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FULLY NON-LINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS ON COMPACT

HYPERKÄHLER MANIFOLDS

GIOVANNI GENTILI AND LUIGI VEZZONI

Abstract. We consider a general class of elliptic equations on hypercomplex manifolds which
includes the quaternionic Monge-Ampère equation, the quaternionic Hessian equation and the
Monge-Ampère equation for quaternionic (n − 1)-plurisubharmonic functions. We prove that
under suitable assumptions the solutions to these equations on hyperkähler manifolds satisfy a
C2,α a priori estimate.

1. Introduction

In the present paper we study a general class of elliptic equations on compact hyperhermitian
manifolds. The interest in this class of equations moves from a Calabi-Yau–type conjecture on
HKT manifolds stated by Alesker and Verbitsky in [3] and from the work of Harvey and Lawson
[21, 22] about a general class of Dirichlet problems on special Riemannian manifolds including
hyperhermitian manifolds. The conjecture of Alesker and Verbitsky states that is always possible
to prescribe the J-anti-invariant part of the Chern-Ricci form on compact HKT manifolds and
has strong applications on the geometry of hyperhermitian manifolds. In analogy to the complex
case, the conjecture can be analytically reformulated in terms of a Monge-Ampère–type equation
(called quaternionic Monge-Ampère equation). So far the solvability of such equation is proved
only under extra assumptions. In [1] Alesker proved that the equation is always solvable on
compact flat hyperkähler manifolds. The result was drastically improved by Dinew and Sroka
in [10] who confirmed the conjecture on every compact hyperkähler manifold (for other results
related to the study of the equation see [2, 13, 14, 24, 25] and the references therein). Beside the
quaternionic Monge-Ampère equation, other parabolic and elliptic equations on hyperhermitian
manifolds have been considered in the literature. In [4, 5, 30] the parabolic counterpart of the
quaternionic Monge-Ampère equation was studied, while more general parabolic and elliptic
equations are taken into account in [15, 16, 21, 22, 25]. More recently, in [12] a quaternionic
analogue of the Monge-Ampère equation for (n − 1)-plurisubharmonic functions [11, 28, 29] is
solved on compact hyperkahler manifolds.

A hypercomplex manifold is a smooth manifold M equipped with three complex structures
(I, J,K) satisfying the quaternionic relations

IJ = −JI = K .

A Riemannian metric g on M is hyperhermitian if it is compatible with each complex struc-
ture. A hyperhermitian metric g induces the fundamental form ω(·, ·) := g(I·, ·). Due to the
quaternionic relations ω is J-anti-invariant, i.e. ω(J ·, J ·) = −ω(·, ·). On the other hand a
skew-symmetric 2-form which is compatible with I and is J-anti-invariant induces a hyperher-
mitian metric canonically. A hypercomplex manifold with a hyperhermitian metric is called a
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hyperhermitian manifold. The standard model of hyperhermitian manifold is the quaternionic
vector space H

n with the Euclidean metric. Moreover, any hyperkähler manifold is in particular
hyperhermitian.

Next we describe the class of equations we consider in the present paper.
Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a hyperhermitian manifold of real dimension 4n. Let also χ be a J-anti-

invariant real form in Λ1,1
I M . For any function ϕ : M → R which is at least of class C2, the

form

χϕ := χ+

√
−1∂∂̄ϕ−

√
−1J∂∂̄ϕ

2

is a J-anti-invariant real form in Λ1,1
I M . We denote with gϕ the corresponding symmetric

2-tensor. Composing with g−1 we get an endomorphism

Aϕ := g−1gϕ : T 1,0
I M → T 1,0

I M

which is hyperhermitian with respect to g. We shall study equations of the form

(1) F (Aϕ) = h ,

where h : M → R is a smooth datum. By F (Aϕ) we denote an expression of the type f(λ(Aϕ)),
where λ(Aϕ) = (λ1, . . . , λn) denotes the eigenvalues of Aϕ regarded as an n × n quaternionic
matrix and f is a symmetric function satisfying the following conditions:

1. f is defined on a symmetric proper convex open cone Γ in R
n with vertex at the origin

and containing the positive orthant Γn := {λ ∈ R
n | λi > 0 ,∀i = 1, . . . , n}.

2. fi := ∂f
∂λi

> 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n and f is a concave function.

3. sup∂Γ f < infM h, where sup∂Γ f = supλ0∈∂Γ lim supλ→λ0
f(λ).

4. For any σ < supΓ f and λ ∈ Γ we have limt→∞ f(tλ) > σ.

Assumption 2. ensures that if ϕ is Γ-admissible, i.e.

λ (Aϕ) ∈ Γ ,

the equation is elliptic, while 3. guarantees non-degeneracy of the equation and then uniform
ellipticity once the second order estimate is obtained.

