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WEIGHTED CSCK METRIC (I): A PRIORI ESTIMATES

ELEONORA DI NEZZA, SIMON JUBERT AND ABDELLAH LAHDILI

ABSTRACT. Let X be a compact Kahler manifold. In this paper we study the existence of
constant weighted scalar curvature Kéhler (weighted cscK) metrics on X. More precisely,
we establish a priori C*-estimates (k > 0) for the Kihler potential associated with these
metrics, thereby extending a result due to Chen and Cheng in the classical cscK setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A central theme in Kahler geometry is the search for canonical Kahler metrics. The concept
of constant weighted scalar curvature metrics (weighted cscK for short), introduced by the
third author in [25], provides a unification for various related notions of canonical Kéahler
metrics that satisfy special curvature conditions.

We present here the first of two papers, focused on investigating the existence of weighted
cscK metrics in a given cohomology class. In this paper, we derive a priori C*-estimates,
k > 0, for the Kéhler potential associated to the metric with constant weighted scalar cur-
vature. This work extends the result of Chen and Cheng [I2] concerning cscK metrics. In
the subsequent second paper, we will demonstrate the existence of the weighted cscK metric
provided that the weighted Mabuchi energy is relatively coercive, and we will explore several
geometric applications.
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1.1. Weighted cscK problem. We fix a compact Kéhler manifold (X,wp, T) of complex
dimension n. Let T be an r-dimensional compact real torus in the reduced automorphism
group Aut,q(X) with Lie algebra t. Suppose wy is a T-invariant Kéhler form and consider the
set of smooth T-invariant Kihler potentials (X, wg)” relative to wy. For ¢ € K(X,wp)T we
denote by w, = wy+ddp the corresponding Kéhler metric. Here d = 049 and d° = i(0—0) so
that dd® = 2i90 as in [I7, page 29]. This choice of d and d° is consistent with the fact that we
choose the scalar curvature to be defined as two times the trace; note that this normalizati%)n
has an impact also in the expression of the Ricci form, i.e. Ric(w,) = Ric(wg) + %aldC log :—(,?.

It is well-known that the T-action on X is w,-Hamiltonian (see e.g. [I7, Section 2.5]) and
that P, := pu,(X) is a convex polytope in t* [3, 19, 25]. Here p, : X — t* is the moment
map associated to w, and t* stands for the dual vector space for the Lie algebra t of T. We
normalize ji, by

(1) o = po + dp,

in such a way that P = P, is p-independent, see [25, Lemma 1]. From now, we always suppose
that the moment map satisfies ([Il). Let us stress that the identity in (Il) means that for all
et
T
(1, €) = (0, &) + (d°p,€),  with  (d°p, &) =Y (d°p(&)&],€),
i=1

where (§1,...,&) is a basis of the Lie algebra t of T and (&7, ...,&)) is its dual basis.

For a given positive weight function v € C*°(P,R~(), we define the v-weighted Ricci form
by

(2) Ricy (wy) := Ric(wy) — %dalC log v(pp)-

Then the v-weighted scalar curvature of a T-invariant Kéhler metric w, € [wo] is defined by

(3) Scaly (wy) = 2v(p) A v (Ricy (wy)),

where Ay, is the v-weighted trace with respect to w, (see Appendix [A.2] for more details
about this operator). This definition is equivalent to the one introduced in [25] (see Lemma
B2), but we do prefer the above more compact expression.

For a given weight w € C°°(P,R), a T-invariant Kéhler metric w, is said (v, w)-weighted
cscK if its v-weighted scalar curvature satifies

(4) Scaly (wy) = W(kp)-

The significance of () in relation to various geometric conditions is thoroughly examined
in [25] (see also [4] for v-solitons). However, we shall mention a few specific cases below:

(a) for v=1and w = ¢ is a constant, (@) corresponds to the classical cscK equation;

(b) for v =1 and w = lext, where lex is the affine extremal function, the weighted cscK
metrics are Calabi’s extremal Kéhler metrics [10];

(c) for v > 01is any smooth function and w = 2v(x)(n+ (dlog v(z), z)), [@) corresponds to
the weighted v-soliton examined in [4, 20], generalizing the well-studied Kéhler-Ricci

solitons (see e.g. [7, R 27 28]);
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(d) for v and w polynomials, then (v, w)-cscK metrics on X correspond to Calabi’s ex-
tremal Kéhler metrics on the total space of an holomorphic fibration Y with fiber X,
called semisimple principal fibration [2, [4, 22];

(e) forv=¢"""1 w=al"""?and [wo] = c1(L), where £ is a positive affine-linear function
on P, a is a constant, and L is a polarization of X, then a weighted cscK metric is a
scalar flat cone Kihler metric on the affine cone (L~1)* (see [I], 3]).

1.2. Main results and strategy of the proof. The starting point is to re-write the 4th
order non-linear PDE in ({]) as a system of two linear elliptic PDEs:

(5) P =los (vl )
AP ==k 4 2A,  (Ric(wo))-

The equivalence between (@] and () is established in Proposition
In the above equation A, is the v-weighted Laplacian with respect to w, (we refer to Ap-

pendix [AT] for basic properties of this operator). Note that for v =1 and w being constant

ne1 (X)fwo}" ! : :
equal to Twol” , we retrieve the system proposed by [12] in the cscK case.

In the original proof by Chen and Cheng [12] in the unweighted setting, the authors de-
rive C? and C? a priori estimates by establishing an intermediate C! a priori estimate for the
Kihler potential ¢. With the C° and C? estimates established, higher order estimates are sub-
sequently obtained through standard regularity results for complex Monge-Ampere equations
and linear elliptic operators. It is important to emphasize that their proof of the C? estimate
[12, Theorem 5.1] relies on the Alexandroff maximum principle for the real Monge-Ampeére
operator.

In this paper, following [16], we present a proof of the C? and C? estimates that bypass the
need for an intermediate C'! estimate. However, it is important to note that the “weighted”
case introduces significantly more challenges and subtleties due to the presence of the weighted
operators A,y and A,y in (B)). In practice, many additional terms require (uniform) bounds
when establishing a priori estimates. We address these terms with detailed explanations to
ensure clarity in the presentation.

Our first main result is the C%-estimate:

Theorem A. The functions @ and F' are uniformly bounded by a constant that depends on

n

n,wo, v, w and the entropy Ent(yp) := fX log (:—é’:) We-

The proof of the C%estimate is an extension of the approach proposed in [I6], which
crucially employs pluripotential theory.
From this, we then get C?-estimate:

Theorem B. There exists a positive constant C' > 0 depending on wqy, v, w, ||F||co and
llellco such that
2
max (|dF[ 4 Ao(wy)) < C
where Ao is the trace with respect to wy.

Two crucial intermediate steps consist in establishing a priori integral LP-estimates (p > 1)
for the Laplacian A, (Theorem B.1]) and a lower bound for the weighted Laplacian A, ,u for

ui=e? |dF |2 + K Ao(w,,) (Proposition B.3).
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Noting that Ay is elliptic (see Lemma [A.2)), the higher-order estimates can be derived
using standard arguments of elliptic and complex Monge-Ampere theories [0, 24] similar to
those used in the usual cscK problem (cf [12] page 3]).

1.3. Notations. In the text we will denote by A,, A, the Laplacian and the trace with
respect to wy,. The scalar curvature Scal is defined as twice the trace of the Ricci form, i.e.
Scal(wy) = 2A,(Ric(wy,)) where the Ricci form is defined by Ric(w,,) := ric,(J-, ) with ric,
the Ricci symmetric 2-tensor of the underlying riemannian metric g,. We denote by V¥ the
gradient with respect to g,.

1.4. Organisation of the paper. In Section 2l we introduce notations and results which will
be used throughout the paper: we provide definitions and references to pluripotential theory.
Section Blis dedicated to establish the equivalence between the fourth-order PDE ({]) and the
system of elliptic PDE’s ([).

