (24) was equal to (G ◦ P̃ )(ϕ)−ϕ, we

have shown the inequality (20) holds, which was our aim. �

7. Completing the proof

In this section we will finish the proof of Proposition 3.6, which we recall
implies Theorem 1.1, our main result. The proof is by a contraction mapping
argument, which will deform our approximate solution ωǫ to ωǫ+i∂∂ϕǫ solving
the equation

Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ)−
1

2
∇ǫℓǫ(fǫ) · ∇ǫϕǫ = ℓǫ(fǫ),

for some fǫ ∈ h. We replace fǫ with fǫ + s where s := Sv,w(ω) ∈ h generates
the extremal field on M . So we are trying to solve

Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ)−
1

2
∇ǫℓǫ(fǫ + s) · ∇ǫϕǫ = ℓǫ(fǫ + s).

We also require that fǫ satisfies the expansion

fǫ = cnǫ
2n−2µ#

H(p) + f ′
ǫ

from Proposition 3.6 where cn is a fixed constant and |f ′
ǫ| ≤ Cǫκ for some

κ > 2n − 2 and C > 0 independent of ǫ. We recall µ#
H is the composition of

the moment map µH with the linear isomorphism h∗ → h determined by the

inner product (9), and µ#
H(p) denotes a fixed lift of µ#

H(p) to h.
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As in [APS11] and [Szé12], we will first modify ω so that it matches with
the Burns–Simanca metric to higher order near p. To do this, we need:

Lemma 7.1. There exists a T ′-invariant smooth function Γ : Mp → R and

an element h ∈ h satisfying the equation

v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDΓ = h|Mp
.

Moreover, h = cnµ
#
H(p) ∈ h for some cn ∈ R, and Γ has the asymptotic

behaviour

Γ(z) = −|z|4−2n +O(|z|5−2n)

near p when n > 2, and

Γ(z) = log |z|+O(|z|τ )

for all 0 < τ < 4/5 when n = 2.

Proof. We first treat the case n > 2. Let G : Mp → R be a smooth T ′-
invariant function equal to |z|4−2n on B1/2\{p}, and 0 on M\B1. The highest
order term of v

w
D∗

vD is v
w
∆2, and ∆ is asymptotic to ∆Euc near p in the sense

that ∆ − ∆Euc = Hjk̄∂j∂k̄ where Hjk̄ is O(|z|); see the proof of Lemma 4.2.

From this, ∆2 − ∆2
Euc defines a bounded map Ck,α

δ (Mp) → Ck−4,α
δ−3 (Mp) for

any weight δ. Since |z|4−2n is the fundamental solution for ∆2
Euc in Euclidean

space, it follows that
v

w
D∗

vDG ∈ Ck−4,α
1−2n (Mp).

By Lemma 6.4, there exist ϕ ∈ C4,α
5−2n(Mp)

T ′

and h ∈ h such that

v

w
D∗

vD(ϕ−G) = h|Mp
.

By elliptic regularity ϕ is smooth, and we have

Γ := ϕ−G = −|z|4−2n +O(|z|5−2n)

near p. From this expansion, Γ is a distributional solution to the equation

v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDΓ = h− cnδp

on M , where cn is a constant depending only on n and the weights v, w.
We next treat the n = 2 case; let G : Mp → R be a smooth T ′-invariant

function equal to log |z| on B1/2\{p}, and 0 on M\B1. In this case, the dif-

ference ∆ − ∆Euc = Hjk̄∂j∂k̄, where H
jk̄ is now O(|z|τ ) for all 0 < τ < 4/5;

see again the proof of Lemma 4.2. The function − log |z| is the fundamental
solution of ∆2

Euc on C2, so

v

w
D∗

vDG ∈ Ck−4,α
−4+τ (Mp).

Now, the same proof as for the n > 2 case in Lemma 6.4 in fact shows that

(ϕ, f) 7→
v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDϕ− f
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on C4,α
δ′ (Mp)

T ′

× h has a right inverse for any δ′ ∈ (0, 1) (as opposed to δ′ ∈
(−1, 0)). Hence there exist ϕ ∈ C4,α

τ (Mp)
T ′

and h ∈ h such that
v

w
D∗

vD(ϕ−G) = h|Mp
.