The same framework has been investigated at length and has a long lasting tradition starting
from the influential paper of Caffarelli, Nirenberg and Spruck [7], where the Dirichlet problem
on domains of Rn is considered. The setting we described above is the natural generalization to
the quaternionic case of the one considered by Székelyhidi in [26] for studying fully non-linear
elliptic equations on complex manifolds. Note that the quaternionic Monge-Ampère equation,
the quaternionic Hessian equation [15, 21, 22] and the Monge-Ampère equation for quaternionic
(n− 1)-plurisubharmonic functions [15] belong to this general class of equations.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperkähler manifold, χ ∈ Λ1,1
I M a real J-anti-

invariant form, and ϕ a C-subsolution of (1). Then there exist α ∈ (0, 1) and a constant C > 0,
depending only on (M, I, J,K, g), χ, h and ϕ, such that any Γ-admissible solution ϕ to (1) with

supM ϕ = 0 satisfies the estimate

‖ϕ‖C2,α ≤ C .

In the statement by C-subsolution of (1) we mean that ϕ ∈ C2(M,R) is such that
(

λ
(

Aϕ

)

+ Γn

)

∩ ∂Γh(x) is bounded for every x ∈M ,
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where for every σ > sup∂Γ f , Γσ denotes the convex superlevel set Γσ = {λ ∈ Γ | f(λ) > σ}.

The proof of Theorem 1 is obtained as follows:

In section 2 we prove that solutions to (1) satisfy a C0-a priori bound. This section is quite
general since the hyperkähler assumption does not play a role and the estimate we obtain holds
true when the manifold is simply hyperhermitian.

In section 3 we prove that the Laplacian of solutions to (1) satisfies the following estimate

∆gϕ ≤ C (‖∇ϕ‖C0 + 1)

for a positive constant C depending on the data. We use an approach introduced by Chou
and Wang [8] to study the Hessian equation (see also Hou, Ma and Wu [23]). Here is where
the hyperkähler assumption plays a role. A key observation is that concavity of the equation
implies that F satisfies

F rs̄(A)Ars̄ ≤ C

2n
∑

k=1

F kk̄(A)

for every hyperhermitian matrix A such that λ(A) ∈ ∂Γσ, where the constant C depends on
σ ∈ [sup∂Γ f, supΓ f ]. Here F rs̄ are the first derivatives of F with respect to the (r, s̄)-th entry.
Note that if F∗ denotes the differential of F we have

F∗|A(X) := F ij̄(A)Xij̄

and
∑2n

k=1 F
kk̄(A) is the trace of gradient of F once it is regarded as a matrix. Note that our

Laplacian estimate is shaper than the one obtained by Székelyhidi [26, Proposition 13], since
Székelyhidi’s estimate involves ‖∇ϕ‖2C0 , while the hyperkähler assumption allows us to prove an
estimate which involves ‖∇ϕ‖C0 only.

In section 4 we prove the C1-estimate. The fact that our Laplacian estimate involves ‖∇ϕ‖C0 ,
only, allows us to obtain the C1-estimate quite easily. Indeed we can combine an interpolation
inequality, Morrey’s inequality and elliptic bounds in order to prove the estimate. In particular
we do not need to apply any Liouville-type theorem.

In section 5 we obtain the C2,α-estimate by using a general result of Tosatti, Wang, Weinkove
and Yang [27] and in section 6 we combine the results of the previous sections in order to prove
Theorem 1.

Acknowledgements. The first-named author is grateful to Elia Fusi for many useful discus-
sions.

2. C0 estimate

In this section we show that every solution ϕ of class C2 to (1) satisfies a C0 a priori bound.
The strategy we adopt is to use the Alexandrov-Bakelman-Pucci (ABP for short) maximum
principle in the form of [26, Proposition 10]. Such an idea can be traced back to the work of
B locki [6] for the complex Ampère equation. For a more restrictive class of equations Sroka
proves in [25] a sharp C0-estimate by adapting a technique of Guo and Phong [18, 19] and of
Guo, Phong and Tong [20] to the quaternionic case. The class of equations considered by Sroka
is more restrictive than the one taken into account in the present paper, on the other hand
Sroka’s estimate is sharper than ours.
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Lemma 2. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold. If ϕ is a solution to

(1), then there exist p,C > 0, depending only on the background data, such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

ϕ− sup
M

ϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

≤ C .

Proof. The proof is a standard application of the weak Harnack inequality. We explain the
main ideas for convenience of the reader. Take an open cover of M made of coordinate balls
2Bi := B2ri(xi) such that the balls Bi with half the radius still cover M . Since

Γ ⊆
{

λ ∈ R
n |

n
∑

i=1

λi > 0

}

,

we have trωχϕ > 0 and so, using that ω is J-anti-invariant, we get

∆ωϕ = trω(
√
−1∂∂̄ϕ) = trω

(√
−1∂∂̄ϕ−

√
−1J∂∂̄ϕ

2

)

= trωχϕ − trωχ ≥ −C .

