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NEW SPHERE THEOREMS UNDER CURVATURE OPERATOR

OF THE SECOND KIND

XIAOLONG LI

Abstract. We investigate Riemannian manifolds (Mn, g) whose curvature

operator of the second kind R̊ satisfies the condition

α−1(λ1 + · · ·+ λα) > −θλ̄,

where λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ(n−1)(n+2)/2 are the eigenvalues of R̊, λ̄ is their average,
and θ > −1. Under such conditions with optimal θ depending on n and α, we
prove two differentiable sphere theorems in dimensions three and four, a homo-

logical sphere theorem in higher dimensions, and a curvature characterization
of Kähler space forms. These results generalize recent works corresponding to
θ = 0 of Cao-Gursky-Tran, Nienhaus-Petersen-Wink, and the author. More-
over, examples are provided to demonstrate the sharpness of all results.

1. Introduction

A central theme in geometry is to understand how curvature conditions deter-
mine the topology of the underlying space. Of great importance are the sphere
theorems, which state that the underlying manifolds must be (up to homology,
homeomorphism, or diffeomorphism) spherical space forms under suitable curvature
conditions. For instance, the famous differentiable sphere theorem due to Brendle
and Schoen [BS09] asserts that a closed Riemannian manifold with quarter-pinched
sectional curvature is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form. Much earlier, Berger
[Ber60] and Klingenberg [Kli61] proved this result on the homeomorphism level.
Another celebrated differentiable sphere theorem, proved using the Ricci flow by
Hamilton [Ham82] in dimension three, Hamilton [Ham86] and Chen [Che91] in
dimension four, and Böhm and Wilking [BW08] in all higher dimensions, states
that a closed Riemannian manifold with two-positive curvature operator is dif-
feomorphic to a spherical space form. On the homology level, this was proved
by Meyer [Mey71] using the Bochner technique. We refer the reader to [BS11],
[Bre10], [NW10], [PW21], and the references therein for more sphere theorems,
their corresponding rigidity results, and further developments.

Recently, a new differentiable sphere theorem was proved under the condition
of three-positive curvature operator of the second kind. More generally, it has been
shown that
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Theorem 1.1 ([CGT23], [Li24], and [NPW23]). A closed Riemannian manifold
with three-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind is either flat or diffeo-
morphic to a spherical space form.

Theorem 1.1 settles a conjecture of Nishikawa [Nis86] under weaker assump-
tions but with stronger conclusions. The original conjecture states that a closed
Riemannian manifold with positive (respectively, nonnegative) curvature operator
of the second kind is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form (respectively, a Rie-
mannian locally symmetric space). The positive part was resolved in a pioneering
paper by Cao, Gursky, and Tran [CGT23]. They found that two-positive curvature
operator of the second kind implies the PIC1 condition (i.e. M × R has positive
isotropic curvature) and then appealed to Brendle’s convergence result [Bre08] of
closed Ricci flows with PIC1 to constant sectional curvature. Shortly after, the au-
thor [Li24] weakened their assumption to three-positive curvature operator of the
second kind and also classified closed manifolds with three-nonnegative curvature
operator of the second kind: they are either flat, or diffeomorphic to spherical space
forms, or isometric to compact irreducible symmetric spaces. A few months later,
Nienhuas, Petersen, and Wink [NPW23] discovered a new Bochner formula for the
curvature operator of the second kind and used it to prove that a closed Riemann-
ian manifold with n+2

2 -nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind must
be either flat or a rational homology sphere, thus ruling out compact irreducible
symmetric spaces in the author’s classification and yielding Theorem 1.1.

In the above discussion, the curvature operator (of the first kind by Nishikawa’s

terminology [Nis86]) R̂ : ∧2(TM) → ∧2(TM) refers to the action of the Riemann
curvature tensor Rijkl on two-forms via

R̂(ω)ij =
1

2

n∑

k,l=1

Rijklωkl.

Understanding the geometric and topological consequences of positivity conditions
on the curvature operator is of longstanding interest in Riemannian geometry; see
[Mey71], [Tac74], [GM75], [Ham82, Ham86], [Che91], [BW08], [NW07] and [PW21],

etc. The curvature operator of the second kind R̊ is defined by

R̊ = π ◦R : S2
0(TM) → S2

0(TM),

where R : S2(TM) → S2(TM) is the action of Rijkl on symmetric two-tensors via

R(h)ij =

n∑

k,l=1

Rikljhkl,

and π : S2(TM) → S2
0(TM) is the projection map from symmetric two-tensors to

traceless symmetric two-tensors. For a real number α ∈ [1, (n − 1)(n + 2)/2], a
Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) is said to have α-nonnegative curvature operator of
the second kind if for any p ∈M ,

λ1 + · · ·+ λ[α] + (α− [α])λ[α]+1 ≥ 0,

where λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ(n−1)(n+2)/2 are the eigenvalues of R̊ at p and

[x] := max{m ∈ Z : m ≤ x}
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denotes the floor function. Similarly, one defines α-positivity, α-negativity, and
α-nonpositivity of any symmetric operator.

The action of the Riemann curvature tensor on symmetric two-tensors indeed
has a long history. It appeared for Kähler manifolds in the study of the deformation
of complex analytic structures by Calabi and Vesentini [CV60]. They introduced
the self-adjoint operator ξαβ → Rραβσξρσ from S2(T 1,0

p M) to itself, and computed
the eigenvalues of this operator on Hermitian symmetric spaces of classical type,
with the exceptional ones handled shortly after by Borel [Bor60]. In the Riemannian
setting, the operator R arises naturally in the context of deformations of Einstein
structure in Berger and Ebin [BE69] (see also [Koi79a, Koi79b] and [Bes08]). In ad-
dition, it appears in the Bochner-Weitzenböck formulas for symmetric two-tensors
(see for example [MRS20]), for differential forms in [OT79], and for Riemannian
curvature tensors in [Kas93]. In another direction, curvature pinching estimates for
R were studied by Bourguignon and Karcher [BK78], and they calculated eigen-
values of R on the complex projective space with the Fubini-Study metric and the
quaternionic projective space with its canonical metric. Nevertheless, the operators
R and R̊ are significantly less investigated than R̂ and it is our goal to achieve a
better understanding of them.

The resolution of Nishikawa’s conjecture has triggered a series of works inves-
tigating the curvature operator of the second kind, including [Li22a, Li23b, Li23a,
Li22b], [NPWW23], [FL24], [DF24], and [DFY24]. Most of them try to understand
the geometric and topological implications of α-nonnegative curvature operator of
the second kind and prove improved results by increasing α (or equivalently weak-
ening the curvature condition). For example, the author [Li22b, Theorem 1.4]
obtained a classification (up to homeomorphism) of closed Riemannian manifolds
with 4 1

2 -nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind.

The purpose of this paper is to introduce new lower bound conditions on the
curvature operator of the second kind (see Definition 1.2) and prove optimal sphere
theorems that extend several above-mentioned results.

Let (V, g) be a (real) Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 3 and denote by
S2
0(V ) the space of traceless symmetric two-tensors on V . Throughout this paper,

we write

N := dim(S2
0(V )) = (n−1)(n+2)

2 ,

and we use the convention

λ1 + · · ·+ λα := λ1 + · · ·+ λ[α] + (α − [α])λ[α]+1

when α is not an integer.

Definition 1.2. Let α ∈ [1, N) and θ > −1.

(1) We define C(α, θ) to be the cone of symmetric operators R̊ : S2
0(V ) → S2

0(V )
satisfying

(1.1) α−1 (λ1 + · · ·+ λα) ≥ −θλ̄,

where λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λN are the eigenvalues of R̊ and λ̄ denotes their average.
(2) We denote by C̊(α, θ) and ∂C(α, θ) the interior and the boundary of C(α, θ),

respectively.
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(3) We say a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) (respectively,
R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ)) if R̊p ∈ C(α, θ) (respectively, R̊p ∈ C̊(α, θ)) for all p ∈ M ,

where R̊p denotes the curvature operator of the second kind at p and TpM
is identified with V .