Defining Γ := ϕ−G once again, we have by the expansion Γ = log |z|+O(|z|τ )
that Γ is a distributional solution to the equation

v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDΓ = h− c2δp

on M , where c2 is a constant depending only on the weights v, w.
For any n ≥ 2, denote by pr : h → h the natural projection; we wish to

show that pr(h) = cnµ
#
H(p). To see this, first note 〈µH, pr(h)〉 = h + const.

Recalling µH is normalised to have integral 0 with respect to w(µ)ωn, for any
ξ ∈ h,

〈ξ, pr(h)〉h =

∫

M

〈µH , ξ〉〈µH, pr(h)〉w(µ)ω
n

=

∫

M

〈µH , ξ〉hw(µ)ω
n

=

∫

M

〈µH , ξ〉

(
v(µ)

w(µ)
D∗

vDΓ + cnδp

)
w(µ)ωn

= cn〈µH(p), ξ〉

= cn〈ξ, µ
#
H(p)〉h,

where in the fourth line we used that 〈µH , ξ〉 ∈ kerD. �

On Mp define the metric ω̃ by

ω̃ = ω + ǫ2n−2i∂∂Γ.

For n > 2, ω̃ takes the form

ω̃ = i∂∂
(
|z|2 + ǫ2n−2Γ(z) + f(z)

)

= i∂∂
(
|z|2 − ǫ2|ǫ−1z|4−2n + ǫ2n−2Γ̃(z) + f(z)

)
,

near p, where Γ(z) = −|z|4−2n + Γ̃(z). Recall the Burns–Simanca metric
satisfies η = i∂∂(|ζ |2 + g(ζ)), where g(ζ) = −|ζ |4−2n +O(|ζ |3−2n) as |ζ | → ∞.
Let us write explicitly

g = −|ζ |4−2n + g̃,

where g̃ is O(|ζ |3−2n). Gluing ω̃ to the pullback of ǫ2η from D̃Rǫ
to B̃rǫ, we

produce the metric

ω̃ǫ := i∂∂
(
|z|2 − ǫ2|ǫ−1z|4−2n + γ1(z)(ǫ

2n−2Γ̃(z) + f(z))(26)

+γ2(z)ǫ
2g̃(ǫ−1z)

)
.

Outside of B̃2rǫ we have ω̃ǫ = ω̃, and on B̃rǫ we have ω̃ǫ = ι∗ǫ (ǫ
2η). Furthermore,

ω̃ǫ = ωǫ + i∂∂(ǫ2n−2γ1(z)Γ(z)).
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In the case n = 2, we define ω̃ǫ in the same way:

(27) ω̃ǫ = i∂∂
(
|z|2 + ǫ2 log |ǫ−1z| + γ1(z)(ǫ

2Γ̃(z) + f(z))
)
,

where Γ(z) = log |z|+Γ̃(z) = log |z|+O(|z|τ ) for τ > 0 small, and g(ζ) = log |ζ |
so g̃ = 0.

The equation we wish to solve is

Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ)−∇ǫℓǫ(fǫ + s) · ∇ǫϕǫ = ℓǫ(fǫ + s),

where ϕǫ is a T ′-invariant smooth Kähler potential and fǫ ∈ h. As done
previously we will now drop the ever cumbersome ǫ, favouring

Sv,w(ω + i∂∂ϕ)−∇ℓ(f + s) · ∇ϕ = ℓ(f + s).

For the original Kähler metric onM we will write ω′ when needed. Expanding
the scalar curvature Š := Sv,w at ωǫ, we can rewrite this as

Ľ(ϕ)−
1

2
X̃(ϕ)− ℓ(f) = ℓ(s)− Š(ω)− Q̌(ϕ) +

1

2
∇ℓ(f) · ∇ϕ.

In order to incorporate the metric ω̃ǫ later on, we define

ϕ′ := ϕ− ǫ2n−2γ1Γ

and

f ′ := f − ǫ2n−2h,

where Γ and h are from Lemma 7.1. The equation can then be written

Ľ(ϕ′)−
1

2
X̃(ϕ′)− ℓ(f ′) = ℓ(s)− Š(ω)− Q̌(ϕ) +

1

2
∇ℓ(f) · ∇ϕ

− Ľ(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) +
1

2
X(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) + ǫ2n−2ℓ(h).

We now use the operator P from Proposition 6.1, which is a right-inverse for
the operator on the left-hand side of this equation, to rewrite this as a fixed
point problem (ϕ′, f ′) = N (ϕ′, f ′), where

N (ϕ′, f ′) := P

(
ℓ(s)− Š(ω)− Q̌(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ + ϕ′)

+
1

2
∇(ǫ2n−2ℓ(h) + ℓ(f ′)) · ∇(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ + ϕ′)

−Ľ(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) +
1

2
X(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) + ǫ2n−2ℓ(h)

)
.

