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FULLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS FOR SOME

PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEMS ON HERMITIAN

MANIFOLDS

RIRONG YUAN

Abstract. We study fully nonlinear elliptic equations on Hermitian manifolds

through blow-up argument and partial uniform ellipticity. We apply our results

to draw geometric conclusions on finding conformal Hermitian metrics with pre-

scribed Chern-Ricci curvature functions. By some obstruction from geometric

function theory, our assumptions are almost sharp.

1. Introduction

Let (M, ω) be a Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n ≥ 2 with Kähler

form ω =
√
−1gi j̄dzi ∧ dz̄ j. Under the Chern connection ∇ the curvature of ω is

locally given by

Ri j̄kl̄ = −∂ j̄∂igkl̄ + gpq̄∂igkq̄∂ j̄gpl̄.

The Ricci curvature on Kähler manifolds has been well studied in huge literature,

among which [9, 10, 50, 51, 52], to name just a few, starting at least from the

milestone work of Aubin [2] and Yau [56] on Calabi’s conjectures and Kähler-

Einstein metric. Unlike the Kähler metric case, there are different Ricci curvatures

for non-Kähler metric

R
(1)

i j̄
= gkl̄Ri j̄kl̄, R

(2)

i j̄
= gkl̄Rkl̄i j̄, R

(3)

i j̄
= gkl̄Ril̄k j̄, R

(4)

i j̄
= gkl̄Rk j̄il̄,

where {gi j̄} = {gi j̄}−1. Following [39] we call, for k = 1, 2, 3, 4,

Ric
(k)
ω =

√
−1R

(k)

i j̄
dzi ∧ dz̄ j

the k-th Chern-Ricci form. The Chern-scalar curvature is given by Rω = tr(ω−1Ric(1)).

The first and second Chern-Ricci curvatures are of particular importance and deeply

connected to the complex geometric structure. The Calabi-Yau theorem was ex-

tended by Tosatti-Weinkove [53] to non-Kähler case for first Chern-Ricci form.

The Hermitian curvature flow related to second Chern-Ricci form was proposed

by Streets-Tian [46] as an important analogue of Ricci flow for Hermitian geom-

etry. The third and fourth Chern-Ricci forms were considered by Liu-Yang [39]

who studied relations and geometric properties of Ricci curvatures with respect

to different (Levi-Civita, Chern and Bismut) connections. In [27] Guan-Qiu-Yuan

studied the conformal deformation of the mixed Chern-Ricci form, the geometric

quantity as a combination of Chern-Ricci forms

Ric
〈α,β,γ〉
ω := αRic

(1)
ω + βRic

(2)
ω + γ(Ric

(3)
ω + Ric

(4)
ω ).
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2 RIRONG YUAN

This paper is devoted to looking for conformal metrics with further conditions

on Chern-Ricci curvatures. The special case of deforming to constant Chern-scalar

curvature is referred to as Chern-Yamabe problem proposed by [1]. More general

prescribed Chern-scalar curvature problem was further studied in [18, 33, 57].

In this paper, as a special case of our results, we obtain some conclusion regard-

ing to the Chern-Yamabe problem for complete noncompact manifolds.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, ω) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold of non-

positive Chern-scalar curvature. In addition, we assume Rω ≤ −δ in M \ K0 for

some compact subset K0 and positive constant δ. Then there exists a unique maxi-

mal smooth complete metric ω̃ = euω with Rω̃ ≡ −1.

This is a complex analogue of [4]. In fact, we consider more general problems.

Problem 1.2. In the conformal class of Hermitian metrics, does there exist a com-

pact or complete metric with prescribed first Chern-Ricci curvature function.

Problem 1.3. In the conformal class of Hermitian metrics, can we find a compact

or complete metric so that it has prescribed mixed Chern-Ricci curvature function.

As suggested by [7], we assume that the curvature function f is a smooth, sym-

metric, concave function defined in Γ ⊂ Rn, where Γ is an open, symmetric, convex

cone with vertex at origin, ∂Γ , ∅, and Γn := {(λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ Rn : ∀λi > 0} ⊆ Γ.
Following [7], Γ is of type 1 if (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ ∂Γ; otherwise it is of type 2.

In [55], Wu-Zhang studied prescribed Chern-scalar curvature problem for suit-

able noncompact manifolds and obtained conformal metric, possibly not complete,

prescribing nonpositive and nonzero Chern-scalar curvature. In [27], Guan-Qiu-

Yuan considered Problem 1.3 in special case and obtained metric with prescribing

boundary metric. Definitely not too surprisingly, things become more subtle and

the problems are rarely known in the case when the resulting metric is complete.

In this paper we consider the problems above through fully nonlinear equations

(1.1) f (λ(ω−1(χ +
√
−1∂∂u))) = ψeΛ0u,

whereΛ0 > 0 is a constant, χ is a smooth real (1, 1)-form, and λ(ω−1(χ+
√
−1∂∂u)) =

(λ1, · · · , λn) denotes the n-tuple of eigenvalues of χ +
√
−1∂∂u with respect to ω.

In addition, f is supposed to satisfy the following basic assumptions:

(1.2) f > 0 in Γ, f = 0 on ∂Γ,

(1.3) f (tλ) = tς f (λ), ∀λ ∈ Γ, t > 0, for some constant 0 < ς ≤ 1.

When Γ is of type 1, we additionally assume that

(1.4) lim
t→+∞

f (λ1, · · · , λn−1, λn + t) = +∞, ∀λ = (λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ Γ.

We emphasize that throughout this paper the following condition is not required

(1.5) fi(λ) = fλi
(λ) :=

∂ f

∂λi

(λ) > 0 in Γ, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

See Lemmas 3.6, 3.11 and 3.13. This is in contrast with huge literature on second

order fully nonlinear equations of elliptic and parabolic type.
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As is well known, conditions (1.2)-(1.4) allow the important case: f = σ1/k
k
, Γ =

Γk, where σk is the k-th elementary symmetric function, Γk is the k-th Gårding

cone. In particular, when k = n the equation (1.1) is the complex Monge-Ampère

equation, which is closely related the Kähler-Einstein metrics on closed Kähler

manifolds with negative first Chern class; see [2, 56].

Definition 1.4. For the equation (1.1), we say that u is an admissible function if

λ(ω−1(χ +
√
−1∂∂u)) ∈ Γ in M̄ (= M ∪ ∂M).

Here M stands for the interior of M̄, ∂M denotes the boundary of M. Similarly, we

call u a pseudo-admissible function if

λ(ω−1(χ +
√
−1∂∂u)) ∈ Γ̄ := Γ ∪ ∂Γ in M.

Meanwhile, u is the maximal solution to (1.1), if u ≥ w for any admissible solution

w. Similarly, we have analogous notions of admissible, pseudo-admissible and

maximal conformal metrics, respectively.

Definition 1.5. We say that ∂M is Γ∞-admissible for (1.1) if (κ1, · · · , κn−1) ∈ Γ∞,
where κ1, · · · , κn−1 are the eigenvalues of Levi form L∂M of boundary with respect

to ω′ = ω|T∂M∩JT∂M
, and J is the complex structure. Henceforth

Γ∞ := {λ′ = (λ1, · · · , λn−1) : (λ1, · · · , λn−1,R) ∈ Γ for some R > 0}.

In order to solve (1.1), the first challenge is to derive gradient estimate. The

direct proof of gradient estimate was settled for fairly restrictive cases in litera-

ture [5, 26, 28, 31, 58, 59, 67], but cases beyond this are mostly open. Blow-up

argument offers another approach to prove gradient estimate as shown by [8] for

complex Monge-Ampère equation, by [14] for complex k-Hessian equations with

the aid of second estimate in [34]; see also [48] for more general equation satisfy-

ing

(1.6) For any σ < supΓ f and λ ∈ Γ, we have lim
t→+∞

f (tλ) > σ.

In this paper, we employ such a contradiction method to set up gradient estimate.

To this end, we derive the quantitative boundary estimate

(1.7) sup
∂M

|∂∂u| ≤ C(1 + sup
M

|∂u|2)

for Dirichlet problem, adapting some idea from prequels [61, 62] (see also the sub-

sequent paper [60]). As usual the local barrier technique in [29, 22] (further refined

by [24]) is a key ingredient. There are more related work [6, 44, 12] on Dirichlet

problem for complex Monge-Ampère equation and complex k-Hessian equations,

in which their method relies specifically on the structure of the operators, which

cannot be adopted to treat general equations.

We obtain existence result, assuming admissible function instead of subsolution.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.2) and (1.4). Let (M̄, ω) be a compact

Hermitian manifold with smooth Γ∞-admissible boundary. In addition, we assume

that M̄ carries a C2-smooth admissible function. Then for any ϕ ∈ C∞(∂M) and

0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M̄), there is a unique admissible solution to (1.1) with u = ϕ on ∂M.
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The case Γ∞ = R
n−1 is of interest since the boundary is automatically Γ∞-

admissible, without any geometric condition. Significantly, in this case we employ

certain Morse function to construct admissible functions and then solve Dirichlet

problem without extra assumption on ∂M, beyond ∂M ∈ C∞. This is a fully nonlin-

ear analogue of existence theorem for Poisson’s equation and Liouville’s equation.

See Theorem 6.2. In addition, with the aid of some results on partial uniform el-

lipticity and singular Yamabe problem, we can derive interior estimates and solve

the Dirichlet problem with infinite boundary data; see Section 7 for more results.

Theorem 1.7. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

In addition to (1.2) and supΓ f = +∞, we assume Γ∞ = R
n−1. Then for any

0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M̄), the equation (1.1) possesses an admissible solution u ∈ C∞(M)

with lim
z→∂M

u(z) = +∞. Moreover, u is minimal in the sense that u ≤ w for any

admissible solution w with infinity boundary data.

Below we give some obstruction to indicate that in Theorem 1.7 the assumption

Γ∞ = R
n−1 cannot be dropped in general. To do this, we define the integer for Γ

(1.8) κΓ := max


k : (

k−entries︷   ︸︸   ︷
0, · · · , 0,

(n−k)−entries︷   ︸︸   ︷
1, · · · , 1 ) ∈ Γ



in an attempt to connect admissible function to notion of q-plurisubharmonic func-

tion in several complex variables. The constant κΓ was introduced by [64, 65] to

measure how close the operator f can come to uniform ellipticity (Lemma 3.9).

Remark 1.8 (Obstruction). Let Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm be smooth bounded domains in Cn

with Ω̄i ⊂⊂ Ω0 and Ω̄i being pairwise disjoint, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Pick

(Ω, ω) = (Ω0 \ (∪m
i=1Ω̄i),

√
−1

∑
dzi ∧ dz̄i).

Assume that the following problem (with Γ being of type 1, that is 0 ≤ κΓ ≤ n − 2)

f (λ(
√
−1∂∂u)) = ψeΛ0u in Ω, u = +∞ on ∂Ω

admits a C2-smooth admissible solution. Then u is a κΓ-plurisubharmonic exhaus-

tion function forΩ. This yields that Ω is Levi κΓ-pseudoconvex by Eastwood-Suria

[15] and Suria [47] (see Theorem 3.4 below), which contradicts to the shape of Ω.

Remark 1.9. The role of κΓ becomes apparent as it serves as a bridge between

two concepts. On one hand, it links the ideas of admissible function and partial

uniform ellipticity within the realm of fully nonlinear PDEs. On the other hand,

it establishes a connection with the concepts of q-plurisubharmonic function, Levi

q-pseudoconvexity, and q-completeness in several complex variables.

Building on Theorem 1.7 we prove that all of geometric and analytic obstruc-

tions to solvability of (1.1) on complete noncompact manifolds are embodied in

asymptotic condition at infinity: M carries a pseudo-admissible function satisfying

(1.9) f (λ(ω−1(χ +
√
−1∂∂v))) ≥ ψeΛ0v in M \ K0, v ∈ C2(M),

where K0 is a compact subset of M. This is a sufficient and necessary condition.
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Theorem 1.10. Let (M, ω) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold. Sup-

pose, in addition to (1.2) and supΓ f = +∞, that Γ∞ = R
n−1. Given a prescribed

function 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M) satisfying (1.9), there is a unique maximal smooth admis-

sible solution u to (1.1) with u ≥ v −C0 in M for some constant C0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first draw some geometric

conclusions related to Problems 1.2 and 1.3. In Section 3 we summarize some

useful results. Based on partial uniform ellipticity, in Section 4 we prove that

(2.3) can be reduced to a fully nonlinear equation of elliptic or uniformly elliptic

type. Furthermore, we construct various type 2 cones, which allows us to study

Problem 1.3 and more general equations with Laplacian terms. In Section 5 we

construct admissible functions using certain Morse functions. In Section 6 we solve

the Dirichlet problem. In Section 7 we solve the Dirichlet problem with infinite

boundary value condition. Moreover, we verify the completeness of the obtained

metric. Under an appropriate asymptotic condition at infinity, in Section 8 we prove

the existence of maximal solution to equations on complete noncompact manifolds.