Note that R̊ ∈ C(α, 0) if and only if R̊ is α-nonnegative and R̊ ∈ C(1, θ) if and
only if R̊+θλ̄ id is nonnegative. For general α and θ, R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) can be interpreted

as that the average of the smallest α eigenvalues of R̊ is bounded from below by
−θλ̄. Thus, the conditions R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) give a two-parameter family of lower bounds

on R̊.

Our main motivation to introduce the conditions R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) comes from prov-
ing optimal differentiable sphere theorems. Theorem 1.1 implies that the sum of
the smallest three eigenvalues of R̊ is indeed negative on all compact symmetric
spaces (with their canonical metrics), except spherical space forms. This suggests

that a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying R̊ ∈ C̊(3, θ) with θ > 0 sufficiently
small should be diffeomorphic to a spherical space form. More ambitiously, one can
ask:

Question A. Given n ≥ 3 and α ∈ [1, N), what is the largest number θ̄(n, α) such

that a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ̄(n, α)) is diffeomorphic to
a spherical space form?

In this paper, we completely answer this question in dimensions three and four
and provide a partial result in higher dimensions. Note that (see Example 2.2) the
curvature operator of the second kind of Sn−1 × S1 (with the standard metric) lies
on ∂C(α, Θ̄n,α), where

(1.2) Θ̄n,α :=

{
α−1, 1 ≤ α ≤ n,

α−1 + n(n−α)
(n−2)α , n ≤ α < N.

Therefore, we must have θ̄(n, α) ≤ Θ̄n,α. Below we shall show that θ̄(n, α) = Θ̄n,α

for n = 3 and n = 4.

In dimension three, we prove that

Theorem 1.3. Let (M3, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension three.
Let 1 ≤ α < 5 and Θ̄3,α be defined as in (1.2).

(1) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄3,α), then M is diffeomorphic to a spherical
space form.

(2) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄3,α), then M is diffeomorphic to a quotient
of one of the spaces S3, or S2 × R, or R3 by a group of fixed point free
isometries in the standard metrics.

Other than the case α = 3 1
3 which was proved by the author [Li22a, Theorem

1.7], Theorem 1.3 is new for all other α ∈ [1, 5). The key is to establish implications

of R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄n,α) on the Ricci curvature. More precisely, we prove the following
result in all dimensions.

Proposition 1.4. Let α ∈ [1, N) and Θ̄n,α be defined as in (1.2). Let R ∈ S2
B(∧2V )

be an algebraic curvature operator and R̊ its induced curvature operator of the second
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kind. If R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄n,α) (respectively, R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄n,α)), then R has nonnegative
(respectively, positive) Ricci curvature.

Proposition 1.4 is optimal on Sn−1 × S1. Indeed, the proof of Proposition 1.4
(and the more general Proposition 3.1) uses Sn−1 × S1 as a model space and apply

R̊ to the eigentensors of the curvature operator of the second kind on Sn−1 ×
S1. This strategy has been successfully employed by the author in previous works
[Li22a, Li23b, Li23a, Li22b] with model spaces such as CPm, Sk×Sn−k, and CP

k×
CP

m−k. With Proposition 1.4, Theorem 1.3 then follows from Hamilton’s famous
classification of closed three-manifolds with positive/nonnegative Ricci curvature
[Ham82, Ham86]. Alternatively, Theorem 1.3 can be proved using the explicit

expressions for the eigenvalues of R̊ in terms of that of R̂ in dimension three found
by Fluck and the author in [FL24].

In dimension four, we prove that

Theorem 1.5. Let (M4, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension four.
Let 1 ≤ α < 9 and Θ̄4,α be defined as in (1.2).

(1) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄4,α), then M is diffeomorphic to a spherical
space form.

(2) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄4,α), then one of the following statements
holds:
(a) (M, g) is flat;
(b) M is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form;
(c) 1 ≤ α ≤ 4 and the universal cover of (M, g) is diffeomorphic to S3×R;
(d) 4 < α < 9 and the universal cover of (M, g) is isometric to S3 × R;
(e) 4 ≤ α < 9 and (M, g) is isometric to CP

2 with the Fubini-Study metric.

Previously, Theorem 1.5 was only known for α = 4 1
2 by [Li22b, Theorem 1.4].

We point out that all the cases in part (2) of Theorem 1.5 can occur. The diffeomor-

phism in (2c) cannot be upgraded to an isometry, as N3×R satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄4,α)
for any 1 ≤ α ≤ 4 as long as N3 has positive curvature operator of the second kind
(see [Li22b, Proposition 2.1]). For (2e), we remark that CP2 satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄4,α)
if and only if 4 ≤ α < 9 (see Example 2.3).

To prove Theorem 1.5, we derive, as in [Li22a], implications of R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) on the
isotropic curvature, a notion that played a central role in the proof of the quarter-
pinched differentiable sphere theorem in [BS08]. In Proposition 4.2, we show using
CP

2 as a model space that in dimension four positive isotropic curvature is implied
by a slightly weaker condition than R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄4,α). Hence, R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄4,α) implies
both positive Ricci curvature and positive isotropic curvature in dimension four.
Part (1) of Theorem 1.5 then follows from Hamilton’s work [Ham97]. The proof
of part (2) requires further investigation using [Li22b] when M is locally reducible
and also uses the m = 2 case of Theorem 1.9.

Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5 imply θ̄(n, α) = Θ̄n,α for n = 3 and n = 4,
respectively. One may wonder whether θ̄(n, α) = Θ̄n,α remains true for any n ≥ 5.
This speculation is supported for α = n+2

2 by the following homological sphere
theorem in higher dimensions.
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Theorem 1.6. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 5.

Suppose (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , θ

)
for some −1 < θ < 2

n+2 . Then (M, g) is
either flat or a rational homology sphere.

Taking θ = 0 in Theorem 1.6 recovers the homological sphere theorem of Nien-
haus, Petersen, and Wink [NPW23, Theorem A]. The condition θ < 2

n+2 is optimal,

as S
n−1 × S

1 satisfies R̊ ∈ ∂C(n+2
2 , 2

n+2 ). To prove Theorem 1.6, we make use of

the Bochner formula (see (5.1) and (5.2)) derived in [NPW23]. Together with a
weight principle (see [NPW23, Theorem 3.6]), they also proved the vanishing of

the p-th Betti number under C(n, p)-positivity of R̊, where C(n, p) is an explicit
constant. Using their method, we prove the following more general result, which
implies Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.7. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 5
and 2 ≤ p ≤ n

2 . Set

(1.3) An,p :=
2(n− 1)(np+ n− p2)

2(n− 1)(n− 2p)(n− p+ 1) + (n− p)(n+ 2)(n− p+ 2)
.

(1) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C̊
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
, then the p-th Betti number bp(M,R)

vanishes.
(2) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C

(
n+2
2 , θ

)
for some θ < An,p, then either bp(M,R)

vanishes or (M, g) is flat.

(3) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
, then all harmonic p-forms are parallel.

Note that An,p increases as p ≤ n
2 increases and the weakest curvature condition

occurs when p = n
2 with An,n

2
= 2(n−1)

n+2 . We show that this condition is sufficient
for Einstein manifolds.

Theorem 1.8. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Einstein manifold of dimension n ≥ 5.

(1) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C̊
(

n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

(n+2)

)
, then M is a rational homology

sphere.

(2) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , θ

)
for some −1 < θ < 2(n−1)

(n+2) , then M is

either flat or a rational homology sphere.

(3) If (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C
(

n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

(n+2)

)
, then all harmonic p-forms are par-

allel.

We point out that the number 2(n−1)
(n+2) in Theorem 1.8 is the best possible, as

both CP
n
2 and Sk × Sn−k (with k ≥ 2 and the product metric being Einstein)

satisfies R̊ ∈ ∂C(n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

n+2 ) (see Example 2.3 and Example 2.4).

