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ON THE EXISTENCE OF WEIGHTED-CSCK METRICS
JIYUAN HAN AND YAXIONG LIU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove that on a smooth Kéhler manifold, the G-
coercivity of the weighted Mabuchi functional implies the existence of weighted-
cscK (extremal) metric (firstly studied in [Lah19]), e.g, cscK metric, Kdhler-Ricci
soliton. Furthermore, we generalize this result to the case of G-equivariant Q-
Gorenstein smoothable projective klt varieties.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we apply the variational approach and continuity method to study the
weighted-cscK (extremal) metrics, whose study is initiated in papers [Lah19, Lah23, AJL23].
The weighted-cscK (extremal) metric is a natural generalization of cscK metric. The (gen-
eralized) Yau-Tian—Donaldson conjecture predicts the equivalence between the existence of
the cscK metric and the G-uniform K-stability condition. By the work of many authors (see
an incomplete list: [DR17, BDL20, CC21a, CC21b, Li22b, BJ23]), much progress has been
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made, and it is known that the existence of the cscK metric is equivalent to the G-coercivity
of the Mabuchi functional, and can be implied by the G-uniformly K-stability for models.

The category of weighted-cscK metrics includes a large class of important metrics, such
as Kdhler-Einstein metrics, cscK metrics, Kdhler—Ricci solitons, Mabuchi solitons, p-cscK
metrics, etc. It provides a universal framework to treat these different canonical metrics.
This viewpoint has some interesting applications, e.g, in [Li21], the author finds the Ricci-
flat Kéhler cone metric on a irregular cone by transforming it (within the weighted-cscK
category) to a g-soliton on a quasi-regular cone. Because of its importance, it is attempting
to generalize the Yau-Tian-Donaldson type theory to the weighted-cscK case which would
give an algebraic criterion for the resolution of the equation.

Let (X, w) be a compact Kdhler manifold. Let T be an /-dimensional real torus generated
by Hamiltonian vector fields of (X, w). The complexified torus T¢ acts holomorphically on
(X,w). The Lie algebra t := Lie(T) is identified with Ng ~ R’. Similarly, we identify the
dual t* with Mg ~ R’ with the corresponding dual real coordinates, which will be denote
by y:= (yi, -+, ye). }

Let {¢"} be a standard basis of t, and let mg, € C%®(X) be the associated Hamiltonian
function for a Kahler form wy € [w]. We have

Vs s

lgawtp = ?amg{’ .

By [Ati82], the image of my : X — t* = R’ is a convex polytope P, which is called the
associated moment polytope. It is explicitly given by

me(x) = (mqé;l(x), e ,mgf(x)), P := my(X).

We use «a, B to represent the index of the Lie algebra t, and i,j to represent the index of

base manifold X. Let y = (y,) € P denote for the coordinate. For any smooth function v on
P, we will always use v , to denote the derivative of v over y,.

Definition 1.1. We define the Lie algebra

autr(X) = {¢ € aut(X) : [§,c] =0,Vc € t}.

Let Autr(X) be the connected subgroup of Aut(X) that is generated by autr(X). Let G = K¢ C
Autr(X) be a reductive Lie group, and K contains a maximal torus of Auty(X). Denote T as the
center of G. Note that, since T is a subgroup of the center of Autr(X) and K contains a maximal
torus, we have T C K.

In [Lah19], the author considers the following weighted-cscK equation
(1.1) Sv(p) = W(mti?) : gext(mqﬁ)/

where v,w € C®(P,R~g), lext is an affine function on P, and the weighted-scalar curvature
is given by
Su($) = v(mg)S(9) = 2valp(my ) —V,ap(my) (6,5 ).

Note that when v = w = const, the solution of (1.1) is the extremal metric.
Equation (1.1) can be equivalently written as a system of second-order PDEs:

(1.2a) v(my)(w +ddg)" = efw",
Va(my) 0\ o w(mg)  trygRic(w)
12 (0= S ) F = —tonln) St S
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where for a (1,1)-form 7, try4(77) is defined by

tryp(17) 1= v (my)trpn + ((dv) (mgp), my),
for the detail definition of m, see Subsection 2.A.

From the variational point of view, the equation (1.1) can also be considered as the Euler-
Lagrangian of the weighted Mabuchi functional IM, ./, (see Definition 2.5). In [Lah23], the
author shows that the weighted-cscK metric is a minimizer of My ¢, and such metric is
unique up to automorphism. It is proved in [AJL23] that the existence of the solution of (1.1)
implies the G-coercivity of IM, .. In this article, we aim to prove the inverse direction
and conclude the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. The following statements are equivalent:

(1). Up to the automorphism group Autr(X), there exists a unique solution of the weighted-cscK
(extremal) equation (1.1).

(2). The weighted Mabuchi functional for weighted-cscK (extremal) equation is G-coercive, i.e,

MV/W‘Eext(qb) 2 5 ' ]IV/T<(P> - C’
for some constants 6 > 0, C > 0, and any ¢ € 5}<(X,w).

To show (2) implies (1), we consider the following weighted version of the continuity path
of Chen [Chel8] for weighted extremal metrics,

Sv(¢) Avg(6) _
where 6 is a K-invariant smooth positive (1,1)-form in the same class of w.

Remark 1.3. The idea of the continuity path (1.3) can be seen from the variational picture.
In terms of the weighted Mabuchi functional, since —Ric(w) may not be positive, replace
a small part of —ER€ by E for a positive (1,1)-form 0 will make the weighted Mabuchi
functional more coercive. Intuitively, this makes (1.3) always solvable for t € [0,1).

Similar with [CC21a], the equation (1.3) can be re-written as a coupled PDE system

(1.4a) v(m(l,)wg§ =efw",
B Va(me) o\ - e m w(myg) 1 try»(0)
(Ad) v(my) Je ) F = lea(my) v(my) * t) v(my)
(1.4b) _a- %)QV‘:’((Z;)) trvf(lj:;()w)

Compared with the equations in [CC21a], the first equation (1.4a) is a weighted Monge-
Ampere equation, and the second linear equation (1.4b) also contains first-order derivative
terms. This makes the C%-estimate and C2-estimate of ¢, the gradient estimate of F more
challenging.

We prove a uniform C%-estimate by employing the argument in [GP22]. This also enables
us to study the existence of weighted-cscK metrics on a smoothable kit variety. In addition,
in the calculation of C2-estimate of ¢ and gradient estimate of F, we need to choose new
test functions and integral weights in order to deal with the first-order derivative terms
produced from the Bochner formula.

In the study of the moduli problem (e.g, of general type or Fano type vareities), it is in-
evitable to solve canonical metric equations on varieties with singularities ([SSY16, LWX19,
LTW21, LTW22, Li22a, DNGG23, MW24]). Therefore, we are also interested in finding
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weighted-cscK metrics on projective varieties with klt singularities. As our first attempt,
we state an application of our uniform estimates above to the case of G-equivariant Q-
Gorenstein smoothable kit varieties, which gives a generalization of the result [PTT23] in
weighted-cscK setting.

Definition 1.4. Let X be a normal kit variety with an ample line bundle L. Let G C Autr(X)
be a reductive Lie group as defined before. A G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein smoothing of X is a pair
(X, L), which satisfies:

(1). X is a Q-Gorenstein scheme associated with a flat projective morphism 7w : X — D, such
that L is rt-relatively ample, Xy is smooth for t # 0, (Xp, Lo) ~ (X, L).

(2). G acts on X, such that on each X}, G C Aut(X;).

Theorem 1.5. Let (X, L, T) be a normal kit variety with an ample line bundle L and a torus action
T. Let G C Auty(X) be a reductive Lie group which contains a maximal torus of Auty(X). Assume
(X, L) is G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein smoothable. Then, the weighted Mabuchi functional My, on
X is G-coercive implies that there exists a singular weighted-cscK (extremal) metric on X.

The definition of singular weighted-cscK metric is given in definition 5.2.

Organization. In Section 2, we recall some backgrounds on weighted-cscK metrics and re-
write the weighted-cscK equation to a coupled PDE system.

In Section 3, we consider a modified coupled PDE system and prove the uniform CV esti-
mate and W2?-estimate for ¢, and the gradient estimate for F + f, — log(v(my)).

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.2 by using the continuity method. We give a sketched
proof of the openness part in Subsection 4.A, where we follow the argument in [Chel8],
[Has19]. We prove the closedness part in Subsection 4.B, where we follow the strategy of
[CC21Db].

In Section 5, we prove the uniform W2P-estimate for the G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein fam-
ily with respect to the reference metric used in [PTT23]. Then we finish the proof of Theorem
1.5 by combining the uniform L*-estimate in Subsection 3.A, uniform W*?-estimate and in-
terior estimates in Section 6.

In Section 6 (Appendix), we provide C2-estimate, higher-order estimates, and interior C2-
estimate for the weighted-cscK equation. In addition, we give a detailed computation of the
linearized operators used in the openness part.

Relation with Di-Nezza-Jubert-Lahdili’s work. As our project was nearing completion,
we were informed that Eleonora Di-Nezza, Simon Jubert and Abdellah Lahdili just finished
a preprint that could also prove Theorem 1.2 by using a method quite different from ours.
Our two groups finished our projects independently.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Abdellah Lahdili for sharing his idea
on showing the openness near the starting point of the continuity path around 2020. The au-
thors would like to thank Jianchun Chu, Lifan Guan, Chang Li for their helpful discussions.
The authors would like to thank Chi Li for his interest and helpful comments. J. Han is sup-
ported by National Key R&D Program of China 2023YFA1009900, NSFC-20701003A012401.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will collect the foundations of the variational approach and continu-
ity method that are needed in further analysis. In particular, we will review the weighted
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Monge-Ampere measure V(m(/,)cug, £ 1—space and d;-distance, the functionals My, J, Ey,
coercivity, weighted-cscK (extremal) equations and continuity path.

2.A. Weighted Monge-Ampere measures, space of potentials, and functionals. The vari-
ational approach has successful applications in the resolution of Kadhler-Einstein problem,
see [Tia97, BBGZ13, BBE™19, BBJ21]. In this subsection, we will define the notions needed
in the variational approach. We will follow the lines in [BN14, HL23, AJL23].

We will consider K-invariant w-psh functions:

(2.1) Pshg (X, w) = {¢ € Psh(X,w) : ¢ is invariant under the K-action},

In [BN14], the authors define the weighted Monge-Ampere measure by using Kiselman’s
partial Legendre transform and approximation by series of step functions. Then in [HL23],
the authors present an alternative definition by using a more direct fibration construction,
which is more adapted in defining the non-Archimedean functionals.

Proposition 2.1 ([BN14, HL23]). Let v be a smooth positive function on the moment polytope
P. For any w-psh function ¢ € Pshg (X, w), the weighted Monge-Ampere measure MAy (¢) :=
v(mg)wy, is well-defined as a Radon measure.

The following weighted functionals and potential spaces are defined in [BN14, HL23,
Lah19, AJL23].

Definition 2.2. For ¢ € Pshx(X,w), ¢ = ¢o+u, ¢r = ¢o+tu (0 < t < 1), we define the
weighted energy functionals:

1 1oy nt
(2.2) IEV(‘P/ (PO) = m/o /X((P - (PO)V(mfPr)C;—q;dt’
w" 1 n
23)  El(¢,¢o) = / / & — 90) (Vg )7 A (nftl)! +<d"(m¢f)'m'7>‘/’f%)dt’

where 1 is a smooth (1,1)—form, which can be locally expressed as 1 = ddyp. And m,(g) :=
—J&(), which is globally well-defined. And (dv(my, my)p = — ¥, V. JC* ().

We denote Ey(¢) = Ey(¢,0). (The same convention applies for other energy functionals.) We
define the weighted I-functional:

1 wno W'
(24) Iy (¢, ¢0) = VoX) /X(4> — o) <V(m470)n—4; - V(mrp)n—;p) ,
and the weighted J-functional:
(2.5)
Jv (¢, ¢o)
1 W

“v.® J@ = 90)v(ng) = — v (9, ¢n) =: Au(4,90) ~ Ex (9, 0)

_ N\kn—k-1 . _ iy k n—k—1
_/Xk 0/ / VO 1 —k o gy (=9 st (g — go) AdS(9 — go) et AT
We also define the reduced weighted J-functional:
26 Jor(9) = inf J(0"¢).
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Remark 2.3. There exists a constant C which depends on v, such that

() <Tu(9) < CI(9),

and

%(MP) —J(¢)) <Ty(9) —Tu(¢) < C(I(p) —J(9)).

