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ABSTRACT. This article investigates a new gauge theoretic approach to
Einstein’s equations in dimension 4. Whilst aspects of the formalism are
already explained in various places in the mathematics and physics lit-
erature, our first goal is to give a single coherent account of the theory
in purely mathematical language. We then explain why the new ap-
proach may have important mathematical applications: the possibility
of using the calculus of variations to find Einstein 4-manifolds, as well
as links to symplectic topology. We also carry out some of the technical
groundwork to attack these problems.
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1. Introduction

The focus of this article is a new approach to Einstein 4-manifolds, in-
troduced in the physics literature by the second named author [23] and
independently, albeit in a weaker form focusing on anti-self-dual Einstein
metrics, by the first named author [7]. As things stand, the full description
of this method is somewhat inaccessible to mathematicians, the necessary
background material being spread over several articles written primarily for
physicists. Our first goal is to rectify this by giving a single coherent account
of the theory in purely mathematical language (§2 below). Our discusion is
also more complete in several places than that currently available.

As we will explain, this formalism potentially has important mathematical
applications: it opens up a new way to use the calculus of variations to find
Finstein metrics and also has possible applications to symplectic topology.
Our second goal is to lay some of the ground work in these directions, ask
questions and state some conjectures which we hope will inspire future work
(see §4 and §5).

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Claude LeBrun and Misha
Verbitsky for helpful discussions, particularly concerning §4.3. We would
also like to thank the anonymous referee of the first draft of this article for
suggesting we consider the situation treated in Theorem 4.12.

1.1. Main idea. The key idea is to rewrite Einstein’s equations in the
language of gauge theory, placing them in a similar framework to Yang—Mills
theory over 4-manifolds. This reformulation is special to dimension four. We
give here the Riemannian version, but one can work equally with Lorentzian
signature, replacing SO(3) throughout by SL(2,C), as is explained in [23].
We give the details in §2, but put briefly it goes as follows:
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e Given an SO(3)-connection A over a 4-manifold X which satisfies a
certain curvature inequality, we associate a Riemannian metric g4
on X, defined algebraically from the curvature of A. One can think
of A as a “potential” for the metric, analogous to the relationship
between the electromagnetic potential and field.

e To such connections we also associate an action S(A) € R, which
is simply the volume of the metric g4. Critical points of the action
solve a second order PDE which implies that g4 is Einstein.

e There is an a priori topological bound for S(A) which is attained
precisely when A solves a first order PDE (which then implies the
second-order equation alluded to above). When this happens the
corresponding metric g4 is both anti-self-dual and Einstein, with
nonzero scalar curvature.

The parallel with Yang—Mills theory is clear: S plays the role of Yang—Mills
energy, with Einstein metrics corresponding to Yang—Mills connections and
anti-self-dual Einstein metrics being the instantons of the theory. In §3, we
briefly discuss other related action principles: the Einstein—Hilbert action,
Eddington’s action for affine connections and Hitchin’s volume functional
for stable forms.

1.2. Drawbacks. Before explaining the theory in more detail, it is impor-
tant to note its current principal failing: the Einstein metrics which arise
are precisely those for which {5 + W is a definite endomorphism of A™.
(Here s is the scalar curvature and W is the self-dual Weyl curvature.)
We discuss briefly what modifications may be needed to accommodate more
general Einstein metrics in §2.7, but there remains much to be done in this
direction.

The only possible compact Einstein manifolds for which 5 + W is posi-
tive definite are the standard metrics on S* and CP? (with the noncomplex
orientation). This is proved in Theorem 4.14, following an argument which
was explained to us by Claude LeBrun.

When 55 + W is negative definite the only known compact examples
are hyperbolic and complex-hyperbolic metrics (the latter again having the
noncomplex orientation). Note that, just as for the positive case, here one
even has W = 0. It is an interesting open question as to whether these are
the only such examples (Question 4.17 below). Some candidate manifolds
which have a chance to support such Einstein metrics are described in §4.4.

1.3. Applications. We believe this reformulation of Einstein’s equations
will have important applications. Firstly, it reveals a new link between Ein-
stein 4-manifolds and symplectic Fano and Calabi—Yau 6-manifolds with a
certain geometric structure, expanding on that discussed by the first and
third named authors [8]. We explain this in §4, where we state Conjec-
ture 4.8, which claims that certain 6-dimensional symplectic Fanos are ac-
tually algebraic. Proving such a result seems out of reach by current methods
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in symplectic topology so it is intriguing that the formalism described here
suggests a line of attack. Conjecture 4.8 can also be viewed as a “gauge
theoretic sphere theorem”, saying that only the four-sphere and complex
projective plane admit connections whose curvature satisfies a certain in-
equality. (This might be compared to “sphere theorems” in Riemannian
geometry, which say that only certain special manifolds admit Riemannian
metrics satisfying certain Riemannian curvature inequalities.)

Secondly, the formalism described here gives a new variational approach
to Einstein metrics. We lay the groundwork for this in §5. The traditional
action principle for Einstein metrics, via the Einstein—Hilbert action, is not
well suited to the calculus of variations, ultimately because its Hessian has
an infinite number of eigenvalues of both signs. In our setting however, this
problem does not arise: the Hessian of the volume functional is elliptic with
finitely many positive eigenvalues. This is Theorem 5.1. We also briefly
discuss the gradient flow of .S, the analogue of the Yang—Mills flow in this
context, proving short time existence in Theorem 5.18.

2. Einstein’s equations as a gauge theory

2.1. Definite connections as potentials for conformal classes. We
begin with the curvature inequality for an SO(3)-connection mentioned
above, and which first appeared in [8].

Definition 2.1. A metric connection A in an SO(3)-bundle £ — X over a
4-manifold is called definite if whenever u, v are independent tangent vectors,

Fa(u,v) # 0.

Plenty of examples of definite connections are given in [8]. Particularly
important to our discussion are those carried by S*, CP?, hyperbolic and
complex-hyperbolic 4-manifolds. For each of these Riemannian manifolds
the Levi-Civita connection on A" is definite (where for the complex surfaces
we take self-dual forms with respect to the noncomplex orientation).

Given a definite connection A there is a unique conformal class for which
A is a self-dual instanton. To see this note that on a 4-manifold a conformal
class is determined by the corresponding sub-bundle AT C A? of self-dual
2-forms. Now, given a local frame ey, ea, e3 for so(E), write Fy =) F;, Qe;
for a triple of 2-forms F;. We then take the span of the F; to be AT. We
must check that this sub-bundle satisfies the necessary algebraic condition
to be the self-dual 2-forms of some conformal class, namely that the matrix
F; A F; of volume forms is definite. This, it turns out, is equivalent to A
being a definite connection. In what follows we write Ajg for the bundle
of self-dual 2-forms to emphasise its dependence on A. (Notice that this
also implicitly orients X: given any nonzero a € Aj, the square o A « is
positively oriented.)

2.2. The sign of a definite connection. Unlike for an arbitrary connec-
tion, it is possible to give a sign to the curvature of a definite connection.
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The starting point is the fact that the Lie algebra so(3) carries a natural
orientation. One way to see this is to begin with two linearly independent
vectors eq, ea € s0(3) and then declare ey, ea, [e1, €3] to be an oriented basis.
One must then check that this orientation does not depend on the initial
choice of e, es. Alternatively, and more invariantly, pick an orientation on
R3; the cross product then gives an isomorphism R? — so(3) which one can
use to push the orientation from R? to so(3). If one begins with the oppo-
site orientation on R?, the cross-product changes sign and so the resulting
orientation on s0(3) is unchanged.

One consequence of this is that when X? is given a conformal structure,
the resulting bundle AT carries a natural orientation. Again, there are
various ways to see this. For example, picking a metric in the conformal
class, the splitting A> = AT & A~ corresponds to the Lie algebra isomor-
phism s0(4) = 50(3) @ s0(3), making AT into a bundle of s0(3) Lie algebras.
Equivalently, given an orthonormal basis w1, ws, w3 of A* at some point p,
using the metric to “raise an index” on v/2w; defines a triple Jy, Ja, J3 of
almost complex structures on 7, X. There are two possibilities: either the
J; satisfy the quaternion relations, or the —J; do; the first corresponds to
the original choice of basis w; having positive orientation.

Definition 2.2. Let A be a definite connection in an SO(3)-bundle £ — X.
Let e, ea, €3 be an oriented local frame of so(E) and write Fiy = ) F;®e;. A
is called positive definite if I, F5, F3 is an oriented basis for Aj and negative
definite otherwise.

For the standard metrics on S* and CP~ the Levi-Civita connections on
AT are positive definite, whilst hyperbolic and complex-hyperbolic metrics
give negative definite connections.

2.3. Definite connections as potentials for metrics. In what follows
we fix an orientation on E. Together with the fibrewise metric this gives
orientation preserving isomorphisms E* = E = so(E) and we will freely
identify all these bundles.

We have explained how a definite connection A gives rise to a conformal
structure on X, the unique one making A into a self-dual instanton. To
specify a metric in this conformal class we need to chose a volume form.
To see how to do this, pick an arbitrary positively oriented volume form v.
This gives a fibrewise inner-product on Aj. Now we can interpret

Fy € A ®s0(E) = Hom(E, AY)
as an isomorphism FE — Aj&. Pulling back the inner-product from Aj via,
this isomorphism gives a new metric in £ which differs from the old one
by a self-adjoint endomorphism M, € End(E). In terms of an orthonor-

mal local trivialisation eq,es, es of E in which Fy = > F; ® e;, the matrix
representative of M, is determined by

Mijl/:Fi/\Fj.
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Note that ¥ and M, are in inverse proportion, so specifying a volume form
is the same as fixing the scale of M,,.

