arXiv:2208.14539v1 [math.AP] 30 Aug 2022

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY

JINGRUI CHENG, YULUN XU

Abstract. We use sup-convolution to find upper approximations of a bounded m-subharmonic function on a compact Kähler manifold with nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. As an application, we show the Hölder continuity of solutions to σm equation when the right hand side is in L^p, p >^n_m . All these results generalize to more general complex Hessian equations.

1. Introduction

The regularization theory for plurisubharmonic functions on a compact complex manifold has been well-developed so far. Let M be a compact complex manifold and γ a (1, 1) form on M. Let φ be a γ-plurisubharmonic function on M (i.e. γ + √ −1∂ ¯∂φ ≥ 0 on M). Roughly speaking, we hope to find a family of smooth functions φ_j decreasing to φ where each φ_j is still γ-plurisubharmonic (or has very small loss of Hessian).

Before we survey any previous result, we would like to remark that classical version of such questions on C^n is quite easy. Indeed, if φ is a plurisubharmonic function on C^n , we could simply define φ_ε(z) = ∫ C^n φ(z+εw)χ(|w|)dV (w), where χ is a standard smoothing kernel. Then one can easily verify that φ_ε would decrease to φ and φ_ε is also plurisubharmonic. Such an approach even generalizes to the case when the underlying manifold M is homogeneous. Indeed, it is possible to define “translation with length h” on homogeneous manifolds and one can define φ_ε by taking the average over all translations of φ with length h. One may refer to [9] for more details of this argument.

It is clear that we can no longer use the above definition for φ_ε on manifolds. To find such approximations, either we can try to define φ_ε locally using the above formula and try to glue them together, or we can try to find a global expression to replace the above formula. Blocki and Kolodziej [2] took the first approach for bounded plurisubharmonic functions. They used convolution to define φ_ε locally, and try to glue them together. The major progress was later made by Demailly [4], [5]. What he had in mind was mainly about applications to algebraic geometry. Another application of his regularization theory was to prove the Hölder continuity of solutions to Monge-Ampere equations when the right hand side is in L^p with p > 1.

Date: July 2022. 1

Let (M, ω_0) be a compact Kähler manifold. Consider the complex Monge- Ampere equation:

(ω_0 + √ −1∂ ¯∂φ)^n = e^F ω^n_0 , sup_M φ = 0.

We assume that e^F ∈ L^p(ω^n_0 ) for some p > 1. In the pioneering work by Kolodziej [14], he proved that φ has uniform L^∞ bound (a bound for ∫ e^F |F |^pω^n_0 for p > n is already sufficient). Later on, Kolodziej [15] also proved that the solution to complex Monge-Ampere is Hölder continuous when the right hand side is in L^p for some p > 1. Then S. Dinew [6] proved that the Hölder exponent actually depends only on p and n, under a positivity assumption on bisectional curvature.

In order to show that the solution is Hölder continuous, the proof in [7] have two main ingredients (very roughly speaking):

(1) (Stability Estimate)

Let v be any bounded ω_0-psh function, then one has sup_M (v − φ) ≤ C||(v − φ)^+||^μ_{L1} , for some μ > 0, and x^+ = max(x, 0).

(2) (Upper Regularization)

Consider φ_ε(z) = ∫ ζ∈T_z M φ(expz(εζ))χ(|ζ| 2)dV_z (ζ), and show that ω_0 + √ −1∂ ¯∂φ_ε ≥ −ε^αω_0, ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^β. Once we have (1) and (2), we can take v =^{φε}_{1+εα} in the Stability Estimate, and obtain that φ_ε − φ ≤ Cε^γ . On the other hand, Δφ ≥ −n since φ is ω_0-psh, we will be able to get sup_z′_{∈B ε2 (z)} φ(z^′) − φ(z) ≤ Cε^γ , and this will imply φ is in C^γ .

The goal of this present work is to make a first attempt to generalize such results to more general Hessian equations. We will consider equations of the following form:

(1.1) f(λ[h_φ]) = e^F , λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ.

In the above, φ is a real valued function on M and (h_φ)^i_j = ∑ k g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + φ_j¯_k) and λ[h_φ] means the eigenvalues of {(h_φ)^i_j }_{1≤i, j≤n}. In the above, f(λ_1, λ_2, · · · , λ_n) is a function defined on a cone Γ ⊂ R^n . Following [11], we make the following assumptions on the cone Γ as well as the function f:

(1) Γ and f are symmetric in λ, which means they are invariant under swapping λ_i and λ_j.

(2) Γ_n ⊂ Γ ⊂ Γ_+, where Γ_n = {λ ∈ R^n : λ_i > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} and Γ_+ = {λ ∈ R^n : ∑ i λ_i > 0}. Γ is convex.

(3)^{∂f}_{∂λi} > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n and f is concave on Γ.

(4) There exists c_0 > 0 such that if we put F (h) = f(λ(h)) where h is a positive definite n × n Hermitian matrix, then det^{∂F}_{∂hij̄} ≥ c_0 > 0.

(5) There exists C_0 > 0 such that for λ ∈ Γ_n, ∑_n i=1 λ_i^{∂f}_{∂λi} ≤ C_0f.

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY3

The examples which one would like to study first is the σ_m equation (with 1 ≤ m ≤ n), where f(λ) = σ^{1m}_m (λ) where σ_m(λ) = ∑ 1≤i_1<i_2<···<i_m≤n λi1 · · · λim , defined on the cone Γm = {λ ∈ R n : σ_i(λ) > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Note that examples like f(λ) = (_{σk} σ_m ) 1_{k−m} , 1 ≤ m ≤ k − 1 would not satisfy the assumption (4) above, but f(λ) = (_{σk} σ_m ) 1_{k−m} + cσ^{1l}_l with c > 0 does satisfy the assumption (4).

Due to the main result of [11], φ is bounded in L^∞. In order to study the Hölder continuity, we need to establish the Stability Result and Upper Regularization result for (1.1), similar to the approach for complex Monge- Ampere equations.

The stability result for a general Hessian equations can be obtained following a PDE approach developed in [19], [20] and [11]. It is done in Section 3. It can be stated as follows:

Proposition 1.2. (Lemma 3.8) Let δ > 0 and let v be a bounded function such that λ (_δ 2 I + (h_v )^i_j ) ∈ Γ. Let φ solve 1.1 with e^{nF} ∈ L^{p0} (ω^n_0 ) for some p_0 > 1. Let s_0 > 0 be suitably large (compared with δ) such that (1) s_0 ≥ 2δ||v||_L∞ ; (2) ∫ M ((1 − δ)v − φ − s_0)^+e^{nF} ω^n_0 ≤ δ^{n+1}.

Then for any μ <^1_{nq0} (where q_0 =^{p0}_{p0−1} ),

sup_M (v − φ) ≤ s_0 + C_1s^{−μ}_0 ||(v − φ)^+||^μ_{L1} .

The next step is to find a suitable upper approximation φ_ε. We need to choose φ_ε so that:

(1) (φ_ε is almost Γ-admissible) There exists γ_1 > 0 such that^{Cεγ1}_2 I + (h_{φε} )^i_j ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. (Actually one can show that (φ_ε)_i¯_j is bounded below for each ε > 0) (2) (φ_ε approximates φ in L^1) There exists γ_2 > 0 such that ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{γ2} .

(3) (φ_ε approximates φ from above) φ_ε(z) ≥ sup_z′_{∈Bε(z)} φ(z^′) − Cε. In this work, we try a sup convolution to construct the approximation, namely we define

(1.3) φ_ε(z) = sup_{ξ∈TzM} ( φ(exp_z(ξ)) + ε − 1 ε |ξ|^2_z ) ) . In the above, exp_z(ξ) is the exponential map defined using ω_0, and |ξ|_z is the length of the tangent vector (at z). Unfortunately, at this moment, we need to require M to have nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. With this assumption, one has:

Proposition 1.4. (Theorem 2.1) Assume that M has nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. Let φ be Γ-admissible and bounded in the viscosity sense. Define φ_ε according to (1.3), then (1), (2), (3) above holds.

The requirement of being compact Kähler and having nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature is rather restrictive. Mok [16] has a uniformization theorem which says that its universal cover is isometrically biholomorphic to (C^k , g_0) × (P^{N1} , θ_1) × · · · (P^{Nl} , θ_l) × (M_1, g_1) × · · · (M_p, g_p). In the above, g_0 is the standard Euclidean metric. M_1, · · · , M_p are Hermitian symmetric spaces with g_1, · · · g_p being canonical metrics on them, and θ_1, · · · , θ_l are metrics on P^{N1} , · · · , P^{Nl} carry nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. In our work, the only reason we need this additional curvature assumption is to estimate the lower bound of complex Hessian for φ_ε (i.e. to show φ_ε is almost Γ-admissible in the viscosity sense). We hope to relax or remove such curvature assumptions in the future.

