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Abstract: In this paper, we introduce D}r, a generalization of the 90 operator
on higher-dimensional almost Kéhler manifolds. Using Dj, we investigate the 0-
problem in almost Kéhler geometry and study a generalized Monge-Ampere equa-
tion on almost Ké&hler manifolds. Analogous to the Ké&hler case, we prove the
uniqueness and derive C*° a priori estimates for solutions of the generalized Monge-
Ampere equation on an almost Kédhler manifold (M, g,w,J). We then study the
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1 Introduction

Yau’s Theorem for closed Kahler manifolds [65] asserts that one can prescribe the
volume form of a Kahler metric within a given Kéahler class. This result is fundamen-
tal in the theory of Kéhler manifolds (cf. Calabi [8, 9]) and has broad applications
in both geometry and mathematical physics (cf. Yau [64] ).

More precisely, Yau’s Theorem can be stated as follows. Let (M, g,w,J) be a
closed Kéhler manifold of real dimension 2n, where w denotes the Kahler form, J is
an w-compatible complex structure, and g(-,-) = w(-, J-). Given a smooth volume

Fwm on M, there exists a unique smooth function ¢ satisfying

(w4 V=10;0;0)" = efwm,
w4+ V=190 > 0, supp =0 (1.1)
M

form e

provided F' satisfies the necessary normalization condition

/M ef'un = /Mw". (1.2)
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Equation (1.1) is known as the complex Monge-Ampere equation for Kéhler man-
ifolds. The proof involves the continuity method and requires detailed a priori
estimates for derivatives of ¢ up to third order (cf. Yau [65]). The uniqueness of
the solution ¢ was later established by Calabi via an elementary argument [9].

An alternative extension of Yau’s Theorem arises when J is a non-integrable
almost complex structure. Recall that an almost complex structure J is said to be
tamed by a symplectic form w if the bilinear form w(:, J-) is positive definite. The
structure J is called compatible (or calibrated) with w if the bilinear form is also
symmetric, that is, if w(-, J-) > 0 and w(J-, J-) = w(,-) (cf. McDuff-Salamon [39]).
In the 1990s, Gromov posed the following problem to P. Delanoé [17]. Let (M,w)
be a closed symplectic manifold, J an almost complex structure compatible with w,

and F' € C*°(M) satisfying
/ efwm = / w™.
M M

Does there exist a smooth function ¢ on M such that w + dJdy is a symplectic
form taming J and satisfies

(w+ dJdp)™ = eF'w™? (1.3)

However, P. Delanoé [17] showed that when n = 2, the answer is negative. This
result was later extended to all dimensions by Wang and Zhu [58]. A key ingredient
in their construction is a smooth function ¢ such that w+dJdy lies on the boundary
of the set of taming symplectic forms (so its (1,1) part is semipositive definite but
not strictly positive), while nevertheless (w + dJdy)™ > 0. This is possible because
the (2,0)+4(0, 2)-part of dJdy contributes a strictly positive term. This phenomenon
indicates that the difficulty in Gromov’s proposal stems from the fact that the 2-
form dJdy is generally not of type (1,1) with respect to J, since J is not integrable
in general. Its (1,1) part is given by

V10,050 = 5 (dTdp)

which agrees with the standard expression when J is integrable. This motivates the
study of Monge-Ampére equation for non-integrable almost complex structures. Im-
portant contributions in this direction include Harvey-Lawson [29], Tosatti-Wang-
Weinkove-Yang [54], Chu-Tosatti-Weinkove [13], and the references therein.

To study the Donaldson tameness problem [22], Tan, Wang, Zhou, and Zhu
introduced the operator D} on tamed closed almost complex four-manifolds (M, J)
in [46]. Using Dj, they resolved the problem under the condition h; = bT — 1.
The operator Dj can be viewed as a generalization of 9;0;. Specifically, when J is
integrable, D} = 2y/=19,;0,. In [57], Wang, Wang, and Zhu used D7 to study the
Nakai-Moishezon criterion for tamed almost Hermitian 4-manifolds. In [59], Wang,
Zhang, Zheng, and Zhu studied the generalized Monge-Ampere equation

(w+ D () = Fu?

on almost Kéhler surfaces and established uniqueness (up to an additive constant)
and existence results.



It is well known that in dimension four the operator d;d* is self-adjoint and
strongly elliptic, and plays a key role in defining D}'. In higher dimensions, however,
d;d* is no longer elliptic. Fortunately, a direct calculation, a direct computation
shows that its principal symbol coincides with that of d;d* is the same as that of
0505 + 0 J(§j§ on higher dimensional almost Kdhler manifolds. Thus, the operator
d;d* :D(d;d*) — R(d;d") is an invertible, formally self-adjoint, and nonnegative.
Consequently, for any f € C°°(M), we have d; Jdf L coker(d;d*), and there exists
a unique o(f) € D(d;d*) such that

dyd*o(f) = dy Jdf.

Using d; d*, we define the operator D'J" on higher-dimensional almost Kéahler man-
ifolds by

DI(f) = dJdf +dd*o(f)
= dd*(fw) + dd*o(f)

which satisfies d d*(fw) + d;d*o(f) = 0. Let W;(f) = d*(fw) + d*o(f), then
W, (f) =D (f) .

"W, (f) =0 :

(1.4)

which forms an elliptic system. Notice that d; W;(f) = 0, similar to the classical 0-
problem [30], the W, d;)-problem asks whether the equation W;(f) = A admits
a solution for any A satisfying d; A = 0. Using L?-methods [30], calculating the L*-
norm of W} A, and the Riesz Representation Theorem [67], we solve this problem
in Section 2 (see Theorem 2.5), which plays a crucial role in the subsequent analysis
of the generalized Monge-Ampere equation.

Let (M, g,w, J) be a closed almost K&hler manifold of dimension 2n. We consider
a generalized Monge-Ampere equation on M

@+ DI = eFun (15)
for a real function f € C°°(M) such that
w+DF(f) >0,

where F € C°°(M) satisfies the normalization condition

/M W = /M ef'wm, (1.6)

We establish uniqueness (up to an additive constant) and a local existence theorem
in Section 3 (see Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.5).

In Section 4, we give an alternative expression for the operator Dj using sym-
plectic operators 0+. In particular,

DI(f) = dJdf +dd*o(f)
dJd(fi) + da(ft),



where f; is defined by
1 WA (W — w
— Ay fi = %ﬂl),
n W}
wp =twy + (1 —tw, () =we(-,J:), 0<t <1

Moreover, a(f;) satisfies the elliptic system
d*a(fy) =0,
dya(fe) = —d; Jdfy, (1.7)
Wt Ada(fy) = 0.

Then, in Section 5, we establish a C%-estimate for the almost Kihler potential fo
(see Proposition 5.7).

In Section 6, based on the C%-estimates for fo, we derive C> a priori estimates
for the solution to the generalized Monge-Ampere equation (1.5) on almost Ké&hler
manifolds. Let (M, g,w,J) be a closed almost Kéhler manifold, and let wq = w +
DF(f) be another J-compatible almost Kihler form on M satisfying w; € [w] and

W = ef'w™. We now state our first main theorem ( Theorem 6.4 in Section 6).

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g,w,J) be a closed almost Kdhler manifold. Let F be a real

function on M such that
/ W = / eflwn.
M M

If
wi = w+D(f)
= w+dJd(fo) + da(fo),
is an almost Kdhler form with [w1] = [w] that solves the Calabi-Yau equation
wi = ef'wn,

then there are C'°° a priori bounds on fo and wi depending only on M,w,J, F, and
sup s (trgg1).