A particularly judicious choice of volume form is the following: let v be
any background choice of (positively oriented) volume form and let A be
any nonzero constant whose sign agrees with that of A. Set

(1) VA = % (Tr \/ﬁ,,>2 v,

where /M denotes the positive definite square root of M. The homogeneity
of (1) means that v4 does not depend on the choice of v. To ease the
notation, in what follows we write My for M, ,. An equivalent definition
of v4 is to demand that if A is positive definite, Trv/M4 = A and if A is
negative definite, we have Tr/M4 = —A.

Definition 2.3. Given a definite connection A, we write g4 for the resulting
Riemannian metric with volume form v4 defined via (1) and which makes
the definite connection A a self-dual instanton.

The justification for this definition of v4 is the following result.

Lemma 2.4. Let g be an Finstein metric, Ric = Ag and suppose that % +
W is a definite endomorphism of AT. Then the Levi-Civita V connection
on AT is definite and gv = g.

Proof. Write v for the volume form of the Einstein metric. Calculation
gives

2) M, = <§+W+>2.

When % + W is positive definite, V is a positive definite connection. We
can recover the curvature of AT via

A

— 4+ Wt =/M,.

3

Now Tr+/M, = A is constant. Meanwhile, when %+W+ is negative definite,
V is a negative definite connection. In this case we have

A

—+ Wt =—-yM,

3

and —Tr+/M, = A is again equal to the Einstein constant. In either case,
one sees that v = vy and so g = gv. ([

2.4. Reformulation of the Einstein equations. We will now give a
second order PDE for A which implies that g4 is Einstein. The key is
the following well-known observation: an oriented Riemannian 4-manifold
(X, g) is Einstein if and only if the Levi-Civita connection on A% is a self-
dual instanton (see for example [1]).

When A is a definite connection in a bundle F, it is automatically a self-
dual instanton for g4 and, moreover, E is isomorphic to AX. To compare
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A and the Levi-Civita connection on AZ we need an isometry F — Aj. As
explained above, the curvature provides an isomorphism Fs: F — AX but
it is not necessarily isometric, the defect being measured by M4 € End(FE).
To correct for this, define ®4: E — AJAf by

(3) Dp=L£Fy0M; "

where the sign here agrees with that of the connection A. This is an isometry,
by definition of M 4, which is moreover orientation preserving thanks to the
sign.

Definition 2.5. Given a definite connection A and ®4: E — Ajl defined as
in (3), we write LC(A) = ®%V for the pull-back to E of the g4-Levi-Civita
connection in Aj.

In the following result, ® 4 is treated as a 2-form with values in E (via the
identification Hom(E,A}) & A, ® E). The connection A defines a coupled
exterior derivative d4 on FE-valued forms and so da®4 is a 3-form with
values in F.

Theorem 2.6 ([23]). Let A be a definite connection, A a nonzero constant
whose sign agrees with that of A and ®4 defined as in (3). If

dady =0,

then A = LC(A), ga is an Einstein metric with Ric(ga) = Aga and %—I—W‘*'
definite. Conversely all such metrics are attained this way.

Sketch of proof. If A = LC(A) then the fact that A is a self-dual instanton
implies the Levi-Civita connection is also and hence that g4 is Einstein.

We now need a way to recognise LC(A) amongst all metric connections in
E, something we can do via torsion. Given any metric connection V on AT,
its torsion 7(V) € Hom(A™, A?) is defined, just as for affine connections, as
the difference 7(V) = d — o0 V: QT — Q3 where d is the exterior derivative
and o: A' ® AT — A3 is skew-symmetrisation. Paralleling the standard
definition of the Levi—Civita connection on the tangent bundle, the Levi—
Civita connection on AT is the unique metric connection which is torsion
free. (A proof of this well-known fact can be found in [7].)

We can interpret this from the point of view of F. Given a metric con-
nection B in E, we push it forward via ®4 to a metric connection in Aj.
The torsion 7(P4.(B)) is identified via ® 4 with the 3-form dp®4: here the
isometry ®4: E — Aj" is viewed as an E*-valued 2-form, its coupled exte-
rior derivative is then a section of A3 ® E* = Hom(A, A3) which matches
up with 7(®4.(B)). (This calculation is also given in [7].) We now see that
LC(A) is the unique metric connection B for which dg®4 = 0.

The upshot of this discussion is that if d4®4 = 0 then A = LC(A) and
hence g4 is Einstein. It remains to show that Ric(ga) = Aga and % + Wt
is definite.
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Since the Levi-Civita connection in A is definite, it follows from (2) that
% + W is necessarily invertible. Assume for a contradiction that % + W
is indefinite, so that A" splits into positive and negative eigenbundles. This
induces a splitting of F via ®4. Now one can check that the equation
da®4 = 0 forces the sub-bundle of rank one to be A-parallel. This implies
the curvature of F4 has kernel and so contradicts the fact that A is definite.
We also now see from (2) that Ric(ga) = Aga, since +Tr/M4 = A, (with
sign corresponding to that of A).

To prove that all such metrics arise, one simply checks that for an Einstein
metric g of the given sort the Levi-Civita connection on AT is a definite
connection A for which Aj = AT is unchanged. Moreover, v4 = dvolg,
whilst ® 4: AT — AT is the identity. Hence d4®4 = 0 and g4 = g. O

An important special case arises when M4 is a multiple of the identity.
Since Tr+/M 4 is constant it follows that M4 is a constant multiple of the
identity and so ®4 is a constant multiple of F)4. Now da®4 = 0 follows
automatically from the Bianchi identity. Equation (2) shows that g4 is in
fact anti-self-dual and Einstein, with nonzero scalar curvature. We state
this as a separate result:

Theorem 2.7 ([7]). Let A be a definite connection. If M4 is a multiple of
the identity, then ga is an anti-self-dual Finstein metric with nonzero scalar
curvature. Conversely all such metrics are attained this way.

2.5. The action. A remarkable feature of definite connections and the cor-
responding metrics is that the total volume is an action functional for the
theory.

Definition 2.8 ([23]). Let A be a definite connection in an SO(3)-bundle
E over a compact 4-manifold X. The action of A is defined to be

AQ
SA) =10 /X”A

Theorem 2.9 ([23]). A definite connection A is a critical point of S if and
only if da®4 = 0. So critical points of S give Finstein metrics.

where v4 is defined by (1).

Proof. Pick a local orthonormal frame ej,es,e3 for E and write Fq =
> F;®e; (where we have as always identified so(E) = E via the cross prod-
uct). Then M;;vq = F; AFj, where M;; = (F;, Fj) is the matrix of pointwise
innerproducts of the F; with respect to g4. Making an infinitesimal change
A = a of the connection gives

MijVA + Mijf/A = (dACL)Z‘ A Fj + F; A (dACL)j

where dga = > (dga); ® e;. Now the fact that Tr(v/ M 4) is constant implies
that Tr(MZlmMA) = 0. Multiply the above equation by MXUQ and taking
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the trace; then use the fact that for any 2-form a, F; A a = (Fj, a)va (since

the F; are self dual) to obtain
. 2
(4) va = 3 (®a,daajva.

Note that the sign in (3) is correctly captured by the factor of A here. It
follows that A

S = 671_2/)(((11‘(4(1)14,0,)1/,4
and so the critical points are those A with d%®4 = 0. On E-valued 2-

forms, d% = — xdg*. Since ®4 is a self-dual 2-form, *®4 = &4 and so
d%®4 = — xdaP4. Hence the critical points of S are precisely those A for
which dg®4 = 0. (|

2.6. Topological bounds. We next explain topological bounds on S.
Proposition 2.10 (cf. [7]). There is an a priori bound

% (2x(X) +37(X)) < S(A) < 2x(X) + 37(X)

for all definite connections. Moreover, S(A) = 2x(X)+37(X) if and only if
M4 is a multiple of the identity and hence ga is anti-self-dual and Einstein
with nonzero scalar curvature.

Proof. Given a self-adjoint positive-definite 3-by-3 matrix M,
2
Te(M) < (Tr(\/M)) < 3Tr(M)

with equality on the right hand side if and only if M is a multiple of
the identity. It follows from (1) that for any choice of volume form v,
ﬁ Tr(M,)v <vg < % Tr(M,)v with equality on the right if and only if M,
(and hence My), is a multiple of the identity.

Now Tr(M,)v is a multiple of the first Pontryagin form of A. To see
this, in a local trivialisation in which F4 = > F; ® e;, we have Tr(M,)v =
> F; A F;. Meanwhile, p1(A) = ﬁ > F; A F;. Hence

472 1272
azh (A) <wva < DVEL
This, together with the fact that pi(F) = p1(AT) = 2x(X) + 37(X), gives

the result. O

(A).

As an immediate corollary we see that the existence of a definite connec-
tion implies “one-half” of the Hitchin—Thorpe inequality satisfied by Ein-
stein 4-manifolds [15, 29]:

Corollary 2.11 ([8]). If X carries a definite connection then
2x(X) + 37(X) > 0.

We remark that to date this is the only known obstruction to the existence
of definite connections.



302 JOEL FINE, KIRILL KRASNOV AND DMITRI PANOV

2.7. Potential extensions of the formalism. The Einstein metrics that
can be reached using the approach given above are precisely those for which
% + W is a definite endomorphism of A™. We now discuss briefly how one
might extend the formalism to include more Einstein metrics.

One case that is currently missing is when (M, ¢) is Einstein and %—i— w+
is invertible, but not definite. In this case, the Levi-Civita connection A on
AT is still a definite connection, but g4 # g. This is because in the above
recipe for g4, we fix Tr(v/M) = |A|, where v/M is the positive square root
of (4 +W)2. But this is only equal to (4 + W) when all eigenvalues of
the later have the same sign. The solution is, of course, to choose a different
branch of the square root. Using the right choice for /M, the normalisation
Tr(v/M) = |A| gives g4 = g and the theory proceeds as before. This raises
two important questions. Firstly, given a definite connection A, how can one
tell in advance which branch of the square root to take? Secondly, one could
imagine a situation in which the Levi-Civita connection A of an Einstein
metric was, say, positive definite, i.e., that det(% +W™) >0, and yet A < 0.
This means that one might not know in advance what sign to take for A.