It is also interesting to study Kähler manifolds satisfying R̊ ∈ C(α, θ). By [BK78]
(see also Example 2.3), (CPm, gFS) satisfies ∂C(α,Bm,α), where

(1.4) Bm,α :=

{
2m−1
m+1 , 1 ≤ α ≤ m2 − 1;
2m−1
m+1

3(m2−1)−2α
α , m2 − 1 ≤ α < (2m− 1)(m+ 1).

It has been shown (see [Li24, Theorem 1.9], [NPWW23, Theorem C], and [Li23a,
Theorem 1.2]) that a Kähler manifold of complex dimension m ≥ 2 satisfying
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either R̊ ∈ C(α, 0) or −R̊ ∈ C(α, 0) is flat if 1 ≤ α < 3
2 (m

2 − 1) and has constant

holomorphic sectional curvature if α = 3
2 (m

2 − 1). Here we prove the following
optimal extension.

Theorem 1.9. Let (Mm, g) be a Kähler manifold of complex dimension m ≥ 2.
Let 1 ≤ α < (2m− 1)(m+ 1) and Bm,α be defined as in (1.4).

(1) If α 6= m2 − 1 and (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C(α,Bm,α) (respectively −R̊ ∈
C(α,Bm,α)), then (M, g) has constant nonnegative (respectively, nonposi-
tive) holomorphic sectional curvature.

(2) If (M, g) satisfies either R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) or −R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) for some θ < Bm,α,
then (M, g) is flat.

We point out that part (1) of Theorem 1.9 fails for α = m2−1, as CPk×CP
m−k

satisfied R̊ ∈ ∂C(m2−1, 2m−1
m+1 ) (see Example 2.5). The case of Kähler surfaces (i.e.,

m = 2) can be alternatively proved using the normal form of the curvature operator
of the second kind in real dimension four discovered in [CGT23], in a similar way
as in [Li23b].

Given that the Ricci flow is the most powerful tool in proving differentiable
sphere theorems and thus is a possible approach to Question A, we conclude this
section with the following question.

Question B. For what values of α ∈ [1, N) and θ > −1 does the Ricci flow (on

closed manifolds) preserve the condition R̊ ∈ C(α, θ)?

Fluck and the author [FL24, Proposition 5.3] proved that three-dimensional

Ricci flows on closed manifolds preserve the condition R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) for all α ∈ [1, 5)
and θ > −1. No results are known in higher dimensions so far.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and Conventions. Let (V, g) be a real Euclidean vector space of
dimension n ≥ 3 and {ei}ni=1 be an orthonormal basis of V . We always identify V
with its dual space V ∗ via the inner product g.

Denote by ∧2(V ), S2(V ), and S2
0(V ) the spaces of two-forms, symmetric two-

tensors, and traceless symmetric two-tensors on V , respectively. Note that S2(V )
splits into O(V )-irreducible subspaces as

S2(V ) = S2
0(V )⊕ Rg.

The tensor product ⊗ is defined by

(ei ⊗ ej)(ek, el) = δikδjl.

The symmetric product ⊙ and the wedge product ∧ are defined by

ei ⊙ ej = ei ⊗ ej + ej ⊗ ei,

and

ei ∧ ej = ei ⊗ ej − ej ⊗ ei,

respectively.
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The inner product on ∧2(V ) is given by

〈A,B〉 = 1

2
tr(ATB),

so {ei ∧ ej}1≤i<j≤n is an orthonormal basis of ∧2(V ). The inner product on S2(V )
is given by

〈A,B〉 = tr(ATB),

so { 1√
2
ei ⊙ ej}1≤i<j≤n ∪ { 1

2ei ⊙ ei}1≤i≤n is an orthonormal basis of S2(V ).

S2(∧2V ), the space of symmetric two-tensors on ∧2(V ), has the orthogonal
decomposition

S2(∧2V ) = S2
B(∧2V )⊕ ∧4V,

where S2
B(∧2V ) consists of all tensors R ∈ S2(∧2(V )) that also satisfy the first

Bianchi identity. S2
B(∧2V ) is called the space of algebraic curvature operators (or

tensors).

2.2. Curvature Operator of the Second Kind. Given R ∈ S2
B(∧2(V )), the

induced symmetric operator R̂ : ∧2(V ) → ∧2(V ) given by

R̂(ω)ij =
1

2

n∑

k,l=1

Rijklωkl,

is called the curvature operator (or the curvature operator of the first kind by
Nishikawa [Nis86]).

By the symmetries of R ∈ S2
B(∧2(V )), R also induces a symmetric operator

R : S2(V ) → S2(V ) via

R(ϕ)ij =

n∑

k,l=1

Rikljϕkl.

However, the nonnegativity of R is too strong in the sense that R is nonnegative if
and only if R = 0. The curvature operator of the second kind, following Nishikawa’s
terminology [Nis86], refers to the symmetric operator

R̊ = π ◦R : S2
0(V ) → S2

0(V ),

where π : S2(V ) → S2
0(V ) is the projection map.

We collect some known properties of R̊.

Proposition 2.1. Let R ∈ S2
B(∧2V ) and R̊ be its induced curvature operator of

the second kind.

(1) tr(R̊) = n+2
2n S, where S denotes the scalar curvature of R.

(2) R̊ = idS2
0(V ) if R has constant sectional curvature 1.

(3) R̊(ϕ, ψ) = R(ϕ, ψ) for ϕ, ψ ∈ S2
0(V ).

(4) If R̊ is two-positive, then R has positive sectional curvatures.

(5) If R̊ is positive, then R has positive complex sectional curvature.

(6) If n ≥ 4 and R̊ is 3-positive, then the expression

R1313 + λ2R1414 +R2323 + λ2R2424 − 2λR1234

is positive for all orthonormal four frame {e1, e2, e3, e4} and all λ ∈ [−1, 1].

(7) If n ≥ 4 and R̊ is 4 1
4 -positive, then R has positive isotropic curvature.
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(8) If R̊ is
(
n+ n−2

n

)
-positive, then R has positive Ricci curvature.

Moreover, the statements in (4)-(8) remain true if “positive” is replaced by “non-
negative”, or “nonpositive”, or “negative”.

Proof. (1) and (2) are well-known. See [Li24] or [NPW23].

(3). This says the symmetric bilinear form induced by R̊ is the same as the re-
striction to S2

0(V ) of the symmetric bilinear form induced by R. It can be seen
as

R̊(ϕ, ψ) = 〈(π ◦R)(ϕ), ψ〉 = 〈R(ϕ), ψ〉 − tr(R(ϕ))

n
〈g, ψ〉 = R(ϕ, ψ).

(4)-(6). See [Li24, Proposition 4.1].
(7). See [CGT23, Theorem 1.5] and [Li22a, Theorem 1.5].
(8). See [Li22a, Theorem 1.6]. �

Next, we collect several examples on which the eigenvalues of the curvature op-
erator of the second kind are known explicitly (see [Li22b] for more such examples).
These examples are used to demonstrate the sharpness of our results.

Example 2.2. The eigenvalues of R̊ on Sn−1 × S1 (with the standard product
metric) are given by −n−2

n with multiplicity 1, 0 with multiplicity n − 1, and 1

multiplicity (n−2)(n+1)
2 ; see [Li24, Example 2.6]. The curvature operator of the

second kind of Sn−1 × S1 lies on ∂C(α, Θ̄n,α), where Θ̄n,α is defined in (1.2).

Example 2.3. Bourguignon and Karcher [BK78] computed that the eigenvalues

of R̊ on (CPm, gFS), the complex projective space with the Fubini-Study metric
normalized with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4, are given by −2 with
multiplicity m2 − 1 and 4 with multiplicity m(m + 1). The curvature operator of
the second kind of (CPm, gFS) lies on ∂C(α,Bm,α), where Bm,α is defined in (1.4).

Example 2.4. Let Sn(κ) denote the n-sphere with constant sectional curvature κ >

0. The eigenvalues of R̊ on Sk(κ1)×Sn−k(κ2) are given by−k(n−k−1)κ2+(n−k)(k−1)κ1

n

with multiplicity 1, 0 with multiplicity k(n − k), κ1 with multiplicity (k−1)(k+2)
2 ,

and κ2 with multiplicity (n−k−1)(n−k+2)
2 . See [Li22b, Example 2.3]. If (k − 1)κ1 =

(n − k − 1)κ2, then Sk(κ1) × Sn−k(κ2) is an Einstein manifold and its curvature

operator of the second kind lies on ∂C(n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

n+2 ).