Definition 2.4. We define the following spaces of potentials:

n
Wy

@7 E(Xw) = {g e Pshe(X,w): [ vimy)=E :/Xv(mw)“;—? — V(X))
(2.8) Ex(X,w) = {¢ € Ek(X,w) : By(¢) > —oo},

Definition 2.5. Forany ¢ € EL(X, w), we define the (weighted) Mabuchi functional (for weighted-
cscK problem) as:

v (my)wg w"
M (9) = [ log(—5—)v v(mg) -t /log (110)) v (m0)
—ES(¢) + Euw (9).
We also define the (weighted) Mabuchi for ( weighted—extremal problem) as:
w’ w"
Manotaa®) = [ 108000 — [ togv(ome) i) &

— By )(4>) + Eyor (¢)-

In [Che00, Dar15, BN14, BB17, BDL17, Lah19, HL23, Lah23], the authors show that space
& 11<(X,w) is granted with a Finsler structure, under which the functionals have controlled
behaviours.

Proposition 2.6. Let ¢, ¢ be two w-psh functions in E4(X, w). Then there exists a unique geodesic
segment ¢ (0 < t < 1) in EL(X, w) that connects ¢o and ¢y. The space EL(X, w) is geodesically
complete and associated with a distance dy. In addition, along any geodesic, E, is affine, JJy, My w
are convex.

Remark 2.7. Since v has positive lower and upper bounds, the strong topology defined
by E, is equivalent to the strong topology defined by E. And the entropies H, H, are
equivalent, i.e., there exists C > 0, such that %(IH +1)<H, <C(H+1).

Definition 2.8 (Coercivity). Let IF be a functional defined over the potential space £} (X, w). We
say that F is coercive if there exist constant § > 0, C, such that for any ¢ € EL(X, w),

F(p) >46-Jv(¢) —C.
We say that TF is G-coercive if there exist constant § > 0, C, such that for any ¢ € £ (X, w),
F(¢) > 6-Jyr(p) —C.

Remark 2.9. All the definitions and propositions of this subsection can be generalized to the
setting of projective klt varieties. See for example [HL23, Section 2].

2.B. Weighted-cscK equations. In this subsection, following the idea in [CC21a], we re-
write weighted-cscK equation (1.1) to a coupled PDE system, in which the first one is a
g-Monge-Ampere (as studied in [BN14], [HL23]) and the second one is a linear elliptic equa-
tion. One main difference from the cscK equation in [CC21a] is that, the first order derivative
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will appear in the second equation. In the following of this subsection, we collect some com-
putations that are frequently used in latter sections.

Let
V(m(P)w(]) . F
= log <T> ie.,v(mg)wy = e w".

Then the linearization of L.H.S. is given by
d

n d (14 n n
. (v(mg)wf,) =valmg) = . (Myprp, &)y + v(me) Dppeoy

_ <V,zx(m¢)dcll)<ézx) + Arp(l/))) V(mrp)“’g

v(my)
~ (8= S ) (v lmgo
where ¢ = ¢ + tip and Ay := tryy/—100, we have used [Lah19, Lemma 1]
mS, = mf, + td°P({).

Note that
Va(mp)vp(my) 5 o
(29) [V logv(my) [ = === (8,8
We denote mgj = (my,C).
One has

(210)  Aglogv(my) = VV'“(;”;";) Ag(m ) + ijz))@“ &) V""(':‘é’zf (") (o, )
and
(2.11) —J&" log (%) = d° <1og ( ¢>> (&%) = Ag(m§y ) — Aoy (my),
(see [Lah19, Lemma 5]). Thus one obtains

V“(mfp) o V“(m(P) dc o

S ) = ind dF (@)

_ va(mg)v,g(my) a(mgp) ey Valmy) &

(212) = e & &g+~ v(mg) 20075) = Sy D)

Then we have

<A¢ — Vac((m(];) ]C“) F A(p logv(m¢) + A(p IOg ( ’ - V‘;DE%)(F)) ]ga (F)

v (mg)
v(mg)
—5(¢)

_ Su(¢
v(m

=2

Dg(my + T2 ;”)<c 2Py —

( V(’”rp)

+tr¢Ric( )
) Val(mg)
2 ()
L () (4(Q9) (), M) + v(mp)trgRic(@))
’) ¢ ¢ )7 MRic(w) ¢)tpRIClw

N (mS) + trgRic(w)

Sv(e)
v(mg)
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Sv(¢p)  trygRic(w)
v(my) " v(my)

where

Su(@) = v(mp)S(@) = 2v B (m ) =V up(mp) (&, )y
and Mgic(y) = Do (Mew).
The continuity path (1.3) can be reformulated into the following coupled PDE system

(2.13a){ v(mg)wy = efw",

Cvalmg) N\ " w(my) trop(n) o 1 w(myg)
<A¢ v () ]§>F— Lext(my) V() + V() (1 t)Q ,

where we denote 7; := (1 — )0 + Ric(w). By (2.12) and (2.13b),

(2.13b)

_ - w(mg) troe(m) - 1. w(my)
ApF = — lexi( ¢)V(m¢) V() (1 t)Qv(m¢)

- V,Dé(th)V,,B(th) B xw\ V,a(”’l(p) mgtx B mgw
V(m¢)2 (¢, ¢ >¢ V(m¢) A¢( ¢ o)
and
oo v(ms)) — — - w(mg) trvg(m) o 1, w(mg)
Bg(F ~logv(my)) = = Lea(my) v(my) — v(my) (1 t)Qv(md))

v m¢ ¢ )
== ((Eext +(1- %)Q)% -(1- %) <(dv)<7::"’> m9>> + trpne
~Val(mg) e Vap(Mg) o 2
2 o) Ay v(mg) (6%, ¢")g
Note that, by (2.12),
Y l19) 120 — togv(mg)) =2 jan () — Y2 U19) 1 10g v im, )
v(my) EVU9)) = my) v(my) EViMy
V() . _ vu(mg) JG* (v(my))
V,zx(m ) & Vvé(m ) n
vm) 18 () = Sz e (me)JE" (g, 2F))
Va(me) . Valmg)vp(mg) o g
V(m¢) J¢ (F) V(m(l))z <C /G >47
Vo (my) o Va(mg)
(2.14) =— V(m(:; Ag(msy) V(m(:; A (mEy)
It follows that
(2.15)
(P ~log(mg)) =~ f{ + try + 228 g3 (2 logvimg) "2 e ),
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where

<|=
—
o
=

2
N
3
s

fli= (foat (1= 1)0)

In addition, by (2.10) and (2.14)

Aglogving) = — VV""(%";) JE* (F — logv(my)) + VV""(%";) Do ().
@16 T g g8y, - TATOEE) ),

One also has

(217) Ay(F +logv(my)) = — fi + tren: — 2V'a(m¢)v'ﬁ(m¢) (Cﬁ,C“>¢ + M<§“,gﬁ>¢,

v(mg)? v(my)

where
d
fi = (lexe + (1 — %)Q)% —(1- %) {( V)(r:¢),m9>‘
We have
V,a(m¢)V,ﬁ<m(p) Vg (1) - ) ap
<2 V(M¢)2 B V(M¢) ) <§ ’C >¢ < AV,§<§ /g >q§

218) = A:/,g 7?_552 < Ayetrpw,

for some constant A,z > 0 only depends on v and {Z"}.
In the study of the closedness part of the continuity method, it is also necessary to study
the following modified (by automorphism) coupled equations (see Lemma 4.7):

(2.19a) ( v(my)w) = e"w",
C Valmg) N\ . w(myg) 1 trye(6)
(30 g 80 ) F = ~toslong) Sty + 0= S
| tryp(ddfs) 1, ,w(mg) trygRic(w)
(2190) v(my) a f)QV(mrp) v(mg)

where f, € Psh(X, (:£)0), supy f. = 0.

2.C. Examples. By choosing the functions v, w accordingly, the expression of the weighted-
cscK metric can be formulated into Kdhler-Einstein metric, cscK metric, Kdhler Ricci soliton,
extremal metrics. We refer the interested readers to the examples listed in[Lah19, Section 3].

Among others, one interesting example is studied in [In022], where the author defined
the constant yé‘-scalar curvature Kéhler metric (y-cscK for short) as a generalization of cscK

metric. The yé‘-scalar curvature is defined by
SHwyp) = S(wy) — 28pmS, — JE(mG) — Ami,

where J¢ + +/—1¢ is a holomorphic vector field, mgj is the corresponding Hamiltonian func-
tion of ¢, A € R. The p-cscK metric can be expressed as a weighted-cscK metric by letting

¢
v =w = ¢"%. When X is a Fano manifold, one interesting feature of the p-cscK metric wy

9
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is that, it interpolates the extremal metric and the K&hler Ricci soliton metric under the as-
sumption of the existence. In particular,as A — —oo, wy converges to the extremal metric; as
A converges to the average scalar curvature S > 0, wy converges to the Kéhler Ricci soliton.

Another interesting feature is, when the y-cscK metric exists, the vector field ¢ is a critical
point of the volume functional Vol* (&), where

1 ¢ ¢
log(Vol!)(&) = : / (S(w¢) - A(pmg — Amg) w4+ A - log(/ e"rewy).

[ " X X

X ¢

After a normalization, log(VolA ) has the same expression as Perelman’s W-functional

[Per02]. When restricted on Fano manifolds, log(Vol/\ ) is equal to Tian-Zhu’s volume func-
tional [TZ02] up to the difference of a constant.

3. APRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we provide a uniform C%-estimate, W2P-estimate of ¢ and gradient es-
timate of F + f, — log(v(my)) for equation (2.19a), (2.19b). The proof of the uniform C°-
estimate is based on a modification of Guo-Phong’s method [GP22]. The proof of WP-
estimate and gradient estimate follows from Chen-Cheng’s method [CC21b] with a new
choice of test functions and integral weights.

3.A. Uniform CC-estimate. Let wy be a fixed smooth Kahler form, and let w = x + swx be
a smooth Kahler form, where x is a smooth (1,1)-form in a nef class, s > 0. We will first
consider the uniform C%estimate of the following PDE system

Ay (F +2log(v(my)) + fo) = —f +tren,
where ¢, = Vi, (X)/ Vi, (X), cweﬁw’;( = V(}nq))epa]”. We assume that f is a smooth function

on X. Furthermore, we also assume that we can find a constant p > 0 that is sufficiently
large (to be determined later), and [y e P/ w" < C(p).

Remark 3.1. In the modified continuity path, for the (%)9—psh function f,, for arbitrarily
large p, we have f X e Pl uniformly bounded from above when t is sufficiently close to
1. And *2]Z*(f,) is determined by the class [6], which is bounded. Thus the modified
continuity path (2.19a),(2.19b) can be reformulated into (3.1) when ¢ is sufficiently close to 1.

Theorem 3.2. Assume w < kwx for some x > 0and [ feﬁa& <Ky, n>-Kw, [y e Pl <
C(p) for some p > q*rd (to be determined in the proof), supy f. = 0. Then supy |¢p| < C,
supy (F + f.) < C, where the constant C depends on wx, n,x, lext, v, W, C(p), K1, Ka.

If we further assume n < Kzcw, then F + f, is bounded from below by another constant depending
further on K.

Remark 3.3. The format of the statement of Theorem 3.2 is to make it suitable for the future
application in resolution.

Fw%, for p > n, we have

Proof. By applying [GP22, Theorem 2] to equation wy = cqe
supy |¢| < C, where C depends on wx, 11, p, x, Ent, (eF ).

Therefore, we just need to modify [GP22, Theorem 3] to use [ Fef, w’ to bound Ent, (F).

10
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We need to use the auxiliary function ¢, which satisties the following equation

(=@ + O(F+ o +20g(v(mg))
Ak w 7

where § = 11—0K2_ V'R - R,isa sequence of positive smooth functions that converges
monotonically decreasingly to the function x - Idg, (x). And

A=t [ (= 0(F + £+ 2log(v(my))) -k

which converges to

(32) (CU + ddclIJk)n =

Aw =5 | (<0 +6(F + f. + 2log(v(my)) e wh

< ;—Z | (~p+o(F +2log(v(my))))eFwl,

where QO = {x € X : F + f, + 2log(v(my)) > 0} and 0 < A < C(Ky).
Consider

(3.3) ¥ = —e(—y+ M) — ¢+ 8(F + f. +2log(v(my))),
L
where € = (W) TA;" A% = nzfle where the constant Cy is chosen such that

i
The next is to show that ¥ < 0. It suffices to assume supy, ¥ is achieved at a point xg € ().
Then at xg, we have

0> ApY
=z ,,ffl( P+ A) 7 (trpwy, — trpw) — (1 — trpw) + A (F + f. +2log(v))
en’ 1 —¢+3(F+ fi +2log(v)), !
> g (et A ™ )" —n—dCs
en 1 1
en’ 1 —¢+0(E+ fi +2log(v)), !
_n+1( ¢k+A) 1( Ak ) —(TZ—FCSCf)
This implies
(n+1) n+c3C . .
g+ 8(F + f+ 210g(v) < (¢ N A (e A = (i + A7,
This concludes that supy, ¥ = ‘P( x0) < 0. Therefore

S(F+f) < —¢p+0(F+f) <C((—yp + 1)1 +1) < —&Py + C,

where € can be chosen arbitrarily small. Choose r € such that 76 > 1 and rge < a(X,xwx)
for some g > 1 that is close to 1. Denote g* > 1 such that % + L = 1. Then we have

q*
/. er&fw?( _ / erﬁ(f+f*—f*)w§l(
X X
<
<C

==

/Xeqré(ﬁf*)wg() </X ~q°18f )L"
([ emrag)’ <c.
X

11
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In particular, this implies Ent,(F) is uniformly bounded. Then by [GPT23, Theorem] we
have supy, [¢| < C, where the constant C depends on parameters listed in the statement of
the theorem. (Alternatively, we can also use the C%-estimate in [EGZ09]).

