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COMPACTNESS OF HAMILTONIAN STATIONARY LAGRANGIAN

SUBMANIFOLDS IN SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLD

JINGYI CHEN, JOHN MAN SHUN MA

Abstract. In this work, we prove a compactness theorem on the space of all Hamilton-
ian stationay Lagrangian submanifolds in a compact symplectic manifold with uniform
bounds on area and total extrinsic curvature. This generalizes the compactness theo-
rems in [8] and [6].

1. Introduction

Let (M,ω, h, J) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold with a symplectic 2-form
ω, an almost complex structure J and a compatible metric h. An immersed submani-
fold L in M is Lagrangian if dimL = n and ω|L = 0, and a Lagrangian immersion is
Hamiltonian stationary (HSL) if it is a critical point of the volume functional among all
Hamiltonian variations. The notion was first introduced in [15], [16]. A compact and
graded Lagrangian in a Calabi-Yau manifold is Hamiltonian stationary if and only if it
is special [19]. Thus HSL submanifolds are natural generalization of special Lagrangians
submanifolds for general symplectic manifolds.

Examples of HSL submanifolds include the totally geodesic RP
n in CP

n and the flat
tori S1(a1) × · · · × S1(an) in Cn [15], [16]. In two dimension, Schoen and Wolfson con-
structed in [17] HSL surfaces with conical singularity in any Kähler surfaces, which are
also area minimizer in its Lagrangian homology class. On the other hand, using per-
turbation methods, Joyce, Lee and Schoen proved in [11] the existence of closed HSL
submanifolds in every compact symplectic manifolds (see also the previous works [4, 13]
and a family version in [14]). A large classes of examples of HSLs are constructed using
techniques in integrable system. We refer the readers to the bibliography of [6] for a more
comprehensive list of references.

Using the regularity theory developed in [7], Chen and Warren obtain the smoothness
estimates and small Willmore energy regularity in [8] and prove a compactness theorem
for HSL submanifolds in Cn with uniformly bounded areas and total extrinsic curvatures
in C

n. The regularity and compactness results in [7, 8] rely on the assumption that the
ambient space is Cn since it is used, in an essential way, that the Lagrangian phase angle
Θ can be written as arctanλ1 + · · · + arctanλn for the graphic representation (x,Du),
where λi’s are the eigenvalues of D2u.
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by DFF Sapere Aude 7027-00110B, by CPH-GEOTOP-DNRF151 and by CF21-0680 from respectively
the Independent Research Fund Denmark, the Danish National Research Foundation and the Carlsberg
Foundation.
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In another direction, using the bubble tree convergence for conformal mappings with
uniformly bounded area and Willmore energy, we proved in [6] a compactness theorem
on the space of compact HSL surfaces with bounded area, genus and Willmore energy
in a Kähler surfaces. A sequence of such HSL surfaces would converges smoothly away
from finitely many points to a branched HSL immersion. Unlike the case for Cn where
one make use of the Lagrangian angle, in [6] we exploit the fact that the mean curvature
one form of a HSL immersion in a Kähler manifold satisfies a first order elliptic system
of ”Hodge type”; this is also essential in the regularity results in [17] for a Lagrangian
area minimizers in two dimensions.

Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,ω, h) be a compact 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold, where h
is a Hermitian metric compatible with ω. Let CV , CA be positive constants and let (Lk)

∞
k=1

be a sequence of connected compact Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian immersion in M
so that

Vol(Lk) ≤ CV , ‖Ak‖Ln ≤ CA, ∀k ∈ N.(1.1)

Then either (Lk) converges to a point, or there is a finite set S so that a subsequence (Lki)
of (Lk) converges smoothly locally graphically to a Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian
immersion L on M \ S and

(1.2) Vol(L) = lim
i→∞

Vol(Lki).

Also, the closure L in M is connected and admits a structure of a Lagrangian varifold,
and is Hamiltonian stationary in the sense that the generalized mean curvature vector ~H
of the varifold (L, µL) satisfies

∫

M

h(J∇Mf, ~H)dµL = 0, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M).(1.3)

This generalizes the compactness theorems in [8], [6] to HSLs in any compact symplec-
tic manifolds with metrics compacitble with the symplectic structures and the almost
complex structures. The main step in proving compactness is to derive a local a-priori
estimates for HSLs with small total curvature. In [8], [6], this is done by representating
the Hamiltonian stationary conditions as a coupled elliptic systems of lower order. This
simplification is not available for HSLs in a general symplectic manifold. Therefore, the
methods in [8], [6] do not directly yield a proof of Theorem 1.1. In a Darboux coordi-
nates, if one represents the HSL as a gradient graph (x,Du(x)) of a function u, then the
Hamiltonian stationary condition is captured by a fourth order PDE on u. In a recent
work [2], Bhattachaya, Chen and Warren have studied a fourth order elliptic PDE of
double divergence form and derive a regularity results. Together with the constructions
of Darboux coordinates with estimates in [11] (See also subsecion 2.2), it is proved that a
C1 HSL in a general symplectic manifolds is smooth. In this work, we apply the results
in [2] to derive a-priori estimates (Theorem 4.2) and a ǫ-regularity result (Theorem 4.7)
for HSL submanifolds, which is essential to the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we discuss some background in La-
grangian submanifolds, which includes the definition of HSL and the Darboux coordinates
with estimates constructed in [11]. In section 3, we use the regularity results in [2] to
derive local Ck estimates for functions which satisfy a fourth order elliptic equation in
double divergence form. In section 4, we prove a ǫ-regularity theorem. Theorem 1.1 is
proved in sections 5 and 6.

In the following, given any vector spaceW with a metric h, we denote |w|h =
√
h(w,w)

for w ∈ W . When W is the Euclidean space, we write |w| = |w|h0, where h0 is the
Euclidean metric on W . Given any open subset Ω of Rn and any function u : Ω → R

on Ω, we use ‖u‖Ck,α(Ω), ‖u‖Lp(Ω) and ‖u‖W k,p(Ω) to denote respectively the Ck,α, Lp and

W k,p norms of u. For any k ∈ N, x ∈ Rk and r > 0, the open ball with radius r and
center x in Rk is denoted Bk

r (x). We also write Bk
r for Bk

r (0).

2. Background

2.1. Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian submanifolds. Let (M,h) be a Riemann-
ian manifold. Unless otherwise specified, throughout this paper a submanifold ofM is an
immersed submanifold, that is, a submanifold of M is a pair (L, ι), where L is a subset
of M and ι : N → M is an immersion with ι(N) = L. An immersed submanifold is
compact (resp. connected), if N is compact (resp. connected), and is proper if ι is a
proper map.