In Section 7, we discuss the existence of Hermite-Einstein metrics in the almost
Kaéhler setting. Let M be a compact Kéhler manifold with Kahler metric ) gﬁdzi®
dz’. In [8], Calabi conjectured the existence of Kihler-Einstein metric on a Kihler
manifold whose first Chern class is negative, zero or positive. A Kéahler Einstein
metric is a Kahler metric whose Ricci form is proportional to the Kéhler form. If
c1(M) < 0, we can choose a Kéhler metric such that ‘/2—? > gi7dz" A dz’ represents
—c1(M). If 1 (M) = 0, we may choose g >~ 9;3dz" Adz to be an arbitrary Kéhler
form. If ¢;(M) > 0, we choose g > g;7dz" A dz7 to represent ¢1(M). In these
cases, the existence of a Kahler-Einstein metric is equivalent to solving

2

T det(g;;)™" = explef + F), (18)

det (gﬁ + 82’1({9,%



where ¢ = 1, 0 or —1, and F is a smooth function defined on M. If ¢;(M) <
0, a Kéhler-Einstein metric exists (cf. Aubin [4], Yau [65]). If ¢;(M) = 0, the
existence of Kéhler-Einstein metric is equivalent the existence of the solvability of
the following complex Monge-Ampere equation

2

8zi82j

det(g;; + )det(gij)_l = exp(F),

where F' is a smooth function on M satisfying Equation (7.2). The case ¢1(M) > 0
is related to the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture([66, 49, 21]), which was proved
independently in 2015 by Chen-Donaldson—Sun [12] and Tian [50].

It is natural to consider Hermite-Einstein almost Kéhler metrics. An almost
Kéhler metric (g,w, J) is called Hermite-Einstein (HEAK for short) if the Hermite-
Ricci form p is a constant multiple of the symplectic form w, i.e.

p:%w7

where R is the Hermitian scalar curvature, which is constant (cf. [35]). Similar
to the discussions in Sections 5 and 6, we obtain the following theorem for HEAK
metrics (Theorem 7.3).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kihler manifold with
a(M,J)<0. If

© = w+DI(f)
= w+dJd(fo) + da(fo),
defines a HEAK metric and satisfies
Q" = efotFyn

for some F € C*(M), then there are C* a priori bounds on fl and & depending
only on M,w,J, F, and sup,; (treg).

Finally, as in the Kéahler case [23], we pose several existence questions on al-
most Kahler manifolds for four different types of special almost Kéhler metrics on
compact manifolds, working within a fixed symplectic class.

2 Preliminaries

Let M be an almost complex manifold with an almost complex structure J. For
any x € M, T, M ®g C which is the complexification of T, M can be decomposed as

T.M &g C=Tr"M + T M, (2.1)

where T1OM and T2 M are the eigenspaces of J corresponding to the eigenvalues
V=1 and —+/—1, respectively. A complex tangent vector is of type (1,0) (resp.
(0,1)) if it belongs to THOM (resp. TO1M). Let TM ®g C be the complexification
of the tangent bundle. Similarly, let T*M ®g C be the complexification of the
cotangent bundle T*M. The almost complex structure J acts on T*M ®g C by

VYaeT*"M @r C, Ja(-) =—a(J-).



Hence T*M ®g C decomposes into the F1/—1-eigenspaces as
T*M @ C = A" @ AS". (2.2)

We define AR := APALY @ AIAT', and let QF(M) denote the space of smooth
sections of A%Y. The exterior derivative acts by

O A o L/ Ao 0/ Ant (2.3)
Therefore d decomposes as
d=A;®©0;90;® Ay, (2.4)
where the components have bidegrees
[As] = (=1,2), [9;] = (1,0), [9;] = (0,1), [As] = (2,-1).
The operators d; and 0y are of the first-order, while A; and A are of order zero
(see [40]).

Now suppose that (M, g,w, J) is a closed almost Kédhler manifold of dimension
2n. Let Q2(M) denote the space of real smooth 2-forms on M, i.e., the real C>°
sections of the bundle A%(M). The almost complex structure J acts on Q% (M) as
an involution via

ar— a(J,J), acQi(M). (2.5)

This induces a decomposition of 2-forms into J-invariant and J-anti-invariant parts
(see [22]):
R =0toQ;, a=al+a;

and the corresponding decomposition of vector bundles:
A =AT @A (2.6)
We define the following operators:
df = Pfd: Qf — QF,
d;, = P;d: Qp — Q, (2.7)
where PJi : Qi — Qf A differential k-form By with k < n is called primitive
if LP=*+1B; = 0, equivalently A,By = 0 (see [55, 63]). Here L, is the Lefschetz

operator, defined by
L, (A;c) =wA AL

for Ay € QE(M). The dual Lefschetz operator is defined by A, : Qk(M) —
Q§_2(M ), and it is a contraction map associated with the symplectic form w. We
define the space of primitive k-forms as QF(M). Specifically,

Q2(M) ={a € Q3(M)|w" ' Aa =0}

Thus,
QF(M) = Q3 (M) @ QF (M)



and

OR(M) = QI(M)®Q3(M)
= Q{(M)®Q; (M) e Qf (M), (2.8)

where Q}r’o (M) is the space of the primitive J-invariant 2-forms and

QM) = {fw]|f e C®(M)}.

Let
d;d :Q; (M) — Q; (M),

where d* = — %4 dx4 and *,4 is the Hodge star operator with respect to the metric
g. For any a, f € Q7 (M), it is straightforward to check that

<djd"o,f >y=<dd"o,f >4=< a,dd"} >4=< a,d;d* >, .
Hence, d; d* is a self-adjoint operator. If a € ker(d;d*) C Q; (M),
0=<d;d"a,a>=<d"a,d*a >, .

Thus,
ker(d;d*) = coker(d;d*) = {a € Q; (M) | d*a = 0}.

By Weil’s identity [55, 61],

kg = (n— 2)!w"_2 A a.
So
d*ga= e 2)!w"_2 Ada = 0.
Therefore,
ker(d;d") = coker(d;d*) = {ae€Q;(M)|da=0}

{a € Q; (M) | w2 Ada = 0}. (2.9)

If n = 2, then d*a = 0 implies da = 0, so « is a J-anti-invariant harmonic 2-form
in Q5 (M) (cf. [34]). Therefore, ker(d;d*) = H; = H*N Q. If n > 3, it is clear
that H, C ker(d;d*).

Since C*°(M) is dense in L3(M), so we can extend d;d* to a closed, densely
defined operator (see [30]),

dyd* : A; ® L3(M) — A @ L*(M).
In the sense of distributions, it is straightforward to see that
ker(d;d*) = {a € Aj ® L3(M) | d;d*a = 0}

is closed. Indeed, let {a;} C ker(d;d*) be a sequence converging in L3 to some
o € A7 ® L3(M). Then {d;d*a;} = {0} is a constant sequence that converges to
0. Thus, d;d*a =0, and « € ker(d; d*), since d;d* is a closed operator. Let

D(d;d*) = A; @ L3(M) \ ker(d;d*)



and
R(d;d*) = A; ® L*(M) \ coker(d; d*).

Then,
d;d* :D(d;d") — R(d;d")

is invertible. For any f € L2(M), by direct calculation and Proposition 1.13.1 in
[28], we have

Jdf = d*(fw), d;Jdf = dyd*(fw), d}Jdf =2v/—10,0,f.

Note that
d;Jdf =d;d"(fw) L coker(d;d"),

so there exists a unique o(f) € D(d;d*) such that
dyd* (fw+o(f)) =0.

We present the following theorem, which was proved by Lejmi in the 4-dimensional
case [34].

Theorem 2.1. Let (M, g,w,J) be a closed almost Kdihler manifold of dimension
2n. The operator d;d* : D(d;d*) — R(d;d*) is invertible, formally self-adjoint,
and nonnegative. In particular, for any f € C*° (M), we have d7 Jdf L coker(d; d*)
and there exists a unique o(f) € D(d;d*) such that

dyd*o(f) = d7 Jdf.

Remark 2.2. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kdihler manifold of di-
mension 2n. Consider the second-order linear differential operator
Pr:Q3(M) — Q3(M)
1
b A= —g(Agwe,
where A, denotes the Riemannian Laplacian associated with the almost Kdhler
metric g (with the convention (w,w), = n). The operator Pj is self-adjoint and
strongly elliptic, and its kernel consists of the primitive g-harmonic 2-forms (see

Lejmi [34], Tan-Wang-Zhou [44]).
When n = 2, Leymi demonstrated that Py preserves the decomposition

0 =05, @97

and furthermore, for ¢ € QIO and ¥ € Q7 , we have PJ\Qjo(w) = Ay and
PJ|Q7(1/J) = 2d,;d*1p. Lejmi also noted that PJ|Q; is a self-adjoint, strongly el-

liptic operator acting from €2 to Q5 on a closed almost Kdhler 4-manifold. In the
general case, when n > 2, the restriction

is elliptic, as its symbol is injective, but not invertible [52].