In order to prove the upper and lower bounds of F + f., we need to use the mean-value
type inequality proved in [GP22].

Letu := F + f« +2log(v) — Kz¢, which satisfies Agu > —a for some constant a > 0.
Apply Lemma 3 in [GP22] to 1, we can obtain the upper bound of F + ..

Similarly, let u := —(F + f. + 2log(v)) — K3¢, which satisfies Apu > —a for some a > 0,
we can obtain a lower bound of F + . O

3.B. W2?-estimate. For the convenience of the computation, we rewrite the coupled system
(2.19a),(2.19b) into

(3.4) v(mg)wy = efw",
_ V,a<m(p) ” 7 B tI'V,(p(ddCf*)
<A¢ V(m¢) ]C F = ft + tr(p(’?t) V(Tl’l(p)

where f, € Psh(X, (1 = 1)0), supy fu = 0, fi = —(£exe + (1 — 1)0)¥ + (1 — 1) Wahme) _
"V—/“Awmgj (which is a bounded function), 7y = (1 — 1)6 + Ric(w), and [y e Pfw" < C for a
sufficiently large positive constant p. (which can be achieved when ¢t — 1 in the modified
continuity path.)

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ be a solution of (3.4), then

A(F — log v(my)) — S(w)

tl'(,d(p

Ay log trwy >

— Btr¢aJ,

where B > 0 is a constant depending on the lower bound of the holomorphic bisectional curvature of
w.

Proof. By [Szfrm[o]-4, Lemma 3.7], then

T
8" Ric(¢) z
Agplogtrwy > —Btrpw — "
¢ log trwy, Tow 0y

where B > 0 is a constant depending on the lower bound of the holomorphic bisectional
curvature of w. Since

- wy -
Ric(wy) = Ric(w) — v/ —10dlog cu_il) = Ric(w) — v —199(F — logv(my)),
then

¢ Ric(9) = S(w) — A(F — log v(m,)).
Therefore the lemma follows. O
Theorem 3.5. Let ¢ be a solution of (3.4), for any p > 1, then

(3.5) / eP=Df- (1 4+ AP)P W < C,
X

where C is a constant depending on p, v, w, ||¢||co, ||F + f«||co, an upper bound of 6 and Ric(w),
and a lower bound of the holomorphic bisectional curvature of w.

Remark 3.6. By Holder inequality, we also have
(3.6) / (n+A¢)Pw" < C,
X

12
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for a constant C that depends on the same parameters as stated above.

Proof. We consider

—a(F+logv(mg)40dfi+be)

u:=e trw¢,

where a,b > 1 are uniform constants determined later. Since
Vv —109¢f = e/ /=130 f + e/ /—10f N Of,
then one has
Apu = A¢61°g " =¢lo8 Ay logu + uV?(logu) -5 V¢ (logu)
(3.7) = —auly(F +logv(mgy) + 6 f + be) + ulglogtrwy + u_1\V¢u\é.
By (2.17), we have
Ay (F +logv(mgy) + 0 f. + bo)
v,ap(My)

= —f, +trpn — 2| VP log v(mg)|? +
ft Mt ‘ g < ‘P)‘zp V<m¢)

(6%,8P)g +bn — btrpw — (1= )My f.

) 0 )y (1= )

where A; > 0 is a constant satisfying #; < Ajw. By Lemma 3.4, (3.7) and (3.8),

(3.8) < (bn— fi) + (A1 — b)trpw — 2|V? logv(mq,)]é

Apu > e A(FFlogvifitby) (a(ft —bn+ (1 —0)Ayfi)trwy + (ab — aAy — B)trypwtrw,
ap (1)

+AF —s(w )) +2au|V? log v (my) |5 —qy Lee M) ( ) (e, eP)y + +uVPulg,
where we denote F' := F — log v(m,). One observes
1 19

We will firstly compute a contribution from integration by parts.
Recall that w(’; = eF—logvyn

_ / upflefu(FJrlogv+5f*+b¢)A<F _ logv)eZ” longg
X

' 1
_ p—1,(1—a)(F—logv)—adf,—ab¢g _ _ n
= /Xu e 1 A<(1 a)(F logv)>w

=— / up~lel1=a)(F-logv)—adf.—ab¢ . %A((l —a)(F —logv) —adf, — abc])) w"
X

_/. up—le(l—u)(F—logv)—uﬁf*—ubzp a(SAf* +abA(P
X

1—a
=T+ 1I.
One has
1
— p—1,(1—a)(F-logv)—adf.—abp _ ~ _ _ _ _ n
I /Xu e 1—aA((1 a)(F —logv) —adf. ab4))w
p—1,(1—a)(F—logv)—adf.—ab¢p

=—/ — V(1 @)(F —logv) — asf. —ab) "

X a—1
Z 1u” 2e(1=a)(F-logv)=adf.=ab¢ . (73 Y ((1 — a)(F — logv) — adf. — abg))w"

X a—

13
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yP—1lp(1—a)(F—logv)—adf.—ab¢
< =
- /X a—1
yP—1lp(1—a)(F—logv)—adf.—ab¢
/X 2(a—1)

|V((1 —a)(F —logv) — adf, — abg) [*w"

|V (1~ a)(F —logv) — adf. — abg)[2w"
12 :
[ semas st g

< (p— 1)2 / yP—3p—a(F-logv)—aéf.—abp . ]Vu]zw”
_2<[l -1) Jx ¢

_ (P - 1)2 yP—3p—a(F+logv+ifi+be) , |vu|2€2alongn
" 2(a—-1) Jx ¢

(p—1)7? 3 —a(F+logv+éf,+b) 2 2alog v
§2<a_1)/xup e 0(FHOBVHOLH00) |7 2 (1 4 A)E OBV

_(P - 1>2 -2 2 2alogv
" 2(a—1) /x”p |Vgulge™ 8 wy.

Then we have

(3.10)

_ / upflefu(FJrlogv+5f*+b¢)A<F _ logv)eZ” longg
X

2
< <P - 1) / uplevqﬁu@emlongg _ / uP~1p(1—a)(F-logv)—adf.—ab¢ , adAf, + Elegbwn
X

—2(a—1) X 1—a
(p—1)2 ) 2 2alogv 1 —a(Ftlogv+ofutbp) AODfx +abAP 5100
—2(a—1) / Ul Vgulge e w(’;—/Xu” e TR A e

Thus we obtain

. -2 2 2al

/X(P — DuP % [Vyul} - 8V wh
= /X up_1< — Apu — (Vg1u,2aV, logv>¢> -ez“l"g"a);‘,
<—-2a /X uP*1<V¢u, V,log V>¢62a longg]

B / up_le_u(FHOgVHf*erq)){a<ft —bn+(1- 5)A¢f*>trw¢ + (ab — aA; — B)trywtrwy

X

+ A(F —logv) — s(w)}emlonggj

_ za/X uP’V(P logV@eZulongg _ /X uP*2|v¢u|é€2along$

_|_a/. uPV“_"B<Cmg > eZalongn.

X v ple ¢

Use the fact that |“£(&,, &5)gl, [V logv(mq,)@ < C-tryw, fy —bn > —(n+1)b and

\Y%

—2a/Xup_1<V¢u, V¢logv>¢ez“l"g"a)$

' 1
2 2 2l -2 2 2l
<2a /}(upyv¢1ogv|¢e T8V wy + 5 /Xup [ Vpulpe™ 8 wg,

14
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and the fact that |S(w)| < C and by letting b large enough so that |a(f; —bn)| > —(n + 1)ab,
the inequality above can be simplified into

Lo 1
[ (p =32 [V ufy - 25V
gCaz/ uptr¢w62“1°ng$+ (n+1)ab/ upez“l"g"wg
X X
_ @/ uPtr weZulongn+C/ yP—lp—a(F+logv+if.tbp),2alogv  ,n
2 Jx ¢ ¢ % ¢
—El(l _(5)/XupA¢f*62along$_/ upflefu(FJrlogv+5f*+b¢)A<F_logv)eZalongZ‘

X

We can choose b > a > 1 sufficiently large so that ab —aA; — B > “—Zb, b > 4aC, the
inequality above can be simplified into

Ly pa 2 2l ab 2a1
/X(p—i)up -\V(I,u\q)-e“Ongg—kz/xuptrq,weﬂongg

S(n+1)ab / upezalongg_}_c/ up—le—a(F+logv+(5f*+bq§)62ulongg
X X

_/ up—le—a(F+logv+5f*+b¢)(a(SAf* + abA(l))eZulongn
X 1—a 1-—a ¢

Choose a sufficiently large so that g’g;}%? < (p—1). Use the inequality (3.10), we have
ab [

4 Jx
. p,2al n
<(n+1)ab /Xu e %8V wy

p. . 2alogv, n
u tr¢w e Wy

1, —a(F+logv+ifitbe) (D ) 2alogv
+/Xu”’ e~ (FHlogvof 4’<C T Agb)e“ogwg

ab
1—a

—+ \/}'( uP*lefa(F+logv+5f*+b¢)< — a(]_ — (5)A¢f* . (n —+ A(P) — . (5 . Af*>62ﬂ10ng$

Choose a, b large so that

ab ab abn
< - <!
— AP < CH —(n+4¢9) - —5 < Cb(n+A¢),

€1
and let 6 = %,we have
—a(1—8)Agf.(n + Ap) + a% 8- Afo = —Apfe - (n+ D) + Af.
(fa+e5)  1—t 031 +¢5)

; 1+ ¢; < t ); T+¢. — trgw - (n+ Ad)

we have
ab 241 1
— | uPtrpwe 8V < C’b/ upe?alogy ,m
8 /X ¢ ¢ = x ¢
which implies

1 =1l (F_
/Xup<n—|-A¢)”*1€"*1(F ogv)EZuIOgVC‘JZ]?§ < C/X“pwg'

15
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It follows that
/ e(—ap =t F—pla=1) fumapbg+-Qatily) log v (17 4 AP+t "
X

< C/. e(l—up)F+(2a—ap)logv—p(a—l)f*—bqu(n_|_A(P)pwn.
D'
Use ||¢]|co, ||F + f«]lco, | logv| < C, then we derive
/. e(p_z_:%)f*(n +A¢)p+ﬁw” < C/. eP=Vf(n + Ap)Pw".
X X

Take p = 1+ k- L5, then the inductive argument concludes the proof.

3.C. Gradient estimate of F —logv + f..
Theorem 3.7. Let ¢ be a solution of (3.4), then
S‘;{P(\V(P(F —logv(my) + fi)lgp) < C,

where C is a constant depending on w, (6], v, W, ||¢||co, ||F + fillco, |[trewy || e for some p.
Furthermore, for any p > 0, with a constant C, that depends on the same parameters above,

(3.11) /X VO(F 4 f.)[hw" < Cp.
Note that, by the arithmetic-geometric inequality, we have the lower bound

trwgy > ne% >C>0,
thanks to the lower bound of F'.
Proof. Let W = F' + f, = F —log Vv + fs.