Combining Proposition 1.2 and 1.4, we can show that solutions to (1.1) with e^F ∈ L^{p0} for some p_0 > 1 is Hölder continuous. Indeed, we take v =^1_{1+ Cε}γ_{12} φ_ε, then v would satisfy the assumptions in Proposition 1.2.

Then we can take δ = Cε^{γ1} and we can take s_0 = ε^a for some a > 0 and small. This is possible due to some additional estimates regarding (1) and (2) in Proposition 1.2. So the estimate would give us that: sup_M (v − φ) ≤ Cε^b. Since φ_ε is uniformly bounded, this easily translates to:

sup_{Bε(z)} φ(z^′) ≤ sup_M (φ_ε − φ) + Cε ≤ C^′ε^{b′} .

This would imply that φ is Hölder continuous. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 1.5. (Theorem 3.15) Let (M, ω_0) be a compact Kähler manifold with nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. Let φ be a solution to (1.1) with f satisfying the structural assumptions and the right hand side e^F ∈ L^p(ω^n_0 ) for some p > n. Then for any γ <^{p−n}_{2(p−n+pn)} we have that ||φ||_Cγ ≤ C^′, with C^′ depends on the background metric, p_0, n, as well as ||e^F ||_Lp as well as the choice of γ.

This theorem corresponds to Theorem 3.15, with p_0 =^p_n .

If we specialize to the σ_m equation by taking f(λ) = σ^{1m}_m (λ), then we have:

Corollary 1.6. Let (M, ω_0) be a compact Kähler manifold with nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. Let φ be an m-subharmonic solution to the σ_m equation:

(ω_0 + √ −1∂ ¯∂φ)^m ∧ ω^{n−m}_0 = e^F ω^n_0 , λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_φ)_j¯_k )_i j ∈ Γ_m.

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY5

Assume that e^F ∈ L^p(ω^n_0 ) for some p >^n_m , then for any γ <^{mp−n}_{2(mp−n+mpn)} , one has ||φ||_Cγ ≤ C^′, where C^′ depends additionally on the background metric and ||e^F ||_Lp_{(ω}n_{0 )} and also the choice of γ.

As far as we know, the previous results regarding Hölder continuity to solutions of σ_m-equation are for domains of C^n and ω_0 is the standard Euclidean metric in C^n , see [1] and [17]. The organization of the paper is as follows.

In Section 2, we develop the theory for upper approximation for bounded functions for which the comlex Hessian lies in a general cone Γ, assuming the holomorphic bisectional curvature of the underlying manifold is nonnegative.

In Section 3, we use the approximations found in section 2 to show the Hölder continuity of solutions to complex Hessian equations.

2. Approximation using sup-convolution

In this section, we verify that the φ_ε defined by (1.3) will be a good upper approximation of φ, satisfying (1), (2) and (3) above (1.3). More precisely, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (M, ω_0) is a Kähler manifold such that the holomorphic bisectional curvature is non-negative. Let φ ∈ C(M) and λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense, as defined by Definition 2.3. Define φ_ε as in (1.3). Then we have:

(i) φ_ε is semi-convex and |φ_ε| ≤ C for a constant C depending only on ||φ||_L∞ . (ii) There exists a constant C depending on ||φ||_∞ and (M, ω_0) such that:

λ(g^{ik̄}(φ_ε)_i¯_k + (1 + Cε^{12} )I) ∈ Γ.

(iii) There exists a constant C depending on ||φ||_∞ and (M, ω_0) such that: ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{14} . Moreover, if we have that φ is Hölder continuous with a Hölder exponent γ_0, then we can improve the above results as follows:

(ii^′) There exists a constant C depending on ||φ||_C0,γ_0 and (M, ω_0) such that:

λ(dd^cφ_ε + (1 + Cε^{1+γ02−γ}0 )ω_0) ∈ Γ.

(iii^′) There exists a constant C depending on ||φ||_C0,γ_0 and (M, ω_0) such that: ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{12(2−γ}0^) . Demaily used a special holomorphic coordinate in his paper [5] to simplify the calculation. We give the following definition in light of his idea.

Definition 2.2. We call a holomorphic coordinate (z) normalized coordinate if in this coordinate the Kähler form has the following expansion:

(ω_0)_i¯_k = δ_{ik} − c_{ikαβ}z_αz̄_β + O(|z|^3)

In [5], Demailly define the following approximation for an ω_0-psh function φ: Ψ(z, w) = ∫ ζ∈T_z M ψ(exph_z (wζ))χ(|ζ|^2)dλ(ζ). In the above, χ is a smoothing kernel with compact support. exph is a modification of the usual exponential map which erases all the non-holomorphic terms with respect to ζ in the Taylor expansion of exp_z(ζ) at ζ = 0. The estimates in [5] depends crucially on that √ −1∂ ¯∂ψ ≥ 0, and does not seem to generalize to when it may have negative eigenvalues.

Now we work with (1.3) and our first step is to get a lower bound of the complex Hessian. In this work, we will mostly work with the notion of viscosity solutions. Following [13], we can define:

Definition 2.3. Let φ ∈ C(M), we say that λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense, if for all x_0 ∈ M and all P ∈ C^2(M) touching φ from above at x_0 (P (x_0) = φ(x_0), P (x) ≥ φ(x) in a neighborhood of x_0), we have

λ[h_P ](x_0) = λ ( (g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_j∂¯_kP ))^i_j ) (x_0) ∈ Γ.

Remark 2.4. We note that if φ ∈ C^2(M) with λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ pointwise, then λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ also in viscosity sense. Indeed, if P touches φ from above at x_0, then we would have P_i¯_j (x_0) ≥ φ_i¯_j (x_0). Hence if we take eigenvalues, λ_i(λ[h_P ]) ≥ λ_i(λ[h_φ]), 1 ≤ i ≤ n. But Γ is a convex cone containing Γ_n := {λ ∈ R^n : λ_i > 0}, we get λ[h_P ] ∈ Γ.

First we show that λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense translate to a similar condition for φ_ε. We start with the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.5. (1) Let φ ∈ C(M) and we define φ_ε according to (1.3).

Let x_0 ∈ M and P be a C^2 function defined in a neighborhood of x_0 touching φ_ε from above. Assume that φ_ε(x_0) = φ(exp_{x0} (ξ_0)) + ε −^1_ε |ξ_0|^2_{x0} for some ξ_0 ∈ T_{x0} (M). Let ξ(z) ∈ T_zM be a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of x_0 with ξ(x_0) = ξ_0. Define ϕ(z) = exp_z(ξ(z)), then z → P − ε +^1_ε |ξ(z)|^2_z touches φ ∘ ϕ from above at z_0.

(2) If the map ϕ is holomorphic with D_zϕ(x_0) being invertible, then w → (P − ε +^1_ε |ξ|^2) ∘ ϕ^{−1}(w) touches φ from above at exp_{x0} (ξ_0).

Proof. The proof is rather straightforward out of the definition. For part (1), let P touch φ_ε from above will lead to the following string of inequalities:

P (z) ≥ φ_ε(z) ≥ φ(exp_z(ξ(z))) + ε − 1 ε |ξ(z)|^2_z , with equality achieved at x_0. This just means P (z) +^1_ε |ξ(z)|^2_z − ε touches φ ∘ ϕ from above.

For part (2), the additional assumption on ϕ implies that ϕ is actually biholomorphic between a neighborhood of x_0 and a neighborhood of w_0 := exp_{x0} (ξ_0). □

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY7

As a direct consequence, we have Corollary 2.6. Assume that λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. Let ξ(z) and ϕ(z) satisfy the assumptions in point (2) of Lemma 2.5. Put w_0 = exp_{z0} (ξ_0) and Q(w) = (P − ε +^1_ε |ξ(z)|^2_z ) ∘ ϕ^{−1}(w). Then λ(g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{wjw̄k} Q)(w_0) ∈ Γ.

In order to get the estimate of Hessian for φ_ε (in the viscosity sense), we need to translate Corollary 2.6 to a statement at z_0. For this we have:

Lemma 2.7. λ(g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{wjw̄k} Q))(w_0) is the same as the set of roots of

f(λ) = det ( (λ−1) ∑ i,j g_i¯_j (w_0) ∂ϕ_i ∂z_a ∂ϕ¯_j ∂z̄_b (x_0)−(P +ε− 1 ε |ξ(z)|^2_z )_{zaz̄b} (x_0) ) 1≤a,b≤n. Proof. First we observe that

(2.8) Q_i¯_j(w_0) =

∂(ϕ^{−1})_a ∂w_i ∂(ϕ^{−1})¯_b ∂w̄_j (P − ε + 1 ε |ξ(z)|^2_z )_{zaz̄b} (x_0).