The second type of Einstein metric which does not fit directly in the above
set-up are those for which eigenvalues of % + W vanish somewhere on the
manifold. Given such an Einstein metric, with Levi-Civita connection A in
AT, one can proceed as above up to the definition of ®4 = +F4 o MXI/Q,
which is not immediately valid where eigenvalues of M4 vanish. One the
other hand, since we started with an Einstein metric, one can check that
® 4 extends smoothly over the seemingly singular locus to a globally defined
isometry AT — AT. To include such Einstein metrics, we should consider
more general connections, which we call semi-definite. These are connections
for which M4 > 0 and that M4 > 0 in at least one point. We demand

moreover that ®4 = +F4 0 MZUQ (defined initially where M4 > 0) extends
smoothly to an isometry E — AT over the whole manifold.

An example which exhibits some of the problems mentioned above is the
Page metric [27]. This is an Einstein metric with positive scalar curvature
on the one-point blow-up X of CP2. It is cohomogeneity-one, being invariant
under the SU(2)-action on X lifting that on CP? which fixes the centre of
the blow-up. It can be described via a path g(t) of left-invariant metrics on
SU(2) parametrised by ¢ € (0,1), which collapse the fibres of the Hopf map
SU(2) — CP! as t — 0,1. The metric dt? + g(t) on SU(2) x (0,1) extends
to give a smooth metric on the blow-up X. The CP's which compactify the
ends of SU(2) x (0,1) are the exceptional curve and the line in CP? which
is orthogonal to the centre of the blow-up.

One can check, by direct computation, that the Levi-Civita connection on
AT of the Page metric is positive definite everywhere except for SU(2) x {to}
for a single value of ty. For t < ty, % + W™ > 0 and we are in exactly the
situation treated in this article. At t = tg, two eigenvalues of %+W+ vanish
and for ¢t > ty these same two eigenvalues become negative. Provided one
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uses the correct branch of the square root as t crosses ty, the whole Page
metric can be seen using the gauge theoretic approach. Indeed one can
“find” the Page metric by solving the equation d4® 4 = 0 for an appropriate
cohomogeneity-one definite connection. This directly gives the Page metric
over t € [0,%p) and one sees clearly that two eigenvalues vanish at ¢ = t.
Then taking a different square root gives the metric over (¢, 1] and it is a
simple matter to see that the two parts combine smoothly to give the whole
Page metric.

3. Related action principles

This section gives some additional context to the above formalism by
describing some related action principles.

3.1. The Einstein—Hilbert action. The traditional action principle for
Einstien metrics is that of Einstein—Hilbert. Given a Riemannian metric g,
define the Einstein—Hilbert action of g to be

SEH(Q) = /X (S — 2_/\) dvol

where s is the scalar curvature of g and A is the cosmological constant.
Critical points of Sgg are those metrics with Ric(g) = Ag.

Note that the Einstein—Hilbert functional evaluated on an Einstein metric
is a multiple of the volume. By contrast in the gauge-theoretic formulation
the action is always the volume of the space, even away from the critical
points.

As is well known, the Einstein—Hilbert action is beset with difficulties from
both the mathematical and physical points of view. Physically, the resulting
quantum theory is not renormalizable. Mathematically, one hopes to use
the calculus of variations to find critical points of an action. For Sgy this is
extremely hard: at a critical point the Hessian has infinitely many positive
and negative eigenvalues which leads to seemingly unresolvable problems in
min-max arguments. As we discuss in §5, it is precisely these problems that
the gauge-theoretic approach outlined above aims to avoid.

3.2. Eddington’s action for torsion-free affine connections. The idea
of using a connection as the independent variable, rather than the met-
ric, goes back to Eddington [5]. Let V be a torsion-free affine connection
in TX — X. Such connections have a Ricci tensor, defined exactly as
for the Levi-Civita connection: the curvature tensor of V is a section of
A2 ®TX ®T*X and so one can contract the TX factor with the A? factor
to produce a tensor Ricy € T* X @ T*X.

The fact that V is torsion-free implies that Ricy is symmetric. We now
focus on those V for which Ricy is a definite form. Pick a nonzero constant
A which is positive if Ricy is positive definite and negative if Ricy is negative
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definite. We can then define a Riemannian metric on X by g = A~! Ricy.
Eddington’s action is again the volume:

Spaa(V) = / dvol, .
X

The Euler—Lagrange equations for Sggq are V Ricy = 0. In other words, V is
both torsion-free and makes g parallel, making it the Levi—Civita connection
of g. So Ricy = Ricy is the Ricci curvature and g is Einstein by virtue of
its definition as g = A~! Ric,.

The parallels with our gauge-theoretic approach are obvious. An impor-
tant difference, however, is the size of the space of fields. For us the connec-
tions are given locally by 12 real-valued functions (A' ® so(E) has rank 12).
The relevant gauge group is that of fibrewise linear isometries £ — E (not
necessarily covering the identity) which has functional dimension 7 (4 diffeo-
morphisms plus 3 gauge rotations), leaving the space of definite connections
modulo gauge with functional dimension 5.

On the other hand, torsion-free affine connections on a 4-manifold are
given locally by 40 real-valued functions (S?7*X ® TX has rank 40). More-
over, the gauge group is rather small and consists of just diffeomorphisms
which have functional dimension 4. This means that Eddington’s theory
has a configuration space of functional dimension 36. Finally the traditional
theory of metrics modulo diffeomorphisms gives a configuration space of
functional dimension 6. This vast increase in the “number of fields” makes
Eddington’s theory even more complicated than the traditional Einstein—
Hilbert theory. This is why, in spite of the fact that the action in this
formulation is a multiple of the volume, it is unlikely to give a useful varia-
tional principle.

3.3. Hitchin’s functional and stable forms. The use of total volume as
an action has also appeared in the work of Hitchin [17, 18]. In these articles,
Hitchin studies “stable forms”. A form p € APR"™ is called stable if its
GL(n,R)-orbit is open in APR". A symplectic form on R?™ is one example,
but there are also “exceptional” examples with p = 3 and n = 6,7,8. A
form p on a manifold M is called stable if it is stable at each point. The
existence of such a form gives a reduction of the structure group of T'M to
G C GL(n,R), the stabiliser of p at a point. In the three exceptional cases
mentioned above, G is SL(3,C), G2 and PSU(3) in dimensions 6, 7 and 8
respectively. In each case G preserves a volume form and so the stable form
defines in turn a volume form ¢(p) on M.
Hitchin proceeds to study the corresponding volume functional

p /M o(p)

restricted those p which are closed and lie in a fixed cohomology class. The
critical points define interesting geometries. For example, when p = 3,n = 6,
a critical stable form defines a complex structure on M with trivial canonical
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bundle, whilst when p = 3,n = 7, a critical stable form defines a metric on
M with holonomy G (in particular an Einstein metric).

There is a formal parallel with the set-up described in §2. The curvature
F4 of a definite connection is modelled on a “stable” element of A%(R*) @ R3,
in the sense that its orbit under the action of GL(4,R) x SO(3) is open.
Moreover, the stabiliser preserves the volume form defined by (1). The
condition that the stable form be closed has been replaced by the Bianchi
identity d4F4 = 0 and the restriction to a fixed cohomology class can
be thought of as analogous to considering connections on a fixed bundle:
Fypio = Fg+daa+aAa. The main difference between the situation studied
by Hitchin and our set-up is that we work with differential forms taking val-
ues in a vector bundle over the manifold (curvature 2-forms), while Hitchin
studies ordinary differential forms. Because of this, there are more options
for constructing a volume form, leading to a family of actions “deforming”
the action S considered here. This is discussed in [22].

4. The symplectic geometry of definite connections

4.1. The symplectic manifold associated to a definite connection.
A definite connection in £ — X is not just a “potential” for a Riemannian
metric on X, it also defines a symplectic form on the unit sphere bundle
w: Z — X of E. The symplectic point of view on definite connections was
the original motivation for their introduction in [8]. We briefly recall the
construction here.

Given any (not necessarily definite) connection A we define a closed 2-
form w4 on Z as follows. Let V' — Z be the vertical tangent bundle (i.e.,
the sub-bundle ker 7, < T'Z). If we orient the fibres of F, then V' becomes
an oriented SO(2)-bundle, or equivalently a Hermitian complex line bundle.
The form wy is the curvature form of a certain unitary connection V in V
defined as follows. Given a section of V', we differentiate it vertically in Z by
using the Levi-Civita connection on the S?-fibres. Meanwhile to differentiate
horizontally, we use A to identify nearby fibres of Z — X. Together this
defines V and hence the closed form wy = %Fv.

Lemma 4.1 ([8]). The form w4 is symplectic if and only if A is a definite
conmnection.

Remark 4.2. This is inspired in part by twistor theory. The isometric
identification £ — Az gives a diffeomorphism of Z with the twistor space
of (X, ga). However, the twistor almost complex structures are rarely com-
patible with w4. One can check that the Atiyah—Hitchin—Singer almost
complex structure Jy is compatible with w, if and only if g4 is anti-self-
dual Einstein with positive scalar curvature whilst the Eells—Salamon almost
complex structure J_ is compatible with w4 if and only if g4 is anti-self-dual
Einstein with negative scalar curvature. (See [1] and [6] for the definitions
and properties of J; and J_ respectively.)
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4.2. Symplectic Fano manifolds. The symplectic geometry of (Z,w,)
depends dramatically on the sign of the definite connection. We begin with
the following definition (which is not universally standard).

Definition 4.3. A symplectic manifold (M,w) is called a symplectic Fano
if [w] is a positive multiple of ¢;(M,w). It is called a symplectic Calabi—Yau
if ¢;(M,w) = 0.