Assume that M is compact. By the Nash embedding theorem, there is an isometric
embedding of (M,h) into RK for some positive integer K. Fixing such an embedding, the
definition of varifolds on M is given in [1]. Let U be an open subset of M , and let L be a
properly immersed k-dimensional submanifold of U given by the immersion ι : N → U .
Let g = ι∗h be the induced metric on N and let dVg be the volume form. The volume of
a submanifold L is

(2.1) Vol(L) =

∫

N

dVg.

Let πk : GkM → M be the Grassmann bundle on M , where each fiber at x ∈ M is
the Grassmann manifold of k-dimensional subspaces of TxM . Given any k-dimensional
immersed submanifold L of M , let Gι : N → GkM be the Gauss map given by x 7→
(ι∗)xTxN . Then (L, ι) is given a structure of a varifold µL by pushing forward: |L| :=
(Gι)♯dVg, or

(2.2) |L|(f) :=
∫

N

f ◦Gι dVg, ∀f ∈ C(GkM).

For any integral varifold V , the weight measure µV on M is given by

(2.3)

∫

M

φdµV :=

∫

GkM

φ(x)dV, ∀φ ∈ C(M).

Let µL := mu|L|. Clearly µL and |L| depend not only on L but also on ι.
Let (M,ω, h, J) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold, where ω is the symplectic

form, J is an almost complex structure and h is a Riemannian metric. We assume that
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ω, J, h satisfy the compatibility conditions

(2.4) h(X, Y ) = ω(X, JY ), h(JX, JY ) = h(X, Y )

for all tangent vectors X, Y at the same point.
An n-dimensional immersed submanifold L in M given by an immersion ι is called

Lagrangian if ι∗ω = 0. Given an immersed Lagrangian submanifold L, (2.4) implies that
J maps tangent vectors of L to normal vectors. Thus the second fundamental form of L
can be written as

A : TpL× TpL× TpL→ R, A(X, Y, Z) = h(∇X Ỹ , JZ) = ω(Z,∇X Ỹ ),(2.5)

where Ỹ is any local extension of Y . The mean curvature one form of L is a one form on
N defined by

(2.6) αx(X) = ωι(x)(ι∗X, ~H(x))

for any x ∈ N and X ∈ TxN . Here ~H is the mean curvature vector of the immersion
ι : N →M .

Next we give the definition of a Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian immersion. As in
[8], we first give the definition for general Lagrangian integral n-varifolds (An integral
n-varifold V on (M,ω, h) is called Lagrangian if ω|TxV = 0 for V -almost every x).

Definition 2.1. A Lagrangian integral n-varifold V in U is called Hamiltonian stationary
Lagrangian (HSL) in U if

∫

U

h(J∇Mf, ~H)dµV = 0, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (U),(2.7)

where ~H is the generalized mean curvature vector of V .

Definition 2.2. Let L be a Lagrangian immersion into an open subset U of M given by
a proper immersion ι, and let |L| be the integral n-varifold associated with L as in (2.2).
L is called a Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian (HSL) immersion in U if |L| is HSL as
in Definition 2.1.

Let ι : N → U be a proper Lagrangian immersion. For any f ∈ C∞
c (U), let f̄ = f ◦ ι.

By (2.3), (2.4) and (2.6), if the immersed submanifold (L, ι) is HSL in U , then
∫

N

(df̄ , α)gdVg = 0,

where α is the mean curvature one form of L defined in (2.6). Let L be an embedded
Lagrangian submanifold on M . Since every smooth function with compact support ψ on
L can be extended to f ∈ C∞

c (M), L is HSL if and only if
∫

N

(dψ, α)gdVg = 0, ∀ψ ∈ C∞
c (N).

This implies that α is co-closed. That is,

(2.8) d∗α = 0,
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where d∗ = ± ∗ d∗ is the formal adjoint of the exterior derivative d with respect to the
metric g.

Let L be an immersed submanifold in M given by an immersion ι : N → M and let
U ⊂M be an open set in M . Decompose ι−1(U) as connected components

ι−1(U) =
⊔

i

Vi.(2.9)

If ι|Vi
is an embedding for each i, we say that each Li = ι(Vi) is an embedded connected

component of U ∩ L and that ι splits into embedded connected components on U .
As in [8, Proposition 2.2], if L is a proper immersion, for each p ∈ L there is an

open neighborhood U of p so that L ∩ U splits into finitely many embedded connected
components. We will have a more precise statement in Proposition 4.6.

Proposition 2.3. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold in an open subset U of M given
by a proper immersion ι : N → U . Then L is HSL as in Definition 2.2 if and only if its
mean curvature one form α is co-closed.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [8, Proposition 2.5 (1)] and we only sketch the proof
for the direction (⇒). Let p ∈ L. By [8, Proposition 2.2], letW be an open neighborhood
of p in U so that ι−1(W ) splits into finitely many connected components ι|Ei

: Ei → Σi,
where Σi = ι(Ei). We recall that q ∈ W ∩ L is called an embedded point of L if there
is an open neighborhood Vq of q in W so that L ∩ Vq is an embedded submanifold. Let
E ⊂ L ∩W be the set of all embedded points of L. Using embeddedness, one can argue
as in above that d∗α = 0 on ι−1(E ) using Definition 2.2. For each i, one can prove
that E ∩ Σi is dense in Σi. Hence d∗α = 0 on ι−1(W ). Since p ∈ L is arbitrary, α is
co-closed. �

In particular, the Hamiltonian stationary condition holds on each embedded connected
components.

Corollary 2.4. Let L be a properly immersed HSL in an open subset U of M . Let
W be an open subset of U such that W ∩ L splits into embedded connected components
ι|Ei

: Ei → Σi. Then for each i,

(2.10)

∫

W

h(J∇Mf, ~Hi)dµΣi
= 0, ∀f ∈ C∞

c (W ).

Here ~Hi is the mean curvature vector of Σi.

2.2. Darboux coordinates with estimates. In this subsection we recall the Darboux
coordinates with estimates constructed in [11]. Let (M,ω) be a compact symplectic 2n-
manifold, and let h be a Riemannian metric on M compatible with ω. Let U be the
U(n) frame bundle of M : that is, for each p ∈M , the fiber Up consists of unitary linear
mappings v : R2n → TpM .

We recall Proposition 3.2 in [11]:

Proposition 2.5. For small ǫ > 0, we can choose a family of embeddings Υp,v : B
2n
ǫ →M

depending smoothly on (p, v) ∈ U such that for all (p, v) ∈ U, we have
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(i) Υp,v(0) = p and dΥp,v|0 = v : R2n → TpM ;
(ii) Υp,v◦γ

∼= Υp,v ◦ γ for all γ ∈ U(n);
(iii) Υ∗

p,v(ω) = ω0 =
i
2

∑n
j=1 dzj ∧ dz̄j; and

(iv) Υ∗
p,v(h) = h0 +O(|z|) = ∑n

j=1 |dzj |2 +O(|z|).
From now on, by scaling ω, h if necessary, we assume ǫ = 2 in Proposition 2.5.