On the other hand, λ(g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{wj w̄k} Q))(w_0) is the set of roots for: det ( λδ_{ij} − g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_j¯_kQ)(w_0) ) = det ( (λ − 1)δ_{ij} − g^{ik̄}∂_j¯_kQ(w_0) ) = det(g^{−1}) det ( (λ − 1)g_i¯_j (w_0) − Q_i¯_j (w_0) ) = det(g^{−1})| det(D_wϕ^{−1})(w_0)|^2 det ( (λ − 1) ∑ i,j g_i¯_j (w_0) ∂ϕ_i ∂z_a ∂ϕ¯_j ∂z̄_b (z_0) − (P + ε − 1 ε |ξ(z)|^2_z )_{zaz̄b} ) . In the last equality, we used (2.8). □

Since we want to “translate” from w_0 = exp_{z0} (ξ_0), we wish to take the map ϕ to satisfy:

(2.9) ∑ i,j g_i¯_j (w_0) ∂ϕ_i ∂z_a ∂ϕ¯_j ∂z̄_b (z_0) = g_a¯_b(x_0), ϕ holomorphic, det D_zϕ(x_0) ≠ 0.

Next let us explain how to achieve (2.9). First let us observe that w_0 and x_0 are actually very close if ε is small enough. Indeed, Lemma 2.10. Let φ ∈ C(M) and φ_ε be as defined by (1.3). Let ξ_0 ∈ M and ξ_0 ∈ T_{x0} M. We assume that ξ_0 achieves the sup in the definition of φ_ε, then |ξ_0|_{x0} ≤ (2||φ||_L∞ ε)^{12} . In particular, d(w_0, x_0) ≤ Cε^12 .

If we assume additionally that φ ∈ C^α(M), then

|ξ_0|_{x0} ≤ (ε[φ]_α)^{12−α} , where [φ]_α = sup_{x,y∈M}^{|φ(x)−φ(y)|}_{d(x,y)α} .

Proof. Since ξ_0 achieves the sup, we have:

φ(exp_{x0} (ξ_0)) + ε − 1 ε |ξ_0|^2_{x0} ≥ φ(x_0) + ε − 0.

In the right hand side above, we are taking ξ = 0. If φ does not have any estimate on the modulus of continuity, we can only estimate φ(exp_{x0} (ξ_0)) − φ(x_0) by 2||φ||_L∞ . If φ ∈ C^α, then we have

φ(exp_{x0} (ξ_0)) − φ(x_0) ≤ [φ]_αd(exp_{x0} (ξ_0), x_0)^α ≤ [φ]_α|ξ_0|^α_{x0} . □ As a direct consequence of this, we note that φ_ε is semi-convex:

Lemma 2.11. Define φ_ε according to (1.3). Then φ_ε is semi-convex for ε small enough, in the sense that for any z_0 ∈ M, there is a coordinate neighborhood of z_0 such that φ_ε(z) + C_ε|z − z_0|^2 is locally convex near z_0. In particular, φ_ε is second order differentiable a.e.

Proof. Since for any z ∈ M, D_ξ exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=0} is invertible, we see that, by implicity function theorem, there exists a neighborhood U_0 of z_0, such that for any z ∈ U_0, w ∈ U_0, there is a unique ξ ∈ T_zM such that exp_z(ξ) = w. We can denote ξ = log_z(w) and we may assume that this map is smooth.

Because of Lemma 2.10, we have

φ_ε(z) = sup |ξ|_z≤(2||φ||_L∞ )^12 (φ(exp_z ξ)+ε− 1 ε |ξ|^2) = sup_{w∈U0} ( φ(w)+ε− 1 ε | log_z(w)|^2_z ) . We observe that there exists C_ε > 0 such that

D^2_z ( φ(w) + ε − 1 ε | log_z(w)|^2_z ) ≥ −C_εI, for any w ∈ U_0.

This essentially follows from that (z, w) → −^1_ε | log_z w|^2_z is jointly smooth. Therefore, taking the sup with respect to w will make it semi-convex in z with the same lower bound of the Hessian. □ Next we are going to take the normal coordinate centered at x_0 as in Definition 2.2. Without loss of generality, we can assume that x_0 is represented by z = 0 under this coordinate. Let N be an n × n matrix such that: (2.12) ∑ i,j N_{ia}N̄_{jb}g_i¯_j (w_0) = δ_{ab} = g_a¯_b(x_0).

Then under this coordinate, we define (2.13) ϕ(z) = exp_{x0} (ξ_0) + N · z.

We need to make sure that one can define ξ(z) which satisfies exp_z(ξ(z)) = ϕ(z): Lemma 2.14. For all ε > 0 small enough, there exists a smooth vector field z → ξ(z) ∈ T_zM defined in a neighborhood of x_0 with ξ(x_0) = ξ_0 such that exp_z(ξ(z)) = ϕ(z).

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY9

Proof. This follows from the implicit function theorem. Indeed, let U_0 and V_0 be neighborhoods of 0 and ξ_0 respectively (in C^n ), then we may consider the nonlinear map (where the exponential map is represented using the above normal coordinates):

F : U_0 × V_0 → C^n , (z, ξ) → exp_z(ξ) − exp_{x0} (ξ_0) − N · z.

It is clear that F (0, ξ_0) = 0. Also we find that D_ξF (0, ξ_0) = D_ξ(exp_{x0} (ξ))|_{ξ=ξ0} . Note that D_ξ(exp_{x0} (ξ))|_{ξ=0} = id, we see that D_ξF (0, ξ_0) will be invertible if ε is small enough, thanks to Lemma 2.10. Then we can apply the implicity function theorem to define ξ(z) with F (z, ξ(z)) = 0. □ Combining Corollary 2.6 and Lemma 2.7, we can conclude that:

Proposition 2.15. Let φ ∈ C(M) and λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. Define φ_ε according to (1.3). Let ϕ be given by (2.13) and ξ(z) be given by Lemma 2.14. Let P ∈ C^2(M) and touch φ_ε from above at x_0 ∈ M, then λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{zj z̄k} P + ( 1 ε |ξ(z)|^2_z )_{zjz̄k} )(x_0) ) ∈ Γ. At this moment, it is clear that we have to estimate the lower bound of the complex Hessian for^1_ε |ξ(z)|^2_z at x_0. We will do it now. First,

(|ξ(z)|^2)_i¯_j (x_0) = (g_a¯_b(z)ξ_a(z)ξ̄¯_b(z))_i¯_j = g_a¯_{b,i}¯_j(x_0)ξ_aξ̄¯_b(x_0) + g_a¯_b(x_0)(ξ_aξ̄¯_b)_i¯_j (x_0) + g_a¯_{b,i}(x_0)(ξ_aξ̄¯_b)¯_j(x_0) + g_a¯_{b,}¯_j(x_0)(ξ_aξ̄¯_b)_i(x_0) = −c_{abij} ξ_aξ̄¯_b(x_0) + ξ_{a,i}¯_j(x_0)ξ̄_ā + ξ_a(x_0)ξ̄_{ā,i}¯_j (x_0) + ξ_{a,i}(x_0)ξ̄_{ā,}¯_j(x_0) + ξ_{a,}¯_j(x_0)ξ_{a,i}(x_0).

(2.16)

In the above calculation, we used that g_a¯_b(x_0) = δ_{ab}, g_a¯_{b,i}(x_0) = 0. Next we need to estimate Dξ and D^2ξ. For this we have:

Lemma 2.17. Let ξ(z) be defined by exp_z(ξ(z)) = ϕ(z) with ϕ(z) = exp_{x0} (ξ_0) + N · z in a neighborhood of x_0, where we have taken normal coordinates centered at x_0. Then there is a constant C > 0 depending only on the background metric, such that |Dξ|(x_0) ≤ C|ξ_0|^2_{x0} , |D^2ξ|(x_0) ≤ C|ξ_0|^2_{x0} .

Proof. The result follows from differentiating the equality exp_z(ξ(z)) = ϕ(z). Differentiate once, we get:

(2.18) D_zϕ = D_z exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=ξ(z)} + D_ξ exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=ξ(z)} · D_zξ(z). Differentiate in z again:

D^2_z ϕ = D^2_z exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=ξ(z)} + 2D^2_{zξ} exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=ξ(z)} · D_zξ(z) + (D_zξ)^T · D^2_{ξξ} exp_z(ξ)|_{ξ=ξ(z)} · D_zξ + D_ξ exp_z(ξ) · D^2_z ξ(z).