Example 2.5. The eigenvalues of R̊ on CP
k ×CP

m−k are given by −2− 4k(m−k)
m

with multiplicity 1, −2 with multiplicity k2 + (m − k)2 − 2, 0 with multiplicity
4k(m − k), and 4 with multiplicity k(k + 1) + (m − k)(m − k + 1). See [Li22b,

Example 2.8]. The curvature operator of the second kind of CPk × CP
m−k lies on

∂C(m2 − 1, 2m−1
m+1 ).

The following identity is useful for calculations.

Proposition 2.6. Let (V, g) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 2 and
{ei}ni=1 be an orthonormal basis of V . Then

(2.1) R̊(ei ⊙ ej , ek ⊙ el) = 2(Riklj +Rilkj)

for all 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ n.
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Proof. (1). This is a straightforward calculation. See [Li23a, Lemma 3.1]. �

2.3. The cones. Recall the for α ∈ [1, N) and θ > −1, we defined in Definition
1.2 that

C(α, θ) =
{
R̊ ∈ S2(S2

0 (V )) : R̊ satisfies (1.1)
}
.

The interior and boundary of C(α, θ) are denoted by C̊(α, θ) and ∂C(α, θ), respec-
tively.

We prove some basic properties of C(α, θ).

Proposition 2.7. Let R ∈ S2
B(∧2V ) and R̊ be its induced curvature operator of

the second kind. Denote by S the scalar curvature of R.

(1) If R̊ ∈ C(α, θ), then S ≥ 0. Moreover, S = 0 implies R̊ = 0 and R = 0.

(2) If −R̊ ∈ C(α, θ), then S ≤ 0. Moreover, S = 0 implies R̊ = 0 and R = 0.

(3) If R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ), then S > 0.

(4) If −R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ), then S < 0.

Proof. (1) tr(R̊) = n+2
2n S implies that λ̄ = S

n(n−1) . By Lemma 2.9, we have

(2.2) α−1(λ1 + · · ·+ λα) ≤ λ̄

for α ∈ [1, N). Moreover, the equality holds if and only if λ1 = · · · = λN = λ̄.

If R̊ ∈ C(α, θ), then we have −θλ̄ ≤ λ̄. Since θ > −1, we must have λ̄ ≥ 0 and

S ≥ 0. Moreover, λ̄ = 0 implies equality in (2.2), which forces R̊ = 0 and then
R = 0.

(2)-(4). These can be proved similarly. �

Proposition 2.8. The cones C(α, θ) satisfy

(1) If α1 ≤ α2, then C(α1, θ) ⊂ C(α2, θ);
(2) If θ1 ≤ θ2, C(α, θ1) ⊂ C(α, θ2).

Proof. (1). This follows from Lemma 2.9.
(2). This is because λ̄ ≥ 0. �

2.4. An elementary lemma. The following elementary lemma will be used fre-
quently.

Lemma 2.9. Let L be a positive integer and A be a collection of L real numbers.
Denote by ai the i-th smallest number in A for 1 ≤ i ≤ L. Define a function f(A, x)
by

f(A, x) = a1 + · · ·+ a[x] + (x− [x])a[x]+1,

for x ∈ [1, L]. Then we have

(2.3) f(A, x) ≤ xā,

where ā := 1
L

∑L
i=1 ai is the average of all numbers in A. Moreover, the equality

holds for some x ∈ [1, L) if and only if ai = ā for all 1 ≤ i ≤ L.
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3. Ricci Curvature

In this section, we establish implications of R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) on the Ricci curvature
and then use them to prove Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.4.

Proposition 3.1. Let R ∈ S2
B(∧2V ) and denote by R̊ its induced curvature oper-

ator of the second kind.

(1) If R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) with 1 ≤ α ≤ n, then

Ric ≥ n− 1

α+ 1
(1− αθ)λ̄g.

(2) If R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) with n ≤ α < N , then

Ric ≥ (n− 1)
n2 − n(αθ + α− 1) + 2(αθ − 1)

n2 + n− 2(α+ 1)
λ̄g.

Moreover, strict inequalities hold if we assume R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ).

Proposition 1.4 follows from Proposition 3.1 by taking θ = Θ̄n,α. In addition,
we note that Proposition 3.1 recovers several previous results.

Corollary 3.2 ([Li24], part (2) of Proposition 4.1). If R̊ is n-nonnegative, then
Ric ≥ S

n(n+1) ≥ 0.

Proof. Take α = n and θ = 0 in Proposition 3.1. �

Corollary 3.3 ([Li22a], Theorem 1.6). If R̊ is
(
n+ n−2

n

)
-nonnegative, then the

Ricci curvature is nonnegative.

Proof. Take α = n+ n−2
n and θ = 0 in Proposition 3.1. �

We give the proof of Proposition 3.1

Proof of Proposition 3.1. (1). Let {ei}ni=1 be an orthonormal basis of V . Then

ϕ1 = 1

2
√

n(n−1)

(
(n− 1)e1 ⊙ e1 −

n∑

p=2

ep ⊙ ep

)

and

ϕi =
1√
2
e1 ⊙ ei, for 2 ≤ i ≤ n

form an orthonormal subset of S2
0(V ) of dimension n. We may reorder ϕi for

2 ≤ i ≤ n so that

R̊(ϕ2, ϕ2) ≤ · · · ≤ R̊(ϕn, ϕn).

By Lemma 2.9, we have

(3.1)

[α]∑

i=2

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α− [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1) ≤
α− 1

n− 1

n∑

i=2

R̊(ϕi, ϕi),
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If α ∈ [1, n], then R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) implies

−αθλ̄ ≤ λ1 + · · ·+ λα(3.2)

≤
[α]∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α− [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1)

≤ R̊(ϕ1, ϕ1) +
α− 1

n− 1

n∑

i=2

R̊(ϕi, ϕi),

where we have used (3.1).

Using (2.1), we calculate

4n(n− 1)R̊(ϕ1, ϕ1)

= −2(n− 1)
n∑

p=2

R̊(e1 ⊙ e1, ep ⊙ ep) +
n∑

p,q=2

R̊(ep ⊙ ep, eq ⊙ eq)

= 8(n− 1)

n∑

p=2

R1p1p − 4

n∑

p,q=2

Rpqpq

= 8(n− 1)R11 − 4(S − 2R11)

= 8nR11 − 4S,

where S denotes the scalar curvature. It follows, by noticing λ̄ = S
n(n−1) , that

(3.3) R̊(ϕ1, ϕ1) =
2

n− 1
R11 − λ̄.

Next, we compute

(3.4)

n∑

i=2

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) =

n∑

i=2

R1i1i = R11.

Substituting (3.3) and (3.4) into (3.2), we obtain

R11 ≥ n− 1

α+ 1
(1 − αθ)λ̄.

Since the orthonormal frame {ei}ni=1 is arbitrary, we get the desired Ricci lower
bound.

(2). Extend {ϕi}ni=1 in part (1) and to {ϕi}Ni=1, an orthonormal basis of S2
0(V ).

By reordering ϕi for n+ 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we may assume that

R̊(ϕn+1, ϕn+1) ≤ · · · ≤ R̊(ϕN , ϕN ).

It follows from Lemma 2.9 that we have for α ∈ [n,N),

(3.5)

[α]∑

i=n+1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α − [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1) ≤
α− n

N − n

N∑

i=n+1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi).

Here and in the rest of this paper, we use the convention that
∑b

i=a = 0 whenever
a > b.
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Using R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) with α ∈ [n,N) and (3.5), we obtain

−αθλ̄ ≤ λ1 + · · ·+ λα

≤
n∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) +

[α]∑

i=n+1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α− [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1)

≤
n∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) +
α− n

N − n

N∑

i=n+1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi).

