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MONGE-AMPÈRE EQUATIONS ON COMPACT HESSIAN
MANIFOLDS

V. GUEDJ AND T. D. TÔ

Abstract. We consider degenerate Monge-Ampère equations on compact Hessian
manifolds. We establish compactness properties of the set of normalized quasi-convex
functions and show local and global comparison principles for twisted Monge-Ampère
operators. We then use the Perron method to solve Monge-Ampère equations whose
RHS involves an arbitrary probability measure, generalizing works of Cheng-Yau,
Delanoë, Caffarelli-Viaclovsky and Hultgren-Önnheim. The intrinsic approach we
develop should be useful in deriving similar results on mildly singular Hessian varieties,
in line with the Strominger-Yau-Zaslow conjecture.

Introduction

An affine manifold (M,∇) is a manifold possessing a flat affine connection ∇. Equiv-
alently we may define an affine manifold as a manifold possessing a topological atlas
(Ui, x

i) such that the transition functions xi ◦ (xj)−1 are affine maps.
A Hessian manifold (M,∇, g) is an affine manifold with a Riemannian metric g

which can be locally expressed as g = ∇dφ, where φ is a (locally defined) smooth
convex function. Flat Riemannian manifolds provide examples of Hessian manifolds,
many more can be found in [Sh07].

Compact Hessian manifolds (with mild singularities) are an import class of affine
manifolds, which play a central role in the study of maximal degenerations of po-
larized Calabi-Yau varieties (Xt, gt). Indeed the Strominger-Yau-Zaslow conjecture
[SYZ, GW00, LYZ05, KS06] predicts that (suitably rescaled) the metric spaces (Xt, gt)
converge in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense to a singular Hessian manifold M with the
limiting metric satisfying a real Monge-Ampère equation on the smooth locus of M .

Real Monge-Ampère equations on Hessian manifolds with smooth data have been
studied by Cheng-Yau [CY82], Delanoe [De89] and Caffarelli-Viaclovsky [CV01] (see
also [PT20] for a parabolic approach). Given 0 < f ∈ Cα(M), they have shown that
the equation

det(g + ∇du) = cf(x) det g

admits a unique solution (u, c), where c is a positive constant and u ∈ C2,α(M) is a
normalized g-convex function, i.e. u + φ is convex in an affine chart where g = ∇dφ.
They have similarly shown the existence of a unique g-convex function u such that

det(g + ∇du) = f(x)eu det g.

Date: January 10, 2022.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35J96, 53C25, 58J05.
Key words and phrases. Monge-Ampère equations, Hessian manifolds.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.14740v1


2 V. GUEDJ AND T. D. TÔ

The purpose of this note is to extend these results to the case where the right hand
side measure µ = f det g dx can be arbitrarily degenerate. A similar study has been
done by Hultgren-Önnheim in [HO19], by using the fact that M = Ω/Γ is the quotient
of a convex subset of Rn by a subgroup of affine transformations, and by developping a
variational approach. We develop here a more intrinsic approach, which one should be
able to use when M has mild singularities, in line with the SYZ conjecture; it provides
results of a different nature when M is not special.

Recall that, for s ∈ R, a s-density on M is a section of a line bundle whose transition

functions are
∣

∣

∣det ∂xα

∂xβ

∣
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∣
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α, . . . , x
n
α) are local affine coordinates. A 1-

density is thus a generalization of the notion of a volume form. If ψ is a smooth
function, then
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.

Thus det(gij + uij) is a 2-density and

Mρ,g[u] := ρ det(gij + uij)dx
1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn

is a globally well-defined measure on M whenever ρ is a (-1)-density and u is a C2

g-convex function. This is the Monge-Ampère measure of u with respect to ρ.
Using that any g-convex function can be uniformly approximated by smooth g-convex

functions, we extend the definition of Mρ,g[u] to the set K(M, g) of all g-convex func-
tions. Our first main result is then the following:

Theorem A. Let µ be a probability measure on M and ρ a (−1)-density. There exists
a unique g-convex function u ∈ K(M, g) such that

Mρ,g[u] = euµ.

The proof uses the Perron method, once an appropriate comparison principle (The-
orem 2.14) has been established. One can solve similarly various degenerate equations
of the type Mρ,g[u] = eF (u,x)µ, under minimal assumptions on F . We only consider here
the case F (u, x) = εu, where ε > 0. Letting ε decrease to zero we show convergence of
the corresponding solutions uε, establishing our second main result:

Theorem B. Let µ be a probability measure on M and ρ a (−1)-density. There exists
a unique constant c > 0 and a g-convex function u ∈ K0(M, g) such that

Mρ,g[u] = cµ.

These results allows one to prove that any g-convex function is the uniform limit
of smooth strictly g-convex functions, a result that can also be proved directly (see
Proposition 1.10) by using convolutions and gluing techniques, the same way Demailly
approximates quasi-plurisubharmonic functions in [Dem92].

We study topological properties of subsets of g-convex functions in section 1 (see
Lemmata 1.8 and 1.9), define the twisted Monge-Ampère operator Mρ,g in section 2
and establish there the comparison principle (Theorem 2.14). We then prove Theorem
A and Theorem B in section 3.
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1. Quasi-convex functions on Hessian manifolds

1.1. Hessian manifolds.

Definition 1.1. An affine manifold is a differentiable manifold M equipped with a flat,
torsion-free connection ∇.

It is known that a manifold M is affine if and only if M admits an affine atlas (Ui, x
i),

i.e. a topological atlas such that transition functions xi ◦ (xj)−1 are in the affine group
Aff(n,R) = {Φ : x ∈ R

n 7→ Ax+ b ∈ R
n}.