Definition 2.6. Let p ∈M and 0 < r ≤ 1. The Darboux ball at p with radius r is

Br(p) := Υp,v(B
2n
r ).(2.11)

By (ii) in Proposition 2.5, Br(p) is well-defined, independent of v ∈ Up. For each
R ≥ 1 and 0 < t ≤ R−1, we define t : B2n

R → B2n
1 as z 7→ tz. The following is proved in

[11, Proposition 3.4].

Proposition 2.7. There exists K0, K1, K2, · · · , depending only on (M,ω, h) such that
for all (p, v) ∈ U and t ∈ (0, R−1], the metric htp,v = t−2(Υp,v ◦ t)∗h satisfies on B2n

R

|htp,v − h0| ≤ K0t and |∂jhtp,v| ≤ Kjt
j for j = 1, 2, · · · .(2.12)

Again, by scaling ω, h if necessary, we assume that

max{K0, K1} ≤ ǫ1 < max{1/2, ǫ1(1/2, n)},(2.13)

where ǫ1(1/2, n) is given in [2, Lemma 3.2]. By the first inequality in (2.12) andK0 < 1/2,

BM
r/2(p) ⊂ Br(p) ⊂ BM

2r (p)(2.14)

for all p ∈M and r ∈ (0, 1), where BM
s (p) is the metric ball with radius s in (M,h).

2.3. Convergence of immersed submanifolds. We recall the definition of smooth
convergence as local graphs of a sequence of immersed submanifolds introduced in [8]
(see also [9], [18] for similar definitions for sequences of embedded hypersurfaces).

Definition 2.8. Let (Σk)
∞
k=1 be a sequence of properly immersed submanifolds in an open

subset U of a smooth manifold M given by a proper immersion ιk : Nk → U for each k.
Let S be an integral varifold in (M,h) and m ∈ N∪{∞}. We say that (Σk)

∞
k=1 converges

graphically in U to S in Cm-topology, if there is I ∈ N ∪ {0} such that

• Σk splits into I embedded connected components ιk|Ei
k
: Ei

k → Σi
k, i = 1, · · · I.

Here Ei
k is open in Nk and ιk|Ei

k
is an embedding onto Σi

k, and

• S ∩ U = Σ1 ∪ · · · ∪ ΣI , where each Σi, i = 1, · · · , I, is an embedded submanifold
in U .

Moreover, for each i = 1, · · · , I, there is pi ∈ Σi such that Σi
k, k ∈ N, and Σi are graphs

of a smooth mappings X i
k and X i respectively, where X i

k and X i are defined on some
open subsets of TpiΣ

i, such that X i
k converges in Cm norm to X i as k → ∞.

We remark when I = 0, it is understood that Σk = S ∩ U = ∅.
Definition 2.9. Let (Σk)

∞
k=1 be a sequence of properly immersed submanifolds in M ,

and let V be an open subset of M . We say that (Σk)
∞
k=1 converges in V smoothly as local

graphs to an integral varifold S, if for all q ∈ V , there is an open neighborhood U of q
contained in V such that (Σk ∩ U)∞k=1 converges graphically to S ∩ U in C∞-topology.
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3. Estimates for double divergence equation

In [2], the authors study the following fourth order equation in double divergence form

(3.1) ∂xi∂xjF jl(x,Du,D2u) = ∂xkak(x,Du,D2u)− b(x,Du,D2u)

where F ij, ak and b are smooth functions in x,Du,D2u, defined in a convex neighborhood
U ⊂ Bn

r × Rn × Sn×n, where Sn×n is the space of n × n symmetric matrices. A W 2,∞

function u on Bn
r is called a weak solution to (3.1) if
∫

Br

[
F ijηij + akηk + bη

]
dx = 0, for all η ∈ C∞

c (Bn
r ).(3.2)

Definition 3.1. Let Λ > 0. We say that (3.1) is Λ-uniform on U if the standard Legendre
ellipticity condition

∂F jl

∂uik
(ξ)σijσkl ≥ Λ|σ|2, ∀σ ∈ Sn×n(3.3)

is satisfied for any ξ ∈ U .

For each p = 1, · · · , n, let hp = hep,

η−hp(x) :=
η(x− hp)− η(x)

h
,(3.4)

and f := uhp. Define

ξ0 = (x,Du(x), D2u(x)),

ξh = (x+ hp, Du(x+ hp), D
2u(x+ hp)),

~V = ξh − ξ0.

One can check that (3.2) implies
∫

Br

(
βij,klfikηjl + γilηjl + ψkη

−hp

k + ζη−hp

)
dx = 0 ∀η ∈ C∞

c (Bn
r−h),(3.5)

where

βij,kl(x) =

∫ 1

0

∂F jl

∂uik
(ξ0 + tV )dt,

γjl(x) =

∫ 1

0

(
∂F jl

∂uk
(ξ0 + tV )fk +

∂F jl

∂xp
(ξ0 + tV )

)
dt,

ψk(x) = ak(x,Du,D2u),

ζ(x) = b(x,Du,D2u).

In the following, we assume that u is at least C2 and satisfies (3.2). The following
propositions are the key steps in proving the regularity results in [2].

Proposition 3.2. Assume that u ∈ C2,α(Bn
r ) satisfies (3.5), then for all 0 < r′ < r and

0 < α′ < α we have u ∈ C3,α′
(Bn

r′) and

‖D3u‖Cα′(Bn
r′
) ≤ C(Λ, α, α′, r, r′, ‖u‖W 2,∞(Bn

r ), ‖Ψ‖Cα(Bn
r ))(3.6)
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where for simplicity we write

Ψ =
(
(βij,kl

0 )i,j,k,l, (γ
jl
p )j,l,p, (ψ

k)k, ζ
)
.

and

βij,kl
0 (x) =

∂F jl

∂uik
(x,Du,D2u),(3.7)

γjlp (x) =
∂F jl

∂uk
(x,Du,D2u)upk +

∂F jl

∂xp
(x,Du,D2u).(3.8)

Proof. We first assume r′ = 1/5 and r = 1. Without rewriting the whole proof again, we
merely point out that in the proof of [2, Proposition 2.3], the constants used have the
following dependence:

C3 = ‖βij,kl‖Cα(Bn
r ),

C4 = ‖βij,kl‖Cα(Bn
r ),

C5 = C(n)‖γjl‖Cα(Bn
r ),

C6 = C(n)‖ψk‖Cα(Bn
r ),

C7 = C(n)‖ζ‖Cα(Bn
r ),

C2 = C(Λ)