The proof of the CY-estimate, stated in Theorem [A] is presented in Section @l In Section
Bl we prove the LP-estimates needed for the proof of Theorem [B] which can be found finally
in Section [6
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2. PRELIMINARIES IN PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY

We recall below some ingredients from pluripotential theory that are going to be crucial in
what follows in order to establish uniform C?-estimates. The first is a powerful integrability
result which is known as a uniform version of Skoda’s integrability theorem. We introduce

Vo, :=supv(u,z), z€ X, ue PSH(X,wp),

u,x

where v(u,x) denotes the Lelong number of u at x. We note that from the proof of [I8]
Lemma 8.10] one can deduce that v, > 1.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ < 21/;()1. Then there exists a uniform constant C > 0 such that for all
u € PSH(X,wq) with supy u = 0 we have

/ e “wy < C.
X

We refer to [I8, Theorem 8.11] for a proof. The following result is due to Kolodziej [23]:

Theorem 2.2. Assume w;,, = fwg with f € LP for some p > 1. Then there exists C' > 0
depending only on w,n, || f|lLr such that

Oscxu < C
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Here L? := LP (wy). In the following we specify the reference volume form in the notation of
the LP norms only if is different from the standard one.

At last, we recall [I5, Theorem 3.3], that can be viewed as a generalization of Kolodziej’s
theorem:

Theorem 2.3. Fiz a € [0,1),A > 0, x € PSH(X,wp) and 0 < f € LP for some p > 1.
Assume that u € PSH(X,wg), normalized by supy u = 0, satisfies

wy < fwy + awy.
Assume also that
(©) | 1 < AlCap, (B).
for every Borel subset E C X. If Plu] is less singular than x (i.e. x < Plu] 4+ C, for some
C > 0) then
X~ SUpX — C(HfHLp,p, (1- a)_l,A) < u.
It is worth it to mention that such a result is stated and proved in a much more general

version in [I5] to which we refer for a proof. Here CapX(E) is the y-relative capacity of E
and it is defined as

Cap, (E) := sup {/ wy +u€PSH(X,wp), x —1<u< X}
E

and

Plu] = (sup{v € PSH(X,wp), v <0 and v <u+ C, for some C > 0})",
where % denotes the upper semi-continuous regularization For later purposes we mention
that Plu] = 0 if and only if u is such that [, w! =V ([I3, Theorem 1.3]).

3. WEIGHTED CSCK EQUATION AS A SYSTEM OF ELLIPTIC PDES

The goal of this section is to write the weighted cscK equation () as a system of two elliptic
wn
PDEs. We define F' := log (v(u¢)w—§).
We first show that the weighted scalar curvature introduced by [25] and that writes as

(7) Scaly (wy) = v(pp)Scal(wy) — 2A,v(py) + Z Vi (Ko )96 (&, €5),
3,7=1

is equivalent to ([B]). We take (7)) as a definition.
We develop the second term of the RHS of ().
Apv(py) =Apddv(py)

=Ayd (Z V,Z-(,u@)dc,ufp)

i=1
(8) =A - . c i .. A c, j
=8y Z Vi) dd®pg, + v 5 (g ) dpagy N dC i,
i
= 3 Vil At — vy i A (5(60r) Al ),

3,j=1
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where ufp = (lg, &) and we use that wy(&,) = —dufp and wy(§5,J) = dcuf'p for the last
equality. We continue the computation

s

Apv(py) = Z V,i(/‘so)Asoﬂfo = V,ij (o) Ay (90(JEi, ) A g (Ej5 7))

i
2n
= Z < go/ﬂo ,ij(,ugo) Z gso(Jgi, ek)gso(gj’ Jek))
,7=1 k=1
= Z soﬂgo + Vi ()90 (8, €5,
t,j=1

where (ex)?™, is a local orthonormal frame w.r.t. g,. We showed

T
(9) —Apv(pg) = — Z V,i(ﬂso)AsoNZo = v, (k)96 (&, &)
ij=1
For later purposes, let us observe that the first 4th lines of the above computation give

T

Aov(pg) = Y vilpe)Dopl, + V(i) Ao (duly A deud)
=1

(10) = > vilug) Dopl, + v (ng)go(dpl, dpd),
ij=1
where the last identity follows from a general fact, i.e. that for smooth functions f1, fo,

(11) go (df1,df2) = Ao (dfy Nd° fa) .

Lemma 3.1. The scalar curvature has the alternative expression

s

Scal(wy) =2A4(Ric(wp)) — AgF + —— ! Z V,i(,uap)Ago/Jfo + v,ij (1) 9 (§is &5)

) vire) \ 2
~ /io)g ;1 Vi)V ()90 (& &) | 5
where F := log (ww%).
Proof. By definition
(13) Scal(w,) = 2A,(Ric(wg)) — Ay log :—%.

0

Observe that there is a factor 2 since, with our notations the scalar curvature is twice the
trace. Also, by definition of F'

n

w
A, log = A F — Aglogv(py,).
0

We develop
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Aglogv(pg,) =Asdd®log v(p,)

:V(%SD)ASDV('U@) — A, <V(%§0)2dv(,u¢) A dcv(u¢)>
1 1 r ' '
:mva(“w) - W% %:1 Vi (1), () dpegy N 4,
1 1 r
ZV(TSD)AS”V(/W T V()2 ;1 Vi)V, (1) 9 (65 &5)

The last equality follows from the same computation as in (). Then, using (),

wy 1 :
Aylog =2 =AF — ——Ayv +—— Vi & 9p(&i, &
® wl ® v(jip) oV (1) V()2 Zgz:l i (k) v (1) 90 (&, &5)

1 a ;
=ApF — —— Z V,Z’(Nso)A<pN<p + VJJ'(Nso)gso(fiafj)
v(fip) ij=1
1
+ - Vi)V, (1) 90 (&is
T | e ilaoten )
Injecting in (3], we get the result. O

Lemma 3.2. The weighted scalar curvature has the alternative expression

Scaly (wy) = 2v () Ay v (Ricy (wy))
where Ay is defined in ([B4)) and Ricy is the v-weighted Ricci from, defined in (2)).

Proof. We first re-write the term >, vﬂ-(,uw)A@,ufO. Let & € t. Then

dCF(gj) :dcv(ﬂw)(gj) + d¢log (w_%> (g])

V() “o
T"_ Vi d°¢ % . wh
(14) =St DO | rrog <—> (&)
V(1) wp
i1V i) c wy
:Zl—l 5 (,ugp)ggp(f 6]) +d log <_§> (5])
V(1) wp
Also, using Cartan’s formula and the fact that &;_w, = —d,ufo we deduce L jg;wp, = —ddc,ufo,

where L ¢, denotes the Lie derivative in the direction J¢;. And the same holds for wp. It
follows from arguments in the proof of [25, Lemma 5]

(15) 0og W_g (6]) - SDMcp - 0“07

Multiplying (@I3)) by v ;(i,), summing over j = 1,--- ,r and using (I4)) we obtain
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> vilo) Appd, => v i () Aopth + v (1)dC log <

J=1 Jj=1

083 | “683

)@

T

=D vilpe)Bos + v, (up)d°F (&) = D V’i(ﬂw)v’i((zz))g“”(&’ &),

(16)

j=1 ij=1

Injecting in ([I2]), we find

T

Scal(w,) = 2A,(Ric(wy)) — Ay F + b Z Vi (1) 90(6i,65)
V(Mso)

ij=1
_V(,u;ﬁ (Z V,i(l‘eo)v,j(l‘eo)geo(gi,gj))
ij=1
- D vilie) Boph + v i () dF(E) = AEEARIGRACR)
V(Nso) = ij=1 v(kp)
(17) = 2A,(Ric(wy)) — ApF — ﬁ (Z V,i(ﬂ<p)v,j(ﬂ<p)g<p(§i7§j))
® i,j=1

+V(;1L¢) (Z V,j(,uso)Ao,ué + V,j(,ueo)ch(fj) + Z V’ij('u@)g@(&’gj))

=1 ij=1

We conclude by injecting (@) and (7)) in ():



