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The parabolic quaternionic Calabi-Yau equation
on hyperkéihler manifolds

Lucio Bedulli, Giovanni Gentili and Luigi Vezzoni

Abstract. We show that the parabolic quaternionic Monge—Ampere equation on a
compact hyperkédhler manifold has always a long-time solution which, once normal-
ized, converges smoothly to a solution of the quaternionic Monge—Ampere equation.
This is the same setting in which Dinew and Sroka (2023) prove the conjecture of
Alesker and Verbitsky (2010). We also introduce an analogue of the Chern—Ricci
flow in hyperhermitian manifolds.

1. Introduction

A hypercomplex manifold is a real 4n-dimensional smooth manifold equipped with three

complex structures 7, J and K satisfying the quaternionic-type relations IJ = —JI = K.
A hyperhermitian metric g is determined either by a form Q of type (2, 0) with respect
to I, or by a positive real form w of type (1, 1) with respect to I such that Jo = —w.

A hyperhermitian metric is called HKT (hyperkihler with torsion) if 32 = 0 (the oper-
ators d and d will be always taken with respect to the complex structure / throughout
the paper). HKT metrics were first introduced in [22] with motivations coming from the-
oretical physics and further studied from the purely geometric point of view (see, e.g.,
[1-3,5,6,10-12,14,17,18,29,30,34,35,37] and the references therein).

In hyperhermitian geometry, the role of plurisubharmonic functions is usually replaced
by smooth real functions ¢ satisfying Q2 + 9959 > 0 (quaternionic Q-plurisubharmonic
functions), where the positivity is in the sense of (2,0)-forms (see the preliminaries) and
9y = J71dJ is the twisted 8 operator. Equivalently, a function ¢ is quaternionic -pluri-
subharmonic if w + %(82_)(,0 — J3dg) is positive as a (1, 1)-form.

In [3], Alesker and Verbitsky introduced an analogue of the complex Monge—Ampere
equation on hyperhermitian manifolds by considering, for a given smooth function f, the
quaternionic Monge—Ampére equation

(1.1) Q430" =/ TPQ", Q+0d;0>0, supp =0,
M

for a real-valued function ¢ and a constant b.
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The equation can be reformulated in terms of real 2-forms as

(0 + %(Bé(p — J33¢))2" = 2UHD) )21

(1.2) w+%(85<p—]85<p) >0, supp =0.

M
In [3], it is conjectured that the equation is always solvable on compact HKT manifolds at
least under the extra assumption that the canonical bundle of (M, I) is holomorphically
trivial.

Following the strategy of Yau for proving the Calabi conjecture [36], the natural
approach for studying the quaternionic Monge—Ampere equation is via the continuity
method, and the hard part is, as usual, the proof of a priori estimates. Fortunately, some
important results have been established in this direction. The C? estimate is now proved
in the most general case. A first proof of the C° estimate was given in [3] under the
assumptions on g to be HKT and on the canonical bundle of (M, I) to be holomorphic-
ally trivial. Furthermore, the C? estimate was improved in [2] by removing the condition
on the canonical bundle and recently also the HKT assumption was removed by Sroka
in [30] applying a recent method of Guo, Phong and Tong [19-21]. The higher order
estimates have been established so far only under extra assumptions. In [1], Alesker con-
firmed the conjecture on compact flat hyperkéhler manifolds. More recently Dinew and
Sroka drastically improved Alesker’s result by proving the conjecture also for non-flat
hyperkéhler manifolds [10]. Other partial confirmations to the conjecture can be found
in [14,15].

In the present paper, we first observe that in the most general case, an upper bound of
the Laplacian of the solution to (1.1) combined with the C° estimate implies all the other
a priori estimates (Theorem 3.1). In particular, this allows us to simplify part of the proof
of the Dinew—Sroka theorem in [10] (see Remark 3.2). We further prove an analogous
result for the quaternionic parabolic Monge—Ampere equation

(24 0059)"
g—_

(13)  ¢=2lo o

21, Q403059 >0, ¢(-,0) =0,
introduced in [6,37] (see Theorem 3.3). This leads to the following theorem, which we
prove in Section 4.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, 1, J, K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold. Assume that
(1, J, K) admits a compatible hyperkihler metric g. Then for every f € C°°(M), equa-
tion (1.3) has a unique long-time solution ¢(t), t € [0, 00). The normalization

1 -
) = _——_—— Qn AN Qn
=9 1 QA G /M Z
converges to a solution of (1.1) with a suitable choice of b.