The proofs of a priori estimates are left to Sections 9 and 10. In appendices A and

B we give the proofs of Lemmas 3.9, 3.11, 3.12, 3.13 and 3.5, respectively.

The author is indebted to Professor Yi Liu for answering questions related to the

proof of Lemma 3.1. He also would like to thank Ze Zhou for helpful discussion

on homogeneity lemma.

2. Geometric conclusions on Problems 1.2 and 1.3

2.1. Geometric conclusions related to Problem 1.2. We draw some results on

Problem 1.2 by solving the equation

(2.1) f (λ(−ω̃−1Ric
(1)
ω̃ )) = ψ, λ(−ω̃−1Ric

(1)
ω̃ ) ∈ Γ, ω̃ = euω.

The results are stated as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). Assume that (M̄, ω) is

a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth Γ∞-admissible boundary and suppose

a C2 conformal metric ω satisfying λ(−ω−1Ric
(1)
ω ) ∈ Γ. Then for any smooth metric

h on ∂M which is conformal to the restriction of ω to ∂M and 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M̄),

there exists a unique smooth metric ω̃ = euω satisfying (2.1) and ω̃
∣∣∣
∂M
= h.

Furthermore, we can construct complete metrics when Γ is of type 2. (The ob-

struction in Remark 1.8 indicates that such an assumption is generally necessary).

Theorem 2.2. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

In addition to (1.2) and (1.3), we assume Γ∞ = R
n−1. For any 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M̄), the

interior M admits a smooth complete metric ω̃ = euω satisfying (2.1).

When (M, ω) is complete and noncompact, we solve (2.1) under the asymptotic

condition at infinity: There is a compact set K0 and a positive constant Λ such that

(2.2) f (λ(−ω−1Ric
(1)
ω )) ≥ Λψ in M \ K0.
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose, in addition to (1.2), (1.3) and Γ∞ = R
n−1, that (M, ω) is a

complete noncompact Hermitian manifold with pseudo-admissible metric subject

to (2.2) for some 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M). Then (2.1) is uniquely solvable in the conformal

class of maximal smooth complete metrics.

Proof of Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3. When f satisfies (1.3), (2.1) is reduced to

f (λ(ω−1(
√
−1∂∂u − n−1Ric

(1)
ω ))) = ψeς(u−log n).

Consequently, by Theorems 1.6 and 1.10 we obtain Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, respec-

tively. Combining Theorems 1.7 and 7.2, we get Theorem 2.2. �

2.2. Geometric conclusions related to Problem 1.3. Below we focus on Problem

1.3 by finding the metric ω̃ = euω with

(2.3) f (λ(−ω̃−1Ric
〈α,β,γ〉
ω̃ )) = ψ, β > 0, λ(−ω−1Ric

〈α,β,γ〉
ω̃ ) ∈ Γ.

Under the assumption (1.3), the equation (2.3) reads as follows:

(2.4) f (λ(ω−1(∆uω + β−1(nα + 2γ)
√
−1∂∂u − β−1Ric

〈α,β,γ〉
ω ))) = ψeς(u−log β),

where ∆u = tr(ω−1
√
−1∂∂u), according to the formula (see e.g. [27])

−Ric
〈α,β,γ〉
ω̃ = β∆uω + (nα + 2γ)

√
−1∂∂u − Ric

〈α,β,γ〉
ω .

Given an admissible subsolution, the Dirichlet problem was solved by [27] when

(2.5) β + nα + 2γ > 0, β > 0, nα + 2γ , 0,

under which the equation becomes uniformly elliptic. Nevertheless, such uniform

ellipticity possibly breaks down in the case

(2.6) β + nα + 2γ = 0, β > 0.

This includes among others the (n − 1) Monge-Ampère equation

(2.7) (∆uω −
√
−1∂∂u − β−1Ric

〈α,β,γ〉
ω )n = enu+φωn,

which is exactly of (n − 1)-uniform ellipticity in the sense of Definition 3.8. This

poses a challenge, especially when the resulting metric is required to be complete.

Our strategy is based on partial uniform ellipticity. For Γ, as in [66] we define

(2.8) (1, · · · , 1, 1 − ̺Γ) ∈ ∂Γ.

It is easy to see 1 ≤ ̺Γ ≤ n. In addition, ̺Γk
= n

k
. In particular, ̺Γ = 1 ⇔ Γ = Γn,

and ̺Γ = n⇔ Γ = Γ1.

In Proposition 4.2 we prove that (2.4) is uniformly elliptic under the assumption

(2.9) ̺Γβ + nα + 2γ > 0, β > 0, nα + 2γ , 0.

This condition is in effect sharp. As a result, we obtain

Theorem 2.4. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

Suppose (1.2) and (1.3) hold. For any (α, β, γ) obeying (2.9) and 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M̄),

the interior M admits a smooth complete conformal metric ω̃ satisfying (2.3).
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Notice in the above theorem that we don’t impose subsolution assumption and

the resulting metric is complete, thereby answering some problems left open by

[27]. In addition, we can treat the problem on the complete noncompact manifold

with a pseudo-admissible metric satisfying an asymptotic condition.

Theorem 2.5. Assume (1.2), (1.3), (2.9) hold. Suppose that (M, ω) is a complete

noncompact Hermitian manifold with pseudo-admissible metric subject to

(2.10) f (λ(−ω−1Ric
〈α,β,γ〉
ω )) ≥ Λψ in M \ K0

for some 0 < ψ ∈ C∞(M) and positive constant Λ. Then there is a unique smooth

maximal complete metric satisfying (2.3).

The obstruction presented in Remark 1.8 indicates that in general one could not

expect that Theorem 2.4 holds in the limiting case

(2.11) ̺Γβ + nα + 2γ = 0, β > 0.

Fortunately, we can solve the Dirichlet problem. For our purpose, we assume

(2.12) lim
t→+∞

f (λ + t(1, · · · , 1, 1 − ̺Γ)) = +∞, ∀λ = (λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ Γ,

(2.13)

n−1∑

i=1

κi
~1 − ̺Γ(κ1, · · · , κn−1, 0) + t(1, · · · , 1, 1 − ̺Γ) ∈ Γ in ∂M, for t ≫ 1,

where and hereafter ~1 := (1, · · · , 1) ∈ Rn. In particular, when Γ = Γn we verify that

• (2.11) reduces to (2.6), and then (2.4) reads an (n − 1)-type equation.

• (2.12) allows f = (σn/σk)1/(n−k) with 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 2.
• (2.13) holds if and only if κ1 + · · · + κn−1 > 0.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose Γ , Γ1 and ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.2), (1.3), (2.12). Let (M̄, ω)

be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary satisfying (2.13). Given

(α, β, γ) obeying (2.11), assume λ(−ω−1Ric
〈α,β,γ〉
ω ) ∈ Γ in M̄. Then for any smooth

metric h on ∂M which is conformal to the restriction of ω to ∂M, and 0 < ψ ∈
C∞(M̄), there is a unique smooth metric ω̃ = euω satisfying (2.3) and ω̃

∣∣∣
∂M
= h.

Finally, we will complete the proof of Theorems 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6.

Proof of Theorems 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6. We show in Section 4 that (2.4) falls into an

equation of the form (1.1). The equation is of uniform elliptictity under assump-

tion (2.9) by Proposition 4.2. Therefore, Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 follows from The-

orems 1.7, 7.2 and 1.10. The equation is elliptic when (2.11) holds according to

Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.6. Together with Lemma 4.8, we can confirm all the

assumptioms in Theorem 1.6. Thus we obtain Theorem 2.6.

�

Remark 2.7. The Yamabe problem for complete noncompact Riemannian mani-

folds is not always solvable due to the counterexample of Jin [35]. We reasonably

believe that the asymptotic assumptions at infinity in Theorems 1.1, 2.3, 2.5 and

1.10 can not be further dropped in general. (Also note that such asymptotic condi-

tions are necessary for the solvability of the equations, respectively).
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3. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, σ(z) denotes the distance from z to ∂M, and f satisfies

the natural condition sup∂Γ f < supΓ f , where sup∂Γ f = supλ0∈∂Γ lim supλ→λ0
f (λ).

In computation we use derivatives with respect to the Chern connection ∇ of ω,

and write ∂i =
∂
∂zi

, ∂i =
∂
∂z̄i

, ∇i = ∇ ∂
∂zi

, ∇ī = ∇ ∂
∂z̄i

. For a smooth function v,

(3.1)
vi := ∂iv, vī := ∂īv, vi j̄ := ∂i∂ jv, vi j := ∂ j∂iv − Γk

jivk,

vi j̄k := ∂kvi j̄ − Γl
kivl j̄, · · · , etc,

where Γk
i j

are the Christoffel symbols defined by ∇ ∂
∂zi

∂
∂z j
= Γk

i j
∂
∂zk
.

For simplicity, we denote

ψ[u] = ψ(z, u), λ(Ω) = λ(ω−1Ω) for real (1, 1)-form Ω.

∂Γσ = {λ ∈ Γ : f (λ) = σ}, Γσ = {λ ∈ Γ : f (λ) > σ}.

3.1. Some result on Morse function. The following lemma asserts that any com-

pact manifold with boundary carries some function without any critical points.

Lemma 3.1. Let M̄ be a compact connected manifold of dimension n ≥ 2 with

smooth boundary. Then there is a smooth function v without any critical points.

Proof. The construction is more or less standard in differential topology. Let X

be the double of M. Let w be a smooth Morse function on X with the critical

set {pi}m+k
i=1

, among which p1, · · · , pm are all the critical points being in M̄. Pick

q1, · · · , qm ∈ X \ M̄ but not the critical point of w. By homogeneity lemma (see

[41]), one can find a diffeomorphism h : X → X, which is smoothly isotopic to

the identity, such that h(pi) = qi for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, and moreover h(pi) = pi for

m + 1 ≤ i ≤ m + k. Then v = w ◦ h−1
∣∣∣
M̄

is the desired function.

�

3.2. The criterion of q-pseudoconvexity. First, we recall some related notion.

Definition 3.2. An open setΩ ⊂ Cn is called Levi q-pseudoconvex if at any x ∈ ∂Ω
the Levi form Lρ has at most q-negative eigenvalues on the holomorphhic tangent

space Tx,∂Ω ∩ JTx,∂Ω.

Definition 3.3. A C2 function h : Ω → R is called a q-plurisubharmonic function

if
√
−1∂∂h has at least n − q positive eigenvalues for all z in Ω.

According to some results of Eastwood-Suria [15] and Suria [47], one has

Theorem 3.4 ([15, 47]). Let Ω ⊂ Cn be a C2-smoothly bounded domain. Then

Ω is Levi-q pseudoconvex if and only if it admits a C2-smooth q-plurisubharmonic

exhausion function.

For more results on q-pseudoconvexity, q-complete and q-plurisubharmonic func-

tion, please refer to the monograph [43]. Also, we refer to [10, 42] for some results

relating Ricci curvature to function-theoretic information.
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3.3. A quantitative lemma. The following lemma was proposed by [61]*, which

can be viewed as a quantitative version of [7, Lemma 1.2]. For completeness, we

present the proof in Appendix B.

Lemma 3.5 ([61, 62]). Let A be an n × n Hermitian matrix


d1 a1

d2 a2

. . .
...

dn−1 an−1

ā1 ā2 · · · ān−1 a



with d1, · · · , dn−1, a1, · · · , an−1 fixed, and with a variable. Denote the eigenvalues

of A by λ = (λ1, · · · , λn). Let ǫ > 0 be a fixed constant. Suppose that

a ≥ 2n − 3

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai |2 + (n − 1)

n−1∑

i=1

|di| +
(n − 2)ǫ

2n − 3
.

Then the eigenvalues (possibly with a proper permutation) behave like

dα − ǫ < λα < dα + ǫ, ∀1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1,

a ≤ λn < a + (n − 1)ǫ.

3.4. Useful lemmas regarding to f . The concavity of f yields a useful inequality

(3.2) f (µ) ≤ f (λ) +

n∑

i=1

fi(λ)(µi − λi), ∀λ, µ ∈ Γ.

The following lemma states that the unbound and concavity imply monotonicity.

This was observed in new draft of [62].