WEIGHTED CSCK METRIC (I): A PRIORI ESTIMATES 9

Sealy(wy) = 2v(pp) Ap(Ric(wn)) — V(i) AGF + 37 v (1) Mogih + v (1) A F (&)
j=1

T

+ Z Vi (1) 90 (6, ) — 2 Z Vi)V, (o) 90(8i,65)

ij=1 V(N<p) ij=1
—2 Z i) soﬂgo 2 Z Vi (1) 90 (85 &5) + Z Vi (1) 9p (& &5)
i,j=1 b,j=1 b,j=1
= 2v(pp)Ap(Ric(wo)) — v(kp) ApF + Z V,j(:ugo)AO,u% + v, (1e)d°F (&)
j=1

T

" . 2
-2 ZVJ(,U@)AQD,UZQ - Z V,i(ﬂcp)VJ(Nso)%(fi’ &)
i=1

v(Hep) ij=1

= V(N@)2Aw(RiC(WO)) - V(:ugo)AgoF - Zv,j(ﬂw)dCF(gj) - V,j(#go)AO:u%
j=1

= v(up)204(Ric(wp)) + d* (v(pp)dF) — Zv] o) Ao
j=1

= V(i) (—Ap v F + 2A,  Ric(wo))
= 2V(/L¢)A@,V(Ricv(w<p))7

where in the third equality we used ([IG). In the last line we use (B6]) for the expression of
Ay Ric(wp), the definition of the v-weighted Laplacian in (53)) and that A, f = A, dd® f

(see Appendix [A]).

We then conclude this section:

Proposition 3.3. A T-invariant Kdhler metric is a weighted cscK metric if and only if it is
solution of the following system of elliptic PDEs

(18) E = log (VW):T?)
Ap F = =¥ 420, (Ric(w)),

where A, and A, are introduced in Appendiz [4l

Proof. From the end of the proof of Lemma we have that 7 )Scal (wy) = —Ayp vF +

2A, v(Ric(wp)). Then Scal, (wy,) = w(py,) if and only if the second equation in (I8]) is satisfied.
U

4. CO-ESTIMATES

The goal of this section is to prove a priori C%-estimates for ¢ and F, solutions of (IS
where ¢ is normalized such that supy ¢ = 0.

First, observe that since P is compact and v, w are smooth, there exist positive constants
n, L, v, M such that
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0<n<v<L<—+oo, —v<w<M,

(19) —n<v;<L<+o0, —v<w;<M.

Let ¢ be the unique solution of the Monge-Ampére equation

wZL] =b W EF2 + 1wg‘], supv = 0,
X

b= [ VF?+1 wgﬂ. We normalize wy such that

(20) / Wi =1,
X

where we recall that w([)k} = wk—](?, for 1 < k < n. Observe that, since F2+1 < 2F? on {F > 1},

0< b:/ V(,u@)_leF\/F2+1w([]n] +/ V(,u@)_leF\/F2+1w([]n]
{F<1} {F>1}
<V2i7! (e + Enty(p))

where Enty(¢) := [ log (V(“+62w$> V(u¢)wgl] denotes the weighted entropy.

We observe that the latter is comparable to the classical entropy Ent(y) := Ent;(p):

Lemma 4.1. For any weight v > 0, the weighted entropy Ent, is bounded if and only if the
entropy Ent is:

Enty(p) <oco < Ent(p) < oo,
for any ¢ € K(X,wp)".

Proof. Suppose first that the entropy Ent(y) is bounded. For simplicity, we write g := ef’
— g _ Vi)l
and f := o) Then g = mom We compute

Ent,(p) = /X gloggul™ = /X V(p) f 10g(v(11p) )

<L </ flogfw([]n] + logL/ fw([)n}>
X X

=LEnt(p) + L/ wg[f]
X
=LEnt(y) + Llog L,

where we use ([20) to pass to the last line and L is defined in ([I9). The converse is obtain via
similar computations. O

Therefore, if Ent(y) is uniformly bounded, so is b.

Let Ag > 0 such that —Apwy < Ric(wp) < Agwp. We start with the following key observa-
tion:
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. . 1 :
Ay pRic(wo)| = |Ap(Ric(wo)) — 5—— Z‘Cj(ﬂ@AONg
2v(pp) =
(21) 1 r ;
< AgA,(wg) + sup | —— ' A
0 eo( 0) XP QV(IUAO) P ,J(Mgo) 0o

< AgAy(wo) + C.

It is important to note that the constant C' above does not depend on ¢ by (9.
Following [16] we show:

Theorem 4.2. Given e € (0,1), there exists C = C(e,n,wq, P,w,v,b) such that
FH4ep—Ap <C,

where A > 0 is a uniform constant depending only on the lower bound of the Ricci curvature.

Proof. We let H := F + e — Ap with A =2A + 1.
Then

ApvH =Ap F + ey ) — AA, v

=-Z (1) + 2A, yRic(wo) + A — AA L@
v(fip)

s Do () (0°(0) () — AT (&)
v Ncp) =1

c [n—1] c [n—1]
_ Wik + 2A, vRic(wo) + 5dd Vhwe | A N

V(1) Wl e

L S () (ed9 (&) — Ad°o (&)
V(N<p) =1

e n ] e )
Z—W“W)—Z%Adwy—c+ém¢ﬂf¢ dd"p 1wy
V() Wiy W

FY v () (a0 (€) - A (6).
= V(Ngo)
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For the inequality, we use (2I]). We continue the computation
[n—1]

VAN
Ay H > — LAC 24pAp(wo) — C + e wo[)n] =
V(N<p) We
[n— 1}
w, /\O.) 1
_ A( L [)n} ZV Nso Edcd} (5]) Adp (SJ))
w v{He)

%)
Wyp A w[n 1

[n]

M
2—f—An—C—l-(A—QAO_g)AsD(WO)“‘g
W

ST () (e (&) — AU (€))
V(i) =1

—C + nb~Y"e (F2

i (1) (E (u@, - ué) —-A (ufp - ué))

—C’1+C'2—|—nb_1/"s(F2+1)%

where C depends on [21I), Co := infx ZJ 1 VVJ(L”“’)) (E (”fb — ué) —A (,ufp - ,u%)). Observe
that the constant C3 is indeed independent of ¢ and v since the image of p, is the moment
polytope P for any T-invariant Kéhler potential in [wp] (see the introduction and [25] Lemma
1] for details).

From the second inequality to the third, we use the mixed Monge-Ampere inequality (see
[9, Proposition 1.11]) ensuring that wy, A wg_l > b/ (FZ 1) wi. We also used that
the moment map p., of a Kihler potential ¢ satisfies ul, = pf — d°p(¢7) for any & € t.

By the maximum principle, applied to H, we can then infer that at a maximum point xg
we have

nb~ Ve (F? + 1)/ (zy) < C.
Thus F(xq) < Cy, Co = Co(e, Ag,wo, b, v, w).
We then claim that
ey — Ap < Cj,

where C'3 > 0 depends on €, A and b. Let us now prove the claim. First of all we observe
that, for any a,d € (0,1) we have either vV F2 +1 > b/(ad") or F < VF? +1 < b/(ad™); thus

b

we =v(py)ef wf < Lad"b™'ef /F2 + 1w + Lewmw
=Lad"wy, + Leasm wg
<Lawg,, + Leaéi"wg.
We are going to apply Theorem with u = ¢, x = 0 and f = Le?/(@") In fact, we
have that e?/(@") ¢ [P for any p > 1 and, since fX wg[f] = 1, [I3, Theorem 1.3] implies that
P[] =0 > 4. In particular P[p] is less singular than 4. Moreover, the assumption in (@)
is satisfied. Indeed, for any Borel set £ C X

Lo —C b
/ fwo = ea(SnVOle( ) < Lewsm <W> < Leasm C4Capr(E)2.
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The inequality

—Cy
Ll () < _———
VO ()( ) —= eXp <Capr(E)1/">

where Cy > 0 depends on n and wy, follows from [I8] eq. (12.1.3) and Lemma 12.2] (see also
[14, Proposition 2.10]). Using that Cap,,, < (1 —§)7"Cap(;_s), and that Cap(;_s), < Capg,
(see [26, Lemma 2.7]) we get that

/ fui < Cu(1 = 6)"*"Capgy (E)°.
FE

We can then infer that ¢ > d1) — C4((1 — a)~',e?/*" (1 — §)~2"). Choosing & small enough
so that € — Ad > 0 we obtain the claim with C3 = A Cjy.
It then follows that for any x € X

H(x) < H(zg) < Co+ Cs,
which concludes the proof. ]

Corollary 4.3. The functions i, @, F are uniformly bounded by a constant that only depends
on n,wp, v, w and Ent(y).