Let’s begin by reviewing some preliminaries that are needed along the proof. We have
the following formulas and inequalities:
RIC(QD)IE = Rlcl} - Fl/— = RICZ] - Wl} + <f*)1]’
trgw < n_le_F,(trw(/,)”_1 < C(trwy)" 1,

IRic(w)(VIW, VIW)| < C-eF - (trwy)" - [VIW]3,

| - - W W:W, (f) gWiW;
Rie(9)jWiW; = Ric(w)(VIW, VIW) = G0 507 07 Ao 1))
WﬁW?WJ'

> —Ce™F(trwy)" NIVIWE - oo
1 )

Since f. is a (371)6-psh function , ¥ J¢*(f.) is determined by class [6], which is bounded.
And by Theorem 3.2, |W| o is bounded. With the preliminaries in mind, we have
e Ap(e? [VIW[R) >(AgW)iW;+ (AgW):Wi + Ric() sWeW; + Wi 3 + W[5
+ iyvqﬁw@ + %(wiw]-.w;j + WW W + WiW W5 + W W)
+ %A(,,W- IVIW[S
> (BgW)iW; + (Bp W)W + W55

16
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1 :
+ AW [VIW[S — CeF (trwy)" ' - [VIW]]

12
>2VIW - VOAW + it ;ii)i(’l ) — Ce ' (trwy)" 1 - [VIW;
- %( — €= Ce™" (trwy) "~ + 272 5 (W) ) [V W3
>OVIW - VAW + WP
T+ 00 4))
(3.12) — C(1+ e F (trwg)™™ 1) - |[VIW] + %]g"‘(W)Wfpwy;},.

Note that
ApW =47y (F + f.) — Aplogv
:%]C"‘(P + f. —logv) + %]C"‘ logv — Aglogv +]?t + tryn;
_E (4 E w (! _E o Vz“V,ﬁ_vr_"‘ﬁ « xp
(B13)  =AJEW) AR (F + £) = A () + (Rt - =) (@, P

+ %]C“ logv+ﬁ + trpn;

zz%]g“(W) — C— Ctryw,

where we use formula (2.16) for the third equality above.
To control the derivative term J&*(W)|V?W|3, we need to add another barrier function.
One computes

Ap(e™ 108V ) -e%]V‘PW\é)

=50 (e71°8¥10) (—(log v(my))7) (e [VOW3) + ¢~ 108V 0m0)5, (e | VoW )

=eF 108V 0m) [TIW[2 |V log v(imy) 3 + e~ 98V 0) (— Ay log v(mg))et [VIW
— g 18V (log v () )5(e |VIW[Z); — gle™ 8V (log v (my) )i ¥ [ VW)=
e 1BV A (T | VIW]3)

=e 2 T8V [ VIW 3|V log v (imy)[3 — 267 8V log v(imy) -5 V(e [VIW]3)
e (el ey — e e ) — S )

Vap(Me) va(mg)v,p(me) W W
ST g, 0+ O 2, ) H VW g (e [VHWE) )

> 1o8v(m) | VW2 |2 log v(iy) 3 — 26798 ")V log v (ig) -5 V(e [VIW]3)
e 1BV DTOW L VIALW — Cyg(trw,)" ez ~lo8V (M) VW[
2
’Wl]‘ e%/flogv(mp) + 2Vr0<<m¢)]éa(w)e%flogv(mp) ’V(pW’Z,
(1+¢7)(1+ 4’;‘]) v(my) y

where we use (2.16) for the third equality, (2.18) and (3.12) for the last inequality.
Set

(3.14) +

U = e%*OgV(M)Wqﬁw‘é +1,

17
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then we have

A\ (ﬂ’l(p)

Agit > — Cyp(trwy)" i + 205 1BV GIW . VIAW 42 v(mg) JS* (W)u

- 2%]5“(W) +e2 7oV ) [T R VP og v (my) 3

“logv w
(3.15) — 27108V log v (my) -5 VP(e2 ]V¢W]§,).
Forany p > 0,
1 2p+1 2 2p-1 2
2p+1A¢(u P = uP Apu + 2pu®? ]V‘Pu]q,.

Taking the integration with respect to the weighted measure, one has

/ zpuprl |V¢I/l |é6210gv(m¢)wn
X

(3.16) = [ (=g is g + [ dpturreiosine

2p+1
On the one hand,

2p+1 210gv(m¢) n
2p+1 «“

— ¢p 2p+l ¢ 210gv(m¢)
2p+1 / v )9 Vie
__/ 20V (e~ 18V M) e F [VIW3) -, V¥ log v (img)e? o8V ()
X
' w
=— 2/X uZPV‘P(e 2 ]V‘PW]‘;;) ” V¢ logv(m¢)elogv(m¢)wg
¥ v
(3.17) +2 /X we? |[VIW[G|V? logv(my) 508" wl
On the other hand, by (3.15),
2p —A eZlogV(m¢) n
/Xu (—Apu) wy

<C/ 2p+1(trw¢)n 1210gv(m4, 2/ 2p+1vl’<(mqg)]§o¢( ) ZIOgV(mrP)wg

_/ u2p67|V¢W]§,]V¢ logv(m¢)’.;_)€logv mp) o7
X
+2 /X WPT logv(my) -5 V(¥ [THW[3)eo8¥0m)
(3.18) —2 / U2Pe VIW - VOA,We8 ¥ 00)
X

Using the integration by parts,
2 [ e EVIW oy VA WS e
X

:/X4Pu2”*le¥A¢W(V¢W " vrpu)elogv(mgo)wg+/X2u2p6¥<A¢W)2elogv(m¢)wn
+ [ et |VIWE (8, W)es ey

319)  +2 [ uPet (8,W)(TIW -y V¥ logv(my))els " ey
X

18
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We estimate the four terms on the right side of (3.19). First,
/X 4pu2p’le¥ AW (VIW - VPu)elosV(me) 7t
< /X puP~1 \V‘Pu]‘;;eZlOgV(W)an + /X 4pu2p_1eW(A¢W)2\V¢W\éw$
(3.20) < /X puP! \V‘/’u@eﬂogv(m‘i’)wg + /X 4pu2pe¥ (Aq)W)ZelogV(m‘P)wZ
By the third equality in (3.13),
/ u2e [VOWP (A W)EoB ¥ (o)t

< / e |VIW (c + Ctrpw + 2"'“((’“"3)

_2/ 2P+1V"< m‘P ]Ca( )Zlogv mg) o 2/ ZpV“ Wl¢ ]Ctx< >210gv(m¢)wn

]sz (W)) elogv(m¢)wn

+ / et V‘PW\ 2(C + Ctr¢(w))e1°gV<m¢>wg

(3.21) <2/ ZPHVV (1) IC“( Je 210gv(m“’)w$+Cv,g/Xuz”H(trwqg)"*lezbgv(m)w”

Again by the third equality in (3.13),

m
|ApW| < C + Bygtrpw +2 'V‘j‘(; ";) ' JE*(W)| <Byz(trwy)" ! + Cy| VW]

<Byz(trawy) "1 + Cy (trwy) [ VW],
where B, ¢ is a positive constant such that

Va(my)vp(mg) B v,ap(1my)
v(my)? v(mg)

hr¢nfr+-\( ) <§“,§ﬁ>¢':g By gtrow.

It follows that
/ uzi’e%(A(/)W)Zelog"(’”4’)@;§
X

w — v
§/Xu2”e2 C((trw¢)2” 2+ (trwg)" 1 /trwy | VIW |y + trwy | VI3 ) elo8V(mo) gy
2(n—1),2p+12logv
(3.22) gécmwﬂ"M%wogWug
By Holder inequality,
2/ uz”e%(Aq)W)(V‘/’W ¢ V4’logv(m¢))elogv(m¢)a)”
X
< / e (AgW)2|V? log v(my) 3e8 ¥ M)l + / ue’s |[VOW [3elos v me)
X X
(323) S/ C(trw¢)3(n—1)u2p+1€2logv(m¢)w$+/ u2p+16210gv(m¢)wgl
X X

where we have used (3.22) and

v ,x(mqg)V ﬁ(ﬂ’l(p)
v(mg)?

G

ZZ

A% logv(mq,)]é (P, & < < Cyetrpw < Cygltrwy)" L
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By (3.19), (3.20), (3.21), (3.22) and (3.23), we obtain
_ 2/ u2p€¥ V(pw ) V‘I)Aq)WelogV(m(P)wn
X

S/XpuZp—l‘vzpu‘éeZlogv(mp)wg+C(p+1) /).((tra]¢)3(n—l)u2p+162logv(mq,)wg

+ 2/ u2p+1 V,Dé(m‘P) ]Ca(w)eﬂogv(mp)wn + / u2p+16210gv(m¢)wn
b v(my) ? " Jx
Therefore, by (3.16), (3.17), (3.18) together with the above inequality, we deduce
/X puZP‘l\V‘i’u@eZlOgV(’”ﬁ")wg < C(P + 1) /X<trw¢)S(n—l)u2p+lelogv(m¢)wn
It follows that

Cvg(P+ )(p+1) n-
/|V‘/’ (uP*2) p /Cg (trwy) 3Dy Wy

In the inequality above, we use w" = ef+ . ¢=(F *f*)wg < Cwyg, since F' + f, is uniformly
bounded, and f. <0.
For any 0 < & < 2, by Holder inequality, we have

X X

2 B
<C </ u(P+%)(2+e)wn> pE: </ (trw¢)3(n 12 o 2ep, >2+€ |
X X

Denote v := up*'%, then the above inequalities imply

2 i
/ ‘v(pv‘Z Vé‘(p+ ) (/ v(2+s)wn> e (/ (trw¢)3(” 1)2te ,ﬂf* )2”
X X

Similar with (4.26) in the proof of [CC21a, Proposition 4.1], we also have

where

£ ﬁ £ £ 2%*'5
Ke :=n2= (/ (trw¢)2 aJ”> </ (trw¢)3(”1)2?e2?f*w”>
X X

is bounded, which can be seen by using Theorem 3.5, the assumption of f, and Holder
inequality.
Applying the Sobolev inequality ([Aub13, Theorem 2.21]) with exponent 2 — ¢, and denote

._ 2n(2—¢)
0 .= ot to be the index, we obtain

9]l 1o (@) < Cs(IVO| L2 (@omy + 101 2-¢ (@om))-
It follows that

1

L
(/ u<P+%>9w”> ( / Tt HPEw) T u(p+;_><ze>w")“>
X X
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1 1
( Vgpf(/ @)y (/Xu(p+%><z_e>wn) z—&>
1
<Cep (/ u(“%)(z“)w”) o
X

One can choose € > 0 sufficiently small such that 0 > (2+¢) (e.g. € = %). We deduce

1
T
]l pegre < (Cep)" 2 lull g0
Denote x := 5 + - > 1 and choose p +1 5= = x!, then we have
i .1
”””L(2+e)xf+1 < CH(x')~ H“HL<2+2>XI

It follows that

Li Y
e < €500 X520

Then we
(3.24) [ullL= < Cllul|p2se < CHuH“‘HuH“‘-

Thus, by (3.24), Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.8, we derive the |jul|r~, which implies

supy [V?(F + f. —log(v(my)))|p < C.
Furthermore, since |V?log v[5 < C - tryw, by Theorem 3.5, we have

(3.25) /X VO(F + f.)[hw" < Cp.

Lemma 3.8. As above notation, the following estimate holds

(3.26) |lullr < C.
Proof. Recall u = ¢ ~1o8(v(my)) ]V‘PW@ + 1. It suffices to show that
VW|[5w) < C.
I E
By (2.16), one observes that
v = -
Ap(F + fo+logv(my)) ===JC* (F + f.) + g log(v(my)) + fi + tryT:
v v A ~ _
=TEJE(f) + (F 225 (@, 8P) g + fi okt
Denote W = F + f, + logv(mg) = W+ 2log v(myg). It implies that
Ag(W?) =2WA,W + 2| VIW 3

=W (S2gg(f) + (2E — 2228 ) (2%, 6B)p + i+ gl ) + 2] VIWE,

It follows that
Ry < [ G+ g+ [
[ VWG < [ WG+ 2 e (fwp+ [
<C+ [ WlcoByg [ trpwe

a,B_ Vacﬁ

)<C Cﬁ> +tr¢77t)w

<C+ C/X(trw(p)”_lwg < C.
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Therefore, by Theorem 3.5, we obtain
/X VIWRwh = /X VO (W — 2log v(my))
g/ yww\;wgﬂ/ IV log v(my) Bt
m¢)Vﬁ(m¢)
-1
§C+Avlg/xtr¢ww¢ <C+ C/X(trwq,)” wy < C.

<c+4/ (&P, &) peot

4. PROOF OF CONTINUITY METHOD

In this section, we prove the Theorem 1.2 by finishing the continuity method, concluding
the openness and closedness of continuity path.
The weighted Mabuchi functional associated to the continuity path (2.13a), (2.13b) is

(41) My = Enty(¢) =B (¢) + Euvr (9) + ?(Ei(w —0-Fw(9)) - Co,

where

Denote va Lex ((,b) Eg€ ((nb) —E, Lext ((,b)/ ]IVW((P) B¢ ((,b) 0-Ew ((,b)
Then
2) Mous = Enty(9) =I5 0, (9) + T B0 (9) — Co.