Theorem 1.1 is the natural generalization of the main theorem in [6,37], and the para-
bolic version of the main result in [10].
Given a solution ¢(¢) to (1.3), the associated (1, 1)-form

o(t) = o + L(0d¢p(t) — Jdde(t))
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satisfies the evolution equation
1
(1.4) o(t) = —5 (Ric(w(1)) — JRic(@(1)) — f + JB).

where 8 = Ric(w) — 2i3d f and Ric is the Chern—Ricci form with respect to /. Long-time
existence and convergence of (1.3) would imply the fact that for every representatlve B
of ¢ C(M 1), there is a unique hyperhermitian metric of the form w, = @ + 5(dd¢ —
Jddg) with Ric(w,) = B. From this point of view, Theorem 1.1 is in the spirit of Cao’s
theorem [7].

Equation (1.4) suggests to consider the geometric flow

(1.5) w(t) = —% (Ric(w(t)) — J Ric(w(?))), w(0) =w,

since it preserves the compatibility with the hypercomplex structure and plays the role
of the Ricci-flow in Kéhler geometry and of the Chern—Ricci flow in Hermitian geo-
metry [33]. We think that a study of the flow (1.5) in the same spirit of [33] could give new
insights in hyperhermitian geometry. In Section 5, we collect some preliminary observa-
tions on the flow.

2. Preliminaries

A hypercomplex manifold (M, I, J, K) is an even-dimensional complex manifold (M, I)
equipped with two additional complex structures (J, K) satisfying the quaternionic-type
relations /J = —JI = K. A Hermitian metric g on (M, I, J, K) is hyperhermitian if it
is compatible with each I, J, K. Any hyperhermitian metric g induces a corresponding
form

1 . 1 ,
Q= 2 (g() +ig(K-) = = () +iwg) € AT,
which satisfies the following properties:
e QJJ) = Q (2 is g-real);
e Q(Z,JZ) > 0 for every non-zero Z € T'OM (R is positive).
Conversely, any g-real and positive Q2 € A%’O induces a hyperhermitian metric g via the
relation

2.1) g = 2Re(Q(-, J-)).

Hence we have a one-to-one correspondence between g-real positive (2, 0)-forms and
hyperhermitian metrics. If 2 is d-closed, we say that g is hyperkéiihler with torsion (HKT).
We further denote by w the fundamental form of (g, ). We have the following relation:

Q" A Qn w2n

22 nz 2!

(see, e.g., Section 4.3 in [28]).
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Let 9 be the 9-operator with respect to 1, and let 8y := J ~19J : A;’O — A;'H’O. Then
00y = —0y0,

see [10]. Every Q, := Q + 0979 > 0 induces a hyperhermitian metric g,. We further
denote by w, the (1, 1)-form of (g, I).

The following useful lemma follows from Remark 4.1 in [30] and Proposition 2.15
in [10], but we prove it for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.1. For every ¢ € C*°(M), we have
1 - _
905 9(X.¥) = =3 @3p(, J) + 03 (J- D> (X.Y).

Moreover, _ _
iddp —iJddg
2
where Ay is the Chern-Laplacian operator with respect to g,.

Wy = and trg,g =2n— Ay,

Proof. The first part of the statement can be easily proved locally by using /-holomorphic
coordinates such that d; J = d5J;, see Remark 2.13 in [10]. Indeed,

30070 = —0J0p = —dJ@rdz" = —d(pr J! dz°)
= —@ir JTdz' ndz® — @ 8;J] dz' A dZS = —gir JTdZN A dZ;
hence
D10(X. 1) = 3 (3p(. )+ Ddp(J- ) (X, V)
= —% (B3@p(X —iIX, J(Y —ilY)) 4+ 3dp(J(X —ilX),Y —ilY))
(2.3) = —% (00¢(X,JY) +iddp(X,KY) + 30¢p(JX,Y) +id0p(KX,Y)),
as required. Moreover, from (2.1) and (2.3) we have
2o(X,Y) =2Re(Q,(X,JY)) = g(X,Y) — % (i00p(KX,JY)+id0p(X,KJY))
=g(X,Y)— % (100@(KX,JY)—iddp(X,IY)),
and thus
we(X,Y) = g,(IX,Y) = (X, Y) — % ({00p(JX,JY)—iddp(X,Y)).
Finally, since g, is J-Hermitian we have

1309 —iJddg
2

as claimed. [

trg, 8 = e, @ = 2n — try, =2n— Ayp,
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The following lemma essentially follows from [35].

Lemma 2.2. If g is HKT, then
dQ" =9 A Q",

where = —Id*w is the Lee form of (w, I). In particular, Ric(w) = dd*w, and in the
compact case,

dQ" =0 < wis balanced <= Ric(w) = 0.

Proof. 1t is quite easy to observe that

*Q Q"AQ" ! and xa = Ja A QA Q!

T i—Din! Ti—1)in!

for every 1-form « of type (1, 0) with respect to /. The HKT condition implies
Y =—-Jd*w; = —Kd*wg,
see [23], hence
JY=d*w; =d*(Q+ Q) =—*xd x(Q+ Q)

1 - _
= —W * d(Qﬂ/\ anl + Qnil/\ Qn)
n— n!

