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WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS

MICHAEL HALLAM

ABSTRACT. We show that if a compact K&hler 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 K&hler—Ricci solitons and p-cscK
metrics. In a sequel to this paper, we use this result to study the weighted
K-stability of weighted extremal manifolds.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
9. Backeround 5
4 5
7
11
12
, 13
3.3. _The deformation proble 16
3.4.  Weighted norms 18
4. Moment map estimatesd 23
5. Estimates for the weighted linearisation 27
A right-inverse of the linearised operato 30
38
47
48

1. INTRODUCTION

Ever since the seminal work of Calabi [Cal54], the problem of whether a
compact Kéahler manifold admits a canonical Kéhler metric has been a driving
force in the field of Kéahler geometry. The most studied among canonical met-
rics are the Kahler—Einstein metrics, but much research in the last thirty years
has been motivated by the constant scalar curvature Kéhler (cscK) or, more
generally, extremal problem [Cal82]. Alongside these, there are many other
notions of canonical metric available, for example Kahler—Ricci solitons which
arise as (possibly singular) limits of the Kahler-Ricci flow [CW20l [CSW1S§].

Other important examples include extremal Sasaki metrics [BGS08|, which
1
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provide a notion of canonical metric on manifolds of odd real dimension, and
conformally Kéhler-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 Kahler—Ricci solitons called
p-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 Kéhler manifold (M, w) by hamiltonian isometries. This
has a moment map p : M — t* with image P C t* a convex polytope. The
“weights” of the weighted cscK equation are then smooth positive functions
v,w: P — Ryy. Using these functions, one can deform the scalar curvature
S(w) to the (v, w)-weighted scalar curvature:

1

Spw(w) = m

(v(u)S(w) —2A(u() + LTi(g o HeSS(v)(u))) |

A (v, w)-weighted extremal metric is a metric w such that the gradient of
Syw(w) is a real holomorphic vector field, called the extremal field. For the
special case in which S, ,(w) is constant, we call w 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 [AP0G].
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) [Sz&12], where one blows up
points fixed by the extremal field. In [APS11] the points satisfy collections
of conditions concerning automorphism groups; in [SzEé12] 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 [APO6] to prove that polarised manifolds with discrete au-
tomorphisms are K-stable [Sto09, [Stol1]. 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,w) be a
compact Kéhler manifold, and let T" be a real torus acting effectively on M by
hamiltonian isometries, with moment map u : M — t*. Given a T-invariant
Kahler potential ¢ with respect to w, one can write down an explicit moment
map fi, for w, = w + i0dp such that p,(M) = P = p(M). Thus, modifying
the moment map in this way, one can define the weighted scalar curvature
Svw(wy) for any such ¢, and seek a T-invariant solution of the weighted ex-
tremal equation in the class [w].

Let p € M be a fixed point of the T-action, and denote by = : BL,M — M
the blowup of M at p, with exceptional divisor & C Bl,M. The T-action on M
lifts to BL,M, and for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small the cohomology class [1*w — €E]]
contains a T-invariant Kahler metric w.. In Lemma below, we show that
there exists a moment map p. : Bl,M — t* for w. whose moment polytope
P. := p(Bl,M) is contained in the moment polytope P := u(M). Thus, given
a choice of weight functions v and w on P, we can restrict these to P., and
search for a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric in the class [7*w — €E].

In order for the blowup Bl,M 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,w). Choosing an invariant inner product on the Lie algebra b of
H, we may identify b with its dual h*, and thus consider the moment map
g : M — b* for the H-action as a map uﬁ : M — B. The point p is relatively
stable if uﬁ(p) € b,, i.e. the vector field generated by uﬁ(p) fixes p. We refer
to Section [3.3] for the full definition of H, but for now we remark that if the
torus 7' is maximal then H = T, and any fixed point of T" will automatically
be relatively stable.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,w) 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 m : Bl,M — M the blowup of M at p with exceptional
divisor E C BL,M. Then for all € > 0 sufficiently small, the class [1*w — €*E]
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, w) be a (v, w)-weighted extremal manifold of dimension
n, and let py,...,pn be a collection of T-fixed points in M that are also fixed by
the extremal field. Let aq,...,ay € Ry be such that the vector field generated

by

N
>y uf(p) €b

j=1
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vanishes at each of the p;. Denote by 7 : Bl,, ., M — M the blowup of M
at the points p1, ...,pn with exceptional divisors E; := 7 *(p;). Then for all
e > 0 sufficiently small, the class [m*w — €2(a1 By + -+ - + ayEy)| contains a
(v, w)-weighted extremal metric.

The structure of the proof follows closely the work [Szé12]. Namely, we first
construct an approximate solution w, of the weighted extremal equation by
gluing w to a rescaling of a model metric near the exceptional divisor E, called
the Burns—Simanca metric. The approximate solution w, 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 u., whose image P. is contained in P. It is not enough to
know that p. exists, but we also require a careful understanding of p,. 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 u. 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 F, the
image of p. is a small region of P,, 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
w, 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 [APS11l [Sz€12] for other kinds of canonical Kéhler metrics. For example,
suppose that [w] is the first Chern class ¢;(L) of an ample line bundle L. For
certain choices of v, w depending on an element £ € 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 £ [AC21].

Corollary 1.3. Let (M, L) be a T-equivariant polarised manifold, and suppose
that w € ¢1(L) induces an extremal Sasaki metric on S C L* with Sasaki-Reeb
field € € t. Let p € M be a relatively stable point fived by T and the extremal
field. Then for all rational € > 0 sufficiently small there exists a Kdhler metric
we on the blowup BL,M in the class c;(m*L — €*E) satisfying the following: for
all k > 0 such that ke € 7, kw, induces an extremal Sasaki metric on the unit
circle bundle of k(—m*L + €2E) with Sasaki-Reeb field &.
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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 Kahler—
Ricci soliton also admits a Kahler—Ricci soliton. For starters, the blowup may
not be Fano, and even if it is, the class [1*w — ¢?E] only admits a weighted
extremal metric for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, so cannot be taken to be the
canonical class in general. What’s more, the Kahler—Ricci soliton equation
corresponds to a weighted extremal metric with weight functions v = w =
e$7) and extremal field £ € 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 &,
so will not match the weight functions. Thus, the metric we produce is only
a small deformation of a Kahler—Ricci soliton, rather than a genuine Kahler—
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 Holder
spaces and comments on the manuscript. I also thank Zakarias Sjostrom
Dyrefelt and Ruadhai Dervan for their interest and comments.

2. BACKGROUND

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

-
Ri = ——001 "
ic(w) 5 00logw",
and the scalar curvature is

_ nRic(w) Aw"!

S(w) := A Ric(w) =

wn

For a smooth function f € C*°(M,C), we write VO f for the projection of
the gradient V f to T4°M. In local coordinates, V3 f = ¢7¥0; f. The operator
D:C®(M,C) = T(M, T ® Q%) is defined by

Df = OV,
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where 0 is the del-bar operator of the holomorphic vector bundle T°M. The
Lichnerowicz operator is

f—=D*Df,

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

D*(fA) = [D*A— (9 A,V f) = (PA,Bf) + (Df, A),

for f € C*(M,C) and A € T(M,T*° ® Q%). Here (,) is the pointwise
hermitian inner product on tensors, and P : T'(M, T"° @ Q%) — T'(M, Q%) is
the first order linear differential operator

PA = —g" 0, (gp, AL dZ .

Note the adjoint operator 9" is given by the formula

a* km 7i 9
(1) 0 A = —=g"" (g5 A1)e" 5 -
z
This appears similar to the operator P, but it is not the quite same since the
indices 7 and k are swapped. However, if A has the symmetry

gjzAé = gEZAg

then we will indeed have 8 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 gﬂAg = 0;0ph 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(9 Dy, V*°f) + (Df, Dy).

If V10 £ 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 Kéahler metric.

Let H be the space of smooth Kahler potentials with respect to w. For
¢ € H, we write w, := w + 109y for the corresponding Kéhler metric. The
scalar curvature determines an operator S : H — C*(M,R), ¢ — S(w,). The
linearisation L, of the scalar curvature operator at ¢ € H is given by

1
Lot = DiDotp + 5V, S(w,) - Vot

for ¢ € C*°(M,R) = T,,;H, where D, and V,, denote the operators defined by
the Kahler metric w,,.
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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,w) a compact Kéhler manifold,

(2) T areal torus acting effectively on (M,w) by hamiltonian isometries,

(3) p: M — t* a moment map for the T-action,

(4) P:= p(M) C ¢ the moment polytope,

(5) v,w: M — Ry positive smooth functions.
Note pu(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 £ € t,

<d:u7 £> = —W(f, _)7
where we abuse notation by conflating the element ¢ of t with the real holo-
morphic vector field it generates on M; 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 w to be

Su(e) = ()S(w) — 28(u0(u)) + 5 Tr(g o Hess(v) (1))

Here S(w) = A Ric(w) is the scalar curvature, A = —0*0 is the Kdhler Lapla-
cian of w, and g is the Riemannian metric determined by w.

Concretely, the term Tr(g o Hess(v)(u)) may be written

Z U ab (N)g(faa gb)v
a,b

where &1,...,&, is a basis of t, and v 4, denotes the ab-partial derivative of v
with respect to the dual basis of t*.

Remark 2.3. While the definition of S,(w) may seem arbitrary at first, the
formula arises naturally as an infinite-dimensional moment map on the space
JT of T-invariant almost complex structures compatible with w, when one
perturbs the metric on this space using the weight function v [Lahl9, 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 Kahler
geometry—see Example 2.7 below.

Remark 2.4. In [Lahl19], the v-weighted scalar curvature is instead written
Sy(w) = v(p)S(w) + 2A(v(k)) + Tr(g o Hess(v) ().

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
Kahler curvatures and Laplacians.

Definition 2.5 ([Lahl19]). The metric w is:
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(1) a (v, w)-weighted cscK metric, if
Sv<w) = Cv,ww<,u)7

where Cow 1S @ constant;
(2) a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric if the function

Sow (W) := Sy(w)/w(p)

15 a holomorphy potential with respect to w.

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 S, (w)/w(w)
is of the form wey (1), where wey : P — R is an affine linear function. Here we
do not require that S, (w)/w(u) can be described as such, but note that since
this function is a T-invariant holomorphy potential, we can enlarge the torus
to T" O T by taking the torus generated by a basis i, ...,&, for t together
with the holomorphic vector field ¢ determined by S,(w)/w(p). If P is the
moment polytope of 7", S, (w)/w(p) is then the composition of the affine linear
function (¢,—) : P/ — R with gy : M — t. When the torus 7 is maximal,
our two definitions therefore coincide.

Example 2.7. Fix an element { € t, and denote by /¢ : t* — R the corre-
sponding element of (t*)*. Let a be a constant such that a + ¢ > 0 on P.
Many standard canonical metrics can be obtained from certain choices of the
functions v, w [Lahl9, Section 3]:

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

to
S(w) = ¢,

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 V°S(w) is
a holomorphic vector field.

