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Abstract: In this paper, we study the critical points of F -Yang-Mills functional on CP
n, which are called F -

Yang-Mills connections. We prove that if (2+ 4

n
)F ′′(x)x+(n+1)F ′(x) < 0, then the weakly stable F -Yang-Mills

connection on CP
n must be flat. Moreover, if (2 + 4

n
)F ′′(x)x + (n + 1)F ′(x) = 0, we obtain the structure of

curvatures corresponding to weakly stable connections. We also show a gap theorem for F -Yang-Mills connections

on CP
n.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold and E be a vector bundle of rank r

over M with structure group G, where G is a compact Lie group. The classical Yang-Mills functional is

given by

YM(∇) =

∫

M

|R▽|2dV,

where ∇ is a connection on E and R▽ is its curvature. We denote d▽ to be the exterior differential

operator on E induced by ∇ and δ▽ is its adjoint operator. The Euler-Lagrange equation of YM is

δ▽R▽ = 0

and the critical point of YM is called Yang-Mills connection.

We are interested in the stability of a Yang-Mills connection. We call ∇ is weakly stable if the second

variation of YM is non-negative at ∇, i.e.

d2

dt2
YM(∇t) |t=0≥ 0

for any curve of connections ∇t such that ∇0 = ∇.

Xin [1] proved that there is no weakly stable harmonic maps from Sn for n ≥ 3. Using similar

methods, Bourguignon and Lawson [2] shows that there is no weakly stable Yang-Mills connection on

Sn for n ≥ 5. Laquer [3] showed that if the Yang-Mills functional is unstable on a compact irreducible

symmetric spaces M , then M is isometric to Sn (n ≥ 5), P
2(Cay) or E6/F4. If M is a compact

Riemannian manifold isometric immersed in RN , Kobayashi-Ohnita-Takeuchi [4] gives the condition of

the second fundamental form such that the Yang-Mills functional is unstable. Moreover, Parker [5] gives

a method to calculate the second variation by using conformal Lagrangian of weight.

Let F ∈ C2([0,+∞)) be a non-negative, increasing function. We define the F -Yang-Mills functional

to be

AF (∇) =

∫

M

F (
1

2
|R▽|2)dV. (1)
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The Euler-Lagrange equation of AF is

δ▽(F ′R▽) = 0. (2)

The solution of (2) is called an F -Yang-MIlls connection. Similar to the Yang-Mills functional, a F -Yang-

Mills connection ∇ is called weakly stable if for any curve of connections {∇t} on E such that ∇0 = ∇,

there is

d2

dt2
AF (∇t) |t=0≥ 0. (3)

If M is isometric immersed in RN , Kurando and Kazuto [6] give a condition of the second fundamental

form such that the F -Yang-Mills functional is unstable.

We are interested in the stability of F -Yang-Mills functional on CPn. Inspired by Cheng’s study [8]

on the stability of Ginzburg-Landau functional on CPn, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1

(i) If (2 + 4
n
)F ′′(x)x + (n+ 1)F ′(x) < 0, then the F -Yang-Mills connection is unstable on CPn.

(ii) Assume (2 + 4
n
)F ′′(x)x+ (n+ 1)F ′(x) = 0 and ∇ is a weakly stable F -Yang-Mills connection. Then

there exists σ ∈ Ω0(gE) such that

R▽(X,Y ) = g(X, JY )σ, (4)

where g is the Fubini-Study metric on CPn and J is the almost complex structure.

As an example, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2 (1) If F = xα, 0 < α < 2
3 , then any F -Yang-Mills connection on CP 1 is weakly stable.

(2) If F = xα, 0 < α < 1
4 , then any F -Yang-Mills connection on CP 2 is weakly stable.

We also give a gap theorem for the F -Yang-Mills functional.

Theorem 1.3 Assume ∇ is a F -Yang-Mills connection on CPn (n ≥ 2) and F ′′ ≥ 0. If

‖R▽‖L∞ ≤ (2n− 1)
√

2n(2n− 1)

8(n− 1)
,

then R▽ ≡ 0.

2 Preliminary

2.1 Connections and curvatures on vector bundles

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold and D be its Levi-Civita connection.

Let E →M be a vector bundle overM with rank r and a compact Lie group G ⊂ SO(r) be its structure

group. We assume 〈 , 〉 is a Riemannian metric of E compatible with the action of G. Let gE be the

adjoint bundle of E and Ωp(gE) be the collection of gE-valued p-forms. 〈 , 〉 induces the inner product

on Ω0(gE) such that

〈φ, ψ〉 = Tr(φTψ),

where φ, ψ ∈ Ω0(gE). Then for any φ, ψ, ρ ∈ Ω0(gE), we have

〈[φ, ψ], ρ〉 = 〈φ, [ψ, ρ]〉.
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The inner product on Ωp(gE) is given by

〈φ, ψ〉 = 1

p!