1 - -
= % ([dQ"AQ"I+ Q"IAAQM).
(n—1D!n!
Clearly there exists a (0, 1)-form 8 such that d Q" = 8 A Q", but from these computations
it follows that

1 - _ _ -
J9=——————— s« (BAQLAQ I BAQTIAQY) = J(B + B),
(n—1'n!
and thus B A Q" = ¥ A Q" as claimed. Moreover, since w is HKT it is Bismut—Ricci flat
and formula (2.7) in [4] implies Ric(w) = dd*w. The last statement is trivial. [ ]

Remark 2.3. In [5], it is proved that on a compact nilmanifold (N/ T, I, J, K) a left-
invariant HKT metric is always balanced. This fact can be also deduced from Lemma 2.2
taking into account that the Chern—Ricci form of a left-invariant Hermitian metric on a
complex nilmanifold is always zero (see, e.g., Proposition 2.1 in [25]).

3. From a bound of the Laplacian to C?*-estimates

In [32], it is proved a general theorem for deducing C2“ estimates of a solution of an
elliptic equation from a bound on the Laplacian of the solution. The theorem is applied
in [32] to a large class of equations in Hermitian geometry. In this section, we observe that
it can be also applied to the quaternionic Monge—Ampere equation.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (M, I, J, K, g) ba a compact hyperhermitian manifold, and let ¢ be a
solution to (1.1) such that

(3.1 lplico =€ and  trgg, < C,

for some constant C > 0. Then, for 0 < a < 1, there exists a constant C,, > 0 depending
onlyon (M, 1,J,K,g), f,aand C, such that

IV?¢llce < Ca.
Proof. Choose I -holomorphic local coordinates (z',...,z%") in a chart, which for simpli-
city we identify with the unit ball B; € C2". Consider also the underlying real coordinates
(x', ..., x*") given by z¥ = x¥ 4+ ix2"*k for k = 1,...,2n and the usual real repres-

entation of complex matrices defined as

__( Re(H) Im(H)
L(H) = (—Im(H) Re(H))'

Let Herm(2#n) and Sym(4n) be the spaces of 2n x 2n Hermitian matrices and 4n x 4n real
symmetric matrices, respectively. Notice that ¢t sends Herm(2n) to Sym(4n). We define the
following functions:

+ F:Sym(4n) — R given by F(N) := 1 logdet(N);

e §:B; — Sym(4n) given by §(x) := t(g(x));

e T:Sym(4n)x By — Sym(4n) givenby T (N, x):= i(p(N) +1("J(x) p(N)t(J(x))),

where p is the projection p(N) := %(N + 'INI).

Here, we are writing g(x) and J(x) for the complex matrices of g and J at the point x
in the coordinates (z', ..., z2"). For simplicity, we set J = ¢(J). Since p(Dgu(x)) =
ZL(Déu(x)) (here D]12R and Dé are the real and complex Hessian, respectively) for any
function u: B; — R and det(:(H)) = det(H )? for any Hermitian matrix H, we have

1 1 1 - -
F($(0) + T (Dge(x)) = 5 logdet (1(g;) + 51(¢:7) + 5 I 1(DE@)rs I7) (x)

1 1 -
= 3 log dett(gi]v + 307+ 5 5 (D2 J})(x)

1 1 -
= logdet (g + 5 017 + 5 JF (DE@)rs I ) ()
=2f(x) + 2b + logdet g(x).

The arithmetic-geometric means inequality gives

1/2
detg

because |b| is bounded by sup | f| using a standard maximum principle argument directly
on equation (1.1). Since also trg g, < C by assumption (3.1), we then have

1 15
Co' ;) = &i5(0) + 3 0i5() + 5 F ers () TF() = Co@;).



The parabolic quaternionic Calabi—Yau equation on hyperkihler manifolds 2297

for x € By and a constant Cy > 0. Since ¢ preserves (semi)positivity, i.e., H; < H» if and
only if t(Hy) < t(H>), we deduce

Co ' (8if) = $(x) + T (Dge(x)) = Co(&ij)-
Let & denote the compact convex subset
€ :={N e Sym(4n) | C5 ' (8;) = N =< Co(8;j)}-
We check that all the assumptions H1-H3 of Theorem 1.2 in [32] are satisfied.

e It is well known that ¥ is uniformly elliptic and concave on & (conditions H1(1)
and H1 (2) of Theorem 1.2 in [32]). Moreover, H1 (3) is trivial for ¥ since it does not
depend on x.

e Next we verify conditions H2 in Theorem 1.2 of [32]. Condition H2(1) is easily
checked and H2(2) is straightforward. We just need to show that also H2(3) holds.
For any positive semidefinite N € Sym(4n) and v € R** we have

1

(T (N, x)v,v) = 3 ((Nv,v) + ("INTv,v) + ("IN Jv,v) + ("TINIJv,v))(x)

1 -~ - - -
=3 ((Nv,v) +(NIv,Iv)+ (NJv,Jv) + (NIJv,IJv))(x) > 0.
We may assume without loss of generality that J(0) is orthogonal and we get
1 1
—IN|| < |T(N,0)] < =|IN]|,
VI =T W0l = S [Nl

where || A| = supj, =1 (4v, v). Possibly shrinking the ball, we may assume that J(x)
is close to J(0) and H2 (3) is satisfied.