4.A. Openness. In this subsection, we show the openness of the continuity path (1.3), fol-
lowing the standard implicit function theory ([Chel8], [Has19]). Consider

H = {¢p € C¥*(X) | wyp > 0}
and define

F: ’H‘I%“ X [011] N CN(X)
(@ 1) =t ( SV(% —Eext(mq,)) —(1—1t) (Av«p(G) _Q> ‘

w(m w(myg)

Suppose there exists (¢o, ty) € Hz" x [0,1] such that F(¢o, to) = 0. We will consider the
following modified map with a normalization:

F oMY % [0,1] > C*(X)x
(0,) = Flgt) = [ Flg,0105,

where

My = {p e M| [ gup, =0},
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Note that [, F(¢, t)wy = 0. Therefore if F(¢,t) = 0, F(¢,1)=0. Thus it suffices to apply

implicit function theorem on the map F near (¢o, o). Denote

R(¢) = SV(¢) - gext<m¢p), and T(¢) =

w(myg)

Thus
F(@, 1) = tR(¢) = (1= £)(T(¢) - 0).
Compute the linearization of F:

D(Mﬁ : CH(X)go X R = C*(X)ko

(u,8) = D(gnF(u,s) — /X Dy F (1, 8)wg,,

(D)) 1, 5) = tim @0 09) = F0,1)

=tDyR(u) — (1 = t)DyT (1) +s(R(¢) + T (¢) — ).

Using [Lah19, Lemma B.1], one computes

(Dgv(myp)Dy)u
w(myg)

Di*v D u

=— t( 4’“(71””2) 2 +(d(F(¢,1)),du)p + (d(T(P)),du)g,

where Dyu := /2(V¥#du)~ is the J-anti-invariant part of the tensor (V¢du), with V¥ the
g¢-Levi-Civita connection, and Dy, is the formal adjoint of D.
We denote the operator Fy : C**(X)k — C*(X)k, by

Fy(u) = =Dy T (1) + (d(T (¢)), du) .

H(DyR) (u) = — t + H{d(R(¢)), du)y,

(4.3)

Then
(DgF)(u,s)
(RO () )y + (1~ DFy ) +S(RI) + T(0) ),
In particular at (¢, fo), we have
(Dot ) (1:5) = ~to (D;’”YN(TJZ?%)M + (1= to) Fg (1) + s(R(g0) + T (o) — ).
We denote
L gttt = —to (D"t‘)‘;ﬁnﬂf;ﬁ?qﬁ")u + (1 — to) Epy (1)
Thus

D (go,t0)F (1) = Lo 1)1t +5(R(¢o) + T (¢0) — ).
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By Lemma 6.5, we have that the operator Ly, 1) is a (-, - )wg-self-adjoint K-invariant linear
operator satisfying

<£(¢0,t0)u1’u2)wr47 = /X L (g to) 1 - uzw(mfl’o)wg’o

=1 /XV(mfpo)Dqﬁo”quboWWZo —(1—tp) /X(G, duy A d uz) gy v (me, )w,

= (Lll, ,C((PO’tO)Mz)W,(P.
When ¢y > 0, following the argument in [Chel8], we divide the remaining argument into
three steps:
Step 1: show the inverse operator E(jp%),to) is bounded, that is, if u € C?(’“(X) satisfies the
equation L g ,\# = f for some f € Cg(X) and Jx uwy, = 0, then there exists a constant C
depending on wy, such that

[l cea(xy < Cllfllce(x)-
The proof follows from [Chel8, Lemma 4.3] by using Schauder estimates, Poincaré in-
equality.
Step 2: Show that D(ti?o,fo)ﬁ("()) = L go10)() : C**(X)g0 = C*(X)k, is an isomorphism.
Similar to [Chel8, Lemma 4.4], the proof is given by a standard Fredholm theorem for
elliptic operators.
Step 3: By the standard implicit function theory, there exists ¢(t) € Hy" such that

F(§(t),1) = 0.

When ty = 0, following [Has19], we modify the operator F as follows
.7:0 : Hi’% — Ca(X)K,O

Sy Ay (6

(¢) _ Eext(mzp) — 7 < 47( )

w(rmg) w(mg)

_ /X Sv(¢) Coxt(mg) — 7 <AV,¢(9)

w(imy) wimg) Q) iy

¢ —

for some r >> 0. Its linearization is

(Dy,v(mg,) Dy, )u
L = (D = — 0
(1) = (Dgy o) (1) s
which is a (-, )w,¢-self-adjoint K-invariant linear operator with a trivial kernal (see Lemma
6.5).

By the detailed computation of the linearized operators in Appendix 6.B, we find that F,
has a negative first eigenvalue. Thus, for r sufficiently large, the first eigenvalue A1, of Lo ¢,
is always negative.

At the end, the implicit function theorem argument in [Has19] implies that there exists a
solution ¢ € Hg of Fy(¢) = 0 for r large enough.

-+ T’F¢O (u),

Combining the two cases of ) = 0 and 0 < ¢ty < 1, we obtain the following openness
property.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose F (¢o, to) = 0 for some to € [0,1). Then for any t € [0, 1) that is suffciently
close to to, there exists ¢p(t) € Hy" such that F(¢(t),t) = 0.
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4.B. Closedness. In this subsection, we will always assume the weighted Mabuchi func-
tional My,,.¢,,, is G-coercive. Recall that G = Kc is a reductive Lie subgroup of Autr(X)
and K contains a maximal torus, and T is the center of G.

Proposition 4.2. (1) The weighted Mabuchi functional My, y,.¢
more, My .., + 1S coercive for 0 < t < 1.
(2) The weighted Mabuchi functional My ., is invariant under the group action o € G.

is bounded from below. Further-

ext

Proof. (1) The lower bound is a direct consequence of G-coercivity.
Fort € [0,1), by the definition of M4, + it suffices to show that J¢ , is coercive. We
take a suitable choice of 6 := w + \/—_1851/)0 such that
Ay,0
w(my)

Then 0 > ew for some € > 0. Recall that for any ¢ € Hg,
vw(9) = (I, = Jv)(¢) — OEw(¢) > C-Ju(¢) - C

= 9.

Thus we have

J9 (@) > eJ9y () > Ce-Ju(9) — C,

which shows that ]Ig,w is coercive.
(2) Let ¢ € T, then there exists a holomorphic vector field ¢ which generates a one-
parameter subgroup {0 (t)};er such that ¢(0) = id and o(1) = . By the definition
of weighted Mabuchi functional and weighted Futaki invariant (see [Lah19, Section 6]),
we have
d "
EMV/W‘Zext(U'(t) (Ib) = IFV/W(C) =4,
where a is a constant and F,,, is the weighted Futaki invariant. Since My,.¢., is
bounded from below, then a = 0. It implies My,.¢, . (0" ¢) = My w.r,, (¢)-
O

Proposition 4.3. Suppose My ¢, + is coercive. Then there exists a solution ¢; to (1.3), which is
also the minimizer of My, y.¢, .+ for t < 1.

Proof. This corresponds to the case Auty(X) = 0in [CC21b, Section 4.1]. We have the higher
order estimate of equations (2.13a), (2.13b) (see Theorem 6.2 and Corollary 6.3). Exactly,
using the standard conitinuity method in [CC21b, Section 4.1] implies the existence of the
solution to (2.13a), (2.13b). O

Proposition 4.4. There exists a sequence {t;}ien, ti — 1, satisfying

(44) MV,W'fext,ti((Pi) — lnf MV,W'Kext<(P>
Ptk

and

(4'5) MV/W‘Zext(q)i) - lnf MV/W‘Zext((Ib)
PEEL

where @; = @y, is the solution of (2.13a), (2.13b) for t = t; < 1.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, one has My.¢,.+.(9i) = infg}( My w4 ;- By Proposition 4.2 (1),

infyce1 Myw.fo (@) > —o0. Let ¢ € Ex such that My 4., (¢°) < infyce1 Myy.ro (@) + € We

ext
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obtain
(4.6)
llm sup MV/W’gextrti <qol) S hm sup MV,W'Kextrti ( (PS) = MV,W'Kext <90€) S lnf MV,W'Kext (4)) + €.

i—o0 i—00 Pl
On the other hand,
1-—¢ .
MV/W‘Zext,ti((Pi) = MV,W‘Zext((Pi) + —l : ]I\G/,W<qol) 2 4)12;1 MV;W‘Zext(qb) +

t; 1

1—

t.
—174,,(0),
1

where we take a suitable choice of § := w + 1/—199y such that
Ay,
w(me)

- Y

of which the solution ¢ = 0 is the minimizer of J , (-). Then we obtain

hm glf MV,W‘Kext,fi ((Pl) Z (pléléfl MV,W'Kext <(P> .

1— e

Together with (4.6), we obtain (4.4).
The remaining part is the (4.5). By (4.6), we have

. 1—¢
inf ]I\AV,W‘Zext((P) + ¢ E]Mv,w%ext((l’i) + i
PeEl ti

1—-¢
t' ZH\G/,W(O)'
1

Taking the limsup on the right hand side, we obtain (4.5). O

H?/,w<¢i)

2Il'\/‘[V/"V‘eext (q)l) +

Corollary 4.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that Jy(¢;) < C forany i € IN.

Proof. It follows from the assumption of G-coercivity of weighted K-energy and (4.5). 0
Let ¢; = 07 ¢;, such that J (¢;) = Ju1(¢i).

Lemma 4.6. There exists a constant C > 0, such that Ent, (¢;) < C for anyi € IN.

Proof. Due to the G-invariance of weighted K-energy as in Proposition 4.2 (2) and (4.5), we
have

SUP Myt (1) = SUP My (91) < o0
One has
sup Do ()] < CIRiclwsgp]IV(@) < 0.
By the formula of weighted K-energy, we finish the proof. O
Lemma 4.7. Let u; be the potential function which satisfies 00 = 6 + ddu;, supy u; = 0. Then

4.7) V(m(p[)wgi :efiwn,
(4.8) <A —M]Ca> F (e e o1t (6)
| " V(m(l]i) . e V<m¢f> t V(m471’)
1, ,w(my)  tryyRic(w)
(1= 2)p
< t ° V(mfPi) V(m(pz.)

Proof. Recall that ¢; = 07 ¢;. Then

07 (wg,) = (07 wg)" = wy,, 07 (V(mg,)wy,) = v(my,)wy,
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and

Uf(eFfaJ”) = eFfO‘Tf(afaJ)”.

Taking pullback in the both sides of the first equation (2.13a), we obtain

v(my, )wg, = o (efiw™) = efi"

oM
)

Take o -action on the second equation (2.13b), one has

49)  LHS.=o ((A% _ Valimg) ]g“) PZ-> _ (Aqﬁi _ Valing) ]g*) Foo,

where F; = Fo0; + log( afu

V(mq’i) V(m¢)
and
(4.10)
B w(mg,) 1, tryg, (070) 1, w(mg,) tryyRic(ofw)
RIS = loalmo) ) T 0D S0mp) T D) T vl

On the other hand,
tryy, (Ric(07w) — Ric(w))

:V(mtpi)trqgi <\/ —185 log (Tw(,(]n

) + (v (mey,), MRic(orw) = MRic(w))
n

w w"
(4.11) =v(mg,) Ay, log +Va(m¢,)]§ <10g U.*wn> ’
1

where we have used (2.11) for the last equality. Compare (4.9), (4.10) and (4.11), we derive
(4.8). O

Proposition 4.8. Let f; = 'ul Let « = a(X, w) be the alpha -invariant of the Kihler class[w].

Then there exists C > 0 such that [ e"fiw™ < C forany p < {%. Moreover, we have e~fi — 1 in
LP(w™) as t; — 1 for any p < 0.

t.

Proof. Given p > 1, suppose t; is sufficiently close to 1 such that p% < a, due to Tian’s

a-invariant, then
. -t
/ e Pligh = / e P < C.
X X

By (4.4), we have
1—¢
q}lgﬁf':l MVW éext((P) + €1' ZMV/W‘Zext/ti(goi) = MV/W‘Zext(q)i) + t l HVW(qol)
1
1—t,
> lnf MVW éext((P) + (¢1)‘

peel

It follows that (1 —¢t;)Jy(¢;) — 0. In particular, [, |fi{w"” — 0. Then for any e > 0, for i
sufficiently large, there exists A. C X, such that |f;| < € on A¢, and Vol, (X \ A¢) < e. Then

/ le™/i —1|Pw™ < C- (€7 - Vol (X) —|—/ 1+ e Pliw™)
X X\Ac

< Cle+ (/ e”’”’f"a)”)% €

X\ A,

1

)

=

=
W=

< Ce
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Then e=fi — 1in LP(w") as t; — 1 for any p < co. O
Applying Theorem 3.7 to equations (4.7), (4.8), we obtain
Proposition 4.9. By apriori estimates, ¢; € WP, F; + f; — log(v(my,)) € WP

Hence we may take a subsequence of ¢; (without relabeled), and a function ¢, € W27 for
any p < oo, and another function F, € WP for any p < k, such that

(4.12) ¢; — ¢ in CH* forany 0 < & < 1 and v/ —199¢; — v/ —199¢. weakly in L7,
(4.13) F; —logv(my,) + fi — F.in C* forany 0 < a < 1and
V(F; — logv(my,) + fi) — VF, weakly in L.
It follows from [CC21b, Lemma 4.22] that
w;‘,]_ — w;‘,]_ weakly in L? forany 1 < k <nand p < .