(2.19)

Now we evaluate (2.18) at z = 0, so that we get:

N = D_z exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} + D_ξ exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} D_zξ(z)|_{z=0}.

From Lemma 2.20 below, we have that: |D_z exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} − I| ≤ C|ξ_0|^2_{x0} , |D_ξ exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} − I| ≤ C|ξ_0|^2. On the other hand, we use (2.12), and note that under normal coordinates, at x_0 we have:

|g_i¯_j (w_0) − δ_{ij} | ≤ Cd(w_0, x_0)^2 ≤ C|ξ_0|^2_{x0} , This would imply that we could choose N so that |N − I| ≤ C|ξ|^2_{x0} . Hence D_zξ|_{z=x0} = (D_ξ exp_z ξ)^{−1}|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} ( N − D_z exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} ) . Hence we can obtain that |D_zξ(x_0)| ≤ C|ξ_0|^2_{x0} . To estimate D^2_z ξ, we use (2.19). We note that, D^2_z ϕ(z) = 0 and Lemma 2.20 gives |D^2_z exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} | ≤ C|ξ_0|^2. Also we just need that D_{zξ} exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} and D^2_{ξξ} exp_z(ξ)|_{z=0,ξ=ξ0} is bounded. □ In the above, we used the following lemma about the Taylor expansion of the exponential map:

Lemma 2.20. The following Taylor expansion holds for expential map on a Kähler manifold, near z = 0, ξ = 0 under normal coordinates centered at z = 0:

exp_z(ξ)_m = z_m + ξ_m + ∑ j,k,l c_{jklm}( 1 2 z̄_k + 1 6 ξ̄_k)ξ_j ξ_l + O(|ξ|^2(|z|^2 + |ξ|^2)).

Proof. This is the equation (2.7) in [5] and a detailed proof can be found in Section 2 of [5]. □ Using (2.16), we see that:

Lemma 2.21. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the background metric such that: |(|ξ(z)|^2_z )_{ziz̄j} (x_0) + ∑ a,b c_{abij} ξ_{0,a}ξ̄_{0,}¯_b| ≤ C|ξ_0|^3_{x0} . Combining Lemma 2.10, Proposition 2.15 and Lemma 2.21, we conclude the following corollary:

Corollary 2.22. Let φ ∈ C(M) and λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. Define φ_ε according to (1.3). Let P ∈ C^2(M) and touch φ_ε at x_0 ∈ M. Assume that M has nonnegative holomorphic bisection curvature at x_0 ∈ M, in the sense that c_{ijkl}η_iη̄_jξ_kξ̄_l ≥ 0. Then we have: λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{zj z̄k} P + Cε^{12} g_j¯_k) ) (x_0) ∈ Γ.

Here the constant C depends on the background metric and ||φ||_L∞ .

If in addition, we assume that φ ∈ C^α, we can get: λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + ∂_{zj z̄k} P + Cε^{1+α2−α} g_j¯_k) ) (x_0) ∈ Γ.

Here C depends on the background metric and C^α norm of φ.

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY11

Proof. First let us make the curvature assumption but do not assume φ ∈ C^α. Then Lemma 2.10 tells us that |ξ_0|_{x0} ≤ Cε^12 . Hence Proposition 2.15 would give us that: λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + Cε^{12} g_j¯_k + ∂_{zj z̄k} P − ∑ a,b c_{abjk}ξ_{0,a}ξ̄_{0,}¯_b) ) (x_0) ∈ Γ.

The curvature assumption tells us that ( ∑ a,b c_{abij} ξ_{0,a}ξ̄_{0,}¯_b ) 1≤i,j≤n is semi- positive definite. It follows that λ ( g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + Cε^{12} g_j¯_k + ∂_{zj z̄k} P ) ) (x_0) ∈ Γ.

If we assume that φ ∈ C^α(M), then we can estimate: 1 ε (|ξ(z)|^2_z )_{ziz̄j} ≤ C|ξ_0|^3_{x0} ε δ_{ij} ≤ Cε^{−1}(ε[φ]_α)^{32−α} ≤ C^′ε^{1+α2−α} .

Here we used Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 2.21. □

Remark 2.23. This is the only place in the whole proof that we use the curvature assumption.

From now on, let us estimate the L^1 difference between φ_ε and φ. For this we need a version of mean value inequality on manifolds which is in light of [3].

Proposition 2.24. Let u be a upper semicontinuous function defined on an open subset U of a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Suppose that Δ_gu ≥ 0, u is bounded and the Ricci curvature is bounded on M. Then there exists a constant C which is a uniform constant depending on the bound of ||u||_L∞ and (M, g) such that: u(x) ≤ 1 α(2n)r^{2n} ∫ B_r (x) udvol_g + Cr, for all B_r(x) ⊂ U. Here α(2n) is the volume of the unit ball in R^{2n} .

Proof. Fix r_0 > 0 such that B_{r0} (x) ⊂ U. Since u is upper semicontinuous, there exists a sequence of continuous functions {u_k} such that u ≤ u_k and lim_{k→∞} u_k = u. For example, we could take u_k(x) = sup_{y∈M} ( u(y) +^1_k − kd^2_g(x, y) ) . Let us assume that u < −1 for the moment so that we can assume that each u_k < 0.

Let 0 < r ≤ r_0 and h_k be the harmonic extension of u_k on the B_r(x). By the maximum principle, we have that 0 > h_k ≥ u. This is because h_k = u_k ≥ u on ∂B_r(x_0) and Δ_g(h_k − u) ≤ 0 in B_r(x_0).

By the Cheng-Yau harnack inequality ([18], Chapter 1, Section 3, Theorem 3.1 ), we have that: |∇ log(−h_k)|_{B r2 (x)} ≤ C_r, where C_r depends on the Ricci curvature and r.

Then we have that for any s <^r_2 , inf_{Bs(x)} h_k ≥ e^{Cr s} sup_B s(x) h_k ≥ e^{Cr s}φ(x). Combining this with the almost monotonicity Lemma 2.27 we have that: r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r (x) h_k ≥ s^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_s(x) h_k − Cr ≥ e^{Cr s}s^{1−2n}vol(∂B_s(x))φ(x) − Cr. Hence, we have that: 1 vol(∂B_r(x)) ∫ ∂B_r (x) u = lim_{k→∞} 1 vol(∂B_r(x)) ∫ ∂B_r (x) h_k ≥ lim_{s→0+} s^{1−2n}vol(∂B_s(x))e^{Cr s}u(x) − Cr r^{1−2n}vol(∂B_r(x)) ≥ 2nα(2n)r^{2n−1} vol(∂B_r(x)) u(x) − Cr. Here we use the Lemma 2.26 below. So we have that, for any 0 < r ≤ r_0: 2nα(2n)r^{2n−1}u(x) ≤ ∫ ∂B_r (x) u + Cr^{2n}. Now we integrate in r, we get: (2.25) α(2n)r^{2n}_0 u(x) ≤ ∫ B_{r0} (x)

u − Cr^{2n+1}_0 .

So we have finished the proof if we assume that φ ≤ −1. In general, we consider ũ := u − (||u||_L∞ + 1) so that ũ ≤ −1. Applying (2.25), we see that α(2n)r^{2n}_0 ũ(x) ≤ ∫ B_{r0} (x) ũdvol_g + Cr^{2n+1}_0 . Translating back to u, we get:

α(2n)r^{2n}_0 u(x) ≤ ∫ B_{r0} (x) udvol_g + (||u||_L∞ + 1)(α(2n)r^{2n}_0 − vol(B_{r0} (x))) + Cr^{2n+1}_0 ≤ C^′r^{2n+1}_0 . □ Lemma 2.26. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with real dimension n. Then there exist r_0 > 0 and a constant C depending only on the manifold such that for any y ∈ M and r < r_0, we have the estimate: |vol(∂B_r(y)) − nα(n)r^{n−1}| ≤ Cr^n, |vol(B_r(y)) − α(n)r^n| ≤ Cr^{n+1}.

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY13

Proof. We want to compare the volume form induced by the Kähler form with the Euclidean volume form in the normal coordinates. Using the covering argument, it suffices to prove that for any x ∈ M, the conclusion of the lemma holds uniformly near x with some r_0 and C.