Lemma 3.6. If f satisfies (1.4) in Γ, then (1.5) holds.

Proof. Suppose λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn. Then f1(λ) ≥ · · · ≥ fn(λ). In view of the concavity

and unbound of f , by setting t ≫ 1 we know

fn(λ) ≥ f (λ1, · · · , λn−1, λn + t) − f (λ)

t
> 0.

�

Next, we present another useful lemma.

Lemma 3.7 ([62, 65]). If f satisfies (1.6), then
∑n

i=1 fi(λ)µi > 0, ∀λ, µ ∈ Γ.

Proof. Let σ = f (λ) and D f = ( f1, · · · , fn). By (1.6), tµ ∈ Γσ for t large. Since Γσ

is convex, D f (λ)·(tµ−λ) > 0. So D f (λ)·λ > 0 (setting µ = λ) and so D f (λ)·µ > 0.

�

We introduce the following notion in order to explore the structure of fully non-

linear equations of elliptic and parabolic type.

*The results in [61] were moved to [62]. More precisely, the paper [62] is essentially extracted

from [61], along with the first parts of [arXiv:2001.09238] and [arXiv:2106.14837].
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Definition 3.8 (Partial uniform ellipticity). We say that f is of m-uniform ellipticity

in Γ, if f satisfies

(i) fi(λ) ≥ 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n,
∑n

i=1 fi(λ) > 0, ∀λ ∈ Γ.
(ii) There is a uniform constant ϑ such that for λ ∈ Γ with f1(λ) ≥ · · · ≥ fn(λ),

(3.3) fi(λ) ≥ ϑ
n∑

j=1

f j(λ) > 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ m.

In particular, n-uniform ellipticity is also called fully uniform ellipticity.

Accordingly, we have an analogous notion of partial uniform ellipticity for a

second order elliptic equation, if its linearized operator satisfies a similar condition.

In [64, 65]† the author determined the integer m from (3.3) for generic symmet-

ric concave functions, extending extensively an inequality of [38] for f = σ1/k
k

.

Lemma 3.9 ([64, 65]). Suppose (1.6) holds. Then for any λ ∈ Γ with λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn,

we have

(1) fi(λ) ≥ 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n,
∑n

i=1 fi(λ) > 0.
(2) fi(λ) ≥ nϑΓ f1(λ) ≥ ϑΓ

∑n
j=1 f j(λ), ∀1 ≤ i ≤ 1 + κΓ.

Here κΓ is given in (1.8), and

(3.4) ϑΓ =



1/n, Γ = Γn,

sup
(−α1 ,··· ,−ακΓ ,ακΓ+1,··· ,αn)∈Γ, αi>0

α1/n∑n
i=κΓ+1 αi−

∑κΓ
i=2

αi

, Γ , Γn.

Moreover, the assertion of (κΓ + 1)-uniform ellipticity is sharp.

Remark 3.10. If Γ = Γ1 then by (3.4) f1(λ) = f2(λ) = · · · = fn(λ) in Γ.

It is notable that f is of uniform ellipticity when Γ is of type 2 and vice versa.

Lemma 3.11 ([64, 65]). Suppose f satisfies (1.6) in Γ. Then the following are

equivalent:

(1) Γ∞ = R
n−1.

(2) κΓ = n − 1. That is, Γ is of type 2.

(3) There exists a uniform constant θ such that

(3.5) fi(λ) ≥ θ
n∑

j=1

f j(λ) > 0 in Γ, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

When f satisfies (3.5), we verify the unbounded condition.

Lemma 3.12 ([65]). In the presence of (1.6), (3.5) and supΓ f = +∞, f satisfies

the unbounded condition (1.4).

Finally, we verify (1.6) in certain case.

Lemma 3.13 ([65]). Suppose supΓ f = +∞ and (1.2) holds. Then f satisfies (1.6).

For convenience, in Appendix A we will give the proofs of above lemmas.

†The results in [64] were moved to [65].
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4. On the structure of fully nonlinear equations

In this section we explore the structure of fully nonlinear equations of the type

(4.1) f (λ(χ + ∆uω − ̺
√
−1∂∂u)) = ψ[u], ̺ , 0,

and the relation to

(4.2) f̃ (λ(χ̃ +
√
−1∂∂u)) = ψ[u].

4.1. The relation between (4.1) and (4.2). We prove that (4.1) can be trans-

formed into (4.2) and vice versa. Let ̺Γ be as defined in (2.8).

4.1.1. Equation (4.1) has the form (4.2). Fix ( f , Γ). Given ̺ with ̺ ≤ ̺Γ, ̺ , 0

(̺ < n if Γ = Γ1), we can construct ( f̃ , Γ̃) as follows:

(4.3) Γ̃ =


(λ1, · · · , λn) : λi =

1

̺


n∑

j=1

µ j − (n − ̺)µi

 , (µ1, · · · , µn) ∈ Γ


.

Note that for any λ ∈ Γ̃ there is a unique µ ∈ Γ such that λi =
1
̺

(∑n
j=1 µ j − (n − ̺)µi

)
.

Define f̃ : Γ̃→ R by

(4.4) f̃ (λ) = f (µ).

This shows that (4.1) (with ̺ ≤ ̺Γ) has the form (4.2). One can simply verify that

f̃ is concave in Γ̃. Furthermore, if ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.6) then so does ( f̃ , Γ̃).

4.1.2. Equation (4.2) has the form (4.1).

Proposition 4.1. Suppose as before, Γ̃ is an open symmetric convex cone with

vertex at origin, and with ∂Γ̃ , ∅, Γ̃ , Γ1, Γn ⊆ Γ̃. Pick a constant ̺ with n − ̺Γ̃ ≤
̺ < n. Let P be a linear map from Rn to Rn which is defined as follows:

P(λ) =
1

n − ̺
(

n∑

j=1

λ j
~1 − ̺λ).

Take Γ := P(Γ̃). Then Γ is an open, symmetric, convex cone with vertex at origin,

Γn ⊆ Γ ⊂ Γ1, ̺ ≤ ̺Γ.

Proof. Since Γ̃ , Γ1, 0 < n − ̺Γ̃ ≤ ̺ < n and the linear map P is well-defined and

invertible. Moreover, Γ is an open, convex, symmetric cone with vertex at origin.

Fix λ ∈ Γ̃, we take µ = P(λ). By
∑n

j=1 µ j =
∑n

j=1 λ j, we know Γ ⊆ Γ1. The

remaining step is to prove Γn ⊆ Γ. Since n−̺Γ̃ ≤ ̺, we know (1, · · · , 1, 1−n+̺) ∈ Γ̃,
which implies (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ Γ̄. This means Γn ⊆ Γ. Since (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ Γ̃, we get

(1, · · · , 1, 1 − ̺) ∈ Γ̄. Thus ̺ ≤ ̺Γ.
�
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Consequently, Γ̃ has the form (4.3). In other words, for any cone Γ̃ (with Γ̃ , Γ1)

as in Proposition 4.1, there is an open symmetric convex cone Γ with vertex at

origin and a constant ̺ of 0 < n − ̺Γ̃ ≤ ̺ ≤ ̺Γ, such that

Γ̃ =


(λ1, · · · , λn) : λi =

1

̺


n∑

j=1

µ j − (n − ̺)µi

 for (µ1, · · · , µn) ∈ Γ


.

As a result, (4.2) can be rewritten in the form (4.1) (with 0 < n − ̺Γ̃ ≤ ̺ ≤ ̺Γ).

4.2. On the structure of ( f̃ , Γ̃). We can prove by Lemma 3.11 that

Proposition 4.2. Suppose ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.6). Then

• If ̺ < ̺Γ, ̺ , 0, then (4.1) is uniformly elliptic at admissible solution u

with λ(χ + ∆uω − ̺
√
−1∂∂u) ∈ Γ.

• If ̺ = ̺Γ (Γ , Γ1) and (2.12) holds, then (4.1) is elliptic at admissible

solutions.

To achieve this we first check that

Lemma 4.3. Given a cone Γ, as in (4.3) we take Γ̃. Then

(1) Γ̃ is of type 2 if and only if ̺ < ̺Γ, ̺ , 0.
(2) Γ̃ is of type 1 if ̺ = ̺Γ.

Remark 4.4. This was also observed in [66]. A somewhat surprising fact to us is

that (n−1)-type fully nonlinear equation is of uniform ellipticity whenever Γ , Γn.

This is in contrast with the (n− 1) Monge-Ampère equation, which is in close con-

nections with (n − 1)-plurisubharmonic functions in the sense of Harvey-Lawson

[32] as well as Form-type Calabi-Yau equation [17] and Gauduchon’s conjecture

[19] (see also [45, 54]). In recent years, Székelyhidi-Tosatti-Weinkove [49] proved

the Gauduchon conjecture for higher dimensions, extending earlier work of Cher-

rier [11] on complex surfaces. Subsequently, the author [63] solved the Dirichlet

problem, in which the equation probably allows degeneracy.

4.2.1. Uniform ellipticity case. In practice, Lemma 3.11 and the first part of Lemma

4.3 together give the following key ingredient.

Proposition 4.5. Fix a constant with ̺ < n, ̺ , 0. Given ( f , Γ) satisfying (1.6), as

in (4.3) and (4.4) we can define ( f̃ , Γ̃). Then the following are equivalent:

• ̺ < ̺Γ.
• f̃ is of fully uniform ellipticity in Γ̃. Namely,

∂ f̃

∂λi

(λ) ≥ θ
n∑

j=1

∂ f̃

∂λ j

(λ) > 0 in Γ̃, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

4.2.2. Ellipticity case. Assume ̺ = ̺Γ and Γ , Γ1. Obviously, from the construc-

tion of ( f̃ , Γ̃) we have

Lemma 4.6. Given ( f , Γ) satisfying (1.6), we assume ̺ = ̺Γ (Γ , Γ1). Let ( f̃ , Γ̃) be

as in (4.3) and (4.4). Suppose in addition that f obeys (2.12) in Γ. Then f̃ satisfies

the unbounded condition (1.4) in Γ̃.
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Together with Lemma 3.6 we can conclude that

Proposition 4.7. Suppose ̺ = ̺Γ (Γ , Γ1) and that ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.6) and (2.12).

Let ( f̃ , Γ̃) be as in (4.3) and (4.4). Then f̃ satisfies (1.5) in Γ̃. That is

∂ f̃

∂λi

(λ) > 0, ∀λ ∈ Γ̃, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

4.3. Further remarks on Γ∞-admissible boundary. Let Γ̃ be as in (4.3). We can

check that

Lemma 4.8. ∂M is Γ̃∞-admissible (i.e., (κ1, · · · , κn−1) ∈ Γ̃∞) if and only if

(4.5)

n−1∑

i=1

κi
~1 − ̺(κ1, · · · , κn−1, 0) + t(1, · · · , 1, 1 − ̺) ∈ Γ for t ≫ 1.

Corollary 4.9. If ̺ < ̺Γ, ̺ , 0, then any smooth boundary is Γ̃∞-admissible. On

the other hand, when ̺ = ̺Γ the condition (4.5) coincides with (2.13).

5. Construct admissible functions viaMorse functions

Lemma 5.1. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

Then there is a smooth admissible function w subject to λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂w) ∈ Γ in M̄,

provided that Γ is of type 2, i.e., Γ∞ = R
n−1.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we have a smooth function v with v ≥ 1 and ∂v , 0 on M̄.

Let w = etv. Note that λ(
√
−1∂v ∧ ∂v) = |∂v|2(0, · · · , 0, 1) and

(5.1) χ +
√
−1∂∂w = χ + tetv(

√
−1∂∂v + t

√
−1∂v ∧ ∂v).

Since Γ∞ = R
n−1, λ(

√
−1∂∂v + t

√
−1∂v ∧ ∂v) ∈ Γ for t ≫ 1. Together with the

openness of Γ, w is an admissible function when t ≫ 1.

�

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.10, there exists a C2-admissible

function u satisfying

(5.2) f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂u)) ≥ Λ1ψeΛ0u in M

for some constant Λ1 > 0. Moreover, u ≥ v −C1 for some C1 > 0, where v is as in

Theorem 1.10.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that v = 0 is pseudo-admissible

and satisfies (1.9). Let K0 be the compact subset as in (1.9). From (1.2), the pseudo-

admissible assumption and the positivity of ψ, we know λ(χ) ∈ Γ in M \ K0.