Proof. From Theorem we know that F' < C —eyp + Ap < C — ¢, since supy ¢ = 0.

Therefore
/ 2F n < C/ 261/1 n

Choosing ¢ < v}, by Theorem 21] we get a uniform bound for ||e”||z:. It follows from

Kolodziej uniform estimates (Theorem [Z2]), applied to the equation wy = i )eF wg, that

© > —C(v,|lef| 12, wo). In particular, since supy ¢ = 0 we do get a uniform control on

llol| o= Also,
/ 2 (F? + Dwj < / A wy < C// e_4€¢w8.
X X X

Once again, thanks to Theorem 1], choosing ¢ < (2v,,)"! we get a uniform bound for

llef' v F2 + 1| 2. Theorem 2 then gives a uniform control for ||¢|| 7.
We can then conclude from Theorem together with the arguments above that

FgC—strAcpg—si%fwg(A

for some uniform positive constant Cj.

It remains to prove a uniform lower bound for F'. For this purpose we apply the minimum
principle to F'+tp, with ¢ = 249+ 1 where we recall that Ay > 0 is such that Ric(wg) < Aowo.
Using Definition (56), Lemma [A2] and 21I), we find
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A%V(F + tgo) = — % —+ 2A%V(R1C(w0)) + tA¢Q0 + V(%cp) ZVJ(IU’SD)CZCQO(S])
j=1
W . ~ t 4 . j
< e an (Riclwo)) + O+ tn = Aglen) + 05 > vl = )
<Lt tn+ (240 — DAp(wo) + €+ —— S v ()1, — 1)
n V(Ms@)

j=1

<C - A, (wo)

SC - n%ne—F/n’
where C' = supy V(+¢) (t > e VJ(,ugp)(uf‘p — ,u%)) +v+tn+ C. Tt is worth to note again that
the constant C' is indeed independent of ¢ since the image of p, is the moment polytope P
for any T-invariant Kihler potential in ¢ € K(X,wo)".
The last inequality follows from the fact that, given two positive (1,1)-forms «, 3 we have

Ag(a) > n(%‘—Z)l/n. In particular

(22) Aplwo) > nv(pg)meFIm,
Now, let xg be a minimum point of the function F' + tp, then 0 < C — 17% ne~F@o)/n  or
equivalently F'(xzg) > —n log(C’n_%/n). For any x € X, F(z)+te(x) > F(xo)+te(xo), hence
F > —nlog(Cyn /n) — t]g] . O
5. INTEGRAL C?-ESTIMATES
The goal is this section is to show the theorem below.

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ be a solution of ([A8). Then for any p > 1; there exists a constant
C > 0, depending on p, n, v, ||¢|lco, [|F|lco, an upper bound on the Ricci form of wy and a
lower bound of the holomorphic bisectional curvature of wgy so that
[Ao(wy)|Lr < C.
We start with some lemmas which will be useful in the following.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ be solution of (I8)). Then

(23) Ao(w¢) S CA¢(WQ)n_1, A@(WO) S CAo(ww)n_l,

where C' is a positive constant depending on ||F||co, v and n. Moreover,

(24) Ao(w¢)01 Z 1 A¢(w0)C2 2 1,
for positive constants Cy, Cy depending on || F||co, v, and n.
Proof. Recall that for any smooth (1,1)-form «, g

n 1/” n
n <%> < Ag(a) < n2An(B)" .
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By (I8]) and the second inequality above, we infer

Ao (w )<niA (wo)™ !
ol = V(Ncp) o
Similarly Ay, (wo) < nv(pg)e™F Ag(wy)™ L
1/n n
On the other side, Ag(wy) > n (V( )> and Ay (wo) > n (V(Nw)e_p)l/ : O

The following lemma is well-known; however, as it will be used very often, we give a
statement below without proof.

Lemma 5.3. Let S be a covariant 2-tensor S and f1, fo two smooth functions on X. Then

ggo(dflvg<p(57df2)) = S(V‘Pfhv@fé)

and

(25) 9o (S, dfy @ dfz) = S(V¥ f1,V? fa).
In particular, when S = V¥dh, for some smooth function h: X — R we have
9o (df1, 9,(V¥dh,df2)) = V2dh(V?f1,V? f)
Let us stress that g, (S, df2) has to be understood as the 1-form: V' — g, (S(V,-),df2).

Lemma 5.4. For any smooth (1,1)-form [ we have the following identities between 1-forms

(26) dAgD(B) = Ago(ﬁﬂ) - gw(ﬁ,ﬁ.ww), chgo(B) = _Ago(ﬁJ-B) + ggo(ﬁyﬁJ-Wgo),

where g, (B, L.wy) is the 1-form defined as V. — g,(8, Lywy) and Ay(L.B) is the 1-form
defined as V — Ay (Ly ).

Proof. By definition of the trace

(27) BAwE = A (B)wl.

Let V' be a vector field. Differentiating the LHS of the above inequality in the direction V' we
obtain

v (BAWE™) =Ly (8) AWl T+ B A Ly(wp) Awlr™?

:Aso(ﬁ\/(ﬁ))wg[pn] + BN Ly(wy) A ws[p"—2]‘
Differentiating (27]) and rearranging the terms, we get

Ly (A (B)) wI;” =A¢<£v<ﬁ>> Wil + B A Ly (wp) Awll ™ = A (B) Ly (wy) Awlr ™Y
Ay (Lv(B)) Wl il 4 BA Ly (wp) A w[" 4= Ap(B)Ap(Ly (wy))wl!
Ap (Lv(B)) Wl — g, (8, Lywg)wll,

where to pass to the last line we use the well know identity A,(8)A, (o )w<p = g,(B, )

BAaN wg[;@—ﬂ (see e.g. [I7, eq. (1.12.5)]), for any (1,1)-form «, 3.
This conclude the proof of the first identity. The second one simply follows from the first one
and the that d°f = —df(J-) for any smooth function f. O

The following lemma is a generalization of Yau inequality [29, (2.10)] for F' solution of the
weighted Monge-Ampere equation (I8]) and for the weighted Laplacian.
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Lemma 5.5. The following holds true:

(28) A@,VAO(UJ@) > AOF‘ - AO (gap(ﬁ-wkpvﬁJ-wip)) - OIAO(W@)A@(WO) - 027

where C1 > 0 depends on wy, ||F||co,v,n and Cy > 0 on v and a lower bound for the
holomorphic bisectional curvature of wy.
In particular,

(29) Ay vAo(wy) > AgF — Ag (ggo(ﬁ,w@, £J.w¢)) — C1Ag(wy)™ = Co.