We just need to prove the first inequality, as the second inequality would follow from the first by integrating in r. First we find, by using the Area formula: vol(∂B_r(x)) = ∫ S^{n−1} |J_{ξ→expx(rξ)}|dH^{n−1}(ξ). In the above, ∂B_r is the image of the unit sphere (in T_xM) under the map S^{n−1} ∋ ξ → exp_x ξ. H^{n−1} is the Hausdorff measure induced by the metric g(x) on T_xM. Also J_{ξ→expx(rξ)} is the Jacobian of the map, which is calculated by taking an othornormal frame of S^{n−1} denoted as v_1 ∧ v_2 · · · ∧ v_{n−1}, then J is the sup of |(d_ξ(exp(rξ))v_1) ∧ · · · ∧ (d_ξ(exp(rξ))v_{n−1}| over all orthonormal frames of T_ξS^{n−1}. Note that d_ξ(exp_z(ξ))|_{ξ=0} = id, which has Jacobian equaling 1, hence ||d_ζ exp_z(ζ)|_{ζ=rξ} − id|| ≤ Cr, ξ ∈ S^{n−1}. hence we see that: J_{ξ→expx(rξ)} = r^{n−1}(1 + O(r)). Therefore, vol(∂B_r(x)) = ∫ S^{n−1} r^{n−1}(1 + O(1))dH^{n−1}(ξ) = r^{n−1}vol(S^{n−1}, g_E ) + O(r^n).

Here g_E just means the Euclidean metric. But vol(S^{n−1}, g_E ) = nα(n). □ Another lemma that is used in the proof of Propositon 2.24 is:

Lemma 2.27. Let M be a closed manifold of dimension 2n with bounded Ricci curvature. Let u be a bounded negative harmonic function defined on an open subset of M. Then we have that for 0 < s < r: r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r (x) φ − s^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_s(x) φ ≥ −Cr, where C is a uniform constant depending on ||φ||_∞ and (M, ω_0).

Proof. Using the Laplacian comparision theorem, we have that H ≤ H^′, where H is the mean curvature of a geodesic sphere on M and H^′ is the mean curvature of a geodesic sphere on a space-form whose metric can be written in a normal coordinate as: g_R = dr^2 + R^2sinh^2( r R )dS^2_{n−1}, Here R only depends on the lower bound of the Ricci curvature on M. By calculation, we have that

H^′(r) = (2n − 1)cosh(^r_R ) Rsinh(^r_R ) = (2n − 1) r + O(1)

So we have that: d dt (r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φ) = (1 − 2n)r^{−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φ + r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φH ≤ (1 − 2n)r^{−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φ + r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φH^′ ≤ (1 − 2n)r^{−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φ + r^{1−2n} ∫ ∂B_r φ( 2n − 1 r + O(1))

= O(1)

The conclusion of the lemma follows by integrating the above formula from s to r. □ With the help of Proposition 2.24, we are ready to estimate φ_ε − φ in L^1.

First, we observe that by taking ξ = 0: φ_ε(z) = sup_{ξ∈TzM} ( φ(exp_z(ξ)) + ε − 1 ε |ξ|^2_z) ≥ φ(z) + ε. Hence it will suffice to estimate ∫ M (φ_ε −φ)ω^n_0 . We will do it in the following lemma:

Lemma 2.28. Let φ ∈ C(M) and satisfy λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. Let φ_ε be defined as (1.3), then one has: ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{14} . Here C depends only on the background metric and also ||φ||_L∞ .

If in addition, we assume that φ ∈ C^γ , then one has ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{12(2−γ)} , where C depends only on the background metric and also ||φ||_Cγ .

Proof. We can find a cover {U_α} of M such that U_α = B_{σ0} (x_α) where σ_0 is selected such that B_{2σ0} (x_α) is contained in a normal coordinate neighborhood centered at x_α. Moreover, there exists a Kähler potential ϕ_α defined in B_{2σ0} (x_α). Namely ω_0 = √ −1∂ ¯∂ρ_α on U_α. We can also assume that ρ_α ≤ 0 and both |ρ_α|_C0 and |ρ_α|_Cα are uniformly bounded.

Since λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense, we see that λ ( g^{ik̄}((ρ_α)_j¯_k +φ_j¯_k) ) ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense. Since Γ ⊂ Γ_+ = {λ ∈ R^n : ∑ i λ_i > 0}, we see that

Δ(φ + ρ_α) > 0 on U_α.

Now we wish to apply the Proposition 2.24 to φ + ρ_α. For any x ∈ M, we can find ξ_x ∈ T_xM with |ξ_x|_x ≤ (2||φ||_L∞ ε)^12 by Lemma 2.10. Let 0 < β <^1_2

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY15

be a constant we will choose later, we have

φ_ε(x) + ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) ≤ (φ + ρ_α)(exp_x(ξ_x)) + ε ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ} (exp_x(ξ_x))

(φ(y) + ρ_α(y)) + Cε^β ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ −C} 0ε 1 2 (x) φ(y) + 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ} (exp_x(ξ_x)) ρ_α(y) − ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) + ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) + Cε^β ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ −C} 0ε 1 2 (x) φ(y) + ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) + C^′ε^β .

(2.29)

In the above, the constants C and C^′ depends only on ||φ||_L∞ and the background metric.

In the first line above, we used the definition of φ_ε given by (1.3). In the second line, we used that B_{εβ −C0ε} 1_2 (x) ⊂ B_εβ (exp_x(ξ_x)), which again follows from Lemma 2.10. Also φ is negative.

In the last inequality, we used that for any y ∈ B_εβ (exp_x(ξ_x)), |ρ_α(y) − ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x))| ≤ sup |∇ρ_α|ε^β , hence 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ} (exp_x(ξ_x))

ρ_α(y) − ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) = 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ} (exp_x(ξ_x))

(ρ_α(y) − ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x))) +

(vol(B_{εβ} (exp_x(ξ_x))) α(2n)ε^{2nβ} − 1 ) ρ_α(exp_x(ξ_x)) ≤ C(|ρ_α|_C1 )ε^β . Here we also used Lemma 2.26.

The result of (2.29) is that:

(2.30) φ_ε(x) ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B_{εβ −C} 0ε 1 2 (x) φ(y)ω^n_0 (y) + Cε^β.

Here C depends only on the background metric and ||φ||_L∞ . Now we can integrate on M to get: ∫ M φ_ε(x)ω^n_0 (x) ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ M ω^n_0 (x) ∫ B_{εβ −C} 0ε 1 2 (x) φ(y)ω^n_0 (y) + Cvol(M)ε^β

= ∫ M φ(y) vol(B_{εβ −C0ε} 1_2 (y)) α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ω^n_0 (y) + C_1ε^β ≤ inf_{y∈M} vol(B_{εβ −C0ε} 1_2 (y)) α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ M φ(y)ω^n_0 (y) + C_1ε^β ≤ (ε^β − C_0ε^12 )^{2n} ε^{2nβ} ∫ M φ(y)ω^n_0 (y) + C_2ε^β .

Therefore ∫ M (φ_ε−φ)ω^n_0 (x) ≤ ( 1−(1−C_0ε^{12 −β})^{2n} ) ∫ M φ(y)ω^n_0 (y)+C_2ε^β ≤ C_3ε^{12 −β}+C_2ε^β .

Hence we may take β =^1_4 to obtain that ∫ M (φ_ε − φ)ω^n_0 ≤ Cε^14 .

Next if φ ∈ C^γ, the calculation is very similar except that we have a better estimate for ξ_x: |ξ_x|_x ≤ Cε^{12−γ} . Then in 2.29, the range for β should be 0 < β <^1_{2−γ} . Also instead of (2.30), one has instead: φ_ε(x) ≤ 1 α(2n)ε^{2nβ} ∫ B εβ −C1ε 1 2−γ (x) φ(y)ω^n_0 (y) + Cε^β.

Then we will make the choice that β =^1_{2(2−γ)} to obtain that: ∫ M (φ_ε − φ)ω^n_0 ≤ Cε^{12(2−γ)} . □ Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 2.29.

Proof. (of Theorem 2.29) The proof follows from combining the lemmas obtained in this section. Indeed, point (i) follows from Lemma 2.11. Point (ii) and (ii)’ follow from Corollary 2.22. Lemma 2.28 would give us point (iii) and (iii)’. □

3. Stability estimates of Hessian equations

Next we improve the estimate of φ_ε − φ from L^1 norm to the L^∞ norm. First we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let v ∈ C(M), s > 0, δ > 0and λ ( g^{ik̄}((1+^δ_2 )g_j¯_k+v_j¯_k) )_i j ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense as in Definition 2.3. Define A_{δ,s} = ∫ M ((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+e^{nF} ω^n_0 .

Then there is a constant β_n > 0, and C > 0, depending only on the background metric and structural constant of f, such that: ∫ M exp( β_n(((1 − δ)v − ϕ − s)^+)^{n+1}n A^{1n}_{δ,s} )ω^n_0 ≤ Cexp(Cδ^{−(n+1)}A_{δ,s}). Proof. We consider the function Φ = ε_1((1 − δ)v − φ − s) − (−ψ + Λ)^α.