Proposition 4.4 ([8]). If A is a positive definite connection then (Z,wa)
is a symplectic Fano. If A is negative definite then (Z,w4) is a symplectic
Calabi—Yau.

Definition 4.3 is of course directly inspired by the similar terms in use in
algebraic geometry. The motivation is that in algebraic geometry the study
of Fanos and Calabi—Yaus has special features and one is curious to see to
what extent these features extend to symplectic geometry. For example, it
is known that in each dimension there is a finite number of deformation
families of smooth algebraic Fano varieties (see, e.g., the discussion in [20]).

The next two results show the current knowledge on the extent to which
symplectic and algebraic Fanos diverge:

Theorem 4.5 (McDuff [25]). Let (M,w) be a symplectic Fano 4-manifold.
Then there is a compatible complex structure on M making it a smooth
algebraic Fano variety.

Theorem 4.6 (Fine-Panov [9]). There are symplectic Fanos which are not
algebraic, starting at least from dimension 12.

This leads to the following question (to the best of our knowledge, this
first appeared in the literature in [9], but had surely been discussed before):

Question 4.7. What is the lowest dimension 2n in which all symplectic
Fanos are necessarily algebraic? (We see from the above that 2 <n < 6.)

4.3. A gauge theoretic “sphere” conjecture for positive definite
connections. Since positive definite connections give rise to symplectic
Fano 6-manifolds they are useful for probing the n = 3 case of Question 4.7.
In this regard we have the following conjecture, which first appeared in [8].

Conjecture 4.8. Let A be a positive definite connection over a compact
4-manifold. Then the underlying 4-manifold is either S* or TP’ whilst the
resulting symplectic Fano is algebraic, being symplectomorphic to the stan-
dard structure on either CP? or the complete flag F(C?) respectively.

An initial motivation for this conjecture is the stark contrast between
the known examples of positive and negative definite connections. The
only known compact positive definite connections are isotopic to the Levi-
Civita connections on At — S% or At — CP°. The resulting symplectic
6-manifolds are then CP? or F(C?). On the other hand, in the many known
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examples of negative definite connections over compact 4-manifolds, the re-
sulting symplectic 6-manifold never admits a compatible complex structure.
See, for example, the discussions in [8, 9, 10].

Leaving aside Question 4.7, one can view Conjecture 4.8 as a gauge the-
oretic “sphere” conjecture. Sphere theorems in Riemannain geometry start
with a compact Riemannian manifold whose curvature satisfies a certain
inequality and deduce that the underlying manifold is diffeomorphic to a
sphere, or spherical space form. There is a long history of such theorems.
For a survey of classical results and recent developments, see the article
of Wilking [31]. A proof of Conjecture 4.8 would be, to the best of our
knowledge, the first example of such a theorem with purely gauge theoretic
hypotheses, involving the curvature of an auxialliary connection rather than
a Riemannian metric. It would also imply a more traditional sphere-type
theorem. To see this we first need the following result from [8]:

Theorem 4.9 (Fine-Panov [8]). Let g be a Riemannian metric on an ori-
ented 4-manifold X. Write Ricg for the trace free Ricci curvature of g, in-
terpreted as a map At — A~. The Levi-Civita connection on A" is definite

if
s 2
(5) (ﬁ n W+) > Ric} Rico .
In this case the sign of the connection agrees with that of det (s/12 + WT).

With this result in hand, we see that the following purely Riemannian
conjecture is implied by the more general Conjecture 4.8:

Conjecture 4.10. S* and TP are the only compact 4-manifolds which
admit Riemannian metrics satisfying the curvature inequality (5) and with
s/12 + W™ a positive definite endomorphism of AT.

A small step in the direction of Conjecture 4.10 was made in [8], where

the following result appears:

Theorem 4.11 (Fine-Panov [8]). . Let (M, g) be a compact oriented Rie-
mannian 4-manifold which satisfies the curvature inequality (5) and with
s/124+ W™ a positive definite endomorphism of AT. Then M is homeomor-

phic to the connected sum of n copies of TP for somen =0,1,2,3.
More evidence for Conjecture 4.10 is provided by the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Let (M, g) be a compact oriented Riemannian 4-manifold
which satisfies the curvature inequality (5). If g has positive scalar cur-
varture and is anti-self-dual then it is conformal to the standard metric on
cither S* or CP".

The proof is based on the following result of Verbitsky. We also give
here a shorter variation of Verbitsky’s proof. (The result we prove here is
Theorem 1.1 of [30]; see Definition 1.2 of [30] to pass from the statement
there to the language of taming forms.)



308 JOEL FINE, KIRILL KRASNOV AND DMITRI PANOV

Theorem 4.13 (Verbitsky [30]). Let (M, g) be a compact oriented 4-mani-
fold with anti-self-dual Riemannian metric. If the twistor space Z admits a
taming symplectic form then the metric is conformal to the standard metric

on either S* or @2.

Proof. We begin by showing that Z is Moishezon, using a result of Cam-
pana (Theorem 4.5 of [2]). Let C denote the space of analytic cycles of
dimension 1 in Z and write C; for the irreducible 4-dimensional component
which contains the vertical twistor lines. Campana’s Theorem says that if
C} is compact then Z is Moishezon. In our case, the complex structure is
tamed by a symplectic form and so compactness of C; follows by Gromov’s
compactness result.

Next, we note that if w is a taming symplectic form then so is w — y*w,
where v: Z — Z is the real involution on the twistor space. This second form
is in a multiple of the anti-canonical class. (This follows from the form of
the cohomology of Z which is given by Leray—Hirsch, and is described in, for
example, [16].) So we can assume the taming form represents ¢; (K~ 1). As a
consequence, for any k-dimensional subvariety V of Z, [, ¢1(K k> 0. We
can now apply the Nakai—Moishezon criterion, which holds for Moishezon
manifolds (Theorem 6 of [26], see also Theorem 3.11 of [21]). This tells us
that ! is ample and so Z is a projective manifold. Finally, a theorem of
Hitchin [16] guarantees that the standard conformal structures on S* and

CP” are the only ones which yield compact Kahler twistor spaces. O

Proof of Theorem 4.12. The inequality (5) implies that there is a sym-
plectic form on the twistor space. Moreover, it follows from Theorem 4.4
of [8] that this symplectic form tames the twistor complex structure. The
result now follows from Verbitsky’s Theorem. O

As further motivation for both believing Conjecture 4.8 and perhaps see-
ing how to attack it, we now show it holds for those positive definite con-
nections which are also critical points of the volume function. The following
argument was explained to us by Claude LeBrun.

Theorem 4.14. Let A be a positive definite connection on a compact 4-
manifold, solving the equation dy® 4 = 0 ensuring that ga is Einstein. Then
ga is also anti-self-dual. It follows that ga is the standard metric on either

S* or CP° and the corresponding Fano is symplectomorphic to CP3 or F(C3)
respectively.

Proof. Since A is positive definite, the scalar curvature s = 4A of gy is
positive. If g4 is also anti-self-dual then a theorem of Hitchin [16] ensures
that the only possibilities are the standard metrics on S* and CP’. The
twistor spaces of these 4-manifolds are CP? and F(C?) respectively and it is
a simple matter to check that the symplectic form w4 is the standard Kéahler
form on these spaces (e.g., for symmetry reasons).
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Assume then for a contradiction that W # 0. The key is the following
inequality due to Gursky (this first appeared in [12], see also the streamlined
proof in [13]). Let g be an Einstein metric with Ric = Ag, where A > 0, on
a compact 4-manifold X. If W is not identically zero then

207
(6) |W|?dvol > =5 vol(g).

To exploit this, write w; < ws < ws for the eigenvalues of WT. Now
w1 + we + w3z = 0 implies 0 < w3 < —2w; and wy < wy < —%wl. Because
w1 < 0 this last two-sided bound implies |ws| < |wi|. Hence [WT|? =
w? +w3 +wi < 6w?. Meanwhile, since A/3+ W™ is positive definite, we see
that w} < A?/9. Integrating the bounds |[W+|? < 6w? < % and applying
Gursky’s inequality (6) we obtain a contradiction. O

Remark 4.15. We remark that this result also follows from recent work of
Richard and Seshadri [28]. They study Riemannian 4-manifolds with posi-
tive isotropic curvature on self-dual 2-forms (a weakening of the usual posi-
tive isotropic curvature inequality, which is required to hold for all 2-forms
and which makes sense in any dimension). They prove that the only such

compact Einstein metrics are the standard metrics on S and TP They
give a different proof of this fact, but as they say it also follows from Gursky’s
inequality. The argument is almost identical to that given here: having pos-
itive isotropic curvature on self-dual 2-forms is equivalent to W' < s/6 and

so, for an Einstein metric, wz < % Reasoning as above then shows that

W2 < % and so by Gursky’s inequality the metric must actually be
anti-self-dual.

We can rephrase Theorem 4.14 as saying that when A is positive definite
and a critical point of the volume functional S then in fact S(A) attains the
topological maximum S(A) = 2y + 37. In particular, for positive definite
connections over a compact manifold, intermediate critical points are ruled
out. One possible approach to proving Conjecture 4.8 would be to use
the calculus of variations, or even the gradient flow, to find a maximum
of S. The goal would be to prove the following result, which, in view of
Theorem 4.14 and Moser’s proof of local rigidity of symplectic structures,
implies Conjecture 4.8.

Conjecture 4.16. Let A be a positive definite connection over a compact
4-manifold. Then A can be smoothly deformed through such connections to
a critical point of S.

In §5 we lay the basic analytic groundwork for this line of attack: we prove
that the Hessian of S is an elliptic second-order operator (modulo gauge)
and that its gradient flow exists for short time.