Proposition 4.10. Let ¢., F, be the limits as above. Then ¢, is a weak solution of the weighted cscK
equation in the following sense:

(1) wg* = b,

(2) Forany u € C*(X), we have

: — . va(mg,) .
/XF*\/—laaqu(P* 1 :/X vm ‘P) J&* (F. / log v(my)v — aauAaJ
s ( g >")*”e“<m"’*)v<m¢*)>“’"’*
V,lx(m(P*) ¢ n
(414:) +/ MRIC —/XMV(T@()AWWZW(U(P*.

Proof. For each i, we have wj, = eFilogvimg) yn. By (4.12), we have wy, — wy converge

L— logv(mq,])wn _ eF logv(m¢])+f, —fieo". Since 1’51 _

weakly in L? for any p < oo. Note that e"
log v(my,) + f; is uniformly bounded and converges to F,, then e’ —logv(my,)+fi _y eF in LP

for any p < co. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.8, one has e /i — 1in L? for any p < co.

Thus, e/ 71°8V("s:) 5 F in LP for any p < co. We obtain the first equation wy, = ef .

To obtain the second equation, by (2.10), we first re-write the equation (4.8) to
A¢i (f‘l + fl - logv(m¢i))
:A¢i(Pi + fl) - A‘Pi logv(m¢i)

(415 =0 (i oglmg) + 2 1 og v(my)) — o g

o) 1) e e T

Denote W; = F; + f; — log v(my,). For any u € C*(X), one has
/ Wiv/—100u A wgfl
X 1
- /X VVa((thz)) JS" (Wi)ewp, — / log v(ny, )V —190u A wj

V(1 )vp(mg,) ., (m(/,‘) 1, wimg)\
_/xu< v(my,)? (8%, 8P )p, + Lox(mg)——H+ (1= =)0 .>“’4>,-

1
—\0
ti)_
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+/ < 1 trv(p‘(G) N trvlq,iRic(aJ)) W
(mfpl) v(my,) ”

For the left hand side, since W; — F. strongly in L?, wy,~
p < oo, we obtain

b wg*’l weakly in L? for any

/ Wiv/—100u A wﬁ,j‘l — / F./—100u A wg—l
X ! X *

For the right hand side, by (4.13), (4.12), ¢; — ¢+ in Cl* for any 0 < a < 1. Then following
the construction in the proof of [HL23, Proposition 10], we have
V,tx(m(Pi)V,,B(thi)wn‘ . V'“(m¢*)v'ﬁ(m¢*)w¢
v(mg,)? o v(myg. ) ’
converges weakly as signed measures. In addition, J¢*(W;) € L? and )¢*, &P)y, € LP for any
p < oo. Thus, we have

Vﬂé(m¢,) V,Dé(m‘i’) o n
[ I e Wy, — [ w I e (),

v(my,) v(mg)

and

oy (veme)Vp(Mg) g w(myg,) L wimg)\
/X ( V(m(l;].) <C C > i‘}'gext(mqﬁi) V(m(P,') +(1 ti)gv(m(/,[)) ¢

— / < [3)("14&)@& &, +£eXt(m¢*)W((Z;:))> o

We also have

1. trye. (0 try ¢.Ri
/ u <(1 _ _) T r‘Pl( ) + T /‘FA 1C(CL))> wzlfl]
X ti :

(mflf) (m47i)
—/ 1—%)9/\w”1+/uR1c )/\w(’;1

+/ ( 1_ 1 dV(m¢) my) V’“(m¢f)Awm€f> Wl

<m¢> V(m¢i)

A% <m ) «
— | uRic(w /\w”_l—/ uLLTPI N S o
JuRic(w) eyt = [ i A,

and

/X log v(mg,) v/ —199u A wgi_l — /X log v(myg, )V —199u A wg:l
Thus, we obtain (2). O
Lemma 4.11. There exists a constant C > 0 such that C 1w < wy, < Cw.

Proof. We have obtained that F. € W17 for any p < oo, then we may find a sequence Gy €
C*(X), uniformly bounded, and Gy — F. in W?. Let i be the solution of wy, = eCra"
with supy ¢ = 0. By [CH12, Theorem 1.1], for any p < oo, one has

sup ||k |lwsr < 0.
k

Up to a subsequence, we have that there exists . € W>P such that ¥, — 1, in W27 for any
finite p. It follows that wy, = ef*w™. By uniqueness of Monge-Ampere equations, we obtain

that ¢. = . + ¢ for some constant c. Hence wy, = wy, < Cw and wy, = wy, > Clw
follows from F, is bounded from below. O
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Corollary 4.12. ¢, is the smooth solution to the weighted cscK equation (1.1).

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 4.11, we have obtain that ¢. € W>? for any p < co. Hence
wy, € C* for any 0 < & < 1. By (4.14) and Schauder estimate, we derive F, € C>* for any
0 < a < 1. Then the higher regularity follows from bootstrap (see Corollary 6.3). O

5. AN APPLICATION TO SMOOTHABLE KLT VARIETIES

In this section, we consider the existence of weighted-cscK metrics on smoothable kit
varieties. We will prove Theorem 1.5 for a G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein smoothable variety
X. Denote (X, L) as a G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein smoothing of X. From the definition, we
have the following facts.

(1). There exists a positive integer m, such that m - Ky /p is a Cartier divisor.

(2). Foreach t € D, T C Aut(&}), and the image of the moment map is a fixed moment
polytope P. Therefore the weighted-cscK equation can be defined for each smooth variety
Xt ’ t # 0.

(3). G = K¢ |, is a reductive Lie group which contains a maximal torus of Autr(A}).

We will first recall some preliminaries as stated in [PTT23]. There exists a smooth psh-
current w on X, such that the restriction on each fiber w; is a smooth Kihler metric in class
c1(Lt). There also exists a smooth Hermitian metric # on mKy p, which corresponds to a
smooth (1,1)-form © € ¢;(—Ky,p), such that on each fiber, i; defines an adapted measure
pt. We can find another reference metric @; := w; + ddjy; by solving the Monge-Ampere
equation

(wr +ddiyy)" = py, sup gy = 0.
X

We have [|¢t||cox,) uniformly bounded independent of ¢. In particular, Ric(&;) = ©; and
P € 511<(Xt, w;), and as t — 0, ¢y converges strongly in families to ¢y, i.e, E¢ () — Eo(tpo).

As stated in remark 2.7, the strong topologies defined by [E; and E are equivalent. There-
fore, we can adapt the strong convergence properties in [PTT23] in our weighted-cscK case.
In particular, we will use the following results (with minor modification) in [PTT23].

Proposition 5.1 ([PTT23]). (1). For a sequence of K-invariant wy,-psh ( or wy, -psh) functions ¢;,
ti — 0. Assume Hy, y(¢;) (or Hy, v (¢i)) is uniformly bounded. Then up to a subsequence, ;
converges strongly in families to gy € EL(Xo, wo).

(2). The weighted entropy H; (or Hy ) is lower semi-continuous with respect to the strong
topology in families.

(3). The weighted Mabuchi functional M, .4, (07 Mt,v,w~€ext,¢ = Miywtoy — Miyw.to, (1))
is lower semi-continuous with respect to the strong topology in families.

(4). For any ¢o, ¢1 € Ex(Xe, wi), The weighted Mabuchi functional M y ¢
is convex along the geodesic segment that connects ¢o, P1.

(Or MtrVrW' gextrlp)

ext

Proof. The proof of (1) follows from [PTT23, Corollary 3.11]. The proof of (2), (3) follows
from a combination of [HL23, Lemma 24] and [PTT23, Lemma 3.9, Lemma 3.12, Proposition
4.6]. The proof of (4) follows from [PTT23, Proposition 4.7]. O

Definition 5.2. Let (X, L) be a polarized kit variety. Let w € c1(L) be a smooth Kihler metric
on X (in the sense as the restriction of a smooth metric of the ambient projective space). A singular
Kihler metric wy is called a singular weighted-cscK (extremal) metric if ¢ € EL(X,w) NL*(X) is
a minimizer of My, v.¢,,., and wy satisfies the weighted-cscK (extremal) equation on X™8.

ext’/
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The G-coercivity threshold is defined as

Definition 5.3.
(5.1)

0r =sup{d € R: My yw.p (@) >3 -Tiyr(d) — C, ¥ € EL(XL, wy), for some constant C € R}.

ext

Theorem 5.4. For a G-equivariant Q-Gorenstein smoothing, the coercivity threshold oy is lower
semi-continuous with respect to t € D.

Remark 5.5. In the theorem above, the G-equivariant condition is a technical assumption
which cannot be removed. There are counter-examples under the Fano Kdhler-Einstein set-
ting already, that is, there exists a K-polystable Fano variety, whose Q-Gorenstein smoothing
is only K-semistable.

Proof. The proof basically follows from [PTT23, Theorem 4.11]. We will give a sketch
of the proof. Without the loss of generality, we may normalize supy, ¢ = 0. Under
such a normalization, J; is comparable with —E,. Assume that ¢; is not lower semi-
continuous, then up to shrinking t smaller, there exist 6 € R and € > 0, such that
Moyl (9i) = 6 - infeer ( — Eoy(0*¢)) — C forany ¢ € EL(Xp, wo); meanwhile, there exist
ti — 0, ¢; € EL(X, wy,), such that My, yw.p,, () < (6 —€) - infer ( — Epv(0*¢;)) — Ci,
with C; — +4o0. Denote ¢; = o7 ¢; that achieves the infrer ( — Ey,v(0*¢;)). Note that
M.yt (91) = My yw.r., (¢i) by Proposition 4.2 (2).

Since the weighted entropy has non-negative lower bound, and ]Egic, [E,, can be controlled
by E,, we have —IE; y(¢;) — +oco. Connect 0,¢; by a geodesic and denote v; as the point
on the geodesic with —E;, ,(v;) = D for some positive constant D. By our choice of @, we
can see that —E;, ,(v;) = infyer ( — Et,v(0*0;)). By the convexity of the weighted Mabuchi
functional, My, y .4, (vi) < (6 —€)D.

The uniform bound of Hy,y(v;) implies that v; converges strongly in families to vy €
Ex(Xo, wo). Then —Egy(vg) = infrer ( — Eov(0*v9)) = D. This implies (6 — €)D > 6D —
C for some fixed constant C. We can choose D to be sufficiently large. This gives us a
contradiction. O

An immediate consequence of Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 1.2 is

Corollary 5.6. Assume X is G-coercive, then there exists r > 0 such that X} admits a unique
weighted cscK (extremal) metric, up to group action, for any t € Dj.

It follows from Corollary 5.6 that there exists the weighted cscK potential ¢; € Hg (X}, wi)
satisfying

(5.2a) v(myg,)(wt + dd§er)" = e"'wy},
Vo (mg,) w(mg,)  trygeRic(wy)
" v(mg,) ST (g, v(mg,)
Denote x; the density of @} with respect to w}, i.e. @} = eX'w}. One has Ric(w;) =

Ric(@;) 4+ ddix:. Thus, we can reformulate the weighted-cscK equations (5.2a), (5.2b) for
the new reference metric @

(5.3a) v (g, ) (wr + dd§gy)" = eft @), sup¢r =0,
X
Vo (5) . W tro i )@ Ric(wy)
o ¢t (2 - _ N (7~ It
o) <Aw‘5’ v(iig,) e ) fr = =(lea ) () + v(iig,) '
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where (]A>t = ¢ — Py, fﬁ(l;t denote the moment map of &\Jq;t = W + ddf(];t = w; + ddj¢y, and
F:=F — x:.

By chasing the constants in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we have the following uniform
CP-estimate for a family.

Proposition 5.7. Fix the polytope P , torus T and constant V. > 0. For a Kihler manifold (X, w)
with a Tc-action on it, suppose the image of the moment map is the polytope P. Suppose Vol (X) =
V. Suppose wy = w + dd ¢ is the solution to the weighted-cscK equation (1.2a), (1.2b). Normalize
supy ¢ = 0. Suppose there are constants Cy, C, C3, Cy4 such that

—Ciw <Ric(w) < Cw,

Wy
n
/Xlog(m)wtp < Cs,
and there exists o > 0, such that for any i € Psh(X, w),
/. e—l%(l/]—supl[))a]ﬂ S C4‘
X

Then there exists a uniform constant C, which depends onn, P, T,V ,«, C1, Ca, C3, C4, v, W, Lext, Such
that

ilel}; (!(])! + ]P!) <C.