C1 = C1(n)

α̃ = 1− δ,

q̃ =
n

2− 2α̃
,

K̃ = C(n)(‖γjl‖2L2q̃(Bn
1 )

+ ‖ψk‖2L2q̃(Bn
1 )

+ ‖ζ‖L2q̃(Bn
1 )
),

r0 = r0(C1,Λ, n, δ),

C8 = C8(C1, n, δ),

C9 = C9(C1, C8, r0,Λ, ‖D2f‖L2(Bn
1/2

)),

C10 = C10(C4, C5, C7,Λ, α, δ, r0, ‖D2f‖2L2(Bn
1/2

), C2)

Thus by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 in [2],

‖D3u‖Cα−δ/2(B1/5)
≤ C(Λ, α, δ, ‖u‖W 2,∞(Bn

1 )
, ‖Ψ‖Cα(Bn

1 )
),(3.9)

In general, given 0 < r′ < r ≤ 1 and x0 ∈ Bn
r′ , we scale the ball B

n
r−r′(x0) to radius 1 and

obtain, via (3.9),

‖D3u‖Cα−δ/2(Bn
(r−r′)/5

(x0)) ≤ C(Λ, α, δ, r, r′, ‖u‖W 2,∞(Bn
r ), ‖Ψ‖Cα(Bn

r )),

Since x0 ∈ Bn
r′ is arbitrary, (3.6) is proved. �

From the above proposition, we obtain
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Proposition 3.3. For each 0 < r′ < r ≤ 1, 0 < α′ < α < 1 and k ≥ 3, assume that
u ∈ C2,α(Bn

r ) satisfies (3.2) and (F jl) satisfies the Legendre ellipticity condition (3.3),
then u is smooth in Br and

‖Dku‖Cα′(Bn
r′
) ≤ C(k,Λ, α, α′, r, r′, ‖u‖W 2,∞(Bn

r )
, ‖(~F ,~a, b)‖Ck−3(Bn

r )
).(3.10)

Proof. That u is smooth is proved in [2]. Taking the limit h → 0 in (3.5), we obtain
(writing f = up)∫

Bn
r

[
(βij,kl

0 fij + γjlp )ηjl + ∂pψ
kηk + ∂pζη

]
dx = 0, ∀η ∈ C∞

c (Bn
r ).(3.11)

This is an equation of the form (3.2) with the leading term

F ij
(p)(x,Df,D

2f) = βij,kl
0 fij + γjlp(3.12)

and in particular

∂F jl
(p)

∂fik
= βij,kl

0 .(3.13)

Hence (3.11) also satisfies the Λ-uniform condition (3.3).
In general, one can inductively show that for any p1, · · · , pm, the function f = up1···pm

satisfies ∫

Bn
r

[
(βij,kl

0 fik + γjl(p1···pm))ηjl + ψk
p1···pmηk + ζp1···pmη

]
dx = 0, ∀η ∈ C∞

c (Bn
r ),(3.14)

here γjl(p1···pm) is defined inductively by

γjl(p1···pm) =
(
γjl(p1···pm−1)

)
xpm

+
(
βij,kl
0

)
xpm

uikp1···pm.(3.15)

By Proposition 3.2, we obtain

‖D3f‖Cα′ (Bn
r′
) ≤ C(Λ, α, α′, r, r′, ‖f‖W 2,∞(Bn

r ), ‖Ψ(p1···pm)‖Cα(Bn
r )),(3.16)

where

Ψ(p1···pm) =
(
(βij,kl

0 )i,j,k,l, (γ
jl
(p1···pm))j,l,p1,···pm, (∂p1···pmψ

k)k, ∂p1···pmζ
)
.(3.17)

Arguing inductively from (3.8), (3.15) that

‖Ψp1···pm‖Cα(Bn
r ) ≤ C(m, ‖~a‖Cm(Bn

r ), ‖F‖Cm(Bn
r ), ‖b‖Cm(Bn

r ), ‖u‖Cm+2,α(Bn
r )
)

Hence we have for any 0 < r′ < r < 1 and 0 < α′ < α < 1,

‖u‖Cm+3,α′(Bn
r′
) ≤ C(m,Λ, r, r′, α, α′, ‖(~F ,~a, b)‖Cm(Bn

r ), ‖u‖Cm+2,α(Bn
r )
)(3.18)

The proposition is then proved by choosing

r′ = rm < rm−1 < · · · < r1 < r0 = r,

α′ = αm < αm−1 < · · · < α1 < α0 = α

and applying (3.18)m−1 times (with r, r′, α, α′ replaced by rj−1, rj , αj−1, αj respectively)
and lastly Proposition 3.2. �
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4. Local calculations (Symplectic)

In this section, we represent locally a Lagrangian immersion as a gradient graph in a
Darboux coordinates chart given in Proposition 2.5. We apply the estimates in the pre-
vious section. Under a smallness assumption on the Ln-norm of the second fundamental
form, we derive a ǫ-regularity result (Theorem 4.7).

Let h = htp,v be a Riemannian metric on B2n
R which satisfies (2.12) for some t ∈ (0, R−1]

and K0, K1 satisfy (2.13).
Let (x1, · · ·x2n) be the standard coordinates on B2n

R and e1, · · · , e2n be the standard
basis of R2n. The Christoffel symbols for the Levi-Civita connection of h is given by

∇eiej = Γk
ijek + Γk̄

ijek̄,

where k̄ := n + k and the repeated indices are summed from 1 to n.
From (2.12) we have

|Γk
ij|+ |Γk̄

ij| ≤ K1R
−1, ∀ i, j, k.(4.1)

Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold in (B2n
R , ω0) given by a gradient graph

Γ(u) := {Γu(x) : x ∈ UR ⊂ Bn
R ⊂ R

n},(4.2)

where

(4.3) Γu(x) = (x,Du(x)).

for some smooth function u : UR → R, where UR ⊂ Bn
R. In this case, L = Γ(u) satisfies

(2.2) if it is a critical point of the area functional

Vol(u) =

∫

UR

√
det gijdx,(4.4)

where g = Γ∗
uh, among all Hamiltonian variations t 7→ u + tη, where η ∈ C∞

c (UR). The
Euler-Lagrange equation has been computed in [2, Lemma 3.1], which is