In the above statement, g, (L.w,,, £ j.w,) is understood as the 2-form (V, W) — g, (Lywy, Liwwy).
Recall that in a orthonormal frame (ex)?" ; with respect to wg we have that Ag(3) = 3 Ziil Blek, Jeg),
for any 2-form (. Hence

2n
1
_A()(gcp(ﬁ.wsp,ﬁj.wcp)) = 5 E ‘ﬁeka@’?p 2 0.
k=1

Proof. We follow Yau’s computations [29]. First, we take the Laplacian with repsect to wg of
Monge-Ampere equation in (I8]). We have that

Ag log <w—i> =Aglog <w—i> = Aodd° log <w—i>
wo wo wo
ZAod<Ao(£J-WO) - Aw(ﬁJ-Wgo)>

=Ag <A0(ﬁ-£J-wo) — go(L.wo, Ly.wo) — Ay (L.Ljw,) + gu(L.wy, £J-W<p)>'

Let us observe that in orthonormal frame (ek)iil w.rt. wy we write —Ag(L.Ljwy) =

1 2n

2 Zk:l Lej Leywo-

The second and the third equalities are due to the fact that by the computation in ([II) we
have

wy wy
dlog <w—z> = A (L.wy) — Ao(L.wp), d‘log <w—z> = —A,(Lrwy) + Ao(Lwop).
0 0

The last equality follows from Lemma [5.4]
Recall that by ([I8]), A log (:—gﬁ) = Ao(F —logv(uy)). Then, taking normal coordinate

with respect to wy and doing local computations we obtain

AO (F — log V(,usp)) :AQ (Ao(ﬁ.ﬁj.wo)) — AO (Aw(ﬁ.ﬁj.w@))

(30)
+ Mo (gp(Lowyp, Lywy)) — Aogo(L.wo, L.wp).

On the other hand, using (several times) (26) and the fact that V preserves wg, we obtain
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A4,0,VA0 (wap) :AapAO (Wap) + gap(dk)g V(IUAO)7 dAO (WSD))
:AwddC(AO (Wgo)) + gw(dlog V(Ngo)a Ao (ﬁ‘ww)) - gp(dlog V(:ugo), go(L.wo, Wgo))

:Agod <90(£J-W07 Wgo) - AO(£J-°%0)> + ggo(dIOg V(:ugo)a AO(E'WAO))
- g¢(d10g V(,ugo), 90(£-W07 Wgo))
:Asp <go (Voﬁj.wo, wsp) + 9o (ﬁJ.wo, Vow@) — Ao(ﬁ.ﬁj.u&p) + gO(ﬁ.wo, ﬁJ_w¢)>

+ g (dlog v(py), Ao(L.wy)) — gu(dlog v(ie), go(L.wo,wy))-
Then, in normal coordinates with respect to wg (where VO = £) we have that
(31)  AgpvAg(wy) = Apgo (L£.Ljwo,we) — Ay (A(](,C.,CJ.UJ@)) + gy (dlog v(pe), Ag(L.wy)).

Observe that in a orthonormal frame (eg)?™, with respect to wy we have

2n
Ap(Ao(L.Lyw,)) :%A¢ (Z(ﬁ-ﬁlwgo)(ek, Jek))
k=1

2 Loy Lowier, Jer)

wy(ej, Jej)

E £6k£6kw80(6j’ Jej)
wip(ek‘v Jek)

k,j=1
=No(Ap(L.Lywy)),

i.e. the two traces commute.

Combining (B0) with (31]) and using (I8]) we get

Apvho(wy) = Ag(F —log(v(yp))) + Apgo (L.Ly.wo,wy) + gp(dlog(v(pe), Ao(L.wy))
—Ag (Ao(ﬁ.ﬁj.wo)) — Ay (g@(ﬁ.w¢, ﬁj.w@))
(32 — AoF — Aologv{ip) + Moo (£.L100,w05) + g (d108(v(1p)), Ao(L.w,))
—Ag (Ao(ﬁ.ﬁJ.wo)) — Ay (ggo(ﬁ.w@, ,CJ.(U@)).

The second equality is due to the definition of Ag .
Also, since —J¢; is the gradient flow of p, w.r.t. g, we infer that g, (du, Ao (L.wy,)) =
—Ao(Lje,w,). Using once again that L ¢ w, = —dd°ul, and ([I0) we get
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(33)

9o (dlog v(py,), Ao(L.wy)) =

ZV] N@ ggo(dﬂ@AO (L. weo))
7j=1

1

== ZV He)o (Lg,we)
(/‘go

V(u

= v (b)) Aoptd
V(Ncp)]z:; ]( 90) 0y

T

:V(M¢)A0V(Nw) - V(/L<p) Z-;l V,ij(ﬂcp)go(dufmdujp)

1 1 . .
o )2|d (1[5 — =) > Vi) go(duly, dul,)

ij=1

Z v.ii (1) g0(dply, dpl).
i,j=1

T

=Aglog v(pe) +

1

=g log v(py) + |dlog v(pg)|3 — T
©

Injecting B3)) in [B2]), we obtain that, in normal coordinates, we have
ApvAo(wy) =AgF + |dlog V(,u@\%
1
Z v.ij (1) go (dpily, dpil)

(Ncp =1
— Ao (Ao(L.Lywo)) — Mo (g,(Lwy, Lywy,))

We bound g (d,ufp, d,u{o):

+ Apgo (L.Lj.wo,wy) —

go(dufp7dugp Zd/% ek d/% ek chp ekufl ws@(ekafj)

k=1 k=1
2n

= gpler, &) gp(en, 7&) = 90(J&5, &) = 9,(&, &)
k=1

§ C’le(w@) S 02A¢(WO)A0(W¢).
where the last inequality follows from ([24]) and (eg)?", is an orthonormal frame for wy.

Also, locally, we have —AO(AO(ELJ.wO)) = %Ei’;l Le, Le,woler, Jeg) and is uniformly
bounded by a constant B depending only on the holormorphic bisectional curvature of wy.
For the last term, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (23]

[Apgo (L.Ljwo,wy) | < [AL(L.Ljwo)lolwelo
< CAp(wo)Ao(wy).
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We then get
A%VAO(“J@) > Aok = Ay (%(ﬁwwﬁJ'Mp)) - CAO(W¢)A¢(WO) + |dlog V(:“so)’g - B
which give ([28) since |dlogv(u,)[2 is positive. The inequality (29) follows from Lemma
5.2l O
We now present a generalization of [11l, Lemma 2.2] to the weighted setting:

Lemma 5.6. The following inequality holds true

Ay vlogAg(wy) > ——AgF — BAy(wp),

Ao(wso)
where B > 0 depends on wg,v,n,||F|co and a lower bound for the holomorphic bisectional

curvature of wy.

Proof. A direct computation (using the explicit expression of the weighted Laplacian given in
Lemma [A22)) shows that

1 1
——AL VA — ——|dA 2.
AO(wap) ® O(wSD) AO(wgo)z’ O(WSD)’@

We focus on the second term of the RHS of the above equality. We let (ex)3™, be a orthonormal
frame with respect to wp. By Lemma [5.4] it then follows that in these coordinates

[dAo(we)[5 = Ao (L.wp)[,

A, vlog Ag(wy) =

Moreover,
2

|Ao(L.wy) |2 = Zﬁww ek, Jek)

k 1

©
1 n n
=19 <; L.wy(ex, Jer), ; L.wy(er, Jee))

1§ (Lewpler Ter)”
wy(ej, Jej)

kj—1
n 2
1 wy(eq, Je;) (ﬁejw¢(ek,Jek))

il we(ei, Jeiwy(ej, Jej)

'7j7 =
" 1 <& Lo.w (e,Je)2
Zw¢(6pajep)§ Z ( s A 1))
—1

K]
‘ ey wy(ej, Jej)wy (e, Je;)

=Ao(wy) 5 <Z|£ekw€0| )

1
<Z
-2

By (28]) we have

2n
Ayho(wy) > AgF + = Z |Lepwil? = C1Ag(wy) Ay (wo) — Co.
k 1
We then get
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2n
1
Ay log Ag(wy) >——— | AoF + 5 Zlﬁekwplw C1Ao(wp) Ay (wo) — Co
AO(WSO)

1
" el (Z ‘ﬁew‘i)

Co
>——NoF — CiA, —
1
EAO(W@) AoF — (C1 + C2)Ay(wo),

where in the last inequality we used that A, (wo)Ao(wy) > 1. O
We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem [E.Tt
proof of Theorem [5 1. Consider
u = e YTEFAI NG (W) > 0,
where v, A > 1 are uniform constants to be chosen in a suitable way in the following.

