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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 Kähler manifold. In this paper we study the existence of
constant weighted scalar curvature Kähler (weighted cscK) metrics on X. More precisely,
we establish a priori C

k-estimates (k ≥ 0) for the Kähler 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 Kähler geometry is the search for canonical Kähler 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 Kähler
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 Ck-estimates,
k ≥ 0, for the Kähler potential associated to the metric with constant weighted scalar cur-
vature. This work extends the result of Chen and Cheng [12] 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 Kähler manifold (X,ω0,T) of complex
dimension n. Let T be an r-dimensional compact real torus in the reduced automorphism
group Autred(X) with Lie algebra t. Suppose ω0 is a T-invariant Kähler form and consider the
set of smooth T-invariant Kähler potentials K(X,ω0)T relative to ω0. For ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)T we
denote by ωϕ = ω0+ddcϕ the corresponding Kähler metric. Here d = ∂+∂ and dc = i(∂−∂) so

that ddc = 2i∂∂ as in [17, page 29]. This choice of d and dc is consistent with the fact that we
choose the scalar curvature to be defined as two times the trace; note that this normalization

has an impact also in the expression of the Ricci form, i.e. Ric(ωϕ) = Ric(ω0) + 1
2dd

c log
ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

.

It is well-known that the T-action on X is ωϕ-Hamiltonian (see e.g. [17, Section 2.5]) and
that Pϕ := µϕ(X) is a convex polytope in t

∗ [5, 19, 25]. Here µϕ : X → t
∗ is the moment

map associated to ωϕ and t
∗ stands for the dual vector space for the Lie algebra t of T. We

normalize µϕ by

(1) µϕ = µ0 + dcϕ,

in such a way that P = Pϕ is ϕ-independent, see [25, Lemma 1]. From now, we always suppose
that the moment map satisfies (1). Let us stress that the identity in (1) means that for all
ξ ∈ t,

〈µϕ, ξ〉 = 〈µ0, ξ〉 + 〈dcϕ, ξ〉, with 〈dcϕ, ξ〉 =
r
∑

i=1

〈dcϕ(ξi)ξ
∗
i , ξ〉,

where (ξ1, . . . , ξr) is a basis of the Lie algebra t of T and (ξ∗1 , . . . , ξ
∗
r ) is its dual basis.

For a given positive weight function v ∈ C∞(P,R>0), we define the v-weighted Ricci form
by

(2) Ricv(ωϕ) := Ric(ωϕ) − 1

2
ddc log v(µϕ).

Then the v-weighted scalar curvature of a T-invariant Kähler metric ωϕ ∈ [ω0] is defined by

(3) Scalv(ωϕ) := 2v(µϕ)Λϕ,v(Ricv(ωϕ)),

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

For a given weight w ∈ C∞(P,R), a T-invariant Kähler metric ωϕ is said (v,w)-weighted
cscK if its v-weighted scalar curvature satifies

(4) Scalv(ωϕ) = w(µϕ).

The significance of (4) 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 = 1 and w = c is a constant, (4) corresponds to the classical cscK equation;
(b) for v = 1 and w = ℓext, where ℓext is the affine extremal function, the weighted cscK

metrics are Calabi’s extremal Kähler metrics [10];
(c) for v > 0 is any smooth function and w = 2v(x)(n+〈d log v(x), x〉), (4) corresponds to

the weighted v-soliton examined in [4, 20], generalizing the well-studied Kähler-Ricci
solitons (see e.g. [7, 8, 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 Kähler metrics on the total space of an holomorphic fibration Y with fiber X,
called semisimple principal fibration [2, 4, 22];

(e) for v = ℓ−n−1,w = aℓ−n−2 and [ω0] = c1(L), where ℓ 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 Kähler metric on the affine cone (L−1)× (see [1, 3]).

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

(5)







F = log
(

v(µϕ)
ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

∆ϕ,vF = −w(µϕ)
v(µϕ)

+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)).

The equivalence between (4) and (5) is established in Proposition 3.3.
In the above equation ∆ϕ,v is the v-weighted Laplacian with respect to ωϕ (we refer to Ap-
pendix A.1 for basic properties of this operator). Note that for v = 1 and w being constant

equal to nc1(X)·{ω0}
n−1

{ω0}
n , 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 C0 and C2 a priori estimates by establishing an intermediate C1 a priori estimate for the
Kähler potential ϕ. With the C0 and C2 estimates established, higher order estimates are sub-
sequently obtained through standard regularity results for complex Monge-Ampère equations
and linear elliptic operators. It is important to emphasize that their proof of the C0 estimate
[12, Theorem 5.1] relies on the Alexandroff maximum principle for the real Monge-Ampère
operator.

In this paper, following [16], we present a proof of the C0 and C2 estimates that bypass the
need for an intermediate C1 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 ∆ϕ,v and Λϕ,v in (5). 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 C0-estimate:

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

n, ω0, v, w and the entropy Ent(ϕ) :=
∫

X log
(

ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

ωnϕ.

The proof of the C0-estimate is an extension of the approach proposed in [16], which
crucially employs pluripotential theory.

From this, we then get C2-estimate:

Theorem B. There exists a positive constant C > 0 depending on ω0, v, w, ‖F‖C0 and
‖ϕ‖C0 such that

max
X

(

|dF |2ϕ + Λ0(ωϕ)
)

≤ C

where Λ0 is the trace with respect to ω0.

Two crucial intermediate steps consist in establishing a priori integral Lp-estimates (p ≥ 1)
for the Laplacian ∆ϕ (Theorem 5.1) and a lower bound for the weighted Laplacian ∆ϕ,vu for

u := e
F
2 |dF |2ϕ +KΛ0(ωϕ) (Proposition 6.3).
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Noting that ∆ϕ,v is elliptic (see Lemma A.2), the higher-order estimates can be derived
using standard arguments of elliptic and complex Monge-Ampère theories [6, 24] similar to
those used in the usual cscK problem (cf [12, page 3]).

1.3. Notations. In the text we will denote by ∆ϕ,Λϕ the Laplacian and the trace with
respect to ωϕ. The scalar curvature Scal is defined as twice the trace of the Ricci form, i.e.
Scal(ωϕ) = 2Λϕ(Ric(ωϕ)) where the Ricci form is defined by Ric(ωϕ) := ricϕ(J ·, ·) with ricϕ
the Ricci symmetric 2-tensor of the underlying riemannian metric gϕ. We denote by ∇ϕ the
gradient with respect to gϕ.

1.4. Organisation of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce notations and results which will
be used throughout the paper: we provide definitions and references to pluripotential theory.
Section 3 is dedicated to establish the equivalence between the fourth-order PDE (4) and the
system of elliptic PDE’s (5).

The proof of the C0-estimate, stated in Theorem A, is presented in Section 4. In Section
5, we prove the Lp-estimates needed for the proof of Theorem B which can be found finally
in Section 6.
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theory, and we circumvent the need for a gradient estimate by directly deriving the C2-
estimate from the C0 one.

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 C0-estimates. The first is a powerful integrability
result which is known as a uniform version of Skoda’s integrability theorem. We introduce

νω0 := sup
u,x

ν(u, x), x ∈ X, u ∈ PSH(X,ω0),

where ν(u, x) denotes the Lelong number of u at x. We note that from the proof of [18,
Lemma 8.10] one can deduce that νω0 ≥ 1.

Theorem 2.1. Let c < 2ν−1
ω0

. Then there exists a uniform constant C > 0 such that for all
u ∈ PSH(X,ω0) with supX u = 0 we have

∫

X
e−cuωn0 ≤ C.

We refer to [18, Theorem 8.11] for a proof. The following result is due to Ko lodziej [23]:

Theorem 2.2. Assume ωnu = fωn0 with f ∈ Lp for some p > 1. Then there exists C > 0
depending only on ω, n, ‖f‖Lp such that

OscXu ≤ C
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Here Lp := Lp (ωn0 ). 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 [15, Theorem 3.3], that can be viewed as a generalization of Ko lodziej’s
theorem:

Theorem 2.3. Fix a ∈ [0, 1), A > 0, χ ∈ PSH(X,ω0) and 0 ≤ f ∈ Lp for some p > 1.
Assume that u ∈ PSH(X,ω0), normalized by supX u = 0, satisfies

ωnu ≤ fωn0 + aωnχ.

Assume also that

(6)

∫

E
fωn0 ≤ A[Capχ(E)]2,

for every Borel subset E ⊂ X. If P [u] is less singular than χ (i.e. χ ≤ P [u] + C, for some
C > 0) then

χ− sup
X
χ− C

(

‖f‖Lp , p, (1 − a)−1, A
)

≤ u.