∑

1≤i1,...,ip≤n

〈φ(ei1 , ..., eip), ψ(ei1 , ..., eip)〉,

where φ, ψ ∈ Ωp(gE) and {ei} is an orthogonal basis of TM . Assume ∇ : Ω0(gE) → Ω1(gE) is a

connection on E compatible with 〈 , 〉. Locally, ∇ has the form

∇ = d+A,

where A ∈ Ω1(gE). ∇ induces differential operators d▽ : Ωp(gE) → Ωp+1(gE) and the adjoint operators

δ▽ : Ωp(gE) → Ωp−1(gE) such that

d▽φ(X1, ..., Xp+1) =

p+1
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1∇Xi
φ(X1, ..., X̂i, ..., Xp+1)

δ▽φ(X1, ..., Xp−1) = −
n
∑

i=1

∇eiφ(ei, X1, ..., Xp−1)

for any φ ∈ Ωp(gE) and Xi ∈ Γ(TM).

Let R▽ ∈ Ω2(gE) be the curvature induced by ∇ such that

R▽ = dA+
1

2
A ∧ A,

where

[φ, ψ](X,Y ) = [φ(X), ψ(Y )]− [φ(Y ), ψ(X)]

for any φ, ψ ∈ Ω1(gE) and X,Y ∈ Γ(TM). R▽ induces the curvature on Ωp(gE) such that for any

φ ∈ Ωp(gE), we have

R▽(X,Y )φ = ∇X∇Y φ−∇Y ∇Xφ−∇[X,Y ]φ ∈ Ωp(gE).

By direct calculation, we have

R▽(X,Y )φ(X1, ..., Xp) = [R▽(X,Y ), φ(X1, ..., Xp)]−
p

∑

i=1

φ(X1, ..., RM (X,Y )Xi, ..., Xp).

We can define the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆▽ by

∆▽ = d▽δ▽ + δ▽d▽

and the rough Laplacian operator by

∇∗∇ = −
∑

j

(∇ej∇ej −∇Dej
ej ).

For ψ ∈ Ω1(gE) and φ ∈ Ω2(gE), we define operator R▽ as what in [2]

R▽(ψ)(X) =
∑

j

[R▽(ej , X), ψ(ej)],

R▽(φ)(X,Y ) =
∑

j

[R▽(ej , X), φ(ej , Y )]− [R▽(ej , Y ), φ(ej , X)].

Then we have the following Bochner-Weizenböck formula (see [2]).

Lemma 2.1 For any ψ ∈ Ω1(gE) and φ ∈ Ω2(gE), we have

∆▽ψ = ∇∗∇ψ +R▽(ψ) + ψ ◦Ric, (5)

∆▽φ = ∇∗∇φ+R▽(φ) + φ ◦ (Ric ∧ I + 2R), (6)

where
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• RM is the curvature of TM ,

• Ric : TM → TM is the Ricci transformation defined by

Ric (X) =
∑

j

R(X, ej)ej ,

• Ric ∧ Id is the extension of the Ricci transformation Ric to ∧2TM given by

(Ric ∧ Id) (X,Y ) = Ric(X) ∧ Y +X ∧Ric(Y ),

• For any map ω : ∧2TM → ∧2TM , the composite map ϕ ◦ ω : ∧2TM → Ω0 (gE) is defined by

(ϕ ◦ ω) (X,Y ) =
1

2

n
∑

j=1

ϕ(ej , ω(X,Y )ej).

Note that for any B ∈ Ω1(gE), we have

R▽+tB = R▽ + td▽B +
1

2
t2[B ∧B].

2.2 Curvatures and killing vector fields on CP
n

Now we assume M is the complex projection space CPn with Fubini-Study metric g and J is the almost

complex structure. Assume U0 = {[z0 : ... : zn] | z0 6= 0} ⊂ CPn and let (z1, ..., zn) := [1 : z1 : ... : zn] be

the local coordinate system on U0. The Fubini-Study metric on U0 is

gij̄ =
δij

1 + |z|2 − z̄izj
(1 + |z|2)2 , (7)

where |z|2 =
∑n

i=1 |zi|2. For simplicity, we denote Zi =
∂
∂zi

and Z̄i =
∂
∂z̄i

. Due to the symmetry of CPn,

we only need to consider the curvature at z0 = [1 : 0 :, ..., : 0]. For 1 ≤ α ≤ n, let

eα =
1√
2
(Zα + Z̄α),

en+α =
i√
2
(Zα − Z̄α).