The v-Laplacian of u is

ASD7VU :Ap’velogu

:Awelog“ + 9, (d log v(1ip), d (elog“))
g (2 e lgup, 1
=M\ 7 uNdu)+e o, viogu

elog(u)
= \du\2 + €8 A, logu
zelog“A%v log u
= —Yuly v (F 4+ Ap) + ul, v (log Ag(wy)) -
From (I§), the fact that Ric(wp) < Agwo and that by (54) Ay v(w,) < n+ C we deduce that

Ap(F +Ap) = VVV((:j ::))
= W(N¢) + QA%V(RiC(WQ)) + A (Acp,v(wgo) - Acp,v(w()))
V(:ugo)

<Ci + (2A0 — )\)A@(WO) + An + Cy
—Cy + (240 — M)A, (wo)

Thus, combining the above inequalities together with Lemma leads us to:

+ 2A, v (Ric(wo)) + Ay vdd e

Apyu > e V) < — 7030 (wy) + Ao F + (Ay — 2407 — B)AO(WsD)AsD(WO)>'

Using (8)), (the proof of) Lemma [52] and the fact that n > 2, we have

I

Ao(wyp)Ap(wo) > n~ T ey Ag(w )1+" T = a(n, n)en T Ag(w )1+ﬁ7



WEIGHTED CSCK METRIC (I): A PRIORI ESTIMATES 21

where 7 is defined in ([I9).
We now choose A > 4max (24, B) (in order to have Ay — 249y — B > ’\2—7) so that

A __F_ 1
(34) Agvu > —yCau+ %am, n)e” 71 Ag(wy) 7T u + e TERIAGE,
Now, since |du|2Agw, > |dulf holds pointwise, we write
1

T 1 s07Vu2p+1 = usz%vu + 2pu2p_1]du]?0 > usz%vu + 2pu2p_2e_7(F+>‘“0)]du]3.
P

Thus, combining the above inequality with (34]), and since A, is self-adjoint w.r.t. to
v(pp)wl (Lemma [AT), we get

(35)
1 n n
_ / Aw7vu2p+lv(ﬂp)wgz} > 2p/ u2p—2|du|ge—'y(F+>\<p)+Fw([) ] ,703/ u2p+ler([) ]
2p+1Jx X X
A n— n
+ Daln,n) [ a8 ()l
X

+ / u2pe—~/(F+)\g0)+FAOF w([]”]
X

Next, we focus on finding a suitable lower bound for the last term involving the Laplacian of
F'. This estimate goes as in [I6] but we show it for completeness and for reader’s convenience.
Set G := (1 —7)F — yAp. A formal trick gives that

I:= —/ u?PAGF ¢ w([)"}
X
1 A
=—— [ WP A GeY w([)n} + 1A / u? Aoy e w([)n}
v—1Jx v—1Jx
=1 + Is.
Integration by part gives

1 2 _
I, = —— u2p|dG|3eG w([]n] — —pl / w71 e du A d°G /\w([]n 1
T 1Jx —1Jx
1 opl 2G| 2D =21 1 12.G  [n]
“50 1 /s uPldG|ge"wy ' + -1 Xu |du|ge™ wg
2 2
(36) < —’yfl /Xu2p_2|du|geG w([]"],
where in the first inequality we used the fact that
du A d°G AW Y] (2p)? 1
2pu2p—1 U £ Wy < ( 127) u2p—2‘du‘(2) 4 §u2p’dG‘(2)7
Wo
by Young’s inequality. Also,
A 2 a, nl
Iy =—— [ uP(Ag(wy) —n)e” wy

A A
S—fy u?P Ao (wy,)e® w([)n} - 1t / u?Ptiel w([]"].
v—1Jx y—1Jx
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Suppose p > 1. Then Combining (B3l), [36), (B7) and choosing v big enough (say v = ap,
with @ >> 1) we obtain

2
022(})_ p >/ u2p_2\du\(2)er([)"}—fy(Cg—kL)/ u2p+1er([)n}
y—1)Jx y—=1)Jx

n—2

A s L
(38) + %a(n,n) /X u21”+1e(n71)FA0(w¢)n,1wé ]

> —C4/ Ao(w¢)2p+1 w([)"} + C5/ Ao(w¢)2p+1+ﬁ w([)"},
X X

where the constant Cy, C5 > 0 depends on || F||co and ||¢||co. Observe that in (B8]), the choice
of v ensures that p — % > (0. Using Hélder inequality (with 7 = (2p +n)/(n — 1) and s its
conjugate) we can conclude that

2p+14+ 1

P 2p+1 2p+1
”AO(wsO)HLZHH% < CHAO(ww)HLI;pH < C/HAO(W@”LI;HHﬁ-
This gives the statement for p > 3, hence for p > 1 thanks to Holder inequality. O

6. C2-ESTIMATES
The goal to this section is to prove the theorem below.
Theorem 6.1. Let ¢ be a solution of ([I8]). Then there exists a positive constant C depending
on wg, v, W, |[F|lco and ||¢||co such that

max (IdF 2 + Ao(wy)) < C.

We begin by a technical lemma:
Lemma 6.2. For any smooth function f on X we have
ddcf('a J) = 2vw7+df(’7 ')7

where V9T a for a 1-form « is defined by

Vita(W) = % (VEW) £V a(JW)) .

Let us stress that the above identity holds for the Levi-Civita connection V¥ associated to
any Kéhler metric w,,. Observe as well that V¥ and V¥~ are orthogonal w.r.t. g,.

Proof. Let V., W be two vector fields, we compute
dd° F(V, W) =VEd°f(W) — V5, d*f (V)
—(VEITdF)(W) — (V. Jdf)(V)
—(IVEAF)W) — (IVpdf)(V)
— — (VEdF)(IW) + (VE,dN)(IV),
where we use that V¥J = 0. It follows that
dd°f(V,JW) = —Vf,df(ﬂW) + VI df (JW) = 2V“’}’+df(W).

The first main step to prove Theorem is this key Proposition:
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Proposition 6.3. Let u := ez |dF|?0 + KAo(wy). Then there exists positive constants K and
C' depending on wy, n, v, w, ||F||co and ||¢|lco and an upper bound for the Ricci curvature,
such that the function u satisfies the following differential inequality

Ay yu > —Cho(wy)®Pu.
As a remark, we note that v is uniformly bounded. Indeed, by the proof of Lemma

nK -IFlg
n

oF 1/n
u > KAg(wy) 2Kn<—)> > me ,

V(g
where we recall that v < L.

Our first step to show Proposition is to bound from below uniformly the weighted
Laplacian of eF/QldF\?D.

Lemma 6.4. The following inequality holds
(39)

Ay (eF/2|dF|fD> > —C ( — Ao (gp(Lwy, Lywy)) + Ao(wy)* PdF |2 + 1> + Co| VP dF |2,

where Cy is a positive constant depending on wg,n, ||F||co, an upper bound for the Ricci
curvature, the bounds for v,w and their derivatives, while Cy > 0 depends only on || F||co.

We recall that g,(L.wy, L.w,) is understood as the 2-form (V, W) — g, (Lyw,, Liww,).
In particular, in a orthonormal frame (ek)iil with respect to wy

2n
1
—Ao(gy(Lwy, Lywy)) = 3 Y |Lew,l2 > 0.
k=1

Proof. We compute

e P2, (eF/2|dF|3) Ag ([AF[2) + 29, (d(F/2),d|dF|%) + [dF e /2 A, (eF/2)
(40) = A, (|dF[2) + gp(dlog v(p,), d|dF|2) + g, (dF, d|dF %)
1 2 1 4
+§|dF|SDAWF + Z'th”’

where |dF |i = g,(dF,dF). In the above we used (1) for the first identity and Lemma [A.2]
to pass to the second line. We now expand each term.