* Condition H3 obviously holds.
Since assumptions H1-H3 of Theorem 1.2 in [32] are satisfied, the theorem follows. m

Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 was already proved by Alesker in the case of compact locally
flat HKT manifolds [1]. Our version allows to simplify the proof of the main theorem
of [10]. Indeed, the proof of the Alesker—Verbitsky conjecture on hyperkihler manifolds
is obtained in [10] proving independently the C'! estimate and a bound for the Laplacian
and then combining them in order to obtain the second order estimate. Hence the proof
of the Dinew and Sroka theorem can be alternatively obtained bypassing the gradient
estimate and using our Theorem 3.1. We also note that Theorem 3.1 does not need g to
be HKT.

Next we focus on the “parabolic counterpart” of Theorem 3.1.
Theorem 3.3. Let 0 < o < 1, and let ¢(t), t € [0, T), be a solution to (1.3) such that
(3.2) oscp =C. |gllco =C. trggy = C,
for some positive constant C. Let ¢ € (0, T). Then ¢(t) satisfies the following a priori

estimate:

IV2¢llce < Ca
in[e, T), where Cy, > 0 depends onlyon (M, 1,J,K,g), f,a, C and ¢.
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Proof. Here we apply the general result of Chu, see Theorem 5.1 in [8], in the same
fashion as in Lemma 6.1 of [9]. In the same notations of the previous theorem, with ¥, §
and 7 chosen in the same way, we have

G(x.1) — F(S(x) + T(DRo(x.1) = —2f(x) — logdet g (x).
From (3.2), the arithmetic-geometric means inequality and the assumptions on ¢, we get
1/2 .
C >trggy, > 2n (daﬁ) " = one@ 2N/ 5 o1,
detg
We then have

Co™ 61) < 2700+ 5 47 () + 5 S prste 0 T50) = Coly ),
for (x,¢) € By x (0, 1] and a uniform constant Cy > 0. We then infer that
Co ' (8ij) < $(x) + T (Dge(x,1) < Co(8;).
Let & denote the compact convex subset
€ :={N e Sym(4n) | Cy'(8;j) < N < Co(8i)}-

All the assumptions H1-H3 of Theorem 5.1 in [8] are easily checked as in the previous
theorem. Nonetheless, at this point, we cannot directly apply Theorem 5.1 in [8] since ¢
does not necessarily satisfy a C° a priori bound. However, we can overcome this issue
working as in Lemma 6.1 of [9]. Here is where the constant ¢ plays a role. We consider
the two cases T < 1 and T > 1, separately.

If T < 1, we have a uniform C° bound for @, since

t
ol=| [ o= sy ppi=c
0 M x[0,T)
In this case, we can directly apply Theorem 5.1 in [8] to conclude.

If T > 1, we consider, for any fixed a € (0, T — 1), the following auxiliary function:

Qa(x,t) :=@x,t +a)— inf ¢, te]0,1).
Bix[a,a+1)

Clearly, we have ||¢4|co < oscar ¢ < C. Moreover, from (1.3) we see that ¢, satisfies
the parabolic Monge—Ampere equation

(2 4+ 00594)"

Since from (3.2) we know that trg gy, is uniformly bounded from above, we may apply
Theorem 5.1 in [8] to ¢, and deduce that for any fixed & € (0, 1/2), we have

$a =21

IV2¢llcasxiatea+) < IV2@allcacsixizny = C.

where C is a uniform constant that depends on ¢ and «. Since a € (0, T — 1) is arbitrary,
we obtain the estimate
2
I1VZ@llce B, x[e,T)) = C,

allowing us to conclude. u
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Remark 3.4. As usual in the elliptic case, one can deduce higher order estimates from
Theorem 3.1 by using a standard bootstrapping argument via Schauder estimates, obtain-
ing that, under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1,

IV¥¢llce < Ciya

for constants Cy, depending only on (M, I,J, K, g), f, o, k and C.
Analogously, in the parabolic case, and under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, ¢(¢)
satisfies
IV ¢llca < Cira

in [e, T'), where C 4 depends only on (M, 1, J,K,g), f,a,k,eand C.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let (M, 1, J, K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold and, for f € C° (M), consider
the parabolic quaternionic Monge—Ampere equation (1.3).
For ¢ € C* (M), let

n

P(p) = 2log =& —2f.