(8)

Then {e1, ..., e2n} is an orthogonal basis of Tz0CP
n and Jeα = en+α, Jen+α = −eα. For 1 ≤ α, β, γ ≤ n,

the curvature tensors at z0 are

R(eα, eβ)eγ =
1

2
δβγeα − 1

2
δαγeβ ,

R(eα, eβ)en+γ =
1

2
δβγen+α − 1

2
δαγen+β ,

R(en+α, eβ)eγ = δαβen+γ +
1

2
δβγen+α +

1

2
δαγen+β,

R(en+α, eβ)en+γ = −δαβeγ − 1

2
δβγeα − 1

2
δαγeβ ,

R(en+α, en+β)eγ =
1

2
δβγeα − 1

2
δαγeβ ,

R(en+α, en+β)en+γ =
1

2
δβγen+α − 1

2
δαγen+β .

(9)

Then we have

(i) Ric(X) = (n+ 1)X,

(ii) R▽ ◦ 2R(X,Y ) = −R▽(X,Y )−R▽(JX, JY )−
2n
∑

j=1

R▽(ej , Jej)g(JX, Y ),

(iii)

2n
∑

j=1

R(JX, ej)Jej = −(n+ 1)X.

(10)

Recall the theorems for killing vector fields on CPn (see [9]).
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Lemma 2.2 Let K be the collection of Killing vector fields on CPn, then

(i) For any V ∈ K and vector fields X,Y , we have D2
X,Y V = R(X,V )Y , where D2

X,Y V = DXDY V −
DDXY V . Especially, Ric(V ) = D∗DV .

(ii) K is a finite dimensional R-vector space.

(iii) For any x ∈ CPn, we have

K ∼= fx ⊕ px,

where

fx = {V ∈ K | V (x) = 0}

and

px = {V ∈ K | DV (x) = 0} ∼= TxCP
n.

In fact, Kobayashi and Nomizu [10] give an explicit form of the killing vector fields on CPn.

Proposition 2.3 For any A ∈ su(n+ 1) and t ∈ R, we define ϕt
A : CPn → CPn such that

ϕt
A([z]) = [exp(tA)z].

Then we have

K = {VA =
∂ϕt

A

∂t
|t=0| A ∈ su(n+ 1)}.

We define the inner product 〈 , 〉K on K such that

〈VA, VB〉K := tr(ĀTB).

For 0 ≤ k < l ≤ n and 1 ≤ t ≤ n, assume

Akl =
1√
2
(Ekl − Elk), Bkl =

√
−1√
2

(Ekl + Elk), Ct =

√
−1

√

t(t+ 1)
(
t−1
∑

s=0

Ess − tEtt). (11)

Then {VAkl
, VBkl

, VCt
| 0 ≤ k < l ≤ n, 1 ≤ t ≤ n} is an orthogonal basis of K. Assume A = (aij)0≤i,j≤n ∈

su(n+ 1). On U0, we have

VA =

n
∑

j=1

(aj0 + ajizi − a00zj − a0izizj)Zj + (āj0 + ājiz̄i − ā00z̄j − ā0iz̄iz̄j)Z̄j .

At z0 = [1 : 0 : ... : 0], we have

JVA(z0) =
√
−1

n
∑

j=1

(aj0Zj + a0jZ̄j),

DZk
JVA(z0) =

√
−1

n
∑

j=1

(ajkZj − a00Zk),

DZ̄l
JVA(z0) =

√
−1

n
∑

j=1

(ljZ̄j − a00Z̄l).

(12)

Thus

pz0 = spanR{VA0k
, VB0k

| 1 ≤ k ≤ n}.
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3 The stability and a gap theorem of F -Yang-Mills functional

on CP n

3.1 The second variation of F -Yang-Mills functional

Assume ∇ is a F -Yang-Mills connection on CPn and {∇t} is a family of connections on E compatible

with 〈 , 〉 such that ∇0 = ∇ and d
dt
∇t |t=0= B. The second variation of AF is

d2

dt2
AF (∇t) |t=0:= L

▽

F (B),

where

L
▽

F (B) =

∫

CPn

F ′′〈R▽, d▽B〉2 + 〈δ▽(F ′d▽B), B〉+ F ′〈R▽(B), B〉dV. (13)

For simplicity, we define

X0 = grad(
1

2
|R▽|2) =

2n
∑

j=1

〈∇ejR
▽, R▽〉ej .

Then the F -Yang-Mills equation is equal to

F ′δ▽R▽ = F ′′iX0
R▽, (14)

where iXR
▽ ∈ Ω1(gE) is the contraction about X .