An affine manifold (M,∇) is called special if it admits a volume form which is
covariant constant with respect to the connection ∇. Alternatively M is special if and
only if it admits an affine atlas with transition functions in SL(n,R) × R.

The notion of convex function u : M → R on an affine manifold M is well defined,
requiring that is is convex in "affine coordinates". However the only global convex
functions are the constants if M is compact, as follows from the maximum principle. We
are therefore going to consider the softer notion of quasi-convex functions, by allowing
for a negative but smooth contribution from the Hessian of u. We shall measure the
latter by comparing it with a Hessian metric:

Definition 1.2. A Riemannian metric g on an affine manifold (M,∇) is called a Hessian
metric if g can be locally expressed by g = ∇dφ. In this case (M,∇, g) is called a
Hessian manifold.

If (Ui, x
i) is an affine atlas the metric g is Hessian if g = ∇dφi in Ui, where φi : Ui → R

are smooth strictly convex functions such that φi − φj is affine in Ui ∩ Uj .

By analogy with the concept of Kähler class, one makes the following:

Definition 1.3. Two Hessian metrics g = ∇dφi and g̃ = ∇dφ̃i are in the same class if
φ̃i −φi = φ̃j −φj = u is independent of i, j, hence defines a global function u : M → R.

Such a function u is then called g-convex:

Definition 1.4. A g-convex function on M is a continuous function u ∈ C0(M,R) such
that φi + u is convex in any open set Ui of M , where g = ∇dφi in Ui.

The definition does not depend on the choice of local potentials for g: if g = ∇dφ̃i,
then φ̃i − φi is affine hence u+ φi is convex if and only if so is u+ φ̃i.

Example 1.5. Assume M is compact. If u : M → R is smooth, it follows from the
compactness of M that εu is g-convex for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0, where ε0 > 0 depends on the
C2-norm of u. We provide in Example 2.11 examples of non smooth g-convex functions.

Definition 1.6. We let K(M, g) denote the set of all g-convex functions.

In the sequel we endow K(M, g) with the C0-topology. Basic operations on convex
functions extend to g-convex ones:
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• if u, v are g-convex then so are max(u, v) and log[eu + ev];
• a normalized sum of g-convex functions is g-convex;
• a uniform limit of g-convex functions is g-convex.

Here is recipy to cook up extra g-convex functions from known ones:

Lemma 1.7. If u is g-convex and χ is convex with 0 ≤ χ′ ≤ 1 then χ ◦ u is g-convex.

Proof. The assertion follows from an elementary computation which we provide for the
convenience of the reader. If (x1, . . . , xn) denote local affine coordinates in some chart
U , where g = ∇dφ with φ : U → R convex, we know that

Hess(u+ φ) :=

(

∂2u

∂xi∂xj

+
∂2φ

∂xi∂xj

)

and Hess(φ) are both non-negative. The function v = χ ◦ u satisfies

Hess(v + φ) = χ′′ ◦ u ·

(

∂u

∂xi

∂u

∂xj

)

+ χ′ ◦ u ·Hess(u+ φ) + (1 − χ′ ◦ u) ·Hess(φ).

Since the matrix
(

∂u
∂xi

∂u
∂xj

)

is non-negative, the positivity of Hess(v + φ) follows from

that of Hess(φ), Hess(u+ φ) and the normalization χ′′ ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ χ′ ≤ 1.
One can interpret this computation in the sense of distributions, or alternatively use

convolutions in affine charts and proceed by approximation (see Proposition 1.10). �

1.2. Compactness properties of g-convex functions. Let (M,∇, g) be a compact
Hessian manifold. In the sequel, fixing a Hessian class {g}, we seek for g-convex func-
tions that solve certain (degenerate) Monge-Ampère equations.

We shall use the Perron method and proceed by approximation, this requires to
establish good topological properties of families of g-convex functions. Sup-normalized
g-convex functions enjoy strong compactness properties:

Lemma 1.8. The set

K0(M, g) := {u ∈ K(M, g), sup
M

u = 0}

is compact. There exists C0 ∈ R
+ such that for all u ∈ K0(M, g) and all x ∈ X,

−C0 ≤ u(x) ≤ 0.

This result has been established by Hultgren-Önnheim in [HO19, Proposition 3.4] by
using properties of the universal cover of M and the fact that convex functions admit
a Taylor expansion at order two at almost every point. We provide here a different and
direct approach, that only relies on submean value inequalities.

Proof. The closedness of K0(M, g) is clear, as convexity and sup-normalization are both
preserved under uniform convergence. We show herebelow that functions in K0(M, g)
are uniformly bounded and use this information to establish, in Lemma 1.9, that they
are uniformly Lipschitz. It follows therefore from Arzela-Ascoli theorem that K0(M, g)
is compact in C0(M,R).

Fix u ∈ K0(M, g) and fix two coverings {Uα}, {U ′
α} of M by open sets such that
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• there exists affine coordinates (xα
i ) in U ′

α;
• g admits a smooth convex potential ρα in U ′

α;
• Uα is relatively compact in U ′

α, hence ρα is uniformly bounded in Uα.

Pick B(a,R) an affine ball in Uα and ℓ and affine line passing through a. It intersects
∂B(a,R) in two points b+, b−. The function vα = u+ ρα is convex in U ′

α hence

vα(x) ≤
1

2R

∫ b+

b−

vα(t)dt

Using spherical coordinates and letting ℓ vary, we obtain

vα(x) ≤
1

Vol(B(x,R))

∫

B(x,R)
vαdV.