(3) Kahler—Ricci soliton: For M Fano and w € ¢;(X), the Ké&hler—Ricci
soliton equation is

1
Ric(w) —w = —§£J§w,

where L is the Lie derivative with respect to the real holomorphic
vector field JE. A weighted extremal metric in ¢;(X) with weights
v = w = e’ is a Kihler-Ricci soliton provided the extremal field is J¢.
That is, the Kahler-Ricci soliton equation may be written

VSyw(w) =JE

for the choice of weights v = w = e.
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The Kahler—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 Kahler—Ricci flow, which is a powerful theorem
of Chen-Wang [CW20)].

(4) Extremal Sasaki: Suppose that [w] is the first Chern class ¢;(L) of
an ample line bundle L — M. A choice of Kéhler metric w, € [w]
then corresponds to a Sasaki metric on the unit circle bundle S of L*.
Letting

vi=(a+Le) " wi= (a4 L),
a (v, w)-extremal metric on M then corresponds to an extremal Sasaki
metric on S with Sasaki-Reeb field ¢ [AC21], [ACL21].

(5) Conformally Kéahler—Einstein Maxwell: Letting

v=(a+ Eg)fQ"H, w=(a+ €§)72"*1,

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

(6) v-soliton: Suppose M is Fano and |[w]| = ¢;(X). Taking v arbitrary
and defining

w(p) = 2v(p)(n + (dlogv(p),p)),
the (v, w)-cscK equation then becomes the v-soliton equation

Ric(w) — w = idd logv(u),

introduced in [HL20], and studied in [AJL21].

(7) p-cscK: In [Ino22l Tno20], Inoue has introduced and studied a class of
p-cscK metrics. These are a special class of weighted extremal metrics,
given by the same weight functions v = w = €% and extremal field &

as for Kahler—Ricci solitons, only one drops the condition of M being
Fano [Ino22), Section 2.1.6].

For an element ¢ € t, we will write ué := (i, &) = l¢ o p, where the pairing
(—, —) is the natural one on t* ® t. When we have chosen a basis {¢,} for t,
we will also write p® in place of pé*. The function ¢ is then a hamiltonian for
the infinitesimal action of £ on M.

We are interested in finding a weighted extremal metric in the class [w].
Given a T-invariant Kihler potential ¢ € H”, let

Py = 4 dp.
That is, for any & € t,
ps, = pt +dop(€),
where we abuse notation by writing ¢ for the vector field it generates on M.
Our convention is that d°:= 5(d — 0), so that dd® = i00.

Lemma 2.8 ([Lahl9, Lemma 1]). With the above definition, i, is a moment
map for the T-action with respect to w,, and p,(M) = P, where P is the
moment polytope for = .

With this lemma in mind, it then makes sense to search for a (v, w)-extremal
metric in the class [w], which is T-invariant by fiat.
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Lemma 2.9 ([Lahl9, Lemma 2]). With the above choice of moment map p.,,
the following quantities are independent of the choice of ¢ € H':

(1) [y
(2) Jyv :“eo RIC %) wy ™+ [ {du(pe), —Appip) w
(3) Jus So
It follows that the constant c¢,,, of Definition 2.3 is fived, given by
Sy So(w) w
Cow = F———~——.
Sy wp)w
Remark 2.10. The significance of —A, i, in (2) of Lemma 2.9is that it is a

moment map for the Ricci curvature Ric(w,), see [Lahl9, Lemma 5]. That is,
for any £ € tand x € M,

(d(=Appp)(x), ) = Ric(w,)(x)(—, &)
We will also need to understand well the linearisation of the weighted scalar

curvature operator. Recall for a Kahler metric w, the linearisation of the usual
scalar curvature operator S : H — C°(M,R) at ¢ € H is

. 1
(2) Lot = D;Doyp + §V¢S<W¢> V1.
In the weighted setting, a very similar formula holds:

Proposition 2.11 ([Lah19, Lemma B.1]). The linearisation of the weighted
scalar curvature operator S,., : HY — C°(M,R)" at o € H* is given by

. 1
Lo(w) = TEED Dt + 59,5, () Vi

for ¢ € C°(M,R)" =T, H". Here
1
D A = ——D,(v(,)A)
v v(pe) T
for A e T(TH @ QOHT,
We now show how to rewrite Eg, in terms of L,; for simplicity of notation
we will drop the omnipresent subscript ¢. First, for any metric w we will write

v(p)

Sv,w(w) = mS(W) + <I>v7w(w),
where
2
(3) P.a(w) 1= ~ s M) + 5o Tr(g o Hess(0) (1)

It follows that

W) - v = 2 g - oy (LY o)
VSpw(w) - Vi w(M)VS( ) -V + S(w)V <w<ﬂ)) Vi + VO, ,(w) - V.
Applying Lemma 2.1

v(p) DDy = D*(v(p) D))

= v(u)D*DY — 2(0 D, VY(u())) + (DY, D(v(1)))-
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Putting this all together:

Lemma 2.12. The linearisation L of the weighted scalar curvature operator
Syw can be written

= - v(p) _ % 10(,, 1 v
L) = 405 M) = o@DV w(w) + s (DY, Do (a)
Lo (2 1 o)
+ 55wV (W)) Vi + SV @,u(w) - VY,

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

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

- aQua 8,u a,u
_sz,a<m8—%+§k:§; *) B Oy
_22 ) Apc +Z van()g(Vpt, Vi)
_ZZ 1) A +Z ,ab(11)9(&as §b)-

Of course, the last term here is just Tr(g o Hess(v)(u)). From this calculation
and (B]) we conclude:

Lemma 2.13. The term ®,,,(w) is a linear combination of functions of the
form ug () Ap® and uep(p)g(€a, &), where the u, and ug are among finitely
many fized smooth functions on the moment polytope P depending only on v,
w and the basis {&,}.

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 [Tl Structurally this will largely
follow [SzE&12], although the technicalities differ as there are many new terms
that arise in the weighted setting.

Let (M,w) 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 Bl,M admits a weighted extremal metric
in the class [m*w — €E)] for all € > 0 sufficiently small, where 7 : Bl,M — 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 w, to the weighted extremal
equation on Bl,AM. This approximate solution is constructed by gluing the
given weighted extremal metric w on M to a suitable rescaling of a model
metric  on BlC" over a small neighbourhood of E. This model metric 7 is
called the Burns—Simanca metric, and we cover its properties in Section [B.1l
The gluing construction is then described in Section

Given the approximate solution w., we then seek to deform it to a metric
w, 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 Bl, M
exists. We set up the deformation problem in Section [3.3]

The main technical tool used in deforming w, to w, is a family of weighted
Holder norms on Bl,M, depending on €. 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 7 on BlyC", which is a scalar-flat and asymptotically Euclidean Kahler
metric. On BlyC?, it can be written explicitly:

(4) n = i00(|¢|* + log|C]).

where ¢ = ({1, (s) are the standard coordinates on C"\{0} = Bl,C*\PP!. This
metric was first shown to be scalar-flat by Burns (see [LeB88, p. 594] and
[Sim91] Remark 1]).

On BlyC" for n > 2, the metric n 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 BlyC"\E write ( =
(C1,-..,Cy) for the standard complex coordinates pulled back from C™*\{0}.
The metric 7 satisfies

(5) 1 =i99(|¢|* + g(¢))
on BloC™"\ F, where

9(¢) = =I¢[*7*" + O(I¢)*~™)
as || — oo. Here a smooth real-valued function h is declared to be O(|¢[*) if it
lies in the weighted Hélder space Cy*(BlyC") for all k and o € (0, 1). We will
go over the weighted Holder norms in Section B.4] but for now an equivalent
definition is that for any multi-index I = (i1, ...,%,,71,---,jn), there exists a
constant Ct > 0 such that

I
ozt -+ - Ozt dyl - - - Oy
satisfies |0;h| < Cf[¢|“ 1! for all |¢| > 0, where (, = x4 + iy and |I| =
In our situation, we will have a compact torus T acting on BlyC", lifting a
linear T-action on C". Changing the basis of C", this action can be assumed to
be diagonal, in which case it is straightforward from () and the construction
in [Sim91] that n is T-invariant. We claim that there exists a moment map
fy © BlgC™ — t* for the T-action. To see this, note from [Sim91l, Proposition
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1] that on BloC™\ E, 5 can be written i99(s(u) + log(u)), where u = |¢|2, and
s :[0,00) — R is a smooth function with s'(0) > 0. The component i99 log u
simply is the pullback of the Fubini-Study metric on P"! to Opn-1(—1) =
BlyC", for which we already have a moment map. So it suffices to construct
a moment map for the remaining term i99s(u), but such a moment map is
given by d°(s(u)), since s(u) is T-invariant.

By (@) and Lemma 2.8 on BlyC"\ E a moment map for the T-action is

= AP+ dg(8),
j=1

where ¢ € t and diag(AS, ..., AS) € GL(C") is the infinitesimal generator of
the action of £ on C"[l In the case n = 2 we take g = log|¢| and the same
formula holds. By uniqueness of moment maps up to addition of constants,
this formula extends over the exceptional divisor F to a well-defined moment
map on BloC". We note the first term of 15 is O(|¢|?), and claim the remaining
term is O(|¢|*7?") when n > 2. To see this, note that g is O(|¢|*~?"), and so

d¢g is O(|¢]37%"). But £ is O(|¢]), so dg(&) is O(|¢[*72") by the Leibniz rule.
In the case n = 2, d°g is O(|¢|™!) and d°g(€) is O(1). We record this for future
use:

Lemma 3.1. There exists a moment map p, for the T-action on (BlyC",n),
which on BlgC™"\E can be written

=2 ASIG I+ dg(9),
j=1

where g is defined by

= i09(|¢|* + 9(¢))
and satisfies g = O(|C|*™2") when n > 2 and g = log [¢| when n = 2. Further-
more, d°g(€) is O(|C|**") for n > 2.

3.2. The approximate solution. Let (M,w) 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,...,2,) 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 7,M, 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 7,M are orthonormal. Lastly, taking
a Taylor expansion of the metric w about p, one sees that the linear terms in
w 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.

'Recall we use the shorthand ;¢ := (u, ) for moment maps, and conflate & € t with the
vector field it generates.
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Without loss of generality, we can assume the coordinates zi,...,z, are
well-defined for |z| < 2. For r < 2, let

B.:={zeM:|z| <r}
be the ball of radius r centred at p, and define
B, :==n '(B,) C BL,M.

Similarly, for the standard complex coordinates ¢ on C" and R > 0, we will
write

Dr:={¢eC":|(| < R},
and define
Dp = '(Dg) C BloC".
For € > 0 sufficiently small, let

2n—1 1
(6) rei=e€t, Ro:=¢ 'r.

We then have r. — 0 as ¢ —>~0, and R, — oo as € — 0. We will identify

B, C Bl,M with the subset Dg, C Bl,C" via ¢ : B,, — IN)RS, which is the
unique lift of the map ¢, : B,. — Dg,, t(z) := € 2.
Let p: Rsg — [0,1] be a smooth function such that p(z) = 0 for z < 1 and

p(z) =1 for x > 2. Given ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, on B;\B, we define

(7) N.e(2) = p(lz]/ro), Yo =1— 71
where r, is defined in (@) and the coordinates z are pulled back from M. We
extend the 7;. to smooth functions on all of Bl,M by taking vz := 0,
7176|B11,M\j§1 =1, and 2., =1 — 7.