Lemma 3.1 For any V ∈ K, let BV = iJVR
▽. Then we have

L
▽

F (BV ) =

∫

CPn

J1
V (x) + J2

V (x) + J3
V (x) + J4

V (x)dV, (15)

where

J1
V =F ′′(〈R▽,∇JVR

▽〉2 − 〈iX0
∇JVR

▽, iJVR
▽〉),

J2
V =F ′′(2

∑

i,j

〈R▽,∇JVR
▽〉〈R▽(ei, ej), R

▽(DeiJV, ej)〉 − 〈iDX0
JVR

▽, iJVR
▽〉)

− F ′
∑

i,j

〈∇eiR
▽(DeiJV, ej) +∇Dei

JVR
▽(ei, ej), R

▽(JV, ej)〉,

J3
V =F ′〈∇JV δ

▽R▽, iJVR
▽〉,

J4
V =F ′′(

∑

i,j

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJV, ej)〉)2 + F ′〈iD∗DJVR

▽ − iRic(JV )R
▽, iJVR

▽〉

+ F ′
∑

i,j

〈R▽(D2
ei,ej

JV, ei) +R▽(ei, R(ei, JV )ej), R
▽(JV, ej)〉.

(16)

Proof For any x ∈ CPn, let {e1, ..., e2n} be an orthogonal basis of TCPn such that Dei(x) = 0. We

have

d▽iJVR
▽(ei, ej) = ∇ei iJVR

▽(ej)−∇ej iJVR
▽(ei)

= ∇ei(R
▽(JV, ej))−∇ej (R

▽(JV, ei))

= ∇eiR
▽(JV, ej) +R▽(DeiJV, ej)−∇ejR

▽(JV, ei)−R▽(DejJV, ei)

= ∇JVR
▽(ei, ej) +R▽(DeiJV, ej)−R▽(DejJV, ei),

(17)

where we use d▽R▽ = 0. Thus

F ′′〈R▽, d▽iJVR
▽〉2

=F ′′(〈R▽,∇JVR
▽〉2 +

2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJV, ej)〉2 + 2〈R▽,∇JVR

▽〉〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJV, ej)〉)).
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Note that (17) is independent to the choice of {ei}, we have

δ▽(F ′d▽iJVR
▽)(ej)

=−
2n
∑

i=1

∇ei(F
′d▽iJVR

▽)(ei, ej)

=−
2n
∑

i=1

F ′′〈∇eiR
▽, R▽〉d▽iJVR▽(ei, ej)−

2n
∑

i=1

F ′∇ei(d
▽iJVR

▽(ei, ej))

=− F ′′d▽iJVR
▽(X0, ej)−

2n
∑

i=1

F ′∇ei(∇JVR
▽(ei, ej) +R▽(DeiJV, ej)−R▽(DejJV, ei))

=− F ′′(∇JVR
▽(X0, ej) +R▽(DX0

JV, ej)−R▽(DejJV,X0))

+ F ′(R▽(D∗DJV, ej) + δ▽R▽(DejJV )−
2n
∑

i=1

(∇ei∇JVR
▽(ei, ej) +∇eiR

▽(DeiJV, ej)−R▽(D2
ei,ej

JV, ei))),

where by (14) we have

F ′′R▽(DejJV,X0) + F ′δ▽R▽(DejJV ) = 0.

Finally, at x we have

∑

i

∇ei∇JVR
▽(ei, ej)

=
∑

i

([R▽(ei, JV ), R▽(ei, ej)]−R▽(R(ei, JV )ei, ej)−R▽(ei, R(ei, JV )ej) +∇JV ∇eiR
▽(ei, ej)

+∇Dei
JVR

▽(ei, ej))

=R▽(iJVR
▽)(ej) +R▽(Ric(JV ), ej)−∇JV δ

▽R▽(ej) +
∑

i

(∇Dei
JVR

▽(ei, ej)−R▽(ei, R(ei, JV )ej)).

We have completed the proof through the above calculations. �

Lemma 3.2 Let q = dimR(K) = n2 + 2n. Assume {V1, ..., Vq} be an orthogonal basis of K. Then for

any x ∈ CPn, we have

(i)

q
∑

k=1

J1
Vk
(x) =

q
∑

k=1

J2
Vk
(x) = 0,

(ii)

q
∑

k=1

∫

CPn

J3
Vk
(x)dV = 0.