4.4. Negative definite connections. Recall that using definite connec-
tions, we are able to describe all Einstein metrics for which A/3 + W+
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is definite. Theorem 4.14 says that when A/3 + W™ is positive definite,

the only compact examples are the standard metrics on S* and CP°. In
the negative definite case, the only known examples are hyperbolic and
complex-hyperbolic manifolds. (Again, for the complex surfaces we use the
noncomplex orientation.)

Question 4.17. Do there exist compact Einstein 4-manifolds with Einstein
constant A < 0, for which % + W™ is negative definite, besides hyperbolic
and complex-hyperbolic manifolds?

We remark that there is a related well-known problem: do there exist
compact anti-self-dual Einstein manifolds with negative scalar curvature,
besides hyperbolic and complex-hyperbolic manifolds?

One way to try and produce an Einstein manifold answering Question 4.17
is to start with a negative definite connection and deform it to a critical point
of the volume functional. Some possible starting connections are described
in [8], exploiting a construction of Gromov-Thurston [11]. We recall the
idea here.

Let M be an oriented compact hyperbolic 4-manifold with a totally-
geodesic nulhomologous surface > C M. Since X is nulhomologous, for
each m there is an m-fold branched cover X,, — M, with branch locus
3. Pulling back the hyperbolic metric from M gives a singular metric on
Xpm. It can be smoothed in such a way as to give a metric for which (5) of
Theorem 4.9 is satisfied, with s/12 4+ W™ a negative definite endomorphism
of AT. Tt follows that the Levi-Civita connection on AT — X, is negative
definite.

Finiteness considerations show that not all X, achieved this way can
admit hyperbolic metrics and in fact Gromov and Thurston conjecture that
none of them do. Now one can check that 7(X,,) = 0. This follows from
the fact that X is nulhomologous and an equivariant version of the signature
theorem (see e.g., Equation (15) in the article [14] of Hirzebruch.) Since the
signature is a multiple of [(|[W T[> —|W~|?) any anti-self-dual metric on X,
is automatically conformally flat. It follows that any anti-self-dual Einstein
metric on X, has constant curvature and hence would be hyperbolic. In
particular, those nonhyperbolic X,,, (conjecturally all of them) do not admit
anti-self-dual Einstein metrics. To answer Question 4.17 then, one might
start with the negative definite connection on X,, and try to deform it to a
critical point of S, giving an Einstein metric which is not anti-self-dual.

5. The Hessian and gradient flow of the volume functional

In the previous section we discussed finding Einstein metrics by searching
for critical points of the volume functional S. In this section we lay the basic
groundwork for such an approach.

5.1. The Hessian is elliptic modulo gauge. We begin with the Hessian
of the volume function, S, defined on the space of definite connections.
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Definite connections satisfy a weak inequality and hence form an open set in
the space of all connections (in, for example, the C''-topology). We use the
natural affine structure on the space of connections to take the Hessian of .S
at A, to get a symmetric bilinear form H on Q'(X, E). (Recall we implicitly
identify so(F) = E throughout.) Using the L2-innerproduct defined by ga
we can then realise this as

H(a,b):/X(Da,b) VA

for a uniquely determined self-adjoint second-order operator D on Q' (X, E),
which we also call the Hessian. Our main result concerning D is:

Theorem 5.1. The Hessian of S is elliptic modulo gauge, with finitely many
positive eigenvalues.

As was mentioned above, this is in sharp contrast to the Hessian of the
FEinstein—Hilbert action.

The Hessian in general and this result in particular are far simpler to un-
derstand at a definite connection for which M4 = (A/3)?1g is a multiple of
the identity (with the multiple chosen so that Tr(y/M,) = |A|). Recall that
for such a connection g4 is anti-self-dual Einstein; meanwhile the functional
S attains its a priori topological maximum (equal to 2x(X) 4 37(X)) pre-
cisely at connections corresponding to ASD Einstein metrics. At such points
the functional is clearly concave so must have nonpositive Hessian. On a
first reading of the proof of Theorem 5.1, it is useful to focus on this case
My = (A/3)*1p where a great many of the formulae and interpretations
become simpler. We highlight these simplifications at various points.

5.1.1. Gauge fixing. Before proving Theorem 5.1, we first make precise
what we mean by “elliptic modulo gauge”. The gauge group G is the group of
all fibrewise linear isometries £ — E. This acts on connections by pulling
back, preserving both the space of definite connections and the action S.
Differentiating this action at a connection A gives a map Ry4: Lie(G) —
QY(X, E). Since S is gauge-invariant, it follows that its Hessian D vanishes
onim R4. The claim in Theorem 5.1 is that on the orthogonal complement of
im R 4, the Hessian is the restriction of an elliptic operator whose spectrum
is bounded above.

To describe this orthogonal complement, we need a concrete description
of Ra. First consider the subgroup Gy of gauge transformations covering
the identity on X (the usual gauge group in Yang—Mills theory). It has Lie
algebra Lie(Gy) = C*°(X, E) and here Ry is given by the familiar formula:
R4(§) = —da&.

Next, we use the connection A to determine a vector-space complement
to Lie(Gy) C Lie(G) by horizontally lifting vector fields on X to E. This
gives

Lie(G) = Lie(Gy) @ Hor4 = Lie(Gy) ® C (X, TX)
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where Hory = C°°(X,TX) are the horizontal lifts to £ of vector fields on X.
Of course, Hor 4 is not a Lie subalgebra precisely because A has curvature.

Lemma 5.2. Given u € Hor 4 its infinitesimal action at A is
Ry(u) = —1, Fa.

Proof. We switch to the principal bundle formalism. Let P — X be the
principal frame bundle of E. We interpret A as an SO(3)-equivariant 1-form
on P with values in so(3) whilst Lie(G) is the Lie algebra of SO(3)-invariant
vector fields on P. Given any element u € Lie(G), the corresponding infini-
tesimal action on A is Ra(u) = —Ly(A) = —d(A(u)) — t,dA. Now Hory is
precisely those u with A(u) = 0. For such vectors, ¢, [ANA] = 2[A(u), A] = 0.
It follows that ¢,dA = ¢, F4, since F)y = dA + %[A A Al O

So, given A we have an isomorphism Lie(G) = C*(X,E) ® C*(X,TX)
with respect to which the infinitesimal action at A is given by

(7) Ra(&u) = —da& — tFa.

Note that the action is first order in derivatives of £, but zeroth order in
u. This means that the gauge fixing will involve a mixture of algebraic
and differential conditions. The orthogonal complement to im R4 is ker RY.
Write fa: TX — A' ® E for the bundle homomoprhism fa(u) = ¢,Fa and
set Wy = ker i = (im fa)t. Then RY = —(d% ® f}) and so ker R% =
ker d% N Wa.

Lemma 5.3. There is an L?-orthogonal decomposition,
QYX,E) =im R4 @ ker RY,.
Proof. This follows from combining the orthogonal decomposition
QYX,E) = imdy @ ker d?
provided by elliptic theory and the pointwise orthogonal decomposition
A ® E =im fq @ ker f3. a

By gauge invariance, the Hessian D of S preserves sections of W4. We
will prove Theorem 5.1 by showing that on those sections a of W, for
which d%a = 0, D is equal to a genuinely elliptic second order operator
on C™(Wy).

Remark 5.4. When M4 is a multiple of the identity, the splitting A' @ E =
im f4 ® W4 coincides with a standard decomposition coming from Riemann-
ian geometry. Write Sy for the spin bundles of an oriented Riemannian
4-manifold and ST for the m! symmetric power of Si. Whilst Sy are
complex vector bundles, even powers—S? ® Si with p + g even—carry real
structures whose fixed loci are real vector bundles of half the dimension. In
what follows we will only encounter these even powers, which exist globally
even when X is not spin. In these cases we use S ® Si to denote the real
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vector bundle, of real rank p+ ¢+ 2. For example, by S_ ® S we mean the
spin bundle isomorphic to the real cotangent bundle.
There is an orthogonal decomposition

Al ® A+ ~ Al D I/Va
where W = S_ ® S_3~_. This follows from the isomorphisms A!' = S, ® S_
and AT = 52 and the irreducible decomposition

S_®8:®857 =2 (S-®85;)®(S-®52).

Using the identification ®4: E — AX, this splitting pulls back to A ® E.
One can check that this agrees with A' ® E = im f4 & Wy precisely when
My is a multiple of the identity (in which case F4 is a multiple of ®4).

5.1.2. The principal part of the Hessian. We next describe the leading
order part of the Hessian of S. We break the calculation up into a series of
small steps. We begin by introducing a first order operator 64: Q' (X, E) —
C>®(S?E) defined as follows. Let e; be a local oriented orthonormal frame
for E in which Fy =Y F; ® e;,dga = >_ daa; ® e;. Then
(5,4@)”’ vAa=dga; \ Fj + F; A dAaj,

defines the (i, j)-components of d4a.

As we will see in the next lemma, d4 appears in the first variation of v4

and M 4. This ultimately leads to the principal part of the Hessian having
the form 6% o L4 0 64 for some endomorphism L4 of the bundle S2E.

Lemma 5.5. Given an infinitesimal change A = a in a definite connection,
the corresponding changes in v4 and My are given by

1 _
(8) o4 =1y T (MAl/zéAa) va,

- 1 ~1/2
9) Mp = 8a0 = 7 T (MA 5Aa> M.

Proof. Equation (8) is just a restatement of (4) using d4. To prove (9),
use the definition of M in a local orthonormal frame: M;jvq = F; A F}.
Differentiating this gives Mava + Mava = (6aa)v g which together with (8)
completes the proof. O

Remark 5.6. When M 4 is a multiple of the identity, all these formulae sim-
plify. Identifying F and A via ® 4, we view d4: Q1 (X, AT) — C®(S2AT).
When M, = (A/3)?1g, this is simply the composition

QNX,AT) 9% 02X, AT) — 0F(S2AT)
where dvy is the covariant exterior derivative associated to the Levi-Civita
connection and the second arrow is projection A2 @ AT — S?AT onto the
symmetric tensor product.