As established in Tan-Wang-Zhou-Zhu [46] and Wang-Wang-Zhu [57], by apply-
ing Theorem 2.1, we define the operator D}' on higher-dimensional almost Kéhler
manifolds (see Wang-Zhang-Zheng-Zhu [59, Remark 1.4]).

Definition 2.3. Let D'}' be the operator defined as follow:
DY L3(M) — AT @ L*(M),

with
DY (f) = dJdf + dd*o(f) = dd*(fw) + dd*o(f),

where o(f) € Q7 (M) and satisfies the condition
d;d"(fw)+d;d"o(f) =0.
Let Wy : L3(M) — Af @ L3(M) be defined by

Wi(f) = d*(fw +o(f))-

Then
dW;(f) = D}'(f) and d;W;(f) = 0.

The function f is called an almost Kdhler potential with respect to the almost Kdhler
metric g.

Remark 2.4. If J is integrable, i.e., Ny =0, then
DI (f) =2vV—-10,0,f.
Thus, in the integrable case, D'J" can be viewed as a generalization of the 90 operator.
Denote the space of harmonic 2-forms by H2, (cf. [11]). Let
H, =HirNQ;, h; =dimH;,

and
+ 42 + + +
HJ,O = H(iR n QJ,O’ hJ,O = dlmHJ’O.

Here, H; and H}_,o are the harmonic representations of their respective real de Rham
cohomology groups on the manifold M (see Draghici-Li-Zhang [25] for n = 2). As
in Theorem 4.3 for the complex de Rham cohomology groups in [14], we have the
inequality

hy +hi,<b -1

If h7 +hj,=1b*—1, then

Hip = Span{w} & Hi @ H].
Note that if n = 2, then H>p = {0} = H5p (cf. [14, Lemma 5.6]). As in the case
of almost Kéhler 4-manifolds (see Tan-Wang-Zhang-Zhu [43] and Tan-Wang-Zhou
[45]), we define

Hio=R-wd {ay = fu+d;(vy+75) € Hip | f € C®(M), vy € QY (M)}
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Then, hj, = dim Hz, > 1, and we have
Hio®HT ®H; CHig
It is straightforward to see that
ker Wy = Spang{ fa, - - "fhio—l | ay, € HJJ‘,O}.
If n = 2, then dim Hio =bt —dimH;, 0 <dimH; <b" — 1. In this case,
Hio®HT O Hy =Hig,

where b is the self-dual second Betti number of M (cf. Tan-Wang-Zhou [45]).
If n > 3, for ay € ”H,JJ:O, we have d*ay = 0 and

day =wAdf +dd;(vy+7¢) =0.

Thus,
0 = dxjaf

=y [fw+dy (o + )
1 ,

= d[(nil)!fw”‘1 - (n72)!w”‘2/\d;(vf+z7f)]
1 1
1 1 e

= G g N

By Corollary 2.7 in Yan [63], the operator L"~! : QL — Q%”fl is an isomorphism.
Therefore, df = 0 and f = c. Consequently, d; (vs + vf) € H2p, and further,
d7 (vf 4+ v5) € Hy. Thus, we conclude that d} (vs +v5) = 0, and therefore, Hj, =
R - w. Hence, ker W; = R.

Notice that d; W, (f) = 0. In analogy with the classical d-problem in complex
analysis [30], the W, d] )-problem asks whether W;(f) = A admits a solution for
every A satisfying d; A = 0. If we work in the Hilbert space setting and consider
the complex

L2(M) ™ AL @ L2(M) 2 A5 ® L2(M), (2.10)

then the above problem is equivalent to whether the kernel of d coincides with the
image of W,. Recall the definition of W;: for f € L3(M), o(f) € D(d;d*) be such
that

Wi(f) = d*(fw+o(f))
so that d; Wy (f) =0, &*W;(f) =0 and

dW;(f) = diWy(f) € AT @ L*(M).
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Without loss of generality, assume that A € Q} (M), d*A =0 and d; A = 0, then

W) A>, = /M AR wgd* (fuo + 0 (f)

_ —/MA A d(f(:ill)! +o(f) A (:i;!)
= [ aanuE g e )
n—1
= [ Ay
= <fiIWjA>,.
Thus, the formal L2-adjoint operator of Wy is
WiA = —ret T ndjA —(AudtA). (2.11)

wn

As in the case of closed almost Kihler 4-manifolds, by using L?-method [30], cal-
culating the L?-norm of W3 A and applying Riesz Representation Theorem [67], it
is easy to get the following theorem (cf. [46, Appendix A.3] or [57, Section 6]):

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that (M,g,w,J) is a closed almost Kdihler manifold of
dimension 2n. Then the (W;y,d )-problem is solvable.

Suppose 9 € Ayt ® L2(M) is d-exact, hence
P = d(u,/, +ay) = d;(U¢ + Uy), i€, d;(U¢ + ’liw) =0, (2.12)

for some u, € A" @ L}(M). By Theorem 2.5, there exists f € L3(M) such that
Wi(f) = Uy + Uy. Hence,

b = d(uy +ay) = dW;(f) = D (f).
We summarize the above discussion in the following corollary:

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that 1) € AT ® L?(M) is d-ezact, that is, there is uy €
A(}’l ® L3(M) such that ¢ = d(uy + ty). Then v is D}'—e:ract, that is, there exists
[y € L3(M) such that 1) = D5 (fy).

With the above corollary, we obtain the following proposition (cf. Tan-Wang-
Zhou-Zhu [46)]):

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kihler manifold of
dimension 2n. Then D} : L3(M) — AT ® L?(M) has closed range.

Proof. Let {f;} be a sequence of real functions on M in L3(M). By Definition 2.3,
{Ws(fi)} is a sequence of real 1-forms on M?" with coefficients in L? such that

e = dW;(fi) = Dy (fi) € A} © L*(M)

is converging in L? to some ¢ € AY @ L2(M). It is clear that d*W;(fi) = 0 and
W (f;) is perpendicular to the harmonic 1-forms. It is well known that d + d* is an
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elliptic operator (cf. Donaldson-Kronheimer [24]). Hence there exists a constant C
such that

||WJ(fz')||2L§(M)

IN

AW () B any + 4 W FN 2 o)
= C”dWJ(fZ)H%Z(M) < Const.

Hence, {W,(fi)} is bounded in L?, so after passing to a subsequence we may assume
that W, (fi) converges weakly in L3(M) to some W € AL®L3(M). Since dWy(f;) €
AT @ L*(M), it follows that

AWy =y € AT @ L*(M).

By Lemma 2.6, there exists f € L3(M) such that D} (f) = dW,(f) = ¢. This
completes the proof of Proposition 2.7. O

3 Generalized Monge-Ampere Equation on
Almost Kahler Manifolds

Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Ké&hler manifold of dimension 2n. De-
note

C%(M, J) = {f € C%(M)\ ker Wy 1.

Define
DY C™(M,J) — QF (M),

by
DI (f) = dW,(f) = dJdf + dd*o(f)

satisfying d; Wy (f) = 0, where W, (f) = Jdf+d*o(f) and o(f) € Q2 (M). It is easy
to see that D7 is a linear operator. Moreover, d*W;(f) = 0 since Jdf = d*(fw).
It is well known that Monge-Ampeére equations form an important class of
fully nonlinear PDEs and are deeply related to many areas of analysis and ge-
ometry (see [26, 64]). The solvability of the Monge-Ampeére equation has been
studied extensively. There are many existence, uniqueness and regularity results
of the Monge-Ampere equation under different conditions. We refer the reader
to Tosatti-Weinkove [53], Chu-Tosatti-Weinkove [13], Demailly-Pali [16], Pli§ [41],
Zhang-Zhang [68] and other references. As done in almost K&hler surface in Wang-
Zhang-Zheng-Zhu [59], we can similarly define a generalized Monge-Ampeére equa-
tion on (M, g,w, J),
(w+ D} ()" = eFw” (3.1)

for a real function f € C*°(M, J) such that

w—i—'D}r(f) >0,

/M w" = /M efwm. (3.2)

where F' € C*°(M) satisfies
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If J is integrable, D} (f) = 2v/—18,0;f. Then Equation (3.1) reduces to the
classical Monge-Ampere equation (cf. [8, 65]) If n = 2, We refer to Wang-Zhang-
Zheng-Zhu [59] for the case n = 2.