Proof Since
∑q

k=1 J
µ
Vk
(x), µ ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} is independent to the choice of {V1, ..., Vq}, we assume V1, ..., V2n ∈

px and V2n+1, ..., Vq ∈ fx. Then {JV1(x), ..., JV2n(x)} is an orthogonal basis of TxCP
n and JV2n+1(x) =

... = JVq(x) = 0. Thus we have

q
∑

k=1

〈∇JVk
δ▽R▽, iJVk

R▽〉 =
2n
∑

i=1

〈∇eiδ
▽R▽, ieiR

▽〉

7



at x. By the equation (2) we have

q
∑

k=1

∫

CPn

J3
Vk
(x)dV =

q
∑

k=1

∫

CPn

F ′〈∇JVk
δ▽R▽, iJVk

R▽〉dV

=

∫

CPn

F ′
∑

i,j

〈∇eiδ
▽R▽(ej), R

▽(ei, ej)〉dV

=
1

2

∫

CPn

F ′
∑

i,j

〈∇eiδ
▽R▽(ej)−∇ej δ

▽R▽(ei), R
▽(ei, ej)〉dV

=

∫

CPn

F ′〈d▽δ▽R▽, R▽〉dV

=

∫

CPn

〈δ▽R▽, δ▽(F ′R▽)〉dV

=0.

By the definition of X0, at x we have

q
∑

k=1

〈R▽,∇JVk
R▽〉2 =

2n
∑

j=1

〈R▽,∇ejR
▽〉2 = 〈R▽,∇X0

R▽〉

and

q
∑

k=1

〈iX0
∇JVk

R▽, iJVk
R▽〉 =

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈∇eiR
▽(X0, ej), R

▽(ei, ej)〉.

By Bianchi identity, we have

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈∇eiR
▽(X0, ej), R

▽(ei, ej)〉 =−
2n
∑

i,j=1

〈∇X0
R▽(ej , ei) +∇ejR

▽(ei, X0), R
▽(ei, ej)〉

=−
2n
∑

i,j=1

〈∇eiR
▽(X0, ej), R

▽(ei, ej)〉+ 2〈∇X0
R▽, R▽〉.

Then we get

q
∑

k=1

〈iX0
∇JVk

R▽, iJVk
R▽〉 = 〈∇X0

R▽, R▽〉.

Based on the above calculations, we obtain

q
∑

k=1

J1
Vk
(x) = 0.

Finally, it is easy to see that
q

∑

k=1

J2
Vk
(x) = 0

since the choice of Vk implies either JVk(x) = 0 or DJVk(x) = 0. �

We use three lemmas to calculate
∑

k J
4
Vk
. We prove the following lemma by the curvature properties of

CPn.

Lemma 3.3 (i) For any V ∈ K, we have

D∗DJV = Ric(JV ),

8



and thus

F ′〈iD∗DJVR
▽ − iRic(JV )R

▽, iJVR
▽〉 = 0.

(ii) Assume {V1, ..., Vq} be an orthogonal basis of K, then for any x ∈ CPn, we have

q
∑

k=1

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(D2
ei,ej

JVk, ei) + R▽(ei, R(ei, JVk)ej), R
▽(JVk, ej)〉

=2|R▽|2 +
2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(Jei, Jej)〉+ |

2n
∑

j=1

R▽(ej , Jej)|2.

Proof (i) By (10) and lemma 2.2, we have

D∗DJV = JD∗DV = JRic(V ) = (n+ 1)JV = Ric(JV ).

(ii) For any x ∈ CPn, we assume V1, ..., V2n ∈ px and V2n+1, ..., Vq ∈ fx. By lemma 2.2, for any V ∈ K
we have

D2
ei,ej

JV = JD2
ei,ej

V = JR(ei, V )ej = R(ei, V )Jej .

Thus

q
∑

k=1

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(D2
ei,ej

JVk, ei) +R▽(ei, R(ei, JVk)ej), R
▽(JVk, ej)〉

=−
2n
∑

i,j,k=1

〈R▽(R(ei, Jek)Jej , ei) +R▽(R(ei, ek)ej, ei), R
▽(ek, ej)〉.

By Bianchi identity, we have

−
2n
∑

i,j,k=1

〈R▽(R(ei, Jek)Jej , ei), R
▽(ek, ej)〉 = −1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽ ◦ 2R(Jek, Jej), R▽(ek, ej)〉

and

−
2n
∑

i,j,k=1

〈R▽(R(ei, ek)ej , ei), R
▽(ek, ej)〉 = −〈R▽ ◦ (2R), R▽〉.