Notice also that the formulae for 4 and My simplify. For example, Ma
is simply the trace-free part of dsa.
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Another ingredient we will need to describe the Hessian is a formula for
the change in M4~/2. This is determined from Equation (9) for M4 by
some linear algebra which we now describe.

Lemma 5.7. Let M be a positive definite matrix and N any symmetric
matriz regarded as an infinitesimal change in M. The corresponding infini-
tesimal change in M~Y2 s the unique solution G to the equation

(10) GM™ Y24 M~1V2G = —M'NM™!
Proof. The equation follows from differentiating M ~Y2M~1/2 = M~1. To

see that it has a unique solution, define an endomorphism f of the space of
symmetric matrices by

(11) H:Gw— —MGMY? — M'Y2GM.
Now (10) says H(G) = N. But one can check H is an isomorphism and so
G can be recovered from N. 0

With this lemma in hand, we define a map G4: S?E — S?E by setting
GA(N) to be the unique solution to (10) with M = My. To give a clean
formula for the infinitesimal change in M;l/ 2, we write La: S?°E — S?E
for the linear map given by

(12) La(N) =G <N - |/1\| Tr (M;WN) MA> .

Lemma 5.8. Given an infinitesimal change A = a in a definite connection
A, the corresponding change in MXI/Q is La(daa).

Proof. This comes from putting together Equation (9) for M, with Lem-
ma 5.7. U

The somewhat complicated looking formula (12) for L4 (equivalently the
expression (9) for M 4) has a simple geometric explanation. One can check
that G4 is self-adjoint and negative definite, i.e., that Tr (GaA(N)N') =
Tr (NG A(N')) and Tr (GA(N)N) < 0 if N # 0. (One way is to prove these
facts first for H defined in (11).) This means we can use —G4 to define a
new fibrewise innerproduct on the bundle S2E by (P, Q) := — Tr (G4(P)Q).
Now Ga(My) = —%M;UQ and so (Mg, M4) = V;—‘ We now see that

1 ~1/2 B (My,N)
N-y ™ (M3 PN) Ma = N NI
is simply the orthogonal projection of N away from the span of M, in
the new innerproduct (-,-). It follows that with respect to the standard
innerproduct Tr(PQ) on S%E, L4 is self-adjoint, negative semi-definite with
kernel spanned by M4. We record this in the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.9. The map La: S?°E — S?E defined in (12) is a self-adjoint
negative semi-definite operator with kernel spanned by M 4.

A
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Remark 5.10. Again, this all becomes much simpler when M 4 is a multiple
of the identity. In this case, GA(N) = —27(2|A]3)71N is just a multiple of
N and La(N) is —27(2|A]?)~! times the projection onto the trace-free part
of N.

The final ingredient we will need is an explicit formula for ¢%.
Lemma 5.11. The map C®(S?E) — QY(X, E) given by
N — —2% (daN A Fy)

is the L?-adjoint of 04, where here the symbol A denotes the operation
(A1 ® End(E)) ® (A2 ® E) — A3 ® E given by tensoring the wedge product
on forms with the natural action of End(E) on E.

Remark 5.12. Our convention for the Hodge star is that
BNy = (8,7)dvol,

which means that the codifferential (on any degree form on a four-manifold)
is given by d* = — x dx.

Proof. First note that, since d4Fqy =0, daN A Fq = da(N - Fy4) where the
symbol - here denotes the action of N on the E-factor of Fy € A>® E. Next
note that since Fy is self-dual, —2xd4(N - F4) = 2d% (N - F4). We now see
that
/ (—2 * (dAN N FA), a) VA = / (N - Fa, 2dACL) VA.
X X
Write dqa = > a; ® e;, then

(N Fa,2dpa) =2 (NijFi @ ¢j,ap @ ex) =2 ) _ Nij(Fi, ;) = Tr(Nqa)
i7j7k Z?]

which completes the proof. O

We can now give a precise description of the leading order part of the
Hessian of S. As a warm up, and to motivate the general case, we first
compute the Hessian of S at a point A for which M4 is a multiple of the
identity.

Proposition 5.13. When My is a multiple of the identity (so that ga is
anti-self-dual Einstein and S(A) = 2x + 37 attains a global mazimum), the
Hessian of S is given by
(13) D = 1A 0hoLyoda.

1272
Proof. Recall from the proof of Theorem 2.9 that the derivative of .S in the
direction a is given by

dS(a) A / (Pa,daa)va

=~ 62
67TX
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where &4 = +£F4 o M;l/z (with sign corresponding to that of the definite
connection). Writing the integrand in terms of a local frame for E, this
reads

A _
dS(a) = éﬂl/Z(MAm)ijFi A daaj.
(2]

Differentiating with respect to A in the direction b gives

d?S(a,b)
_ 1Al SL . 3 S (dabs o
— 62 Lw(dAb)FZ A dAa] + ‘A’ (dAbZ ANdaa; + E[b, a]z) ,
i, i

where in the last term we have used the fact that M4 is a multiple of the
identity. It is now a matter of simple integration by parts in the last term
to see that it vanishes. (]

In the general case, a similar calculation shows that the Hessian has the
same principal part as in the anti-self-dual Einstein case.

Proposition 5.14. At an arbitrary definite connection A, the principal part
of the Hessian of S is

2 |A| *
(14) D:127T2(5A0LA05A.
Proof. Recall from the proof of Theorem 2.9 that the derivative of .S in the
direction a is given by

(15) dS(a) = % /X (d4® 4, a)va

where &4 = £F4 o M;l/Q (with sign corresponding to that of the definite
connection). We now differentiate this with respect to A in the direction b.

The L*-innerproduct here depends on A, but the infinitesimal change in
metric is first-order in b. Since we are only interested in the principal part,
we can ignore this. The only piece which is second-order in b comes from
d%®4. In the notation of Lemma 5.11, one can check that

1 _
d3a = 504 <MA1/2) .
Again, the dependence of §% on A is first order. This means that we need

only ultimately consider the linearisation of A — Mgl/ 2 in the direction of

b (which will then be differentiated again by ¢%, becoming second order).
The proposition now follows from Lemma 5.8. O

We next turn to the symbol of D. Let 1 be a nonzero covector and write
o(D,n): A'@FE - A'@FE
for the symbol of D in the direction 7.
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Proposition 5.15. The symbol o(D,n) is negative semi-definite with kernel
equal to

kero(D,n)={n®e+ 1, Fa:e€ E, ucTX}

which is the span of the images of the symbols of da and fa. (Recall
fa: TX = A'® E is the map fa(u) = tuFa.)

Proof. Write ¢, for the symbol of d4 in the direction 1. Then by Proposi-
tion 5.14, o(D,n) = (]A|/127r2)6;; o L4 00, and this is negative semi-definite
by Lemma 5.9. Moreover, the kernel of (D, n) is precisely those a for which
dy(a) is a multiple of M4 (possibly zero multiple).

Since the action is gauge invariant, DoR 4 = 0 or, in other words, Dod4 =
0 = Do f4. This means that the images of the symbols of d4 and f4 must
lie in the kernel. Alternatively, we can check directly that

o(D,n)(n®e+1,Fy) =0.

The term n®e is killed immediately since ¥, begins by wedging with 7. For
the second term, we work in a local frame for E in which Fq = ) F; ® e;.
We have Xy, (1, Fa) = (WAL F;, Fy)+(nAwFj, F;). Now the 5-form nAF; A F;
is necessarily zero. It follows that

0=t ANF; NFj) =1tun NE; NFj —n AN ey Fy N Fy —n A\ Fi A, F.

Dividing by the volume form gives that 0, (¢, Fa) = n(u)M4 is a multiple of
My.

It remains to check that we have accounted for the entire kernel, i.e., that
it has dimension 7. The map §,: A' @ B — S?E is surjective. Indeed it
is, up to a factor of 2, the composition of the surjective operations: wedge
with 7 followed by self-dual projection A! ® E — AT ® E: identification of
At ® E and E® E via F and finally projection £ ® E — S?E. This means
that those a sent to a multiple of M4 by 6,—the kernel of o(D,n)—form a
7-dimensional subspace of A! ® E. [l

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We now prove that D is elliptic modulo gauge,
with finitely many positive eigenvalues. Recall that if £ € C*°(X, F) and
u € C®(X,TX), the infinitesimal gauge action Ra(&,u) = —da& — t,Fa
is first order in ¢ and zeroth order in u. To fix for this we will treat the
two parts separately. Write W4 < A! ® E for the orthogonal complement
of the image map fa (where fa(u) = ¢, Fa), i.e., Wy = ker f;. Write
II: A' ® E — Wy for the orthogonal projection onto Wy. Since Do f4 =0
and D is self-adjoint we see that D restricts to a map C>°(Wy4) — C®(Wy).
We will consider the gauge fixed operator D': C®(W4) — C*°(W,) given
by

(16) D'(Ila) = D(Ila) — II(d4dIa).

On the orthogonal complement ker R = kerd; N W4 of the gauge group
action, D' = D. With Proposition 5.15 in hand, it is straight forward to



318 JOEL FINE, KIRILL KRASNOV AND DMITRI PANOV

check that D’ is genuinely elliptic. Its symbol in the direction of a unit
length covector 7 is
'y = AL g
o(D',n) = 192 0y Lady — Upyll,
where p;,: A'® E — A ® E is given by tensoring 1p with the orthogonal
projection from A' onto the span of 7.

Suppose that o(D’,n)(a) = 0 for some a € Wy4. The symbol of D’ is
a sum of negative semi-definite operators and so «a is in the kernel of both
terms. By Proposition 5.15, it follows that a = n® e+ fa(u) for some e € E
and u € TX, but now p,(a) = 0 forces e = 0 and hence a € im f4, But
since a € Wy is also orthogonal to im fy4, this forces a = 0 and so (D', )
is negative definite and in particular an isomorphism.