Using (3.3), (3.4), and

N∑

i=n+1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) = Nλ̄−
n∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi),

we deduce that

(n+ 1)(N − α)

(n− 1)(N − n)
R11 ≥ (1 − αθ)λ̄− α− n

N − n
(N + 1)λ̄.

It follows that

R11 ≥ (n− 1)
n2 − n(αθ + α− 1) + 2(αθ − 1)

n2 + n− 2(α+ 1)
λ̄.

The Ricci lower bound follows immediately as the orthonormal frame {ei}ni=1 is
arbitrary.

This finishes the proof. �

Remark 3.1. The idea of the above proof is to use Sn−1×S1 as a model space. If e1
is in the tangent space of the S1 factor, then the chosen {ϕi}Ni=1 are the eigentensor

of R̊ on S
n−1 × S

1.

Next, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. (1). By Proposition 1.4, if (M, g) satisfies R̊ ∈ C̊(α, Θ̄3,α),
then (M, g) has positive Ricci curvature. By Hamilton’s famous work [Ham82], we
conclude that M is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form.

(2). By Proposition 1.4, the assumption implies that M has nonnegative Ricci
curvature. The classification then follows from Hamilton’s classification of closed
three-manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature in [Ham82, Ham86]. �

Finally, we remark that, by Proposition 1.4 and Liu’s classification result [Liu13],

a complete noncompact three-manifold satisfying R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄3,α) is either diffeo-
morphic to R3 or its universal cover is isometric to N2×R, where N2 is a complete
surface with nonnegative scalar curvature.

4. Isotropic Curvature

In this section, we explore the implication of R̊ ∈ C(α, θ) on the isotropic cur-
vatures in dimension four. We first recall the definition of isotropic curvature.
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Definition 4.1. Let (V, g) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension n ≥ 4. R ∈
S2
B(∧2V ) is said to have nonnegative isotropic curvature if

R1313 +R1414 +R2323 +R2424 − 2R1234 ≥ 0

for any orthonormal four-frame {e1, e2, e3, e4} ⊂ V . If the strict inequality holds,
then R is said to have positive isotropic curvature.

The main result of this section states

Proposition 4.2. Let (V, g) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension 4. Let R ∈
S2
B(∧2V ) and denote by R̊ its induced curvature operator of the second kind.

(1) If R̊ ∈ C(α, 1) with 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 or R̊ ∈ C(α, 9α−1 − 2) with 3 ≤ α < 9, then
R has nonnegative isotropic curvature.

(2) If R̊ ∈ C̊(α, 1) with 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 or R̊ ∈ C̊(α, 9α−1 − 2) with 3 ≤ α < 9, then
R has positive isotropic curvature.

Proof. (1). Let {e1, e2, e3, e4} be an orthonormal basis of V . Define traceless sym-
metric two-tensors

ϕ1 = 1
4 (e1 ⊙ e1 + e2 ⊙ e2 − e3 ⊙ e3 − e4 ⊙ e4) ,

ϕ2 = 1
2 (e1 ⊙ e4 − e2 ⊙ e3) ,

ϕ3 = 1
2 (e1 ⊙ e3 + e2 ⊙ e4) .

Then {ϕi}3i=1 form an orthonormal subset of S2
0(V ). A straightforward computation

using (2.1) produces

2R̊(ϕ1, ϕ1) = −R1212 −R3434 +R1313 +R2424 +R1414 +R2323,

2R̊(ϕ2, ϕ2) = R1414 +R2323 − 2R1234 + 2R1342,

2R̊(ϕ3, ϕ3) = R1313 +R2424 − 2R1234 + 2R1423.

Together with the first Bianchi identity, we get

3∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) = R1313 +R1414 +R2323 +R2424(4.1)

− 1
2 (R1212 +R3434)− 3R1234.

If R̊ ∈ C(α, 1) with 1 ≤ α ≤ 3, then Lemma 2.9 implies

(4.2) −λ̄ ≤ α−1 (λ1 + · · ·+ λα) ≤ 1
3 (λ1 + λ2 + λ3) ≤ 1

3

3∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi).

Note that in dimension four, we have

(4.3) λ̄ = S
12 = 1

6 (R1313 +R1414 +R2323 +R2424 +R1212 +R3434) .

Substituting (4.1) and (4.3) into (4.2) produces

(4.4) R1313 +R1414 +R2323 +R2424 − 2R1234 ≥ 0.

Since the orthonormal four-frame {e1, e2, e3, e4} is arbitrary, we conclude that R
has nonnegative isotropic curvature.
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To handle the case 3 ≤ α < 9, we extend {ϕi}3i=1 to an orthonormal basis
{ϕi}9i=1 of S2

0(V ), and reorder ϕi for 4 ≤ i ≤ 9 such that

R̊(ϕ4, ϕ4) ≤ · · · ≤ R̊(ϕ9, ϕ9).

By Lemma 2.9, this ordering implies for 3 ≤ α < 9,

(4.5)

[α]∑

i=4

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α− [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1) ≤
α− 3

6

9∑

i=4

R̊(ϕi, ϕi).

If R̊ ∈ C(α, 9α−1 − 2) with 3 ≤ α < 9, then

−(9− 2α)λ̄ ≤ λ1 + · · ·+ λα

≤
[α]∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) + (α− [α])R̊(ϕ[α]+1, ϕ[α]+1)

≤
3∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) +
α− 3

6

9∑

i=4

R̊(ϕi, ϕi)

=
9− α

6

3∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) +
3(α− 3)

2
λ̄,

where we have used (4.5) and

9∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi) = 9λ̄.

The inequality simplifies as

−3λ̄ ≤
3∑

i=1

R̊(ϕi, ϕi),

which, after substituting into (4.1) and (4.3), yields (4.4). Since the orthonormal
four-frame {e1, e2, e3, e4} is arbitrary, this proves that R has nonnegative isotropic
curvature.

(2). This is similar to (1). If R̊ ∈ C̊(α, θ), then some of the inequalities become
strict and we obtain strict inequality in (4.4), proving that R has positive isotropic
curvature �

Remark 4.1. The above proof uses CP2 as a model space. For a suitably chosen or-
thonormal frame {e1, e2, e3, e4}, span{ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3} is the eigenspace associated with

the eigenvalue −2 of R̊ on CP
2 and its orthogonal complement is the eigenspace

associated with the eigenvalue 4. See [BK78] or [Li23a].

Next, we prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. (1). By Proposition 1.4, (M, g) has positive Ricci curvature.
Note that Θ4,α ≤ 1 for 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 and Θ4,α ≤ 9α−1 − 2 for 3 ≤ α < 9. By
Proposition 2.8, we have C(α,Θ4,α) ⊂ C(α, 1) if 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 and C(α,Θ4,α) ⊂
C(α, 9α−1 − 2) if 3 ≤ α < 9. Proposition 4.2 then implies that (M, g) has positive
isotropic curvature. The work of Hamilton [Ham97] implies thatM is diffeomorphic
to a spherical space form.
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(2). Similar to in part (1), we use Proposition 1.4 and Proposition 4.2 to get
that (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature and nonnegative isotropic curvature.

Denote by (M̃, g̃) the universal cover of (M, g). By the Cheeger-Gromoll theorem

(see [Pet16, Theorem 7.3.11]), (M̃, g̃) splits isometrically as a product (N4−k, gN)×
Rk, where N4−k is a closed manifold. Note that (M̃, g̃) is flat if k = 3 or 4.