Using that ρα is uniformly bounded in Uα, we infer that for all B(x,R) ⊂ Uα,

u(x) ≤
1

Vol(B(x,R))

∫

B(x,R)
udV + Cα, (1.1)

for some uniform constant Cα > 0 (independent of u, x, R). This uniform lower bound
is the key to more general uniform L1 and L∞-bounds.

We first establish a uniform L1-bound, i.e. we claim there exists C1 > 0 such that
for all u ∈ K0(M, g)

−C1 ≤
∫

M
udV ≤ 0.

Reasoning by contradiction, we assume there exists uk ∈ K0(M, g) such that
∫

M ukdV →
−∞. Extracting and relabelling, we can assume that supM uk = uk(xk) = 0 with
xk → a ∈ Uα, for some α. We denote by G the set of those x ∈ M such that there
exists a neighborhood W of x and a constant CW such that

∫

W ukdV ≥ −CW for all k.
The set G is open by definition. It is non empty as it contains the point a: indeed

0 = uk(xk) ≤
1

Vol(B(xk, R)

∫

B(xk ,R)
ukdV + Cα ≤

1

Vol(B(a, 2R)

∫

B(a,R/2)
ukdV + Cα,

as follows from (1.1), the inclusions B(a,R/2) ⊂ B(xk, R) ⊂ B(a, 2R) and uk ≤ 0.
We finally claim that G is closed reaching a contradiction since then G = M by

connectedness. Indeed assume that (aj) ∈ GN converges to b ∈ M . Fix α such that
b ∈ Uα and R > 0 small enough so that B(b, R) ⊂ Uα. For j0 large enough aj0

∈
B(b, R/2) and we can find a neighborhood W of aj0

such that
∫

W ukdV ≥ −CW ; in
particular k 7→ supB(b,R/2) uk remains bounded. It follows therefore from (1.1) again
that k 7→

∫

B(b,R/2) ukdV is bounded, hence b ∈ G, as claimed.

We now establish a uniform L∞-bound. It is a consequence of the previous L1-
bound together with the following observation: there exists A,B > 0 such that for all
u ∈ K(M, g),

A

∫

M udV

vol(M)
− B ≤ inf

M
u.

The latter can be obtained as follows: fix u ∈ K0(M, g) and b such that u(b) = infM u.
We fix α and r > 0 (independent of u) such that b ∈ Uα and B(b, 4r) ⊂ Uα. Fix a ∈ Uα
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with d(a, b) = r and c ∈ B(a, r/2). The affine line joining b to c meets ∂B(c, d(c, b)) in
a second point b′. It follows from the convexity of vα = u+ ρα that

vα(c) ≤
vα(b) + vα(b′)

2
≤
vα(b)

2
+ Cα.

Integrating over c ∈ B(a, r/2) and using that ρα is uniformly bounded yields the con-
clusion. �

We now observe that normalized g-convex functions are uniformly Lipschitz:

Lemma 1.9. There exists C1 > 0 such that for all u ∈ K0(M, g) and all x, x′ ∈ X,

|u(x) − u(x′)| ≤ C1dg(x, x′).

Here dg denotes the Riemannian distance induced on M by g. We refer the reader
to [HO19, Proposition 3.5] for a related result.

Proof. We use the same notations as in the proof of the previous lemma. The result is
a simple consequence of the uniform bound if x, x′ do not belong to the same chart Uα,
so it suffices to treat this case.

Observing that

|u(x) − u(x′)| ≤ |[u+ ρα](x) − [u+ ρα](x′)| + |ρα(x) − ρα(x′)|,

we are reduced to establishing an appropriate result for (euclidean) convex functions.
The latter follows from the following property: if v : Rn → R is a convex function in a
ball B(x0, 2r) such that m ≤ v ≤ M , then for all x, x′ ∈ B(x0, δ),

|v(x) − v(x′)| ≤
M −m

δ
||x− x′||.

The proof of this fact is left to the reader. �

1.3. Regularization of g-convex functions. We fix here again (M,∇, g) a compact
Hessian manifold of dimension n.

Proposition 1.10. Let u ∈ K(M, g), there is a sequence uj ∈ K(M, g) ∩ C∞(M) such
that uj uniformly converges to u as j → ∞.

The proposition and its proof are inspired by Demailly’s regularization theorem
[Dem92] (see also [BK07]) for quasi-plurisubharmonic functions in complex geometry:
we use convolutions in local charts, affine transitions and gluing techniques to construct
global smooth g-convex approximants.

We first recall the standard regularization by convolution. Let ρ(x) := ρ̃(|x|) ∈
C∞

0 (Rn) be a radial function with ρ̃ ≥ 0, ρ(r) = 0, ∀r ≥ 1,
∫

Rn ρdλ(x) = 1, where dλ is
the Lebesgue measure on R

n. Set ρδ = δ−nρ(x/δ) and consider

uδ(x) =
∫

Rn
u(x− δw)ρ(w)dλ(w),

for x ∈ Ω′ ⋐ Ω and 0 ≤ δ ≤ dist(Ω′, ∂Ω). If u ∈ C0,α(Ω), then uδ ∈ C∞(Ω′) and

‖uδ − u‖L∞(Ω′) ≤ ‖u‖C0,α(Ω)δ
α.