The metric w has an expansion

(8) w =i00(|2|” + f(2))

about p, where f(z) is O(|z|?), by definition of normal coordinates. Since
7 : B)\E — B;\{p} is a biholomorphism, the coordinates z1, . . ., z, on B;\{p}
lift to coordinates on El\E , which we denote by the same symbols. We define
the approximate solution w, on three separate regions as follows:

(1) On BL,M\B,

(2) On B\B.,
We 1= 185(|Z|2 + Vl,s(z)f(z) + 72,6(2)629(6_12))7
where f is defined in (8) and g is defined in (G).
(3) On B,
we = 15 (€%n),

where ¢ : B, — Dy is the biholomorphism lifting the map B. — Dq,
2 ez,



WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS 15

It is easy to see these constructions give a well-defined real closed (1, 1)-form
on Bl,M. Furthermore, for € > 0 sufficiently small, the growth conditions on
f and ¢ imply w, is a Kahler metric. Lastly, w, is equal to w outside §2r€7 and
equal to ¢*(e2n) on B,,.

We now focus on describing an explicit moment map . : Bl,M — t* for w,.

On BlpM\él, we take p. := 7", where 1 is the moment map for w. This fixes
a normalisation for the moment map, and the resulting moment polytope P,
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 él\ge,
we —w = 100(11,6(2).f (2) + 12.e(2)€%g(e7'2) — f(2))
= 100(72.6(2)(€*g(e7'2) — [(2)))-
Hence by Lemma 2.8 the moment map on él\ée is
pe = p+ d°(r2e(2) (€97 2) — f(2))).
On the region ETS\EE, we have v, = 1 and so

pre = (p—d°f) + d°(€g(e ' 2)).

Note by (8) and Lemma 28 the first term p — d°f is the Euclidean moment
map on B; with normalisation p(p) — d°f(p) = p(p). It follows that the
moment map on B\ F is

pe = p(p) + €Y Ajle 2P + do(Eg(e12)),
j=1
where A; € t* is the diagonal matrix representation of the t-action on 7T,M =
C". We know from Lemma[3.Tlthat this formula extends smoothly to a moment
map on B, hence we have a moment map p. for w.. We record this here:

Lemma 3.2. There exists a moment map p. : BL,M — t* for w,, satisfying:
(1) On BL,M\B,,,,
fte =T L1,
(2) On él\ée;
pre = p+ d°(r2e(2)(€9(e712) = f(2))),
(3) On B, \E,

pe=p(p) + €Y Ajle 2P + do(Eg(e'2)),
j=1
where u: M — t* is the moment map for w, the functions f and g are defined
in &) and (@) respectively, and A; € t* is the diagonal matriz representation of
the t-action on T,M = C". The image of ji. is a convex polytope P, contained
in the moment polytope P = p(M).
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Remark 3.3. The inclusion P. C P allows us to restrict v and w to P., so
the weighted scalar curvature S, (w.) is well-defined and it makes sense to
search for a (v, w)-extremal metric on BlL,M. We remark that the inclusion
P. C P may not be strict, in particular if p(p) lies in the interior of P then
we will have P, = P for all € (I thank Eveline Legendre for pointing out this
possibility).

3.3. The deformation problem. Let (M,w) be a weighted extremal mani-
fold. Then X := VS, ,(w) is a T-invariant real holomorphic vector field and
JX preserves w, 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, w),
(2) G, is the subgroup of G fixing p,

(3) T' C G, is a maximal torus, and

(4) H C G is the subgroup of automorphisms commuting with 7.

We write the Lie algebras of 7" and H as t' and h respectively, and note the
inclusions t C ¥ C 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
w, using T-invariant coordinates z near the fixed point p. Since 7" also acts
by hamiltonian isometries and fixes the point p, we can assume that the z-
coordinates are in fact 7T’-invariant, and thus all the constructions from the
previous section, including w,, are T'-invariant as well.

In addition, we claim that if ¢ is a T’-invariant Kéahler potential, then the
weighted scalar curvature S, ., (we + i@&o) is also T’-invariant. To see this, by
the chain rule it suffices to show the moment map p, for 7' is T’-invariant.
Let pg be a component function of u. generating &, € t, and let £ € t'. We
write &, and € for the corresponding vector fields on Bl,M. Then £ ( ) is
the hamiltonian generator of [§ §a] = 0, hence this function is constant. It
vanishes at a maximum of p¢, and is therefore identically zero.

We may assume that the moment maps p for 7' and py for H satisfy

pim [ ot =o€ = [ (e =0
M M
This is achieved by replacing p with p — 7 and py with py — fiy; this clearly

preserves the moment map equation, and to see equivariance is maintained for
i, note

2d(€)" (i) = /M ad (£)* (uzr )y ()"
_ /M Le(pm ()

- /M Celpumo()e™)
—0
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= Le(iy).

Here ad(£)* denotes the coadjoint action of an element £ € h on h*; in the
second line we used equivariance of piz7, and in the third we used Lew = 0 as
well as £(u) = 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 i 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) (€,€y = /M (b, ) Qe € ()™

where the pairing (—, —) inside the integral is the natural dual pairing between
b* and bh. Via this inner product, we identify the Lie algebra and its dual
b = b*. Under this identification, the moment map py for the H-action can
then be considered to take values in b, rather than h*; we will write ,ufl when
we do this.

Definition 3.5. We say the point p is relatively stable if uf(p) € by, that is,
the vector field generated by 1% (p) € b fizes 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 b,,.

For a Lie subalgebra s of h, we will write

5:={he C*M,R):dh=w(—,Y) for some Y € s},

so that JV : 5 — s is a surjection with kernel the constant functions.

For each € > 0 sufficiently small, we will define a lifting function ¢, : h —
C>(BL,M,R)"" in terms of the metric w, constructed in .2 Write b’ for the
orthogonal complement of t' in b with respect to the fixed invariant metric,
so that h = ¢ @ §’. This yields a decomposition h = ¢ @ §’, where we have
identified elements of b’ with their generators in b 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 = w(—,Y’), and Y lifts to a real
holomorphic vector field Y on Bl,M. We define ¢.(h) to be the hamiltonian
potential for Y with respect to w,, normalised so that (.(h) = 7*h outside of
Bs,, (recall that w, = w outside By, ). For h € B/, we define £,(h) = T (71.eh),
where 71 . was defined in Section This defines ¢, uniquely on h =t @ b’.

On BL,M, the weighted extremal problem can be written

— 1
(10) Sypw(We +i00p) — éveh -Vep=h

for ¢ € 'Hglp > Where V. is the gradient operator of w,. and h is a T-invariant
holomorphy potential with respect to w, [Szé14, Lemma 4.10]. We will not
attempt to deform w, to a solution of () directly, but instead prove the
following direct analogue of [Szé12, Proposition 14].
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Proposition 3.6. Let (M,w) be a (v, w)-weighted extremal manifold, and let
p € M be fired by both T and the extremal field X. For all sufficiently small
€ > 0, there exist o, € C(BLM)T" and h,. € b such that w, +iddp, > 0 and

- 1
Sow(We +100p,) — §V€£€(hp,e) +Vepe = Le(hye).
Moreover, for € > 0 sufficiently small the following expansion holds in b:

2n*2cn,u§ (p) + h;),ﬁ

where s 1= S, (w) € b is the weighted scalar curvature generating the extremal

hpe=3s+¢€

field on M, ¢, is a constant depending only on n, it (p) is a fized lift of ¥ (p)
to b, and the hy,. satisfy |h, | < Ce® for some k > 2n — 2 and C' > 0
independent of €.

Note that if h,. € ¥ then (. (h,.) is a T-invariant holomorphy potential
on Bl,M, so equation (I0) is satisfied and w, + 190, is weighted extremal.
Denote by H¢ the complexification of the group H, which acts on M. Suppose
there exists a point ¢ in the H%orbit of p for which the condition h,. € ¥
is satisfied. Then Bl,M admits a (v, w)-weighted extremal metric, but since
the manifolds Bl,M and Bl,M are T-equivariantly biholomorphic, this implies
Bl,M 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 ¢ exists:

Proposition 3.7 ([Szé12]). If Proposition [3.8 holds, and the point p is rela-
tively stable in the sense of Definition [3.3, then there exists a point q in the
He¢-orbit of p such that Bl,M admits a weighted extremal metric. Since Bl,M
and BL,M are T-equivariantly diffeomorphic, there exists a weighted extremal
metric on Bl,M.

Remark 3.8. We have taken care to make our constructions invariant under
the maximal torus 7" 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 [[LTl Before launching into the proof, we must introduce
the weighted Holder norms.

3.4. Weighted norms. We will define the weighted Holder norms on three
manifolds: M, := M\{p}, BlyC" and Bl,M. These are modifications of the
C* norms that depend on an extra parameter § € R, and in the case of Bl, M
a further parameter € > 0. On the non-compact manifolds M, and BlyC" they
allow or enforce certain growth or decay conditions at the ends, depending on
the sign of ¢.

For f: M, — R, define

s = 1 Florepny + 50 r217(r)lomasas)-
0<r<1/2
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On M\ B; we calculate the norm with respect to the metric w, and on By\ B
with respect to the fixed Euclidean metric defined by the coordinates (z1, .. ., 2,)
from Section B.21 The space Cf’o‘(Mp) is the set of locally C*°-functions on

M, with finite || - Hck ()~ DOTIN.
For f: Bl,C" — R let
||f||c§»a(1310<cn) = ||f||ck,oz(f)1) + Sl>1¥1) 7“75||f(7“o||ck,a(52\f)1)-

On D; we compute the norm with respect to the fixed metric 1, and on
52\51 we use the Euclidean metric defined by the (-coordinates. The space
C*(BlyC) is the set of locally C*-functions on BloC” with finite ||- ||C(I;,cx
norm.

Let f € C**(BL,M,R). The C’k’a-weighted norm of f is defined as

(BlpCn)~

g =1 leweqm,any 598 r 17 oneqiyiy e I6(Dllone sy

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

recall the map ¢ : B. — D, is the biholomorphism lifting the map B, — Dy,

z — ¢ 'z, Note we do not include Bl,M in the notation for this norm;

whenever the manifold is not specified, we take it that the norm is on Bl, M.
We must also define the weighted Hélder norms of a tensor 7" on Bl,M. On

BlL,M \El this is done as normal, with respect to the fixed metric w:
HT”CKQ(BIPM\El)'

Suppose that T is a section of (T*M) ® (TM) , where M := BL,M. We
define o(T') :== ¢ —m. On Bg\E we have the Euchdean coordinates z1, ..., z,;
we define ¢, : BQT\B — 32\31 by t,(z) :==r71z fore <7 <1/2. On él\Be,
the weighted norm is then

sup 0| (1) T ll ooy )
e<r<1/2

Finally, on the region ée we identify ée with 51 via i : ée — 51 and take:
6—5||€J(T)(LE)*T||C,€7Q(51).