Pick compact submanifolds M1, M2 of complex dimension n and with smooth

boundary and with K0 ⊂⊂ M1 ⊂⊂ M2. Choose a cutoff function satisfying

ζ ∈ C∞0 (M2), 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 and ζ
∣∣∣
M1
= 1.
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By Lemma 3.1, we take a smooth function v with dv , 0 and v ≤ 0 on M̄2. From

(5.1), for t ≫ 1, w = et(v−1) is an admissible function on M̄2. Take u = eNh, where

h =


ζv − 1 if x ∈ M2,

−1 otherwise.

When N ≫ 1, u is an admissible function and satisfies (5.2).

�

6. The Dirichlet problem

From Subsection 4.1 we know that (2.4), and so (2.3), falls into equation of the

form (1.1). From now on, we consider more general equation than (1.1)

(6.1) f (λ(ω−1(χ +
√
−1∂∂u))) = ψ(z, u).

Throughout this section, and Sections 7 as well as 9, we suppose that (M̄, ω) is

a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

In this section we consider the equation (6.1) prescribing boundary value data

(6.2) u = ϕ on ∂M.

Furthermore, we assume that ψ(z, t) is a smooth function on M̄ × R with

(6.3) inf
z∈M

ψ(z, t) > sup
∂Γ

f , ∀t ∈ R.

Theorem 6.1. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth Γ∞-

admissible boundary. In addition to (1.4) and (1.6), we assume that ψ(z, t) is a

smooth function on M̄ × R subject to (6.3) and

(6.4) ψt(z, t) :=
∂ψ(z, t)

∂t
> 0, ∀(z, t) ∈ M × R,

(6.5) lim
t→−∞

ψ(z, t) = inf
Γ

f , ∀z ∈ M̄.

Suppose in addition that there is a C2 admissible function w. Then for any ϕ ∈
C∞(∂M), there is a unique smooth admissible function satisfying (6.1) and (6.2).

When Γ∞ = R
n−1 or f satisfies (3.5), we will show that the Dirichlet problem

is uniquely solvable without assumptions on boundary and existence of admissible

function, beyond ∂M ∈ C∞. It is a fully nonlinear analogue of existence theory for

Poisson’s equation and Liouville’s equation.

Theorem 6.2. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth bound-

ary. Suppose Γ∞ = R
n−1, supΓ f = +∞ and that ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.6). Assume in

addition that ψ(z, t) satisfies (6.3) and ψt(z, t) ≥ 0. Then for any ϕ ∈ C∞(∂M), the

Dirichlet problem (6.1) and (6.2) has a unique smooth admissible solution.

As a special case, we obtain

Theorem 6.3. Suppose Γ∞ = R
n−1, supΓ f = +∞ and that ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.2).

Then for any smooth positive function ψ in M̄ and ϕ ∈ C∞(∂M), the equation (1.1)

possesses a unique smooth admissible solution with u = ϕ on ∂M.
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6.1. Set-up. According to the Evans-Krylov theorem [16, 36] and Schauder the-

ory, it suffices to establish estimates for complex Hessian up to boundary

(6.6) sup
M̄

|∂∂u| ≤ C.

Let û be the solution to

(6.7) ∆û + tr(ω−1χ) = 0 in M, û = ϕ on ∂M.

The existence and regularity of û can be found in standard textbooks; see e.g. [21].

The maximum principle yields

(6.8) u ≤ û in M, u = û = ϕ on ∂M.

Key assumption: Near the boundary we assume that there exists a local admissible

function u satisfying

(6.9) u ≥ u in Mδ, u = ϕ on ∂M

for some δ > 0, where

(6.10) Mδ := {z ∈ M : σ(z) < δ}.

Lemma 6.4. Any admissible solution u satisfying (6.9) shall obey

(6.11) sup
M

u ≤ C, sup
∂M

|∂u| ≤ C.

Moreover, if replacing local condition (6.9) by a global version

(6.12) u ≥ u in M, u = ϕ on ∂M,

then we have zero order and boundary gradient estimates

(6.13) sup
M

|u| + sup
∂M

|∂u| ≤ C.

The primary problem is to derive gradient estimate as described in introduction.

Our strategy is to establish quantitative boundary estimate of the form (1.7), i.e.,

sup
∂M

|∂∂u| ≤ C(1 + sup
M

|∂u|2),

given a local admissible function near boundary. We leave the proof to Section 9.

Proposition 6.5. Assume (1.4), (1.6) and (6.9) hold. Then for any admissible

solution u ∈ C3(M) ∩ C2(M̄) to the Dirichlet problem (6.1)-(6.2), we have the

quantitative boundary estimate (1.7).

On the other hand, following closely the proof of Hou-Ma-Wu [34, Theorem

1.1], or the generalization by Székelyhidi [48, Section 4], one can derive

Proposition 6.6. Suppose, in addition to (1.6) and (1.4), that there is a C2-smooth

admissible function w. Then for any admissible solution u ∈ C4(M) ∩ C2(M̄) to

equation (6.1), there is a uniform constant C such that

sup
M

|∂∂u| ≤ C(1 + sup
M

|∂u|2 + sup
∂M

|∂∂u|).
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The above two propositions together give

sup
M

|∂∂u| ≤ C(1 + sup
M

|∂u|2).

Using the Liouville type theorem of Székelyhidi [48], we can derive gradient esti-

mate and therefore (6.6).

6.2. The Dirichlet problem on manifolds with Γ∞-admissible boundary.

6.2.1. C0-estimate. By maximum principle, we obtain the following estimate as a

complement to (6.8). Since the proof is standard, we omit it here.

Lemma 6.7. In addition to (1.6), (6.4), (6.5), we assume that there is an admissible

function w. Let u ∈ C2(M̄) be an admissible solution to (6.1)-(6.2), then

inf
M

(u − w) ≥ min

{
inf
∂M

(ϕ − w), A1 − sup
M

w

}
,

where A1 is a constant with sup
z∈M

ψ(z, A1) ≤ inf
M

f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂w)).

6.2.2. The construction of local barriers. As above σ denotes the distance func-

tion to ∂M, and κ1, · · · , κn−1 are the eigenvalues of Levi form L∂M . Under the

assumption (κ1, · · · , κn−1) ∈ Γ∞, we may use σ to construct local barriers, thereby

confirming (6.9). Fix k ≥ 1. Similar to the Riemannian case (see e.g. [23]) we take

(6.14) w(z) = 2 log
δ2

δ2 + kσ(z)
.

The straightforward computation gives the following:

∂∂w =
2k

δ2 + kσ

(
k

δ2 + kσ
∂σ ∧ ∂σ − ∂∂σ

)
.

Note that |∂σ| = 1
2 on ∂M, and k

δ2+kσ
= 1

σ+δ2/k
≥ 1

σ+δ2 on Mδ. Together with

Lemma 3.5, we can take 0 < δ≪ 1 such that w is smooth in Mδ and

λ


k
√
−1

δ2 + kσ
∂σ ∧ ∂σ −

√
−1∂∂σ

 ∈ Γ and λ

χ +
√
−1∂∂ϕ +

√
−1

2
∂∂w

 ∈ Γ in Mδ.

Here is the only place to use the Γ∞-admissible assumption on the boundary.

By Lemma 3.13, f obeys (1.6). Using lemma 3.7, we can derive f (λ+µ) ≥ f (λ)

for λ, µ ∈ Γ. Notice w ≤ 0. Take 0 < δ1 ≪ 1, we conclude

(6.15) f
(
λ(χ +

√
−1∂∂(w + ϕ))

)
≥ f (λ(

√
−1

2
∂∂w)) ≥ ψ(z,w + ϕ) in Mδ1

.

By Lemma 6.7, u has a uniform lower bound, i.e., there is a constant δ2 such that

(6.16) inf
M

(u − ϕ) ≥ 2 log
δ2

δ2 + k
.

Consequently, the comparison principle yields that

(6.17) u ≥ w + ϕ = 2 log
δ2

δ2 + kσ
+ ϕ on Mδ, δ = min{δ1, δ2}.
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So u = w + ϕ is a desired local admissible function satisfying (6.9).

6.3. The Dirichlet problem with type 2 cone. To obtain Theorem 6.2, it suffices

to confirm (6.9) and (6.13).

Proposition 6.8. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth bound-

ary. Suppose Γ∞ = R
n−1, supΓ f = +∞ and that ( f , Γ) satisfies (1.6). Assume

ϕ ∈ C∞(∂M) and ψ(z, t) is a smooth function satisfying (6.3) and ψt(z, t) ≥ 0. Let

u ∈ C2(M̄) be an admissible solution to the Dirichlet problem (6.1) and (6.2). Then

u satisfies (6.9) and (6.13).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.11, f satisfies (3.5). In addition, f satisfies (1.4)

by Lemma 3.12. From (6.8) we know u has a upper bound u ≤ û. Together with

ψu(z, u) ≥ 0, we know there is a uniform constant C1 such that

ψ(z, u) ≤ ψ(z, û) ≤ C1, ∀z ∈ M.

As in proof of Lemma 5.1, let w = etv. Note λ(
√
−1∂v∧∂v) = |∂v|2(0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ Γ.

Then w is admissible for t ≫ 1. Using (5.1) and Lemma for t ≫ 1 we get

f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂w)) > f (λ(χ +

√
−1∂∂u)).

By the maximum principle, u has a uniform lower bound

(6.18) inf
M

(u − w) = inf
∂M

(ϕ − w).

Hence (6.16). As in (6.14) we take w = 2 log δ2

δ2+kσ
. Similar to (6.15), we get

f
(
λ(χ +

√
−1∂∂(w + ϕ))

)
> C1 ≥ f (λ(χ +

√
−1∂∂u)) in Mδ1

.

Then we get (6.17), hence confirming (6.9). Combining with (6.18) we obtain

(6.13).

�

7. The Dirichlet problem with infinite boundary value condition, and

completeness of conformal metrics

When the right-hand side ψ(z, t) satisfies exponential growth in t at infinity, we

can solve the Dirichlet problem with infinity boundary data.

Theorem 7.1. Let (M̄, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

In addition to Γ∞ = R
n−1, supΓ f = +∞, we assume f satisfies (1.6). Let ψ(z, t) be

a smooth function satisfying (6.3) and ψt(z, t) ≥ 0. Suppose in addition that

(7.1) ψ(z, t) ≥ h(z)el(z)t , ∀z ∈ M̄, ∀t > T

for some T > 0 and positive valued continuous functions h, l ∈ C0(M̄). There is

an admissible function u ∈ C∞(M) satisfying (6.1) and lim
z→∂M

u(z) = +∞. Moreover,

u is minimal in the sense that u ≤ w for any admissible solution w with infinity

boundary value.

When ψ(z, t) = ψ(z)eΛ0 t we obtain Theorem 1.7. Moreover, we have
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Theorem 7.2. Let u be the minimal solution asserted in Theorem 7.1. Suppose the

assumptions in Theorem 1.7 hold. In additon, we assume that f obeys (1.3) and

ψ(z, t) = ψ(z)eςt. Here ς is as in (1.3). Then euω is complete.

7.1. Lemmas. To fix the notation, ∇2
gu denotes the real Hessian of u under Levi-

Civita connection of (M, g) (a Riemmannian manifold of real dimension 2n). Let

∆gu = tr(g−1∇2
gu). It is known that the complex Laplacian differs from standard

Laplacian of Levi-Civita connection by a linear first order term; see [19]. That is

Lemma 7.3. Let (M, ω) be a Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n. Let τ
be the torsion 1-form with dωn−1 = ωn−1 ∧ τ. For any u ∈ C2(M), we have

2∆u = ∆gu − 〈du, τ〉ω.

The following important result is due to Aviles-McOwen [3], who extended

extensively a seminal result of Loewner-Nirenberg [40].

Lemma 7.4 ([3]). Suppose that (X̄, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold of real

dimension m ≥ 3 with smooth boundary ∂X, X̄ := X ∪ ∂X. Then the interior X

admits a complete conformal metric with negative constant scalar curvature.

From (3.2) we can deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Assume f (~1) < supΓ f and A f = n
(∑n

i=1 fi(~1)
)−1

. Then

n∑

i=1

λi ≥ n + A f

(
f (λ) − f (~1)

)
, ∀λ ∈ Γ.

7.2. Proof of Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. By Lemma 3.11, Γ∞ = R
n−1 implies that f

satisfies (3.5) in Γ. According to Theorem 6.2, for any integer k ≥ 1, the following

Dirichlet problem has a unique smooth admissible solution

(7.2) f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂u(k))) = ψ(z, u(k)) in M, u(k) = 2 log k on ∂M.

The comparison principle (see e.g. [21]) yields that

(7.3) u(k) ≤ u(k+1) in M, ∀k ≥ 1.