It is worth it to mention that such a result is stated and proved in a much more general
version in [15] to which we refer for a proof. Here Capχ(E) is the χ-relative capacity of E
and it is defined as

Capχ(E) := sup

{∫

E
ωnu : u ∈ PSH(X,ω0), χ− 1 ≤ u ≤ χ

}

and
P [u] = (sup {v ∈ PSH(X,ω0), v ≤ 0 and v ≤ u+ C, for some C > 0})∗ ,

where ∗ denotes the upper semi-continuous regularization. For later purposes we mention
that P [u] = 0 if and only if u is such that

∫

X ω
n
u = V ([13, 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 (4) as a system of two elliptic

PDEs. We define F := log
(

v(µϕ)
ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

.

We first show that the weighted scalar curvature introduced by [25] and that writes as

(7) Scalv(ωϕ) = v(µϕ)Scal(ωϕ) − 2∆ϕv(µϕ) +

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj),

is equivalent to (3). We take (7) as a definition.
We develop the second term of the RHS of (7).

∆ϕv(µϕ) =Λϕdd
cv(µϕ)

=Λϕd

(

r
∑

i=1

v,i(µϕ)dcµiϕ

)

=Λϕ





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)ddcµiϕ + v,ij(µϕ)dµiϕ ∧ dcµjϕ





=
r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − v,ij(µϕ)Λϕ (ωϕ(ξi, ·) ∧ ωϕ(ξj , J ·)) ,

(8)
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where µiϕ := 〈µϕ, ξi〉 and we use that ωϕ(ξi, ·) = −dµiϕ and ωϕ(ξj , J ·) = dcµjϕ for the last
equality. We continue the computation

∆ϕv(µϕ) =

r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − v,ij(µϕ)Λϕ (gϕ(Jξi, ·) ∧ gϕ(ξj , ·))

=

r
∑

i,j=1

(

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − v,ij(µϕ)

2n
∑

k=1

gϕ(Jξi, ek)gϕ(ξj, Jek)

)

=
r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ + v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj),

where (ek)
2n
k=1 is a local orthonormal frame w.r.t. gϕ. We showed

(9) −∆ϕv(µϕ) = −
r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj).

For later purposes, let us observe that the first 4th lines of the above computation give

∆0v(µϕ) =
r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆0µ
i
ϕ + v,ij(µϕ)Λ0

(

dµiϕ ∧ dcµjϕ
)

=

r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆0µ
i
ϕ + v,ij(µϕ)g0(dµiϕ, dµ

j
ϕ),(10)

where the last identity follows from a general fact, i.e. that for smooth functions f1, f2,

(11) g0 (df1, df2) = Λ0 (df1 ∧ dcf2) .
Lemma 3.1. The scalar curvature has the alternative expression

Scal(ωϕ) =2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − ∆ϕF +
1

v(µϕ)





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ + v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





− 1

v(µϕ)2





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)



 ,

(12)

where F := log
(

v(µϕ)
ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

.

Proof. By definition

Scal(ωϕ) = 2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − ∆ϕ log
ωnϕ
ωn0
.(13)

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

∆ϕ log
ωn

ωn0
= ∆ϕF − ∆ϕ log v(µϕ).

We develop
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∆ϕ log v(µϕ) =Λϕdd
c log v(µϕ)

=
1

v(µϕ)
∆ϕv(µϕ) − Λϕ

(

1

v(µϕ)2
dv(µϕ) ∧ dcv(µϕ)

)

=
1

v(µϕ)
∆ϕv(µϕ) − 1

v(µϕ)2
Λϕ





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)dµiϕ ∧ dcµjϕ





=
1

v(µϕ)
∆ϕv(µϕ) − 1

v(µϕ)2





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)



 .

The last equality follows from the same computation as in (8). Then, using (9),

∆ϕ log
ωnϕ
ωn0

=∆ϕF − 1

v(µϕ)
∆ϕv(µϕ) +

1

v(µϕ)2





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





=∆ϕF − 1

v(µϕ)





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ + v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





+
1

v(µϕ)2





∑

i,j

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)



 .

Injecting in (13), we get the result. �

Lemma 3.2. The weighted scalar curvature has the alternative expression

Scalv(ωϕ) = 2v(µϕ)Λϕ,v(Ricv(ωϕ))

where Λϕ,v is defined in (54) and Ricv is the v-weighted Ricci from, defined in (2).

Proof. We first re-write the term
∑r

i=1 v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ. Let ξj ∈ t. Then

dcF (ξj) =
dcv(µϕ)(ξj)

v(µϕ)
+ dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

(ξj)

=

∑r
i=1 v,i(µϕ)dcµiϕ(ξj)

v(µϕ)
+ dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

(ξj)

=

∑r
i=1 v,i(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)

v(µϕ)
+ dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

(ξj).

(14)

Also, using Cartan’s formula and the fact that ξjyωϕ = −dµjϕ we deduce LJξjωϕ = −ddcµjϕ,
where LJξj denotes the Lie derivative in the direction Jξj . And the same holds for ω0. It
follows from arguments in the proof of [25, Lemma 5]

(15) dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

(ξj) = ∆ϕµ
j
ϕ − ∆0µ

j
0,

Multiplying (15) by v,j(µϕ), summing over j = 1, · · · , r and using (14) we obtain
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r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆ϕµ
j
ϕ =

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

(ξj)

=
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj) −

r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)

v(µϕ)
.

(16)

Injecting in (12), we find

Scal(ωϕ) = 2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − ∆ϕF +
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)

− 1

v(µϕ)2





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





+
1

v(µϕ)





r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj) −

r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)

v(µϕ)





= 2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − ∆ϕF − 2

v(µϕ)2





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)



(17)

+
1

v(µϕ)





r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj) +

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





We conclude by injecting (9) and (17) in (7):
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Scalv(ωϕ) = 2v(µϕ)Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − v(µϕ)∆ϕF +
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj)

+

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj) −
2

v(µϕ)





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





−2

r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − 2

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj) +

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)

= 2v(µϕ)Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − v(µϕ)∆ϕF +
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0 + v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj)

−2

r
∑

i=1

v,i(µϕ)∆ϕµ
i
ϕ − 2

v(µϕ)





r
∑

i,j=1

v,i(µϕ)v,j(µϕ)gϕ(ξi, ξj)





= v(µϕ)2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) − v(µϕ)∆ϕF −
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)dcF (ξj) − v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0

= v(µϕ)2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) + d∗(v(µϕ)dF ) −
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0

= v(µϕ) (−∆ϕ,vF + 2Λϕ,vRic(ω0))

= 2v(µϕ)Λϕ,v(Ricv(ωϕ)),

where in the third equality we used (16). In the last line we use (56) for the expression of
Λϕ,vRic(ω0), the definition of the v-weighted Laplacian in (53) and that ∆ϕ,vf = Λϕ,vdd

cf
(see Appendix A.1). �

We then conclude this section:

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

(18)







F = log
(

v(µϕ)
ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

∆ϕ,vF = −w(µϕ)
v(µϕ)

+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)),

where ∆ϕ,v and Λϕ,v are introduced in Appendix A.

Proof. From the end of the proof of Lemma 3.2 we have that 1
v(µϕ)

Scalv(ωϕ) = −∆ϕ,vF +

2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)). Then Scalv(ωϕ) = w(µϕ) if and only if the second equation in (18) is satisfied.
�

4. C0-estimates

The goal of this section is to prove a priori C0-estimates for ϕ and F , solutions of (18)
where ϕ is normalized such that supX ϕ = 0.

First, observe that since P is compact and v, w are smooth, there exist positive constants
η, L, ν, M such that
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0 < η ≤ v ≤ L < +∞, − ν ≤ w ≤M,

− η ≤ v,j ≤ L < +∞, −ν ≤ w,j ≤M.
(19)

Let ψ be the unique solution of the Monge-Ampère equation

ω
[n]
ψ = b−1

√

F 2 + 1ω[n]
ϕ , sup

X
ψ = 0,

b :=
∫

X

√
F 2 + 1ω

[n]
ϕ . We normalize ω0 such that

(20)

∫

X
ω
[n]
0 = 1,

where we recall that ω
[k]
0 :=

ωk
0
k! , for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Observe that, since F 2 + 1 ≤ 2F 2 on {F ≥ 1},

0 < b =

∫

{F<1}
v(µϕ)−1eF

√

F 2 + 1ω
[n]
0 +

∫

{F≥1}
v(µϕ)−1eF

√

F 2 + 1ω
[n]
0

≤
√

2η−1(e+ Entv(ϕ))

where Entv(ϕ) :=
∫

X log
(

v(µϕ)ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ denotes the weighted entropy.