In particular when u is convex we can take α = 1.
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We let maxǫ : RN → R denote the regularization of the max function,

max ǫ(t1, . . . , tN) :=
∫

RN
max(t1 + s1, . . . , tN + sN)ǫ−N

N
∏

i=1

γ(si/ǫ)ds1 . . . dsN , (1.2)

where γ ∈ C∞(R,R+) has compact support in [−1, 1] and is such that
∫

R
γ(s)ds = 1

with
∫

R
sγ(s)ds = 0. It follows from the definition that maxǫ is non-decreasing in all

variables, smooth and convex on R
N .

The following lemma is left to the reader:

Lemma 1.11. Let A : U → U ′ be an affine map between two open subsets U,U ′ of Rn,
and let u be a convex function on U . Then for any set V ⋐ U we can find a constant
δV > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (0, δV ) the function uA := (u ◦ A−1)δ ◦ A is convex and
well defined in a neighborhood of V and there is a constant CV > 0 such that

‖uA
δ − u‖L∞(V ) ≤ CV ‖u‖C0,1δ.

Proof of Proposition 1.10. Let (Ui)i∈I be a finite cover with local affine charts of M
and choose another finite cover with local affine charts (Vi)i∈I of M such that Vi ⋐ Ui.
For each i ∈ I we can find a convex function φi in a neighborhood Wi of U i such that
g = D2φi on Wi. Then the function vi := φi + u is convex on Ui.

For any pair (j, k) ∈ I2 such that Uj ∩ Uk 6= ∅, we have two regularizations vj,ǫ and
vk,ǫ of the restriction vj|Uj∩Uk

using convolutions on local charts Uj and Uk respectively.
Let A be the affine change of coordinates on Uj ∩ Uk from Uj to Uk. Then we have on
Uj ∩ Uk

vj,ǫ − vk,ǫ = vj,ǫ − vA
j,ǫ + (vj − vk)ǫ,

where (vj − vk)ǫ is the regularization of uj −uk using convolution on Uk. Using Lemma
1.11 and the fact that vj − vk = φj − φk ∈ C∞, we obtain

‖vj,ǫ − vk,ǫ − (φj − φk)‖L∞ ≤ Bǫ on Uj ∩ Uk.

Fix C1 >> 1. We define for each i ∈ I a smooth function ηi on Ui such that ηi = 0
on Vi and ηi = −C1 away from a compact subset if Ui. Suppose that D2ηj ≥ −C2g for
some C2 > 0. We define the function

wǫ
j = vj,ǫ − φj +Bǫηj on Uj .

Then ϕǫ(x) = max ǫ{w
ǫ
j(x) : x ∈ Uj} is smooth and (1 + C2Bǫ)g-convex. We infer

that uǫ := ϕǫ/(1 + C2Bǫ) ∈ K(M, g) uniformly converges to u as ǫ → 0. �

2. Monge-Ampère operators on compact Hessian manifolds

2.1. Definition of Monge-Ampère operators.
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2.1.1. Alexandrov definition. Let Ω be an open subset of Rn and u : Ω → R be a convex
function.

Definition 2.1. The subdifferential of u is the set-valued function ∂u : Ω → P(Rn)
defined by

∂u(x0) = {p ∈ R
n, u(x) ≥ u(x0) + p.(x− x0), ∀x ∈ Ω}. (2.1)

Given E ⊂ Ω, we define ∂u(E) = ∪x∈E∂u(x).

It follows from a theorem of Alexandrov that

S := {E ⊂ Ω| ∂u(E) is Lebesgue measurable}

is a σ-algebra (cf. [Gut01, Chapter 1]). This motivates the following:

Definition 2.2 (Alexandrov). The Monge Ampère measure, Mu, of a convex function
on Ω is defined by

Mu(E) = |∂u(E)| (2.2)

for any Borel set E ⊂ Ω.

Here |B| denotes the Lebesgue measure of the Borel set B. For smooth convex
functions one can check that this definition yields

Mu(E) =
∫

E
detD2u(x)dx

(see [Gut01, Example 1.1.4]).

Example 2.3. The convex function u : x ∈ R
n 7→ |x− a| ∈ R is smooth off the point

a and affine along lines through a, thus detD2u = 0 in R
n \ {a}. On the other hand

∂u(a) = B(0, 1), therefore Mu = δa is the Dirac mass at the point a.

We shall use the following basic results:

Lemma 2.4. [Gut01, Lemma 1.4.1] Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded open set and u, v ∈ C(Ω̄).

If u = v on ∂Ω and u ≤ v in Ω, then M[v](Ω) ≤ M[u](Ω).

Lemma 2.5. [Gut01, Lemma 1.4.7] If u and v are convex functions in Ω, then

M[u+ v](E) ≥ M[u](E) + M[v](E) (2.3)

for any Borel set E ⊂ Ω.

2.1.2. The Rauch-Taylor point of view. In [RT77] the authors introduce an alternative
definition of the Monge-Ampère measure: for a smooth u ∈ K(Ω) they observe that

Mu := du1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun = det

(

∂2u

∂xi∂xj

)

dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn,

setting uj := ∂u
∂xj

. The mass of the Monge-Ampère measure du1 ∧ · · · ∧dun is controlled
by a Chern-Levine-Nirenberg inequality:



MONGE-AMPÈRE EQUATIONS ON COMPACT HESSIAN MANIFOLDS 9

Lemma 2.6. Let Ω be a subset in R
n and fix Ω1 ⋐ Ω2 ⋐ Ω relatively compact open

subsets. Let u be a C2 convex function and T = φdxk+1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn for some positive
continuous function φ. There exists a constant C = CΩ1,Ω2

> 0 such that
∫

Ω1

du1 ∧ . . . ∧ duk ∧ T ≤ C‖u‖k
L∞(E)‖φ‖L∞(Ω1),

where E = (Ω2 \ Ω1) ∩ Supp(φ) and uj denotes ∂u
∂xj .