So u(k) has a common lower bound for all k ≥ 1. On the other hand, from the

assumption (7.1) it follows that there are positive constants γ, Λ and T1 such that

(7.4) ψ(z, t) ≥ γeΛt, ∀z ∈ M̄, ∀t ≥ T1.

Below we prove local C0 bound from above. Applying Lemma 7.4 to Hermitian

manifold (M, ω) (note that it is a manifold of real dimension 2n with Riemannian

metric g), there is ũ ∈ C∞(M) with

(7.5)
1

2
∆gũ +

n − 1

4
|dũ|2g −

S g

2(2n − 1)
= eũ in M, lim

z→∂M
ũ(z) = +∞,

where S g is the Riemannian scalar curvature of g. That is, g̃ = eũg is a complete

metric with Riemannian scalar curvature S g̃ = −2(2n − 1). Together with Lemma

7.3, we may use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to verify the following key lemma.
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Lemma 7.6. Let ũ be as in (7.5). There exists a uniform constant A such that

(7.6) ∆ũ ≤ eũ + A in M, lim
z→∂M

ũ(z) = +∞.

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.7. Let ũ be as in (7.5). Let Λ, T1 be as in (7.4). There is a uniform

constant Co depending on infM ũ and other known data but not on k such that

u(k) ≤ max

{
ũ + Co

Λ
, T1 +

ũ − infM ũ

Λ

}
in M, ∀k ≥ 1.

Proof. Fix k. By Lemma 7.5, we get

∆u(k) ≥ A f

(
ψ[u(k)] − f (~1)

)
+ n − tr(ω−1χ).

We know that Λu(k) − ũ attains its maximum at some interior point x0, where ∆ũ ≥
Λ∆u(k). We assume uk(x0) ≥ T1 (otherwise we are done). Then at x0 we have

ψ[u(k)] ≥ γeΛu(k) by (7.4), hence

(7.7) ∆u(k) ≥ A f

(
γeΛu(k) − f (~1)

)
+ n − tr(ω−1χ).

Combining (7.7) and (7.6), we have

ΛA fγesupM(Λu(k)−ũ) < 1 + sup
M

[
e−ũ

(
A + ΛA f f (~1) + Λtr(ω−1χ)

)]
,

where A comes from Lemma 7.6. This completes the proof.

�

Proof of Theorem 7.1. By (7.3) and Proposition 7.7 the following limit exists

(7.8) u(z) = lim
k→+∞

u(k)(z), ∀z ∈ M.

Using the interior estimates proved in Proposition 10.1, together with Evans-Krylov

theorem and Schauder theory, we know u ∈ C∞(M).On the other hand, by the max-

imum principle, we have u ≤ w for any admissible solution w with w
∣∣∣
∂M
= +∞.

�

Proof of Theorem 7.2. Note that in Theorem 7.2, f satisfies (1.3) and ψ(z, u) =

ψ(z)eςu. In (6.14) and (7.2), we take w = 2 log δ2

δ2+kσ
, ϕ = 2 log k. That is

f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂u(k))) = ψeςu(k) in M, u(k) = 2 log k on ∂M.

Let u be the limit as we defined in (7.8). Using Lemma 3.7 and (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ Γ,
we can establish an inequality similar to (6.15). Notice by (7.3) that u(k) has a

common lower bound for all k ≥ 1. Therefore, by comparison principle shows that

there is a uniform constant δ such that

u(k)(z) ≥ 2 log
kδ2

δ2 + kσ(z)
on Mδ, ∀k ≥ 1.

Thus u ≥ −2 logσ − C0 for some constant C0 near boundary, which yields the

completeness of the metric euω.

�
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8. Equations on complete noncompact Hermitian manifolds

In this section we solve the equation (6.1) on a complete noncompact Hermitian

manifold. Together with Lemma 5.2, we obtain Theorem 1.10.

Theorem 8.1. Let (M, ω) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold. Let

ψ(z, t) be a smooth function on M×R. Assume, in addition to Γ∞ = R
n−1, supΓ f =

+∞, that f satisfies (1.6) in Γ. Suppose ψ(z, t) satisfies (6.3), (7.1) and ψt(z, t) ≥ 0.

Assume in addition that there is an admissible function u ∈ C2(M) such that

(8.1) f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂u)) ≥ ψ(z, u) in M \ K0

where K0 is a compact subset of M. Then there is an admissible function u ∈
C∞(M) satisfying (6.1). Moreover, u is the maximal solution and u ≥ u.

Remark 8.2. When (M, ω) is complete noncompact, in assumption (7.1) M̄ shall

be replaced by M.

Proof. Fix an exhausting sequence {Mk}+∞k=1
by complex submanifolds of com-

plex dimension n with smooth boundary such that M = ∪∞
k=1

Mk, M̄k = Mk ∪
∂Mk, M̄k ⊂⊂ Mk+1. For any integer k ≥ 1 we denote u(k) the admissible solution to

f (λ(χ +
√
−1∂∂u(k))) = ψ(z, u(k)) in Mk, lim

z→∂Mk

u(k)(z) = +∞.

Moreover, u(k) ∈ C∞(Mk). The existence and regularity follow from Theorem 7.1.

By the maximum principle, we deduce that

u(k) ≥ u(k+1) in Mk.

On the other hand, using the maximum principle again,

u(k) ≥ u in Mk.

Let’s take u = lim
k→+∞

u(k). Such a limit exists and u ≥ u. In addition, u ∈ C∞(M)

according to Evans-Krylov theorem, Schauder theory, and the interior estimates

(Proposition 10.1). Moreover, by the maximum principle, u is the maximal solu-

tion.

�

9. Quantitative boundary estimate

We establish quantitative boundary estimate (1.7), assuming local admissible

function u satisfying (6.9) near boundary, instead of existence of subsolution.

Pick p0 ∈ ∂M and let Mδ be as in (6.10). We choose local coordinates

(9.1) (z1, · · · , zn), zi = xi +
√
−1yi

centered at p0 in a neighborhood which we assume to be contained in Mδ such that

at p0 (z = 0), gi j̄(0) = δi j and ∂
∂xn

is the interior normal to ∂M. Denote

(9.2) Ωδ = {z ∈ M : |z| < δ}.

Throughout this section the Greek letters α, β run from 1 to n − 1.

The quantitative boundary estimate consists of the following two propositions.
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Proposition 9.1. Assume f satisfies (1.4) and (1.6). Suppose near boundary that

there is a local admissible function u satisfying (6.9). Then for any admissible

solution u ∈ C2(M̄) to (6.1)-(6.2), there is a uniform positive constant C such that

(9.3) gnn̄(p0) ≤ C

1 +
n−1∑

α=1

|gαn̄(p0)|2
 for p0 ∈ ∂M.

Proposition 9.2. Suppose near boundary that there is a local admissible function

u obeying (6.9). Assume (1.6) and (1.4) hold. Then for any admissible solution

u ∈ C3(M) ∩ C2(M̄) to Dirichlet problem (6.1)-(6.2), there is a uniform positive

constant C depending on |u|C0(M̄) and other known data under control, such that

(9.4) |gαn̄(p0)| ≤ C(1 + sup
M

|∂u|) for p0 ∈ ∂M.

9.1. Preliminaries. Denote F(χ+
√
−1∂∂u) := f (λ(χ+

√
−1∂∂u)). The linearized

operator of (6.1) at u, say L, is locally given by

Lv = Fi j̄vi j̄

where Fi j̄ =
∂F(g)
∂gi j̄

, gi j̄ = χi j̄ + ui j̄. Moreover, we denote λ = λ(g) and

g
i j̄
= χi j̄ + ui j̄, λ = λ(g).

We have standard identities Fi j̄gi j̄ =
∑n

i=1 fi(λ)λi, Fi j̄gi j̄ =
∑n

i=1 fi(λ).
Let u be the local admissible function given by (6.9). Since f satisfies the un-

bounded condition (1.4), we can check that u is a local C-subsolution, introduced

by [24] and [48], of (6.1) near boundary. This allows us to apply the following

lemma, which is a refinement of [24, Theorem 2.18]. We also refer to [25] for

more analogue result.

Lemma 9.3 ([48]). There exist positive constants R0, ε such that if |λ| ≥ R0 then

we either have

Fi j̄(g
i j̄
− gi j̄) ≥ εFi j̄gi j̄

or

Fi j̄ ≥ ε(F pq̄gpq̄)gi j̄.

Let u be the local admissible function near boundary as in (6.9). Then

(9.5) uαβ̄(0) = uαβ̄(0) + (u − u)xn
(0)σαβ̄(0).

Also this gives the bound of second estimates for pure tangential derivatives

(9.6) |uαβ̄(0)| ≤ C.

9.2. Double normal derivative case. We assume that Γ is of type 1. Then Γ∞ is a

symmetric convex cone as noted in [7]. (For the type 2 case, see Proposition 9.5).

At p0 (z = 0), by (9.5) we have

(9.7) gαβ̄ = (1 − t)g
αβ̄
+ {tg

αβ̄
+ (u − u)xn

σαβ̄}.
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For simplicity, we denote

(9.8) At =
√
−1

[
tg
αβ̄
+ (u − u)xn

σαβ̄

]
dzα ∧ dz̄β.

Clearly, from (9.7) (A1)αβ̄ = gαβ̄. Let t0 be the first t as we decrease t from 1 such

that

(9.9) λω′(At0 ) ∈ ∂Γ∞.

Henceforth, λω′(χ
′) denotes the eigenvalues of χ′ with respect toω′ =

√
−1gαβ̄dzα∧

dz̄β. Such t0 exists, since λω′(A1) ∈ Γ∞ and λω′(At) ∈ Rn−1 \ Γ∞ for t ≪ −1. Fur-

thermore, for a uniform positive constant T0 under control,

(9.10) −T0 < t0 < 1.

Let

(9.11) λ′ = λω′(gαβ̄).

Since u is admissible, there is ε0 > 0 small such that

(9.12) λ − ε0
~1 ∈ Γ.

By the unbounded condition (1.4) there is a uniform positive constant R1 depending

on (1 − t0)−1, sup∂M ψ[u], ε0 and λ′ such that

(9.13) f
(
(1 − t0)(λ′1 − ε0/2), · · · , (1 − t0)(λ′

n−1 − ε0/2),R1

)
≥ ψ[u],

and (λ′1 − ε0, · · · , λ′n−1 − ε0, (1 − t0)−1R1) ∈ Γ.
Following the idea from [7] (refined by [37] in complex variables), for such t0

one can prove that

Lemma 9.4. There is a uniform positive constant C depending on |u|C0(M), |∂u|C0(∂M),

infM ψ[u], ∂M up to third derivatives and other known data, such that

(1 − t0)−1 ≤ C.

Below we complete the proof of Proposition 9.1. And we leave the proof of

Lemma 9.4 to the end of this subsection.

9.2.1. Proof of Proposition 9.1. The proof is based on Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7. Let

A(R) =

(
gαβ̄ gαn̄

gnβ̄ R

)
.

By (9.7) we can decompose A(R) into

(9.14) A(R) = A′(R) + A′′(R)

where

A′(R) =

(
(1 − t0)(g

αβ̄
− ε0

4 δαβ) gαn̄

gnβ̄ R/2

)
, A′′(R) =

(
(At0 )αβ̄ +

(1−t0)ε0

4 δαβ 0

0 R/2

)
.

We denote

(9.15) λω′(At0 ) := λ̃′ = (λ̃′1, · · · , λ̃
′
n−1).
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One can see that there is a uniform constant C0 > 0 depending on |t0|, sup∂M |∂u|
and other known data, such that |λ̃′| ≤ C0, that is λ̃′ is contained in a compact

subset of Γ∞, i.e.,

λ̃′ ∈ K := {λ′ ∈ Γ∞ : |λ′| ≤ C0}.
Thus there is a uniform positive constant R2 depending on ((1 − t0)ε0)−1, K and

other known data, such that

(9.16) λ(A′′(R)) ∈ Γ, ∀R > R2.

Let’s pick ǫ = (1−t0)ε0

4 in Lemma 3.5, then as in [62] we set

Rc =
8(2n − 3)

(1 − t0)ε0

n−1∑

α=1

|gαn̄|2 + 2(n − 1)(1 − t0)

n−1∑

α=1

|λ′α|

+
n(n − 1)(1 − t0)ε0

2
+ 2R1 + 2R2

where ε0, R1 and R2 are the constants as we fixed in (9.13) and (9.16).

According to Lemma 3.5, the eigenvalues λ(A′(Rc)) of A′(Rc) shall behave like

(9.17)
λα(A′(Rc)) ≥ (1 − t0)(λ′α −

ε0

2
), 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1,

λn(A′(Rc)) ≥ Rc/2 − (n − 1)(1 − t0)ε0/4.