Lemma 7.2. For n > 2 let δ ∈ (4 − 2n, 0), and for n = 2 let δ < 0 be
sufficiently close to 0. Then there exist constants c0, ǫ0 > 0 such that for all
positive ǫ < ǫ0, if ϕ

′
1, ϕ

′
2 ∈ (C4,α

δ )T
′

satisfy ‖ϕ′
j‖C4,α

2

< c0 and f ′
1, f

′
2 ∈ h satisfy

|f ′
j | < c0, then

‖N (ϕ′
1, f

′
1)−N (ϕ′

2, f
′
2)‖C4,α

δ
≤

1

2
(‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖C4,α

δ
+ |f ′

1 − f ′
2|).
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Proof. For n > 2, the operator P has norm uniformly bounded independent
of ǫ, hence we must estimate the C0,α

δ−4-norm of

Q̌(ϕ2)− Q̌(ϕ1) +
1

2
(∇ℓ(f1) · ∇ϕ1 −∇ℓ(f2) · ∇ϕ2) .

By Lemma 5.2,

‖Q̌(ϕ2)− Q̌(ϕ1)‖C0,α
δ−4

≤ C(‖ϕ1‖C4,α
2

+ ‖ϕ2‖C4,α
2

)‖ϕ1 − ϕ2‖C4,α
δ
.

Now, ϕj = ϕ′
j + ǫ2n−2γ1Γ, and since Γ is O(|z|4−2n),

‖ǫ2n−2γ1Γ‖C4,α
2

≤ C‖ǫ2n−2Γ‖C4,α
2

(M\Brǫ )
≤ Cǫ2n−2r4−2n

ǫ r−2
ǫ → 0

as ǫ→ 0. Hence, choosing c0 and ǫ0 sufficiently small, we can ensure

C(‖ϕ1‖C4,α
2

+ ‖ϕ2‖C4,α
2

) ≤
1

4
.

Noting that ‖ϕ1 − ϕ2‖C4,α
δ

= ‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖C4,α
δ

, this implies

‖Q̌(ϕ2)− Q̌(ϕ1)‖C0,α
δ−4

≤
1

4
‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖C4,α

δ
.

For the remaining term, we use the uniform estimate ‖ℓ(f)‖C1,α
0

≤ C|f | from

Lemma 3.12:

‖∇ℓ(f1) · ∇ϕ1 −∇ℓ(f2) · ∇ϕ2‖C0,α
δ−4

≤‖∇ℓ(f1) · (∇ϕ1 −∇ϕ2)‖C0,α
δ−4

+ ‖(∇ℓ(f1)−∇ℓ(f2)) · ∇ϕ2‖C0,α
δ−4

≤C|f1| · ‖ϕ1 − ϕ0‖C1,α
δ−2

+ C|f1 − f2| · ‖ϕ2‖C1,α
δ−2

.

Again, choosing c0 sufficiently small,

‖∇ℓ(f1) · ∇ϕ1 −∇ℓ(f2) · ∇ϕ2‖C0,α
δ−4

≤
1

4
(‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖C4,α

δ
+ |f ′

1 − f ′
2|).

When n = 2, the norm of P is only bounded by Cǫδ. However, since Γ is
O(log |z|) we have

ǫδ‖ǫ2γ1Γ‖C4,α
2

≤ Cǫ2+δ| log rǫ|r
−2
ǫ → 0

as ǫ→ 0, so the proof still goes through in this case. �

Proposition 7.3. For n > 2 let δ ∈ (4− 2n, 0) be sufficiently close to 4− 2n,
and for n = 2 let δ < 0 be sufficiently close to 0. Then there exists C > 0
independent of ǫ such that

‖N (0, 0)‖C4,α
δ

≤ Cr4−δ
ǫ ǫθ,

where θ := 0 for n > 2 and θ := δ for n = 2.