Qn
The first variation of P at ¢ is
Al A Qr-l
Pyjp(¥) =2n Tw = Ay,
[

where the last equality can be easily checked by using, for instance, I -holomorphic coor-
dinates, see Remark 2.13 in [10]. It follows that equation (1.3) is strictly parabolic. In
particular, it always admits a solution ¢(¢), ¢ € [0, &), for some & small enough.

Lemma 4.1. The quaternionic parabolic Monge—-Ampére equation (1.3) can be alternat-

ively rewritten as
2n

. a)(p
¢ =log———=2f ¢(0)=0.
w n

Proof. Since the ratio QF /2" is real, we have

5 2
(Q_g)z _ QZ A\ QZ . (l)(pn
Qn - QnaOn T ow2n ’
where in the last equality we used (2.2). The claim follows. ]

For a solution ¢(¢) to (1.3), we shall also consider its normalization

o) == o(r) - P(1) QA Q"

1
Jo XA Q" /M
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Lemma 4.2. A solution ¢(t) to (1.3) satisfies the following a priori estimates:

I¢llco <C. oscp <C. [glco <C and |@llco = C.

for a uniform constant C > 0 depending only on (M, I, J, K, g) and || f || co-

Proof. The technique of the proof is standard and for example analogous to that of The-
orems 2.1 and 2.2 in [16]; it relies on the elliptic C°-estimate obtained by Sroka [30] on
compact hyperhermitian manifolds. We give some details for completeness. Differentiat-
ing (1.3), we get that ¢ satisfies
dep = Ay,

and from the parabolic maximum principle, we infer that ||¢|co < C for some uni-
form positive constant C. On the other hand, viewing ¢ as a solution of the quaternionic
Monge—Ampere equation

(Q+3d,9)" = /2T Q"

with datum ¢/2 4 £, we may use the main theorem in [30] to get oscps ¢ < C. The C°
bound on the time derivative of ¢ is then straightforward. Moreover, by definition of ¢,
for every t € Ry such that M x {t} is in the domain of ¢, there exists xo € M such that
@(x9,t) = 0. Therefore,

lp(x, )] = |@(x,1) — @(x0,0)| = |p(x,1) — p(x0,7)| = C,
and the C° bound on ¢ follows. n

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢(t) be a solution to (1.3). If & is a hyperkdhler metric compatible with
(1,J,K), then
tregy < C,

for a uniform constant C > 0 depending only on (M, I1,J,K,g), g and f.

Proof. Consider the quantity
Q =trggy, — Ag,
where A is a constant to be chosen later. Assume M x [0, T'] is contained in the domain
of ¢ and let (x¢, tp) be a maximum point of Q on M x [0, T]. We may assume #y > 0,
otherwise the estimate is obvious. Fix normal coordinates at xo with respect to the hyper-
kihler metric g. Observe that the first derivatives of J vanish at xo. Now we compute
at xg:
R _ ij((ars\ _ @ AFS @

Aptragy = &4 (¢ )ii&st8& grg,if)

ij ras arb A

=8, & & gal;,ifgfi
1 ij Ars arb a b arb
+ 580§ (28r5:7 + Crsi; + 97 IS Ppaif + S5 5 ova + J; Jg,l-;‘/’bﬁ)
@1 =gl 2u e 8,8k

- 1 . 1 -
+ g, &"” (g,i’i_; +@5i; t > JETE opa + 3 Jayb T<pb5>,

rij S,iJ
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where we used that g75J f J §b = $P4 because the metric is J-Hermitian. On the other hand,

3ttfgg<p = griatg;pg = gr§¢r§ = g’rf(gf/g‘.p? ),E — 2A§f

r],r

=8 gy eh gl gl + 87l 8l —20sf

ij,r ij,rs

=878, 8, 8; .8, — 204

ij,r

Uors i i 7b i b )
+ Eg”g(lpj (Zgif,rg + Pijrs + Jian Ovars + J,'a,rg J]T Ova + Jia-]j,rg Qﬂbc‘z)

@2)  =-g"gll ey gl gl —20;f

ij,r

ArT Py ] - ] -
+&%g) (gif,rf T¢ijrst 3 Jivs ij’%d +3 T ‘Pbd)-

Jsrs

The metric g is hyperkéhler, hence the corresponding (2, 0)-form is closed, which in
I -holomorphic coordinates implies