In particular, λ(A′(Rc)) ∈ Γ. So λ(A(Rc)) ∈ Γ. Together with (3.2), Lemma 3.7

yields that

(9.18) f (λ(A(Rc))) ≥ f (λ(A′(Rc))).

From (9.13), (9.17) and (9.18), we deduce gnn̄ ≤ Rc.

Proposition 9.5. When f is of uniform ellipticity, we have a more delicate estimate

(9.19) gnn̄(p) ≤ C

1 +
n−1∑

α=1

|gαn̄(p)|
 , ∀p ∈ ∂M.

Proof. Fix p0 ∈ ∂M. We assume gnn(p0) ≥ 1. From (3.5), Fnn̄ ≥ θFi j̄gi j̄. Let

Csupψ[u] be the positive constant with

(9.20) f (Csupψ[u]
~1) = sup

z∈M

ψ[u](z).

The concavity yields 0 ≥ Fi j̄(gi j̄ −Csupψ[u]δi j). Together with (9.6), we get (9.19).

�

9.2.2. Proof of Lemma 9.4. We follow closely [37]. We assume that Γ is of type

1. Then Γ∞ is a symmetric convex cone as noted by [7]. (The case of type 2 cone

is much more simpler since Γ∞ = R
n−1). The proof presented below is a slight

modification of that in [62].

Let ǔ and u be as in (6.7) and (6.9), respectively. Let λ′ and λ̃′ be as in (9.11)

and (9.15), respectively. For simplicity, we denote

η = (u − u)xn
(0).
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We assume η > 0 (otherwise we are done). Without loss of generality, we assume

t0 >
1

2
and λ̃′1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ̃

′
n−1.

It was proved in [7, Lemma 6.1] that for λ̃′ ∈ ∂Γ∞ there is a supporting plane for

Γ∞ and one can choose µ j with µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µn−1 ≥ 0 so that

(9.21) Γ∞ ⊂
λ
′ ∈ Rn−1 :

n−1∑

α=1

µαλ
′
α > 0

 ,
n−1∑

α=1

µα = 1,

n−1∑

α=1

µαλ̃
′
α = 0.

Note that as in (9.12), λ − ε0
~1 ∈ Γ. Then (λ′1 − ε0, · · · , λ′n−1 − ε0) ∈ Γ∞ and so

(9.22)

n−1∑

α=1

µαλ
′
α ≥ ε0 > 0.

According to [7, Lemma 6.2] (without loss of generality, assume λ′1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ
′
n−1),

(9.23)

n−1∑

α=1

µαgαᾱ ≥
n−1∑

α=1

µαλ
′
α ≥ ε0.

Without loss of generality, we assume (At0 )αβ̄ = t0gαβ̄
+ ησαβ̄ is diagonal at p0.

From (9.21) one has at the origin

(9.24) 0 = t0

n−1∑

α=1

µαgαᾱ + η

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ >
ε0

2
+ η

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ.

Together with (6.11) and η = (u − u)xn
(0), we see at the origin (z = 0)

(9.25) −
n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ ≥
ε0

2 sup∂M |∇(ǔ − u)|
=: a1 > 0.

On Ωδ = M ∩ Bδ(0), we take

(9.26) d(z) = σ(z) + τ|z|2

where τ is a positive constant to be determined. Let

(9.27) w(z) = u(z) + (η/t0)σ(z) + l(z)σ(z) + Ad(z)2,

where l(z) =
∑n

i=1(lizi + l̄iz̄i), li ∈ C, l̄i = lī, to be chosen as in (9.32) below, and A

is a positive constant to be determined. Furthermore,

(9.28) u(z) − w(z) = −Aτ2|z|4 on ∂M ∩ Ω̄δ.
When A ≫ 1, on M ∩ ∂Bδ(0) we see

(9.29) u(z) − w(z) ≤ −(2Aτδ2 +
η

t0
− 2n sup

i

|li|δ)σ(z) − Aτ2δ4 ≤ −Aτ2δ4

2
.

Let T1(z), · · · , Tn−1(z) be an orthonormal basis for holomorphic tangent space

of level hypersurface {w : d(w) = d(z)} at z, so that for each 1 ≤ α ≤ n− 1, Tα is of

C1 class and Tα(0) = ∂
∂zα

. Such a basis exists and the holomorphic tangent space

can be characterized as
{
ξ = ξi ∂

∂zi : (σi + τz̄i)ξ
i = 0

}
, see e.g. [13].
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By [7, Lemma 6.2], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 9.6. Let T1(z), · · · , Tn−1(z) be as above, and let Tn =
∂d
|∂d| . For a real

(1, 1)-form Θ =
√
−1Θi j̄dzi ∧ dz̄ j, we denote by λ(ω−1Θ) = (λ1(Θ), · · · , λn(Θ)) the

eigenvalues of Θ with λ1(Θ) ≤ · · · ≤ λn(Θ). Then for any µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µn,

n∑

i=1

µiλi(Θ) ≤
n∑

i=1

µiΘ(Ti, JT̄i).

Let µ1, · · · , µn−1 be as in (9.21), and we set µn = 0. Let’s denote Tα =
∑n

k=1 T k
α
∂
∂zk

.

For Θ =
√
−1Θi j̄dzi ∧ dz̄ j, we define

Λµ(Θ) :=

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
αΘi j̄.

Lemma 9.7. Let w be as in (9.27). There are parameters τ, A, li, δ depending only

on |u|C0(M), |∇u|C0(∂M), |u|C2(M), ∂M up to third derivatives and other known data,

such that

Λµ(g[w]) ≤ 0 in Ωδ, u ≤ w on ∂Ωδ.

Proof. By direct computation

Λµ(g[w]) =

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(χi j̄ + u

i j̄
+
η

t0
σi j̄) + 2Ad(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
αdi j̄

+

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(l(z)σi j̄ + liσ j̄ + σil j̄).

Here we use Tαd = 0 for 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1. Next, we will estimate Λµ(g[w]) in Ωδ.

• At the origin (z = 0), T i
α = δαi,

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(χi j̄ + u

i j̄
+
η

t0
σi j̄)(0) =

1

t0

n−1∑

α=1

µα(At0 )αᾱ = 0.

So there are complex constants ki such that

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(χi j̄ + u

i j̄
+
η

t0
σi j̄)(z) =

n∑

i=1

(kizi + k̄iz̄i) + O(|z|2).

• Note that

(9.30)

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(z) =

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(0) + O(|z|) =

n−1∑

α=1

µαδαiδα j + O(|z|),

(9.31)

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ(z) =

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ(0) + O(|z|).
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Combining with (9.25), one can pick δ, τ sufficiently small such that

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
αdi j̄ =

n−1∑

α=1

µα(σαᾱ(z) + τ) +

n−1∑

α=1

µα
(
T i
αT̄

j
α(z) − T i

αT̄
j
α(0)

)
di j̄

≤ − a1 + τ + O(|z|) ≤ −a1

4
.

Consequently,

2Ad(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
αdi j̄ ≤ −

a1A

2
d(z).

• From
∑n

i=1 T i
ασi = −τ

∑n
i=1 T i

αz̄i we have

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(liσ j̄ + σil j̄) = −τ

n−1∑

α=1

µα(l̄αz̄α + lαzα) + O(|z|2).

On the other hand, by (9.30),

l(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
ασi j̄ = l(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ(0) + O(|z|2).

Thus

l(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
ασi j̄ +

n−1∑

α=1

µαT i
αT̄

j
α(liσ j̄ + σil j̄)

= l(z)

n−1∑

α=1

µασαᾱ(0) − τ
n−1∑

α=1

µα(zαlα + z̄α l̄α) + O(|z|2).

Putting these together,

Λµ(g[w]) ≤
n−1∑

α=1

2Re


zα

kα − τµαlα + lα

n−1∑

β=1

µβσββ̄(0)





+ 2Re


zn

kn + ln

n−1∑

β=1

µβσββ̄(0)




− Aa1

2
d(z) + O(|z|2).

Let ln = − kn∑n−1
β=1 µβσββ̄(0)

. For 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1, we set

(9.32) lα = −
kα∑n−1

β=1 µβσββ̄(0) − τµα
.

From µα ≥ 0 and (9.25), we see such li (or equivalently the l(z)) are all well defined

and uniformly bounded. We thus complete the proof if 0 < τ, δ ≪ 1, A ≫ 1. �
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Completion of the proof of Lemma 9.4. Let w be as in (9.27). From the con-

struction above, we know that there is a uniform positive constant C′
1

such that

|g[w]|C0(Ωδ) ≤ C′1.

Denote λ[w] = λ(g[w]) and assume λ1[w] ≤ · · · ≤ λn[w]. Together with Lemma

9.6, Lemma 9.7 implies
n−1∑

α=1

µαλα[w] ≤ 0 in Ωδ.

So by (9.21) (λ1[w], · · · , λn−1[w]) < Γ∞. In other words, λ[w] ∈ X, where

X :=
(
R

n \ Γ
)
∩ {λ ∈ Rn : |λ| ≤ C′1}.

Consequently, X∩Γ̄infM ψ[u] = ∅, where Γ̄infM ψ[u] = {λ ∈ Γ : f (λ) ≥ infM ψ[u]} is the

closure of ΓinfM ψ[u]. Notice that X is a compact subset. So we can deduce that the

distance between Γ̄infM ψ[u] and X has a uniform positive lower bound. Therefore,

there exists a positive constant ǫ0 such that

(9.33) ǫ0
~1 + λ[w](z) < Γ̄infM ψ[u], ∀z ∈ Ωδ.

Near the origin p0, under coordinates (9.1) the distance can be expressed as

σ(z) = xn +

2n∑

i, j=1

ai jtit j + O(|t|3).

Thus one can choose a positive constant C′ such that xn ≤ C′|z|2 on ∂M ∩ Ω̄δ. As

a result, there is a positive constant C2 depending only on ∂M and δ so that

xn ≤ C2|z|2 on ∂Ωδ.

From (9.33) we can take h(z) = w(z) + ǫ(|z|2 − xn

C2
) for some ǫ > 0, such that

(9.34) λ[h](z) < Γ̄infM ψ[u], ∀z ∈ Ωδ.
Moreover, from (9.28)-(9.29) we know u ≤ h on ∂Ωδ. The maximum principle

(e.g. [7, Lemma B]) implies

u ≤ h in Ωδ.

Notice u(0) = ϕ(0) and h(0) = ϕ(0), we have uxn
(0) ≤ hxn

(0). Thus

t0 ≤
1

1 + ǫ/(ηC2)
, i.e., (1 − t0)−1 ≤ 1 +

ηC2

ǫ
.

9.3. Tangential-Normal derivatives case. In establishing Proposition 9.2, we use

the subsolution method of [29, 22] (further refined by [24]). In order to derive (9.4),

we shall construct more delicate local barriers near boundary. The specific instance

of such local barriers was investigated by [6, 8, 44] for complex Monge-Ampère

equation, and further by [12] for more general complex k-Hessian equations. The

utilization of local barriers for general equations was introduced in [60, 61, 62].

Fix p0 ∈ ∂M. Under local coordinate (9.1) centered at p0 (z = 0), for conve-

nience

t2k−1 = xk, t2k = yk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1; t2n−1 = yn, t2n = xn.
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We use notation as in (3.1). By direct calculations, one derives

(uxk
) j̄ = u j̄xk

+ Γl
k j

ul̄, (uyk
) j̄ = u j̄yk

−
√
−1Γl

k j
ul̄,

(uxk
)i j̄ = ui j̄xk

+ Γl
kiul j̄ + Γ

l
k j

uil̄, (uyk
)i j̄ = ui j̄yk

+
√
−1

(
Γl

kiul j̄ − Γl
k j

uil̄

)
.

Let u be the local admissible function satisfying (6.9). We set

w = (u − u) − tσ + Nσ2 in Ωδ.

Here N is a positive constant to be determined, δ and t are small enough such that

(9.35) σ is smooth,
1

4
≤ |∂σ| ≤ 2, |Lσ| ≤ Cσ

n∑

i=1

fi in Ωδ,

(9.36) Nδ − t ≤ 0, max{|2Nδ − t|, t} ≤ ε

16Cσ
,

for some constant Cσ > 0, where ε is the constant asserted in Lemma 9.3. Clearly,

(9.37) w ≤ 0 in Ωδ,

(9.38) Lw = Fi j̄(g
i j̄
− gi j̄) + 2NFi j̄σiσ j̄ + (2Nσ − t)Lσ in Ωδ.