Thus, overall:

HT”CkQ = ”THC’W(BIPM\31)+ 51};/270 5”7’ ([/T>*THC]€’Q(§2\§1)+€75"60(7‘)(LE)*T|’C]€7O‘(Z~)1).

This agrees with our definition of the Cf;f‘—norm in the case T is a function.
Note the central term in the norm on §2\§1 is equivalent to pulling back
the components of the tensor 7~°T in the z-coordinates by ¢! and summing
the C*“-norms of these. However, the final term on 131 does not have a
similar description as the rescaling ¢, is only in one direction, namely the fibre
coordinate of Opn-1(—1). Equivalently, we could consider pulhng back T to
Dl, and then measuring its C**norm with respect a fixed metric on Dl, but
using the metric (e27) ™™ ® (e2n)’ on the vector bundle (7% D)™ & (T'Dy)".
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We similarly define the weighted C*-norms || - lcx , without the Holder
coefficient av. The following properties will be useful: ’

Lemma 3.9. Let € > 0 and 6,6’ € R. Then:
(1) If 6 < ¢ then ||T||Cka < ||T||Cka for all tensors T.
(2) If 6 > &' then HTHCM < €' 5HTHCM for all tensors T

(8) There is a constant C' > 0, mdependent of §, & and €, such that
||ST||Cka < C||S||Cka||T||Ckaf07“ 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 QT.
(4) There is a constant C > 0 independent of € > 0 such that ||T||co <

ClTlco. for all tensors T € T(M, (T*M)*) with k > 0, where the

C%-norm is fized independent of €. 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

I lere ~ Ivneflleraqa, + € Ihzelec OV (M croen

independent of €.
(6) There is a constant C' > 0 independent of € such that ||f||cga < | fller

for all f € C>(BL,M;R), where we take a fizved C'-norm on Bl,M
independent of €.

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 By this follows from the usual inequality
Hf”CO’a(BlpM\EI) < C”fHCI(BlpM\El)'
For the component of the norm on él\ée, for e <r < 1/2 we must estimate
Hf(rz)”co,a(EQ\El)a

which is bounded above by the Cl -norm of f(rz) over By\Bj. The C’-norm
of f(rz) is bounded by || f|lcoi,r- For the derivatives, consider

af
0z;

0

8—Zj<f<m>>\ —y

- (r2)|.

In this form, we cannot immediately bound the right hand side by the C''-norm,
since the coordinates z; do not extend to the blowup and we require a uniform

bound as € — 0. Instead choose coordinates (wy, ..., w,) = (21, 2., zl) on

B, such that || > a|(zs, ..., 2,)| for a fixed small @ > 0. Note this implies
|2;|/|21] < 1/a for all j. For z in the intersection of this coordinate domain
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and B,\Bj, we also have 1/|z,| < C for some C' > 0. Hence

6f I (r2)| = Ta_f(rz) _ ﬁa_f(rz) . mf (r2)
821 6w1 22 Ows 22 dw,,

<C ;—f<7’z>

j=1 19
where C' > 0 depends only on a. Similarly
6f 1 of of
— | =L <C|=L
8,2] 9. %) 21 Ow; (TZ)' s¢ ow; (rz)

for 2 < j < n. Since the coordinates w; are well-defined on the blowup,
this gives a uniform bound on this coordinate domain by C||f||c:. Covering

BQ\El by the analogous coordinate domains where 2z, # 0, ..., z, # 0, we get
a uniform bound by C/||f||c1 on this region.

It remains to prove a bound on B.. We need to estimate
1600+ Fllgoags:

Once again we can reduce to estimating the C*-norm of (¢.).f on D,. Similarly
to above, we choose coordinates (v, ...,v,) = ((i, %, ey g—z) on D for the
region (| > a|((s, ..., ¢a)|- The CO%norm is bounded by || f||c1, and the v-

derivatives satisfy

0
8—1@«%)*‘7‘?)

= [ )| < [ | < U

Covering D, by similarly defined coordinate charts, we produce a uniform
bound by || f||c1 on Dy, which finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.10. Using the coordinates wy, . . ., w, from the above proof, we can
give an interpretation of how the weighted norms on B, can be computed in
coordinates. For example, if £ is a section of the T1°-bundle of Bl, M, writing
it as 5 9
§= f a1 f oz Tt fnm
w

on EE, its pushforward to D1 is

gl(be_l(’/))e_lai + fQ(Lzl(y))aiVQ et gn(Lﬁ_l(’/))%

41
Multiplying this all by € = €”©)| we are computing the Holder norms of
g v), (@), .. &)
on the appropriate coordinate domain on D;. In particular, from this it is easy

to see there is a uniform bound on ||£]| che independent of €, for any k and .

Furthermore, if £ is the lift of a vector ﬁeld on M that vanishes at p, note the
coefficient & ! vanishes along the exceptional locus. In this case we can even
produce a uniform bound on [|{[|;».« independent of .

1,e
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We finish by collecting some useful estimates. Let g. be the Riemannian
metric on BL,M corresponding to w, defined in Section B.2] and recall the
functions v, . and 7, . defined in (7). Given a Kéhler potential ¢, we will write
e, for the Riemannian metric corresponding to w , := w, + i@ggo, where w,
is the metric from Section 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
||gE||C§:§" ng_lHCSf? HVLEHC&‘:?’ H’YQ’GHCSL,’?

are uniformly bounded independent of €. Furthermore, given cq > 0, there ex-
ists C' > 0 independent of € such that for all Kihler potentials ¢ € C**(Bl,M)
satisfying ||g0||c§,a < ¢, the following hold:

|’g€,<PHC§:37 |’9;1Hc§:ga "Rm<ge,¢)"cg’;€ <C.

If ¢ instead satisfies H(pHC;,a < ¢y for some 6 € R, then

e = 0lleze, 10t = 6 leze, - IIRM(gep) — R oo, < Cllgl s

Finally, we will estimate the lifting function ¢, : h — C=(BL,M)T" from
Section

Lemma 3.12. There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of € such that
6.0 e < CIB]

Jor all h € B, where the norm on the right hand side is any choice of fized
norm on b independent of €.

Proof. Recalling h =V ®dY, we treat the cases h € ¥ and h € b separately.
For h € ¥, the real holomorphic vector field &, generated by h vanishes at
p, so lifts to &, on BL,M. The function ¢.(h) is then the holomorphy potential

for &, with respect to w. that is equal to 7*h on BlpM\él. The norm can be
computed as

1)l gre = e(R) o + lldLe(R) | o -
By the estimates on g, from Lemma B.11] note

deMllos = 9o dbe()cos. < Cllgellea e Veleth) oz, < Cllélleos

Following Remark 10, we can produce a bound ||&,| coe < C |h| by consid-
ering the supremum of ”thCE’f‘ over the compact unit ball in . Since the

Cg’ﬁ -norm of vector fields decreases in €, the bound is independent of €. So
it remains to estimate [[¢.(h)|/co. This is straightforward however; note that
the T"-action on M has a moment map gy with moment polytope P’ C (¥)*,
and the lift of this action to Bl,M has a moment map pgv . whose image is
contained in P’. Writing pr(h) for the image of h in t', we have

Le(h) = (urr e, pr(h)) + h(q) — (ur(q), pr(h))
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for any fixed ¢ € M\B;. Since the image of pg . is contained in P’, this
expression gives a uniform bound ||l.(h)||co < C|h.
Next we take h € b’. Recall that h vanishes at p, and the lift of A is defined

as lc(h) := v m*h. In particular, since this function is supported on BlpM\EE,
”ge<h)”q§;§ = H%,eth;;g < H’Yl,eHcgjgHth}f(BlpM\Ee) < C”h”cg’“(Mp)v
where we applied the estimate on v; . from Lemma[3.11l The norm ||h|| e (ay)

is well-defined, and we get a uniform bound ”h”C’é’a(MP) < C|h| by finite-
dimensionality of b’. O

4. MOMENT MAP ESTIMATES

In the weighted scalar curvature S, , and its derivatives, the moment map
appears in several terms. Most importantly are functions of the form w(u.)
for a fixed smooth function u : P — R, and the Laplacian A u? appearing in
®, (we). 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 € and may vary
from line to line.

Lemma 4.1. Given ¢y > 0, there exists C' > 0 independent of € such that
lelleps < €
and
e = ell oo < Clioll e
for all Kahler potentials ¢ € C**(BL,M)T satisfying ||¢||C§:g < ¢p.

Proof. We begin by proving Hue,@HCg,a < C. By (6) of Lemma B9l it suffices to

estimate the C'-norm of yi . First, p., clearly has a uniform C° bound, since
its image is contained in the moment polytope P. To estimate the derivative
dfte ,, nOte we have

ldpegllco < Cllgegllcollge pdiellco
< C||V€780M57<P||C’0~

Here we have used properties (8) and (4) of Lemma together with the
estimate [|ge || coe < C of Lemma B.I1l Now, note the component functions

e, of pie, With respect to a basis {&,} of t satisfy V. u? = J&, by definition
of the moment map. Hence ||V fteo|lco is uniformly bounded, and we have
proven the estimate for ji ..

For ||fte,, — MEHC?,? note that

fey — te = dp(&a)-
We have [[d°¢f|coe < Cllpllcre < Cllpllgpe, and [[&llgee < € by Remark
B.10 O
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Lemma 4.2. There exists C > 0 independent of € such that
||Ae:ue||08’f <C.

Proof. We will use the explicit formula for the moment map in Lemma [3.2]
On Bl,M\ By, , since A u. = Ap is independent of € there is a uniform bound
on th1s s region, by [|Aplf[cr for example.

On B the metrlc and moment map are pulled back from DR C BL,C" via

Le, Where R, . Since the vector fields fa are invariant under pushfor-
ward by the dilation map L, the component functions p¢ of the moment map

are also pulled back from Dp_ . Hence, on B, ,

Aepid = Dz (eapt ( ZA“ICA?ﬂ?dc (@))

= (An (Z AN G1P + dcg(@)))

= (D)

On Bl,C" we have the expansion

=09 (I¢1* + 9(C))

as [¢| — oo, where ¢g(¢) = O(|¢|*) if n > 2 and g = log|¢] if n = 2. It
follows A, has the expansion A, = Ague+h7*9,05, where Ag,, is the Euclidean
Laplacian in the ¢-coordinates and A7 is O(|¢[272"). Since d°g(&,) is O(|¢[*~2)
this implies

Aty = ZA“+O (16172,

so Appuy is O(1) on BloC". Tt follows that
1Akl e (5,.) = 1Bntnlloge (B, ) < 1BnHallcomyen-

Hence [|Acpe]] 0o (Br.) is uniformly bounded independent of e.

The only remaining region to estimate is the annulus Egre\ére, on which g,
takes the form

fte = Hine + d°(1,(2) f(2) + €72.6(2)g(e7'2)).