0= _(gac_ JbE)]E = _g’ag,]g -,bE - gac_‘ ch_’/gv
and differentiating again, we get
st TE T 8oz i oy + Baci IS+ 8as JL ;=0
8ac ki’ T 8ack by T 8al g T 8ac sy gy =T

which, at xg, rewrites as
~ag A

__ b gaq
8 8apik =I5y 1

This identity is simply expressing the fact that the curvature of the Obata connection
coincides with the one of the Levi-Civita connection; indeed, in general the Christoffel
symbols of the Obata connection are

Fk 5 gk
(see (2.27) in [10]), and its curvature is

R = =0 = (T3 0s) = 5 0s T3 So = T s

(s qi\ ___ syl _ _gsqi
- (Jj_ JS),kl J/_ Js,kl_ - Jj_ Js,kl_

at a point where the first derivatives of J vanish.
Moreover, taking into account that a hyperkéhler metric is Ricci-flat, we have

Ar5 ij( 7@ b a rb Ars pq yi 17( 78 b a rb
87 g (Jis J7 + {7 ) =87 g0 Jg Iy Uis I7 + I 7 o)
43) = =878, Iy s = g T
— gr& g(l;é R[zqrE + gri ggé Rbﬁs? =0.

Furthermore, we have

(4.4) g R,

o Nijrs =0,
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because B B
lj _ ijaA _gb gk _ ija_ gl yaqgh rk
Rt]rs = =8y 8ik Jf Jb,rE = —8¢ 8la J' Ji J]T Jb,ri
ba s _ gyl rk ba
- _g(pa 8la J: Jb,ri = _gq; Rabsr - ggoa Rbdri,
and we obtain

gL §S (I TE + TR I ) = gl gPT I IS (I8 Th R D )

rij 5,ij rijos S,ij
_i] abg a pa ys ij abg pa ij pa b
4.5) gy &1} i~ g(p J) JE:; g/ &R+ 8y R
— 9iJ 5bd zpa o
=28, 8787 Rygij = 0.

Therefore, (4.1) and (4.2), with the simplifications (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), yield

(0 — Ap)trggy = —g”g;f g';’ &4f sg”- .+ g”g;’ gijrs— 8" gf/ 8507 —20f
<C + Ctrgq) g,

where C > 0 does not depend on ¢. At the point (x¢, Z9), we then have
0=<(0r—Ap)Q = (3r — Ap)trzgp — AP + ADpp < C — ¢ +2nA + (C — A)trg, &,

and choosing A > C we get
trg, &(xo,20) < C

because ¢ is uniformly bounded by Lemma 4.2. This allows us to give a bound on
trs g4 (xo, fo) by using

(g 80 (or o) < ——— (trg, g0 1)) 2001 cbrar () <
EoUTI = 2n — 1)1 # 7 @2"(xg,t0) ~
see Corollary 3.3.5 in [27], where we also used Lemma 4.2 again. Since Q(x,?) <
QO (x0, tp), the claim follows. |

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ¢(t), for ¢t € [0, T'), be the maximal solution to (1.3). Assume
by contradiction that T is finite. In view of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, Theorem 3.3, and
Remark 3.4, ¢ is uniformly bounded in C¥ norm for every k. Hence @ is smooth at the
time 7', but then short-time existence would imply that the solution exists on [0, T + §)
for some § > 0, contradicting the maximality of 7', hence T = oo.

The smooth convergence of ¢(¢) to some ¢, € C°°(M) can be obtained repeat-
ing almost verbatim the argument of Gill, see Sections 6 and 7 of [16]. The technique
developed by Gill is inspired by Li and Yau [26], and is focused on studying the heat-type
equation

(4.6) i = Agu.

In [16], a Harnack inequality is obtained and applied to ¥ = ¢ in order to show that (Z)
decays exponentially. This allows to deduce the convergence of ¢ to a smooth function.
We emphasise that for us the dependence of g, from the potential ¢ is not the same as
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in [16], but the argument never requires to express g, in terms of the potential, and the
only thing that matters is that g, is uniformly bounded in C*°.

Therefore, since u = ¢ satisfies (4.6) and we have C* bounds by Remark 3.4, ¢
converges smoothly to some function ¢, € C°(M). Since ¢ solves the equation

B (2 +00,0())"
G(1) = 2log —— T —2f
2 Q+390;¢0))" -
e o
M NN M
taking the limit as # — oo yields
(Q + 005900)" =&/ Q"
where ) P "
fM QEAQ" I Q

In order to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have still to observe that the equa-
tion has at most one solution. Here we can work as follows: let (¢, ) and (¥, ¢) be two
solutions to (1.1) with b > ¢. We have that

38] _ A n:l Qk A Qn—l—k Qr _Qn
(o —v) Zk_o ) ¥ _ v _ (eb _ ec)ef > 0.
Qn Qn

On the left-hand side, we have a second order linear elliptic operator without free term
applied to ¢ — v and from the maximum principle and the fact that sup,, ¢ = sup,, ¥ =0,
it follows ¢ = 1. Hence we have also b = ¢ and uniqueness follows. ]