∫

UR

[
F jlηjl + ckηk

]
dx = 0, ∀η ∈ C∞

c (UR)(4.5)

where

F jl(x,Du,D2u) =
√
ggij

(
(δkl + Blk)uik + Cli

)
,(4.6)

ck(x,Du,D2u) =
1

2

√
ggij

(
DykAij + 2uimDykCmj + uimujlDykBkl

)
,(4.7)

here A, B and C are the components of (h− I2n) ◦Γu (see (3.2) in [2]). Note that
√
g, gij

can also be represented by D2u, A, B and C. By (2.12) we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For eachm ∈ N, there is a constant C = C(r,m,K0, · · · , Km, ‖D2u‖L∞(Bn
r ))

such that

‖F jl‖Cm(Bn
r ) ≤ C,(4.8)

‖ck‖Cm−1(Bn
r )

≤ C,(4.9)

where F jl and ck are defined in (4.6), (4.7).
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By (2.13) we have |Dh| < ǫ1. By [2, Lemma 3.2], if

(4.10) ‖D2u‖C0(Bn
r )

≤ ǫ1,

then (4.5) is Λ-uniform with Λ = 1/2. Hence we can apply Proposition 3.3 and Lemma
4.1 to obtain

Theorem 4.2. Let u : Bn
r → R be a smooth function which satisfies u(0) = Du(0) =

D2u(0) = 0 and (4.10). If the graph Γ(u) is Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian in
(B2n

r , ω, h), where h satisfies (2.12) and K0, K1 satisfy (2.13). Then for each k ≥ 3 and
x ∈ Bn

r/2,

|Dku(x)| ≤ C(k, r,K0, · · · , Kk−3).(4.11)

4.1. Curvature estimates, ǫ-regularity. Next we use the result in the previous sub-
section to derive local curvature estimates for HSL immersions in (M,ω, J, h) with small
Ln-norm of the second fundamental form.

Using the Darboux coordinates in subsection 2.2, one can think of L ∩ Br(p) as a
Lagrangian immersion in (B2n

r , ω0). We first derive an inequality comparing the second
fundamental form of L computed using two different Riemannian metrics.

Proposition 4.3. Let k,K ∈ N and k < K. Let L be a k-dimensional immersed
submanifold in an open subset U of RK and let h1 be a Riemannian metrics on U so
that ‖h1 − I‖C0(U) + ‖Dh1‖C0(U) < ǫ for some positive number ǫ < 1/2. Let A1, A0 be
the second fundamental form of L calculated with respect to h1 and the Euclidean metric
h0 = I respectively. Then there is C = C(K) so that

|A0(X,X)| ≤ (1 + Cǫ)|A1(X,X)|h1 + Cǫ|X|2h1

for all x ∈ L and X ∈ TxL.

Proof. Let ∇1,∇0 be the Levi-Civita connections of h1, h0 respectively. Let C be the
tensor C (X, Y ) = ∇1

XY −∇0
XY . Let x ∈ L and let π⊥

α be the orthogonal projection onto
the orthogonal complement of TxL with respect to hα for α = 1, 0. Let {e1, · · · , eK} be
a basis of RK so that {e1, · · · , ek} forms a basis for TxL. Then

π⊥
α (Z) = Z −

k∑

a,b=1

Hab
α hα(Z, ea)eb, α = 1, 0.

Here (Hα)ab := hα(ea, eb) and (Hab
α ) is the inverse matrix of (Hα)ab. Hence

(π⊥
1 − π⊥

0 )Z =

k∑

a,b=1

(
Hab

1 h1(Z, ea)−Hab
0 h0(Z, ea)

)
eb

=
k∑

a,b=1

(
(Hab

1 −Hab
0 )h1(Z, ea) +Hab

0 (h1(Z, ea)− h0(Z, ea))
)
eb.
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Write ea = (e1a, · · · , eKa ) and Z = (Z1, · · · , ZK), then

(Hα)ab =

K∑

i,j=1

eiae
j
b(hα)ij , hα(Z, ea) =

K∑

i,j=1

Z ieja(hα)ij .

This implies

|Hab
1 −Hab

0 | ≤ C‖h1 − h0‖C0(U),

|h1(Z, ea)− h0(Z, ea)| ≤ C‖h1 − h0‖C0(U)|Z|
and

(4.12) |(π⊥
1 − π⊥

2 )Z| ≤ C‖h1 − h0‖C0(U)|Z|.
for some C = C(K). Let X, Y be any tangent vector fields of L defined on some open
neighborhood of x. Then

A0(X, Y ) = π⊥
0 (∇0

XY )

= π⊥
0 (−C (X, Y ) +∇1

XY )

= −π⊥
0 C (X, Y ) + π⊥

1 ∇1
XY + (π⊥

0 − π⊥
1 )(∇1

XY )

= A1(X, Y )− π⊥
0 C (X, Y ) + (π⊥

0 − π⊥
1 )(∇1

XY ).

Now let X be chosen such that ∇1
XX = A1(X,X) at x. Using (4.12), at x we have

|A0(X,X)| ≤ |A1(X,X)|+ |C (X,X)|+ C‖h1 − h2‖C0(U)|A1(X,X)|
≤ (1 + Cǫ)|A1(X,X)|h1 + |C (X,X)|.

For some C = C(K). To estimates C (X,X), note that locally

C
k
ij = (Γ1)

k
ij − (Γ0)

k
ij = (Γ1)

k
ij,

where (Γ1)
k
ij are the Christoffel symbols of h1. Since ‖Dh1‖C0(U) < ǫ by assumption and

(Γ1)
k
ij = h−1

1 ∗Dh1,
|C (X,X)| ≤ Cǫ|X|2h1

for some C = C(K). This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.3. �

Lemma 4.4. Let U be an open subset in R2n and let L be an immersed Lagrangian
submanifold in (U, ω0, h, J), so that h satisfies (2.12) and the C0-norm of the second
fundamental form of L is bounded by CA. Then there is C1 depending on n,K0, K1 so
that the following holds: for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1], write r = ǫ/(C1(CA + 1)). For any p ∈ L∩U
so that B2n

r (p) ⊂ U , any embedded connected component Li of L ∩ B2n
r (p) containing

p can be written as a gradient graph Γu, where u is a function defined on Ui ⊂ TpL
i,

Bn
r/2 ⊂ Ui and u satisfies

(4.13) u(0) = Du(0) = D2u(0) = 0

and

(4.14) ‖D2u‖C0(Ui) ≤ ǫ.
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Proof. Apply Proposition 4.3 with h1 = h, we conclude that |A0| ≤ c2(CA + 1), where
A0 is the second fundamental form of L in (U, h0) and c2 depends only on n,K0, K1. By
[3, Theorem 2.6] (see also [12, Theorem 2.4]), there is a dimensional constant c so that
if Li is an embedded connected component of L∩B2n

cǫ(C(CA+1))−1(p) containing p, then Li

is graphical: there is Xi : Ui → Rn, where Bn
cǫ(2c2(CA+1))−1(p) ⊂ Ui, so that

Li = {(x,Xi(x)) : x ∈ Ui}
with Xi(0) = DXi(0) = 0 and |Xi(x)| ≤ ǫ for all x ∈ Ui. Since Li is Lagrangian,
Xi = Dui for some smooth function ui : Ui → R with ui(0) = 0. This finishes the proof
of the lemma, by choosing C1 = 2c2/c. �

The following lemma can be proved by a direct computation, using the bounds on
D2u, h− I and Dh.