We have shown that D’ is elliptic and so it has a complete basis of eigen-
vectors. It follows that the restriction of D to ker RY = kerd’ N Wy also
has a complete basis of eigenvectors (a sub-collection of the eigenvectors of
D’). Tt remains to show that D’ has finitely many positive eigenvalues, but
this follows from the fact that its symbol is negative definite. In our case we
1‘2/;‘2 I16% L ad4 in (16) gives an
elliptic operator D’ (with the same symbol) which is negative semi-definite
and so has nonpositive spectrum. Now D and D can be joined by a smooth
path, leaving the principal part alone and interpolating between the lower
order pieces. Using this path in place of D in (16) gives a path of elliptic
operators (all with the same symbol). Along this path the spectrum—a
discrete subset of R—varies continuously. Since it is nonpositive at one end
of the path, continuity implies only finitely many eigenvalues can become
positive at the other end. O

can see this directly: replacing D by Ilo D =

5.2. The Hessian as a spin Laplacian. When M, is a multiple of the
identity, so that g4 is anti-self-dual Einstein, the action S(A) attains a
global maximum and so the Hessian is nonpositive. In this section we will
show that in fact the Hessian is invertible modulo gauge. This implies that
anti-self-dual Einstein metrics with nonzero scalar curvature are locally rigid
modulo diffeomorphisms.

This local rigidity was originally proved for positive scalar curvature by
LeBrun [24] and negative scalar curvature by Horan [19]. In the traditional
twistor-theoretic point of view they employ, one uses the Penrose transform
to identify infinitesimal anti-self-dual Einstein deformations with the certain
twisted harmonic spinors. One must then show that the only such harmonic
spinors are zero. Our new formulation of the problem gives an alternative
way to interpret the appearance of this Dirac operator: modulo gauge, the
Hessian is the corresponding spin Laplacian.

When discussing gauge-fixing, we defined a sub-bundle W4 of A' ® F
which was orthogonal to the action im f4 of tangent vectors. Recall from
Remark 5.4 that when M4 is a multiple of the identity, ® 4 identifies W4
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with the twisted spin bundle S_ ® Si)’r c A' ® A*. This bundle carries a
Dirac operator defined by coupling to the Levi-Civita connection on Si,
which we denote

P: C®(S-®85%) = C™(SL @ S%)

We will show that D is essentially @*@. To compare these operators, we use
® 4 to identify A'® E — A' ® AT, Given a € A' ® E, we write & for its
image in A' @ AT,

Proposition 5.16. Let A be a definite connection with M4 a multiple of the
identity. Let a € QY(X, E) be an infinitesimal deformation of A orthogonal
to the gauge group action, i.e., a € C°(Wy) with dya = 0. Then

D(a) = —c @ P(a)
for some positive constant ¢, which depends only on |A|.

Proof. Remark (5.4) explains that if a € Wy then @ € C*°(S_ ® 53) lies
in the domain of the Dirac operator. Next, since that ® 4 identifies A with
the Levi-Civita connection V, we see that dya = 0.

Now, Equation (13) for the Hessian of S(A) when My is a multiple of
the identity shows that the Hessian is, up to multplication by a negative
constant factor, the following composition

d*
17)  QYX,AT) 9 02X AT) 2 02(X,AT) <% QY(X, AT
where p is orthogonal projection from A? ® AT onto the subspace S(Q)AJr C
A% ® AT of symmetric trace-free endomorphisms of A™.
Meanwhile, the Dirac operator @ can also be expressed in terms of dy

and d%. The range of @ is S, ® Si)’r = Si &>, Si. Meanwhile the range of dy
is

AoAT=2 (28 e(Sies?)2(S2est)asStoR® ST
and that of dg is AT = Si. The Dirac operator on S_ ® Si)’r is built from
the Si component of dy and the whole of ds.

Now projection of a section of A2® AT onto the Si component is precisely
the above projection p. So when d%a = 0, @a = p(dya). It follows that

D Do = (dY o pody)a which is, up to a negative factor, D(a). O

Corollary 5.17 (cf. LeBrun [24] when A > 0 and Horan [19] when A < 0).
When M4 is a multiple of the identity, the Hessian of S at A is negative
definite modulo gauge. It follows that anti-self-dual Finstein metrics with
nonzero scalar curvature are locally rigid modulo diffeomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 5.16 it suffices to show that when the metric is anti-
self-dual, Einstein with nonzero scalar curvature, the spin Laplacian @@
is invertible on sections of S_ ® Si. This was proved for positive scalar
curvature by LeBrun [24] and negative scalar curvature by Horan [19]. O
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At an arbitrary point A (for which M4 is no longer a multiple of the
identity) there is a similar story for the principal part (14) of the Hessian.
First, it is convenient to twist the tangent vector a € A' @ E by /Ma.
Define the “twisted tangent” o € A' ® E by a = /Maa. Explicitly, if
a=>a;® e;, then

o= Z(M;l/Z)ijaj X €;.
One then finds that the story for the principal part of the Hessian on the
space of twisted tangents « repeats the anti-self-dual Einstein case almost
exactly. The only additional difference is that in this case instead of the
projection p on the trace-free part one has to insert a more complicated op-
erator on S;AT 22 S1 into (17) that depends nontrivially on M4. One then
finds that the principal part of the gauge-fixed operator can be written in a

form analogous to Proposition 5.16, but with an additional endomorphism
Q: S+ ®S3 — 5L ®S53 (defined in terms of M) inserted:

C=(S_®53) 5 08, ©.53) L 0=, © 53) Ly 08, ® 52)

% o5 0 88).
This shows that in general the principal part of the gauge-fixed Hessian is
still given by the square of the Dirac operator, but with a nontrivial “twisting
matrix” Q*Q inserted. The main complication in the general case is that
there are also other terms, apart from the principal part, which are absent
in the anti-self-dual Einstein case.

5.3. Short time existence of the gradient flow of S. We now turn to
the gradient flow of S, which is given by

0A A

ot 6m2
(The actual constant factor appearing here is unimportant as long as the
sign agrees with that of the definite connection.) This is the analogue of the
Yang—Mills flow in our theory.

The fact that the Hessian of S is elliptic modulo gauge implies that the
gradient flow (18) is parabolic modulo gauge and hence exists for short
time. This is standard in the study of geometric flows, going by the name
of “de Turck’s trick” in the study of Ricci flow [3]; see also [4] for a similar
proof of the short-time existence of Yang—Mills flow. Accordingly we are
content to merely sketch the details.

(18) 45 4.

Theorem 5.18. Let Ag be a definite connection. Then there is a short-time
solution A(t) to the gradient flow (18) with A(t) = Ay.

Sketch of proof. We will first consider a gauge-equivalent flow:

0A A
(19) o = @dZQ’A —dadi (A — Ag) — fa(ua).
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Here ugy € C*°(X,TX) is the unique vector field which solves the equation

A

(20) Fatua) = (110 ((Gr s~ dzdf (A - ).

(Recall that II is the pointwise orthogonal projection of A'® E onto W4 and
so 1 —II is projection onto im f4.) By definition of uy4 this flow is tangent
to W4. We also ask that A(0) = Ap.

At t = 0, the principal part of the linearisation of this flow is is the
operator D’ on C*°(Wy4) of (16). To see this note that the first two terms
in (19) contribute D — dad’ (since at ¢ = 0 any effect on linearising d4d’
is then evaluated on A(0) — Ap = 0). Moreover, f4 is first order in A and
so the contribution to the principal part coming from fa(u4) is determined
purely by the change in u4. From the definition (20) of uy4 this cancels
exactly (1 — IT)(D — dad}), leaving D' = D — I1d4d% as the principal part
as claimed.

As we have seen, the symbol of D’ is negative definite. It follows from
the standard theory of parabolic PDE that (19) has a solution starting,
which exists at least for short time. Write A’ for the solution to (19) with
A'(0) = Ap. We now consider the path of gauge transforms g(t) € G which
are generated by —d%, (A" — Ag) — uas, with g(0) the identity. (Here, we
have implicitly used A’ to horizontally lift w4 and so consider it as an
infinitesimal gauge transformation). By gauge invariance of d%®4 and the
formula (7) for the infinitesimal action of —d%, (A’ — Ag) —u/, it follows that
A(t) = g(t)*A'(t) solves the original gradient flow (18) with A(0) = Ap. O

References

[1] ATiyaH, M. F.; HitcHIN, N. J.; SINGER, I. M. Self-duality in four-dimensional
Riemannian geometry. Proc. Roy. Soc. London. Ser. A. 362 (1978), no. 1711, 425—
461. MR0506229 (80d:53023), Zbl 0389.53011, doi: 10.1098 /rspa.1978.0143.

[2] CAMPANA, F. On twistor spaces of the class €. J. Differential Geom. 33 (1991), no.
2, 541-549. MR1094468 (92g:32059), Zbl 0694.32017.

[3] DETURCK, DENNIS M. Deforming metrics in the direction of their Ricci ten-
sors. J. Differential Geom. 18 (1983), no. 1, 157-162. MR0697987 (85j:53050), Zbl
0517.53044.

[4] DoNALDSON, S. K.; KRONHEIMER, P. B. The geometry of four-manifolds. Oxford
Mathematical Monographs. Oxford Science Publications. The Clarendon Press Oz-
ford University Press, New York, 1990. x+440 pp. ISBN: 0-19-853553-8. MR 1079726
(92a:57036), Zbl 0904.57001.

[5] EDDINGTON, A. S. A generalisation of Weyl’s theory of the electromagnetic
and gravitational fields. London R. S. Proc., 99 (1921), 104-122. Zbl 48.1040.04
doi: 10.1098 /rspa.1921.0027.

[6] EELLS, JAMES; SALAMON, SIMON. Constructions twistorielles des applications har-
moniques. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 296 (1983), no. 15, 685-687.
MRO0705691 (85a:58023), Zbl 0531.58020.