We show that (M̃, g̃) is flat if k = 2. More generally, we prove that if (M̃, g̃) splits
isometrically as the product of (N1, g1) × (N2, g2) with dim(N1) = dim(N2) = 2,

then (M̃, g̃) must be flat. According to [Li22b, Proposition 2.1], the eigenvalues of

R̊ on (M̃, g̃) = (N1, g1)× (N2, g2) are given by
{
−S1+S2

4 , 0, 0, 0, 0, S1

2 ,
S1

2 ,
S2

2 ,
S2

2

}
,

where Si denotes the scalar curvature of Ni for i = 1, 2. Since (M̃, g̃) has nonnega-

tive Ricci curvature, we infer that S1 ≥ 0 and S2 ≥ 0. The condition R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄4,α)
implies

−αΘ̄4,αλ̄ ≤





−S1+S2

4 , 1 ≤ α ≤ 5;

−S1+S2

4 + (α−5)
2 min{S1, S2}, 5 ≤ α ≤ 7;

−S1+S2

4 +min{S1, S2}+ (α−7)
2 max{S1, S2}, 7 ≤ α < 9.

In view of λ̄ = S1+S2

12 , one deduces from the above inequality that S1 = S2 = 0.

Therefore, (M̃, g̃) is flat.

Next, we examine the case k = 1. By [Li22b, Proposition 2.1], the eigenvalues

of R̊ on (M̃, g̃) = (N3, gN )× R are given by
{
−SN

12 , 0, 0, 0, µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4, µ5

}

where SN denotes the scalar curvature of N and µ1 ≤ · · · ≤ µ5 denote the eigenval-
ues of the curvature operator of the second kind of N . Note that (N, gN ) is locally
irreducible, as it cannot split out another factor of R. Hence, (N, gN ) is locally
irreducible, simply connected, and has nonnegative Ricci curvature. By [Ham86],

N is diffeomorphic to S3. Thus, (M̃, g̃) is either flat or diffeomorphic to S3 × R.

For k = 1 and 4 < α < 9, we can further conclude that (N, gN ) has constant
positive sectional curvature. Noticing αΘ̄4,α = 9− 2α, λ̄ = SN

12 , and

(4.6) µ1 + · · ·+ µα−4 ≤ α− 4

5

5∑

i=1

µi =
α− 4

5

(
9λ̄+

SN

12

)
,

we deduce from R̊ ∈ C(α, Θ̄4,α) that

0 ≤ (9− 2α)SN

12 − SN

12 + µ1 + · · ·+ µα−4 ≤ 0.

Therefore, (4.6) attains equality, which happens only when µ1 = µ2 = · · · = µ5.
Hence, (N, g) has pointwise constant sectional curvature. By Schur’s lemma, (N, g)
is isometric to S

3 with constant positive sectional curvature

At last, we investigate the case k = 0. Note that (M̃, g̃) = (N4, gN ) is closed,
simply connected, irreducible unless it is flat, and has nonnegative isotropic curva-

ture. By [Bre10, Theorem 9.30], (M̃, g̃) is either homeomorphic to S4, or Kähler
and biholomorphic to CP

2, or isometric to a symmetric space (either S4 or CP
2).

In the first case, the homeomorphism can be upgraded to diffeomorphism using
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Hamilton’s work [Ham97] while in the Kähler case, it must be flat if 1 ≤ α ≤ 4 and
isometric to CP

2 if 4 ≤ α < 9 by Theorem 1.9.

In summary, we have proved that M̃ is either flat, or diffeomorphic to S4, or
diffeomorphic to S3 × R (isometric if 4 < α < 9), or isometric to CP

2 if 4 ≤ α < 9.

�

By Proposition 4.2 and the classification of closed four-manifolds with positive
isotropic curvature (see [Ham97], [CZ06], and [CTZ12]), we get

Theorem 4.3. Let (M4, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension four

satisfying R̊ ∈ C̊(α, 1) with 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 or R̊ ∈ C̊(α, 9α−1 − 2) with 3 ≤ α < 9.
Then M has positive isotropic curvature and M is diffeomorphic to a S4, RP

4,
(S3 × R)/G, or a connected sum of them, where G is a co-compact fixed-point-free
discrete isometric subgroup of the standard S3 × R.

5. Homological Sphere Theorems

In this section, we use the Bochner technique to prove Theorem 1.6, Theorem
1.7, and Theorem 1.8.

Recall that a harmonic p-form ω on (M, g) satisfies the Bochner formula

(5.1)
1

2
∆|ω|2 = |∇ω|2 + g(RicL(ω), ω),

where the curvature term g(RicL(ω), ω), as discovered by Nienhaus, Petersen, and
Wink [NPW23], satisfies

(5.2)
3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω) =

N∑

α=1

λα|Sαω|2 +
p(n− 2p)

n
Ric(ω, ω) +

p2

n2
S|ω|2.

Here λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λN are the eigenvalues of R̊, {Sα}Nα=1 are the associated eigenten-
sors, and

Ric(ω, ω) =
∑

j,k

∑

i2,...,in

Rjkωji2...inωki2...in .

The action of Sα on ω is given by (see [NPW23, Definition 1.3])

(Sαω)(X1, · · · , Xp) =

p∑

k=1

ω(X1, · · · , SαXk, · · · , Xp).

The key of the Bochner technique is to show the nonnegativity of g(RicL(ω), ω)
under appropriate curvature conditions and then apply the maximum principle to
(5.1). It is easy to see that R̊ ≥ 0 implies the nonnegativity of each term on the
right-hand side of (5.2). Below we will use the weight principle [NPW23, Theorem
3.6] and lower estimates on Ric(ω, ω) to show that g(RicL(ω), ω) is nonnegative
under much weaker curvature conditions.

We begin with the Einstein case and prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Passing to the orientation double cover if necessary, we may
assume that (M, g) is oriented. By Poincaré duality, we may assume 1 ≤ p ≤ n

2 .
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Using the Einstein condition Ric = S
ng, the identity S = n(n−1)λ̄, and the identity

([NPW23, Lemma 3.7, part (a)])

(5.3) |ω|2 =
2n

p(n− p)(n+ 2)

N∑

α=1

|Sαω|2,

we obtain that

(5.4)
3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω) =

N∑

α=1

(
λα +

2(n− 1)

n+ 2
λ̄

)
|Sαω|2.

By [NPW23, Lemma 3.7, part (b)] and the weight principle [NPW23, Theorem 3.6],

we conclude that if the operator R̊+ βλ̄ id is n+2
2 -nonnegative, then

N∑

α=1

(
λα + βλ̄

)
|Sαω|2 ≥ 0.

Below we prove part (3) first and then part (1) and part (2).

(3). Note that R̊ ∈ C
(

n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

n+2

)
if and only if the operator R̊ + 2(n−1)

n+2 λ̄ id

is n+2
2 -nonnegative. Therefore,

3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω) =

N∑

α=1

(
λα +

2(n− 1)

n+ 2
λ̄

)
|Sαω|2 ≥ 0.

Applying the maximum principle to (5.1) yields that ω must be parallel.

(1). By (3), ω must be parallel. It follows from (5.1) and (5.4) that

N∑

α=1

(
λα +

2(n− 1)

n+ 2
λ̄

)
|Sαω|2 = 0.

If R̊ lies in the interior of C
(

n+2
2 , 2(n−1)

n+2

)
and ω does not vanish, then the left-hand

side becomes strictly positive, yielding a contradiction. Thus, ω ≡ 0.

(2). By (3), ω must be parallel and

0 =

N∑

α=1

(
λα +

2(n− 1)

n+ 2
λ̄

)
|Sαω|2

=

N∑

α=1

(
λα + θλ̄

)
|Sαω|2 +

(
2(n− 1)

n+ 2
− θ

)
λ̄

N∑

α=1

|Sαω|2.

The first term is nonnegative by R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , θ

)
and the second term is nonnegative

by λ̄ ≥ 0 and θ < 2(n−1)
n+2 . It follows that both terms are equal to zero on M and

at every point in M we have either λ̄ = 0 or ω = 0. If λ̄ = 0 at a point, then M is
scalar flat everywhere and hence flat by Proposition 2.7. Otherwise, we have λ̄ > 0
everywhere and ω ≡ 0. Hence, (M, g) is either flat or a rational homology sphere.

�

Next, we turn to the proof of Theorem 1.7. Without the Einstein condition, we
need to estimate the term Ric(ω, ω) from below. As observed in [NPW23], with
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respect to an orthonormal basis {ei}ni=1 that diagonalize the Ricci tensor, we have

Ric(ω, ω) =
∑

j,k

∑

i2,··· ,ip

Rjkωji2···ipωji2···ip =
1

p

∑

I=(i1,··· ,ip)

(
∑

i∈I

Rii

)
ω2
I .