Using the fact that the metric g, is parallel w.r.t. V. and the expression for the adjoint
operator given in [I7, eq. 1.10.13], we arrive at

A, ([dF[3) = = did (|dFT3)
= — 2d’, (9,(V¥dF,dF))

2n
=23 V¢ (9,(V¢,dF,dF))
k=1

= — 2g,(d}, (V?dF) ,dF) + 2|V?dF |2,
=29, (dALF, dF) + 2ric, (V¥ F, V¥ F) + 2|V?dF |,
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where in the fifth line we used the Bochner formula —d;,(VPdF) = A, (dF) +1icy,(VPF, ) (cf
[17, eq. 1.22.1]). Here ric,(-,-) denotes the Ricci symmetric 2-tensor of g,,.

For the second term in (@), by Lemma [5.3] we have

gw(dlogv(ucp),d]dF\ =29, (dlog v(py), 9,(VPdF, dF))
=29, (dF, gp(dlog(v(py), VPAF))
—2g¢(dF d(ggo dlogv(py),dF") )) — 29, (dF, gw(V‘pdlogv(,uw),dF))
=29, (dF, d(g,(dlog v(u,),dF))) — 2V¥dlog v(u,)(VFF, V¥F).

By the fact that d|dF|? = d(g,(dF,dF)) = 2g,(V¥dF,dF) and again by Lemma[5.3] the next

term in (@) is
9o (dF d|dF|%) = 2(V?dF)(V¥F,V¥?F).

Moreover, by definition of A, we have
9o (dALF, dF) + g, (d(gw(dlog V(pg), dF)),dF) = go(dA,F,dF).

Substituting back and decomposing V¥PdF as a sum of J-invarant part V¥ TdF and J-anti-
invariant part V¥ ~dF we obtain

e A, (eF/2|dF|3) —2g,(dA,  F,dF) + 2 (ric, — V¥dlog v(u,)) (V¢ F, V¥ F)
+2|VOHdF|? + 2|V dF [,
+ 2VPTAF (VY F,V?F) + 2V¥~dF(V?F,V¥F)
1 1
+ <§AWF + Z|ch|§0> |dF 7.

Notice that by (25]) we have

0 <2|V#7dF + - (dF ®dF)” |
=2|V¥dF |}, + §(|dF|fD +[dF[})
+ (V9 7dF(V¥F,V¥F) — V" dF(JV¥F, JV¥F))
1
=2|V* dF|? + Z\dF!f; + 2V dF (VP F,V?F),

where (0 ® 8)7(X,Y) = +(a(X)B(Y) — a(JX)B(JY)) and we use that JV?F is the dual of
d°F' with respect to g,. We then get

FRA (FPIAFR) 2 20,(d0g F,dF) + 2|V dF[2
(41) + 2 (ric, + VO TdF — V¥dlog v(p,)) (VPF,V9F)
1
+ §A%VF|dF|?D.
Letting Ric(w,) be the corresponding Ricci form of wy, from (I8]) we get
1 1
Ric(wy) — §aldc log v(py,) = Ric(wg) — §ddCF.

Composing with the complex structure J and applying Lemma we deduce that
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rico = ric, + V¥ dF — V¥ dlogv(u.,)
Substituting back in ([Il) we obtain

|
e FI2A,, (eF /Q\dF]?p) >20, (A8 F, dF) + 2rico(VEF, VF) + S A, FIdF
+2|VPTAF|2 = 2V9 T dlog v(p,) (VY F, V¥ F)

(42)

We give a bound for the last term of ([#2]). A direct computation shows that

vedioglvi,) =3 Vo (e g )

= v(He)

N (g (e L Valle) ey i\

_; <d< V() > iy ¥ V(i) vwd#{”)

_ - ij(lu'so) 7 ©,—

— 'Zl <7V(,ugo) | (dply @ dpl,) ™ + Z V dp,
i,j= )2

-3 (i), s oady”
i,j= s

To pass to the last line, we use [I7, Lemma 1.23.2] which insures that Vﬁo’_d,ufp = 0 since ng
is Killing potential. On the other hand we have

[ (du, © dpd) ™ (VP V2 F)| =3 | (F(€)d°F (&) — dF(G)AF (&)

1
25\ (90(JVF, &)go(JVOF, &) — go(VOF, &)g0(VOF,&))) |
<C|dF|3
SCﬂdF‘iAo(wcp).

In the above we used that dul,(V¥F) = —g,(J&,V¥F) = —dF(J&) = d°F(&). Tt follows
that

V9~ dlog V(i) (VP F, V¥ F)| <Ca|dF|2 Ao(w,,).
Notice that
rico(VPF, VP F)| =|g,(rico, dF & dF)|
<[Ric(wo) ol
§A0]dF\iA¢(wo)
§A1]dF\i Ag(wy, )3,

(43)
Let us stress that in the second line we apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for 2-tensors and
we end up the norm of the (1,1)-form Ric(wp) since

[ricoly, = [rico (-, J+)|, = [Ric(wo)ly,

where we use that J is preserving the metric g,.
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In the third inequality we used that Ric(wp) < Agwg and the well known inequality (see e.g.

7, (1.12.5)))

lwol?, = Ay (wo)® —

The last inequality follows from ([23]) and (22]). Also,

A FlAF? = < "VV((“ )) + zAW(Rlc(wO))) P2

(44) >-C HWH + Ay( w0)+C) |dF|?

ol

Lo Rl )P4 ) AP

where C,C" depend only on w, Ric(wp), v, and C is the constant which appears in @1I). The

last line, follows again from (22]) and (23)).
Using the second equation of (I8) and (6] we obtain

a0 dF) =~ g, (0 (322 ,dF) + 20, (A (Ric(in), dF)

(45) _ w(phy)
T (d (v(u:) * 2V(,ue0 ZV (ks AOMO) ’dF) "

+ 29, (dA,(Ric(wp)), dF).

We consider the last term of the above equality. From (26]) we get that

(46) gy (dAy(Ric(wo)),dF) = gy (Ap(L.Ric(wp)), dF) — gu(gp(Ric(wy), L.w,), dF)

We bound the first term of ([{#6]). By Cauchy-Swcharz inequality we obtain that

9o (Ay(L.Ric(w)),dF) < |Ay(L.Ric(wo))|,|dF |,

< Cl\/ Aw(w0)3|dF|s0

1 C
< Shp(wo)*dF |} + =

_ C
< —Ao(wyp)*SdF 2 + =

7-

0l Q
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The second inequality follows from the following local computations
2

e 2n - e))2
|A¢(£RIC(WO))|2 _ 1 Z ‘C RIC( )(6J7 6]) — 1 (‘CleC(wg)(ej’ e]))
D) st wy(ej, Jej) . élj’k:1 wy(ej, Jej)wy(er, Jer)
2n 2n 2n
1 1 1 1
<-A —
—4 = wy(ej, Jej)2wy(ek, Jek) — 4 Z:: e],Je]) Z ww(ek,Jek)
2n 2n 2n
1 1 1 1
<-A
=7 JZ:; wy(ej, Jej) ; wy(€i, Je;) ; wy (e, Jek)
SZAAkp(WO)sv

where in the above we used that for a 1-form a we have |of? = S m Also, the

third line we make use of Young’s inequality and in the last line we use
Since Ric(wg) < Agwo and applying once again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

9o (g9, (Ric(wp), L.wy), dF) <Aoge(9e(wo, L.w,y,), dF)

48
(48) < Ao|gp(wo, L.wy)| o dF|,.

We already observed (cf. the lines after the statement of Lemma [6.3]) that

1
2n

2
‘gso(WOa ﬁ-wgo)‘cp = <Z ‘£6kw90’g20) = (_ 2A09g0(£-ww£}wgo))

k=1

D=

Injecting the above in ([@8)) and using Young inequality, we find

(49) 9o (9o (Ric(wo), L.w,),dF) < C(\dF]?O — Nogp(L.wy, Eﬂx@)).
Combining ({7) and (49), we get an upper bound for (48]

(50) gy (dA,(Ric(wy)), dF) < c( — Mo (gp(Lwy, Lywy)) + (Mo(wy)® ™ + 1) |dF | + 1).