We provide a proof for the reader’s convenience.

Proof. The argument is similar to the (complex) Chern-Levine-Nirenberg inequality
(see [GZ17, Theorem 3.9]). By induction it suffices to prove the inequality for k = 1.

Let χ be a non-negative smooth function on Ω such that χ = 1 in Ω1. Since u is a
C2 convex function, we have

du1 ∧ . . . ∧ duk ∧ dxk+1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn = det[(uij)1≤i,j≤k]dx1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn ≥ 0.

For T = φdx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn we thus get
∫

Ω1

du1 ∧ T ≤ ‖φ‖L∞(Ω1)

∫

Ω2

χdu1 ∧ dx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn.

Using Stokes theorem we obtain
∫

Ω2

χdu1 ∧ dx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn = −
∫

Ω2

u1dχ ∧ dx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn

=
∫

Ω2

udχ1 ∧ dx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn

=
∫

Ω2\Ω1

udχ1 ∧ dx2 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn.

Fixing C > 0 such that (χij) ≤ CIn, we infer
∫

Ω1
du1 ∧ T ≤ C‖u‖L∞(E)‖φ‖L∞(Ω1). �

If uj are smooth convex functions uniformly converging to u, the measures Muj have
uniformly bounded masses thanks to Lemma 2.6 and one can show that they converge
towards a measure Mu independent of the approximants. Thus Mu is well-defined for
arbitrary convex functions and one can check that the two definitions are equivalent:

Proposition 2.7. If u is convex in Ω then Mu = Mu.

We refer the reader to [RT77, Proposition 3.3] for a proof.

2.1.3. The compact case. Let (M,∇, g) be a compact Hessian manifold of dimension n.
Recall that, for s ∈ R, a s-density on M is a section of a line bundle whose transition

functions are
∣

∣

∣det ∂xα

∂xβ

∣

∣

∣

−s
, where xα = (x1

α, . . . , x
n
α) are local coordinates in some open

set Uα of M . A 1-density is thus a generalization of the notion of a volume form.
Observe that if xα = (x1

α, . . . , x
n
α) are affine local coordinates with respect to ∇ and

ψ is a smooth function, then

det





∂2ψ

∂xi
β∂x

j
β



 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det
∂xα

∂xβ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

det

(

∂2ψ

∂xi
αx

j
α

)

.
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Thus det(gij + uij) is a 2-density and det(gij + uij)dx1 ∧ . . .∧ dxn is not a well-defined
measure on M . To obtain a good definition we use a (-1)-density:

Definition 2.8. Let ρ be an (-1)-density of M and assume that u is a C2 g-convex
function. We define the (relative) Monge-Ampère measure of u with respect to ρ by

Mρ,g[u] := ρ det(g + uij)dx
1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn.

Observe that ρβ det
(

g + ∂2u

∂xi
β

∂xj

β

)

= ρα

∣

∣

∣det ∂xα

∂xβ

∣

∣

∣ det
(

g + ∂2u

∂xi
αxj

α

)

, thus the measure

Mρ,g[u] does not depend on the choice of affine coordinates, it is a globally well defined
Radon measure on M . We simply denote this measure by Mg[u] when ρ = det(g)− 1

2 .

If uj ∈ K(M, g) ∩ C2(M) uniformly converges to u, it follows from Lemma 2.6 that
the measures Mρ,g[uj] have uniformly bounded masses

∫

M Mρ,g[uj] ≤ C1. We can ex-
tend the definition of the Monge-Ampère measure to arbitrary g-convex functions by
approximation, following the method of Rauch-Taylor [RT77]:

Proposition 2.9. Assume uj, vj ∈ K(M, g) ∩ C2(M) are such that limj→∞ uj =
limj→∞ vj = u ∈ K(M, g), Mρ,g[uj] → µ and Mρ,g[vj] → ν in the topology of weak
convergence of measures. Then µ = ν.

Using Proposition 1.10 we can thus set:

Definition 2.10. If u is an arbitrary g-convex function, we define

Mρ,g[u] = lim
j→+∞

Mρ,g[uj],

where uj is any sequence of smooth g-convex functions converging to u.

Example 2.11. Let x be affine coordinates near a ∈ M and χ a test function such that
χ ≡ 1 near a with compact support in this chart. Then u : x ∈ M 7→ χ(x)|x − a| ∈ R

is smooth in M \ {a} and convex near a, so εu is g-convex if 0 < ε is small enough.
The Monge-Ampère measure Mρ,g[εu] satisfies Mρ,g[εu] ≥ Cεnδa = eu(a)+n log ε+log Cδa,

so the g-convex function v = εu+ n log ε+ logC satisfies Mρ,g[v] ≥ evδa: one says that
v is a subsolution to the equation Mρ,g[w] = ewδa. Taking finite convex combination of
such functions and shifting by an additive constant, one can construct similarly g-convex
subsolutions to the equation Mρ,g[w] = ewµ, where µ =

∑p
i=1 ciδai

.

It follows from Stokes theorem that the Monge-Ampère measures Mρ,g(u) all have
the same total mass if the manifold M is special. This is no longer the case on an
arbitrary Hessian manifold, but we nevertheless have uniform bounds :

Lemma 2.12. There exist constants 0 < a ≤ b < +∞ such that

0 < a ≤ inf
u∈K(M,g)

∫

M
Mρ,g(u) ≤ sup

u∈K(M,g)

∫

M
Mρ,g(u) ≤ b.