Therefore we can apply the weak Harnack inequality [17, Theorem 9.22] to ψ := ϕ− supM ϕ on
2Bi deducing

(2) ‖ψ‖Lp(Bi) ≤ C

(

inf
Bi

(−ψ) + 1

)

,

where p,C > 0 depend only on the choice of the cover and the background metric. Since ψ ≤ 0
we have infBj

(−ψ) = 0 for at least one index j, and thus ‖ψ‖Lp(Bj) ≤ C. This bound also

gives an estimate for infBi
(−ψ) on all coordinate balls intersecting Bj. We can then iterate the

argument by using (2) and obtain an upper bound on each ball of the cover. �

Proposition 3. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold. If ϕ,ϕ are a C-
subsolution and a solution to (1) respectively, with supM ϕ = 0, then there is a constant C > 0,
depending only on the background data and the subsolution ϕ, such that

‖ϕ‖C0 ≤ C .

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume ϕ = 0, since we can always modify χ in order
to obtain ϕ = 0. Since we assumed supM ϕ = 0, the claim is equivalent to a lower bound for
S = infM ϕ, hence, we may assume S ≤ −1.

Since ϕ = 0 is a C-subsolution there are δ,R > 0 such that

(3)
(

λ
(

g−1χ
)

− δ1 + Γn

)

∩ ∂Γh(x) ⊆ BR(0) , at every x ∈M ,

where 1 = (1, 1, . . . , 1). Pick I-holomorphic coordinates (z1, . . . , z2n) centered at the point where
ϕ attains its minimum S. We may identify such coordinate neighborhood with the open ball of
unit radius B1 = B1(0) ⊆ C

2n centered at the origin. Let v(x) = ϕ(x) + ε|x|2 be defined on B1

for some small fixed ε > 0. Observe that infB1
v = v(0) = ϕ(0) = S and inf∂B1

v ≥ v(0) + ε.
These conditions allow us to apply the ABP method (see [26, Proposition 10]) to obtain

(4) C0ε
4n ≤

∫

P
det(D2v) ,

where C0 > 0 is a constant depending on the dimension of M only,

P =
{

x ∈ B1 | |Dv(x)| < ε

2
, v(y) ≥ v(x) +Dv(x) · (y − x) for all y ∈ B1

}

,
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and Dv, D2v are the gradient and the (real) Hessian of v. Note that P ⊆ {x ∈ B1 | D2v(x) ≥ 0},
then, thanks to a calculation by B locki [6], we have

(5) det(D2v) ≤ 24n det(HessCv)2 , at every x ∈ P .

Applying [25, Lemma 3.1] we also have

(6) det(HessCv) ≤ 22n det

(

HessCv + J tHessCvJ

2

)

.

Furthermore, since convexity implies plurisubharmonicity, we have HessCv(x) ≥ 0 at any point
x ∈ P and thus also HessCϕ(x) ≥ −εId, where Id is the 2n × 2n identity matrix. Choosing ε
small enough depending on g and δ, we have

(7) λ

(

g−1

(

χ+
HessCϕ+ J tHessCϕJ

2

))

∈ λ
(

g−1χ
)

− δ1 + Γn , at every x ∈ P .

On the other hand, since ϕ solves equation (1) we also have

(8) λ

(

g−1

(

χ+
HessCϕ+ J tHessCϕJ

2

))

∈ ∂Γh(x) , at every x ∈ P .

Together (3), (7) and (8) imply that |HessCϕ + J tHessCϕJ | ≤ C on P and thus also HessCv +
J tHessCvJ ≤ C. Consequently, from (4), (5) and (6) we get

C0ε
4n ≤ CVol(P )

By definition of P we have v(0) ≥ v(x) −Dv(x) · x > v(x) − ε/2, i.e. v(x) < S + ε/2 < 0 for all
x ∈ P . As a consequence for any p > 0

‖v‖pLp(M) ≥ ‖v‖pLp(P ) =

∫

P
(−v)p ≥

∣

∣

∣
S +

ε

2

∣

∣

∣

p
Vol(P ) ≥ C−1C0ε

4n
∣

∣

∣
S +

ε

2

∣

∣

∣

p
.

Applying Lemma 2 we find a p > 0 such that ‖v‖Lp is bounded, therefore we conclude. �

3. Laplacian estimate

In this section we establish the upper bound of the Laplacian of solutions to (1):

Proposition 4. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperkähler manifold. Let ϕ,ϕ be a C-
subsolution and a solution to (1) respectively. Then there is a constant C > 0, depending only

on (M, I, J,K, g), ‖h‖C2 , ‖χ‖C2 , ‖ϕ‖C0 and ϕ, such that

∆gϕ ≤ C (‖∇ϕ‖C0 + 1) .