By Definition 2.3, the generalized Monge-Ampeére equation (3.1) is equivalent to
the following Calabi-Yau equation for 1-forms:

(w4 da)™ = eF'w, (3.3)

where a € Q(M), d*a = 0 and dja = 0. In fact, we may take a = W, (f),
f € C>(M,J). For Calabi-Yau equations for differential forms, see Weinkove [62],
Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau [52], Fu-Wang-Wu [26], Delanoé [17], Wang-Zhu [58] and so
on.

We now consider the local theory of the Calabi-Yau equation on almost Kéhler
2n-manifolds (cf. [17, 58]).

Definition 3.1. Suppose that (M,g,w,J) is a closed almost Kahler manifold of
dimension 2n. The sets A, B, Ay and B, are defined as follows:

A={ueQx(M)|d;u=0,du=0}

Ay ={ue A|w(u) =w+du>0};

B:={feC®M |/fw / "

By :={feB|f>0o0on M}
We define an operator F from A to B as follows:
u = F(u),
where
Flu)w™ = (w(w)”, w(u)=w+ du. (3.4)

Restricting the operator F to A, to get F(A4) C B4. Thus, the existence of a
solution to Equation (3.1) is equivalent to the surjectivity the restricted operator

Fla, : Ay — By (3.5)

Moerover, we have the following result (cf. [17, Proposition 5] or [58, Proposition
2.4]):

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kdhler manifold of
dimension 2n.
(1) If ue Ay, then F(u) >0
(2) define
B.(0) i= {u € A|[uller < e},

where O is Ct-norm introduced by the metric g; if e << 1, then B-(0) C A,.

Suppose that ug € Ay. By Proposition 3.2, there exists a small neighborhood
U(ugp) in A such that U(ug) C A4. Moreover, if u; € A, e << 1, then F(ug+euy) >
0.
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By solvability of (W, d])-problem (see Theorem 2.5), for any ¢ € A, there
exists f, € C°°(M,J) such that W;(f,) = ¢. For any u € Ay, since Ay is an
open subset of A, it is easy to see that the tangent space at u, T, Ay, is A. For
¢ € TyAy, define L(u)(¢) by

d
L(w)(8) = S F(u+ t9)]co.
A direct computation gives

nw(u)" "L ADT(fy)
L(u)(9) = e
w
It is straightforward to check that L(w) is a linear elliptic operator on A (cf. [17, 58]).
Moreover, ker L(u) = {0}. Indeed, for u € Ay,

w(u) =w+du=w+DF(f,) >0,

that is, a symplectic form compatible with J on M?", where W;(f,) = u. Let
gu(s,+) = w(u)(-,J-). Then (w(u),J,g,) is an almost Kéhler structure on M. By
the primitive decomposition,

QF (M) = QF(u) (M) ® QF o (u)(M),
where
OF (u) := {fw(u)| f € C*(M)},

and
O o (u) (M) = {a € F (M) [w(u)" ™" Ao =0},

If L(u)(¢) = 0, then D} (f,) is a primitive 2-form on M. By Weil’s identity [55],

9. DT (fo) = —=DF (fs) A %
Thus,
< D30, Di(fo) >0 = /M DH(fy) A weu D3 ()
— - [ DR AT A

= 0.

Therefore, D} (f,) = dW;(fs) = 0. On the other hand, we have d*W;(fs) = 0.
So Wy (fs) is a harmonic 1-form [11]. By the definition of W;(f,), we know that
Wy(fs) is a d*-exact form. Therefore, by Hodge decomposition, W, (f,) = 0, that
is, ¢ = 0. Hence, we have proved the following lemma (cf. [17, Proposition 1] or
[58, Lemma 2.5]):

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kahler manifold of di-
mension 2n. Then the restricted operator

f:A+—>B+

is of elliptic type on Ay. Moreover, the tangent map, dF (u) = L(u), of F atu € Ay
is a linear elliptic system on A and ker L(u) = {0}.
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Obviously, Ay C A is a convex open set. Suppose that
F(uo) = F(u1)

for ug,u; € Ay. Let ug = tug + (1 —t)ug, t € [0,1]. So

' d
/0 5 (ue)]dt = 0.
Then )
L(up)(ug —up)w"™ = /0 nw(u)" " 'dt ADF (fuy — fuo) = 0.

Therefore F : Ay — By is an injectivity map. By standard nonlinear analysis (cf.
Aubin [5]), we obtain the following result (cf. [17, Theorem 2] or [58, Proposition
2.6)):

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kdihler manifold of
dimension 2n. Then the restricted operator

f:A+ —)f(A+) CB+
is a diffeomorphism.

Let F € C™(M) satisfy ef" € F(A,) C By, and

/wn:/ ern.
M M

By the above theorem, there exists u € Ay such that F(u) = ef’ and F(u)w™ =
w(u)™. Then

efw" = w(u)" = (w+du)" = (W + dWs(f.)" = (W + DI (fu))™

Hence, with Theorem 3.4, we have the following local existence result for the solution
of the generalized Monge-Ampere equation on the closed almost Kahler manifold
(M ,9,W, J) .

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kihler manifold. Let

F € C*(M) satisfy
/ ern:/ wn,
M M

eF S f(A+) C B+.
Then, there exists a smooth function f € C*(M,J) such that

and

W+ DF()" = Fw.

The remainder of this section is devoted to studying a uniqueness theorem for
solutions of the generalized Monge-Ampere equation on a closed almost Kéhler
manifold (M, g,w, J). If there are two solutions fy, f1 of equation (3.1), then

(w+ D7 (fo))" = (w+Dj (f))" = e w".
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Let fy =tfi + (1 —t)fo, t €[0,1].

Di(fe) = dWs(f)
tdWy(f1) + (1 = t)dW;(fo)
tdgy + (1 — t)deo
= d¢t7
where ¢o = Wi(fo), 1 = Ws(f1) and ¢ = tép1 + (1 — t)¢g are all in A;. So by
the definition of operator L, we have
1
_ d + n
0 = A & (w+ D ()
1 d "
- /O -+ doy)"dr
1
d n
= | Gty

1y .
= | G
= L(¢o)(¢1 — go)w™.

By Lemma 3.3, we know that ker L(u) = {0} for v € Ay. Hence, ¢1 = ¢¢ and
Wi(f1) = Wi(fo). So we obtain a uniqueness theorem for the generalized Monge-
Ampere equation up to ker Wy (cf. Calabi [8], Wang-Zhang-Zheng-Zhu [59] and
Weinkove [62]).

Theorem 3.6. The generalized Monge-Ampére equation (3.1) on a almost Kéihler
2n-manifold has at most one solution up to ker Wj.

4 An alternative expression of Dj operator

Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kahler manifold of dimension 2n. By
the definition of DY, for any f € C>(M),

Dj(f) = dJdf +dd*o(f),
where d* = — %4 d*g, o(f) € Q; (M) and
d;Jdf +d;d*o(f) =0.
fw =w+ D}' (f) > 0, then w; is a J-compatible symplectic form. Let
wy =tw; + (1 —thw, 0<t<1.