We define the tangential operator on the boundary

T = ∇ ∂
∂tα
− η̃∇ ∂

∂xn

, for each fixed 1 ≤ α < 2n,

where η̃ =
σtα

σxn
. One has T (u − ϕ) = 0 on ∂M ∩ Ω̄δ. By η̃(0) = 0 one derives

|̃η| ≤ C′|z| on Ω̄δ. Since (u − ϕ)
∣∣∣
∂M
= 0 we obtain T (u − ϕ)

∣∣∣
∂M
= 0. Together with

the boundary gradient estimate contained in (6.11), one has

(9.39) |(u − ϕ)tα | ≤ C|z| on ∂M ∩ Ω̄δ, ∀1 ≤ α < 2n.

Denote b1 = 1 + supM |∂u|2. Take

Φ = ±T (u − ϕ) +
1
√

b1

(uyn
− ϕyn

)2 in Ωδ.

Combining Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can prove

(9.40) LΦ ≥ −CΦ

n∑

i=1

fi|λi| −CΦ
√

b1

n∑

i=1

fi −CΦ
√

b1 in Ωδ.

Here we use

2|Re(Fi j̄(̃η)i(uxn
) j̄)| ≤

1
√

b1

Fi j̄(uyn
)i(uyn

) j̄ +C

n∑

i=1

fi|λi| +C
√

b1

n∑

i=1

fi.

By straightforward computations and [24, Proposition 2.19], we have

L

∑

τ<n

|(u − ϕ)τ|2
 ≥

1

4

∑

i,r

fiλ
2
i −C′1

√
b1


√

b1 +

n∑

i=1

fi +

n∑

i=1

fi|λi|
 .
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From Lemma 3.7 we see
∑n

i=1 fiλi ≥ 0. Together with (3.2), we can prove that

(9.41) 0 ≤
n∑

i=1

fiλi ≤ Csupψ[u]

n∑

i=1

fi,

where Csupψ[u] is as in (9.20). Combining Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(9.42)

n∑

i=1

fi|λi| ≤
ǫ

4
√

b1

∑

i,r

fiλ
2
i +

(
CsupM ψ[u] +

4
√

b1

ǫ

) n∑

i=1

fi, for ǫ > 0.

On the other hand, there is a uniform positive constant κσ depending on σ such that

(9.43)

n∑

i=1

fi(λ) ≥ κσ, for f (λ) = σ.

One may construct in Ωδ the barrier function as follows:

Ψ̃ = A1

√
b1w − A2

√
b1|z|2 + A3Φ +

1
√

b1

∑

τ<n

|(u − ϕ)τ|2.

Putting the above inequalities together, we obtain

(9.44)

LΨ̃ ≥ A1

√
b1Fi j̄(g

i j̄
− gi j̄) + 2A1N

√
b1Fi j̄σiσ j̄ − (C′1 + A3CΦ)

√
b1

−
(
A2 + A3CΦ + A1Cσ|2Nσ − t| + 4(C′1 + A3CΦ)2

) √
b1

n∑

i=1

fi

−
(
C′1 + (C′1 + A3CΦ)Csupψ[u]

) n∑

i=1

fi.

Proposition 9.2 follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 9.8. There are constants A1 ≫ A2 ≫ A3 ≫ 1, N ≫ 1, 0 < δ ≪ 1 such

that Ψ̃(0) = 0, Ψ̃
∣∣∣
∂Ωδ
≤ 0, and

(9.45) LΨ̃ ≥ 0 on Ωδ.

Proof. Obviously, Ψ̃(0) = 0. From (9.39) and (9.37), we see Ψ̃
∣∣∣
∂Ωδ
≤ 0 if A2 ≫

A3 ≫ 1. Let ε and R0 be the corresponding positive constants in Lemma 9.3.

According to Lemma 9.3 the discussion can be divided into three cases.

Case 1: Assume that |λ| ≥ R0 and

Fi j̄(g
i j̄
− gi j̄) ≥ ε

n∑

i=1

Fiī.

Note (9.36) implies Cσ|2Nσ − t| ≤ 1
2
ε. Taking A1 ≫ 1 by (9.43) we get (9.45).

Case 2: Suppose that |λ| ≥ R0 and

(9.46) fi ≥ ε
n∑

j=1

f j, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.
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By (9.35), we have |∂σ| ≥ 1
4 in Ωδ, then

(9.47) A1N
√

b1Fi j̄σiσ j̄ ≥
A1Nε

√
b1

16

n∑

i=1

fi on Ωδ.

This term controls all the bad terms containing
∑n

i=1 fi in (9.44). On the other hand,

L(u − u) ≥ f (λ) − ψ(z, u)

and the bad term −(C′
1
+ A3CΦ)

√
b1 from (9.44) can be dominated by combining

(9.47) and (9.43). Thus (9.45) holds if N ≫ 1.

Case 3: Assume |λ| < R0. Then an inequality of the form (9.46) holds with a

possibly different constant ε. Consequently, this gives back Case 2.

�

10. Interior estimates for uniformly elliptic equations

In this section we derive interior estimates for equations of uniform ellipticity.

Proposition 10.1. Let Br be a geodesic ball in (M, ω). Suppose (1.6) and (3.5)

hold. Then for any admissible solution u ∈ C4(Br) to (6.1) in Br, we have

sup
Br/2

(|∂u|2 + |∂∂u|) ≤ C

where C is a uniform constant depending only on r−1, |u|C0(Br), |ψ|C2(Br) and geo-

metric quantities on Br. Moreover, (1.6) can be removed when ψu(z, u) ≥ 0.

Remark 10.2. For the equation (4.1), such interior estimates were established in

[27] for ̺ < 1 and further extended by [20] to the case ̺ = 1 when f = σ1/k
k

, k < n.

Together with Proposition 4.2, we are able to obtain interior estimates for general

equation (4.1) under the assumption ̺ < ̺Γ. This partially answers a question left

open by [27]. Moreover, as a contrast, in general one could not expect that such

interior estimates hold for the limiting case ̺ = ̺Γ.

10.1. Useful formula. Denote w = |∂u|2 and Q = |∂∂u|2 + |∂∂u|2. Under local

coordinates z = (z1, · · · , zn) around z0, with gi j̄(z0) = δi j, we have

ui j̄k − uk j̄i = T l
ikul j̄, wi = uk̄uki + ukuik̄,

u11̄iī − uiī11̄ = Riī1p̄up1̄ − R11̄ip̄upī + 2Re{T̄ j

1i
ui j̄1} + T

p

i1
T̄

q

i1
upq̄,

wi j̄ = ukiuk̄ j̄ + uk j̄ uik̄ + uk̄ui j̄k + ukui j̄k̄ + Ri j̄kl̄uk̄ul − T l
ikul j̄uk̄ − T l

jk
uil̄uk.

Lemma 10.3. We have

Fi j̄wiw j̄ ≤ 2wQ
∑

Fiī;

and there exists C > 0 such that

L(w) ≥ 3θQ

4

∑
Fii −Cw

∑
Fiī −C|∇zψ|

√
w + 2ψuw.
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10.2. Interior gradient estimate. Let’s consider the quantity

m0 = max
M̄

η|∂u|2eφ,

where η is as in [30] a smooth function with compact support in Br ⊂ M satisfying

(10.1) 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η
∣∣∣
B r

2

≡ 1, |∂η| ≤
C
√
η

r
, |∂∂η| ≤ C

r2

and we take φ = v−N , where v = u − infBr
u + 2 and N ≫ 1 so that

(10.2) N(N + 1)v−N−2 − N2v−2N−2 ≥ N2v−N−2.

Suppose that m0 is attained at an interior point z0 ∈ Br. We choose local coordi-

nates (z1, . . . , zn) such that gi j̄ = δi j at z0. As above we denote w = |∂u|2. Without

loss of generality, we assume w(z0) ≥ 1. From above, log η + log w + φ achieves a

maximum at z0 and thus,

(10.3)
ηi

η
+

wi

w
+ φi = 0,

ηī

η
+

wī

w
+ φī = 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n,

(10.4) L(log η + log w + φ) ≤ 0.

Combining (10.3) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we derive

(10.5)
1

w2
Fi j̄wiw j̄ ≤

1 + ǫ

ǫη2
Fi j̄ηiη j̄ + (1 + ǫ)Fi j̄φiφ j̄.

As a result, combining Lemma 10.3 and let 8ǫ ≤ θ, we derive at z0

(10.6) L log w ≥
(
θQ

2w
−C

)∑
Fiī − 1

ǫη2
Fi j̄ηiη j̄ − Fi j̄φiφ j̄ −

C|∇zψ|√
w
+ 2ψu.

On the other hand

(10.7)
1 + ǫ

ǫη2
Fi j̄ηiη j̄ −

1

η
Fi j̄ηi j̄ ≤

C

ǫr2η

∑
Fiī,

(10.8) Fiīφiφ j̄ = N2v−2N−2Fi j̄uiu j̄,

(10.9) Lφ = N(N + 1)v−N−2Fi j̄uiu j̄ − Nv−N−1Fi j̄(gi j̄ − χi j̄).

Plugging (9.41), (10.2), (10.5)-(10.9) into (10.4), we obtain

θwN2v−N−2
∑

Fiī +
θQ

2w

∑
Fiī ≤ CNv−N−1

∑
Fiī +

C

r2η

∑
Fiī +

C
√

w
− 2ψu.

We can use (9.43) to control the term −2ψu. As a result, we derive interior gradient

estimate. Furthermore, note that

θwN2v−N−2

2

∑
Fiī +

θQ

2w

∑
Fiī ≥ θNv−

N
2 −1

√
Q

∑
Fiī

and there exists R0 > 0 such that for any λ with |λ| ≥ R0

(10.10) |λ|
n∑

i=1

fi(λ) ≥ f (|λ|~1) − f (λ)

2
> 0.

So one can remove (1.6) when ψu ≥ 0.
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10.3. Interior estimate for second derivatives. As in [27] we consider the quan-

tity

P := sup
z∈M

max
ξ∈T 1,0

z M

e2φgpq̄ξpξ̄q

√
gkl̄gil̄gk j̄ξiξ̄ j/|ξ|3

where φ is a function depending on z and |∂u|. This is inspired by [54]. Assume

that it is achieved at an interior point p0 ∈ M for some ξ ∈ T
1,0
p0

M. By [46, Lemma

2.9] we may choose local coordinates z = (z1, · · · , zn) around p0, such that at p0,

gi j̄ = δi j, and

T k
i j = 2Γk

i j, gi j̄ = δi jλi and so Fi j̄ = δi j fi.

As in [54], the maximum P is achieved for ξ = ∂1 at p0. Assume g11̄ ≥ 1; otherwise

we are done.

In what follows the computations are given at p0. Similar to the computations

in [27] one has

(10.11) g11̄i + g11̄φi = 0, g11̄ī + g11̄φī = 0,

(10.12) 0 ≥
Fiīg11̄iī

g11̄

+ Fiī(φiī − φiφī) +
1

8g2
11̄

∑

k>1

Fiīg1k̄igk1̄ī −C
∑

Fiī.

Combining the standard formula (10.1), we can derive

g11̄iī ≥ giī11̄ + 2Re(T̄
j

1i
g1 j̄i) −C

√
Q

where Q = |∂∂u|2 + |∂∂u|2, as defined above. Differentiating the equation (6.1) we

obtain

Fiīgiīl = ψzl
+ ψuul,

Fiīgiī11̄ = ψz1 z̄1
+ ψuu11̄ + 2Re(ψz1uu1) + ψuu|u1|2 − Fi j̄,lm̄gi j̄1glm̄1̄.

Putting the above inequalities into (10.12) we get

0 ≥ g11̄Lφ − g11̄Fiīφiφī − 2g11̄ReF
iīT̄ 1

1iφi −C
√

Q
∑

Fiī + ψuu11̄.

Let φ = log η + ϕ(w), where w = |∂u|2 is as above, η is the cutoff function given

by (10.1) and

ϕ = ϕ(w) = (1 − w

2N
)−

1
2 where N = sup{η>0} |∂u|2.

Then

Lφ = Lη
η
− Fiī |ηi|2

η2
+ ϕ′Lw + ϕ′′Fiī|wi|2,

Fiī|φi|2 + 2ReFiīT̄ 1
1iφi ≤

4

3
Fiī|φi|2 +C

∑
Fiī,

Fiī|φi|2 ≤
3

2
Fiī|ϕi|2 + 3Fiī |ηi|2

η2
.

Moreover, one can check ϕ′ = ϕ3

4N
, ϕ′′ = 3ϕ5

16N2 and 1 ≤ ϕ ≤
√

2. And so

ϕ′′ − 2ϕ′2 =
ϕ5

16N2
(3 − 2ϕ) >

ϕ5

96N2
.
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By Lemma 10.3

L(w) ≥ 3θQ

4

∑
Fii −C

(
1 +

∑
Fiī

)
.