In order to prove Proposition 4 we need the following lemma whose proof is completely
analogous to the one of [26, Proposition 6]:

Lemma 5. Let a, b ∈ R be such that sup∂Γ f < a < b < supΓ f and let δ,R > 0. Then there

exists a constant κ > 0 such that for any σ ∈ [a, b], every hyperhermitian matrix B satisfying

(λ(B) − 2δ1 + Γn) ∩ ∂Γσ ⊆ BR(0) ,

and every hyperhermitian matrix A satisfying λ(A) ∈ ∂Γσ and |λ(A)| > R, we have either

F jk̄(A)
(

Bjk̄ −Ajk̄

)

> κ
2n
∑

k=1

F kk̄(A)

or

F jj̄(A) > κ

2n
∑

k=1

F kk̄(A) , for all j = 1, . . . , 2n .
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Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4:

Proof of Proposition 4. Consider the quantity

Q = 2
√

λ1 + α(|∇ϕ|2g) + β(ϕ)

where λ1 : M → R is the largest eigenvalue of the matrix Aϕ and

α, β : R → R , α(t) = −1

2
log

(

1 − t

2N

)

, β(t) = −2Dt+
1

2
t2 ,

being N = ‖∇ϕ‖2C0 + 1 and D > ‖ϕ‖C0 a large constant we will determine later. Note that

(4N)−1 ≤ α′(|∇ϕ|2g) ≤ (2N)−1 , α′′ = 2(α′)2 ,

−3D ≤ β′(ϕ) ≤ −D , β′′ ≡ 1 .

Let x0 ∈ M be a maximum point of Q. In order to prove the statement, it is enough to show
that

(9) λ1(x0) ≤ C
(

‖∇ϕ‖2C0 + 1
)

for a positive constant C. Indeed, since

(10) 2
√

λ1(x) + α(|∇ϕ(x)|2g) + β(ϕ(x)) ≤ 2
√

λ1(x0) + α(|∇ϕ(x0)|2g) + β(ϕ(x0))

at every point x ∈M and

0 ≤ α(|∇ϕ|2g) ≤ 1

2
log 2 ,

then if (9) is true we can conclude that

λ1(x) ≤ C ′
(

‖∇ϕ‖2C0 + 1
)

, for every x ∈M ,

where C ′ depends on C, D and ‖ϕ‖C0 .

The function λ1 could be non smooth near x0. In order to overcome this problem we modify
its definition as follows. Consider I-holomorphic coordinates around x0 such that

• the coordinates are normal with respect to g at x0, i.e. gij̄(x0) = δij̄ and ∂rgij̄(x0) = 0;

• J takes its standard form at x0;

• gϕ is diagonal at x0;

• the eigenvalues of Aϕ regarded as complex matrix are non-increasing.

Note that in these coordinates since J is parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita connection of
g, its first derivatives vanish at x0. Moreover, Aϕ(x0) takes the following diagonal expression

Aϕ(x0) = diag(λ1(x0), λ1(x0), λ2(x0), λ2(x0), . . . , λn(x0), λn(x0)) .

Let
Ã = Aϕ −B ,

where B is a constant matrix of the form

B = diag(0, 0, B22̄, B22̄, . . . , Bnn̄, Bnn̄)

and the components Brr̄ satisfy

0 < B22̄ < B33̄ < · · · < Bnn̄ < 2B22̄ .

Since the eigenvalues {λ̃1, . . . , λ̃n} of Ã regarded as a quaternionic matrix are distinct at x0,

they remain distinct in a neighborhood of x0 and so λ̃1 is a smooth function near x0 such that
λ̃1(x0) = λ1(x0).
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We then replace Q with

Q̃ = 2

√

λ̃1 + α(|∇ϕ|2g) + β(ϕ)

which still achieves a maximum at the point x0.

Let

L(u) := F ij̄(Aϕ)uij̄

be the linearized operator of F . And note that F ij̄(Aϕ) is diagonal at x0.

From now on we write F ij̄ instead of F ij̄(Aϕ) in order to simplify the notation. We have

Q̃k(x0) = 0

and

L(Q̃) = L

(

2

√

λ̃1

)

+ L
(

α(|∇ϕ|2g)
)

+ L(β(ϕ)) ≤ 0 at x0 .

We aim to show that this last inequality implies (9). Here we handle the three terms of L(Q̃)
separately.

We have

L

(

2

√

λ̃1

)

= F kk̄

(

λ̃1,kk̄√
λ1

−
|λ̃1,k̄|2

2λ1
√
λ1

)

at x0 ,

where

λ̃1,k =
∂λ̃1

∂Ãij̄

Ãij̄,k , λ̃1,k̄ =
∂λ̃1

∂Ãij̄

Ãij̄,k̄ ,(11)

λ̃1,kk̄ =
∂2λ̃1

∂Ãij̄∂Ãab̄

Ãij̄,kÃab̄,k̄ +
∂λ̃1

∂Ãij̄

Ãij̄,kk̄ .(12)

The indexes after the comma denote covariant derivatives with respect to the Levi-Civita con-
nection of g. In order to compute the derivatives of λ̃1 with respect to the entries of the matrix
Ã, since J takes the standard form

J =















0 −1
1 0

. . .