Lemma 4.5. With the same assumption as in Lemma 4.4, there is C2 > 0 depending
only on n, K0, K1 such that

|D3u(x)| ≤ C2(|A(x)|+ 1), |A(x)| ≤ C2(|D3u(x)|+ 1)(4.15)

whenever |x| ≤ ǫ1(C1(CA + 1))−1.

From the above lemmas we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Let L be a properly immersed Lagrangian submanifold in M . Let p ∈
M and let δ, CA be positive numbers. Assume that the C0-norm of the second fundamental
form A of L is bounded above by CA in the Darboux ball Bδ(p). Then there is C2 >
0 depending only on n,K0, K1 such that the following holds: for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1], L ∩
Br(p) splits into embedded connected components, where r = min{δ/2, ǫ(C2(CA+1))−1}.
Moreover, for each v ∈ Up, each embedded connected component Li of L ∩ Br(p), z ∈
L̃i := Υ−1

p,v(Li), up to a unitary action, L̃i is the gradient graph of a function ui with
z = (0, 0),

(i) ui(0) = Dui(0) = D2ui(0),
(ii) |D2ui(x)| ≤ ǫ, and
(iii) |D3ui(x)| ≤ C1(CA + 1).

Proof. For any r < δ and v ∈ Up, let L̃ := Υ−1
p,v(L ∩ Bp(r)). Then L̃ is a immersed

Lagrangian submanifold in B2n
r . For any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ1], let r1(ǫ) = ǫ/(C1(CA + 1)), where

C1 is defined in Lemma 4.4 and let r2 = r1(ǫ)/4. Then for all q ∈ B2n
r2

we have B2n
r2

⊂
B2n

2r1(q) ⊂ B2n
r1 . By Lemma 4.4, when r = r1(ǫ), L̃ splits into finitely many embedded

connected components. Let L̄1, · · · , L̄I be those components that intersects B2n
r2
. For

any i = 1, · · · , I and z ∈ L̄i ∩ B2n
r2
, apply Lemma 4.4 to the ball B2n

2r2
(z). Thus up to a

unitary action, L̄i ∩B2n
2r2 is the gradient graph of a function ui. (i), (ii), (iii) follows from

Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5. Since B2n
r2 ⊂ B2n

2r2 , the Proposition is proved by choosing
C2 = 4C1. �

The following ǫ-regularity theorem is essential to the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Theorem 4.7. There are positive numbers ǫ0, Cǫ0 depending only on K0, K1, K2 such
that the following holds: if L is an n-dimensional properly immersed HSL submanifold
in a symplectic manifold M , p ∈ L and

∫

L∩Br0 (p)

|A|ndµL ≤ ǫ0,(4.16)

where r0 ≤ 1. Then for all 0 < σ ≤ r0 and y ∈ Br0−σ(p) ∩ L,
σ|A(y)| ≤ Cǫ0.(4.17)

Proof. Let L be given by an immersion ι : N → M . Let Υp,v : B2n
r0 → M be given by

Proposition 2.5, where v ∈ Up. Let z0 be the maximum of the function

z 7→ (r0 − |z|)2 max
s∈ι−1(Υp,v(z))

|A(s)|2

defined on Υ−1
p,v(L∩Br0(p)). Note that maximum exists since ι−1(Υp,v(z)) is finite for each

z. We assume this maximum is positive, or otherwise the result is trivial. So |z0| < r0.
Let s0 ∈ ι−1(Υp,v(z0)) such that

|A(s0)|2 = max
s∈ι−1(Υp,v(z0))

|A(s)|2.

For all z ∈ B2n
r0−|z0|

2

(z0) and s ∈ ι−1(Υp,v(z)),

|A(s)|2 ≤ (r0 − |z0|)2
(r0 − |z|)2 |A(s0)|

2

≤ (r0 − |z0|)2(
r0−|z0|

2

)2 |A(s0)|2

≤ 4|A(s0)|2.
Let p0 = Υp,v(z0). By (2.14), U := B r0−|z0|

8

(p0) ⊂ Υp,v(B
2n
r0−|z0|

2

(z0)). By Proposition 4.6,

there is C1 > 0 such that L ∩ U ∩ Br(p0) splits into embedded connected components,
where r = (C1(2|A(s0)| + 1))−1ǫ1 and each of the components is HSL by Corollary 2.4.
Moreover, let Li be a connected component so that ι−1(Li) contains s0. Choose v0 ∈ Up0

so that v0(R
n × {0}) = Tp0Li. Then Υ−1

p0,v0
Li is the gradient graph of a smooth function

u with u(0) = Du(0) = D2(0) = 0 and

|D2u(x)| ≤ ǫ1, |D3u(x)| ≤ C1(2|A(s0)|+ 1)

for all x in the domain of u.
Let

R =
r0 − |z0|

8
|A(s0)|, t =

1

|A(s0)|
and let

t : B2n
R → B2n

r0−|z0|
8
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be the scaling z 7→ tz. Then L̃ = (Υp0,v0 ◦ t)−1(Li) is an immersed HSL in (B2n
R , ω0, h̃)

given by

ι̃ = t−1 ◦ ι : V → B2n
R

with metric h̃ = t−2(Υp0,v0 ◦ t)∗h. By the choice of R, the second fundamental form Ã of

L̃ satisfies ‖Ã‖0 ≤ 2 and |Ã(0)| = 1. Also, L̃ is a gradient graph of a smooth function ũ
with

|D2ũ(x)| ≤ ǫ1, |D3ũ(x)| ≤ C1(2|A(s0)|+ 1)

|A(s0)|
≤ 3C1

for all x ∈ B2n
(3C1)−1 ∩B2n

R . Moreover,
∫

L̃

|Ã|ndµL̃ ≤
∫

B r0−|z0|
8

|A|ndµ < ǫ0(4.18)

since the quantity is scale-invariant. Using Proposition 3.3 with m = 4 and (4.1)

|D4ũ(x)| ≤ C(K0, K1, K2)

for all x ∈ B2n
R with |x| ≤ (4C1)

−1. This implies

|∇̃Ã| ≤ C(K0, K1, K2)

for all x ∈ B2n
R with |x| ≤ (4C1)

−1. Since |Ã(0)| = 1, one concludes

|Ã(x)| ≥ 1

2

for all x ∈ L̃1 with |x| ≤ r̃, where r̃ = r̃(K0, K1, K2). Now choose ǫ0 = ω−1
n (4r̃)n. If

R > r̃, then
∫

B2n
R

|Ã|ndµL̃ ≥
∫

B2n
r̃

|Ã|ndµL̃ ≥ 1

2n
µL̃(B

2n
r̃ ) ≥ 1

ωn(4r̃)n
= ǫ0,

which is a contradiction. Thus

R =
r0 − |z0|

8
|A(s0)| ≤ r̃,

which implies for all z ∈ Br0(p) and s ∈ ι−1(Υp,v(z)),

|A(s)| ≤ 8r̃

r0 − |z| .