5. The adapted Chern—Ricci flow

In this section, we consider flow (1.5) on hypercomplex manifolds.
Given a compact hyperhermitian manifold (M, I, J, K, g) and a covariant 2-tensor S,
we denote by

1
ST ==(§-JS
S (S =U5)
its J -anti-invariant part in order to rewrite (1.5) as
o(t) = —Ric” (w(t)), w(0) = w.

Analogously to the Kéhler and the Hermitian case, the flow is equivalent to a scalar one:

. ( — tRic™ () + (iddp(r))7)>"

5.1) o) =1lo o

®(0) = 0.
Indeed, if ¢ solves (5.1), then

w(t) = w — tRic™ (w) + (i 99¢p(1))~
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solves (1.5), since

(t)2n) = —Ric™ (w(?)).

(1) = —Ric™ () + (193¢ (1))” = —Ric™(w) + (zaal

Conversely, if w(¢) solves (1.5), then we define

t 2n
o(t) == / log a)(sz) ds
0 w="

and we have
3 (w(t) — w+tRic™ (@) — (199¢(1))”) = —Ric™ (w(1)) + Ric™ (w) — (199¢(1))~
(Z)Zn )

= —Ric™ (@(t)) + Ric™(0) — (zaalog —0,

which implies B
o(t) = w —tRic” (w) + (iddp(t))~ forall ¢.

According to the Kihler [31] and the Hermitian case [33], it is quite natural to conjec-
ture the following.

Conjecture 5.1. There exists a unique maximal solution to the flow (1.5) on [0, T'), where
T =sup{t > 0: there exists € C*°(M) such that & — tRic(w)™ + i(39y)~ > 0}.

Notice that, if c]13c (M, I) = 0, then the flow (1.5) is equivalent to the parabolic qua-
ternionic Monge—Ampere equation (1.3). And in particular, Theorem 1.1 implies that if
(M, 1, J, K) has an underlying hyperkihler metric, then (1.5) has a long-time solution
and the conjecture in this special case is satisfied. In order to prove the conjecture in the
general case, we need a priori estimates on the solution ¢ to (5.1). We can observe that
these estimates can be obtained working as in the complex case, see Lemma 4.1 in [33],
except for the estimate for the second order derivatives, which we leave open.

Proposition 5.2. Let (M, 1, J, K, g) be a compact hyperhermitian manifold and let w(t)
be a solution of (1.5). Assume that there exists a uniform positive constant C such that

Clw <w@) < Co.
Then Conjecture 5.1 holds.

Flow (5.1) fits in the following quite general class of parabolic problems. Let (M, g)
be a compact Riemannian manifold and let

C:(M)— C°(M), tel0,T),

be a smooth family of second-order partial differential operators defined on an open subset
Ci (M) of C%2(M). Assume that —F: C_%_ (M) — C°(M) is strongly elliptic for every
t € [0, T). Assume further that

Fi(y +C) = F(y)

for every Y € C er (M), t €[0,T) and constant C. Then we consider the parabolic flow
(52 ¢(t) = Fi(p(1)), ¢(0) =0.
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Lemma 5.3. Assume that there exists a continuous map A: M x [0, T) — R such that for
any0 < T' < T andy € C*>(M x [0,T']),

Fry (W (t0))(x0) < A(x0,t0), if (xo0,%0) is a maximum point of .

Then solutions to (5.2) satisfy a uniform upper bound. Analogously, if there exists a con-
tinuous map A: M x [0, T) — R such that forany 0 < T’ < T and € C2(M x[0,T']),

Fry (Y (t0)) (x0) = A(x0,10) if (X0, to) is @ minumum point of ,
then solutions to (5.2) satisfy a uniform lower bound.

Proof. Let g € C?(M x[0,T’)) be a solution of (5.2) with T’ < T.Fix 0 < T” < T’ and
consider ¥ (t) := ¢(t) — At, where A > maxpsx[o,7] /A is a positive constant. Let (xo, o)
be a maximum point of ¥ in M x [0, T”]. Since

1Y (x0,%0) = Fry(¢(t0))(x0) — A = Fr, (¥ (t0))(x0) — A < A(xo,10) — A <0,
then ¢9 = 0 and, since Yy = 0,
e(x,t) <tA<T'A

for every (x,t) € M x [0, T”]. Since T" is arbitrary, the upper bound on ¢ follows.
In a similar way, considering 1(t) = ¢(t) + Bt, where B > —minpsxjo,71] A, at a
minimum point of 7 in M x [0, T”] we achieve a lower bound. [

Lemma 5.4. Let ¢ € C2(M x [0, T")) be a solution to (5.2) uniformly bounded from
above, where 0 < T' < T. Assume that there exists a continuous function g: [0, T] — R
such that for every T' < T"” < T, we have

(T" =)0 F)(p(1)) + 8(t) = (F)ujpry 9(t) > 0 forallt € [0,T").