0 −1
1 0















at x0, we consider the following basis of hyperhermitian matrices:

{E2r−1 2s, E2r 2s, E2r 2r} , r < s ,

where

(E2r−1 2s)ij̄ =











1 if (i, j) = (2r − 1, 2s), (2s, 2r − 1)

−1 if (i, j) = (2r, 2s − 1), (2s− 1, 2r)

0 otherwise

r < s

and

(E2r 2s)ij̄ =

{

1 if (i, j) = (2r, 2s), (2s, 2r), (2r − 1, 2s − 1), (2s − 1, 2r − 1)

0 otherwise
r ≤ s .
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Since Ã is diagonal at x0, for r < s and t ∈ R we have

det(Ã+tE2r−1 2s−λId) = det(Ã+tE2r 2s−λId) =
(

λ2 − λ(λ̃r + λ̃s) + λ̃rλ̃s − t2
)2

n
∏

k=1
k 6=r,s

(λ̃k−λ)2

at x0, and

det(Ã+ tE2r 2r − λId) =
(

λ̃r + t− λ
)2

n
∏

k=1
k 6=r

(λ̃k − λ)2

at x0. In particular

λ1(Ã+ tEp 2s) =



















λ̃1 + t if p = 2s = 2 ,

λ̃1+λ̃s

2 +

(

(

λ̃1−λ̃s

2

)2
+ t2

)1/2

if p ∈ {1, 2} , s > 1 ,

λ̃1 otherwise

at x0, where λ1(Ã+ tEp 2s) denotes the first eigenvalue of Ã+ tEp 2s. It follows that

∂λ̃1

∂Ãij̄

= δi1̄δ1j̄ + δi2̄δ2j̄

at x0. Similarly, one can compute

∂2λ̃1

∂Ãij̄∂Ãab̄

=

{

2
λ̃1−λ̃s

if (i, j) = (a, b) , i ∈ {1, 2} , j > 2 , j = 2s− 1 or j = 2s ,

0 otherwise

at x0. Therefore, taking into account that Bij̄,k̄ = 0, since B is constant in the chosen neigh-

borhood and the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection vanish at x0, equations (11)
and (12) reduce at x0 to

λ̃1,k = gϕ
11̄,k

+ gϕ
22̄,k

, λ̃1,k̄ = gϕ
11̄,k̄

+ gϕ
22̄,k̄

,(13)

λ̃1,kk̄ = 2
∑

s>1

2
∑

p=1

|gϕ2s−1 p̄,k|2 + |gϕ
p 2s−1,k

|2 + |gϕ2s p̄,k|2 + |gϕ
p 2s,k

|2

λ1 − λ̃s
+ gϕ

11̄,kk̄
+ gϕ

22̄,kk̄
.(14)

The next step consists in showing that

(15)

2
∑

p=1

F kk̄gϕ
pp̄,kk̄

≥
2
∑

p=1

F kk̄gϕ
kk̄,pp̄

− CF at x0 ,

where

F =
2n
∑

k=1

F kk̄(x0) .

Note that, by [26, Lemma 9] we have F > τ > 0. Taking into account that Γc
ab(x0) = 0, we

compute

gϕ
pp̄,kk̄

= ∂p̄∂pg
ϕ
kk̄

− Γr
pk∂pg

ϕ
kr̄ − ∂p̄Γq

pkg
ϕ
qk̄

− Γq
pk∂p̄g

ϕ
qk̄

+ Γq
pkΓr

pkg
ϕ
qr̄ = ∂p̄∂pg

ϕ
kk̄

− ∂p̄Γq
pkg

ϕ
qk̄
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at x0. Moreover, using that Γq
pk = −∂kJ s̄

pJ
q
s̄ (cf. [5, Proof of Lemma 4.3]) and the fact that the

first derivatives of J vanish at x0, we deduce

2
∑

p=1

∂p̄Γq
pk = −

2
∑

p=1

∂p̄∂pJ
s̄
kJ

q
s̄ = −

2
∑

p=1

∂p̄∂kJ
s̄
pJ

q
s̄ = −

2
∑

p=1

(∂p̄∂k(J s̄
pJ

q
s̄ ) − J s̄

p∂p̄∂kJ
q
s̄ )