By substituting (10), we have

− 1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽ ◦ 2R(Jek, Jej), R▽(ek, ej)〉

=
1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽(Jek, Jej) +R▽(ek, ej)−
2n
∑

i=1

g(ek, Jej)R
▽(ei, Jei), R

▽(ek, ej)〉

=|R▽|2 + 1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽(ej, ek), R
▽(Jej , Jek)〉+

1

2
|

2n
∑

i=1

R▽(ei, Jei)|2

and

− 〈R▽ ◦ (2R), R▽〉

=
1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽(ej , ek) +R▽(Jej , Jek) +
2n
∑

i=1

g(Jej, ek)R
▽(ei, Jei), R

▽(ej , ek)〉

=|R▽|2 + 1

2

2n
∑

j,k=1

〈R▽(ej, ek), R
▽(Jej , Jek)〉+

1

2
|

2n
∑

i=1

R▽(ei, Jei)|2.

By adding the above two equations, we can complete the proof of the lemma. �
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The remaining term depends on the specific form of DV . Since the symmetry of CPn, we calculate the

term at z0 = [1 : 0, ..., 0]. Since

F ′′(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJV, ej)〉)2 = 0

for V ∈ pz0 , we only need to consider V ∈ fz0 = span{VAkl
, VBkl

, VCt
| 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, 1 ≤ t ≤ n}. By

combining (8) and (12), we obtain

DeαJVAkl
=

1√
2
(δαlen+k − δαken+l),

Den+α
JVAkl

=
1√
2
(δαkel − δαlek),

DeαJVBkl
= − 1√

2
(δαlek + δαkel),

Den+α
JVBkl

= − 1√
2
(δαlen+k + δαken+l),

DeαJVCt
=















0, α ≤ t− 1,
√

t+1
k
et, α = t,

1√
t(t+1)

eα, α ≥ t+ 1,

Den+α
JVCt

=















0, α ≤ t− 1,
√

t+1
t
en+t, α = t,

1√
t(t+1)

en+α, α ≥ t+ 1,

(18)

at z0 for any 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n and 1 ≤ t, α ≤ n. Now we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 For any 1 ≤ t ≤ n and 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, let Akl, Bkl, Ct be matrices defined in (11). The

corresponding Killing vector fields VAkl
, VBkl

, VCt
is defined in Proposition 2.3. Then we have

(i)
∑

1≤k<l≤n

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVAkl

, ej)〉)2 =

n
∑

α,β=1

(〈ieαR▽, ien+β
R▽〉 − 〈ien+α

R▽, ieβR
▽〉)2,

(ii)
∑

1≤k<l≤n

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVBkl

, ej)〉)2 =

n
∑

α,β=1

(〈ieαR▽, ieβR
▽〉+ 〈ien+α

R▽, ien+β
R▽〉)2

− 1

2

2n
∑

i=1

(|ieiR▽|2 + |iJeiR▽|2)2,

(iii)

n
∑

t=1

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVCt

, ej)〉)2 =
1

2

2n
∑

i=1

(|ieiR▽|2 + |iJeiR▽|2)2 + 4|R▽|4

at z0, where {e1, ..., e2n} is an orthogonal basis of Tz0CP
n defined in (8).

Proof (i) For any 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, by (18) we have

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVAkl

, ej)〉

=

n
∑

α=1

2n
∑

j=1

(〈R▽(eα, ej), R
▽(DeαJVAkl

, ej)〉〈R▽(en+α, ej), R
▽(Den+α

JVAkl
, ej)〉)

=
1√
2

n
∑

α=1

2n
∑

j=1

(〈R▽(eα, ej), R
▽(δαlen+k − δαken+l, ej)〉+ 〈R▽(en+α, ej), R

▽(δαkel − δαlek, ej)〉)

=
√
2(〈ielR▽, ien+k

R▽〉 − 〈iekR▽, ien+l
R▽〉)
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at z0.

(ii) Similarly, for any 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, we have

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVBkl

, ej)〉

=

n
∑

α=1

2n
∑

j=1

(〈R▽(eα, ej), R
▽(DeαJVBkl

, ej)〉+ 〈R▽(en+α, ej), R
▽(Den+α

JVBkl
, ej)〉)

=− 1√
2

n
∑

α=1

2n
∑

j=

(〈R▽(eα, ej), R
▽(δαlek + δαkel, ej)〉+ 〈R▽(en+α, ej), R

▽(δαlen+k + δαken+l, ej)〉)

=−
√
2(〈ielR▽, iekR

▽〉+ 〈ien+l
R▽, ien+k

R▽〉).

at z0.

(iii) For any 1 ≤ t ≤ n, by (18) we have

n
∑

t=1

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVCt

, ej)〉)2

=
n
∑

t=1

(

√

t+ 1

t
(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2) + 1
√

t(t+ 1)

n
∑

γ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2))2

=

n
∑

t=1

(
t+ 1

t
(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2)2 + 2

t

n
∑

γ=t+1

(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2)(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ

R▽|2)

+
1

t(t+ 1)

n
∑

γ,µ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ieµR▽|2 + |ien+µ

R▽|2)).