�

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n = 1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 for n = 1. The general case is proved in the next
section. We remark that it is necessary to split the proof into two cases: when n ≥ 2
we use [8, Corollary 4.5], which says that if L is a Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian in
M \ S and S is finite, then L is also Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian varifold in M .
As pointed out in the introduction in [8], this does not hold when n = 1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n = 1. In this case, (Lk) is a sequence of compact connected
immersed curves in an oriented Riemannian surface (M,h, J) and the Lagrangian con-
dition is automatically satisfied by any smooth curve. For each k, Lk is given by an
immersion γk : S1 → M . We assume each γk to be parameterized proportional to arc
length.

Since J is compatible to h, one checks that an immersed curve γ : S1 → M in (M,h)
is Hamiltonian stationary if and only if its curvature is constant. We remark that if h
is generic then (M,h) admits infinitely many embedded circles with constant curvatures
[20].

For each k ∈ N, let κk be the (constant) curvature of γk. Let Length(L) denotes the
length of the immersed curves L defined in (2.1). The condition (1.1) implies

(5.1) Length(γk) = Length(Lk) ≤ CV

and

(5.2) |κk|Length(γk) =
∫

Lk

|κk| ≤ CA.

Taking a subsequence of (Lk) if necessary, we may assume that

(5.3) lim
k→∞

Length(γk) = ℓ∞ ∈ [0, CV ]

and

(5.4) lim
k→∞

κk = κ∞ ∈ [−∞,∞].

By compactness of M , we may also assume that

(5.5) lim
k→∞

γk(0) = p, lim
k→∞

γ′k(0) = v

for some p ∈M and v ∈ TpM .
If ℓ∞ = 0, then (γk) converges to the point p. If ℓ∞ > 0, then κ∞ 6= ±∞ by (5.2). Using

(5.5) and the smooth dependence of ODE on initial data and parameters [10, Theorem
4.1], (γk) converges smoothly to an immersed curve γ∞ with γ∞(0) = p, γ′∞(0) = v and
constant curvature κ∞. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1 when n = 1.

�

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n ≥ 2

First we prove a simple covering lemma by Darboux balls.

Proposition 6.1. Let λ ∈ (0, 1/4). There is b depending only on n and λ such that the
following holds. For any r < 1, there is a finite open covering U of M by Darboux balls
Br(a) so that (i) each member of U intersect with at most b − 1 other members of U ,
and (ii) the open cover {Bλr(p) : Br(p) ∈ U } still covers M .

Proof. Let V = {Bλr/8(p1), · · · ,Bλr/8(pN )} be a maximal collection of disjoint Darboux
balls of radius λr/8 in M . Then {Bλr(p1), · · · ,Bλr(pN)} covers M : to see this, assume
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p ∈ M and is not in one of Bλr/8(pi). Since V is maximal, there is i so that Bλr/8(p) ∩
Bλr/8(pi) contains an element y. By (2.14) and triangle inequality,

d(p, pi) ≤ d(p, y) + d(y, pi) <
λr

4
+
λr

4
=
λr

2
.

Hence p ∈ BM
λr/2(pi) ⊂ Bλr(pi) by (2.14) again. Let U be the open cover

U = {Br(p1), · · · ,Br(pN)}.
Note that U satisfies (ii) by construction. To show (i), let pi be fixed and assume that yij
lies in the intersection of Br(pi) and Br(pij ), for some j = 1, · · · , k. Then d(pi, pij ) ≤ 4r,
or pij ∈ B8r(pi) for all ij . However, since V is a collection of disjoint Darboux balls with
radius λr/8, one has d(pij , pil) ≥ λr/8. Let vi ∈ Upi be fixed and let zj = Υ−1

pi,vi
(pij ).

Then {z1, · · · , zk} be a collection of points in B2n
8r so that |zi − zj | ≥ λr/16 whenever

i 6= j. This implies k ≤ b, where b depends only on n, λ but not on r. This finishes the
proof of (i). �

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n ≥ 2. Choose λ = ǫ1
27C2Cǫ0

, where ǫ1, C2 and Cǫ0 are defined

in (4.10), Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.7 respectively. By Proposition 6.1, there is a
constant b = b(n, λ) so that the following holds: for any m ∈ N, there is a finite open
cover

Um = {B2−m(p̃m1 ), · · · ,B2−m(p̃mj(m))}
of M by Darboux balls of radius 2−m, so that

(i) each elements in U intersects at most b− 1 other members in U , and
(ii) the collection

Um,λ = {Bλ2−m(p̃m1 ), · · · ,Bλ2−m(p̃mj(m))}
still covers M .

The first condition implies that for each k ∈ N,

j(m)∑

j=1

∫

B2−m (p̃mj )∩Lk

|Ak|ndµk < b

∫

Lk

|Ak|ndµk < bCA,(6.1)

where CA is give in Theorem 1.1 and µk := µLk
. For any fixed k and m, let Jk,m =

{pm1,k, · · · , pmℓ,k} be the subset of {p̃m1 , · · · , p̃mj(m)} so that
∫

B2−m (pmj,k)∩Lk

|Ak|ndµk ≥ ǫ0.

Here ǫ0 is given in Theorem 4.7 and ℓ = ℓ(m, k) is less than bCA/ǫ0 by (6.1). Taking
a diagonal subsequence of (Lk) if necessary, we may assume that ℓ(k,m) = ℓ(m) and
Jk,m = Jm are both independent of k for all m ∈ N. Write

Jm = {pm1 , · · · , pmℓ(m)}.
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Using ℓ(m) < bCA/ǫ0, there is a subsequence (mi) such that ℓ(mi) = ℓ for all i ∈ N.
Using the compactness of M and taking a further subsequence of (mi) if necessary, we
may assume that

lim
i→∞

pmi
j = pj

for all j = 1, · · · , ℓ.
Let S = {p1, · · · , pℓ} and ri = 2−mi . Fix any p ∈ {p̃mi

1 , · · · , p̃mi

j(m)} \ Jmi
. By definition

of Jmi
this implies

∫

Bri(p)∩Lk

|Ak|ndµk < ǫ0

for all k ∈ N. By Theorem 4.7,

(6.2) |Ak(q)| ≤ 2Cǫ0/ri, ∀k ∈ N and q ∈ Bri/2(p).