And (10.1) tells us that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η|B r
2
≡ 1,

Fiī|ηi|2

η2
≤ C

r2η
,
Lη
η
≤ C

r2η

∑
Fiī.

In conclusion we finally obtain

0 ≥ 9θQ

16N

∑
Fiī − C

r2η

∑
Fiī −C

√
Q

g11̄

∑
Fiī −

ψuχ11̄

g11̄

+ ψu.

Combining (10.10), we obtain ηg11̄ ≤ C.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemmas 3.9, 3.11, 3.12 and 3.13

Fix λ ∈ Γ with λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn. The concavity and symmetry of f yields that

(A.1) f1(λ) ≥ · · · ≥ fn(λ), f1(λ) ≥ 1

n

∑
fi(λ).

When Γ = Γn (if and only if κΓ = 0), we obtain Lemma 3.9. When Γ , Γn, Lemmas

3.9 and 3.11 are consequences of the following two propositions.

Proposition A.1 ([64, 65]). Assume Γ , Γn and f satisfies (1.6) in Γ. Let κΓ be as

in (1.8). Let α1, · · · , αn be positive constants with (−α1, · · · ,−ακΓ , ακΓ+1, · · · , αn) ∈
Γ. In addition, assume α1 ≥ · · · ≥ ακΓ . Then for any λ ∈ Γwith order λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn,

(A.2) fκΓ+1(λ) ≥ α1∑n
i=κΓ+1 αi −

∑κΓ
i=2

αi

f1(λ).

Proof. By Lemma 3.7 we conclude that fi(λ) ≥ 0,
∑

fi(λ) > 0 and −
∑κΓ

i=1
αi fi(λ)+∑n

i=κΓ+1 αi fi(λ) ≥ 0. This yields fκΓ+1(λ) ≥ α1∑n
i=κΓ+1 αi

f1(λ). Moreover, one can derive

(A.2) by iteration.

�

Proposition A.2 ([64, 65]). We assume that f is of (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity in

the corresponding cone Γ for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Then κΓ ≥ k.

Proof. Let ϑ be as in (3.3). Let c0 > 0 be some constant with f (c0
~1) > sup

∂Γ

f .

Take a = 1 + c0 then f (a~1) > f (c0
~1). For ǫ > 0 and R > 0, we denote λǫ,R =

(

k︷   ︸︸   ︷
ǫ, · · · , ǫ,

n−k︷    ︸︸    ︷
R, · · · ,R). We can deduce from (3.2) that

f (λǫ,R) ≥ f (a~1) + ǫ

k∑

i=1

fi(λǫ,R) + R

n∑

i=k+1

fi(λǫ,R) − a

n∑

i=1

fi(λǫ,R)

≥ f (a~1) + (Rϑ − a)

n∑

i=1

fi(λǫ,R) (using (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity)

= f (a~1) (by setting R =
a

ϑ
).
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Notice R = a
ϑ depends not on ǫ. Next we prove λǫ,R → λ0,R = (0, · · · , 0,R, · · · ,R) ∈

Γ as ǫ → 0+. If λ0,R ∈ ∂Γ then sup∂Γ f ≥ limǫ→0+ f (λǫ,R) ≥ f (a~1). A contradic-

tion. �

Proof of Lemma 3.9. Fix λ ∈ Γ with λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn. By Lemma 3.7, we know

fi(λ) ≥ 0,
∑

fi(λ) > 0, thereby confirming (1).

Next, we will verify (2). When Γ = Γn this is trivial. The remaining case Γ , Γn

follows immediately from Proposition A.1 and (A.1).

Finally, we will prove that the statement of (κΓ + 1)-uniform ellipticity is sharp.

Assume by contradiction that f is of (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity for some k > κΓ.
Then κΓ ≥ k according to Proposition A.2. This is a contradiction.

�

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Obviously (1) ⇒ (2). Since Γ is open, (2) ⇒ (1). By

Lemma 3.9, (2)⇒ (3). By Proposition A.2, κΓ ≥ n − 1. Thus (3)⇒ (2).

�

Proof of Lemma 3.12. Fix λ ∈ Γ. For t > 0, we denote λt = (λ1, · · · , λn−1λn + t).
By Lemma 3.11, (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ Γ. Using (3.5), for large t

f (λt) − f (
t

2
(0, · · · , 0, 1)) ≥

n∑

i=1

fi(λ
t)λi +

t

2
fn(λt) ≥ 0.

Together with (1.6), we know that f satisfies the unbounded condition (1.4). �

Proof of Lemma 3.13. Fix λ ∈ Γ. Note that (1.2) and the concavity imply fi(λ) ≥ 0.

Combining supΓ f = +∞, we get
∑n

i=1 fi(λ) > 0 (otherwise f (µ) ≤ f (λ), ∀µ ∈ Γ).
Fix R > 0. Then tλ − R~1 ∈ Γ for some t > 0. By concavity and (1.2), we have

f (tλ) ≥ s f (
R

s
~1) + (1 − s) f (

tλ − R~1

1 − s
) > s f (

R

s
~1), ∀0 < s < 1.

So f (tλ) ≥ f (R~1) for t ≫ 1. �

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.5

For convenience we give the proof of Lemma 3.5 in this appendix. We start with

the case n = 2. For n = 2, the eigenvalues of A are

λ1 =
a + d1 −

√
(a − d1)2 + 4|a1 |2

2
and λ2 =

a + d1 +
√

(a − d1)2 + 4|a1|2
2

.

We can assume a1 , 0; otherwise we are done. If a ≥ |a1 |2
ǫ + d1 then one has

0 ≤ d1 − λ1 = λ2 − a =
2|a1|2√

(a − d1)2 + 4|a1 |2 + (a − d1)
<
|a1|2

a − d1
≤ ǫ.

The following lemma enables us to count the eigenvalues near the diagonal el-

ements via a deformation argument. It is an essential ingredient in the proof of

Lemma 3.5 for general n.
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Lemma B.1 ([61, 62]). Let A be an n × n Hermitian matrix


d1 a1

d2 a2

. . .
...

dn−1 an−1

ā1 ā2 · · · ān−1 a



with d1, · · · , dn−1, a1, · · · , an−1 fixed, and with a variable. Denote λ1, · · · , λn by the

eigenvalues of A with the order λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn. Fix ǫ > 0. Suppose that the

parameter a in the matrix A satisfies the following quadratic growth condition

(B.1) a ≥ 1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai |2 +
n−1∑

i=1

[di + (n − 2)|di |] + (n − 2)ǫ.

Then for any λα (1 ≤ α ≤ n− 1) there exists diα with index 1 ≤ iα ≤ n− 1 such that

(B.2) |λα − diα | < ǫ,

(B.3) 0 ≤ λn − a < (n − 1)ǫ + |
n−1∑

α=1

(dα − diα )|.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume
∑n−1

i=1 |ai |2 > 0 and n ≥ 3 (otherwise

we are done). Note that in the assumption of the lemma the eigenvalues have the

order λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn. It is well known that, for a Hermitian matrix, any

diagonal element is less than or equals to the largest eigenvalue. In particular,

(B.4) λn ≥ a.

It suffices to prove (B.2), since (B.3) is a consequence of (B.2), (B.4) and

(B.5)

n∑

i=1

λi = tr(A) =

n−1∑

α=1

dα + a.

Let’s denote I = {1, 2, · · · , n − 1}. We divide the index set I into two subsets by

B = {α ∈ I : |λα − di| ≥ ǫ, ∀i ∈ I}

and G = I \ B = {α ∈ I : There exists an i ∈ I such that |λα − di| < ǫ}.
To complete the proof we need to prove G = I or equivalently B = ∅. It is easy

to see that for any α ∈ G, one has

(B.6) |λα| <
n−1∑

i=1

|di| + ǫ.

Fix α ∈ B, we are going to estimate λα. The eigenvalue λα satisfies

(B.7) (λα − a)

n−1∏

i=1

(λα − di) =

n−1∑

i=1

(|ai|2
∏

j,i

(λα − d j)).
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By the definition of B, for α ∈ B, one then has |λα − di| ≥ ǫ for i ∈ I. We derive

(B.8) |λα − a| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2

λα − di

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2

|λα − di|
≤ 1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2, if α ∈ B.

Hence, for α ∈ B, we obtain

(B.9) λα ≥ a − 1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2.

We shall use proof by contradiction to prove B = ∅. For a set S, we denote |S|
the cardinality of S. Assume B , ∅. Then |B| ≥ 1, and so |G| = n − 1 − |B| ≤ n − 2.

In the case G = ∅, one knows that

(B.10) tr(A) ≥ a + (n − 1)(a − 1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai |2) >

n−1∑

i=1

di + a = tr(A).

In the case G , ∅, we compute the trace of the matrix A as follows:

(B.11)

tr(A) = λn +
∑

α∈B
λα +

∑

α∈G
λα

≥ λn + |B|(a −
1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2) − |G|(
n−1∑

i=1

|di| + ǫ)

> 2a − 1

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai |2 − (n − 2)(

n−1∑

i=1

|di| + ǫ)

≥
n−1∑

i=1

di + a = tr(A),

where we use (B.1), (B.4), (B.6) and (B.9). Again, it is a contradiction. Thus B = ∅
as required.

�

We apply Lemma B.1 to prove Lemma 3.5 via a deformation argument.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Without loss of generality, we assume n ≥ 3,
∑n−1

i=1 |ai |2 > 0.

Fix a1, · · · , an−1, d1, · · · , dn−1. Denote λ1(a), · · · , λn(a) the eigenvalues of A with

λ1(a) ≤ · · · ≤ λn(a).

Clearly, the eigenvalues λi(a) are all continuous functions in a.

For simplicity, we write λi = λi(a). Fix ǫ > 0. Let I′α = (dα − ǫ
2n−3

, dα +
ǫ

2n−3
),

P′0 =
2n − 3

ǫ

n−1∑

i=1

|ai|2 + (n − 1)

n−1∑

i=1

|di | +
(n − 2)ǫ

2n − 3
.
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In what follows we assume a ≥ P′
0
. The connected components of

⋃n−1
α=1 I′α are as

in the following:

J1 =

j1⋃

α=1

I′α, J2 =

j2⋃

α= j1+1

I′α · · · , Ji =

ji⋃

α= ji−1+1

I′α, · · · , Jm =

n−1⋃

α= jm−1+1

I′α.

Moreover, Ji

⋂
Jk = ∅, for 1 ≤ i < k ≤ m. Let C̃ardk : [P′

0
,+∞) → N be the

function that counts the eigenvalues which lie in Jk. (Note that when the eigenval-

ues are not distinct, the function C̃ardk denotes the summation of all the algebraic

multiplicities of distinct eigenvalues which lie in Jk). This function measures the

number of the eigenvalues which lie in Jk. The crucial ingredient is that Lemma

B.1 yields the continuity of C̃ardi(a) for a ≥ P′
0
. More explicitly, by Lemma B.1

and λn ≥ a we conclude that, if a satisfies the quadratic growth condition (3.2) then

λn ∈ R \ (

n−1⋃

k=1

I′
k
) = R \ (

m⋃

i=1

Ji), and λα ∈
n−1⋃

i=1

I′i =
m⋃

i=1

Ji for 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1.

Hence, C̃ardi(a) is a continuous function in the variable a. So it is a constant.

Together with the line of the proof of [7, Lemma 1.2] we see that C̃ardi(a) =

ji − ji−1 for sufficiently large a. Here we denote j0 = 0 and jm = n − 1. The

constant of C̃ardi therefore follows that

C̃ardi(a) = ji − ji−1.

We thus know that the ( ji − ji−1) eigenvalues

λ ji−1+1, λ ji−1+2, · · · , λ ji

lie in the connected component Ji. Thus, for any ji−1 + 1 ≤ γ ≤ ji, we have I′γ ⊂ Ji

and λγ lies in the connected component Ji. Therefore,

|λγ − dγ | <
(2( ji − ji−1) − 1)ǫ

2n − 3
≤ ǫ.

Here we use the fact that dγ is midpoint of I′γ and every Ji ⊂ R is an open subset.

To be brief, if for fixed index 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 the eigenvalue λi(P
′
0
) lies in Jα

for some α, then Lemma B.1 implies that, for any a > P′
0
, the corresponding

eigenvalue λi(a) lies in the same interval Jα. The computation of C̃ardk can be

done by setting a→ +∞.

�
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