Then the first time derivative of ¢ satisfies a uniform lower bound. Analogously, if ¢ €
C2(M x [0,T")) is a solution to (5.2) uniformly bounded from below and there exists a
continuous function h: [0, T] — R such that

t(3:F)(p(t)) — h(t) + (F)xjpe)9(t) <0 forallt € [0,T),
then the first time derivative of ¢ satisfies a uniform lower bound.

Proof. Let G be a primitive function of g such that G(0) = 0. Fix T’ < T” < T and define

0() =(T"=1)¢) + ¢(t) + G(1).
Then
3, 0() = (T"—1)g(t) + g(1)

and
(F)xlor) Q1) = (T" = 1) (F)xlo) (1) + (Fi)xjo() 9 (1).
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Since ¢(t) = F(p(t)), we have

() = (F)sjp@e) P(1) + (0: F)(9(2)).

Therefore, using our assumptions,

0:0(t) — (F)xjpey Q1) = (T" —1)(0: F1)(@(2)) + g(t) — (F1)jxp(e) 9(t) > 0,

and by the maximum principle,
(T" = 0)¢(t) + ¢(0) + G(1) = Q1) = inf Q(0) = T" inf $(0)
forany ¢t € [0,T"), i.e.,
(T" =0¢() = T" inf ¢(0) — p(1) = G(1).
Since ¢ is uniformly bounded from above, then we have
(T"=1)p(t) = —C

for a uniform positive constant C. Hence

) C
o) > T
and the claim follows.

For the lower bound of ¢, we consider the quantity

S(t) =1¢@) — @) — H(),
where H is a primitive of & such that H(0) = 0 and proceed analogously. |

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Uniqueness of solutions to (1.5) follows from the same property
of the equivalent flow (5.1). To prove that the solution w(z) to (1.5) exists on [0, T'),
it is enough to focus on the parabolic Monge—Ampere-type equation (5.1). By standard
parabolic theory, there is a unique solution ¢(¢) to (5.1) on a maximal time interval [0, T”).
Assume by contradiction 7’ < T. Taking

(w — tRic™ (w))?"
g s

A=A=1lo peT

Lemma 5.3 applies to the flow (5.1). Furthermore, taking g(z) = h(t) = 2n, Lemma 5.4
also applies. Combining these with the assumption C '@ < w(t) < Cw and working in
the same fashion as in Theorem 3.3 and applying Theorem 5.1 in [8], we obtain uniform
estimates on ¢(¢) of any order on [0, T"). In particular, lim,_,7 ¢(x, t) is still smooth and
short time-existence gives a contradiction, since we would then be able to extend the flow
on [0, T’ + ¢) for some & > 0. [
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6. Remarks and further developments

From the geometric point of view, the conjecture of Alesker and Verbitsky consists in
prescribing the J-anti-invariant part of the Chern—Ricci tensor of an HKT metric in a
fixed quaternionic Bott—Chern cohomology class. The existence of Chern—Ricci flat HKT
metrics on a hypercomplex manifold implies that the canonical bundle is holomorphically
trivial. When the canonical bundle is not holomorphically trivial, it is quite natural to study
the existence of hyperhermitian metrics w satisfying the Einsten-type condition

6.1) Ric — JRic = Aw, for some constant A,

(this research project has been suggested to the second named author by Misha Verbit-
sky) or, more generally, of hyperhermitian metrics with constant Chern-scalar curvature.
Equation (6.1) can be rewritten in terms of €2 as

(6.2) a9t =2Q,

where ¥ is the Lee form. In the compact case, (6.2) forces A to be non-negative, and on
Joyce homogeneous examples [24] (which are the simplest examples of compact HKT
manifolds where the canonical bundle is not holomorphically trivial), there exists a met-
ric satisfying (6.2) (see [13]). Since A is non-negative, in analogy with the Kéhler case,
we expect that it is possible to find obstructions to the existence of HKT metrics satisfy-
ing (6.2).

In order to study the existence of HKT metrics having constant Chern scalar curvature,
it is quite natural to consider the following analogue of the Calabi-flow on HKT manifolds:

(6.3) ¢(1) = s5,(1).  ¢(0) =0,

where s, (¢) is the Chern-scalar curvature of Q, := Q + 007¢(¢) and  is a fixed HKT
metric. When the canonical bundle is holomorphically trivial, (6.3) is the gradient flow of
the following Mabuchi-type functional:

n

Q - -
_ [
M(¢)—/M10gaQ$A®—/MhQZA®,

where  is a 30 7 -potential of 979!° and © is a holomorphic volume form.
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