The reference metric @; satisfies the requirement of Proposition 5.7. Therefore, we can
apply Proposition 5.7 to (5.3a), (5.3b) and prove that

sip(@tl +IE!> <C

with the constant C independent of t. Since ||i¢||co is uniformly bounded, we also have
|t||co < C uniformly independent of t.

Motivated by [PTT23, Proposition 5.6], we obtain the following W??-estimate by adapt-
ing the approach of Chen—Cheng. Meanwhile, due to the argument above, we have
wy, @, Xt, E, ¢¢ in our family weighted-cscK equations satisfy the assumptions of Proposi-
tion 5.8.

Proposition 5.8. Let ¢ be a solution of (5.3a), (5.3b). Suppose
Bisec(w;) < B, —Ric(@;) < Ajw; ,ddix: < Apw and HEHL"" + ¢t < Co.
where Ay, B, Cg are constants. then, for any p > 1,
1t t-ddsg Wil L (2, 0m) < C = C(n, p, v, W, Lext, Ao, A1, B, Co, Cy g, C",,C),
where C, ¢ and C\’m3 are constant defined by (5.6) and (5.15).

Proof. We consider

1 = oo (Fibp) pexiy (E_b¢f)e_CXftr@$ wt,
t

wi+ddSp Wt = e’
where F; := F, + log v(ini @) and a,b > 1, ¢ > 0 are uniform constants determined later. Since
Vv —100ef = ef\/=190f + e/ \/—10f A O,

then one has

Nju = Aq,elog” :elog”Aq;t logu + uve (logu) & v (logu)
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(5.4) =— ”A@(_aﬁt + abgr + cxt) + uldg, log tro, Wi+ u’l\V"A”u\%.
By (5.3a), (5.3b), or (2.17), one has

w

T Vo rnn o N R tI‘V@%RiC((ﬁt)
Aq?f(Ft) :7’](: (Pt) + AqAﬁt IOgV(qu)r) - (Eext;)(m@) + —

v (i)

w

= — (Co ) (71g,) -+ trg Ric(@r) + £ (7t ) (&, &P, — 2|V log v (g, )2,

It implies
A;ﬁt(—aﬁ + abs + cx:)
W, P é Vap
:a(fext;)(m@) — atrg Ric(wy) + 2a| V¥ IOgV’% - aTaﬁ(mqyt)(C“,Cﬁm
+ abn — abtr% wr + ctrqgrddf;g
t
W .
(5.5) <(abn + aﬁext;) + (aA1 +cAp +aCyz —ab)trg wr + 2a| V¥ logv]%r,
where C, ¢ is a constant such that
v ~ v, N Ca,iC
(5.6) Taﬁ(qut)(é’“,?ﬁ)% = \jﬁ (7115, (€", &) copadsqy < Cv V1 +4>i; < Cygtrg wr.

On the other hand, by Chern-Lu inequality (see [Rub14, Proposition 7.2]), one has

7 K s
g%g;ﬁ]tgt,kZRlc(‘Pt)ij

Ag, log trg, wi 2> tr — 2Btrg w,
t
where B is a constant such that Bisec(w;) < B. By (5.4), (5.5) and the above inequality, we

obtain

Apu > — au(ﬁextg +bn) + (ab—aA; — cAg—aCyz — 2B)utr$twt + e“(ﬁ_b@)_“’ﬁ?RiC((ﬁ)17
— 2au| V¥ logvl‘%t + u_1|V‘/’fu|§A)t

ab

> — au<€ext + bn) + ?

(5.7) - 2au]V¢f logvl‘% + u‘HV‘P’u\%,

utrg w + e“(ﬁ_bqbf)_c?"ﬂ?Ric(gb?t)ﬁ

where we choose b > 4max(A; + Cyg, B) (in order to ab —aA; — cAg — aCyz — 2B > %ab)

and denote a Kihler form 4; as 1911;] =g 4f gl;] 84 k7 Then ¢; satisfies

_ JEtxe s ~ 2
(5.8) o = el Xfcu;l)r, tro, @y, = try wy and trg,w; < (tr¢ £)°,

where we denote F/ := F; — log v(7ig,). Note that

1 2 _ Iy
_ - P+l — 2P A 2p=1 179 y)2
2P+1A¢’u =u Ay u+2pu |V u|¢t.
Together with (5.7) we have

2p+1 2alogVAn
2p +1 ¢f 47r

>2p+1) / uzP—l\V"A”u%e—Z“ IOgV@% —a(Cy, vw + bn) / u?ptle=2a IOgV@%
X X
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ab n 2 n ~
[/ P —2alogv ~Sn 2p+1|x7¢ 7 \|2 ,—2alogv ~n
+ > [t trg, wee ws, 2a/Xu |V ’logv(m(pr)\(pte Wz,
12 et a(Fr—br)—cx: ij —2alogv ~n
(5.9) +/ e 9/ Ric(¢y) 7 @y,

where Cy,  ww = SUP Lext
Firstly, we estimate the left hand side of the above inequality

R 2p+1 —2a logv ~n

— | A
2p+1 /X P “i
=2a A uZPV‘Ptu & prt log(v)e*Z“ longg

E 2p—11 ¢ 2 ,—2alogv~5n / 2p+1 |7 Pr 2 ,—2alogv, .n
(5.10) Sz/xu |V u|¢te w¢t+2a " Y logv|¢te wg,

Next, note that Ric(gb?t)ij = Ric(@t)ij — 1?;17. For simplicity, we denote G; := (a — 1)E/ —
abg; — (c + 1) x;. One has

— 2p a(F—b i 2alogv
I .—/ u2p e (Fi=ber)— Csz?]Rlc(gb)]e a ong:;t

X
_ Zpe Ft b)) — CX’&”(RlC(C«Jt) _Ft/11> —2alogvagt

_Al/Xu2pea(Ft7ub4)t)chttrgtwtequlogvaqﬁﬁt

_/XuZpAgtE/e(ufl)l?,/fub(ptf(c+l))(tl9?

A / MZpea(f,—ubq),)—cxt(tr@ ) e ZalogVAn + L/ ZPAthEG’l?n
X

1 —
ab c+1
(511) =+ E /X uszﬁthtthﬂ? + m /X uZPAthteGrﬂ?.

By Stokes’ theorem and Young inequality, we obtain

(5.12)
. 2 G
I .—1_a/xu P Ay, GreCrol
2 "
= / 2| VOG [ Gy + P / wP IV VG oy
a—1Jx t a—1Jx
1 %12 G A T G 1 %12 G
S /XuZPW ‘Gl 0 — m/Xuzp 2V ul§ ey — 1 X”ZPW ‘Gl 0
2 .
> — —ap— 1 / uzP—ZIV‘%u\% eCror
> _ 2p 111,12 ZulogVAn
= a-1 / v u] “or
where we have used
B, ,12 Ot 1,12 ~ Ot 1,2
‘V tu’ﬂf S ’V(Ptu’@trgtw(’ﬁt = ’V(Ptu’@tr(’ﬁta]t
for the last inequality. In addition, one has
ab ab .
I e /XuZPAz%‘Pfthﬁ? -1 /XuZP(tl‘ﬂfw@ — trg,w;) et 9]
ab
513 > 2P+1 —ZalogVAQ,
(5.13) Z2— 7 Xu e wg,
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and
1/ 1
Iz ::i—i—_a / I/lszthteG’l?n > %AO/XL[Z”trgtwteG’ﬁf
c+1 2P 2 G c+1 y2r+1 2alogVAn
(5.14) > 4 / (11,0028 = = Ay / trj, wie 18 ¥ @t

By (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), (5.12), (5.13), (5.14) and choosing a = p + 1, one has

2 .
_E_ p 2p—1 | 2 ,—2alogv ~5n
0>(2p+1 7 a_l)/xu Y u](l)te @,

ab " 2 _ ~
_ p+1,—2alogv ~n
(acéext/V/W + bn + a— 1 ) /X u e (U¢

ab c+1 2p+1 —2alogv ~n
+ (3 —4a C — A1 — — 1A0> /Xu trqgta]te ws,

> _Cl/X(trqgtwt)2p+1e(17(2p+1)c)7aw?_|_C2/X<tr$rwt>2p+2e(lf(2p+1)c)xfw;g,

where Cq, C2 > 0 are uniform constant depending on n, p, v, w, Ao, A1, B, Cye C"] & Cp, and
we have used

V A~
(5.15) VP logv(iing) B, =~ (g, ) (2,2%) 5, < Clgtrg .
Then taking ¢ = (2p + 1) ! and Holder inequality imply that
2p+2 2p+1 2p+1
g, 0l 52 ey < Clltrg el 55 v,y < Clitrg el 552 0, )

This gives the theorem for p 2 2. Again by Holder inequality, we obtain L7 estimate of
trg,w; for any p > 1. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By uniform L*-estimate Proposition 5.7, Proposition 5.8, Theorem 6.4,
and the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, there exists a sequence (¢, );, converging smoothly in fami-
lies to ¢ € Pshg (X, wp) N L*®. Moreover, on X™8, the metric wo,¢, satisfies the weighted-cscK
equation. It suffices to show that ¢ is a minimizer of Mgy v.¢,,,-

Given a ¢ € EL(X, wy), without loss of generality, we may assume that Hyy(¢) < +oo.
Since Hy and Hyy are equivalent stated in Remark 2.7, then Hy(¢) < co. By [PTT23, Lemma
4.5], there exists a u; € Hg(X,wp) such that Ho(u;) — Ho(¢p). Thus Moy w.g. (4;) —
Moyw-to.(¢). As in [PTT23, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.5], for each j, there exists a sequence
ujp € Ep(Xy, wy) converging strongly in family to u; and Hy, (ujx) — Ho(uj). Then
M, vl (Ui k) = Mo yw-te (#)- Tt follows that

MO,V,W~€ext<¢O) < h}(’gg\f Mtk,v,w~€ext(¢tk) < h}(’gg\f Mtk,v,w~€ext(uj,k) = MO,V,W~€ext(uj)/

where we have used the fact weighted-cscK potential ¢, is the minimizer of IM;,_ \.¢, (see
[Lah23, Corollary 1]) for the second inequality. Let j — oo, we obtain Moyw(¢o) <
Mo vw-toy (@) Thus ¢ is the minimizer of Mgy w.,,- O

ext

6. APPENDIX

6.A. Apriori estimates for weighted cscK equation. In this subsection, we provide the
apriori estimates required to show that the weighted-cscK metric is smooth, and also the
required interior estimates.

We consider the weighted cscK equations (1.2a), (1.2b). Applying Proposition 5.8 with
@r = w, xt = 0 induces
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Proposition 6.1. Let ¢ be a solution of (1.2a), (1.2b), for any p > 1, then
trypw||r < C = C(n, p,v, W, lext, A1, B, Co, Cy ),
where A1, B, Co, Cy ¢ are constant
Bisec(w) < B, —Ric(w) < Aiw, |F| >+ ¢l < Co.

and
Cw,iCpi
T+¢; —

Adapting the similar argument in the proof of Theorem 3.7, we obtain the gradient esti-
mate of F and C?-estimate of ¢ for equations (1.2a), (1.2b).

Vap | Vavp v By <
( S T4 )(mrp)(C,C )p < Cy

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ be a solution of (1.2a), (1.2b), then
m)?x(|V¢F]¢ +trwg) < C,

where C is a constant depending on w, v, W, ||¢||co, || F||co, ||trwy||Lr for some p.

Note that, by the arithmetic-geometric inequality, we have the lower bound

F 11,
trwy > new >ne” " >0

Proof. Comparing with the setting in the proof of Theorem 3.7, f, = 0. Applying f. = 0in
(3.14), we have

R
R a—— [VOF 51V logv(mg) |5 — 26108V ™) V¢ log v(my) -4 V‘P(e%/ [VOF'[3)

-+ e%*logv(mzp)zvfppl ‘¢ V¢A¢FI _ CV,g(trw(P)nfle%flogv(mq;) ‘V(PF”?]

|FLP? / (my) /
] £ —logv(mg) Valllly w5 —logv(mg) [z /|2
(e, T2y ) VTE

By [CC21a, formula (3.6)],

61 +

Zi ‘4’;@“2
Aptrwy > —C(trwge)" + + AF' — R(g).
P (treoy) (14 ¢pp) (1 + Pg7) (&)
By Young inequality,
5 |F:P
AF | <=—1 4+ (26)7}(1 )2
5 |F?
<z—— 1 4 p(28) Htrwy)?.
2(1+¢;)? (20) (treoy)

Since trwy has uniformly lower bound, then there exists a constant C such that 1 <
C (trwq,)”_l. Now, by taking a suitable constant § and (6.1), one has

Ag(e™ 98V % [VPF'2 4 traoy)
>t 08V M) [GOF 217 log v (my) 3 — 2~ BY ) VP log v (my) -5 V(e [VIF'3)

+eTIBVIMITIE L TPAGF — Cypltrwy) 1 (€T T80 [ VOF 2 4 trawy)
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V,04<m¢) V,rx<m¢)
v(my) 2 (mp)

+2

JE(F') (e 71oBY0m9) [ GOF |2 treoy) — J& (F)trew,.