We observe that the latter is comparable to the classical entropy Ent(ϕ) := Ent1(ϕ):

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

Entv(ϕ) <∞ ⇔ Ent(ϕ) <∞,

for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)T.

Proof. Suppose first that the entropy Ent(ϕ) is bounded. For simplicity, we write g := eF

and f := g
v(µϕ)

. Then g =
v(µϕ)ω

[n]
ϕ

ω
[n]
0

. We compute

Entv(ϕ) =

∫

X
g log g ω

[n]
0 =

∫

X
v(µϕ)f log(v(µϕ)f)ω

[n]
0

≤L
(∫

X
f log f ω

[n]
0 + logL

∫

X
fω

[n]
0

)

=LEnt(ϕ) + L

∫

X
ω[n]
ϕ

=LEnt(ϕ) + L logL,

where we use (20) to pass to the last line and L is defined in (19). The converse is obtain via
similar computations. �

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

Let A0 > 0 such that −A0ω0 ≤ Ric(ω0) ≤ A0ω0. We start with the following key observa-
tion:
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|Λv,ϕRic(ω0)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) −
1

2v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ A0Λϕ(ω0) + sup
X

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ A0Λϕ(ω0) + C.

(21)

It is important to note that the constant C above does not depend on ϕ by (19).
Following [16] we show:

Theorem 4.2. Given ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists C = C(ε, n, ω0, P,w, v, b) such that

F + εψ −Aϕ ≤ C,

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

Proof. We let H := F + εψ −Aϕ with A = 2A0 + 1.
Then

∆ϕ,vH =∆ϕ,vF + ε∆ϕ,vψ −A∆ϕ,vϕ

= − w (µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,vRic(ω0) + ε∆ϕψ −A∆ϕϕ

+
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j (µϕ) (εdc(ψ) (ξj) −Adcϕ (ξj))

= − w (µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,vRic(ω0) + ε

ddcψ ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

−A
ddcϕ ∧ ω[n−1]

ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

+
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j (µϕ) (εdcψ (ξj) −Adcϕ (ξj))

≥− w (µϕ)

v(µϕ)
− 2A0Λϕ(ω0) − C + ε

ddcψ ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

−A
ddcϕ ∧ ω[n−1]

ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

+
r
∑

j=1

1

v(µϕ)
v,j (µϕ) (εdcψ (ξj) −Adcϕ (ξj)) .
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For the inequality, we use (21). We continue the computation

∆ϕ,vH ≥− w (µϕ)

v(µϕ)
− 2A0Λϕ(ω0) − C + ε

(ωψ − ω0) ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

−A
(ωϕ − ω0) ∧ ω[n−1]

ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

+
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j (µϕ) (εdcψ (ξj) −Adcϕ (ξj))

≥− M

L
−An− C + (A− 2A0 − ε)Λϕ(ω0) + ε

ωψ ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ

ω
[n]
ϕ

+
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j (µϕ) (εdcψ (ξj) −Adcϕ (ξj))

>− C1 + nb−1/nε
(

F 2 + 1
)

1
2n +

1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j (µϕ)
(

ε
(

µjψ − µj0

)

−A
(

µjϕ − µj0

))

>− C1 + C2 + nb−1/nε
(

F 2 + 1
)

1
2n

where C1 depends on (21), C2 := infX
∑r

j=1
v,j(µϕ)
v(µϕ)

(

ε
(

µjψ − µj0

)

−A
(

µjϕ − µj0

))

. Observe

that the constant C2 is indeed independent of ϕ and ψ since the image of µϕ is the moment
polytope P for any T-invariant Kähler potential in [ω0] (see the introduction and [25, Lemma
1] for details).

From the second inequality to the third, we use the mixed Monge-Ampère inequality (see

[9, Proposition 1.11]) ensuring that ωψ ∧ ωn−1
ϕ ≥ b−1/n(

√
F 2 + 1)1/n ωnϕ. We also used that

the moment map µϕ of a Kähler potential ϕ satisfies µjϕ = µj0 − dcϕ(ξj) for any ξj ∈ t.
By the maximum principle, applied to H, we can then infer that at a maximum point x0

we have

nb−1/nε(F 2 + 1)1/2n(x0) ≤ C.

Thus F (x0) ≤ C0, C0 = C0(ε,A0, ω0, b, v,w).

We then claim that

εψ −Aϕ ≤ C3,

where C3 > 0 depends on ε, A and b. Let us now prove the claim. First of all we observe
that, for any a, δ ∈ (0, 1) we have either

√
F 2 + 1 ≥ b/(aδn) or F ≤

√
F 2 + 1 ≤ b/(aδn); thus

ωnϕ =v(µϕ)eFωn0 ≤ Laδnb−1eF
√

F 2 + 1ωn0 + Le
b

aδn ωn0

=Laδnωnψ + Le
b

aδn ωn0

≤Laωnδψ + Le
b

aδn ωn0 .

We are going to apply Theorem 2.3 with u = ϕ, χ = δψ and f = Leb/(aδ
n). In fact, we

have that eb/(aδ
n) ∈ Lp, for any p ≥ 1 and, since

∫

X ω
[n]
ϕ = 1, [13, Theorem 1.3] implies that

P [ϕ] = 0 ≥ δψ. In particular P [ϕ] is less singular than δψ. Moreover, the assumption in (6)
is satisfied. Indeed, for any Borel set E ⊂ X

∫

E
fωn0 = Le

b
aδn Volω0(E) ≤ Le

b
aδn exp

( −C4

Capω0
(E)1/n

)

≤ Le
b

aδnC4Capω0
(E)2.
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The inequality

Volω0(E) ≤ exp

( −C4

Capω0
(E)1/n

)

where C4 > 0 depends on n and ω0, follows from [18, eq. (12.1.3) and Lemma 12.2] (see also
[14, Proposition 2.10]). Using that Capω0

≤ (1 − δ)−nCap(1−δ)ω and that Cap(1−δ)ω ≤ Capδψ
(see [26, Lemma 2.7]) we get that

∫

E
fωn0 ≤ C4(1 − δ)−2nCapδψ(E)2.

We can then infer that ϕ ≥ δψ − C4((1 − a)−1, eb/aδ
n
, (1 − δ)−2n). Choosing δ small enough

so that ε−Aδ ≥ 0 we obtain the claim with C3 = AC4.
It then follows that for any x ∈ X

H(x) ≤ H(x0) ≤ C0 +C3,

which concludes the proof. �

Corollary 4.3. The functions ψ,ϕ, F are uniformly bounded by a constant that only depends
on n, ω0, v, w and Ent(ϕ).

Proof. From Theorem 4.2 we know that F ≤ C − εψ + Aϕ ≤ C − εψ, since supX ϕ = 0.
Therefore

∫

X
e2Fωn0 ≤ C̃

∫

X
e−2εψωn0 .

Choosing ε < ν−1
ω0

, by Theorem 2.1 we get a uniform bound for ‖eF ‖L2 . It follows from

Ko lodziej uniform estimates (Theorem 2.2), applied to the equation ωnϕ = 1
v(µϕ)

eFωn0 , that

ϕ ≥ −C(v, ‖eF ‖L2 , ω0). In particular, since supX ϕ = 0 we do get a uniform control on
‖ϕ‖L∞ . Also,

∫

X
e2F (F 2 + 1)ωn0 ≤

∫

X
e4F ωn0 ≤ C ′

∫

X
e−4εψωn0 .

Once again, thanks to Theorem 2.1, choosing ε ≤ (2νω0)−1 we get a uniform bound for

‖eF
√
F 2 + 1‖L2 . Theorem 2.2 then gives a uniform control for ‖ψ‖L∞ .

We can then conclude from Theorem 4.2 together with the arguments above that

F ≤ C − εψ +Aϕ ≤ −ε inf
X
ψ ≤ C4

for some uniform positive constant C4.
It remains to prove a uniform lower bound for F . For this purpose we apply the minimum
principle to F +tϕ, with t = 2A0+1 where we recall that A0 > 0 is such that Ric(ω0) ≤ A0ω0.
Using Definition (56), Lemma A.2 and (21), we find
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∆ϕ,v(F + tϕ) = − w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)) + t∆ϕϕ+

t

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)dcϕ(ξj)

≤− w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ(Ric(ω0)) + C̃ + t(n− Λϕ(ω0)) +

t

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)(µjϕ − µj0)

≤ν
η

+ tn+ (2A0 − t)Λϕ(ω0) + C̃ +
t

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)(µjϕ − µj0)

≤C − Λϕ(ω0)

≤C − η
1
nne−F/n,

where C = supX
1

v(µϕ)

(

t
∑r

j=1 v,j(µϕ)(µjϕ − µj0)
)

+ ν + tn+ C̃. It is worth to note again that

the constant C is indeed independent of ϕ since the image of µϕ is the moment polytope P

for any T-invariant Kähler potential in ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)T.
The last inequality follows from the fact that, given two positive (1, 1)-forms α, β we have

Λβ(α) ≥ n
(

αn

βn

)1/n
. In particular

(22) Λϕ(ω0) ≥ nv(µϕ)1/ne−F/n.