Proof. Since the norm of P is uniformly bounded by Cǫθ, it is enough to bound
the C0,α

δ−4-norm of

F :=ℓ(s)− Š(ω)− Q̌(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) +
1

2
∇(ǫ2n−2ℓ(h)) · ∇(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ)

− Ľ(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) +
1

2
X(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) + ǫ2n−2ℓ(h)
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by Cr4−δ
ǫ .

We first estimate F in the region B̃rǫ . Here the terms involving γ1 vanish,
and we are left with

F = ℓ(s)− Š(ω) + ǫ2n−2ℓ(h).

By Lemma 3.12,
‖ℓ(s)‖C0,α

0

+ ‖ℓ(h)‖C0,α
0

≤ C,

which gives
‖ℓ(s)‖C0,α

δ−4
(B̃rǫ )

+ ‖ℓ(h)‖C0,α
δ−4

(B̃rǫ)
≤ Cr4−δ

ǫ → 0

as ǫ→ 0. For the term Š(ω), note that ω = ǫ2η is scalar flat in this region, so
we only need to estimate Φv,w(ω). The term Φv,w(ω) is a linear combination

of terms of the form ua(µ)∆µ
a and uab(µ)g(ξ̃a, ξ̃b), where the ua and uab are

among finitely many fixed smooth functions on the moment polytope P . From

Sections 3.4 and 4 we have C0,α
0 -bounds for ua(µ), uab(µ), g, ξ̃a, and ∆µa

ǫ . Using
these bounds, we get

‖Φv,w(ω)‖C0,α
δ−4

(B̃r)
≤ Cr4−δ

ǫ → 0

as ǫ→ 0.
Next we estimate F on the region BlpM\B̃2rǫ . Here F reduces to

Q̌ω′(ǫ2n−2Γ) + ǫ4n−41

2
∇ω′h · ∇ω′Γ,

where ω′ is the original metric onM . First note for n ≥ 2 that Γ is O(|z|4−2n−τ )
for all τ > 0 small, so

‖Γ‖C4,α
2

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )
≤ Cr4−2n−τ

ǫ r−2
ǫ = Cr2−2n−τ

ǫ .

In particular ‖ǫ2n−2Γ‖C4,α
2

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )
≤ CR2−2n

ǫ r−τ
ǫ → 0 as ǫ → 0 for τ suffi-

ciently small, and we can apply Lemma 5.2 to get

‖Q̌ω′(ǫ2n−2Γ)‖C0,α
δ−4

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )

≤C‖ǫ2n−2Γ‖C4,α
2

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )
‖ǫ2n−2Γ‖C4,α

δ
(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )

≤Cǫ4n−4r8−4n−2τ
ǫ r−2

ǫ r−δ
ǫ

=Cr4−δ
ǫ ǫ4n−4r2−4n−2τ

ǫ

≤Cr4−δ
ǫ ,

where in the last line we used the explicit definition rǫ := ǫ
2n−1

2n+1 to conclude

ǫ4n−4r2−4n−2τ
ǫ = ǫ

4n−6

2n+1
−2τ 2n−1

2n+1 → 0 as ǫ→ 0 for small τ . For the term ǫ4n−4∇ω′h·
∇ω′Γ,

‖ǫ4n−4∇ω′h · ∇ω′Γ‖C0,α
δ−4

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )
≤ Cǫ4n−4‖h‖C1,α

0

‖Γ‖C1,α
δ−3

(BlpM\B̃2rǫ )

≤ Cǫ4n−4r4−2n−τ
ǫ r3−δ

ǫ

≤ Cr4−δ
ǫ .

Here we used Lemma 3.12 to bound ‖h‖C1,α
0

, and the definition of rǫ to conclude

ǫ4n−4r7−2n−τ
ǫ ≤ r4ǫ .
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Lastly we estimate F on the annulus Aǫ := B̃2rǫ\B̃rǫ. Here, note that since
ω̃ǫ = ωǫ + i∂∂(ǫ2n−2γ1(z)Γ(z)), we have

Š(ω) + Ľ(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) + Q̌(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) = Š(ω̃).