=
2
∑

p=1

J s̄
p∂p̄∂kJ

q
s̄ = ∂1̄∂kJ

q
2̄
− ∂2̄∂kJ

q
1̄

= 0

(16)

at x0, because ∂p̄J
a
q̄ = ∂q̄J

a
p̄ in any I-holomorphic coordinate system (see [10, Remark 2.13]). So

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,kk̄

=
2
∑

p=1

∂p̄∂pg
ϕ
kk̄

at x0. Since F jk̄ satisfies F jk̄ = F ab̄J k̄
aJ

j
b̄

we have

2
∑

p=1

F kk̄∂p̄∂pg
ϕ
kk̄

≥ 1

2

2
∑

p=1

F kk̄
(

J b̄
kJ

a
k̄∂p̄∂pϕab̄ + ∂p̄∂pJ

b̄
kJ

a
k̄ϕab̄ + J b̄

k∂p̄∂pJ
a
k̄ϕab̄

)

− CF

=
1

2

2
∑

p=1

F aā∂p̄∂pϕaā −
1

2

2
∑

p=1

F aā∂p̄∂pJ
b̄
kJ

k
āϕab̄ −

1

2

2
∑

p=1

F bb̄J k̄
b ∂p̄∂pJ

a
k̄ϕab̄ − CF

=
1

2

2
∑

p=1

F aā∂p̄∂pϕaā +
1

2

2
∑

p=1

F aāJ b̄
k∂p̄∂pJ

k
āϕab̄ +

1

2

2
∑

p=1

F bb̄∂p̄∂pJ
k̄
b J

a
k̄ϕab̄ − CF

=
1

2

2
∑

p=1

F aā∂p̄∂pϕaā − CF

at x0, where we used again (16). In a similar way we have

2
∑

p=1

F kk̄∂k̄∂kg
ϕ
pp̄ ≤

1

2

2
∑

p=1

F kk̄∂k̄∂kϕpp̄ +CF

at x0, and thus we obtain (15).

Differentiating the equation F (Aϕ) = h we have

(17) hj = F ik̄gϕ
ik̄,j

= F kk̄gϕ
kk̄,j

,

and

(18) hjj̄ = F ik̄,rs̄gϕ
ik̄,j

gϕ
rs̄,j̄

+ F kk̄gϕ
kk̄,jj̄

at x0. Using (15) in (14) and applying (18) with j = 1, 2 we get

F kk̄λ̃1,kk̄ ≥ −F ik,rs
2
∑

p=1

gϕ
ik̄,p

gϕrs̄,p̄ − CF ≥ −CF

at x0, where we also used that F is concave. Hence we have

(19) L

(

2

√

λ̃1

)

≥ − 1

2λ1
√
λ1
F kk̄

∣

∣

∣

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,k̄

∣

∣

∣

2
− CF at x0 .
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Now we handle the second and the third term of L(Q̃). We have

L
(

α(|∇ϕ|2g)
)

= F kk̄
(

α′′∇k̄|∇ϕ|2g∇k|∇ϕ|2g + α′∇k̄∇k|∇ϕ|2g
)

= F kk̄



α′′
∣

∣

∣

2n
∑

j=1

(ϕjkϕj̄ + ϕjϕj̄k)
∣

∣

∣

2
+ α′

2n
∑

j=1

(ϕjkk̄ϕj̄ + |ϕjk|2 + |ϕjk̄|2 + ϕjϕj̄kk̄)





at x0. Since

ϕjkk̄ = ϕkk̄j +Rkk̄j
qϕq , ϕj̄kk̄ = ϕkk̄j̄

and

F kk̄gϕ
kk̄,j

= F kk̄

(

χkk̄,j +
1

2
ϕkk̄j +

1

2
J b̄
kJ

a
k̄ϕab̄j

)

≤ F kk̄ϕkk̄j + CF ,

F kk̄gϕ
kk̄,j̄

= F kk̄

(

χkk̄,j̄ +
1

2
ϕkk̄j̄ +

1

2
J b̄
kJ

a
k̄ϕab̄j̄

)

≤ F kk̄ϕkk̄j̄ + CF

at x0, using (17) and its conjugate, keeping in mind that 0 < α′ < (2N)−1, we obtain

α′F kk̄





2n
∑

j=1

(ϕjkk̄ϕj̄ + ϕjϕj̄kk̄)



 ≥ −CF

at x0. Moreover, using the inequality |a+ b|2 ≥ 1
2 |a|2 − |b|2 we have

α′F kk̄
2n
∑

j=1

(

|ϕjk|2 + |ϕjk̄|2
)

≥ 1

4N
F kk̄|ϕkk̄|2 =

1

8N
F kk̄(|ϕkk̄|2 + |J b̄

kJ
a
k̄ϕab̄|2)

=
1

8N
F kk̄(|2gϕ

kk̄
− 2χkk̄ − J b̄

kJ
a
k̄ϕab̄|2 + |J b̄

kJ
a
k̄ϕab̄|2)