Now, let x0 be a minimum point of the function F + tϕ, then 0 ≤ C − η
1
n ne−F (x0)/n, or

equivalently F (x0) ≥ −n log(Cη−
1
n /n). For any x ∈ X, F (x)+ tϕ(x) ≥ F (x0)+ tϕ(x0), hence

F ≥ −n log(Cη−
1
n /n) − t‖ϕ‖L∞ . �

5. Integral C2-estimates

The goal is this section is to show the theorem below.

Theorem 5.1. Let ϕ be a solution of (18). Then for any p ≥ 1; there exists a constant
C > 0, depending on p, n, v, ‖ϕ‖C0 , ‖F‖C0 , an upper bound on the Ricci form of ω0 and a
lower bound of the holomorphic bisectional curvature of ω0 so that

‖Λ0(ωϕ)‖Lp ≤ C.

We start with some lemmas which will be useful in the following.

Lemma 5.2. Let ϕ be solution of (18). Then

(23) Λ0(ωϕ) ≤ CΛϕ(ω0)n−1, Λϕ(ω0) ≤ CΛ0(ωϕ)n−1,

where C is a positive constant depending on ‖F‖C0 , v and n. Moreover,

(24) Λ0(ωϕ)C1 ≥ 1 Λϕ(ω0)C2 ≥ 1,

for positive constants C1, C2 depending on ‖F‖C0 , v, and n.

Proof. Recall that for any smooth (1, 1)-form α, β

n

(

αn

βn

)1/n

≤ Λβ(α) ≤ n
αn

βn
Λα(β)n−1.
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By (18) and the second inequality above, we infer

Λ0(ωϕ) ≤ n
eF

v(µϕ)
Λϕ(ω0)

n−1.

Similarly Λϕ(ω0) ≤ nv(µϕ)e−FΛ0(ωϕ)n−1.

On the other side, Λ0(ωϕ) ≥ n
(

eF

v(µϕ)

)1/n
and Λϕ(ω0) ≥ n

(

v(µϕ)e−F
)1/n

. �

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, f2 two smooth functions on X. Then

gϕ
(

df1, gϕ(S, df2)
)

= S(∇ϕf1,∇ϕf2)

and

(25) gϕ
(

S, df1 ⊗ df2
)

= S(∇ϕf1,∇ϕf2).

In particular, when S = ∇ϕdh, for some smooth function h : X → R we have

gϕ
(

df1, gϕ(∇ϕdh, df2)
)

= ∇ϕdh(∇ϕf1,∇ϕf2)

Let us stress that gϕ(S, df2) has to be understood as the 1-form: V → gϕ(S(V, ·), df2).

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

(26) dΛϕ(β) = Λϕ(L·β) − gϕ(β,L·ωϕ), dcΛϕ(β) = −Λϕ(LJ ·β) + gϕ(β,LJ ·ωϕ),

where gϕ(β,L·ωϕ) is the 1-form defined as V → gϕ(β,LV ωϕ) and Λϕ(L·β) is the 1-form
defined as V → Λϕ(LV β).

Proof. By definition of the trace

(27) β ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ = Λϕ(β)ω[n]

ϕ .

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

LV
(

β ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ

)

=LV (β) ∧ ω[n−1]
ϕ + β ∧ LV (ωϕ) ∧ ω[n−2]

ϕ

=Λϕ(LV (β))ω[n]
ϕ + β ∧ LV (ωϕ) ∧ ω[n−2]

ϕ .

Differentiating (27) and rearranging the terms, we get

LV (Λϕ(β)) ω[n]
ϕ =Λϕ(LV (β))ω[n]

ϕ + β ∧ LV (ωϕ) ∧ ω[n−2]
ϕ − Λϕ(β)LV (ωϕ) ∧ ω[n−1]

ϕ

=Λϕ (LV (β))ω[n]
ϕ + β ∧ LV (ωϕ) ∧ ω[n−2]

ϕ − Λϕ(β)Λϕ(LV (ωϕ))ω[n]
ϕ

=Λϕ (LV (β))ω[n]
ϕ − gϕ(β,LV ωϕ)ω[n]

ϕ ,

where to pass to the last line we use the well know identity Λϕ(β)Λϕ(α)ω
[n]
ϕ = gϕ(β, α)ω

[n]
ϕ +

β ∧ α ∧ ω[n−2]
ϕ (see e.g. [17, eq. (1.12.5)]), for any (1, 1)-form α, β.

This conclude the proof of the first identity. The second one simply follows from the first one
and the that dcf = −df(J ·) for any smooth function f . �

The following lemma is a generalization of Yau inequality [29, (2.10)] for F solution of the
weighted Monge-Ampère equation (18) and for the weighted Laplacian.
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Lemma 5.5. The following holds true:

(28) ∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) ≥ ∆0F − Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

− C1Λ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0) −C2,

where C1 > 0 depends on ω0, ‖F‖C0 , v, n and C2 > 0 on v and a lower bound for the
holomorphic bisectional curvature of ω0.

In particular,

(29) ∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) ≥ ∆0F − Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

−C1Λ0(ωϕ)n − C2.

In the above statement, gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ) is understood as the 2-form (V,W ) → gϕ(LV ωϕ,LJWωϕ).

Recall that in a orthonormal frame (ek)
2n
k=1 with respect to ω0 we have that Λ0(β) = 1

2

∑2n
k=1 β(ek, Jek),

for any 2-form β. Hence

−Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

=
1

2

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ ≥ 0.

Proof. We follow Yau’s computations [29]. First, we take the Laplacian with repsect to ω0 of
Monge-Ampère equation in (18). We have that

∆0 log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

=∆0 log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

= Λ0dd
c log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

=Λ0d

(

Λ0(LJ ·ω0) − Λϕ(LJ ·ωϕ)

)

=Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0) − g0(L·ω0,LJ ·ω0) − Λϕ(L·LJ ·ωϕ) + gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)

)

.

Let us observe that in orthonormal frame (ek)2nk=1 w.r.t. ω0 we write −Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0) =
1
2

∑2n
k=1LekLekω0.

The second and the third equalities are due to the fact that by the computation in (15) we
have

d log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

= Λϕ(L·ωϕ) − Λ0(L·ω0), dc log

(

ωnϕ
ωn0

)

= −Λϕ(LJ ·ωϕ) + Λ0(LJ ·ω0).

The last equality follows from Lemma 5.4.

Recall that by (18), ∆0 log
(

ωn
ϕ

ωn
0

)

= ∆0(F − log v(µϕ)). Then, taking normal coordinate

with respect to ω0 and doing local computations we obtain

∆0

(

F − log v(µϕ)
)

=Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0)
)

− Λ0

(

Λϕ(L·LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+ Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

− Λ0g0(L·ω0,LJ ·ω0).
(30)

On the other hand, using (several times) (26) and the fact that ∇0 preserves ω0, we obtain
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∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) =∆ϕΛ0(ωϕ) + gϕ(d log v(µϕ), dΛ0(ωϕ))

=Λϕdd
c(Λ0(ωϕ)) + gϕ(d log v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ)) − gϕ(d log v(µϕ), g0(L·ω0, ωϕ))

=Λϕd

(

g0(LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) − Λ0(LJ ·ωϕ)

)

+ gϕ(d log v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ))

− gϕ(d log v(µϕ), g0(L·ω0, ωϕ))

=Λϕ

(

g0
(

∇0LJ ·ω0, ωϕ
)

+ g0
(

LJ ·ω0,∇0ωϕ
)

− Λ0(L·LJ ·ωϕ) + g0(L·ω0,LJ.ωϕ)

)

+ gϕ(d log v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ)) − gϕ(d log v(µϕ), g0(L·ω0, ωϕ)).

Then, in normal coordinates with respect to ω0 (where ∇0 = L) we have that

(31) ∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) = Λϕg0 (L·LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) − Λϕ
(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+ gϕ(d log v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ)).