Then wy is a smooth family of J-compatible symplectic forms in the same symplectic
class [w] and g¢(+,-) = w(-, J+) is a family of almost Kéhler metrics. It is easy to
see that (w,J, g) = (wo, J, go). By direct calculation and Proposition 1.13.1 in [28],
we have d*t(fw;) = Jdf, where d** = — x4, d*4,. Then

Dy (f) = dJdf +dd*o(f)
= dd"*(fw;) + day(f), (4.6)
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where a;(f) = d*o(f) + dy: satisfying

d*a(f) = 0, daj(f) = dd"o(f),
and @y € C°(M). Hence, Jdf + a;(f) is d*t closed.
Define
QY (M) = {fwr | f € CX(M)}.
Recall the decomposition, we have
(M) = Q7' (M) © Q5 (M) © Q5 (M)
where
Q5 (M) = {B € Q (M) |wj™ NS =0}.
A differential k-form Bj with & < n on M?" is called w,-primitive if it satisfies
wp MY A By, = 0 [61, 55]. Let By, with k < n, then dBy, = By, | +w, A BL_; [55,
Lemma 2.4]. For w;-primitive k-forms,

(k+1) 1 ek
R k= 7(Bg), (4.7)

1 T
g Wi A By =(-1) mwt

where b
7= s
P.q
projects a k-form on its (p, ¢) parts times the multiplicative factor (v/—1)?~7 [61, 55].
By (4.7), it follows that for any oo € Q7 (M) and § € Q'}Ot(M), we have

n—2 n—2

_ W —_ Y
*gtaf(n_Q)!/\a, *g, 0 = (n—2)!/\ﬂ'

Define a smooth function f; € C*°(M) as follows:
WA (W — w)

n
W

1
_EAgtft = ) (48)

where A, is the Laplacian of the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the almost
Kéhler metric g;. In general, f # fy. Using the result of Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau [52,
Lemma 2.5], we can easily obtain

1
—w?il A deft = *Agtft '(U?.
n
On the other hand, by a pair (r, k) corresponding to the space

1
LR = {A € Q¥TH(M) | A= L, By with Ay, By = o} . (4.9)

We have the result [56] that d acting on £ leads to most two terms
d:LVE(t) — L7 () @ L7 R, (4.10)

Indeed we can define the decomposition of d into linear differential operators (04 4, 0— 4)

)

with respect to w; by writing
d = 8+’t + Lwta,,t.

By Lemma 2.5 in [56], we find that on a symplectic manifold (M, w;), the symplectic
differential operator (04 ¢, 0 ;) satisfies the following:



(i) (94,4)* = (0-4)* = 0;

(i) Lo, (04,0 1) = =L, (0— 404 1);
(iii) [0+,t, L] = [LwyO—t, L, ] = 0.
For any 1-form b, we have

db = 8+,tb + wy A\ 8_7tb,

where 04 :b € Q; (M) @ Q}r()t(M) and 0_ ;b € C°(M). By (4.8), we have

wi Tt N dJdf +ay(f) _ wi Tt A (w1 - w)

n n
Wy W

By (4.11), we have

wi —w = d(Jdf + a;(f)) = 01 ¢ (Jdf + ay(f)) +wi A O— o (Jdf + ai(f))-

Then, we will get

1
O—u(Jdf + ay(f)) = = —Ag. fi-
Similarly,
deft = a+,tdet + wg A 6,’t‘]dft.
Moreover,

1
Py (91 Jdfe) € Q5 (M), 0y Jdfy = ——Ag, fr.
By (4.12) and (4.13), we have

wi — w — dJdf, d(Jdf + d)(f)) — dJdf,

Oy o (Jdf + ay(f)) — Oy 1 Jdfy,

and
Py (w1 —w —dJdfy) = —d Jdfs.

Let a(f:) = Jdf + a;(f) — Jdf;. Then
w1 —w = dJdf; + da(f;) = D}L’t(ft), 0<t<1,

where

d*ta(ft) = Oa
d}a(ft) = —d;det,

wit Ada(fy) = 0.

Hence, one can find a linear map

L(w,t): C®°(M,J) — C®(M,J)
f — fta Ogtg]-a

which is injective.

1
= _EAQtfb

18

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)
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Proposition 4.1. For any f € C®(M), if w; = w + DI (f) > 0, one can define a
family of J-compatible symplectic forms wy = twy + (1 —t)w, 0 <t < 1 and smooth
functions fy € C°(M, J) by the following equations

*lAgtft _ wi ™! /\(::-’1 _W).
n wy
Then
W1 — W = djdft + da(ft) = D}:t(ft% (414)
where
d*ta(ft> = Oa
d}a(ft) = —d;det, (415)

Wt Ada(fy) = 0.
Thus, L(w,t) : C*°(M,J) = L(w,t)(C>*(M,J)) is an isomorphism.
Remark 4.2. 1) By Theorem 2.1, we can find o(fi) € Q7 (M) satisfying
d; Jdfy +d;d* o(f:) =0.
But in general, a(f;) # d*to(f:). In fact, we have
dy(a(ft) —d™o(ft)) = 0.
By Theorem 2.5, one can find f{ € C°(M) such that
a(fe) —d*o(fe) = Walfi) = Jdf{ + d" o (fy).

Thus, a(fy) = d* o (fy) + Jdfi + d**o(f;).
2) Formula (4.15) is similar to (5.4) in [52]. The kernel of (4.15) consists of the
harmonic 1-forms. If a;(f) is in the kernel of (4.15), we have

lda(fltry = [ dalh) A sdaf)
1 n—2
= _m/Mda(ft)/\da(ft)/\wt

= 0.
Since d*ta(fy) = 0, we see that a(f;) is harmonic with respect to g;.
3) For n = 2, one can use self-dual equation to prove Proposition 4.1 (see
(62, 59]).

5 The C° a priori estimate for Almost Kihler
Potentials

Let (M, g,w,J) be a closed almost Kédhler manifold and w; another J-compatible
almost Kéhler form on M?" satisfying w1 = w + D} (f) € [w] and w} = eFw™. By
the definition of D}r, for any f € C*°(M),

DI (f) = dJdf + dd*o(f),
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where d* = — %4 d*g, o(f) € Q; (M) and
dydJdf +dyd*o(f) = 0.
Define a smooth function fy € C*°(M) by

WA (W —w)

wn

1
_ﬁAng == B (51)

where Ay is the Laplacian of the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the almost
Kéhler metric g. In general, fy # f. Using the result of Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau [52,
Lemma 2.5], we obtain

1
—w" Y AdJIdfy = EAgfo LS
Then, by Proposition 4.1, there exists a(fy) € Q(M) such that

DI (f) = dJdfy + da(fo),

and
d*a(fo) =0 ’
dyJdfo +dya(fo) =0 (5.2)
w L Ada(fy) =0 ,

where d* = — x4 d*, and *, is the Hodge star operator with respect to the metric g.

The function fj is also called an almost Kéhler potential with respect to the metric
g. In general, a(fy) # d*o(f). Hence,

w1 —w = D?(f)
= dJdf +dd*o(f)
= dJdfo + da(fo)
= dd*(fow) + da(fo)
= Dj,o(fo)-

Therefore, W;(f) = d*(fw) + d*o(f) can be rewritten as

Wi (f) = d*(fow) + a( fo).

Then
AV (f)=Dj(f) =wi —w ,
(5.3)
d*W;(f) =0

By elementary linear algebra and simultaneous diagonalization (see McDuff-
Salamon [39]), for any p € M, it is possible to find complex coordinates z1, - - -, z,,
on M near p such that:

Lemma 5.1. ¢g(p) = 2(|dz'|? + - - - + |d2"|?);
gl(p) = 2(a1‘d21|2 +eee an‘d'zn‘z);
w(p) = V=1(dz" Ndz" + - - +dz" NdzZ");
wi(p) = V—1(ardz! ANdz' + - - + ap,dz™ Adz"), where 0 < ay < -+ < ay,.
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Using an orthonormal coordinate system [11] and Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau [52,
Lemma 2.5],

n
Ag folp) = V=1 _(dJdfo)"V (p) (v}, 7)), (5.4)
j=1
where v; = 0/0z; at p and A{ is the complex Laplacian of the Hermitian canonical
connection with respect to the almost Kéhler metric g at p. Also by Tosatti-
Weinkove-Yau [52, Lemma 2.6], since (M, g, w, J) is a closed almost Kéhler manifold
of dimension 2n, then

Ay fo = A fo, (5.5)
where Ay is the Laplacian of the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the almost
Kihler metric g. Thus, we can relate aj,- - -,a, to e/ and A,fy = Al fo. If

w = efw™ (that is Equation (3.1)), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For any p € M, there exist complex coordinates z1, - -, z, near p such
that:

0 f %
I? g —efF@ _ZJ0 —ai —1 0 _ . .
]_10’] € ) 825]85] (p) a’] ) 82’18,% (p) O fOT ? 7é J

and
n

Ang(p) =n — Zaj.

j=1

Remark 5.3. The function fy is similar to the real function ¢ defined in Tosatti-
Weinkove-Yau [52] which is called the almost Kdhler potential with respect to the
almost Kahler forms w.