Proof. Since Mρ,g(u) = Mρ,g(u− supM u), we can consider the infimum and the supre-
mum over the set K0(M, g) which is a compact subset of C0(M,R) (see Lemma 1.9).
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Since the map u 7→ m(u) =
∫

M Mρ,g(u) is continuous and takes finite values, it suffices
to check that m(u) > 0 for all u ∈ K(M, g). This is an easy consequence of Theorem
2.14 below: if Mρ,g(u) = 0 then for any constant function A ∈ K(M, g), one gets

0 = e−uMρ,g(u) ≤ e−AMρ,g(A),

hence u ≥ A, which leads to a contradiction as soon as A > supM u. �

2.2. Comparison principles. We first establish a local comparison principle.

Lemma 2.13. Let u, v be two convex functions on Ω such that

e−uM[u] ≥ e−vM[v]. (2.4)

and u− v achieves a local strict maximum at x0 ∈ Ω. Then u(x0) ≤ v(x0).

Proof. It follows from the hypothesis that there is D ⊂ Ω such that sup∂D(u − v) = b
and supD(u− v) = u(x0) − v(x0) = a with a > b. Assume by contradiction that a > 0.
Shrinking D we can assume that b ≥ 0. Define

uδ = u+ δ‖x− x0‖2 −
a+ b

2
,

with δ > 0 satisfying δ(diam(D))2 < (a− b)/2 ≤ (a + b)/2. Therefore we have uδ ≤ u
in D. The open set B = {x ∈ D : uδ > v} is non empty as it contains x0. For any
x ∈ ∂D we have uδ(x) < v(x), therefore ∂B = {x ∈ D : uδ = v}.

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that

M[v](B) ≥ M[uδ](B) ≥ M[u](B) + (2δ)n|B|. (2.5)

On the other hand, using inequality (2.4) and the fact that v ≤ uδ ≤ u in B, we get

M[v](B) ≤ (ev−uM[u])(B) ≤ M[u](B).

Using (2.5) we infer |B| = 0, a contradiction . �

We now prove a global comparison principle:

Theorem 2.14. Let (M, g,∇) be a compact Hessian manifold and u and v be two
g-convex functions such that

e−uMρ,g[u] ≥ e−vMρ,g[v] (2.6)

in the sense of measures. Then u ≤ v.

Proof. Let h be a smooth strictly g-convex function such that g+ ∇dh ≥ ǫg and h ≤ u.
For any 0 < δ < 1, we consider uδ = (1 − δ)u+ δh+n log(1 − δ). Our goal is show that
uδ ≤ v for all 0 < δ < 1.

Suppose that maxM(uδ − v) = uδ(xδ) − v(xδ). We take a neighborhood D of xδ and
consider ũδ = φ+ uδ, ṽ = φ+ v where g = ∇dφ in D. Define

ũα = ũδ − α‖x− xδ‖
2 = (1 − δ)(φ+ u) + δ(φ+ h) − α‖x− xδ‖

2 + n log(1 − δ)
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with α > 0 such that δ(φ + h) − α‖x − xδ‖
2 is convex (we use here the fact that h is

strictly g-convex). Then ũα − ṽ achieves a strict maximum at xδ on D. Moreover in D
we also have

e−ũαM[ũα] ≥ e−ũα(1 − δ)nM[u+ φ]

≥ e−u−φM[u+ φ]

≥ e−v−φM[v + φ] = e−ṽM[ṽ],

where we use (2.6) for the third inequality. Applying Lemma 2.13 to ũα and ṽ we get
ũα(xδ) − ṽ(xδ) ≤ 0. Letting α → 0, we obtain uδ ≤ v on M . Letting δ → 0 we get
u ≤ v on M as required. �

The maximum of two g-convex functions is also g-convex. The following inequality
allows one to bound from below the corresponding Monge-Ampère measure:

Lemma 2.15. Let u, v be two g−convex functions then

Mρ,g[max(u, v)] ≥ 1{u≥v}Mρ,g[u] + 1{u<v}Mρ,g[v].

Proof. The set Ω := {u < v} is an open set of M since u and v are continuous, hence

1{u<v}Mρ,g[max(u, v)] = 1{u<v}Mρ,g[v].

We infer that Mρ,g[max(u, v)] ≥ 1{u>v}Mρ,g[u] + 1{u<v}Mρ,g[v]. Thus we are done if
µ({u = v}) = 0 with µ = Mρ,g[u].

We claim that µ({u = v + ǫ}) = 0 for all ǫ ∈ R \ Sµ where Sµ is at most countable.
Assuming this we can find a sequence ǫj which converge to 0 such that µ({u = v+ǫj}) =
0. Replacing v by v + ǫj the argument yields

Mρ,g[max(u, v + ǫj)] ≥ 1{u≥v+ǫj}Mρ,g[u] + 1{u<v+ǫj}Mρ,g[v],

we obtain the desired inequality by letting ǫj → 0 and using Proposition 2.9.

We now verify that the set {ǫ ∈ R : µ({u = v + ǫ}) > 0} is at most countable.
Observe that the function f : t ∈ R → µ({u < v + t}) ∈ R

+ is increasing and left
continuous since µ = Mρ,g[u] is a Borel measure. Moreover

lim
t→ǫ+

f(t) = µ({u ≤ v + ǫ}),

hence f is continuous at ǫ unless µ({u = v + ǫ}) > 0. Therefore Sµ is the set of
discontinuity of f , hence Sµ is at most countable. �

3. Resolution of Monge-Ampère equations

Let (M,∇, g) be a compact Hessian manifold of dimension n. In this section we prove
Theorem A and Theorem B from the introduction.
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3.1. Perron method.