Observe that in a orthonormal frame (ek)2nk=1 with respect to ω0 we have

Λϕ(Λ0(L·LJ ·ωϕ)) =
1

2
Λϕ

(

2n
∑

k=1

(L·LJ ·ωϕ)(ek, Jek)

)

=
1

4

2n
∑

k,j=1

LejLejωϕ(ek, Jek)

ωϕ(ej , Jej)

=
1

4

2n
∑

k,j=1

LekLekωϕ(ej , Jej)

ωϕ(ek, Jek)

=Λ0(Λϕ(L·LJ ·ωϕ)),

i.e. the two traces commute.
Combining (30) with (31) and using (18) we get

∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) = ∆0(F − log(v(µϕ))) + Λϕg0 (L·LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) + gϕ(d log(v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ))

−Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0)
)

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

= ∆0F − ∆0 log v(µϕ) + Λϕg0 (L·LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) + gϕ (d log(v(µϕ)),Λ0(L·ωϕ))(32)

−Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0)
)

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

.

The second equality is due to the definition of ∆0,v.

Also, since −Jξj is the gradient flow of µjϕ w.r.t. gϕ we infer that gϕ(dµjϕ,Λ0 (L·ωϕ)) =

−Λ0(LJξjωϕ). Using once again that LJξjωϕ = −ddcµjϕ and (10) we get
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gϕ(d log v(µϕ),Λ0(L·ωϕ)) =
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)gϕ(dµjϕ,Λ0 (L·ωϕ))

= − 1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)Λ0

(

LJξjωϕ
)

=
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
ϕ

=
1

v(µϕ)
∆0v(µϕ) − 1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ)

=∆0 log v(µϕ) +
1

v(µϕ)2
|dv(µϕ)|20 −

1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ)

=∆0 log v(µϕ) + |d log v(µϕ)|20 −
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ).

(33)

Injecting (33) in (32), we obtain that, in normal coordinates, we have

∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) =∆0F + |d log v(µϕ|20

+ Λϕg0 (L·LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) − 1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

i,j=1

v,ij(µϕ)g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ)

− Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0)
)

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

We bound g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ):

g0(dµiϕ, dµ
j
ϕ) =

2n
∑

k=1

dµiϕ(ek)dµjϕ(ek) =
2n
∑

k=1

ωϕ(ek, ξi)ωϕ(ek, ξj)

=

2n
∑

k=1

gϕ(ek, Jξi)gϕ(ek, Jξj) = gϕ(Jξj , Jξi) = gϕ(ξj, ξi)

≤ C1Λ0(ωϕ) ≤ C2Λϕ(ω0)Λ0(ωϕ).

where the last inequality follows from (24) and (ek)2nk=1 is an orthonormal frame for ω0.

Also, locally, we have −Λ0

(

Λ0(L·LJ ·ω0)
)

= 1
4

∑2n
k=1LekLekω0(ek, Jek) and is uniformly

bounded by a constant B depending only on the holormorphic bisectional curvature of ω0.
For the last term, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (23)

|Λϕg0 (L·LJ ·ω0, ωϕ) | ≤ |Λϕ(L·LJ ·ω0)|0|ωϕ|0
≤ CΛϕ(ω0)Λ0(ωϕ).
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We then get

∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) ≥ ∆0F − Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

− CΛ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0) + |d log v(µϕ)|20 −B,

which give (28) since |d log v(µϕ)|20 is positive. The inequality (29) follows from Lemma
5.2. �

We now present a generalization of [11, Lemma 2.2] to the weighted setting:

Lemma 5.6. The following inequality holds true

∆ϕ,v log Λ0(ωϕ) ≥ 1

Λ0(ωϕ)
∆0F −BΛϕ(ω0),

where B > 0 depends on ω0, v, n, ‖F‖C0 and a lower bound for the holomorphic bisectional
curvature of ω0.

Proof. A direct computation (using the explicit expression of the weighted Laplacian given in
Lemma A.2) shows that

∆ϕ,v log Λ0(ωϕ) =
1

Λ0(ωϕ)
∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) − 1

Λ0(ωϕ)2
|dΛ0(ωϕ)|2ϕ.

We focus on the second term of the RHS of the above equality. We let (ek)
2n
k=1 be a orthonormal

frame with respect to ω0. By Lemma 5.4 it then follows that in these coordinates

|dΛ0(ωϕ)|2ϕ = |Λ0(L·ωϕ)|2ϕ,
Moreover,

|Λ0(L·ωϕ)|2ϕ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

n
∑

k=1

L·ωϕ(ek, Jek)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ϕ

=
1

4
gϕ

(

n
∑

k=1

L·ωϕ(ek, Jek),

n
∑

ℓ=1

L·ωϕ(eℓ, Jeℓ)

)

=
1

4

n
∑

k,j=1

(

Lejωϕ(ek, Jek)
)2

ωϕ(ej , Jej)

=
1

4

n
∑

i,j,k=1

ωϕ(ei, Jei)
(

Lejωϕ(ek, Jek)
)2

ωϕ(ei, Jei)ωϕ(ej , Jej)

≤1

2

n
∑

p=1

ωϕ(ep, Jep)
1

2

n
∑

i,j,k=1

(

Lejωϕ(ek, Jek)
)2

ωϕ(ej , Jej)ωϕ(ei, Jei)

=Λ0(ωϕ)
1

2

(

n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ

)

.

By (28) we have

∆ϕ,vΛ0(ωϕ) ≥ ∆0F +
1

2

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ − C1Λ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0) − C2.

We then get
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∆ϕ,v log Λ0(ωϕ) ≥ 1

Λ0(ωϕ)

(

∆0F +
1

2

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ − C1Λ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0) − C2

)

− 1

2Λ0(ωϕ)

(

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ

)

≥ 1

Λ0(ωϕ)
∆0F − C1Λϕ(ω0) −

C2

Λ0(ωϕ)

≥ 1

Λ0(ωϕ)
∆0F − (C1 + C2)Λϕ(ω0),

where in the last inequality we used that Λϕ(ω0)Λ0(ωϕ) ≥ 1. �

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 5.1:

proof of Theorem 5.1. Consider

u := e−γ(F+λϕ)Λ0 (ωϕ) > 0,

where γ, λ > 1 are uniform constants to be chosen in a suitable way in the following.
The v-Laplacian of u is

∆ϕ,vu =∆ϕ,ve
log u

=∆ϕe
log u + gϕ

(

d log v(µϕ), d
(

elog u
))

=Λϕ

(

elog u

u2
du ∧ dcu

)

+ elog u∆ϕ,v log u

=
elog(u)

u2
|du|2ϕ + elog u∆ϕ,v log u

≥elog u∆ϕ,v log u

= − γu∆ϕ,v(F + λϕ) + u∆ϕ,v (log Λ0(ωϕ)) .

From (18), the fact that Ric(ω0) ≤ A0ω0 and that by (54) Λϕ,v(ωϕ) ≤ n+ C we deduce that

∆ϕ,v(F + λϕ) = − w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)) + λΛϕ,vdd

cϕ

= − w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)) + λ (Λϕ,v(ωϕ) − Λϕ,v(ω0))

≤C1 + (2A0 − λ)Λϕ(ω0) + λn+ C2

=C3 + (2A0 − λ)Λϕ(ω0)

Thus, combining the above inequalities together with Lemma 5.6 leads us to:

∆ϕ,vu ≥ e−γ(F+λϕ)

(

− γC3Λ0(ωϕ) + ∆0F + (λγ − 2A0γ −B)Λ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0)

)

.

Using (18), (the proof of) Lemma 5.2 and the fact that n ≥ 2, we have

Λ0(ωϕ)Λϕ(ω0) ≥ n−
1

n−1 e
−F
n−1 η

1
n−1 Λ0(ωϕ)1+

1
n−1 := a(n, η)e

−F
n−1 Λ0(ωϕ)1+

1
n−1 ,
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where η is defined in (19).

We now choose λ ≥ 4 max(2A0, B) (in order to have λγ − 2A0γ −B ≥ λγ
2 ) so that

(34) ∆ϕ,vu ≥ −γC3u+
λγ

2
a(n, η)e−

F
n−1 Λ0(ωϕ)

1
n−1 u+ e−γ(F+λϕ)∆0F.

Now, since |du|2ϕΛ0 ωϕ ≥ |du|20 holds pointwise, we write

1

2p + 1
∆ϕ,vu

2p+1 = u2p∆ϕ,vu+ 2pu2p−1|du|2ϕ ≥ u2p∆ϕ,vu+ 2pu2p−2e−γ(F+λϕ)|du|20.

Thus, combining the above inequality with (34), and since ∆ϕ,v is self-adjoint w.r.t. to
v(µϕ)ωnϕ (Lemma A.1), we get

0 =
1

2p + 1

∫

X
∆ϕ,vu

2p+1v(µϕ)ω[n]
ϕ ≥ 2p

∫

X
u2p−2|du|20e−γ(F+λϕ)+Fω

[n]
0 − γC3

∫

X
u2p+1eFω

[n]
0

+
γλ

2
a(n, η)

∫

X
u2p+1e(

n−2
n−1)FΛ0 (ωϕ)

1
n−1ω

[n]
0

+

∫

X
u2pe−γ(F+λϕ)+F∆0F ω

[n]
0 .