By the previous lemmas, it is easy to obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. At p € M, we have
AW (H) )5 = DT (H ) = 22(%‘ -1)% |a(p)l; = QZG?

and
9 )2 =2 a;.
j=1

By the first and last equations in Lemma 5.2 and the fact that the geometric
mean (aj - - - an)% is less than or equal to the arithmetic mean %(al +-tap), it
is easy to obtain the following inequality:

F(p)

Agfolp) <n—mne ™ <n. (5.6)

Since Ay fo(p) =n — Z?:l a; by Lemma 5.2 and a; are positive, from Lemma 5.4
one can show that at p,

(AW (P2 = 10,05 fol} < 2n+2(n — Agfo)? (5.7)

and
2F
2ne™ < |gl|3 <2(n— Ay fo)? (5.8)
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Since II7_, a; = ¥ by Lemma 5.2, we see that

-1 _ _—F(p)Tn
a; - = e "W cpan, 2k

Notice that the inequality
ar < n— (Agfo)(p)

derived from the third equation in Lemma 5.2, we find that

a;? < e W (n —(Ag fo)(p)*" 2. (5.9)

3 =

Lemma 5.5. Let fy solve the equation equivalent to the generalized Monge-Ampére
equation (3.1), that is

(W+ D5 ()" = (w+ dJdfo + da(fo))" = e"w™,
and assume

w+ DI (f) = w+ dJdfo + da(fo) > 0, sup fo = 0.
M

Then
/ L fol vl < 07— / folP~Lduvol,,

where C' = sup,,; |1 — e,

Proof. We compute

/ (dlfol# Pdvol, = — / Au(dfol% A Td] folB)dvol,
M M

y) p W
- [ Autdinolt A ddinlH
M n

]. p p
= —— [ nd|fol2 AJd|fol2 A"
n! Ju

- 4X7/ [Fol=2d)fo| A Jdlfol A w™

P’ 1 1 1
= - dfolP~" N Jd|fol AW

2

p 1 p—1 n—1
- dJd
4><(n—1)!p—1/Mf0| A dJd| fol Aw
2
P 1 -
- _4><n' /'fo‘p gl fol - w
= e A

sup,s |1 —ew np? W
< ]\/I| | / |f0|p 17'.
4(p—1) M n!



23

By the Sobolev inequality, we obtain

Cnp? | 1
||f0||LP/3(g) < (m)pﬂ Hfo”Lpfl(g)’

for 8 = -=5. Replacing p by pg, iterating, and then setting p = 2 we obtain

lfollcocgy < Cllfollz(g)- (5.10)

Since any almost Kahler metric is Gauduchon, it is nature to extend Proposition
2.3 in [13] to the almost Kahler setting. Hence, we have the following key lemma

Lemma 5.6. (c¢f. [13, Proposition 2.3]) Let (M, g,w,J) be a closed almost Kdhler
manifold. Then there is a constant C' > 0, depending only on M,w and J, such
that every smooth function fo on M satisfying

w+ DY (f) =w+ dJdfo + da(fy) > 0, sup fo =0, (5.11)
M

also satisfies

/ (—fo)w™ < C. (5.12)
M

Proof. Notice that A, is the canonical Laplacian of w, which is a second-order
elliptic operator whose kernel consists only of constants. Standard linear PDE
theory (cf. [2, Appendix A]) shows that there exists a Green function G for A,
which satisfies G(z,y) > —C and ||G(x, )| 11 (a,g) < C for a constant C' > 0, and
1

fMW" M

fol) = fo" + / Ay Fo®)G(a, 1) (1) (5.13)

for all smooth functions fy and all z € M. On the other hand, by the third equation
n (5.2),

/ Ay fow™ = —n/ w" P A (dJdfo + da(fo)) =0
M M

Therefore, we may add a uniform constant to G(z,y) to make it nonnegative, while
preserving the same Green formula.

If fo satisfies (5.11), that is, D}r(f) > —w, then by (5.1), we have

Ang <n.

Let 2y € M be a point such that fo(z¢) = 0. By Green formula (5.13), we obtain

/M(—fo)w" / /A fo(y)G (o, y)w" (y)
/ [ Gl

N

O

Hence, || fol|£1(g) is bounded and we have | fo|lco(y) < C, where C is a constant
depending only on M, w, J, and F. Let’s formalize this as the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.7. Let fy solve the equation equivalent to the generalized Monge-
Ampére equation (3.1), that is

(w+ D))" = @+ dJdfy + da(fo))" = eFwr,
and satisfies

w+ DI (f) = w+ dJdfy + da(fy) >0, sup fo = 0.
M

Then there exists a constant C' depending only on M,w,J and F, such that

| follco(gy < C.

Remark 5.8. Let fo be the normalization of fo, that is,

;o Jayon fodvoly
Jo=fo— 7]\20%(]\/[)

Then one can also obtain the C°-estimate for fo using the method of Delanoé [18],
namely,

I follcogy < C,
where C' depends only on M,w,J and F.

6 The C* a priori estimate for the solution of
Generalized Monge-Ampere Equation
This section is devoted to establishing an existence theorem for the generalized

Monge-Ampéere equation on almost Kéahler manifolds (cf. [13, 52, 59]). Recall that
fo is defined by

n—1
—%Agfo = w—/\bﬁ:}l —w)
which can be rewritten as 1
Agfo=n— itrggl. (6.1)
If we suppose that
0 <trggs < K, (6.2)

then there is a C%-estimate of A, fo. Then by (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9), we have

Proposition 6.1.

F P
[n(e™ —1)|lcog) < ldJdfo + dao(f)llcog) < c1, [Ine™|lcogy < llg1llcocg) < 2

and
;F —
[ne™ [lcogg) < llgr oo < es,

where c1,co and c3 are constants depending only on M,w,J, F' and K. Hence, the

almost Kéhler metric c1g < g1 < cg, where c is a positive constant depending only
on M* w,J,F and K. If F =0, thena, =---=a, =0 and g1 = g.
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We introduce some notation. Let 67 and 6 be local unitary coframes for g and
g1, respectively. Define local matrices (a%) and (b%) by

0" = aio7, (6.3)
09 = b6, (6.4)
such that aébf = 5;?. Define a function u by

N
U= aa; = —tryg:.

2

Next we consider the first order estimate for g;, which can be viewed as a general-
ization of the third-order estimate for almost Kéhler potential [65] (see also [54]).
Define

1 2
S = Z|v;gl g1’
where V{ is the canonical Hermitian connection associated to (g,J,w). Then,

through a series of complex calculations, Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau proved the following
lemma.

Lemma 6.2. (¢f. Lemma 4.5 in [52]) Let g1(-,-) = wi(+, J-) be a solution of the
generalized Monge-Ampeére equation (3.1), and suppose that there exists a constant
K such that

sup(trgg1) < K.
M
Then there exist constants C1,Cy depending only on g, J, F' and K such that
Ay, S > —C1S — Ch. (6.5)

For the detailed derivation of Lemma 6.2, we refer to Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3,
Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 in [52]. Then, using the maximum principle to S+ C'u,
Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau deduced that there exists a constant Cy, depending only on
g,J, F, and K such that

By Proposition 6.1, g and g; are equivalent, we obtain the following estimate.