(19)

We decompose the summation index of the last term in the above equation into {t + 1 ≤ γ < µ ≤
n}, {t+ 1 ≤ µ < γ ≤ n} and {t+ 1 ≤ γ = µ ≤ n}. Changing the order of summation, we obtain

n
∑

t=1

1

t(t+ 1)

n
∑

γ,µ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ieµR▽|2 + |ien+µ

R▽|2)

=

n
∑

t=1

(1− 1

t
)(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2)2 + 2

n
∑

t=1

(1− 1

t
)

n
∑

γ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2).

By substituting the above equation into (19), we have

n
∑

t=1

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVCt

, ej)〉)2

=2
n
∑

t=1

((|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2)2 +

n
∑

γ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2)).

Note that

n
∑

t=1

|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2 =

2n
∑

i=1

|ieiR▽|2 = 2|R▽|2,

11



we have

n
∑

t=1

((|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2)2 + 2

n
∑

γ=t+1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2))

=

n
∑

t,γ=1

(|ieγR▽|2 + |ien+γ
R▽|2)(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t

R▽|2)

=(

n
∑

t=1

(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2)2

=4|R▽|4.

Finally, since

n
∑

t=1

(|ietR▽|2 + |ien+t
R▽|2)2 =

1

2

2n
∑

i=1

(|ieiR▽|2 + |iJeiR▽|2)2,

we complete the proof of the lemma. �

The next lemma states the results at general x ∈ CPn.

Lemma 3.5 Assume {V1, ..., Vq} be an orthogonal basis of K. Then we have

q
∑

k=1

(

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(DeiJVk, ej)〉)2 =

2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉2 + 〈ieiR▽, iejR

▽〉〈iJeiR▽, iJejR
▽〉) + 4|R▽|4.

Proof Due to the symmetry of CPn, we only need to prove the lemma at z0. Assume {ei} is defined in

(8). By lemma 3.4 and Jeα = en+α, Jen+α = −eα for any 1 ≤ α ≤ n, we finish the proof. �

Based on lemma 3.3, lemma 3.4 and lemma 3.5, we can complete the calculation of
∑q

k=1 J
4
V .

Lemma 3.6 Assume {V1, ..., Vq} be an orthogonal basis of K. For any x ∈ CPn, we have

q
∑

k=1

J4
Vk
(x) =F ′(2|R▽|2 +

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(Jei, Jej)〉+ |

2n
∑

i=1

R▽(ei, Jei)|2)

+F ′′(4|R▽|4 +
2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉2 + 〈ieiR▽, iejR

▽〉〈iJeiR▽, iJejR
▽〉)).

We still assume {V1, ..., Vq} be an orthogonal basis of K and let BV1
, ..., BVq

be the variations. Lemma

3.1, lemma 3.2 and lemma 3.6 show that

q
∑

k=1

L
▽

F (BVk
) =

∫

CPn

q
∑

k=1

J4
Vk
(x)dV, (20)

where
∑q

k=1 J
4
Vk
(x) is given by lemma 3.6.

3.2 The estimation of the second variations under specific variation fields

We will prove the main theorem in this section. Proceeding from (20), we need to estimate
∑q

k=1 J
4
Vk
.

Lemma 3.7 For any x ∈ CPn, we assume {e1, ..., e2n} be an orthogonal basis of TxCP
n. Then we have

(i) 2|R▽|2 +
2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(Jei, Jej)〉+ |

2n
∑

i=1

R▽(ei, Jei)|2 ≤ (4 + 4n)|R▽|2,

(ii) 4|R▽|4 +
2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉2 + 〈ieiR▽, iejR

▽〉〈iJeiR▽, iJejR
▽〉) ≥ (4 +

8

n
)|R▽|4
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at x, where the two unequal signs both take equal signs if and only if there exists σ ∈ so(Ex) such that

R▽(X,Y ) = g(X, JY )σ (21)

for any X,Y ∈ TxCP
n.