Here ψ is defined as the solution to:

(ω_0 + √ −1∂ ¯∂ψ)^n = ((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+e^{nF} A_{δ,s} ω^n_0 ,

sup_M ψ = 0.

Since v is only continuous, there is no guarantee that ψ is C^2. To do it rigorously, we need to take v_j to be a sequence of smooth functions which converges to v uniformly, and η_j (x) be a sequence of smooth and strictly

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY17

positive functions which converges to x^+. Then we consider instead ψ_j , which solves

(ω_0 + √ −1∂ ¯∂ψ_j)^n = η_j ((1 − δ)v_j − φ − s) A_{j,δ,s} ω^n_0 . Here A_{j,δ,s} = ∫ M η_j ((1 − δ)v_j − φ − s)^+e^{nF} ω^n. Then we can consider Φ_j = ε_0((1 − δ)v − φ − s) − (−ψ_j + Λ)^α.

For now, let us assume that ψ is C^2 so as to justify the following argument. One can consider ψ_j above in order to be completely rigorous (but argument is the same).

Since Φ is continuous, it achieves maximum on M, say, at p_0, and we denote:

M_0 := max_M ε_0 ( (1 − δ)v − φ − s) − (−ψ + Λ)^{α1} . Our goal is to show that M_0 ≤ 0. If not, namely M_0 > 0, we can do the following argument.

At point p, the function Q :=^1_{1−δ} ( φ + s +^{M0+(−ψ+Λ)} n n+1 ε_1 ) touches v from above at p. Hence we get: λ(( δ 2 + 1)I + g^{ik̄}Q_j¯_k) ∈ Γ.

As before, we consider the linearized operator defined as: Lv = ∂F ∂h_{ij} ((h_φ)^i_j )g^{ik̄}v_j¯_k.

We consider normal coordinate at p so that g_i¯_j = δ_{ij} and (h_φ)^i_j is diagnal at p. Then we have:^{∂F}_{∂hij} (p) =^{∂f}_{∂λi} (λ(h_φ))δ_{ij} . Then we can compute: L( Q 1 +^δ_2

) = − ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i + ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i (λ(h_φ))(h Q_{1+ δ} 2 )_i¯_i ≥ − ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i + ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i (λ(h_φ))μ_i. In the above, μ_i are the eigenvalues of h Q_{1+ δ} 2 , in the increasing order. The

last inequality used Horn-Shur Lemma 3.2 (see [12]). Now we know that μ = (μ_1, · · · , μ_n) ∈ Γ, thanks to (3). Hence ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i (λ(h_φ))μ_i = d dt |_{t=0}(f(λ + tμ) ≥ 0. It is due to that t → f(λ + tμ) is a concave function bounded from below. Hence we get L( Q 1 + 0.5δ ) ≥ − ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i .

On the other hand, we can compute:

Q_j¯_k = 1 1 − δ (φ_j¯_k + ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} (−ψ_j¯_k) − n (n + 1)^2

(−ψ + Λ)^{− n+2n+1} ψ_jψ¯_k) = 1 1 − δ ( (g_φ)_j¯_k − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} (g_ψ )_j¯_k − (1 − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} )g_j¯_k − n (n + 1)^2

(−ψ + Λ)^{− n+2n+1} ψ_j ψ¯_k)

So that (after dropping the term ψ_j ψ¯_k and replace (−ψ +Λ)^{− 1n+1} by Λ^{− 1n+1} )

− (1 + 0.5δ) ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i ≤ LQ ≤ 1 1 − δ ( ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i λ_i − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} ∂F ∂h_{ij} (g_ψ)_j¯_i − 1 1 − δ (1 − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

Λ^{− 1n+1} ) ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i . Next, you need to choose Λ large enough so that

ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

Λ^{− 1n+1} = 0.1δ.

Then from above, we get: 0 ≤ ∑ i ∂f ∂λ_i λ_i − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} ∂F ∂h_{ij} (g_ψ)_j¯_i

≤ C_0f − ε^{−1}_0 n n + 1

(−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} (((1 − δ)v − u − s)^+e^{nF} A_{δ,s} ) 1_n . Since M_0 > 0, it would imply that:

(((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+)^{1n} (−ψ + Λ)^{− 1n+1} > ε^{− 1n}_0 .

Therefore, if ε_0 is small enough so that

C_0 − ε^{− n+1n}_0 A^{− 1n}_{δ,s} < 0,

it would not happen. □

In the above, we used the following Horn-Shur Lemma:

Lemma 3.2. ([12]) Let A be a Hermitian matrix, then the vector (a_1¯_1, a_2¯_2, · · · , a_{nn̄}) formed by the diagnal entries is contained in the convex envelope of {(μ_{σ(1)}, μ_{σ(2)}, · · · , μ_{σ(n)})}_{σ∈Sn} . Here μ_i are the eigenvalues of A and σ denotes permutations.

Next we need to estimate the upper level set {(1 − δ)v − φ − s > 0}, to the effect that De Giorge’s lemma applies. For this we have the following lemma:

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY19

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < δ < 1 and v be as assumed in Proposition 3.1 and φ solves f(λ(h_φ)) = e^F with e^{nF} ∈ L^{p0} (ω^n_0 ) for some p_0 > 1. Define Ω_{δ,s} = {(1 − δ)v − φ − s > 0}. Assume that δ and s are chosen so that: ∫ M ((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+e^{nF} ω^n_0 ≤ δ^{n+1}.

Then for any r > 0 and any μ <^1_{nq0} , we have: rvol(Ω_{δ,s+r}) ≤ B_0vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1+μ}. Here q_0 is the dual exponent to p_0, namely^1_{q0} = 1 −^1_{p0} . Here B_0 depends only on the background metric, p_0 and choice of μ. Proof. we see Proposition 3.1 implies that for any p ≥ 1, we have: ∫ Ω_{δ,s} ((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^{n+1n p}ω^n_0 ≤ C_1e^{C0δ−(n+1)Aδ,s} A^{pn}_{δ,s}. In the above, C_1 = C_0p!. If we put p^′ =^{n+1}_n p, we get that (3.4) ||((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+||_Lp ≤ C_2e^{C0δ−(n+1) Aδ,s} A 1 n+1 δ,s . Here C_2 depends on p but C_0 doesn’t.

Denote h = ((1−δ)v−φ−s)^+ for the moment. Now we use the assumption that e^{nF} ∈ L^{p0} (ω^n_0 ) for some p_0 > 1 to obtain that: A_{δ,s} = ∫ Ω_{δ,s} he^{nF} ω^n_0 ≤ ( ∫ Ω_s

h^{q0} ω^n_0

) 1_{q0} ||e^{nF} ||_Lp_{0 (ω}n_{0 )} ≤ ||h||_Lβq_{0 (ω}n_{0 )}vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1q}0^{(1− 1β )}||e^{nF} ||_Lp_{0 (ω}n_{0 )} ≤ C_2e^{C0δ−(n+1) Aδ,s} A 1 n+1 δ,s vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1q}0^{(1− 1β )}||e^{nF} ||_Lp_{0 (ω}n_{0 )}.

That is, we have A 1 n+1 δ,s ≤ C^{1n}_2 e^{C0n δ−(n+1)Aδ,s} vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1nq}0^{(1− 1β )}||e^{nF} ||^{1n}_{Lp0 (ω}n_{0 )}. On the other hand, ||h||_L1_{(ω}n_{0 )} ≤ ||h||_Lβ_{(ω}n_{0 )}vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1− 1β} ≤ C_2e^{C0δ−(n+1)Aδ,s} A 1 n+1 δ,s vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{1− 1β} ≤ C^{1+ 1n}_2 e^{(1+ 1n )C0 δ−(n+1)Aδ,s} vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{(1+ 1nq}0^{)(1− 1β )}||e^{nF} ||_Lp_{0 (ω}n_{0 )}.

Note that ||h||_L1_{(ω}n_{0 )} ≥ rvol(Ω_{δ,s+r}). So that we have rvol(Ω_{δ,s+r}) ≤ C_3vol(Ω_{δ,s})^{(1+ 1nq}0^{)(1− 1β )}.

Here for any μ <^1_{nq0} , one could take β so that (1 +^1_{nq0} )(1 −^1_β ) = 1 + μ. □ On the other hand, we have the following lemma of De Giorge:

Lemma 3.5. Let ϕ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be an decreasing and continuous function, such that there exists μ > 0, B_0 > 0, s_0 ≥ 0, such that for any r > 0, and any s ≥ s_0, one has: rϕ(s + r) ≤ B_0ϕ(s)^{1+μ}. Then ϕ(s) ≡ 0 for s ≥ s_0 +^{2B0 ϕ(s0)μ}_{1−2−μ} .