For this purpose, we establish a lower bound for
∑p

i=1Rii.

Proposition 5.1. Let R ∈ S2
B(∧2V ) and denote by R̊ its induced curvature oper-

ator of the second kind. If 1 ≤ p ≤ n
2 and R̊ ∈ C

(
(n−1)p

2 , θ
)
, then

p∑

i=1

Rii ≥
(n− 1)p

n− p+ 2
(1 − (n− p+ 1)θ)λ̄

for any orthonormal basis {ei}ni=1 of V .

Proof. Let {ei}ni=1 be an orthonormal basis of V . Define traceless symmetric two-
tensors

ϕij =
1√
2
ei ⊙ ej, for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

and

ψk = 1

2
√

(n−k)(n−k+1)

(
(n− k)ek ⊙ ek −

n∑

l=k+1

el ⊙ el

)
,

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. Then {ϕij}1≤i<j≤n ∪ {ψk}1≤k≤n−1 form an orthonormal basis
of S2

0(V ). For simplicity of notation, we set

aij := R̊(ϕij , ϕij),

bk := R̊(ψk, ψk),

and

Q := 2(n− p+ 1)
∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij + (n− p)

p∑

i=1

n∑

j=p+1

aij + (n− p)

p∑

k=1

bk.

It was observed in [NPW23, page 23] that

(5.5) Q = (n− p+ 2)

p∑

i=1

Rii − (n− 1)pλ̄.

Therefore, we need to bound Q from below.

Noticing

(n− p− 1)

p∑

i=1

n∑

j=p+1

aij =

n∑

l=p+1

p∑

i=1

∑

p+1≤j≤n
j 6=l

aij ,
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we arrange that when p is even,

Q =

n∑

l=p+1




∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p

2∑

k=1

bk +

p

2∑

i=1

∑

p+1≤j≤n
j 6=l

aij




+
n∑

l=p+1




∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

k= p

2+1

bk +

p∑

i= p

2+1

∑

p+1≤j≤n
j 6=l

aij




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p

2∑

i=1

∑

p+1≤j≤n

aij




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

i= p

2+1

∑

p+1≤j≤n

aij


 .

Note that in the above arrangement, each bracket contains the sum of (n−1)p
2 many

terms and the involved symmetric two-tensors are orthonormal. Therefore, each
bracket is bounded from below by λ1 + · · ·+ λ (n−1)p

2
and we get

(5.6) Q ≥ 2(n− p+ 1)
(
λ1 + · · ·+ λ (n−1)p

2

)
.

Next, we show that such an arrangement can also be made when p is odd.
Suppose both p and n are odd. Let E1 and E2 be a partition of the set {1, 2, · · · , p}
with |E1| = p+1

2 and |E2| = p−1
2 . For each p + 1 ≤ l ≤ n, let F1l and F2l be a

partition of the set

{(i, j) : 1 ≤ i ≤ p, p+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n, j 6= l}

with |F1l| = p(n−p−1)−1
2 and |F2| = p(n−p−1)+1

2 . Then, we have

Q =

n∑

l=p+1


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +
∑

k∈E1

bk +
∑

(i,j)∈F1l

aij




+

n∑

l=p+1


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +
∑

k∈E2

bk +
∑

(i,j)∈F2l

aij




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

i=1

n+p

2 +1∑

j=p+1

aij




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

i=1

n∑

j=n+p

2 +2

aij


 .

It follows that (5.6) holds in this case.
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Suppose p is odd and n is even. Note that (n−1)p
2 = [ (n−1)p

2 ] + 1
2 . We can

arrange the terms in Q as

Q =

n∑

l=p+1


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p−1
2∑

k=1

bk +
∑

(i,j)∈G1l

aij +
1

2
bp




+

n∑

l=p+1


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p−1∑

k= p+1
2

bk +
∑

(i,j)∈G2l

aij +
1

2
bp




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

i=1

n+p−1
2∑

j=p+1

aij +
1

2
apn




+


 ∑

1≤i<j≤p

aij +

p∑

i=1

n−1∑

j= n+p+1
2

aij +
1

2
apn


 ,

where G1l and G2l is a partition of the set

{(i, j)|1 ≤ i ≤ p, p+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n, j 6= l}

with |G1l| = |G2l| = p(n−p−1)
2 . This proves (5.6) in this case.

Using R̊ ∈ C
(

(n−1)p
2 , θ

)
and (5.6), we obtain

Q ≥ −(n− 1)p(n− p+ 1)θλ̄.

By (5.5), we then infer that

n∑

i=1

Rii ≥
(n− 1)p

n− p+ 2
(1− (n− p+ 1)θ)λ̄.

Since the orthonormal basis {ei}ni=1 is arbitrary, this proves Proposition 5.1. �

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Since (n−1)p
2 > n+2

2 for p ≥ 2, we have

C
(
n+ 2

2
, An,p

)
⊂ C

(
(n− 1)p

2
, An,p

)
.

By Proposition (5.1), R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
implies

n∑

i=1

Rii ≥
(n− 1)p

n− p+ 2
(1− (n− p+ 1)An,p)λ̄.
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Therefore, we obtain

p2

n2
S|ω|2 + p(n− 2p)

n
Ric(ω, ω)

=
p2(n− 1)

n
λ̄|ω|2 + (n− 2p)

n

∑

I=(i1···ip)

(
∑

i∈I

Rii

)
ω2
I

≥ p2(n− 1)

n
λ̄|ω|2 + (n− 2p)(n− 1)p

n(n− p+ 2)
(1− (n− p+ 1)An,p)λ̄|ω|2

=
2(n− 1)λ̄

(n− p)(n+ 2)

(
p+

(n− 2p)

(n− p+ 2)
(1 − (n− p+ 1)An,p)

) n∑

α=1

|Sαw|2

= An,pλ̄

n∑

α=1

|Sαw|2,

where we have used (5.3) and (1.3) in getting the last two steps, respectively. By
(5.2), we have

3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω)) ≥

n∑

α=1

(
λα +An,pλ̄

)
|Sαw|2

(3). If R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
, then the operator R̊+An,pλ̄ is n+2

2 -nonnegative. The
weight principle in [NPW23, Theorem 3.6] then implies that

3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω)) ≥

n∑

α=1

(
λα +An,pλ̄

)
|Sαw|2 ≥ 0.

The result then follows from the maximum principle.

(1). This can be proved similarly as in the proof of part (1) of Theorem 1.8.

(2). By (3), ω is parallel and

0 =
3

2
g(RicL(ω), ω))

≥
n∑

α=1

(
λα +An,pλ̄

)
|Sαw|2

=

n∑

α=1

(
λα + θλ̄

)
|Sαw|2 + (An,p − θ)λ̄

n∑

α=1

|Sαw|2

≥ 0,

where we have used R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , θ

)
and θ < An,p. Note that R̊ ∈ C

(
n+2
2 , θ

)
implies

that either R̊ ∈ C̊
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
or λ̄ = 0. If there exist p ∈ M such that λ̄(p) > 0,

then R̊p ∈ C̊
(
n+2
2 , An,p

)
. Then

∑n
α=1

(
λα + θλ̄

)
|Sαw|2 = 0 at p implies ω(p) = 0.

Since |ω| is a constant, we conclude that ω ≡ 0 on M . Otherwise, (M, g) is scalar
flat and hence flat by Proposition 2.7.

Therefore, either (M, g) is flat or bp(M,R) = 0. �

Finally, we prove the homological sphere theorem.
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. Note that for 2 ≤ p ≤ n
2 , An,p increases as p increases.

Therefore,

An,p ≥ An,2 =
2(n− 1)(3n− 4)

3n3 − 12n2 + 14n− 8
>

2

n+ 2
,

where the last inequality holds for any n. If R̊ ∈ C
(

n+2
2 , 2

n+2

)
, then R̊ ∈ C

(
n+2
2 , θ

)

with θ < An,p. By Theorem 1.7, we have that either (M, g) is flat or bp(M,R) = 0
for all 2 ≤ p ≤ n

2 .