≥ 1

4N
F kk̄|gϕ

kk̄
|2 −CF

at x0. Furthermore, since Q̃k(x0) = 0 we infer

2
∑

p=1

gϕpp̄,k√
λ1

+ α′
2n
∑

j=1

(ϕjkϕj̄ + ϕjϕj̄k) + β′ϕk = 0

at x0, and using α′′ = 2(α′)2, we obtain

α′′F kk̄
∣

∣

∣

2n
∑

j=1

(ϕjkϕj̄ + ϕjϕj̄k)
∣

∣

∣

2
= 2F kk̄

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,k̄√
λ1

+ β′ϕk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ 2ε

λ1
F kk̄

∣

∣

∣

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,k̄

∣

∣

∣

2
− 2ε

1 − ε
(β′)2F kk̄|ϕk|2 ,

at x0, where we used the inequality |a+ b|2 ≥ ε|a|2 − ε
1−ε |b|2 for every ε ∈ [0, 1). Hence

(20) L
(

α(|∇ϕ|2g)
)

≥ 2ε

λ1
F kk̄

∣

∣

∣

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,k̄

∣

∣

∣

2
− 2ε

1 − ε
(β′)2F kk̄|ϕk|2 +

1

4N
F kk̄|gϕ

kk̄
|2 − CF at x0 .

Moreover,

(21) L (β(ϕ)) = β′F kk̄ϕkk̄ + β′′F kk̄ϕkϕk̄ at x0 .
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Then (19), (20), (21) and L(Q̃)(x0) ≤ 0 imply
(22)

4ε
√
λ1 − 1

2λ1
√
λ1

F kk̄
∣

∣

∣

2
∑

p=1

gϕ
pp̄,k̄

∣

∣

∣

2
+

(

β′′ − 2ε

1 − ε
(β′)2

)

F kk̄|ϕk|2 +
1

4N
F kk̄|gϕ

kk̄
|2 + β′F kk̄ϕkk̄ −CF ≤ 0 .

at x0. By choosing

ε <
1

18D2 + 1

and assuming that
√
λ1(x0) ≥ 1

4ε the first two terms on the right hand side of (22) are non-
negative. Hence

(23)
1

4N
F kk̄|gϕ

kk̄
|2 + β′F kk̄ϕkk̄ − CF ≤ 0 at x0 .

Again, we assume ϕ ≡ 0, otherwise we could replace χ with a suitably chosen form in order
to simplify the equation. By definition of C-subsolution we can find δ,R > 0 such that

(

λ(g−1χ) − 2δ1 + Γn

)

∩ ∂Γh(x) ⊆ BR(0) , at every x ∈M .

Suppose λ1 > R then |λ(Aϕ)| > R and we can then apply Lemma 5 to deduce the existence of
a constant κ > 0 such that either

−F kk̄ϕkk̄ > κF ,

or

F kk̄ > κF , for all k = 1, . . . , 2n .

In the first case, choosing D large enough we can guarantee β′F kk̄ϕkk̄−CF > 0 which, together
with (23) yields a contradiction. Therefore, we only need to consider the second case. We have

β′F kk̄ϕkk̄ =
1

2
β′F kk̄(ϕkk̄ + J b̄

kJ
a
k̄ϕab̄) = β′F kk̄(gϕ

kk̄
− χkk̄) ≥ −3DF kk̄gϕ

kk̄
− CF ,

and so from (23) we obtain

(24)
1

4N
F kk̄|gϕ

kk̄
|2 − 3DF kk̄gϕ

kk̄
− CF ≤ 0 .

Using F kk̄|gϕ
kk̄
|2 ≥ F 11|gϕ

11̄
|2 = F 11λ21 > κFλ21 in (24), we get

(25)
1

4N
κFλ21 − 3DF kk̄gϕ

kk̄
− CF ≤ 0 .

Since f is concave, for λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) and 1 = (1, . . . , 1) we have

f(λ) − f(1) ≥ ∇f(λ) · (λ− 1)

which gives, at x0

F kk̄gϕ
kk̄

=
n
∑

j=1

(

F 2j−1 2j−1 + F 2j 2j
)

λj = 2
n
∑

j=1

fj(λ)λj ≤ 2f(λ) − 2f(1) + 2
n
∑

j=1

fj(λ)

= 2h− 2f(1) + F ≤ CF
hence, we deduce from (25)

λ21 ≤ CN ,

which implies the bound. �
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4. Gradient estimate

In this section we use interpolation inequalities to deduce a bound for the gradient of solutions
to (1).

Proposition 6. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold. Assume that every

solution ϕ of (1) satisfies

∆gϕ ≤ C(‖∇ϕ‖C0 + 1) .

Then there is a bound

∆gϕ ≤ C ′ ,

depending only on (M, I, J,K, g), C and ‖ϕ‖C0 .