Proof. We can choose a sequence {s_k}_{k≥1} by induction: s_{k+1} − s_k = 2B_0ϕ(s_k)^μ.

Then we choose s = s_k, r = s_{k+1} − s_k, we see that:

ϕ(s_{k+1}) ≤

B_0ϕ(s_k)^{1+μ} s_{k+1} − s_k ≤ 1 2 ϕ(s_k). That is, ϕ(s_k) ≤ 2^{−k}ϕ(s_0). Hence 0 ≤ s_{k+1} − s_k ≤ 2B_0ϕ(s_0)^μ2^{−kμ}.

This implies that s_k is increasing and bounded from above, hence must converge to some s_∞. Moreover,

s_∞ − s_0 = ∞∑ k=0 (s_{k+1} − s_k) ≤ ∞∑ k=0 2B_0ϕ(s_0)^μ2^{−kμ} =

2B_0ϕ(s_0)^μ 1 − 2^{−μ} . □ Combining Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.5, we immediately have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.6. Let v and φ be as in previous lemma. Let δ > 0, s_0 > 0 be chosen so that: A_{δ,s0} = ∫ M ((1 − δ)v − φ − s_0)^+e^{nF} ω^n_0 ≤ δ^{n+1},

then for any μ <^1_{nq0} ,

sup_M ((1 − δ)v − φ) ≤ s_0 + C_0vol({1 − δ)v − φ > s_0})^μ.

Here C_0 depends on μ, ||e^{nF} ||_Lp0 but not on δ.

Proof. Put ϕ(s) = vol(Ω_{δ,s}). Then ϕ(s) would satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 3.5, according to Lemma 3.3. Then we see that ϕ(s) ≡ 0 for s ≥ s_0 +^{2B0ϕ(s0)μ}

1−2^{−μ} . This means (1 − δ)v − φ ≤ s0 +

2B_0ϕ(s_0)^μ 1−2^{−μ} . □

Next we need to get rid of δ in the above estimate. For this let us assume that v ≤ 0 and is bounded. Then in the left hand side, we have sup_M (v − φ) ≤ sup_M ((1 − δ)v − φ).

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY21

On the other hand, we note that: vol(Ω_{δ,s0} ) ≤ 1 s_0 ∫ Ω_{δ,s0} ((1−δ)v−φ)^+ω^n_0 ≤ 1 s_0 ( ||(v−φ)^+||_L1 +δ||v||_L∞ vol(Ω_{δ,s0} ). Therefore, if δ||v||_L∞ ≤^1_2 , we immediately conclude that:

(3.7) vol(Ω_{δ,s0} ) ≤ 2 s_0 ||(v − φ)^+||_L1 . In view of (3.7) and Corollary 3.6, we conclude that:

Lemma 3.8. Let v and φ be as in Proposition 3.1. We assume additionally that v ≤ 0 and is bounded. Assume also that s_0 and δ are chosen so that: (1) s_0 ≥ 2δ||v||_L∞ , (2) A_{δ,s0} ≤ δ^{n+1}, then for any μ <^1_{q0n} , we have:

(3.9) sup_M (v − φ) ≤ s_0 + C_1s^{−μ}_0 ||(v − φ)^+||^μ_{L1} .

Define s_∗(δ) to be the infimum (with fixed δ) of s_0 which satisfies the assumptions (1) and (2) put forth in Lemma 3.8. Note that the left hand side of (3.9) does not depend on s_0, we get: sup_M (v − φ) ≤ inf_{s0≥s∗(δ)}(s_0 + C_1s^{−μ}_0 ||(v − φ)^+||^μ_{L1} ).

At this point, it is clear that we must have an estimate (from above) of s_∗(δ), and we have:

Lemma 3.10. Let δ > 0 and v be as in Proposition 3.1. We also assume that v is bounded. Define s_∗(δ) to be the infimum of the set of s_0 such that A_{δ,s0} ≤ δ^{n+1} and s_0 ≥ 2δ||v||_L∞ , then for any β > 1, s_∗(δ) ≤ max(2δ||v||_L∞ , C_2δ^{− q0n1−β−1} ||(v − φ)^+||_L1 ) . Here C_2 depends on ||e^{nF} ||_Lp0 , β, but is independent of δ. Proof. Note that A_{δ,s0} depends continuously on s_0, we see that, for s_0 = s_∗(δ), either you have A_{δ,s0} = δ^{n+1} or s_0 = 2δ||v||_L∞ .

If s_∗(δ) = 2δ||v||_L∞ , then we are already done.

If A_{δ,s∗(δ)} = δ^{n+1}, then from Proposition 3.1, we see that for any q > 1, A^{− qn}_{δ,s∗} ∫ M (((1−δ)v−φ−s)^+)^{n+1n q}ω^n_0 ≤ C ∫ M exp (β_n((1 − δ)v − φ − s_∗)^{n+1}n A^{1n}_{δ,s∗} ) ω^n_0 ≤ C^′.

This gives:

(3.11) ||((1 − δ)v − φ − s_∗)^+||_Lq ≤ C_4A 1 n+1 δ,s_∗ .

Here C_4 depends on q but is independent of δ. Therefore A_{δ,s∗} = ∫ Ω_{δ,s∗} ((1 − δ)v − φ − s)^+e^{nF} ω^n_0 ≤ ||e^{nF} ||_Lp0 ||((1 − δ)v − φ − s_∗)^+||_Lq0 ≤ ||e^{nF} ||_Lp0 ||((1 − δ)v − φ − s_∗)^+||_Lβq_0 vol(Ω_{δ,s∗} )^{1q}0^{(1−β−1)} ≤ ||e^{nF} ||_Lp0 C(β, p_0)A 1 n+1 δ,s_∗ ( 2 s_∗ ||(v − φ)^+||_L1 )^{1q}0^{(1−β−1)}.

In the above, we used (3.7) and (3.11). Keeping in mind that A_{δ,s∗} = δ^{n+1}, we get that s_∗ ≤ Cδ^{− nq01−β−1} ||(v − φ)^+||_L1 . □ As a corollary of the above estimate, we see that:

Corollary 3.12. Let φ be a bounded negative solution to f(λ(h_φ)) = e^F with e^{nF} ∈ L^{p0} (ω^n_0 ) for some p_0 > 1. Let {φ_ε}_{0<ε<1} be a family of upper approximations of φ such that φ_ε < 0, φ_ε uniformly bounded, and for some γ_2 > 0, 0 < γ_1 <^{γ2}_{q0n} ,

(1) There exists C_3 > 0 independent of ε such that^{C1.5εγ1}_2 I + g^{ik̄}(g_j¯_k + (φ_ε)_j¯_k) ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense;

(2) There exists C_4 > 0 independent of ε such that ||φ_ε − φ||_L1 ≤ Cε^{γ2} . Then for each γ < min(γ_1, γ_2 − q_0nγ_1,^{γ2}_{1+q0n} ), there exists C_5 > 0 such that sup_M (φ_ε − φ) ≤ C_5ε^γ .

Proof. Apply Lemma 3.8 with δ = C_3ε^{γ1} , we find that (3.13) sup_M (φ_ε − φ) ≤ s_0 + C_1s^{−μ}_0 (C_4ε^{γ2} )^μ,

for any s ≥ s_∗(δ). (Of course here we have δ = C_3ε^{γ1} .) We would like to obtain an optimal estimate for sup_M (φ_ε − φ) by minimizing the right hand side of (3.13) in terms of s_0, with s_0 subject to the constraint that s_0 ≥ s_∗(C_3ε^{γ1} ).

Denote M_1 = sup_{ε>0} ||φ_ε||_L∞ . Lemma 3.10 gives us that:

s_∗(C_3ε^{γ1} ) ≤ max(2(C_3ε^{γ1} )M_1, C_2(C_3ε^{γ1} )^{− q0n1−β−1} C_4ε^{γ2} )

≤ C_{4.5}ε^{min(γ1,− q0nγ11−β−1 +γ2)}, C_{4.5} = max(2C_3M_1, C_2C^− q0n 1−β−1 3 C_4).

(3.14)

On the other hand, the right hand side of (3.13) is monotone decreasing for s_0 ∈ (0, (C_1C^μ_4 )^{11+μ} ε^{γ2μ1+μ} ) and is monotone increasing for s_0 ∈ ((C_1C^μ_4 )^{11+μ} ε^{γ2μ1+μ} , +∞). Denote γ_3 = min(γ_1, −^{q0nγ1}_{1−β−1} + γ_2) and C_{4.7} = (C_1C^μ_4 )^{11+μ} . There are two cases to consider:

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY23

(1) If γ_3 >^{γ2μ}_{1+μ} , then the choice of s_0 = C_{4.7}ε^{γ2μ1+μ} will be ≥ s_∗(C_3ε^{γ1} ), and we are allowed to use (3.13) to conclude that

sup_M (φ_ε − φ) ≤ C_{4.9}ε^{γ2 μ1+μ} .