By Proposition 3.1, R̊ ∈ C
(
n+2
2 , θ

)
for some θ < n+2

2 implies Ric ≥ δλ̄g ≥ 0,

where δ = n−1
n+4 (2−(n+2)θ) > 0. If there exists p ∈M such that λ̄(p) > 0, then the

Ricci curvature is positive at p and we conclude b1(M,R) = 0 (see [Li12, Theorem
3.5]). Thus, all the Betti numbers vanish and (M, g) is a rational homology sphere.
Otherwise, λ̄ ≡ 0 on M and (M, g) is flat by Proposition 2.7. Hence, (M, g) is
either flat or a rational homology sphere. �

6. Kähler Manifolds

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.9. We recall some observations and identi-
ties needed in the proof and refer the reader to [Li23a] for a more detailed account.

Let (V, g, J) be a complex Euclidean vector space of complex dimension m ≥
2, where J is the complex structure. As observed in [Li23a], S2

0(V ) admits the
decomposition

S2
0(V ) = E+ ⊕ E−,

where

E+ = span{u⊙ v − Ju⊙ Jv : u, v ∈ V }
and E− = (E+)⊥. It was shown in [BK78] that, on (CPm, gFS), E

+ is the
eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue 4 of the curvature operator of the sec-
ond kind while E− is the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue −2. Note that
dim(E−) = m2 − 1 and dim(E+) = m(m+ 1).

As constructed in [Li23a], if {e1, · · · , em, Je1, · · · , Jem} is an orthonormal basis
of V , then E− has an orthonormal basis given by

{ϕ−
ij}1≤i<j≤m ∪ {ψ−

ij}1≤i<j≤m ∪ {ηk}m−1
k=1 ,

where

ϕ−
ij = 1

2 (ei ⊙ ej + Jei ⊙ Jej) , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

ψ−
ij = 1

2 (ei ⊙ Jej − Jei ⊙ ej) , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

ηk = k√
8k(k+1)

(ek+1 ⊙ ek+1 + Jek+1 ⊙ Jek+1)

− 1√
8k(k+1)

k∑

i=1

(ei ⊙ ei + Jei ⊙ Jei),

for 1 ≤ k ≤ m− 1,

and E+ has an orthonormal basis given by

{ϕ+
ij}1≤i<j≤m ∪ {ψ+

ij}1≤i<j≤m ∪ {θi}2mi=1,
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where

ϕ+
ij = 1

2 (ei ⊙ ej − Jei ⊙ Jej) , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

ψ+
ij = 1

2 (ei ⊙ Jej + Jei ⊙ ej) , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

θi = 1
2
√
2
(ei ⊙ ei − Jei ⊙ Jei) , for 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

θm+i = 1√
2
ei ⊙ Jei, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

It was calculated in [Li23a] that

R̊(ϕ−
ij , ϕ

−
ij) + R̊(ψ−

ij , ψ
−
ij) = −2R(ei, Jei, ej, Jej),(6.1)

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m, and

(6.2) R̊(θi, θi) = R̊(θm+i, θm+i) = R(ei, Jei, ei, Jei),

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Moreover, we have (see [Li23a, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4]) that

(6.3) 2m(2m− 1)λ̄ =
∑

1≤i<j≤m

(
R̊(ϕ+

ij , ϕ
+
ij) + R̊(ψ+

ij , ψ
+
ij)
)
+

2m∑

i=1

R̊(θi, θi)

and

(6.4) −(m− 1)(2m− 1)λ̄ =
∑

1≤i<j≤m

(
R̊(ϕ−

ij , ϕ
−
ij) + R̊(ψ−

ij , ψ
−
ij)
)
+

m−1∑

k=1

R̊(ηk, ηk).

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. (1). We will only prove the statement for R̊ ∈ C(α,Bm,α),

as the case −R̊ ∈ C(α,Bm,α) differs only by flipping signs. Fix p ∈ M . Let
{e1, · · · , em, Je1, · · · , Jem} be an orthonormal basis of V = TpM .

Case 1: 1 ≤ α < m2 − 1. The assumption R̊ ∈ C(α,Bm,α) implies

−αBm,αλ̄(6.5)

≤ λ1 + · · ·+ λα

≤ α

m2 − 1
(λ1 + · · ·+ λm2−1)

≤ α

m2 − 1


 ∑

1≤i<j≤m

(
R̊(ϕ−

ij , ϕ
−
ij) + R̊(ψ−

ij , ψ
−
ij)
)
+

m−1∑

k=1

R̊(ηk, ηk)




= −αBm,αλ̄,

where we have used (6.4) in the last step. Therefore, we must have equality in each
inequality of (6.5). It follows that

λ1 = · · · = λm2−1 = −2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄.

and E− is a subspace of the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue − 2m−1
m+1 λ̄

of R̊. Below we will show that this information is sufficient to derive constant
holomorphic sectional curvature p.

By (6.1), we have for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

(6.6) R(ei, Jei, ej , Jej) =
2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄.
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Note that for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m,

ξ :=
1

4
(ei ⊙ ei + Jei ⊙ Jei − ej ⊙ ej − Jej ⊙ Jej)

is a traceless symmetric two-tensor in E− with |ξ| = 1. Therefore, we have

(6.7) R̊(ξ, ξ) = −2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄.

A straightforward calculation shows

(6.8) R̊(ξ, ξ) = −1

2
R(ei, Jei, ei, Jei)−

1

2
R(ej , Jej , ej, Jej) +R(ei, Jei, ej , Jej),

Combining (6.6), (6.7), and (6.8), we arrive at

R(ei, Jei, ei, Jei) +R(ej , Jej, ej , Jej) = 4
2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄

for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m. It follows that

R(ei, Jei, ei, Jei) = 2
2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Since the orthonormal basis is arbitrary, this shows that M has
constant nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature at p.

Case 2: m2 − 1 < α < (2m− 1)(m+ 1). Let A be the collection of the values

R̊(θi, θi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m, and R̊(ϕ+
ij , ϕ

+
ij) and R̊(ψ+

ij , ψ
+
ij) for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m. By

(6.3), ā, the average of all values in A, is given by

ā =
2(2m− 1)

m+ 1
λ̄.

By Lemma 2.9, we have

(6.9) f(A, (α−m2 + 1)) ≤ (α −m2 + 1))ā,

where f is the function defined in Lemma 2.9. The condition R̊ ∈ C(α,Bm,α)
implies

−αBm,αλ̄(6.10)

≤ λ1 + · · ·+ λα

≤
∑

1≤i<j≤m

(
R̊(ϕ−

ij , ϕ
−
ij) + R̊(ψ−

ij , ψ
−
ij)
)
+

m−1∑

k=1

R̊(ηk, ηk)

+f(A, (α−m2 + 1))

≤ −(m− 1)(2m− 1)λ̄+ (α−m2 + 1))ā

= −αBm,αλ̄,

where we have used (6.4) and (6.9). It follows that we must have equality in each
inequality of (6.10). In particular, we have equality in (6.9), which happens only
when all the values in A are equal to ā. By (6.2), we have

R(ei, Jei, ei, Jei) = R̊(θi, θi) = 2
2m− 1

m+ 1
λ̄

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Since the orthonormal basis is arbitrary, we have proved that
(M, g) has constant nonnegative holomorphic sectional curvature at p.
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Finally, the conclusion that (M, g) has constant nonnegative holomorphic sec-
tional curvature follows from Schur’s lemma for Kähler manifolds (see for instance
[KN69, Theorem 7.5]).

(2). If we assume R̊ ∈ C(α, θ), then (6.5) and (6.10) in the proof of part (1)
would become

−αθλ̄ ≤ −αBm,αλ̄.

If θ < Bm,α, then λ̄ = 0. By Proposition 2.7, (M, g) must be flat.

�
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