We claim that the function 1 (2)f(2) + €272.(2)g(e"'2) is O(|z]**7) on the
annulus §2r6\§r67 for all 7 > 0 sufficiently small. That is to say, for fixed 7 > 0
small enough, there is a uniform bound on the C’;fﬂe-norm of this function
over the annulus, independent of e. To see this, first note that v .f is O(]z[*)
so it suffices to estimate €7, (2)g(e7'2), or equivalently e?g(e~'z) since 7o, is
uniformly O(1). In the case n > 2, g is O(|¢|*™"), and

r (gl trez)) = € TRT(RI g(Rez),
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where 1 < |z] < 2. The C**norm of R**%g(R.z) is uniformly bounded on
the annulus 1 < |z| < 2, hence the C**-norm of this expression is bounded by
—1pl-2n _ 322
€ R =emit =0

as € — 0, where we used the definition r. := ezi+1. Hence e2g(e!) is O(|z[?)

on Bs, \B,,. In the case n = 2 we have ¢ = log |¢|, and
17277 (Eg(e rez)) = € Tr (R log | Rez|).

€

The C**norm of R_"log|R.z| is uniformly bounded on 1 < |z| < 2, so the
C*-norm of this expression is bounded by

—r 9_;_92n=1
€T 2 = T2 ()

€

as € — 0 provided 7 < 4/5. It follows that e2g(e~'z) is O(|z[>*") on By, \ B,
forn=2and 0 < 7 <4/5.

We see from this that the Laplacian A, satisfies A, = Agye + hjkaj&; on
this region, where A/* is uniformly O(|z|"). Hence

Aept =) A%+ 0(l2]")
J

on the annulus. This gives
1Ak oo (Boyr B, ) < CALHT)

and the right hand side is uniformly bounded. This completes the estimate on
the annulus, so we have a uniform bound on ||A x| coe on all of Bl,M. [

Lemma 4.3. Giwen co > 0 there exists C' > 0 independent of € such that
”Ae,goﬂe,w”cgf <C
and
| Acptte — AEMEHC(?:? < CH‘PHC;’?
for all ¢ such that H(pHC;;,a < ¢p.

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

|Acottcplene < l|Aepteq = Acpicll oo + | Actellcoo
< Ot [|Acpttee = Actiellcpe-
Dropping the € subscripts, we compute this as
Appg — Apt = g;%aéﬂg — g tioou”
= (9," — g7 )i0d(p* + d°p(&)) + g~ 00 (g, — )
= (95" — g7 Di0d(n" + d°p(&0)) + g7 "i0D(d p(E.)
= (g;" — ¢7")id0u" + g, i00(d°p(E.)).
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From here,
I(g," = g7 ")i00u" | o < Clig,* = g e llolgg™ Il g

< Cligllegellglopeléallcna
< Cllglpe.

where we used the uniform bound on HEGHCf,a from Remark B.100 Finally,

g5 0 (EN) o < Clgy e N0 &) 2o

< C”dCQOHCffoaHCff

< Cllgll g U
Lemma 4.4. Let u : P — R be a fixed smooth function. Given cq > 0, there
is a constant C' > 0 independent of € such that ||u(p€7¢)||cg,a < C' whenever
||80||c§:g < Co-
Proof. Again it suffices to bound the C''-norm. Note the C°-norm is bounded,
since the image of p., 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
(411 it is sufficient to estimate

Veo(ultiey)) Zu (Hep)a-

By the same reasoning as for u(u.,) there is a C%-bound on u 4(fic ), and €a
is a fixed vector field, so also has a C° bound. U

Lemma 4.5. Letu: P — R be a fized smooth function. Given cy > 0, there is
a constant C' > 0 independent of € such that ||u(fie,) — u(uE)HCg,a < C’||g0||c§,a

for all ¢ € C’;’f‘ satisfying ||<p||C§,a < ¢.

Proof. We again bound the C'-norm. The C° bound follows from the mean
value theorem, since for x € Bl, M,

(e () - Zu P (E) (x)

for some p, € P on the line joining fi,(x) to pe(z), and we can bound the
terms on the right hand side as follows:

2.0 (pz)d“p(€a) () llco < ClluallcolldellcollSallco
< Clldelley,
< Cllgllgpe-

To estimate the derivative,

d(u(pep) — Zu (Hep dluego Ua(fpte)dpe,
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and

Ua (e ) Apte p — Walpe)dpse
=(t,a(fhep) — u,a(:ue))d:ug,go + u,a(:ue)d(:ug,go — )
)

=(a(pep) = Ualpte))dpg , + wo(pe)d(dp(Ea))-

The same method as for u proves a C° bound by C’||g0||C;1,a ON U g (fle,p) = q(fte)-
For the C%-bound on dpi¢ ,, as in previous proofs it is enough to note V¢ ,ue , =
ga is bounded. Clearly u (i) also has a C%-bound. Lastly

Jd(deEN)len < ld(d () o
< Nt eElope

< Clléallcpellpll oz
< Cllgll g u

5. ESTIMATES FOR THE WEIGHTED LINEARISATION

Throughout the rest of the paper, we will use the notation and set up of
Section B.3, and our ultimate goal is to prove Proposition Let L., denote
the linearisation of the weighted scalar curvature operator

Y+ Sy (we + 1007)

at p € ?—[5 Our aim in this section is to prove:

Proposition 5.1. For any < 0 there exist ¢y, C > 0 independent of € such
that for all p € C**(BLM)" with ||g0||C;1,a < cp and all Y € CH(BL,M)T,

ILeo(@) = Le(@)llcne, < Cllllogelldllcpe:

Let us define u := v/w. For simplicity, we will now drop e from the notation,
although the reader should keep in mind the base metric is g. with moment map
e, even though we write these as ¢ and p. We will also write the weighted
norms as || - HC(I;:,a7 although on Bl,M these always depend on e. As in the

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

Ly(®) = L(v)
(1) = ulp)Le@) ~ u() L)
2 e, 2 s e,
(12) = S O T )+ D T ()
1 1
(13) 4 ooy (Do Do), = o (P D(w(u)
(1) 455,V (uli) - w—% @)V (u(u) - Vi

1
(15) 45 Vebuule,) Vot — 5 V() T,

where L is the linearisation of the unweighted scalar curvature operator. To
prove Proposition 5.1l 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 (1) is equal to

(16) (u(prp) = ulp)) Lo () + u(p) (Lo () — L))

From the estimates in Section d] we have

() — u(@lloa < Cllgl e

and
[u()ll o < C.

It therefore suffices to show

1Eo () llgpe, < Clgllgae

and
[Lo () = L)l go < Cllpll a9 e

The latter inequality is already proven [Szé12, Proposition 18]. To see the
norms of L, : C’?’O‘ — C’(?fﬁl are uniformly bounded, we use the formula

Ly = A2 + Ric(w,) 0,08
The estimates in Lemma B.TT] then give the uniform bound:
1820 llgoe = llg;'i08(g; " i0) | o
< Cligy llcol109(g,i00v)| coe.
< Cllg;"i60¢ | gae,
< Ol g
Similarly
[Ric(w,) 000l e < Cllgalcon 195 oo IRm(w,) | cog 11009 | o
< Ol ll e
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To estimate the other lines of (I])-(I5]) we apply a similar principle: namely,
wherever we see an expression of the form A,B, — AB, we write

A,B, — AB = (A, — A)B, + A(B, — B).

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

(1) [l <C. [1Ay = Agllgas < Cllglicso

for some 0 < k < 4 depending on A. For example, when A, = (), we have
such estimates on the Cj*-norms of A, and A, — A from Section @ and when
Ay =g, o0r g, ! the Cg’a—estimates are from Lemma B.11]

In some lines we are required to estimate derivatives of v(f,), and we only
have estimates on v(yu,) 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 C’g "“_estimates already proven in Section d For exampleE

V() = D val) V0 =Y v,

a a

and
D(v(p)) = OV°(v(p))
=0 valn)éa

= > va(Wdn’ @&,
a,b

~ Y vaE) 2 &,
a,b

where b 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 5&; = 0. From these expressions, the
factors V%0 (u,) and D, (v(p,)) satisfy estimates of the form (I7) with k = 0.
With this in mind, it is straightforward to estimate lines (I2) and (I3)); we
note the formula () for @ from Section 2 can be used to estimate (I2).

Line (I4]) is similarly straightforward; we only note the inequalities

15(w,) = S@)lgog < Cllgpllpe

and

||S(Wso)||cﬂ’g <C

which follow from Lemma [3.11]
Finally for line (I5]) we recall Lemma 2.13] which states that ®,,(w) can
be written as a linear combination of functions of the form wu,(u)Ap® and

2Before now we have written E for the real holomorphic vector field generated by &,
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(,u)g(ga,gb), for finitely many fixed smooth functions wu, and u,, on the
moment polytope. Taking the gradients of these gives

V (uq () Ap®) = ug(p)Ric( §a, # 4 Zuab &

and

V(“ab( éaa gb Z uabc £a7 éb)éc + uab( )(g(vé/aa gb) + g(évm ng>>7

where # is conversion from a 1-form to a vector field via the metric; here we
have also used Remark that Ap is a moment map for the Ricci curvature.
Given the estimates in Lemma on Ay, it is straightforward to bound
line (&), which completes the proof of Proposition Bl O

As a corollary, we obtain:

Lemma 5.2. Let Q. be the non-linear part of the weighted scalar curvature
operator S := S, ,, with respect to we, so that

S(we +i00¢) = S(we) + Le(¢) + Q).
Given § < 0, there exist C,co > 0 such that if
@l gges [Pllgae < co,
then
1Qe(#) = Qe@lloae, < € (Ielloge + 1¥llgge ) llp = Ylse

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as [Szé12, Lemma 19]. Namely, by the
mean value theorem there exists x on the line joining ¢ and 1) such that

Qc(9) = Qe(¥) = DQcly (0 = ¥) = (Leyy — L) (p — ).
Applying Proposition (.11
10c(0) = Qe < Clixllegelle = ¥l s

<O (Igllggn+ Mllege) o = ¥llgge: O

6. A RIGHT-INVERSE OF THE LINEARISED OPERATOR

Recall from Section the lifting operator ¢ : h — C>°(BL,M)"". We also

write X 1= VS, (w) for the extremal vector field on M, and write X for its
lift to Bl,M. The aim of this section is to prove:

Proposition 6.1. Forn > 2, let § € (4 —2n,0). For sufficiently small € > 0,
the operator G, : Cy*(BL,M)™ x § — C3% (BLM)T,

Culw, ) = L — 5 X () ~ 1)

has a right inverse P,, satisfying || P|| < C for a constant C' > 0 independent

of €.
In the case n = 2, given 6 < 0 sufficiently close to 0, there is a right inverse
P. for G. satisfying || P.|| < Cé°.
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Following [Szé12l Proposition 20], the rough approach is to glue together
right-inverses for linearised operators on M, := M\{p} and Bl,C" 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 BlyC", 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 R™\{0}, the indicial roots of the Laplacian are
the growth rates of radially symmetric harmonic functions on R™\{0}. That
is, 0 € R is an indicial root of Agn if there exists a non-zero harmonic function
f(r) on R™\{0} such that f € Cp* for all k and «, where r is the radial
coordinate.

Lemma 6.2 ([Bar86, Theorem 1.7]). For m > 4, the indicial roots of the
Laplacian on R™\{0} are Z\{—1,-2,...,3 —m}.