Proof. In view of [17, section 6.8], for any ε > 0 and 0 < α < 1 there exists a constant Cε > 0
such that

‖ϕ‖C1 ≤ Cε ‖ϕ‖C0 + ε ‖ϕ‖C1,α .

By choosing p = 4n
1−α > 4n applying Morrey’s inequality and elliptic Lp-estimates for the

Laplacian, we have

‖ϕ‖C1,α ≤ C1 ‖ϕ‖W 2,p ≤ C2

(

‖ϕ‖Lp + ‖∆gϕ‖Lp

)

≤ C2

(

‖ϕ‖C0
+ ‖∆gϕ‖C0

)

for some positive constants C1, C2 depending only on α. Therefore, we obtain

‖ϕ‖C1 ≤ Cε ‖ϕ‖C0 + εC2C (‖ϕ‖C1 + 1) ,

which gives the gradient bound, and thus the Laplacian bound we were looking for, when we
choose ε < (C2C)−1. �

5. C2,α estimate

Proposition 7. Let (M4n, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold. If ϕ is a solution

to (1) such that ‖ϕ‖C0 and ∆gϕ are bounded from above by a constant C > 0, then there exists

α ∈ (0, 1) and a constant C ′ > 0, depending only on the background data and C such that

‖ϕ‖C2,α ≤ C ′ .

Proof. For any point x0 ∈ M , take a I-holomorphic coordinate chart (z1, . . . , z2n) centered at
x0 and assume that the domain of the chart contains B1(0). Consider also the induced real
coordinates (x1, . . . , x4n), where zk = xk +

√
−1x2n+k, for k = 1, . . . , 2n. We take into account

the real representation of complex matrices ι : C2n,2n → R
4n,4n, defined as

ι(H) :=

(

Re(H) Im(H)
−Im(H) Re(H)

)

.

The map ι sends the space Herm(2n) of 2n × 2n Hermitian matrices to the space Sym(4n)
of 4n × 4n real symmetric matrices. We will also need the projections p: Sym(4n) → Im(ι),
T : Sym(4n) ×B1(0) → Im(ι)

p(N) :=
1

2
(N + tINI) , T (N,x) =

1

4
(p(N) + ι(J t(x))p(N)ι(J(x))) .

In the chosen coordinates, for a C2-regular function u : B1(0) ⊆ C
2n → R we have

ι(HessCu) =
1

2
p(D2u) .

Observe that, whenever N ∈ Sym(4n), for every x ∈ B1(0), the endomorphism

Ñ(x) := g−1(x)(ι−1(T (N,x))) ,
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is hyperhermitian with respect to g. Define the set

E =
{

N ∈ Sym(4n) | λ(Ñ (0)) ∈ Γ̄σ ∩BR(0)
}

,

where σ and R are to be chosen. The set E is compact and by convexity of Γ it is also convex.
Note that by continuity of g, and possibly shrinkingB1(0) to a smaller radius r ∈ (0, 1), it follows

that λ(Ñ(x)) is close to λ(Ñ (0)). Possibly shrinking B1(0) again we may assume that if N lies

in a sufficiently small neighborhood U of E , then λ(Ñ (x)) ∈ Γ̄σ ∩B2R(0) for any x ∈ B1(0).
The bound ∆gϕ ≤ C implies that σ and R can be chosen so that

ι(χ(x)) + T (D2ϕ(x), x) = ι

(

χ(x) +
HessCϕ(x) + J t(x)HessCϕ(x)J(x)

2

)

∈ E ,

for each x ∈ B1(0).
Finally, our assumptions on f ensure that [27, Theorem 1.2] can be applied with

• F : Sym(4n) × B1(0) → R defined as F (N,x) = f(λ(Ñ(x))) for N ∈ U , and extended
smoothly to all of Sym(4n) ×B1(0);

• S : B1(0) → Sym(4n) defined as S(x) = ι(χ(x));

• T : Sym(4n) ×B1(0) → Sym(4n) defined as T (N,x) = 1
4(p(N) + ι(J t(x))p(N)ι(J(x))).

And since ‖ϕ‖C0 ≤ C we obtain the desired bound ‖ϕ‖C2,α ≤ C for some α ∈ (0, 1). �

6. Proof of the main result

Proof of Theorem 1. Let (M, I, J,K, g) be a compact hyperkähler manifold and let ϕ be a solu-
tion to (1) such that supM ϕ = 0. By Proposition 3 there is a constant C1 > 0 such that

‖ϕ‖C0 ≤ C1 ,

with C1 depending only on background data. We can then apply Proposition 4 to get a bound
of the form

∆gϕ ≤ C2 (‖∇ϕ‖C0 + 1)

where C2 > 0 depends only on the background data. We then deduce a gradient bound from
Proposition 6 and thus we have

∆gϕ ≤ C3 .

The C2,α estimate is then implied by Proposition 7 and the result follows. �
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