Setting CA = 2Cǫ0/ri and note that

ǫ1
C2(CA + 1)

=
riǫ1

C2(2Cǫ0 + ri)
≥ ǫ1

3C2Cǫ0

ri = 9λri.

By Proposition 4.6, for each k ∈ N, B8λri(p) ∩ Lk splits into finitely many embedded
connected components

B8λri(p) ∩ Lk = L1
k ∪ · · · ∪ LIk

k .

Let v ∈ Up be fixed and for each a = 1, · · · , Ik, denote L̃a
k := Υ−1

p,v(L
a
k).

Lemma 6.2. For each i ∈ N, there is Mi ∈ N depending on i, λ, n and CV in (1.1) only
so that B8λri(p) ∩ Lk has at most Mi embedded connected components which intersect
Bλri(p).

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Let La
k be one of the components B8λri(p) ∩ Lk which intersects

Bλri(p). Let zak ∈ B2n
λri

∩ L̃a
k. Then there is a unitary matrix Aa

k and a smooth function
uak defined on Ua

k so that

(Υa
k)

−1(L̃a
k ∩B2n

8λri
(zak)) = {(x,Duak(x)) : x ∈ Ua

k },
where Υa

k(z) = Aa
kz + zak . Using (2.12), we obtain µ(La

k) ≥ C(n)(λri)
n for some dimen-

sional constant C(n). Together with the assumption on the area bound in (1.1), the
lemma is proved. �

By Lemma 6.2 and taking a diagonal subseqeunce of (Lk) if necessary, we may assume
that for any i ∈ N and p ∈ {p̃mi

1 , · · · , p̃mi

j(m)} \ Jmi
, there is an integer ni(p) such that

B8λri(p) ∩ Lk has exactly ni(p) connected components which intersect Bλri(p), where

ni(p) ≤Mi. Let L
1
k, · · · , L

ni(p)
k be such connected components.

Let zak , A
a
k, Υ

a
k and u

a
k : U

a
k → R be defined as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, where u = uak

satisfies (4.13) and (4.14) with ǫ = ǫ1. By Theorem 4.2, for any m ≥ 3, there are Cm

depending on ri, λ,m,K0, · · · , Km−3 so that

|Dmuak(x)| ≤ Cm, for all x ∈ Bn
4λri

.(6.3)
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Taking a diagonal subsequence of (Lk)∞k=1 if necessary, we may assume that for each
i ∈ N and p,

(1) the sequence of points (zak)
∞
k=1 converges to za ∈ B2n

λri
as k → ∞,

(2) the sequence of unitary matrices (Aa
k)

∞
k=1 converges to some Aa ∈ U(n) as k → ∞,

and
(3) the sequence of functions (uak)

∞
k=1 converges in Cm(Bn

3λri
) for all m ∈ N to a

smooth function ua : Bn
r → R. This is possible by the higher order estimates

(6.3).

Then the sequence of immersions (Υa
k ◦Γua

k
)k converges to the immersion Υa ◦Γua , where

Υa(z) = Aaz + za. In particular, there is ũak defined on Bn
2λri

so that L̃a
k is locally given

by the immersion Υa ◦ Γũa
k
.

Next we define the Lagrangian integral n-varifold L on M \ S. Let
B = {Bλri(p) : i ∈ N, p ∈ {p̃mi

1 , · · · , p̃mi

j(mi)
} \ Jmi

}.
Clearly B is an open cover of M \ S. For each K ∈ N, let

BK = {Bλri(p) ∈ B : Bλri(p) ∩ S1/K = ∅},
where for any ρ > 0 we set Sρ = {q ∈ M : dM(q, s) < ρ for some s ∈ S}. Then

B̃ = ∪KBK is an open cover of M \ S. For each q ∈ M \ S, then q ∈ Bλri(p) for some

U = Bλri(p) ∈ B̃. Define |L| on Bλri(p) by

|L| = |L1|+ · · ·+ |Lni(p)|,
where for each a = 1, · · · , ni(p), L

a is the limits of (La
k ∩ Bλri(p))

∞
k=1 constructed in

the previous paragraph. Since za ∈ B2n
λri

for each a = 1, · · · , ni(p), B
2n
λri

⊂ B2n
2λri

(za).
Hence (La

k∩Bλri(p))
∞
k=1 converges graphically in Bλri(p) to L∩U in C∞-topology. Since

q ∈ M \ S is arbitrary, (Lk)
∞
k=1 converges in M \ S smoothly locally graphically to L.

Since the convergence is locally smooth and each Lk is HSL, L is also HSL on M \ S.
By [8, Corollary 4.4], L admits a structure of an n-integral Lagrangian varifold so that
(4.5) holds (although Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.4 in [8] are stated only for Lagrangian
immersions in R2n, by isometrically embed (M,h) into some Euclidean space, the proofs
work for immersions in (M,ω, J, h)). Connectedness of L can be shown as in the proof
of [8, Theorem 1.1].

Lastly, it remains to show (1.2). By the Nash embedding theorem, one can assume
that (M,h) is an embedded submanifold of Rn+K for some natural number K. Let L

be an immmersed submanifold M and let Ã, H̃ be the second fundamental form and
mean curvature vector of L respectively as a submanifold in Rn+K . Then Ã = A + AM ,
where AM is the second fundamental form of M in Rn+K . Together with the fact that
|AM | ≤ C(M) since M is compact, we obtain

(∫

L

|H̃|ndµL

)1/n

≤
(∫

L

|H|ndµL

)1/n

+ C(M)µ(L).

Thus we can apply [8, Proposition 4.1] to L = Lk and conclude that

(6.4) Vol(Bρ(p) ∩ Lk) ≤ C(| ln ρ|+ 1)nρn
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for all p ∈M and ρ > 0 small enough, here C depends only onM and CV , CA in Theorem
1.1. For any ρ > 0, by (6.4) we have

(6.5) Vol(Lk)− C(| ln ρ|+ 1)nρn ≤ Vol(Lk \ Sρ) ≤ Vol(Lk).

Since (Lk) converges smoothly graphically to L away from Sρ, taking k → ∞ in (6.5)
gives

lim
k→∞

Vol(Lk)− C(| ln ρ|+ 1)nρn ≤ Vol(L \ Sρ) ≤ lim
k→∞

Vol(Lk).

Thus (1.2) is shown by taking ρ→ 0 and this finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
�
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