On the manifolds M, and BlyC", the Kéhler Laplacians agree asymptotically
with the Euclidean Laplacian. Using this, one can prove:

Lemma 6.3 ([Szé14, Theorem 8.6)). Let n > 2. If § € R is not an indicial
root of the Euclidean Laplacian on R*"\{0}, then the operators

AW C?a(Mp) - C§:227Q<Mp>
and
A, : CY*(Bl,C") — O~ 2(Bl,C™)
are Fredholm.
Hence, forn > 2 let § € (4—2n,0), and forn =2 let § € (—1,0). Then A?

and A? are Fredholm as maps CP™ — Cy on the manifolds M, and Bl,C"
respectively.

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

Lemma 6.4. Forn > 2 let§ € (4—2n,0), and forn =2 let § € (—1,0). The
operator Cy*(M,)T" x b — CY° (M),

o) e,
(()07 f) w(ﬂ) D’UDSO f|Mp

has a bounded right-inverse.

Proof. We first note that the leading order term of £ is the linear isomorphism
v(p) /w(p) composed with A2 and A2 is Fredholm on C;**(M,) by Lemma 63|
The remaining terms in £ define bounded linear maps C;*(M,) — C3:%(M,),
and the inclusion C’;fg(Mp) C Cgfil(Mp) is compact. Hence £ is Fredholm on

C?’Q(Mp). Furthermore, £ is formally self-adjoint with respect to the L?-inner



WEIGHTED EXTREMAL METRICS ON BLOWUPS 32

product (f, g)w := [ fgw(p)w™. It follows that the image of £L:Cy* — CY°,
is the L2- orthogonal Complement of the kernel of £ : C s~ CO or— 5E

We now claim that the kernel of £ : C% 5 — C”S < is precisely h. Since
L has no indicial roots in (4 — 2n,0) when n > 2, any f € ker(£)NCe s
lies in C&* for all & < 0 [Pac08, Proposition 12.2.1]. Now, 0 is an indicial
root of the Laplacian, so there exists g € ker(£) N Cé’o‘ such that f—g € Cgl,’o‘
for ¢’ > 0 sufficiently small [PacO8, Proposition 12.4.1]. Note that elements of
05‘7“ are integrable on M,, and hence define distributions on M. By elliptic
regularity, the kernel of £ on Cg ' is therefore h. Hence both g and f — g lie in
b, and therefore so does f. In the case of n = 2, note Cy%, _s(M,) = C>¢(M,)
and — > 0, so f automatically lies in b in this case. O

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

Lemma 6.5. Forn > 2, let § > 4 — 2n. Then the operator Cy*(Bl,C")T" —
P (BlyC™)™,
¢ = D, Dy
has a bounded inverse.
When n = 2, let § € (—1,0) and choose a compactly supported smooth
T’ -invariant function X on BlyC? with non-zero integral. Then the operator

Oy (BlyC) T x R — C3%(B1,C)T,
(¢, t) = D;DWSO +1x
has a bounded inverse.

Recall the functions v;(z) defined in (), 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 f3;(z) that is equal to 1 on suppv;.(z), and has slightly
larger support than v; .(2).

Write a := gz;}, and recall r, := €*. Let us choose @ such that a <@ < 1,
and let x; : R — R be a smooth function such that x;(z) = 1 for x < a and

x1(z) = 0 for x > @. With this choice, let 5 . be the function on Bl,M defined

by
— . (loglz|
)= (T,

for z € Bl\E extended to the constant function 1 on Bl,M \81 and 0 on £.
Then ;=0 on BEa B1.e =1 on Bl M\Br , and there are uniform bounds

C
1Brellgae <€, [[VeBrellese < Tlog el

where C' > 0 is independent of e. In particular 5 . is equal to 1 on supp(7yi,).

3Strict1y speaking, the L2-inner product does not give a well-defined pairing between
the spaces C3"% and "%, 5, for example since |z|°~*|2[*~2"% = |2|=2" is not integrable.
However, since 4 — 2n — § € (4 — 2n,0), the weight 4 — 2n — § is not an indicial root of L.
Hence elements in the kernel of £ : Ci’_o‘%_ s — C’g’;‘n_ s are in fact contained in weighted
Holder spaces with strictly higher weights [Pac08, Lemma 12.1.2], so have a well-defined
L2-pairing with elements of C(?fl- 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 yo : R — R be a
smooth function such that xs(z) = 0 for x < a/a and xa(z) = 1 for z > 1.
We define the function

ey = (L)

for z € El\E, extended similarly to BlL,M. Then j, . satisfies f5 = 1 on Egre,
Pa.e = 0 on Bl,M\ B, and there exists C' > 0 independent of € such that

C
(18) 1Boellcae <O, [[VeBrellgae < Tog e’
Proof of Proposition[61. We again drop e from the notation, writing G in
place of G, u for p., 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 ¢ € C§%(B1,M)™", let us consider v, as a function on M, and
write

(19) Pi(y19) = (Pi(ne). fy)

for the right-inverse operator P, of Lemma applied to 7. The function
B1P1 (1) can then be considered as a function on Bl,M instead of M,,.

Similarly, we let ¢y := v(po)/w(po), identify ~o¢ with the function {
Y2 (t71HC))(171(€)) on BlC™, and write Ps(y2¢) for the inverse operator Po
of cyLe, from Lemma applied to 2. We then write Sy P(v2) for the
function B5(2)Pa(y2¢)(te(2)) on BL,M. Note that Le, = e *L,, so P is €
times a fixed operator.

Using all this information, we now define the operators P : C’g’jl(BlpM )=

C3 " (BLM)™ and P+ G5, (B,M)"™ — C5*(Bl,M)"™" x b by

P(p) == BiPi(m1p) + BaPa(v29p),
and
P(p) = (Py, f,),

where f, is defined in (I9). Note these operators depend on the parameter e,
and act on the corresponding weighted spaces defined in terms of e. Our aim
is now to prove that for e > 0 sufficiently small,

~ 1
(20) (G o Pg) = ploge, < 5lelose

From this it follows that |G o P —1d|| < 1, so the operator G o P is invertible.

Writing () for the inverse, we have G o (P o)) = Id, and so Po Q@ is a right
inverse for G. Since () is constructed via a geometric series, ||@Q|| < 2. For the

norm of P o @ to be uniformly bounded, it then suffices to show the norm of
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Pis uniformly bounded independent of e:

”P(:OHC(?’Q(BIPM)XE
= [|(Pe, f@)HC:;’a(BlpM)XE
= HPSO”c;W + | fo]

< [BrPr(me)llcre + 1822 (v2@) | cae + 1P (v10) [t asy
< 1Billgpa I PL (@)l gt g,y + 1B2ll e 1P (v290) | o migem) + Cllimellcre ar,

< C (Imelless,asy + €O eell e e
< Cligllcge,

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 «; from Lemma [3.11]
We also used that ||| = O(e?), as we remarked above. Note in particular,

21) I82Pa(120)l g < Clelcpe,

It remains to prove ([20). We can write (G o P)(p) — ¢ as

(22) L(BiPin) = 5X(BuPi (1) = nllf,) — o

(23) +L(BsPa(2p)) — %X(ﬁsz(%@)) —72l(fp) — Y2,

and so to prove (20), it suffices to estimate each of these expressions separately
The line (22)) is supported in BL,M \Bea, and (23)) is supported in Byea. The
estimate for (22)) is essentially unchanged from [SzE12, Proposition 20], only
we use Proposition 5.1l 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 BlyC". N

Our task is therefore to estimate (23)) on the region Bs.a. Using Lemma 2.12]
and defining ¢ := 5y Pa(72¢), (23] can be written

(0 Dy, V(v (p)))

o(p)
(24) w() ™ wiw)

b v Looyw (2
b s (DU, DO + 58T () - v

n %V@W (W) Vo — %)? () = 72l(f) — 120

Setting ¢y := v(po)/w(po), we have

o, (o) )
w(u)w_(w(ﬂ) O)LWOM"

H (% N CO) L(B2Pa(72¢))

We first estimate

Y

0,
06—4
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for which we will show the uniform bound

v(p)

< COe’e,
w(p)

Cg’a<§4€g>

(25)

By the mean value theorem, it suffices to bound

I = pollcge(,.0) -

35

On the region ére, we have p — pg = eQL:un, where ¢, : Ere — ERS C BlyC" is

the scaling isomorphism. From this,

e =pollcg=(3,,) = 52”/%”08’“(5}36)
< GQRSHWIHcg’a(f)RG)
< Ce,

where we use that ug = puf,. + d°g(&,) is O(|¢]?) to get a uniform bound

HM"HCS’Q(ERS) < C. Then on B4EQ\BT€,

H—Po = HEuc + dc(fyl(z)f(z) + 6272(2)9(6_12))
is uniformly O(|z]?), so there is a uniform bound

I = polleg (5,05, ) < Ce™

and the bound (2] is achieved. Using this,

H (% B CO) L(BPa(29))| | < O IL(B2Pa(r20) g,

w(p

0,
C1674

< 0|l o

where we used (21)).

Next, consider the term

o (D(BaPa(y290)), D(v(1)))

from (24). Note that

D(o(p) =D va(i)(&) @&

a,b
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and the right hand side has a uniform 08 ““-bound on Bl,M independent of e.
Hence

1
Hm(p(ﬁzﬁ(%s@)),D(v(u))) e

<CID(BPo(120)) et ID@(10) o (5,.0)

<Cl|B2Pa(720) [l e Zvab )(&) ® &

Cg’g <§4el)

§C€22||90||C§f4'

Similarly for the second term in (24)),

| 2@ Do (el

0,
06—4

<C8" DYl coe IV (w() o (5,
e ¥ (Buea)

> vl

a

<Cl|B2Pa(729) | e

CE’{)‘ <§4el)
SCEQH@HC’Q’:’Z)

where 9" : C}% — C’g % is seen to have uniformly bounded norm from ().
For the term —5X (¢) from (24)),

")?(52132(’72@))”0?3

<X lloog (5,0) (I982lcog 1P (a (Dt (,0) + 182l IV (Po(r20)) et (5, )
§C€3g||90||c§f4-

Next we bound the term 1S(w)V (w(ﬂ ) Vi in ([24). Since ||S(w )||c4;g <
C we have ||S(w )||C4a(§4a) < Ceét. Writing v = v/w, note V(u(p)) =
YU fa is uniformly bounded in C . Hence

" v (42 V(i)

< Ce{[V (B2 Pa(1290))ll o
5y

< Celgllgpe
For the term V&, ,(w) - V(B2P(72¢)) in (24), it is enough to show that
qu)v,w(w)”cf’g(E&) < Cet,

Lemma 213 states that &, ,(w) is a linear combination of terms of two kinds:
Ua () Ap®, and uqp(p)g(&q, &), where u, and ug, are among finitely many fixed
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smooth functions on the moment polytope. We first have

V (ug Zuab )E AL + g (1) Ric(E,, —)F.