[7] FINE, JOEL. A gauge theoretic approach to the anti-self-dual Einstein equations.
Preprint, 2011. arXiv:1111.5005.


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0506229
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0389.53011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1978.0143
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1094468
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0694.32017
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0697987
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0517.53044
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0517.53044
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1079726
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0904.57001
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:48.1040.04
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1921.0027
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0705691
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0531.58020
http://arXiv.org/abs/1111.5005

322

(8]

(9]

[10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

22]
23]

24]

[25]

JOEL FINE, KIRILL KRASNOV AND DMITRI PANOV

FINE, JOEL; PANOV, DMITRI. Symplectic Calabi—Yau manifolds, minimal surfaces
and the hyperbolic geometry of the conifold. J. Differential Geom. 82 (2009), no. 1,
155-205. MR2504773 (2011b:53206), Zbl 1177.32014, arXiv:0802.3648.

FINE, JOEL; PANov, DMITRI. Hyperbolic geometry and non-Kéhler manifolds with
trivial canonical bundle. Geom. Topol. 14 (2010), no. 3, 1723-1763. MR2679581
(2011k:32036), Zbl 1214.53058, arXiv:0905.3237, doi: 10.2140/¢t.2010.14.1723.

FiNE, JoeL; Panov, DMITRI. The diversity of symplectic Calabi—Yau 6-
manifolds. J. Topology 6 (2013), no. 3, 644-658. MR3100885, arXiv:1108.5944,
doi: 10.1112/jtopol /jtt011.

GROMOV, M.; THURSTON, W. Pinching constants for hyperbolic manifolds. In-
vent. Math. 89 (1987), no. 1, 1-12. MR0892185 (88e:53058), Zbl 0646.53037,
doi: 10.1007/BF01404671.

GURSKY, MATTHEW J. Four-manifolds with §W™ = 0 and Einstein constants of
the sphere. Math. Ann. 318 (2000), no. 3, 417-431. MR1800764 (2002¢:53074), Zbl
1034.53032, doi: 10.1007/s002080000130.

GURSKY, MATTHEW J.; LEBRUN, CLAUDE. On Einstein manifolds of positive sec-
tional curvature. Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 17 (1999), no. 4, 315-328. MR1705915
(2000i:53068), Zbl 0967.53029, arXiv:math/9807055, doi: 10.1023/A:1006597912184.
HirzZEBRUCH, F. The signature of ramified coverings. Global Analysis (Papers in
Honor of K. Kodaira), 253-265. Univ. Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1969. MR0258060 (41
#2707), Zbl 0208.51802.

HiTtcHIN, NiIGEL. Compact four-dimensional Einstein manifolds. J. Differential
Geometry 9 (1974), 435-441. MR0350657 (50 #3149), Zbl 0281.53039. http://
projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214432419.

HiTcHIN, N. J. Kahlerian twistor spaces. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 43 (1981), no.
1, 133-150. MR0623721 (84b:32014), Zbl 0474.14024, doi: 10.1112/plms/s3-43.1.133.
HitcHIN, NIGEL. The geometry of three-forms in six dimensions. J. Differential
Geom. 55 (2000), no. 3, 547-576. MR1863733 (2002m:53070), Zbl 1036.53042.
HrrcHIN, NIGEL. Stable forms and special metrics. Global differential geometry: the
mathematical legacy of Alfred Gray (Bilbao, 2000), 70-89. Contemp. Math., 288,
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2001. MR1871001 (2003f:53065), Zbl 1004.53034,
arXiv:math/0107101, doi: 10.1090/conm/288.

HorAN, ROBIN. A rigidity theorem for quaternionic Kéhler manifolds. Differential
Geom. Appl. 6 (1996), no. 2, 189-196. MR1395029 (97¢:53068), Zbl 0846.32022,
doi: 10.1016,/0926-2245(96)89149-2.

IskovskikH, V. A. Fano threefolds. 1. Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat.
41 (1977), no. 3, 516-562, 717. MRO0463151 (80c:14023a), Zbl 0363.14010,
doi: 10.1070/IM1977v011n03ABEH001733.

KOLLAR, JANOS. Projectivity of complete moduli. J. Differential Geom. 32 (1990),
no. 1, 235-268. MR1064874 (92e:14008), Zbl 0684.14002, http://projecteuclid.
org/euclid. jdg/1214445046.

KrasNnov, KIRILL. Gravity as a diffeomorphism-invariant gauge theory. Phys. Rev.
D; Physical Review D 84 (2011). arXiv:1101.4788. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.84.024034.
KRrAsNOV, KIRILL. Pure connection action principle for general relativity. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106 (2011). doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.251103.

LEBRUN, CLAUDE. A rigidity theorem for quaternionic-Kéahler manifolds. Proc. Amer-.
Math. Soc. 103 (1988), no. 4, 1205-1208. MR0955010 (89h:53105), Zbl 0655.53056,
doi: 10.1016/0926-2245(96)89149-2.

McDurF, DUsA. The structure of rational and ruled symplectic 4-manifolds. J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 3 (1990), no. 3, 679-712. MR1049697 (91k:58042), Zbl 0723.53019,
doi: 10.1090/50894-0347-1990-1049697-8.


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2504773
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1177.32014
http://arXiv.org/abs/0802.3648
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2679581
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1214.53058
http://arXiv.org/abs/0905.3237
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/gt.2010.14.1723
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3100885
http://arXiv.org/abs/1108.5944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jtopol/jtt011
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0892185
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0646.53037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01404671
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1800764
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1034.53032
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1034.53032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002080000130
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1705915
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0967.53029
http://arXiv.org/abs/math/9807055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1006597912184
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0258060
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0208.51802
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0350657
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0281.53039
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214432419
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214432419
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0623721
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0474.14024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-43.1.133
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1863733
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1036.53042
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1871001
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1004.53034
http://arXiv.org/abs/math/0107101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/288
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1395029
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0846.32022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0926-2245(96)89149-2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0463151
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0363.14010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/IM1977v011n03ABEH001733
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1064874
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0684.14002
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214445046
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.jdg/1214445046
http://arXiv.org/abs/1101.4788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.024034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.251103
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0955010
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0655.53056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0926-2245(96)89149-2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1049697
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0723.53019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-1990-1049697-8

[26]

27]
28]
29]
(30]

(31]

A GAUGE THEORETIC APPROACH TO EINSTEIN 4-MANIFOLDS 323

MoisHEZON, B. G. On n-dimensional compact complex manifolds having n alge-
braically independent meromorphic functions. I. Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 30
(1966), 133-174. MR0216522 (35 #7355a), Zbl 0161.17802.

PAGE, D. A compact rotating gravitational instanton. Phys. Lett. 79 (1979), 235 —
238. doi: 10.1016,/0370-2693(78)90231-9.

RICHARD, THOMAS; SESHADRI, HARISH. Positive isotropic curvature and self-duality
in dimension 4. Preprint, 2013. arXiv:1311.5256.

THORPE, JOHN A. Some remarks on the Gauss-Bonnet integral. J. Math. Mech. 18
(1969), 779-786. MR0256307 (41 #963), Zbl 0183.50503.

M. Verbitsky. Rational curves and special metrics on twistor spaces. To appear in
Geometry and Topology, 2012. arXiv:1210.6725.

WILKING, BURKHARD. Nonnegatively and positively curved manifolds. Sur-
veys in differential geometry. XI, 25—62. Surv. Differ. Geom., 11, Int. Press,
Somerville, MA, 2007. MR2408263 (2009e:53048), Zbl 1162.53026, arXiv:0707.3091,
doi: 10.4310/SDG.2006.v11.nl.a3.

(Joel Fine) DEPARTEMENT DE MATHEMATIQUE, UNIVERSITE LIBRE DE BRUXELLES, BRUX-
ELLES 1050, BELGIUM
Joel.Fine@ulb.ac.be

(Kirill Krasnov) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY PARK, NOTTING-
HAM, NG7 2RD, UNITED KINGDOM
Kirill.Krasnov@nottingham.ac.uk

(Dmitri Panov) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, KING’S COLLEGE, STRAND, LONDON
WC2R 2LS, UniTED KINGDOM
Dmitri.Panov@kcl.ac.uk

This paper is available via http://nyjm.albany.edu/j/2014/20-18.html.


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0216522
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0161.17802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90231-9
http://arXiv.org/abs/1311.5256
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0256307
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0183.50503
http://arXiv.org/abs/1210.6725
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2408263
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1162.53026
http://arXiv.org/abs/0707.3091
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/SDG.2006.v11.n1.a3
mailto:Joel.Fine@ulb.ac.be
mailto:Kirill.Krasnov@nottingham.ac.uk
mailto:Dmitri.Panov@kcl.ac.uk
http://nyjm.albany.edu/j/2014/20-18.html

	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgements
	1.1. Main idea
	1.2. Drawbacks
	1.3. Applications

	2. Einstein's equations as a gauge theory
	2.1. Definite connections as potentials for conformal classes
	2.2. The sign of a definite connection
	2.3. Definite connections as potentials for metrics
	2.4. Reformulation of the Einstein equations
	2.5. The action
	2.6. Topological bounds
	2.7. Potential extensions of the formalism

	3. Related action principles
	3.1. The Einstein–Hilbert action
	3.2. Eddington's action for torsion-free affine connections
	3.3. Hitchin's functional and stable forms

	4. The symplectic geometry of definite connections
	4.1. The symplectic manifold associated to a definite connection
	4.2. Symplectic Fano manifolds
	4.3. A gauge theoretic ``sphere'' conjecture for positive definite connections
	4.4. Negative definite connections

	5. The Hessian and gradient flow of the volume functional
	5.1. The Hessian is elliptic modulo gauge
	5.2. The Hessian as a spin Laplacian
	5.3. Short time existence of the gradient flow of S

	References