(35)

Next, we focus on finding a suitable lower bound for the last term involving the Laplacian of
F . This estimate goes as in [16] but we show it for completeness and for reader’s convenience.

Set G := (1 − γ)F − γλϕ. A formal trick gives that

I := −
∫

X
u2p∆0F e

G ω
[n]
0

=
1

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p ∆0Ge

G ω
[n]
0 +

γλ

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p∆0ϕe

G ω
[n]
0

:=I1 + I2.

Integration by part gives

I1 = − 1

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p|dG|20eG ω

[n]
0 − 2p

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p−1 eG du ∧ dcG ∧ ω[n−1]

0

≤ − 1

2(γ − 1)

∫

X
u2p|dG|20eGω

[n]
0 +

2p2

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p−2|du|20eG ω

[n]
0

≤ 2p2

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p−2|du|20eG ω

[n]
0 ,(36)

where in the first inequality we used the fact that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2pu2p−1du ∧ dcG ∧ ω[n−1]
0

ω
[n]
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (2p)2

2
u2p−2|du|20 +

1

2
u2p|dG|20,

by Young’s inequality. Also,

I2 =
γλ

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p(Λ0(ωϕ) − n) eG ω

[n]
0

≤ γλ

γ − 1

∫

X
u2pΛ0(ωϕ)eG ω

[n]
0 =

γλ

γ − 1

∫

X
u2p+1eF ω

[n]
0 .

(37)



22 ELEONORA DI NEZZA, SIMON JUBERT AND ABDELLAH LAHDILI

Suppose p > 1. Then Combining (35), (36), (37) and choosing γ big enough (say γ = ap,
with a >> 1) we obtain

0 ≥ 2

(

p− p2

γ − 1

)∫

X
u2p−2|du|20eG ω

[n]
0 − γ

(

C3 +
λ

γ − 1

)∫

X
u2p+1eFω

[n]
0

+
γλ

2
a(n, η)

∫

X
u2p+1e(

n−2
n−1)FΛ0(ωϕ)

1
n−1ω

[n]
0

≥ −C4

∫

X
Λ0(ωϕ)2p+1 ω

[n]
0 + C5

∫

X
Λ0(ωϕ)2p+1+ 1

n−1 ω
[n]
0 ,

(38)

where the constant C4, C5 > 0 depends on ‖F‖C0 and ‖ϕ‖C0 . Observe that in (38), the choice

of γ ensures that p − p2

γ−1 > 0. Using Hölder inequality (with r = (2p + n)/(n − 1) and s its

conjugate) we can conclude that

‖Λ0(ωϕ)‖2p+1+ 1
n−1

L
2p+1+ 1

n−1
≤ C‖Λ0(ωϕ)‖2p+1

L2p+1 ≤ C ′‖Λ0(ωϕ)‖2p+1

L
2p+1+ 1

n−1
.

This gives the statement for p > 3, hence for p ≥ 1 thanks to Hölder inequality. �

6. C2-estimates

The goal to this section is to prove the theorem below.

Theorem 6.1. Let ϕ be a solution of (18). Then there exists a positive constant C depending
on ω0, v, w, ‖F‖C0 and ‖ϕ‖C0 such that

max
X

(

|dF |2ϕ + Λ0(ωϕ)
)

≤ C.

We begin by a technical lemma:

Lemma 6.2. For any smooth function f on X we have

ddcf(·, J ·) = 2∇ϕ,+df(·, ·),
where ∇ϕ,+α for a 1-form α is defined by

∇ϕ,±
V α(W ) :=

1

2

(

∇ϕ
V α(W )±∇ϕ

JV α(JW )
)

.

Let us stress that the above identity holds for the Levi-Civita connection ∇ϕ associated to
any Kähler metric ωϕ. Observe as well that ∇ϕ,+ and ∇ϕ,− are orthogonal w.r.t. gϕ.

Proof. Let V,W be two vector fields, we compute

ddcf(V,W ) =∇ϕ
V d

cf(W ) −∇ϕ
Wd

cf(V )

=(∇ϕ
V Jdf)(W ) − (∇ϕ

WJdf)(V )

=(J∇ϕ
V df)(W ) − (J∇ϕ

W df)(V )

= − (∇ϕ
V df)(JW ) + (∇ϕ

W df)(JV ),

where we use that ∇ϕJ = 0. It follows that

ddcf(V, JW ) = −∇ϕ
V df(J2W ) + ∇ϕ

JV df(JW ) = 2∇ϕ,+
V df(W ).

�

The first main step to prove Theorem 6.1 is this key Proposition:
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Proposition 6.3. Let u := e
F
2 |dF |2ϕ +KΛ0(ωϕ). Then there exists positive constants K and

C depending on ω0, n, v, w, ‖F‖C0 and ‖ϕ‖C0 and an upper bound for the Ricci curvature,
such that the function u satisfies the following differential inequality

∆ϕ,vu ≥ −CΛ0(ωϕ)3n−3u.

As a remark, we note that u is uniformly bounded. Indeed, by the proof of Lemma 5.2

u ≥ KΛ0(ωϕ) ≥ Kn

(

eF

v(µϕ)

)1/n

≥ nK

L1/n
e

−‖F‖
C0

n ,

where we recall that v ≤ L.

Our first step to show Proposition 6.3 is to bound from below uniformly the weighted
Laplacian of eF/2|dF |2ϕ.

Lemma 6.4. The following inequality holds
(39)

∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

≥ −C1

(

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+ Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3|dF |2ϕ + 1

)

+ C2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ,

where C1 is a positive constant depending on ω0, n, ‖F‖C0 , an upper bound for the Ricci
curvature, the bounds for v,w and their derivatives, while C2 > 0 depends only on ‖F‖C0 .

We recall that gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ) is understood as the 2-form (V,W ) → gϕ(LV ωϕ,LJWωϕ).
In particular, in a orthonormal frame (ek)2nk=1 with respect to ω0

−Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

=
1

2

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ ≥ 0.

Proof. We compute

e−F/2∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

= ∆ϕ,v

(

|dF |2ϕ
)

+ 2gϕ(d(F/2), d|dF |2ϕ) + |dF |2ϕe−F/2∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2
)

= ∆ϕ

(

|dF |2ϕ
)

+ gϕ(d log v(µϕ), d|dF |2ϕ) + gϕ(dF, d|dF |2ϕ)(40)

+
1

2
|dF |2ϕ∆ϕ,vF +

1

4
|dF |4ϕ,

where |dF |2ϕ := gϕ(dF, dF ). In the above we used (11) 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 gϕ is parallel w.r.t. ∇ϕ and the expression for the adjoint
operator given in [17, eq. 1.10.13], we arrive at

∆ϕ

(

|dF |2ϕ
)

= − d∗ϕd
(

|dF |2ϕ
)

= − 2d∗ϕ (gϕ(∇ϕdF, dF ))

=2

2n
∑

k=1

∇ϕ
ek

(

gϕ(∇ϕ
ek
dF, dF )

)

= − 2gϕ(d∗ϕ (∇ϕdF ) , dF ) + 2|∇ϕdF |2ϕ
=2gϕ(d∆ϕF, dF ) + 2ricϕ(∇ϕF,∇ϕF ) + 2|∇ϕdF |2ϕ,
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where in the fifth line we used the Bochner formula −d∗ϕ(∇ϕdF ) = ∆ϕ(dF ) + ricϕ(∇ϕF, ·) (cf
[17, eq. 1.22.1]). Here ricϕ(·, ·) denotes the Ricci symmetric 2-tensor of gϕ.

For the second term in (40), by Lemma 5.3 we have

gϕ(d log v(µϕ), d|dF |2ϕ) =2gϕ
(

d log v(µϕ), gϕ(∇ϕdF, dF )
)

=2gϕ(dF, gϕ(d log(v(µϕ),∇ϕdF ))

=2gϕ
(

dF, d
(

gϕ(d log v(µϕ), dF )
))

− 2gϕ
(

dF, gϕ(∇ϕd log v(µϕ), dF )
)

=2gϕ
(

dF, d
(

gϕ(d log v(µϕ), dF )
))

− 2∇ϕd log v(µϕ)(∇ϕF,∇ϕF ).

By the fact that d|dF |2ϕ = d(gϕ(dF, dF )) = 2gϕ(∇ϕdF, dF ) and again by Lemma 5.3, the next
term in (40) is

gϕ(dF, d|dF |2ϕ) = 2(∇ϕdF )(∇ϕF,∇ϕF ).