Set

U = o’ —logvimy) ]V‘/’F'|¢ + trwg + 1,
then we have
V,oé(mqﬁ)
V0ﬂ¢)
6.2) + ez logvimy) [VOF 3|V log v(img)[3 — 2¢~ 108"V log v(my) -y VI (e T [VIF[3).

Agtt > — Cyp(trwy)"lu + 267 0B GO . YOALF 42 J&* (F)u

Forany p > 0,
1
2p+1

Taking the integration, one has

/. zpuZp—l |V¢I/l |2€2 logv(m¢)wn

N (uPPHh) = uPP Apu + 2pu 1 [V Pul].

(6.3) _ / 2p —A u) 210gv(m4J 2p — / 2p+l 210gv(m¢)w$
On the one hand, by (3.17),

2P — / 2p+1 210gv(m¢) Z — 2/ vazp(e 2 |V¢F/| ) ” v¢ logv(m¢)elogv(m¢)wn

12 /X WPeT|VOF 3V log v (my) 205 V(o)
(6.4) -2 /X uZ”V‘/’traJ(l, ‘¢ \VA4 log v(mq))eZlogV(m‘P)w(’Z
We estimate the third term on the right hand side of (6.4)
6.5 — 2/ uZPV‘Ptrw(P o VO logv(m¢)621°gv(m¢)w”
X
=2 /X 2pu™MrwyVou - V9 log v(my)e? o8V M) i
+ Z/X utrwyAy logv(m¢)621°gv(m¢)a)$ + 4/Xu2”trw4,]V‘7’ logv(mtp)\éeﬂogv(m%")w”

Sg/x uz’?’l]V‘/’u@eﬂogV(’”‘P)wg+/X8pu2p’l|V‘/’logv(m¢)]é(trwq,)zeﬂogv(m“’)w”

+2 f iy (‘V’“(m"’) jer(P) + 2t )

v(mg) v(mg)

“ﬁ(m‘?) o V“(m¢)vﬁ(m¢) o ogv(m n
+(T¢)<§ &) — v(my)? (¢, ¢P) )621 BY(me) i

1
+4 /X u*trwy |V log v(my) Ha OgV(m(p)wg

SE/ u2p_1]V¢u\éeZIOgV(m¢)wg+Cvg(p+1)/ uZp—l—l<trw¢)2nezlogv(m¢)wgl
2 Jx ’ X

where we have used (2.16) for the second inequality, (2.18) and (2.9) for the third inequality.
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On the other hand, by (6.2),
/X uzp(_A¢u)ezlogv(m¢)wn
—C/ 12 (treg) ! 2108 v(my) ., 2/ 2p+1V“ m4, ]Ca( ) 108 v(mg)
- /X 1206 |V‘/’P'[§,]V‘7’ logv(my) |3)elOgV ) (!
+2 /X u?V?logv(mg) -9 V‘P(e%, ]V¢F’|é)el"gv(’”4’)w”
6.6) _2 /X 2TV -y TP A, F 08V ma) 1t
Applying the same computation as in (3.19), (3.20), (3.21), (3.22) and (3.23) implies
- 2/ WP eEVOF ‘¢ V¢A¢P'el°gv(m¢)w”
X :
< /X puP1 |V¢u|é621°gv(m¢)wg +C(p+1) /X(t1‘w¢)3(”_1)uZP“elOgV(’”‘i’)w?§

v, (1my) 7,21 2p+1,21
6.7 +2/ u?P 1 28 rE (Fe Ogv(’”¢)w”+/ uZp+1g2logvimg) yn
(6.7) . v(mp) J¢* (F') ot/ 9

Therefore, by (6.3), (6.4), (6.5), (6.6) together with the above inequality, we deduce
/' Euzp_l‘v(pu’éeﬂogv(mp)wg < C<P+ 1) / <trw¢)S(n—l)u2p+lelogv(m¢)wn
X 2 X

It follows that

1y2
/ ’V¢(up+%)|2wn < Cv,§2(P + 2) <P + 1) / C (trw )S(nfl)u2p+lwn
X ¢ - p X 4 ¢ ¢
Then Applying the standard Moser iteration steps as in the proof of Theorem 3.7 and f, = 0
in Lemma 3.8, we have [u(|co < C, which implies that [V?F'[} + trwy < C.
Note that

IVPE[, < ]V‘PF’@ + |V logv(mqg)ﬁj <C.
We finish the proof. O

Once we have the C2-estimate, then, by standard bootstraping argument, we obtain the
higher order estimates.

Corollary 6.3. Suppose C~'w < wy < Cw for some constant C > 0, then all higher derivatives
can be estimated in terms of C.

Proof. By the assumption, then (2.13b) is uniformly elliptic with bounded right hand side.
It follows that ||F||cx < C; where a and C; depend on C. Then going back to (2.13a), we
conclude that ||¢|| . < C; for &’ < a, thanks to Evans-Krylov estimate. Hence the coeffi-
cients of the elliptic operator of (2.13b) are in cv. By [GT77, Theorem 8.32], we may obtain
|F|lcrar < Ca.

By differentiating both sides of (2.13a), we obtain the linear elliptic equation with C*
coefficient

(6.8) Ay () — %%(C"‘,ak) = okF — gf,z (9kg77) + g (9%&77)-
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By Schauder estimate, we deduce ||¢|| . < Cs. Going back to (2.13b) again, the coefficient
are in C? for any 0 < 7 < 1, hence we have ||F||c1,» < Cs. Now, the coefficients of (6.8) are
in C7 for any 0 < 7 < 1. Thus we derive ||¢|/c+, < Cg forany 0 < ¢ < 1.

Now the second equation (2.13b) has Cl7 coefficients and bounded right hand side, the
classical L? estimate ((GT77, Theorem 9.11]) implies F € W for any finite p. Differentiating
the equation (6.8), we obtain a linear elliptic equation in terms of the second derivatives of
¢, which has C?7 coefficients and L” right hand side. Thus ¢ € W*?. The bootstrapping
argument concludes the higher order estimates of ¢ and F. O

Theorem 6.4 (Local C2-estimate). Let B, = By(0) C C", consider the following local weighted-
cscK equation on By

69) {ZW@W =

Ay — BJE)E = —Lr.
Denote w as the Euclidean metric. Assume that trwy, tryew € LF(By) for p sufficiently large

(the value of p will be determined in the proof). Then there exists C > 0, which depends on
P, Itrwpl ey, Itrpw || Le(B,), such that

(6.10) sup (|V¢F!‘;‘, +trw¢) <C.
XGB% (0)

Proof. The second equation of (6.9) can be re-written into

(e sflwpra) - -
Since the right-hand-side is L”-bounded, by [CC17, Lemma 6.3], we have ||F||co(p,) < C.
Let F' =F —logv, u = ePT/_IOgV\V‘PF’]Z +trwy +1. For0<r <R <1, 1et17 € C®(By) be

a smooth cut-off function, such that 7 = 1in B,, 7 = 0in By \ Bg, |V#| < = in Bg \ B..
Following the same procedure as in the proof of Theorem 6.2 to compute

/B 2Pu2p—l ’quu’.;_)ezlogv . 77260;;,
1

—l-w
.ef.

we find the presence of the extra cut-off function will produce three new terms I, II, III
showing up in (6.4), (6.5), (6.7) correspondingly.
The term Lis [ = —2 [p u*y (V7 -4 Vu)e? °8¥w§. By Holder inequality, we have

' C
1<6 [ u2P=1.|VPul? . n?.e2losvyn 7/ 1W2P Lt
=00, ‘ o 11 4’+5(R—r)2 By aatad)

The term ITis 1T = 4 [ u? - trwy - 7(V?7 -4 V¥ log v)e2lo8Vwp. Since 2V97 - V¥ logv <

Fcr)ztr(pa] , we have
2P+ 21
= r)2 . PEL g - trwy - trpw - €798 wy,
The term IITis [T = 4 [, u Ut e - (VIW ., Vo) - AgW - €218V it By Holder inequality,
we have

2p W 2 2,21 C o 2p+l
1 <25 Blu Pern”(ApgW)“e Og"a]g—l—m/BRu P trpwwg.
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Then following the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 6.2, we have
T2 C(p+1) 3(n-1), 2p+1
(6.11) /Br |V (uP 2)[gw" < SR—7r7 BR(l + trwy )V Ut wy.
Then by the standard Moser-iteration procedure as in the proof of Theorem 3.7, we get
SUP..c5, (0) <]V‘/’F|é - trw¢> < C.
2
O

6.B. Linearization of opeartors. In this subsection, we present the details of the computa-
tion for the linearization of operators required in Subsection 4.A. The computation basically
follows [Has19, Lah19].

Let R = M —lext, T = AV‘PB = . Locally we can write § = ddp. Then
my = —]C"‘(l[)) and (dv,mg) = —Z,X v JC*(¢). Let Fo = R —rT for some r > 0 large

V'tr¢9+ <dV,m€>
w

enough.
Then
Do) = 2P L w5, —rd7
—D*(vD{ 5 d o¢
= PP R 04)e (ST — (0T, 06),).

By direct computation,

d =, 1d
—ETZ%@W,B@ ———(V tryf — ZV,,JC"‘ >

d
— %E<V-tr¢9—ZV,a]§“(¢))
1 - - -
== ( — (v, 99)g - trpf + v(0,V/~100¢) ¢ + ;<3V,a,8¢>¢f(§“(l/])) :
Then
d = 1 =, -, =,
—= T = %@w, 3p)g+ - (= (29, 39)g - try0 + v(6,V=103p)y + YoV, 39) 415 (1)).
And
(0T 590) = i(&w 5¢> + ﬁ(@v 5(])> + 1<a(tr 0), 84) S ZV JE* (p )
19P)g = —m\OW, 0P)p o+ — = {0V, 0P)g - {0ty ¢ a Ply-
Thus
=, d =, 5
(0T, 3¢ — T = —(6,V=130¢)y + — (3ltry6), 3}y — — zva (J2* (%)), 39)y-
Let f be a test function. Then
. d w?
[ (@OT 34— 57) - f-wt
_/ (0,V/—109¢), - —3’ /V-(a(tr 0), 30, - f-
X oY )r ¢ 1’1!
—/XZV,M?)(IC"‘(VJ ,0P)g - 2

where — ¥, V.o (D(J&* (1)), 3)g = (6,0v A O).

7

1’1'
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For two (1, 1)-forms a, B, we have the formula

n(n—1laABAwy” 2= (trpa - trgf — (a, B)g) )
Apply this formula, we have

J’Z

[ vto, /1039, £+t

wn _ a]n—z
:/V.tr¢9-A¢<(j)).fn_(f—/xv.f-e/\\/—_laa(]')/\ (nfz)!,
Among which,
W ~ n—1
/v.tr¢9.A¢(¢).fn_‘!i’ :/}(V.trqye.f.\/jaa(p/\ (nfl)!
n—1 w1

_. Wy =. ¢
_/)(V.tr¢9.aan¢Am—/Xtrqg().f.av/\agb/\(n_l)!

a]n—l

_/)(V.f-a(tr(p@)/\5¢/\ (nfl)!'

and we also have

—/Xv-f-(eA\/—_185¢)A

n—2

¢
(n—2)!

n 2 n72

_/ aan¢AeA( +/f av/\agb)/\()/\(

—2)1
7’1

_/ aan¢AeA( +/f trp (v A 3¢)) - tr¢9——/fav/\84) o), —4’

Therefore
n

/X (0T 39} - %7’) -f-w-%
n . w2

g w
— | _v. . 3d) —L . 3 ¢
_/X v-tryf - trg(9f A 3G)—! +/Xv of NI oAt

_ wg
_—/X (0,0f 1.3g) L.

By the computation above, we can see that

Lemma 6.5. The linearized operator T — (97 ,0-)¢ is a (-, -)w,y- self-adjoint second order elliptic
linear operator.
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