So F is given by

ℓ(s)− Š(ω̃) +
1

2
ǫ4n−4∇ℓ(h) · ∇(γ1Γ) +

1

2
X(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) + ǫ2n−2ℓ(h).

The same estimates as for the region B̃rǫ will bound the terms ℓ(s) and
ǫ2n−2ℓ(h), and the terms 1

2
ǫ4n−4∇ℓ(h) ·∇(γ1Γ) and

1
2
X(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ) are bounded

similarly as ǫ4n−4∇h · ∇Γ was on the region BlpM\B̃rǫ .
The only term remaining to estimate is Š(ω̃). On the annulus Aǫ we can

write ω̃ǫ = i∂∂ (|z|2 + ρ), where

ρ := −ǫ2|ǫ−1z|4−2n + γ1(z)(ǫ
2n−2Γ̃(z) + f(z)) + γ2(z)ǫ

2g̃(ǫ−1z)

for n > 2, and

ρ := ǫ2 log |ǫ−1z|+ γ1(z)(ǫ
2Γ̃(z) + f(z))

for n = 2. For each t ∈ [0, 1] we define the metric ωt := i∂∂ (|z|2 + tρ)
on the annulus, so ω1 = ω̃ǫ and ω0 is the Euclidean metric. To each ωt we
associate a moment map as follows. First, for ω1 = ω̃ǫ we take the moment map
µ1 := µǫ + dc(ǫ2n−2γ1Γ). For the Euclidean metric ω0, we proceed as follows.
First, recall the original metric ω′ on M can be written ω′ = i∂∂ (|z|2 + f(z))
near p, where f ∈ O(|z|4). Using the function β2 from the proof of Lemma
6.5, we define

ω′
s := ω′ − si∂∂(β2(z)f(z))

on all of M . Since f is O(|z|4), ω′
s is a Kähler metric in the same class as ω

for ǫ sufficiently small, and

µ′
s = µ′ − sdc(β2(z)f(z))

is a moment map for ω′
s with image in P . Taking s = 1 and restricting to

Aǫ, we produce a moment map µ0 for ω0 on the annulus whose image lies in
P . By taking the convex combination of moment maps for ω0 and ω1, we
have a moment map µt for every ωt on the annulus with image lying in P . It
follows the functions v(µt) and w(µt) are well defined, and we can consider the
operator Sv,w(ωt) and its linearisation for all t.

By the mean value theorem, there exists t ∈ [0, 1] such that

Š(ω̃ǫ) = Š(ω0) + Ľωt
ρ

on Aǫ. We estimate each term on the right. First, since ω0 is scalar flat, the
term Š(ω0) is a sum of terms of the form uα(µ0)∆0µ0 and uab(µ0)g0(ξa, ξb).
These are fixed smooth functions independent of ǫ, so their C0,α

δ−4 norms over

the region Aǫ are bounded by Cr4−δ
ǫ . For n > 2,

‖ρ‖C4,α
δ

(Aǫ)
≤Cr−δ

ǫ (ǫ2n−2r4−2n
ǫ + ǫ2n−2r5−2n

ǫ + r4ǫ + ǫ2R3−2n
ǫ )(28)

≤Cr−δ
ǫ (r3ǫ + r4ǫ + r4ǫ + r4ǫ )

≤Cr3−δ
ǫ .
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Note to obtain sufficiently sharp bounds in the third line, we used the formula

rǫ := ǫ
2n−1

2n+1 . For example, writing ǫ2n−2r4−2n
ǫ = raǫ for some a, we solve a =

5− 2n+1
2n−1

> 3 for all n > 2, so ǫ2n−2r4−2n
ǫ ≤ r3ǫ . For n = 2,

‖ρ‖C4,α
δ

(Aǫ)
≤Cr−δ

ǫ (ǫ2| logRǫ|+ ǫ2rτǫ + r4ǫ )(29)

≤Cr−δ
ǫ (r3ǫ + r4ǫ + r4ǫ )

≤Cr3−δ
ǫ ,

where we used ǫ2 = r
10/3
ǫ and τ < 4/5 so ǫ2rτǫ ≤ r4ǫ for τ sufficiently close to

4/5.
Similarly, ‖ρ‖C4,α

2
(Aǫ)

≤ Cr3−2
ǫ = Crǫ for n ≥ 2. Writing Ľ0 for the lineari-

sation of the weighted scalar curvature operator at ω0,

Ľωt
ρ = Ľ0ρ+ (Ľωt

ρ− Ľ0ρ).