We now bound the ﬁrst term of the last line of (43]).
Let f, := w((“ “")) + 2V( 3 > iz Vi (pe) Aoy The differential of f,, is a linear combination of

terms of the form fSDd,uSD, where ffo is bounded independently of ¢. Thus, in order to bound
9o (dfy, dF), it is sufficient to bound g(d,ufp,dF) for any ¢« = 1,---,r. Applying Cauchy-
Schwarz and Young inequalities once again we deduce

gso(d:ufmdF) < |dﬂfo|s0|dF|s0
= ‘leso’dFLp

1, 09 5 1
< §’§Z’gp‘dF’gp + 5

(51)

1
< CAo(w¢)|dF|i + 5

1
< C1Ao(wy)*"?|dF |2 +

2
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where C, C; are constant independent of ¢. Let us observe that in the second line we have
|dpiy|, = |€'|, since the metric is invariant by duality, while in the last line we use (22]).
Combining (B0) and (B1I), we deduce an upper bound for ([{@H):

(52) 9o(dA, F,dF) < C( — Ao (gp(Lowg, Lrwy)) + (Ao(wy)®™ ™ +1) [dF|2 + 1),

for a positive constant C' independent of ¢.
Finally, using ([@3]), @), (52]) we obtain a lower bound for ([42]):

Ag <eF/2|dF|3;) > 20 (Mo (gp(Lowps Lrw,)) + (Ao(wp)®™ 2 + 1) [dF[2 + 1)
+2e" Vet AR |2,
This concludes the proof since ||F||co is uniformly under control by Corollary and since
1 < CAg(wyp)®=3 by 24). O
We are now in position to prove Proposition

proof of Proposition B3, Recall that u := e |dF |?0 + KAg(wy). From (29) together with (B3],
we obtain a lower bound of the weighted Laplacian of u:

Apyu>—C < — Ao (gp(Lowyp, Lywy)) + No(wy)* P |dF|2 + 1> + Co| VYR

— KA() (g¢(£.w¢, £J.w¢)) — KélA.O(wSp)n + K(AOF - 6'2)

We now fix K large enough so that one can drop the term —Ag (gsp(ﬁ.w@,ﬁj.wgp)). Observe
that, since n > 2, CAg(wy,)?" "% > Ag(w,)" thanks to 22). We then deduce

Ay > Co|VOHAF |2 — Csho(w,)* "Pu+ K(AoF — Cy) — Ch,

where C3 = max(Cy supy e F/2,CCy). Observe that supy e /2 is uniformly under control
by Corollary

Now, in orthonormal frame we find

2
AF| = Zn: Fjjweles, Jej)
= wy(ej, Jej)

where F;; denote the second derivative with respect to the vector e;. Also by Lemma

2n 2n
(VP TdF (ej,¢€5))> (dd°F (ej, Je;))? _ Fy
VetdF|)? = E =_ E E :
v = wy (e, Jej)? 4j:1 wy (e, Jej)? = wy (e, Jej)?

Hence, by Young’s inequality
K|AgF| < e|VPTdF|? + e ' K?Ag(w,)?
E\V“D’erF\?D + Ce T K2 Ao (wy,)*" 2u,

where in the above we used Lemmal[5.2] (since n > 2) and the fact that u is uniformly bounded.
Choosing ¢ smaller than Cy so that one can drop the term |V#TdF |i, we arrive at

Agp,vu > —(Cg + CKE_I)Ao(w¢)3"_3u — KC'Q -y > —C4Ao(w¢)3n_3u,
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where Cy depends on wy, K,&,n,v and || F||co. O
Another key lemma is the following:

Lemma 6.5. The following Lq-estimate holds:

[ullz, < Clwo, v, [Fllco, Ent(p)).
Proof. Using the second equation in (I8):
Ay F? =2FA ,F +2|dF [},

= _W(N<p) ic(w 2
= 2F< = + 2A, v (Ric( 0))> +2[dF[5,.

Since Ay, is self-adjoint with respect to V(/L¢)wgl } (Lemma [A.T]), we deduce

[ larisuet = [ F("V"((%:;—m@,v(mf:(wo))) V(ja ol

< %/ IFleFwl + <2A0L/ Ay (wo)wll! —|—20’L> I co.
X

In the above we use that A, (Ric(wp)) < AgAy(wo) + C” (thanks to (B6)) where C’ depends
on v and its derivatives, and that [ Aw(wo)wgp] 1. O

We can now conclude:

Proof of Theorem [6.1l We assume that ¢ is a (v, w)-cscK metric. The only adjustment needed
for the proof is to consider the Leibniz rule for the v-weighted Laplacian:

AP =u?P A i+ 2pu T dul?

e ()]

With the above identity and Proposition in hands we can deduce the following bound for

p=>1
/X‘d (up-i-% N]< / ‘d up-i— V(o) wlrl

2p+1 / u2P 2p+1 [n]
- Ayt + Ay yu? wl
8pn X( ®, @, ) V() ©

:_7(2])—%1)2/ uPA L u
8pn X o

<C / AO (w¢)3n—3u2p+1wgz} ’
X

:uszW,u +

Observe also that at the third line we also make use of the fact that A, , is self-adjoint with

respect to v(u,)w M.
Once the latter 1nequality in hand, the exact same arguments in [I6, Proof of Theorem 5.1]
allow to conclude. O
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APPENDIX A. WEIGHTED LAPLACIAN AND WEIGHTED TRACE
A.1. The weighted Laplacian. For any smooth function f on X, the v-weighted Laplacian
is defined as
1
v(pep)

It follows straightforward from the above expression that:

(53) Apyfi=— d;(v(,u@)df).

Lemma A.1. The weighted Laplacian A, is self-adjoint and Leibniz rule holds.

Lemma A.2. For any smooth function f on X, the weighted Laplacian A, can be expressed
as

Dot = Bof+——3 v (p)d f (&)
v(thp) =

= Auf+ gy (dlogv(pg), df) .

In particular A, is elliptic.

Proof. We apply the well-know identity (see e.g. [17), (1.10.13)])

d,(ha) = hdja — a(V¥h),
where £ is a smooth function and a a 1-form, for h = v(u,) and o = df. We then use the
fact that d°f(-) = Jdf(-) = —df(J-) and that —J¢; is the gradient of p, with respect to g,
since du& = —wu(&,7) = —9,(JE;, ). O

A.2. The weighted trace. Let f be a T-invariant smooth function f : X — R. By Cartan’s
formula and the T-invariance of d°f we get that

dd°f(€,-) = Eadd" f(-,-) = Led°f — d(d°f(€)) = —d(d°f(£)),

for any ¢ € t. Hence we choose the normalization of the moment map by defining ,ué def =
d°f(&)-

We consider a smooth path (¢;); in K(X,wp)" with variation %(’Dt|t:0 = ¢. Taking the
variation of the weighted volume form along ¢; and then computing it at ¢ = 0, we obtain
(see proof of [25, Lemma 4])

d n () n
- (V(usot)wg[ot])‘t_o = <A<po (dd°) + (dlog V(usoo),uddc¢>>V(u¢t)wLﬂ-

The above identity motivates the following definition: for any (1,1)-form # with moment
map g, we define the v-weighted trace of 6 by

(54) Apv(0) = Ay (0) + (dlog(v(pe), o)

for any ¢ € K(X,wp)". Observe that the above definition depends on the choice of the

normalization of the momentum map ug. Equivalently, in a fixed basis ({1, ...,&,) of the Lie
algebra t of T
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1 :
(55) Ap(0) = Ap(0) + ——— > v i (ng) 1.
V(Nso) —
In particular, since fiRie(w,) = —%Ao,uo with g being the moment map associated to wy

(see [25, Lemma 5 (i)], we have

. : 1 ¢ :

(56) Ay (Ric(wp)) = AgRic(wo) — s—— > v,j(p) Aopsf.

2v(fiy) =

Lemma A.3. For any T-invariant smooth function f : X — R, the following identity holds
true

Apvf = Ay (ddf).
Proof. Tt is a direct consequence of (55 and Lemma O
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