By Lemma (4.3
a 3a
1Ar o0 (5,.) < Ce
Also, N
IRieE, ¥ leng 5,0) < O
by Lemma B.IIl The remaining factors wq (i), u.(p) and & are uniformly
bounded in C§**, hence

HV(ua(,U/)AIU/a) ”ng (§4€£) S CEQ.
Next, we must estimate

V<uab( éaugb Zuabc écg £a7£b> +uab< )(g<Vga=gb> +g<ga7 ng))

The factors uap (1), & and g.(&,, &) all have uniform Cgf bounds, so

ltan e (1)e (Ear &)l cog (,.0) < O™

For the term ua (1) (9(VEa, &)+9(Ea, VE)), the factors ug (1), g, & and & have
uniform Cg’a—bounds. The covariant derivatives V¢, are uniformly bounded
in C*% by Remark BI0 Hence

a1 (9(VE0r &) + 9060, Va)llcag (5,.) < Ce™

Next consider the term ¥,¢(f,) from (24). By Lemma [B.12] ||€(f¢)||cg,a <
C|f,| where | - | is a fixed norm on b, and by (I9) we have |f,| < CH%OHC((;),:Z.
It follows that

et (£ )llcos < Cllelloa [16(fo) o < Crd= ]| o

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

coL(BaPa(v2p)) — 720

We apply [SzE12, Proposition 18], which we recall is the unweighted analogue
of Proposition 5.1}, to show the norm of L, — L, tends to 0 over §4eg as € — 0,
for any £ > 0 and o € (0,1). Here we write ¢y for what is strictly speaking
1f(e?n). First note this operator vanishes identically on ére, since w = €1 on
this region. So it suffices to estimate the norm over the annulus §4EQ\§TS. On
the annulus we have €2 — w = i00p, where

p=n(2)(eg(e2) — f(2)).
Using the fact that f is O(]z|*) on M near p, and g is O(|¢|*~?") on BlyC" near
00, we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma[L2] to show that e?g(e712) — f(2)

O(|2?) on Byw\B,, for 7 > 0 small, so that

||P||c§’a(§4€g\§r€) <Ce*—0
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as € — 0. It follows from [Sz¢&12 Proposition 18] that the operator norm of
Lw — LEQn : C§7a<§4eg) — C(?La4(§4ei)

tends to 0 as € — 0. Note the bound on p also implies the estimates in Lemma
B.I1 and (I8) hold with €*n in place of g..
We have further reduced to estimating

coLezy(BaPo(Y2)) — Y2¢p-
Now,
CoLey(BPa(12)) = 120 = (V)0 (Pal120) V1)
+ (VY0898 ® VO (Pa(7a¢0)))
— 2(0"D(Pa(12¢0)), VOBa) + (D2, D(Pa(29))),

where all gradients and adjoints are with respect to €?n. Note by the esti-
mate ([I8)), the right hand side satisfies ||RHS||CM (Byea) < Cuo—lge‘||g0||cg,a4. For

example,

|(DB2, D(P (20Dt (8,.0) < CIOV Ballcog IP(Po(v20) e (5,.0)
< CHV1 "Bollcse 1P (v20) e (5,0

| 10g6| ”()0”0
To summarise, we have shown that the C5*%-norm of (Z4) is bounded by
cE||<p||C§,a4, where ¢. — 0 as € — 0. Since (24]) was equal to (G o P)(y) — ¢, we

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

7. COMPLETING THE PROOF

In this section we will finish the proof of Proposition 3.6, which we recall
implies Theorem [T, our main result. The proof is by a contraction mapping
argument, which will deform our approximate solution w, to w, +i9d¢, solving
the equation

= 1
Sv,w(we + 188@5) - évsgs(fe) ’ VE()OE = EE(.fE)a

for some f. € h. We replace f. with f. + s where s := Svw(w) € b generates
the extremal field on M. So we are trying to solve

— 1
Sv,w(we + 188805) - 5V5£E(f5 + S) ' vE(pe = EE(fE + S)'
We also require that f. satisfies the expansion

fezcn a2 #( )"—f
from Proposition where ¢, is a fixed constant and |f/| < Ce€* for some

k > 2n — 2 and C' > 0 independent of €. We recall uﬁ is the composition of
the moment map py with the linear isomorphism h* — h determined by the

inner product (@), and p¥ (p) denotes a fixed lift of 1% (p) to .
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As in [APSII] and [Sz£12], we will first modify w 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 I' : M, — R and
an element h € § satisfying the equation

v(p)
w(p)

DiDT = hlyy,.

Moreover, h = cn,ufl(p) € b for some ¢, € R, and I' has the asymptotic
behaviour

L(z) = =" + O(l2"™")
near p when n > 2, and
['(z) = log|z] + O(]z]")
for all0 <7 < 4/5 when n = 2.
Proof. We first treat the case n > 2. Let G : M, — R be a smooth 7"-

invariant function equal to |z|*~*" on By2\{p}, and 0 on M\Bj. The highest
order term of 2D;D is %AZ, and A is asymptotic to Agye near p in the sense
that A — Agye = H*9;0; where H* is O(|z]); see the proof of Lemma 2.
From this, A2 — A2, defines a bounded map Cy*(M,) — Cy—3*(M,) for
any weight §. Since |2|272" is the fundamental solution for A% _ in Euclidean
space, it follows that

SDiDG € CF (M),
w
By Lemma [B.4) there exist ¢ € 3%, (M,)T" and h € b such that
v
—D,D(p — G) = hlu,.
w
By elliptic regularity ¢ is smooth, and we have
[i=p—G=—[z[""+0("™")

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

V) pepr — h g,
w(p)

on M, where ¢, is a constant depending only on n and the weights v, w.

We next treat the n = 2 case; let G : M, — R be a smooth T"-invariant
function equal to log|z| on Bj\{p}, and 0 on M\B,;. In this case, the dif-
ference A — Agy. = H7%0,0;, where H* is now O(|z|7) for all 0 < 7 < 4/5;
see again the proof of Lemma [£2l The function —log|z| is the fundamental
solution of A% on C? so

U k—4,
EDUDG € CT0x(My).
Now, the same proof as for the n > 2 case in Lemma in fact shows that

V) pep,
(w,f)Hw(M)DvDso f
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on C5*(M,)T" x b has a right inverse for any &’ € (0,1) (as opposed to ¢’ €
(=1,0)). Hence there exist ¢ € C**(M,)™" and h € b such that

v
—D,D(p = G) = hlu,-
w

Defining I := ¢ — G once again, we have by the expansion I' = log |z| +O(|z|")
that I' is a distributional solution to the equation
v(p)
w(p)
on M, where ¢ is a constant depending only on the weights v, w.
For any n > 2, denote by pr : h — b the natural projection; we wish to

show that pr(h) = copli(p). To see this, first note (g, pr(h)) = h + const.
Recalling p1g is normalised to have integral 0 with respect to w(u)w™, for any

§eb,

DIDT = h — ¢35,

(€. pr(h))y = /M (b, € (s pr(B) ) w ()™
- /M (s, ) w ()"

= [ &) (LDDE 4 e, ) wlet

= Cn(:uH<p>7 £>

= (& 1 (D)),
where in the fourth line we used that (ugy, &) € ker D. O

On M, define the metric w by
0 =w+ 2007,
For n > 2, w takes the form
@ =100 (|2]> + €"7°T(2) + f(2))
— 99 (|z\2 — Qe 4 () + f(z)) ,

near p, where I'(z) = —|2|*2" + T'(z). Recall the Burns-Simanca metric

satisfies 7 = i09(|¢[* + g(()), where g(¢) = —[C|*?" + O(|¢[*~>") as |¢] — oo.
Let us write explicitly

9= +7,
where g is O(|¢]>7?"). Gluing @ to the pullback of €2y from Dy, to B, , we
produce the metric

(26)  Goi= D (|2 = et g (2)(E 7T (2) + £(2)
F1(2)e(e12))

Outside of égre we have w, = w, and on Ere we have @, = 17 (e?n). Furthermore,

@e = we +100(¥" 1 (2)T(2)).
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In the case n = 2, we define w, in the same way:
@) &= 00 (o + logle 2 + ()T + ().

where I'(z) = log |2|+T'(2) = log |2|+0(|z|7) for 7 > 0 small, and g(¢) = log |(]
so g = 0.
The equation we wish to solve is

Sow(we + 285%05) — Vle(fe+5) Vepe = Le(fe + 5),

where ¢, is a T’-invariant smooth K&hler potential and f. € . As done
previously we will now drop the ever cumbersome ¢, favouring

Spw(w +i00p) — VU(f +3) - Vo =L(f +5).

For the original K&hler metric on M we will write w’ when needed. Expanding
the scalar curvature S := S, ,, at w,, we can rewrite this as

£g) - 5% (0) — () = (s) ~ $(w) — Qo) + 5 VIF) - Voo

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

901 = — €2n—2,ylr

and
f/ — f - 62n72h7
where I and h are from Lemma [Z.Il The equation can then be written
< 1< , < < 1
L)~ 5K (&) — £(f") = (s) — $() — Q) + 5VT) - Vg

< 1
— L(e" 2y T) + §X(62"_2711") + 2"720(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 (¢, f') = N (¢, '), where

N, f) = P (e<s> 5() - 0@l + )

1
+ 5 V(2 (h) + £(f)) - V(e Pl + )

} 1
—L(e" %y D) + §X(62”’271F) + 62"2£(h)) .

Lemma 7.2. Forn > 2 let 6 € (4 —2n,0), and forn = 2 let § < 0 be
sufficiently close to 0. Then there exist constants cq, €9 > 0 such that for all
positive € < e, if @), oy € (Cy™)T" satisfy H(p;HC;,a < cg and f1, f5 € b satisfy
| fil < co, then

IN(h, £) = N (@ )l s < =16k = Ghllone + 171 = F3D).

DO | —
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Proof. For n > 2, the operator P has norm uniformly bounded independent
of €, hence we must estimate the C’gfil—norm of

< 1
Qp2) — Qp1) + 5 (VL(f1) - Vi1 — VE(fa) - Vipa).
By Lemma [5.2]
1062) - Oen)llge, < Clllgalloge + Ieallgge)lles — eallgpe
Now, p; = ¢} + 2" 2T, and since T is O(|z|*72"),
"52"72’7111"0;"“ < CHE%QFHC;Q(M\BTG) O e

as € — 0. Hence, choosing ¢y and ¢, sufficiently small, we can ensure

1
Cllprlloge + Ioalloge) < 7

Noting that ||p; — cp2||C;1,a = ||} — cp’2||cg,a, this implies

10e2) ~ Q1) llgge, < 4 — ehllgze
For the remaining term, we use the uniform estimate ||¢(f)]| oo <C | f] from
Lemma [3.12
IVE(f1) - Vor = VEU(f2) - Vo] o
<IVUF) - (T = Te)leon +I(VEF) = VEL)) - Veal e
<ClAl-ller = wollgre, + Clfv = ol - @2l gpe, -

Again, choosing c¢q sufficiently small,

1 / / / /
IVE(h) - Vor = VAL Viallgne, < 7165 — Gl + L = i)

When n = 2, the norm of P is only bounded by C€¢’. However, since I is
O(log |z|) we have

€6||€2’}/1F||C;1,a < CePlogrdri? — 0
as € — 0, so the proof still goes through in this case. O

Proposition 7.3. Forn > 2 let 6 € (4—2n,0) be sufficiently close to 4 — 2n,
and forn = 2 let 6 < 0 be sufficiently close to 0. Then there exists C' > 0
independent of € such that

HN<07 0)”();1’0‘ < 07675607
where 0 :== 0 forn > 2 and 0 := ¢ forn = 2.