Moreover, by definition of ∆ϕ,v we have

gϕ(d∆ϕF, dF ) + gϕ
(

d
(

gϕ(d log v(µϕ), dF )
)

, dF
)

= gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ).

Substituting back and decomposing ∇ϕdF as a sum of J-invarant part ∇ϕ,+dF and J-anti-
invariant part ∇ϕ,−dF we obtain

e−F/2∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

=2gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ) + 2 (ricϕ −∇ϕd log v(µϕ)) (∇ϕF,∇ϕF )

+ 2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ + 2|∇ϕ,−dF |2ϕ
+ 2∇ϕ,+dF (∇ϕF,∇ϕF ) + 2∇ϕ,−dF (∇ϕF,∇ϕF )

+

(

1

2
∆ϕ,vF +

1

4
|dF |2ϕ

)

|dF |2ϕ.

Notice that by (25) we have

0 ≤2
∣

∣∇ϕ,−dF +
1

2
(dF ⊗ dF )−

∣

∣

2

ϕ

=2|∇ϕ,−dF |2ϕ +
1

8
(|dF |4ϕ + |dcF |4ϕ)

+
(

∇ϕ,−dF (∇ϕF,∇ϕF ) −∇ϕ,−dF (J∇ϕF, J∇ϕF )
)

=2|∇ϕ,−dF |2ϕ +
1

4
|dF |4ϕ + 2∇ϕ,−dF (∇ϕF,∇ϕF ),

where (α⊗ β)−(X,Y ) := 1
2(α(X)β(Y ) −α(JX)β(JY )) and we use that J∇ϕF is the dual of

dcF with respect to gϕ. We then get

e−F/2∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

≥ 2gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ) + 2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ
+ 2

(

ricϕ + ∇ϕ,+dF −∇ϕd log v(µϕ)
)

(∇ϕF,∇ϕF )

+
1

2
∆ϕ,vF |dF |2ϕ.

(41)

Letting Ric(ωϕ) be the corresponding Ricci form of ωϕ, from (18) we get

Ric(ωϕ) − 1

2
ddc log v(µϕ) = Ric(ω0) −

1

2
ddcF.

Composing with the complex structure J and applying Lemma 6.2 we deduce that
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ric0 = ricϕ + ∇ϕ,+dF −∇ϕ,+d log v(µϕ)

Substituting back in (41) we obtain

e−F/2∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

≥2gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ) + 2ric0(∇ϕF,∇ϕF ) +
1

2
∆ϕ,vF |dF |2ϕ

+2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ − 2∇ϕ,−d log v(µϕ)(∇ϕF,∇ϕF )
(42)

We give a bound for the last term of (42). A direct computation shows that

∇ϕ,−d log(v(µϕ)) =

r
∑

j=1

∇ϕ,−

(

v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
dµjϕ

)

=

r
∑

j=1

(

d

(

v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)

)

⊗ dµjϕ +
v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
∇ϕdµjϕ

)−

=
r
∑

i,j=1

(

v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)

)

,i

(

dµiϕ ⊗ dµjϕ
)−

+
r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
∇ϕ,−dµjϕ

=

r
∑

i,j=1

(

v,j(µϕ)

v(µϕ)

)

,i

(

dµiϕ ⊗ dµjϕ
)−

To pass to the last line, we use [17, Lemma 1.23.2] which insures that ∇ϕ,−dµjϕ = 0 since µjϕ
is Killing potential. On the other hand we have

|
(

dµiϕ ⊗ dµjϕ
)−

(∇ϕF,∇ϕF )| =
1

2
| (dcF (ξi)d

cF (ξj) − dF (ξi)dF (ξj)) |

=
1

2
|
(

g0(J∇0F, ξi)g0(J∇0F, ξj) − g0(∇0F, ξi)g0(∇0F, ξj)
)

|

≤C|dF |20
≤C1|dF |2ϕΛ0(ωϕ).

In the above we used that dµiϕ(∇ϕF ) = −gϕ(Jξi,∇ϕF ) = −dF (Jξi) = dcF (ξi). It follows
that

|∇ϕ,−d log v(µϕ)(∇ϕF,∇ϕF )| ≤C2|dF |2ϕΛ0(ωϕ).

Notice that

|ric0(∇ϕF,∇ϕF )| =|gϕ(ric0, dF ⊗ dF )|
≤|Ric(ω0)|ϕ|dF |2ϕ
≤A0|dF |2ϕ Λϕ(ω0)

≤A1|dF |2ϕ Λ0(ωϕ)3n−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(ω0) since

|ric0|ϕ = |ric0(·, J ·)|ϕ = |Ric(ω0)|ϕ,
where we use that J is preserving the metric gϕ.
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In the third inequality we used that Ric(ω0) ≤ A0ω0 and the well known inequality (see e.g.
[17, (1.12.5)])

|ω0|2ϕ = Λϕ(ω0)
2 − ω2

0 ∧ ω
[n−2]
ϕ

ω
[n]
0

≤ Λϕ(ω0)
2.

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

∆ϕ,vF |dF |2 =

(

−w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0))

)

|dF |2ϕ

≥− C
(∥

∥

∥

w

v

∥

∥

∥

C0
+ Λϕ(ω0) + C̃

)

|dF |2ϕ

≥− C ′
(∥

∥

∥

w

v

∥

∥

∥

C0
+ Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3 + C̃ ′

)

|dF |2ϕ

(44)

where C,C ′ depend only on ω,Ric(ω0), v, and C̃ is the constant which appears in (21). The
last line, follows again from (22) and (23).
Using the second equation of (18) and (56) we obtain

gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ) = − gϕ

(

d

(

w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)

)

, dF

)

+ 2gϕ
(

dΛϕ,v(Ric(ω0)), dF
)

= − gϕ



d





w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+

1

2v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0



 , dF



+

+ 2gϕ
(

dΛϕ(Ric(ω0)), dF
)

.

(45)

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

(46) gϕ
(

dΛϕ(Ric(ω0)), dF
)

= gϕ
(

Λϕ(L·Ric(ω0)), dF
)

− gϕ(gϕ(Ric(ω0),L·ωϕ), dF )

We bound the first term of (46). By Cauchy-Swcharz inequality we obtain that

gϕ
(

Λϕ(L·Ric(ω0)), dF
)

≤ |Λϕ(L·Ric(ω0))|ϕ|dF |ϕ

≤ C1

√

Λϕ(ω0)3|dF |ϕ

≤ 1

2
Λϕ(ω0)3|dF |2ϕ +

C1

2

≤ C

2
Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3|dF |2ϕ +

C1

2
.

(47)
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The second inequality follows from the following local computations

|Λϕ(L·Ric(ω0))|2ϕ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

2n
∑

j=1

L·Ric(ω0)(ej , ej)

ωϕ(ej , Jej)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ϕ

=
1

4

2n
∑

j,k=1

(LkRic(ω0)(ej , ej))
2

ωϕ(ej , Jej)2ωϕ(ek, Jek)

≤1

4
A

2n
∑

j,k=1

1

ωϕ(ej , Jej)2ωϕ(ek, Jek)
≤ 1

4
A

2n
∑

j=1

1

ωϕ(ej , Jej)2

2n
∑

k=1

1

ωϕ(ek, Jek)

≤1

4
A

2n
∑

j=1

1

ωϕ(ej , Jej)

2n
∑

=1

1

ωϕ(ei, Jei)

2n
∑

k=1

1

ωϕ(ek, Jek)

≤2AΛϕ(ω0)
3,

where in the above we used that for a 1-form α we have |α|2ϕ =
∑2n

k=1
α2
k

ωϕ(ek,Jek)
. Also, the

third line we make use of Young’s inequality and in the last line we use (23).
Since Ric(ω0) ≤ A0ω0 and applying once again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

gϕ(gϕ(Ric(ω0),L·ωϕ), dF ) ≤A0gϕ(gϕ(ω0,L·ωϕ), dF )

≤A0|gϕ(ω0,L·ωϕ)|ϕ|dF |ϕ.
(48)

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

|gϕ(ω0,L·ωϕ)|ϕ =

(

2n
∑

k=1

|Lekωϕ|2ϕ

)
1
2

=
(

− 2Λ0gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
) 1

2 .

Injecting the above in (48) and using Young inequality, we find

(49) gϕ(gϕ(Ric(ω0),L·ωϕ), dF ) ≤ C
(

|dF |2ϕ − Λ0gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

.

Combining (47) and (49), we get an upper bound for (46)

(50) gϕ
(

dΛϕ(Ric(ω0)), dF
)

≤ C

(

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+
(

Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3 + 1
)

|dF |2ϕ + 1

)

.