Proposition 6.3. (c¢f. Theorem 4.1 in [52]) Let ¢1(-,-) = w1(:,J-) be a solution
of the generalized Monge-Ampére equation (3.1). Then there exists a constant Cy
depending only on M,w,J, F, and K, such that

|V§g1|§ < Cp.
Combining Proposition 5.7 and Proposition 6.3, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Let (M, J) be a closed almost complex manifold with a J-compatible
symplectic form w. Let F be a real function on M satisfy

/w”:/ ef'wm.
M M

wi = w+DI(f)
w 4 dJd(fo) + da( fo),

Then if
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is an almost Kdhler form with [wi] = [w] and solving the Calabi-Yau equation

n_ F, n
wy =€ w,

there are C'*° a priori bounds on fy and wi depending only on M,w,J, F and
sup (trggr).

Proof. (sketch) From Proposition 5.7 and Proposition 6.3 we have the estimate

lg1llcrg) < C,

where C' depends on M?",w,J, F and K. It remains to prove the higher order
estimates. Our approach is along the lines used by Tosatti-Weinkove-Yau to prove
Theorem 1.3 in [52]. Note that

wi—w = DI(f)
dJdfo + da(fo),

and a(fo) is defined only up to the addition of a harmonic 1-form. From the
definition of fy it follows that

W't Ada(fy) =0,
d7.dfy + dya(fo) = 0, (6.6)

d*a(f()) = 07

which is an elliptic system. Note that the kernel of (6.6) consists of the harmonic
1-forms. Then if a(fo) is in the kernel of (6.6), we have ||da(f0)\|%2(gl) < C after
integrating by parts. Since d*a(fy) = 0, we see that a(fy) is harmonic with respect
to g1 (cf. Remark 4.2).

Fix any 0 < 3 < 1. Since g; is uniformly bounded in C?, by Proposition 5.7,
we may apply Schauder estimates to (6.1) to obtain || fol|c2+s(g,) < C. Then by
Proposition 6.1, we also have || fol|c2+5(4) < C. Hence the right-hand side of (6.6)
is bounded in C'*#(g) (also in C'*#(g1)), and the coefficients of the the system
are bounded in C?(g;) bound. Assuming that a(fy) is orthogonal to the harmonic
1-forms, the elliptic estimates applied to (6.6) give C2*#(g1) (also C?#(g)) bounds
on a(fo). Differentiating the Calabi-Yau equation in the direction 9/dx" gives an
equation of the form

Ay(0;fo) + {lower — order terms} = 20, F + ¢70;g1pq, (6.7)

where the lower-order terms involve at most two derivatives of fy or a(fp), and so
are bounded in C”. Applying Schauder estimatesto (6.7) gives || follcs+s(q4,) < C.
Using (6.1) again and the ellipticity of the subsystem

d;a(fo) = —dj Jdfo
d*a(fo) =0

we obtain [|a(fo)llcs+s(s) < C. Hence, Dy (f) = dJdfo + da(fo) has C3+F(gy)
bound. A standard bootstrapping argument using (6.7) and (6.6) gives the required
higher-order estimates. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.4. O
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Remark 6.5. Our theorem above is similar to Theorem 1.3 in [52]. It should be
noted that there is a slight difference between the function fo in our context and
the potential ¢ in Tosatti- Weinkove- Yau[52]. More precisely, the function ¢ in [52]
corresponds to fi in our notation. By Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.1 in [52], the
upper bound of trgg1 is controlled by Tian’s c-integral [47],

L(fi) = / e~ dvol,,
M

where « s a positive constant.

7 Hermite-Einstein Metrics on Almost Kahler
Manifolds

In this section, we discuss the existence of Hermite-Einstein metrics for almost
Kahler setting.

In [8], Calabi conjectured the existence of Kéhler-Einstein metric on a Kéhler
manifold according to the sign of its first Chern class. A Ké&hler-Einstein metric
is a Kéhler the metric whose Ricci form is proportional to the K&hler form. If
¢1(M) < 0, one may choose a Kéhler form g > gi7dz" Adz7 representing —ci (M).
If ¢1(M) = 0, we choose g > gi7dz" A dz7 to be any Kahler form. If ¢ (M) > 0,
we choose % > gijdz" A dz7 representing ¢; (M). In these case, the existence of a
Kaéhler-Einstein metric is equivalent to solving the following equation

0% f
821‘65j

det(g;; + )det(g;7) " = exp(cf + F), (7.1)

where ¢ = 1, 0 or —1 and F' is a smooth function defined on M. If ¢;(M) < 0,
there exists a Kéhler-Einstein metric (cf. Aubin [4], Yau [65]). If ¢;(M) = 0, the
existence of Kahler-Einstein metric is equivalent to the existence of the solution of
the following complex Monge-Ampere equation

2
6zi82j

det(g;; + ) det(g;5) " = exp(F),

where F' is a smooth function defined on M satisfying

/ exp Fdvol, = vol,(M). (7.2)
M

For the ¢;(M) > 0 case, which is called Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture ([66, 49,
21]). In [51], Tian and Yau proved that for each n between 3 and 8, there is a com-
pact complex surface M diffeomorphic to CP?*#nCP? such that ¢; (M) > 0 admits
a Kahler-Einstein metric. In [48], Tian showed that any compact complex surface
with ¢ (M) > 0 admits a Kahler-Einstein metric provided that Lie(Aut(M)) is
reductive. In [49], Tian obtained a new of obstruction involving geometric invariant
theory (see also Donaldson [21]). In 2015, Chen-Donaldson-Sun [12] and Tian [50]
independently proved the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture.

It is nature to consider Hermite-Einstein almost Kéhler metrics (HEAK for
short). Let (M,w) be a closed symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. An almost
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complex structure J is said to be compatible with w if the tensor g(-,-) = w(-, J-)
defines a Riemannian metric on M. Then (g,w,J) is called an almost K&hler
structure on M. The canonical Hermitian connection V§ (also called the second
canonical connection) on TM ® C is defined by is defined by

. 1
VoY =V — §J(VQXJ)Y,

where V is the Levi-Civita connection of g and X, Y are vector fields on M. Denote
by W the curvature of V¢ (as in Section 6 ). Recall that

(WHM =R 0F A

(U)*0 = Kjj 0" A 0"

V0,2 _ i gk A gl

(U))™* = K0 N0
For details, see [46, C.4] or [52]. Then, the Hermite-Ricci form p is defined by taking
the trace of ¥x y viewed as an anti-Hermitian linear operator

p(X,Y)=—tr(JoTUxy). (7.3)

Hence, p is a closed (real) 2-form representing 27ci (M) in de Rham cohomology.
For an almost K&hler structure (g,w, J) on M, p can be written as

p=p"+p,
where p* is J-invariant part of p, p~ is J-anti-invariant part of p. In general, p~ # 0
if J is not integrable. If @ is another symplectic form compatible with the same

almost-complex structure J and satisfies @™ = ef'w™ for some real-valued function
F, then

1
p=p— §deF, (7.4)
where p is the Hermite-Ricci form of (§,&,J). We define the Hermitian scalar
curvature R of an almost Kéhler metric (g,w, J) as the trace of p with respect to

w,

Rw™ =2n(p Aw™ 1), (7.5)

equivalently
R =2A,p.

Definition 7.1. An almost Kdhler metric (g, w, J) is called Hermite-Einstein (HEAK
for short) if the Hermite-Ricci form p is a (constant) multiple of the symplectic form
w, t.e.

R
= —w
P on
so that the Hermitian scalar curvature R is constant (cf. [35]).

Suppose that (§,&,J) is another almost Kéhler structure with & = w + DF (f)
for f € C>(M, J). Let

M(f) = lgog™!|
1+D5(fli Dy (flis - DJ(fhin
D}_(f)ﬂ

1+Dj(f)aa =+ Dj(f)em

DIPut DiDuz o LD an
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Here, by Proposition 4.1, we have

DI(f) = dJdf +ddo(f)
= dJdfo + da(fo),
where . . ~
App= B
n w
and
d*a(f()) =0 )
dy Jdfo+dja(fo) =0 (7.7)

WA da(fo) =0

Accordingly, we may replace M(f) by M(fo). Furthermore, if g is HEAK, that is,
p = A@, then there exists an F' € C°°(M) such that

p = w+da
Mw + dJdF + da(F).
Then
AdJdfy = p—p+dJdF + da(F) — Ada(fo)

1
= —5(dJdlog M(fo)) BV 4+ dJdF + da(F) — Mda(fo).  (7.8)
Then (7.8) implies that —Afo = 3 log M(fo) — F + c since
1
MdJdfo Aw" ™! = (_id‘]d log M (fo) +dJdF) Aw™ !

and 1
—)\Agfo = §Ag IOg M(fo) - AgF

Therefore the existence of HEAK metrics on almost Kéahler manifold (M, g, w, J)
is equivalent to solving

log M (fo) = fo+ F, if a(M,J)<0;
log M(fo) = F +c, if aa(M,J)=0; (7.9)

log M(fo)=—fo+F, if c1(M,J)>0.