Proof. Since the norm of P is uniformly bounded by C¢’, it is enough to bound
the C’gﬁ-norm of

Fi=U(s) = 5() = Qe 2T) + 3 (2U(R) - (a1

. 1
— L(e" 2y D) + §X(e2"*2fylr) + e2"720(h)
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by Cri=2.
We first estimate F' in the region B, . Here the terms involving ~; vanish,
and we are left with

F=0(s) — S(w) + " 72(h).
By Lemma [3.12]
1) e + 1€ e < C.
which gives
1(s)l o (5, + 1€ | o 5,y < Cre™* = 0

as € — 0. For the term S(w), note that w = €27 is scalar flat in this region, so
we only need to estimate ®, ., (w). The term &, ,,(w) is a linear combination
of terms of the form wu,(p)Ap® and uq,(p)g(&qa, &), where the u, and u,, are
among finitely many fixed smooth functions on the moment polytope P. From

Sections 34l and @ we have C{"*-bounds for g (1), ey (12), g, €., and Apc. Using
these bounds, we get

"qu,w(w)HCg’_‘ﬁl(E,n) <O =0

€

as € — 0.
Next we estimate F' on the region BlL,M\ By, . Here F' reduces to

. 1
Qur (€272 + 64"*4§vw,h VT,

where ' is the original metric on M. First note for n > 2 that I is O(|z|*72""7)

for all 7 > 0 small, so
4—-2n—1 .—2 2-2n—T1
|’FH0;1""(B1PM\§2T€) S CT’E n reT = CT’E n—=7
In particular ||€2”72F||C§’“(BIPM\§2T ) < CR>™w=7 — (0 as € — 0 for 7 suffi-
ciently small, and we can apply Lemma [(5.2] to get
5 2n—2
1Qur (™ )l o B1, 1\ B

<O Tllega i an s 1€ T Cp (Bl M\ Bay,)

§064n747¢€874n7277¢727,75

€ €

_CT47564n74 2—4n—21
- €

TE
4-5
<Cr:”°,
2n—1
where in the last line we used the explicit definition 7. := e2n+1 to conclude
4n—6 2n—1 —
¢ Ap2=An=2T — 2051722051 — 0 as € — 0 for small 7. For the term ¢4V, h-
Vw’ra

H €4n—4vw/ h, . le F | ’ Cg;a4(B1pM\§2r6 ) S 06477/—4 ” h | ’ Cé’a ”F H C;LQS(BIPM\§2TE )
< C€4n_47“4_2n_TT3_6
—_— € €
< Cri?.

Here we used Lemma[B.12/to bound ||A|| co» and the definition of r, to conclude

€4n—47,’€7—2n—’r S 7,21 )
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Lastly we estimate F' on the annulus A, := ézre\ére. Here, note that since
We = We +100(e*2y1(2)[(2)), we have

S(w) 4+ L(e 723D + Q> 2y ) = S(@).
So F'is given by

s) - @) + %éﬂwh) V(T + %X(e%?%r) + 2 (h).

The same estimates as for the region ére will bound the terms /¢(s) and
e?"=2((h), and the terms 2e""~*V{(h) - V(yI') and 2 X (e2"~2T) are bounded
similarly as €*"~1Vh - VI' was on the region BL,M \Ere.

The only term remaining to estimate is S(©). On the annulus A, we can
write &, = i90 (|z|> + p), where

pi=—€le 2T+ (2)( () + £(2)) + 72(2)e"g (e 2)
for n > 2, and N
pi=e'logle 'z +n(2) (€T (2) + f(2))
for n = 2. For each t € [0,1] we define the metric w, := 90 (|z|> + tp)
on the annulus, so w; = W, and wy is the Euclidean metric. To each w; we
associate a moment map as follows. First, for w; = w, we take the moment map
p1 = pe + d°(e? 2y I"). For the Euclidean metric wy, we proceed as follows.
First, recall the original metric w’ on M can be written w’ = i90 (|z|? + f(2))
near p, where f € O(|z[*). Using the function 3, from the proof of Lemma
6.5, we define
W, = w' = 5i00(Ba(2) f ()

on all of M. Since f is O(|z|*), w/ is a Kahler metric in the same class as w
for e sufficiently small, and

pg = p' — sd*(B2(2) f(2))
is a moment map for w! with image in P. Taking s = 1 and restricting to
A., we produce a moment map o for wy on the annulus whose image lies in
P. By taking the convex combination of moment maps for wy and w;, we
have a moment map p, for every w; on the annulus with image lying in P. It
follows the functions v(p;) and w(u;) are well defined, and we can consider the
operator S, ., (w;) and its linearisation for all ¢.
By the mean value theorem, there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that

S(@e) = S(wo) + Lu,p

on A.. We estimate each term on the right. First, since wy is scalar flat, the
term S(wp) is a sum of terms of the form wu, (o) Aopo and way(po)go(€a, &p)-
These are fixed smooth functions independent of €, so their Cg’_‘z norms over
the region A, are bounded by Cr4=. For n > 2,

(8) ol gpnqa, SCOro?(@—2rioan 4 2o g g 2RI

<Crl(rd 4ot +ri4rl)
<or?.
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Note to obtain sufficiently sharp bounds in the third line, we used the formula

2n—1 vy — —
re := e2nt1. For example, writing €2"~2r3=2" = r2 for some a, we solve a =

€

5 — ;Zﬂ >3 for all n > 2, so " 2rd=2" < p3 For n = 2,

(29) H/)Hc;"a(A S0T, 5( *|log Re| + €r] —0—7“?)
Cro(rd +ri+ )
<C 3-8

where we used ¢ = r.”® and 7 < 4/5 so €2rT < r? for 1 sufficiently close to

4/5.
Similarly, ||p||C§,a(A€) < Or3=? = Cr, for n > 2. Writing L, for the lineari-
sation of the weighted scalar curvature operator at wy,

Lisp = Lop + (Luy,p — Lop).

We now claim that the analogue of Proposition B applies for the metric

wo on the region A, in place of w.. To see this is rather straightforward; in

particular one needs estimates ||go|| ;t.a (4 < C independent of ¢, but this is
0,¢ €

even easier than the estimates for g., since the metric is fixed independent of
€. The estimates on the metrics g. were used to prove all of the corresponding
moment map estimates in Section Ml so these also hold for wy. In turn, the
moment map estimates were applied to prove Proposition B, and so the
Proposition holds for wq in place of w.. Applying this,

|owp — Lopllgoe 1y < Clpll g gy < OFA

on A.. The final term to estimate is Lo(p). The leading order term of L

2n72|z|472n

is D := v(“ 0 Az, which annihilates the leading order term —e (or

€ log |e~ z| When n = 2) of p. Writing p for p minus its leading order term,
HE0< )”(;M (Ae) = ”(LO - )/7"02;“4(A6) + |’Dﬁ|’c§;a4(A

Now, from Lemma 2.12]

(%—DW:—w&MaﬂmV¥WWME+D%

where D' is a differential operator of order 2. For the first term on the right-

hand side,
= Z Va (MO)&

This has uniformly bounded C’? *“_norm on A, since &, vanishes at p and the
norm on this region can be computed as the weighted norm on M,,. It follows
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that

2 i
L (@ Dep, V(v
H ) O I D

<C8Popllcoe 4y D Nallowa,y

§C||P||c§f2(A€)
SCT?‘ST?

<Crio.

€

Since D’ has order 2 with coefficients having bounded C&*-norms,
4-5
1D pllcoe gy < lllgae a,y < CrE.
Lastly, to estimate Dp, we use parts of the bounds in (28] and (29)) to get
||Dﬁ||c§f4(A€) < ||ﬁ||c;"a(,46)
< Cr ot
= Crio.
We have bound all terms in F' by Cr#=?, so the proof is complete. U
We can at last prove Proposition 3.6, which we recall implies Theorem [L.11
Proof of Proposition[3.8. Given ¢ so that Proposition holds, we have
N0, 0) e < Cort=?e!
for all € > 0 sufficiently small, for a fixed constant C'; > 0. Define the set

Se = {(p. ) € (CF) x B < lgllae + 1f] < 20020},

4-5 0

For € sufficiently small, we will have 2Cr:7°€” < ¢y, where ¢ is the constant

of Lemma [[.2l Hence for (¢, f) € S,
N Pl < NGO, 0) e + [N, £) — N0, )] e

_ 1
<Ot 4 S(llellgpe + 1£1)
S 2017’?7569.

It follows that N, maps the set S, to itself, and by Lemma [T.2] N, is a con-
traction on S.. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique
fixed point (i, fc) of N on the set S. By construction, this fixed point solves
the approximate weighted extremal equation

Sv,w(we + 18&06) — Vefe(s + f6 + 62n—2h) - Vepe = fe(S + fe 4 62n72h)7

where we recall h is the fixed function from Lemma [[.Il Thus, relating to
Proposition B.6, we define h,. := s + f. + " ?h, and we have solved the
required equation; note the solution is smooth, by elliptic regularity. All that
remains to be seen is that h, . has the expansion

2n—2

Bpe =5+ € cn,uﬁ(p) + h, s
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where h _satisfies |1, | < Ce® for some k > 2n — 2. By construction of h we

have h = c,u?(p), and h, . = fe satisfies

2n—1

|f6‘ S 2017“47560 S Ceant1 (4_5)4'9.

€

We can choose § as close to 4 —2n as required so that 32;} (4—0)+0 > 2n—2.

This completes the proof. O

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 [L.] 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] [Sz&12].

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

Proof of Corollary[1.3. Consider the weight functions
vi=(a+ L) wi= (a4 L)

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 ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small, by Theorem [[.1] there exists a weighted extremal metric in the
class [7*L — eE], where E is the exceptional divisor of the blowup. If
€ is rational, the class [7*L — eE] 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 [7*L—¢eF] by an integer k such that ke € Z,
there will exist a (v, w)-extremal metric in the class [k7* L—keE], which
is the first Chern class of an ample line bundle. It follows that the
unit sphere bundle S, of (km*L — keE)* admits an extremal Sasaki
metric. U

(3) Kahler—Ricci solitons and p-cscK metrics. Finally, let us con-
sider Kahler—Ricci solitons. We mentioned in the introduction that
our result can never produce a Kahler-Ricci soliton on the blowup.
However, we can produce a weighted extremal metric with weights
v =w = €&, This is almost a p-cscK metric in the sense of Inoue
[mo22], the only obstruction is that the extremal field for this metric
might not equal £&. However, it is a small deformation of &, since the
weighted extremal metric on the blowup is a small deformation of w..
It would be interesting to know when this extremal field is equal to £
itself, so that the blowup is genuinely p-cscK.
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