Theorem 3.1. Let µ be a probability measure on M and ρ a (−1)-density. There exists
a unique g-convex function u ∈ K(M, g) such that

Mρ,g[u] = euµ.

Moreover if µj are probability measures that weakly converge to a probability measure
µ, then the unique solutions uj ∈ K(M, g) to Mρ,g[uj] = eujµj uniformly converge to
the unique solution u ∈ K(M, g) of Mρ,g[u] = euµ.

Proof. We are going to apply the Perron method, showing that the envelope of subso-
lutions is the unique solution to this equation.

Step 1. We start by treating the case when µ =
∑p

i=1 ciδai
is a sum of Dirac masses,

where p ∈ N
∗, c1, . . . , cp > 0 are positive reals such that

∑p
i=1 ci = 1, and a1, . . . , ap are

distincts points in X. We let F denote the family of subsolutions, i.e.

F = {u ∈ K(M, g), Mρ,g[u] ≥ euµ}.

Here are basic properties of F :

• it follows from Example 2.11 that F is not empty, we pick u0 ∈ F ;
• we claim that F is uniformly bounded from above. Indeed fix u ∈ F and set
v = u− supM u ∈ K0(M, g). It follows from Lemma 1.8 that −C0 ≤ v(x) for all
x ∈ M , hence in particular supM u ≤ u(a1) + C0. Lemma 2.12 now yields

b ≥
∫

M
Mρ,g[u] ≥

p
∑

i=1

cie
u(ai) ≥ c1e

u(a1)

since u is a subsolution, hence supM u ≤ log(b/c1) + C0.
• F is closed and stable under maximum: if u, v ∈ F , then

Mρ,g[max(u, v)] ≥ 1{u≥v}Mρ,g[u] + 1{u<v}Mρ,g[v]

≥ 1{u≥v}e
uµ+ 1{u<v}e

vµ

= 1{u≥v}e
max(u,v)µ+ 1{u<v}e

max(u,v)µ = emax(u,v)µ,

as follows from Lemma 2.15.

It follows therefore from Lemma 1.9 and Arzela-Ascoli theorem that

Fu0
= {u ∈ K(M, g), Mρ,g[u] ≥ euµ and u ≥ u0}.

is a compact subset of K(M, g). Thus the envelope of subsolutions U = supF u =
supFu0

u is a g-convex function which is still a subsolution.
We finally conclude that U is actually a solution of the equation through a balayage

process. We pick a small euclidean ball B in some affine chart such that ∂B does not
contain any point aj , and we solve the local Dirichlet problem Mρ,g(v) = evµ in B with
U as boundary data. The local solution exists by (a slight generalization of) [Gut01,
Theorem 1.6.2] and glue with U in M \ B to provide yet another subsolution. It thus
coincides with U , hence U solves the equation in any such ball B, hence in the whole
of M . The uniqueness follows from the comparison principle (Theorem 2.14).
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Step 2. We now proceed by approximation in order to treat the general case. Let
µp =

∑p
i=1 ci,pδai,p

be finite combination of Dirac masses that weakly approximate µ =
limp→+∞ µp. It follows from previous step that there exists a unique g-convex function
up ∈ K(M, g) such that Mρ,g[up] = eupµp.

We claim that supM up is uniformly bounded. We set vp = up − supM up ∈ K0(M, g)
and recall from Lemma 2.12 that the Monge-Ampère mass of Mρ,g(up) = Mρ,g(vp) is
uniformly bounded from above and below, away from zero. We infer

a ≤
∫

M
Mρ,g(up) =

∫

M
eupdµp ≤ esupM up =⇒ log a ≤ sup

M
up.

Using that vp ≥ −C0 (see Lemma 1.8), we also obtain

esupM upe−C0 ≤
∫

M
eupdµp =

∫

M
Mρ,g(up) ≤ b =⇒ sup

M
up ≤ C0 + log b.

Lemma 1.8 ensures that up is uniformly bounded on M , while Lemma 1.9 ensures
that the up’s are uniformly Lipschitz, hence relatively compact for the C0-topology.
We can thus extract a convergent subsequence upj

→ u ∈ K0(M, g). Since Mρ,g is
continuous for the C0-topology, we infer

Mρ,g[u] = euµ.

The uniqueness follows again from the comparison principle (Theorem 2.14).

Step 3. We finally prove the stability property. Let µj be probability measures that
weakly converge to a probability measure µ. Let uj ∈ K(M, g) be the unique solutions
to Mρ,g[uj] = eujµj and let u ∈ K(M, g) the unique solution of Mρ,g[u] = euµ.

The same reasoning as above shows that supM uj is uniformly bounded, hence (uj)
is relatively compact. A subsequence ujk

thus uniformly converge to some function
v ∈ K(M, g). Now Mρ,g[ujk

] → Mρ,g[v] and eujkµjk
→ evµ, so v = u by uniqueness �

3.2. The flat equation. As the proof of Theorem 3.1 shows, a similar result holds for
more general equations of the form Mρ,g[u] = F (x, u)µ, with appropriate assumptions
on the function F . A straightforward generalization that we shall need is that for any
ε > 0, there exists a unique g-convex function uε ∈ K(M, g) such that

Mρ,g[uε] = eεuεµ.