(2) If γ_3 ≤^{γ2μ}_{1+μ} , then we may not be able to choose s_0 = C_{4.7}ε^{γ2 μ1+μ} .

In this case, we just choose s_0 = C_{4.5}ε^{γ3} in the estimate (3.13) to conclude that:

sup_M (φ_ε − φ) ≤ C_{4.91}ε^{γ3} .

Combining both cases, we get

sup_M (φ_ε − φ) ≤ C_{4.92}ε^{min(γ3, γ2μ1+μ )} = C_{4.92}ε^{min(γ1,γ2− q0nγ11−β−1 , γ2μ1+μ )}.

Note that one can choose arbitrary β > 1 and arbitrary μ <^1_{q0n} , so the Hölder exponent can be made as close to min(γ_1, γ_2 − q_0nγ_1,^{γ2}_{1+q0n} ) as one desires. □ We can now prove the Hölder continuity of solutions:

Theorem 3.15. Let (M, ω_0) be a compact Kähler manifold with nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. Let φ be a solution to the Hessian equation:

f(λ[h_φ]) = e^F , λ[h_φ] ∈ Γ, sup_M φ = −1,

where f and Γ satisfies the structural assumptions put forth after (1.1). Assume that e^{nF} ∈ L^{p0} (ω^n_0 ) for some p_0 > 1. Then for any μ <^1_{2(1+q0n)} , ||φ||_Cμ ≤ C. Here q_0 =^{p0}_{p0−1} and C depends on the structural constants of f, ||e^F ||_Lp0n and the background metric. Proof. Let^1_2 < β ≤ 1, then we have: φ_ε(z) ≥ sup_{|ξ|} z<ε^β ( φ(exp_z(ξ)) + ε − 1 ε |ξ|^2_z ) ≥ sup d(w,z)<ε^β φ(w) + ε − ε^{2β−1}. On the other hand, using 3.12, we see that sup d(w,z)<ε^β φ(w) − φ(z) ≤ ε^{2β−1} + Cε^γ . Hence we may take β =^{1+γ}_2 , we see that: sup d(w,z)<ε^{1+γ}2 φ(w) − φ(z) ≤ Cε^γ = C(ε^{1+γ2} )^{2γ1+γ} .

This will imply that φ is Hölder continuous with exponent^{2γ}_{1+γ} . According to Corollary 3.12, we can take any γ < min(γ_1, γ_2 − q_0nγ_1,^{γ2}_{1+q0n} ). On the other hand, from Theorem 2.1, we see that we could take γ_1 =^1_2 , γ_2 =^1_4

(with no initial assumption on the continuity of φ). So the range of γ given by Corollary 3.12 says:

γ < sup

0<γ_1≤^1_2

min(γ_1, 1 4 − q_0nγ_1, 1 4(1 + q_0n) ). We see that the range of γ is γ <^1_{4(1+q0n)} . Therefore the range of Hölder exponent is <^2_{4(1+q0n)+1} .

Next we observe that this Hölder exponent can be improved by an iteration process, using the second part of Theorem 2.1. To be more specific, we already obtained some Hölder exponent μ_0, then the second part of Theorem 2.1 would give an improved estimate for both γ_1 and γ_2 in Corollary 3.12, hence will give us an improved γ, hence an improved Hölder exponent. Now we do the detailed calculation.

We already found that φ has Hölder continuity for all μ <^2_{4(1+q0n)+1} . We denote μ_0 =^2_{4(1+q0n)+1} . In general, let us denote 0 < μ_k < 1 to be the upper bound of the Hölder exponent. Then (ii)’ of Theorem 2.1 gives us that γ_1 can be improved to be^{1+μk}_{2−μk} and part (iii)’ of the same theorem implies that γ_2 can be improved to be^1_{2(2−μk )} . So the upper bound of γ given by Corollary 3.12 is given by:

γ < sup 0<γ_1≤^{1+μk}_{2−μk} min(γ_1, 1 2(2 − μ_k)

− q_0nγ_1, 1 2(2 − μ_k)(1 + q_0n) ). Hence the upper bound of γ is just^1_{2(2−μk )(1+q0n)} . Therefore, the new upper bound of Hölder exponent can be calculated by:

μ_{k+1} =

2 ×^1

2(2−μ_k )(1+q_0n)

1 +^1

2(2−μ_k )(1+q_0n) = 2 2(2 − μ_k)(1 + q_0n) + 1

, μ_0 = 2 4(1 + q_0n) + 1 . One can verify that μ_k ≤ μ_{k+1} and μ_k converges to^1_{2(1+q0n)} . □

4. Bibliography

References

[1] Benali, Amel, and Ahmed Zeriahi. The Hölder continuous subsolution theorem for complex Hessian equations. Journal de l’École polytechnique—Mathématiques, 7 (2020), 981-1007.

[2] Z. Blocki and S. Kolodziej: On regularization of plurisubharmonic functions on manifolds. Proceedings of the Amer Math Soc, vol 135, no. 7(2007), 2089-2093.

[3] Colding T H. New monotonicity formulas for Ricci curvature and applications. I. Acta mathematica, 2012, 209(2), 229-263.

[4] Demailly, Jean-Pierre. Regularization of closed positive currents and intersection theory. J. Algebraic Geom 1, no. 3 (1992), 361-409.

[5] Demailly, Jean-Pierre. Regularization of closed positive currents of type (1, 1) by the flow of a Chern connection. In Contributions to Complex Analysis and Analytic Geometry/Analyse Complexe et Géométrie Analytique, pp. 105-126, Vieweg+ Teubner Verlag, Wiesbaden, 1994.

REGULARIZATION OF m-SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS AND HÖLDER CONTINUITY25

[6] Dinew, Sławomir. Hölder continuous potentials on manifolds with partially positive curvature. Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu 9, no. 4 (2010), 705-718.

[7] Demailly, Jean-Pierre, Vincent Guedj, Sławomir Dinew, Pham Hoang Hiep, Sławomir Kołodziej, and Ahmed Zeriahi. Hölder continuous solutions to Monge–Ampère equations. Journal of the European Mathematical Society 16, no. 4 (2014), 619-647.

[8] Dinew, Sławomir, and Sławomir Kołodziej. A priori estimates for complex Hessian equations. Analysis & PDE 7, no. 1 (2014), 227-244.

[9] P. Eyssidieux, V. Guedj, A. Zeriahi: Singular Kähler-Einstein metric. J. Amer. Math.

Soc. , vol 22(2009), 607-639.

[10] Guo, Bin, and Duong H. Phong. On L^∞ estimates for fully nonlinear partial differential equations on Hermitian manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.12549 (2022).

[11] B. Guo, D. Phong and F. Tong: On L^∞ estimates for complex Monge-Ampere equations. Prepring, arXiv: 2106.02224.

[12] Horn. A: Doubly Stochastic Matrices and the Diagonal of a Rotation Matrix. Amer.

J. Math. vol 76(1954), 620-630.

[13] Jensen, Robert, P-L. Lions, and Panagiotis E. Souganidis. A uniqueness result for viscosity solutions of second order fully nonlinear partial differential equations. Proceedings of the American mathematical society 102, no. 4 (1988), 975-978.

[14] Kołodziej, Sławomir. The complex monge-ampere equation. Acta mathematica 180, no. 1 (1998), 69-117. Harvard [15] Kołodziej, Sławomir. Hölder continuity of solutions to the complex Monge–Ampère equation with the right-hand side in L^p: the case of compact Kähler manifolds. Mathematische Annalen 342, no. 2 (2008), 379-386.

[16] Ngaiming Mok: The uniformization theorem for compact Kähler manifolds of nonnegative holomorphic bisectional curvature. J. Differential Geom, vol 27, no. 2(1988), 179-214.

[17] N. C. Nguyen: Hölder continuous solutions to complex Hessian equations. Potential Analysis, 41(2014), 887-902.

[18] R. Schoen and S. T. Yau: Lectures on Differential Geometry. International Press (2010).

[19] J. X. Wang, X. J. Wang and B. Zhou: Moser-Trudinger inequality for the complex Monge-Ampère equation. Preprint, arXiv: 2003.06056v1.

[20] J. X. Wang, X. J. Wang and B. Zhou: A priori estimates for the complex Monge- Ampère equation. Preprint, arXiv: 2003.06059.