We now claim that the analogue of Proposition 5.1 applies for the metric
ω0 on the region Aǫ in place of ωǫ. To see this is rather straightforward; in
particular one needs estimates ‖g0‖Ck,α

0,ǫ (Aǫ)
≤ C independent of ǫ, but this is

even easier than the estimates for gǫ, since the metric is fixed independent of
ǫ. The estimates on the metrics gǫ were used to prove all of the corresponding
moment map estimates in Section 4, so these also hold for ω0. In turn, the
moment map estimates were applied to prove Proposition 5.1, and so the
Proposition holds for ω0 in place of ωǫ. Applying this,

‖Ľωt
ρ− Ľ0ρ‖C0,α

δ−4
(Aǫ)

≤ C‖ρ‖C4,α
2

(Aǫ)
‖ρ‖C4,α

δ
(Aǫ)

≤ Cr4−δ
ǫ

on Aǫ. The final term to estimate is Ľ0(ρ). The leading order term of Ľ0

is D := v(µ0)
w(µ0)

∆2
0, which annihilates the leading order term −ǫ2n−2|z|4−2n (or

ǫ2 log |ǫ−1z| when n = 2) of ρ. Writing ρ̃ for ρ minus its leading order term,

‖Ľ0(ρ)‖C0,α
δ−4

(Aǫ)
≤ ‖(Ľ0 −D)ρ‖C0,α

δ−4
(Aǫ)

+ ‖Dρ̃‖C0,α
δ−4

(Aǫ)
.

Now, from Lemma 2.12,

(Ľ0 −D)ρ = −
2

w(µ0)
(∂

∗

0D0ρ,∇
1,0
0 (v(µ0)))0 +D′ρ,

where D′ is a differential operator of order 2. For the first term on the right-
hand side,

∇1,0
0 (v(µ0)) =

∑

a

v,a(µ0)ξa.

This has uniformly bounded C0,α
1 -norm on Aǫ, since ξa vanishes at p and the

norm on this region can be computed as the weighted norm on Mp. It follows
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that ∥∥∥∥−
2

w(µ0)
(∂

∗

0D0ρ,∇
1,0
0 (v(µ0)))0

∥∥∥∥
C0,α

δ−4
(Aǫ)

≤C‖∂
∗

0D0ρ‖C0,α
δ−5

(Aǫ)

∑

a

‖ξa‖C0,α
1

(Aǫ)

≤C‖ρ‖C3,α
δ−2

(Aǫ)

≤Cr2−δ
ǫ r3ǫ

≤Cr4−δ
ǫ .

Since D′ has order 2 with coefficients having bounded Ck,α
0 -norms,

‖D′ρ‖C0,α
δ−4

(Aǫ)
≤ ‖ρ‖C2,α

δ−2
(Aǫ)

≤ Cr4−δ
ǫ .

Lastly, to estimate Dρ̃, we use parts of the bounds in (28) and (29) to get

‖Dρ̃‖C0,α
δ−4

(Aǫ)
≤ ‖ρ̃‖C4,α

δ
(Aǫ)

≤ Cr−δ
ǫ r4ǫ

= Cr4−δ
ǫ .

We have bound all terms in F by Cr4−δ
ǫ , so the proof is complete. �

We can at last prove Proposition 3.6, which we recall implies Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Given δ so that Proposition 7.3 holds, we have

‖Nǫ(0, 0)‖C4,α
δ

≤ C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ

for all ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, for a fixed constant C1 > 0. Define the set

Sǫ := {(ϕ, f) ∈ (C4,α
δ )T

′

× h : ‖ϕ‖C4,α
δ

+ |f | ≤ 2C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ}.

For ǫ sufficiently small, we will have 2C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ < c0, where c0 is the constant

of Lemma 7.2. Hence for (ϕ, f) ∈ Sǫ,

‖Nǫ(ϕ, f)‖C4,α
δ

≤ ‖Nǫ(0, 0)‖C4,α
δ

+ ‖Nǫ(ϕ, f)−Nǫ(0, 0)‖C4,α
δ

≤ C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ +

1

2
(‖ϕ‖C4,α

δ
+ |f |)

≤ 2C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ.