We now use such perturbations to solve another degenerate Monge-Ampère equation:

Theorem 3.2. Let µ be a probability measure on M and ρ a (−1)-density. There exist
a unique constant c > 0 and a g-convex function u ∈ K0(M, g) such that

Mρ,g[u] = cµ.

When M is special the preservation of Monge-Ampère masses ensures that the con-
stant c is determined by

∫

M
Mρ,g(0) = c.

The uniqueness of c is slightly more involved in the general case.
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Proof. Existence of (c, u). We first show the existence of the solution. Fix ε > 0 and
let uε ∈ K(M, g) be the unique g-convex function such that

Mρ,g[uε] = eεuεµ.

It follows from Lemma 2.12 that

a ≤
∫

M
Mρ,g[uε] =

∫

M
eεuεµ ≤ eε supM uε,

hence ε 7→ ε supM uε is uniformly bounded below.
Lemma 2.12 again yields a bound from above on

∫

M eεuεdµ ≤ b. It follows therefore
from the concavity of the logarithm that

∫

M
εuεdµ ≤ log b.

Since εuε is g-convex for all 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1, Lemma 1.8 ensures that
∫

M εuεdµ and ε supM uε

are uniformly comparable, hence ε 7→ ε supM uε is uniformly bounded as ε ց 0.
The family vε = εuε is thus relatively compact in K(M, g) by Lemma 1.9, so we

can extract a sequence vεj
which uniformly converges to a g-convex function v. Since

vεj
is actually εjg-convex, the function v is 0g-convex hence v ≡ c is constant by the

maximum principle.
The family ε 7→ wε = uε − supM uε is relatively compact by Lemmata 1.8 and 1.9,

so we can extract wεjk
→ u in K0(M, g). Since Mρ,g is continuous for the uniform

topology, we conclude that

Mρ,g[u] = lim
k
Mρ,g[wεjk

] = lim
k
e

εjk
uεjk µ = cµ.

Uniqueness of c. Suppose that u, v are two g-convex functions satisfying Mρ,g[u] = c1µ
and Mρ,g[v] = c2µ. We now show that c1 = c2. Assume by contradiction that c1 > c2,
so there is δ > 0 such that (1 − δ)nc1 > c2. Set uδ = (1 − δ)u and pick xδ ∈ M such
that

max
M

(uδ − v) = uδ(xδ) − v(xδ) =: A.

Let D be a small neighborhood of xδ such that dg(xδ, ∂D) ≥ d/3 where d = diam(D).
Let φ be a potential of g in D, i.e g = ∇dφ. Set ûδ = φ+ uδ, û = φ+ u, v̂ = φ+ v and

ûδ,ǫ = ûδ − ǫ‖x− xδ‖
2 − (A− ǫd2/10)

= φ+ (1 − δ)u− ǫ‖x− xδ‖
2 − (A− ǫd2/10),

where ǫ is so small so that ∇d(δφ− ǫ‖x− xδ‖
2) ≥ (δ/2)g. Observe that

max
D̄

(ûδ,ǫ − v̂) = ûδ,ǫ(xδ) − v̂(xδ) = ǫd2/10 > 0

and
sup
∂D

(ûδ,ǫ − v̂) ≤ A− ǫd2/9 − (A− ǫd2/10) < 0.

Thus the set B := {x ∈ D̄| ûδ,ǫ > v̂} is open, non empty (as it contains xδ) and
B ∩ ∂D = ∅. We infer ∂B = {x ∈ D| ûδ,ǫ = v̂} and Lemma 2.4 ensures that

M[v̂](B) ≥ M[ûδ,ǫ](B) ≥ (1 − δ)nM[û](B) + (δ/2)nM[φ](B),
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since ∇d(ûδ,ǫ) ≥ (1 − δ)n∇dû+ (δ/2)g. Therefore

c2µ(B) ≥ (1 − δ)nc1µ(B) + (δ/2)nMρ,g[0](B)

≥ c2µ(B) + (δ/2)nMρ,g[0](B).

This implies that Mρ,g[0](B) = 0, a contradiction. Thus c1 = c2 as claimed. �

Remark 3.3. The uniqueness of u is more delicate. It is obtained in [CV01] when the
solutions are C2-smooth by using a classical maximum principle; this requires µ to be
absolutely continuous with respect to some volume form, with Hölder density.

We make the observation that uniqueness holds in the most degenerate case when
µ = δp is a Dirac mass at a single point p ∈ M : if Mρ,g(u) = Mρ,g(v) = cδp with
u, v ∈ K0(M, g), then Mρ,g(ũ) = eũδp and Mρ,g(ṽ) = eṽδp with ũ = u − u(p) + log c,
ṽ = v − v(p) + log c, so ũ = ṽ by uniqueness in Theorem 3.1, which yields u = v.

3.3. Regularization of g-convex functions. Let (M, g) be a compact Hessian man-
ifold and ρ a (−1)-density. Given a g-convex function u on M , we set µu := e−uMρ,g[u]
so that u is the unique g-convex solution of Mρ,g[u] = euµu. Using convolutions we
approximate µu by smooth volume forms µε = µ ⋆ χε + εdVM and invoke a result of
Cheng-Yau [CY82] to obtain a smooth strictly g-convex function uε on M such that

Mρ,g[uε] = euεµε.

It follows from the stability property (Theorem 3.1) that uε uniformly converges to u
as ε → 0+, so any g-convex function u is the uniform limit of smooth strictly g-convex
functions. This provides an alternative proof of the global regularization of g-convex
functions (compare with Proposition 1.10).
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