We now bound the first term of the last line of (45).

Let fϕ :=
w(µϕ)
v(µϕ)

+ 1
2v(µϕ)

∑r
j=1 v,j(µϕ)∆0µ

j
0. The differential of fϕ is a linear combination of

terms of the form f̃ iϕdµ
i
ϕ, where f̃ iϕ is bounded independently of ϕ. Thus, in order to bound

gϕ(dfϕ, dF ), it is sufficient to bound g(dµiϕ, dF ) for any i = 1, · · · , r. Applying Cauchy-
Schwarz and Young inequalities once again we deduce

gϕ(dµiϕ, dF ) ≤ |dµiϕ|ϕ|dF |ϕ
= |ξi|ϕ|dF |ϕ

≤ 1

2
|ξi|2ϕ|dF |2ϕ +

1

2

≤ CΛ0(ωϕ)|dF |2ϕ +
1

2

≤ C1Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3|dF |2ϕ +
1

2

(51)
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where C, C1 are constant independent of ϕ. Let us observe that in the second line we have
|dµiϕ|ϕ = |ξi|ϕ since the metric is invariant by duality, while in the last line we use (22).

Combining (50) and (51), we deduce an upper bound for (45):

(52) gϕ(d∆ϕ,vF, dF ) ≤ C

(

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+
(

Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3 + 1
)

|dF |2ϕ + 1

)

,

for a positive constant C independent of ϕ.

Finally, using (43), (44), (52) we obtain a lower bound for (42):

∆ϕ,v

(

eF/2|dF |2ϕ
)

≥ −eF/2C
(

−Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+
(

Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3 + 1
)

|dF |2ϕ + 1
)

+2eF/2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ.
This concludes the proof since ‖F‖C0 is uniformly under control by Corollary 4.3 and since
1 ≤ CΛ0(ωϕ)3n−3 by (24). �

We are now in position to prove Proposition 6.3:

proof of Proposition 6.3. Recall that u := e
F
2 |dF |2ϕ+KΛ0(ωϕ). From (29) together with (39),

we obtain a lower bound of the weighted Laplacian of u:

∆ϕ,v u ≥−C1

(

− Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

+ Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3|dF |2ϕ + 1

)

+ C2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ

−KΛ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

−KC̃1Λ0(ωϕ)n +K(∆0F − C̃2).

We now fix K large enough so that one can drop the term −Λ0

(

gϕ(L·ωϕ,LJ ·ωϕ)
)

. Observe

that, since n ≥ 2, CΛ0(ωϕ)2n−2 ≥ Λ0(ωϕ)n thanks to (22). We then deduce

∆ϕ,vu ≥ C2|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ −C3Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3u+K(∆0F − C̃2) − C1,

where C3 = max(C1 supX e
−F/2, CC̃1). Observe that supX e

−F/2 is uniformly under control
by Corollary 4.3.

Now, in orthonormal frame we find

|∆0F | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2n
∑

j=1

F,jj ωϕ(ej , Jej)

ωϕ(ej , Jej)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where F,jj denote the second derivative with respect to the vector ej . Also by Lemma 6.2

|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ =

2n
∑

j=1

(∇ϕ,+dF (ej , ej))
2

ωϕ(ej , Jej)2
=

1

4

2n
∑

j=1

(ddcF (ej , Jej))
2

ωϕ(ej , Jej)2
=

2n
∑

j=1

F,jj
ωϕ(ej , Jej)2

Hence, by Young’s inequality

K|∆0F | ≤ ε|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ + ε−1K2Λ0(ωϕ)2

≤ ε|∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ + Cε−1K2Λ0(ωϕ)3n−2u,

where in the above we used Lemma 5.2 (since n ≥ 2) and the fact that u is uniformly bounded.
Choosing ε smaller than C2 so that one can drop the term |∇ϕ,+dF |2ϕ, we arrive at

∆ϕ,vu ≥ −(C3 + CKε−1)Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3u−KC̃2 − C1 ≥ −C4Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3u,
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where C4 depends on ω0,K, ε, n, v and ‖F‖C0 . �

Another key lemma is the following:

Lemma 6.5. The following L1-estimate holds:

‖u‖L1 ≤ C(ω0, v, ‖F‖C0 ,Ent(ϕ)).

Proof. Using the second equation in (18):

∆v,ϕF
2 = 2F∆v,ϕF + 2|dF |2ϕ

= 2F

(

−w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
+ 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0))

)

+ 2|dF |2ϕ.

Since ∆v,ϕ is self-adjoint with respect to v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ (Lemma A.1), we deduce

∫

X
|dF |2ϕv(µϕ)ω[n]

ϕ =

∫

X
F

(

w(µϕ)

v(µϕ)
− 2Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0))

)

v(µϕ)ω[n]
ϕ

≤ M

η

∫

X
|F |eFω[n]

0 +

(

2A0L

∫

X
Λϕ(ω0)ω

[n]
ϕ + 2C ′L

)

‖F‖C0 .

In the above we use that Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)) ≤ A0Λϕ(ω0) + C ′ (thanks to (56)) where C ′ depends

on v and its derivatives, and that
∫

X Λϕ(ω0)ω
[n]
ϕ = 1. �

We can now conclude:

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

∆ϕ,vu
2p+1 =u2p∆ϕ,vu+ 2pu2p−1|du|2ϕ

=u2p∆ϕ,vu+
8p

(2p + 1)2

∣

∣

∣
d
(

up+
1
2

)∣

∣

∣

2

ϕ
,

With the above identity and Proposition 6.3 in hands we can deduce the following bound for
p ≥ 1:

∫

X

∣

∣

∣d
(

up+
1
2

)∣

∣

∣

2

ϕ
ω[n]
ϕ ≤1

η

∫

X

∣

∣

∣d
(

up+
1
2

)∣

∣

∣

2

ϕ
v(µϕ)ω[n]

ϕ

=
(2p+ 1)2

8pη

∫

X

(

−u2p∆ϕ,vu+ ∆ϕ,vu
2p+1

)

v(µϕ)ω[n]
ϕ

= − (2p+ 1)2

8pη

∫

X
u2p∆ϕ,vu

≤C
∫

X
Λ0(ωϕ)3n−3u2p+1ω[n]

ϕ ,

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

respect to v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ .

Once the latter inequality in hand, the exact same arguments in [16, Proof of Theorem 5.1]
allow to conclude. �
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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

(53) ∆ϕ,vf := − 1

v(µϕ)
d∗ϕ(v(µϕ)df).

It follows straightforward from the above expression that:

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

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

∆ϕ,vf = ∆ϕf +
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)dcf(ξj)

= ∆ϕf + gϕ (d log v(µϕ), df) .

In particular ∆ϕ,v is elliptic.

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

d∗ϕ(hα) = hd∗ϕα− α(∇ϕh),

where h is a smooth function and α a 1-form, for h = v(µϕ) and α = df . We then use the

fact that dcf(·) = Jdf(·) = −df(J ·) and that −Jξj is the gradient of µjϕ with respect to gϕ
since dµjϕ = −ωϕ(ξj , ·) = −gϕ(Jξj , ·). �

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 dcf we get that

ddcf(ξ, ·) = ξyddcf(·, ·) = Lξdcf − d(dcf(ξ)) = −d(dcf(ξ)),

for any ξ ∈ t. Hence we choose the normalization of the moment map by defining µjddcf :=

dcf(ξj).

We consider a smooth path (ϕt)t in K(X,ω0)T with variation d
dtϕt

∣

∣

t=0
= ϕ̇. Taking the

variation of the weighted volume form along ϕt and then computing it at t = 0, we obtain
(see proof of [25, Lemma 4])

d

dt

(

v(µϕt)ω
[n]
ϕt

)

|t=0

=

(

Λϕ0(ddcϕ̇) + 〈d log v(µϕ0), µddcϕ̇〉
)

v(µϕt)ω
[n]
ϕt
.

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

(54) Λϕ,v(θ) := Λϕ(θ) + 〈d log(v(µϕ), µθ〉
for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)T. Observe that the above definition depends on the choice of the
normalization of the momentum map µθ. Equivalently, in a fixed basis (ξ1, . . . , ξr) of the Lie
algebra t of T
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(55) Λϕ,v(θ) = Λϕ(θ) +
1

v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)µjθ.

In particular, since µRic(ω0) = −1
2∆0µ0 with µ0 being the moment map associated to ω0

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

(56) Λϕ,v(Ric(ω0)) = ΛϕRic(ω0) −
1

2v(µϕ)

r
∑

j=1

v,j(µϕ)∆0µ
j
0.

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

∆ϕ,vf = Λϕ,v(ddcf).

Proof. It is a direct consequence of (55) and Lemma A.2. �
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