It follows that Nǫ maps the set Sǫ to itself, and by Lemma 7.2, Nǫ is a con-
traction on Sǫ. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique
fixed point (ϕǫ, fǫ) of Nǫ on the set S. By construction, this fixed point solves
the approximate weighted extremal equation

Sv,w(ωǫ + i∂∂ϕǫ)−∇ǫℓǫ(s+ fǫ + ǫ2n−2h) · ∇ǫϕǫ = ℓǫ(s+ fǫ + ǫ2n−2h),

where we recall h is the fixed function from Lemma 7.1. Thus, relating to
Proposition 3.6, we define hp,ǫ := s + fǫ + ǫ2n−2h, and we have solved the
required equation; note the solution is smooth, by elliptic regularity. All that
remains to be seen is that hp,ǫ has the expansion

hp,ǫ = s + ǫ2n−2cnµ
#
H(p) + h′p,ǫ,
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where h′p,ǫ satisfies |h
′
p,ǫ| ≤ Cǫκ for some κ > 2n− 2. By construction of h we

have h = cnµ
#
H(p), and h

′
p,ǫ = fǫ satisfies

|fǫ| ≤ 2C1r
4−δ
ǫ ǫθ ≤ Cǫ

2n−1

2n+1
(4−δ)+θ.

We can choose δ as close to 4−2n as required so that 2n−1
2n+1

(4−δ)+θ > 2n−2.
This completes the proof. �

8. Examples

We end by applying our theorem to specific choices of weight functions.
Perhaps the best new result is in the extremal Sasaki case, where we can
genuinely produce new extremal Sasaki metrics.

(1) Extremal metrics. Our first example is that of constant weight
functions v and w. In this setting, our main theorem 1.1 recovers
Székelyhidi’s refinement of the Arezzo–Pacard–Singer theorem, that
the blowup of an extremal manifold at a relatively stable fixed point
of the extremal field admits an extremal metric in classes making the
exceptional divisor small [APS11, Szé12].

(2) Extremal Sasaki metrics. For our next example, we prove Corollary
1.3 on extremal Sasaki metrics.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Consider the weight functions

v := (a + ℓξ)
−n−1, w := (a + ℓξ)

−n−3.

With this choice, a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric on M in the class
c1(L) corresponds to an extremal Sasaki metric on the unit sphere
bundle S of L∗. Suppose we blow up M at a relatively stable fixed
point p of the torus action and the extremal field. For ǫ > 0 sufficiently
small, by Theorem 1.1 there exists a weighted extremal metric in the
class [π∗L − ǫE], where E is the exceptional divisor of the blowup. If
ǫ is rational, the class [π∗L− ǫE] will be that of a Q-line bundle. The
weighted extremal property is invariant under rescalings of the metric.
Thus, if we rescale the class [π∗L−ǫE] by an integer k such that kǫ ∈ Z,
there will exist a (v, w)-extremal metric in the class [kπ∗L−kǫE], which
is the first Chern class of an ample line bundle. It follows that the
unit sphere bundle Sǫ,k of (kπ∗L − kǫE)∗ admits an extremal Sasaki
metric. �

(3) Kähler–Ricci solitons and µ-cscK metrics. Finally, let us con-
sider Kähler–Ricci solitons. We mentioned in the introduction that
our result can never produce a Kähler–Ricci soliton on the blowup.
However, we can produce a weighted extremal metric with weights
v = w = e〈ξ,−〉. This is almost a µ-cscK metric in the sense of Inoue
[Ino22], the only obstruction is that the extremal field for this metric
might not equal ξ. However, it is a small deformation of ξ, since the
weighted extremal metric on the blowup is a small deformation of ωǫ.
It would be interesting to know when this extremal field is equal to ξ
itself, so that the blowup is genuinely µ-cscK.
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[Szé15] G. Székelyhidi. Blowing up extremal Kähler manifolds II. Invent. Math., 200(3):925–
977, 2015. 1

Department of Mathematics, Aarhus University, Ny Munkegade 118, DK-

8000 Aarhus C, Denmark.

Email address : hallam@math.au.dk


	1. Introduction
	2. Background
	2.1. Kähler geometry
	2.2. Weighted extremal metrics

	3. Setting up the problem
	3.1. Burns–Simanca metric
	3.2. The approximate solution
	3.3. The deformation problem
	3.4. Weighted norms

	4. Moment map estimates
	5. Estimates for the weighted linearisation
	6. A right-inverse of the linearised operator
	7. Completing the proof
	8. Examples
	References