Proof (i) By Young’s inequality, we have

2n
∑

i,j=1

〈R▽(ei, ej), R
▽(Jei, Jej)〉 ≤

2n
∑

i,j=1

|R▽(ei, ej)||R▽(Jei, Jej)|

≤1

2

2n
∑

i,j=1

(|R▽(ei, ej)|2 + |R▽(Jei, Jej)|2)

=2|R▽|2,

where the equal sign is taken if and only if

R▽(ei, ej) = R▽(Jei, Jej)

for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n. By Cauchy’s inequality, we have

|
2n
∑

i=1

R▽(ei, Jei)|2 ≤ (

2n
∑

i=1

|R▽(ei, Jei)|)2 ≤ 2n

2n
∑

i=1

|R▽(ei, Jei)|2 ≤ 4n|R▽|2,

where the necessary and sufficient conditions for taking equal signs of the three inequality are as follows:

(1) There exists σ ∈ so(Ex) and µi ≥ 0, i = 1, ..., 2n, such that R▽(ei, Jei) = µiσ for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n,

(2) |R▽(ei, Jei)| = |R▽(ej , Jej)| for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n,

(3) There exists σij ∈ so(Ex), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n, such that R▽(ei, ej) = g(ei, Jej)σij .

Hence these three inequalities are all equal if and only if (21) holds.

(ii) Note that

2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉2 + 〈ieiR▽, iejR

▽〉〈iJeiR▽, iJejR
▽〉) = 1

2

2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉+ 〈iJeiR▽, iJejR

▽〉)2.

By Cauchy’s inequality, we have

2n

2n
∑

i,j=1

(〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉+ 〈iJeiR▽, iJejR

▽〉)2

≥(
2n
∑

i,j=1

|〈ieiR▽, iejR
▽〉+ 〈iJeiR▽, iJejR

▽〉|)2

≥(

2n
∑

i=1

|ieiR▽|2 + |iJeiR▽|2)2

=16|R▽|4.

The above inequality is an equality if (21) holds. �

By combining lemma 3.6, lemma 3.7, and (20), we can complete the proof of theorem 1.1.

Remark 3.1 For any V ∈ K, JV is the gradient of a eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue

of the Laplace-Beltrami operator and such eigenfunction has the form

fQ(z) =

∑

0≤i,j≤n qijziz̄j

|z|2 ,
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where Q = (qij)0≤i,j≤n is a Hermitian metric and tr(Q) = 0. Moreover, Santiago [11] gives the isometric

embedding i : CPn →֒ RN . Then JV is the projection of a constant vector field on RN , that is,

i∗JV =

N
∑

j=1

aj
∂

∂yj
|i(CPn)

for some a1, ..., aN ∈ R. Thus our choice of the variation is consist with that by using the second

fundamental form (e.g. see [6]).

3.3 A gap theorem

In this section, we give a gap theorem of F -Yang-Mills functional on CPn.

Theorem 3.8 Assume ∇ is a F -Yang-Mills connection on CPn (n ≥ 2) and F ′′ ≥ 0. If

‖R▽‖L∞ ≤ (2n− 1)
√

2n(2n− 1)

8(n− 1)
,

then R▽ ≡ 0.

Proof For any x ∈ CPn, let {e1, ..., e2n} be an orthogonal basis of TCPn such that Dej(x) = 0. Then

we have

∆F (
1

2
|R▽|2) = −

∑

j

ejej(F ) = −1

4
F ′′grad(|R▽|2)2 − F ′|∇R▽|2 + F ′〈∇∗∇R▽, R▽〉, (22)

d▽R▽ = 0 and the Bochner-Weizenböck formula (5) shows that

∇∗∇R▽ = d▽δ▽R▽ −R▽ ◦ (Ric ∧ I + 2R)−R▽(R▽).

The F -Yang-Mills equation implies
∫

CPn F
′〈d▽δ▽R▽, R▽〉dV = 0. Integral (22) and note that

∫

CPn ∆FdV =

0, we have
∫

CPn

F ′〈R▽ ◦ (Ric ∧ I + 2R) +R▽(R▽), R▽〉dV ≤ 0. (23)

By direct calculation, we have 〈R▽ ◦ (Ric ∧ I), R▽〉 = (2n+ 2)|R▽|2 and

〈R▽ ◦ 2R,R▽〉 =− |R▽|2 − 1

2

∑

i,j

〈R▽(Jei, Jej), R
▽(ei, ej)〉 −

1

2

∑

i,j

〈R▽(ei, Jei), R
▽(ej , Jej)〉

≥ − |R▽|2 − 1

4

∑

i,j

(|R▽(Jei, Jej)|2 + |R▽(ei, ej)|2)−
1

4

∑

i,j

(|R▽(ei, Jei)|2 + |R▽(ej , Jej)|2)

≥− 3|R▽|2.

By proposition 5.6 in [2], we have 〈R▽(R▽), R▽〉 ≥ − 8(n−1)√
2n(2n−1)

|R▽|3. Put them into (23) and we have

∫

CPn

(2n− 1− 8(n− 1)
√

2n(2n− 1)
|R▽|)|R▽|2dV ≤ 0. (24)

Then we finish the proof. �
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