If ¢1(M,J) = 0, that is the Calabi conjecture for almost Kéhler case which is
still open since the solution of

(w+ dJdfo + da(fo))" = e"w™

depends on the CY estimate of trgg. If ¢;(M,J) > 0, it becomes an almost Kahler
version of the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture.

If ¢1(M,J) < 0, the existence of a HEAK metric is equivalent to solving the
generalized Monge-Ampere equation

M (fo) = elotF, (7.10)
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Consider the map from C? to C° defined by
I':fo— fo+F —logM(fo). (7.11)
I' is continuously differentiable. Let dI'f, denote its differential at fo:
dl'y, (¥) = ¥ + Agy. (7.12)
Hence, Equation (7.10) is elliptic at fj.
Proposition 7.2. Equation (7.10) has at most one solution, possibly up to ker W;.

Proof. This follows from the maximum principle ([5, Theorem 3.74]). Let f; and
f2 be two solutions of (7.10). According to the mean value Theorem [5, Theorem
3.6], there exists a function 6 (0 < 6 < 1) such that ¢» = fo — f; satisfies

Ag b+ =0 with v = f1 +0(f2 — f1), (7.13)
where g, (-, ) = wy (-, J-), wy = w+ D7} (7) . Equation (7.13) has no solution except
Zero. O

Write fo as fo = f{) + ¢ such that sup,, f; = 0. Then

D) = w+dJd(fo) + da(fo)
= w+dJd(f})+ da(fp).

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that (M, g,w,J) is a closed almost Kdihler manifold with
c1(M,J) < 0. Then if

& = w+DI(f)
w ~+ dJd(fo) + da(fo),

is a HEAK metric solving

o = €f0+FUJn

for some F € C®(M), there are C* a priori bounds on f and & depending only
on M,w,J, F and sup,;(trgg).
Proof. Using the argument in Section 5, we have
Agfh = Dgfo <n—ne’— <mn,
which yields a C%-bound for fi. Recall that f, is defined by

1 WA (D - w)
—ZA -z "\

n ng wn
which can be rewritten as

1
Agfo=n— §trgg.

We also have

1
Agfo=n— itrgg.

If we suppose that
0 <trgg <K, (7.14)

we obtain a C%-bound for A, fJ. The remaining higher-order estimates follow as in
Section 6, yielding the desired C'*° a priori bounds. O
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8 Further Remarks and Questions

If w is a Kahler form, let K, be the space of w-compatible complex structures,
and let AK,, be the space of w-compatible almost complex structures. It is easy to
see that K, C AK,,, where AK,, can be viewed as a contractible Fréchet manifold
equipped with a formal Kéhler structure. Suppose that (g,w, J) is an almost K&hler
metric on closed manifold M. Let H(w,J) be the almost K&hler potential space,
that is,

H(w,J):={f e C®(M,J) |w+Dj(f)>0}. (8.1)

This is an analogue of the Kahler potential space, and H(w, J) admits a natural
Riemann metric of non-positive sectional curvature in the same sense [20]. In the
Kéhler case this structure was discovered by Mabuchi [38] and rediscovered by
Semmes [42] and Donaldson [20]. The real numbers act on H(w, J) by addition of
constants, and we define M, = H(w,J)/R, which may be viewed as the space of
almost Kéhler metrics in the fixed symplectic class [w]. By the method of Mabuchi
[38], we can show that in fact M, is isometric to the Riemann product Ho x R.
Both Mabuchi and Donaldson emphasized that understanding geodesics in these
spaces is important for the study of the space of almsot K&hler metrics. They
raised the natural question of whether any two points in H(w,J) (or Mp,) can
connected by a smooth geodesic. Lempert and Vivas gave a negative answer in
[36]. Chen proved that the space is at least convex via C1! geodesics [10]. Darvas
and Lempert showed that the regularity obtained by Chen cannot be improved [15].
Since K,, € AK,, and H(w,J) is the almost Kahler potential space, it is natural
to investigate almost Kéhler geometry using the operator Dj and the generalized
Monge-Ampere equation. In the almost Kéahler setting, geodesics in H(w,J) are
related to a generalized Monge-Ampere equation (cf. [42]) as follows. Let S = {s €
C|0 < Ims < 1}, and let @ the pullback of w by the projection S x M — M.
Given a smooth curve [0,1] 3 ¢t — vy € H(w, J), define a smooth function u(s,z) =
Vs (), (s,2) € S x M. Then t + v; is a geodesic if and only if u satisfies

(w+ D}(u))”“ =0, (8.2)

where J = (Jst, J) is an almost complex structure on C x M, and J is the standard
complex structure. In order to develop almost Kéhler geometry further, we need to
extend Futaki invariant [27], Mabuchi functional [37, 38], Tian a-integral [47], and
Ding functional [19].

As in the Kéhler case [23], on almost Kéahler manifolds, we can consider exis-
tence questions for several classes of special almost Kéhler metrics within a fixed
symplectic class.

1) Extremal almost Kéhler metrics

As in the Kahler setting, extremal almost Kéhler metrics are critical points of
the Calabi functional .

(w,J) — / R(J)2E (8.3)

M
where R(J) is the Hermitian scalar curvature with respect the almost Kéhler metric.
It is interesting to study uniqueness of extremal almost Kéahler metrics. For Kéahler
case, see [6]. One may also ask about the relation between extremal Kéhler metrics

n!’
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and extremal almost Kéhler metrics. In the toric case, the existence of an extremal
Kahler metric is conjecturally equivalent to the existence of non-integrable extremal
almost Kéahler metric [21] (see also [3]).

2) Constant Hermitian scalar curvature almost Kéhler metrics (CHSC for short).

These are almost Kahler metrics whose Hermitian scalar curvature R is constant.
Such metrics are certainly extremal. Recently, Keller and Lejmi study L?-norm of
the Hermitian scalar curvature [33].

3) As in Kéhler geometry, it is interesting to consider the generalized Calabi
conjecture for almost Ké&hler manifolds. From Section 6 to Section 7, this question
is equivalent to solving the generalized Monge-Ampere equation

(w+DFH())" = efwn, / efw™ = / w", feH(w,J)
M M
on almost Kéhler manifolds.

4) Hermite-Einstein almost Kéhler metrics with ¢; > 0

This is an important question, viewed as a generalized Yau-Tian-Donaldson
conjecture for symplectic Fano manifolds. For the Kéahler Fano case, see Chen-
Donaldson-Sun[12], Tian [50], and others.

5) The generalzied almost Kédhler-Ricci solitons (GeAKRS for short)

For Kéhler-Ricci solitons, there is a substantial literature; see [69, 60] and refer-
ences therein. Let Ham(M,w) be the group of Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms
of (M,w). Inoue [32] fixed a compact subgroup G of Ham(M,w) and considered
the subgroup Ham®(M,w) of Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms commuting with
G. Let AKS be the space of G-invariant almost complex structures compatible
with w. He proved that the action of Ham®(M,w) on AKS admits a moment map
given by

RE(J) = RE(J) = n = 20, fe + 2f¢ — 2| fel3, (84)

where f¢ is a Hamiltonian potential of £ which is a fixed element in the center of the
Lie algebra of G, on a compact symplectic Fano manifold. Inoue showed that the
zeros of this moment map correspond to Kéhler-Ricci solitons (cf. [32, Proposition
3.2]). If an almost Kéhler metric (g,w,J) satisfies the condition R?(J) =0, we
call it generalized almost-K&hler-Ricci soliton (GeAKRS for short). For the study
of GeAKRS, see [1].
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