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FULLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS FOR SOME
PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEMS ON HERMITIAN
MANIFOLDS

RIRONG YUAN

AssTrRACT. 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, w) be a Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n > 2 with Kahler
form w = V-1 8i7dzi A dz;. Under the Chern connection V the curvature of w is
locally given by

Rijir = =070 + 8"0i813078 -
The Ricci curvature on Kéhler 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 Kéhler-
Einstein metric. Unlike the Kihler metric case, there are different Ricci curvatures
for non-Kihler metric
Rl(-;) = ¢"Riyr. Rg) = ¢'Ryz; Rl(-;) = ¢"Ry;, Rg) = g'Ry

ij ije Jil>

where {g"} = {gl-j}‘l. Following [39] we call, for k = 1,2, 3, 4,
Ric® = \/—1Rf§>dzi A dz;

the k-th Chern-Ricci form. The Chern-scalar curvature is given by R,, = tr(w™'Ric'V).
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-Kidhler 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!"?7 = aRic” + ARic? + yRic® + Ric™?).
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.10771v1

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, w) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold of non-
positive Chern-scalar curvature. In addition, we assume R, < —6 in M \ Ky for
some compact subset Ky and positive constant 8. Then there exists a unique maxi-
mal smooth complete metric & = e"w with Rg = —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 I' € R”, where I is an open, symmetric, convex
cone with vertex at origin, o' # 0, and I';, := {(1y, - ,4,) € R": VA, >0} C T
Following [7], I" is of type 1 if (0,---,0, 1) € dI'; 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) FAw (v + V=180u))) = ye ",

where Ay > 0is a constant, y is a smooth real (1, 1)-form, and il(cu_l (x+ V—l@gu)) =
(A1, -+, A,) denotes the n-tuple of eigenvalues of y + V—10du with respect to w.
In addition, f is supposed to satisfy the following basic assumptions:

(1.2) f>0inI, f=0ondrl,

(1.3) [t = f(1), YA T, >0, for some constant 0 < ¢ < 1.
When I’ is of type 1, we additionally assume that

(14) ;hl;.n f(ﬂla e 5/1}1—1’/1}’[ + t) = +OO, V/1 = (/11’ e 5/1}‘!) € r‘
We emphasize that throughout this paper the following condition is not required
0
(1.5) fi) = fr,() = %(/l) >0inl, VI <i<n.
i

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 = 0'11/ k, I=
I't, where o is the k-th elementary symmetric function, I'y is the k-th Garding
cone. In particular, when k& = n the equation (1.1) is the complex Monge-Ampere
equation, which is closely related the Kihler-Einstein metrics on closed Kihler

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
Aw™ (¢ + V=100u)) € T in M (= M U OM).

Here M stands for the interior of M, M denotes the boundary of M. Similarly, we
call u a pseudo-admissible function if

Aw (v + V=180u)) e T :=T U Ol in M.

Meanwhile, u is the maximal solution to (1.1), if # > 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 dM is ['-admissible for (1.1) if («y,- -+ ,ky-1) € [0,
where k1, - , K, are the eigenvalues of Levi form Ly, of boundary with respect
to w’ = wlr,, T, and J is the complex structure. Henceforth

T :={A" =1, -+, A=1) = (A1, -+ , 44—, R) € T 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-Ampere 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 o < supp f and 4 € I', we have lim f(z1) > 0.
[—+00

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 [dul < C(1 + sup [dul*)

om M

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-Ampere 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,T) satisfies (1.2) and (1.4). Let (M, w) be a compact
Hermitian manifold with smooth I -admissible boundary. In addition, we assume
that M carries a C*-smooth admissible function. Then for any ¢ € C*(OM) and
0 < ¢ € C*(M), there is a unique admissible solution to (1.1) with u = ¢ on OM.
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The case ', = R" ! is of interest since the boundary is automatically I'-
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 (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.
In addition to (1.2) and supy f = +oo, we assume T'o, = R\ Then for any
0 < ¢ € C®(M), the equation (1.1) possesses an admissible solution u € C®(M)

with lir?n u(z) = +oo. Moreover, u is minimal in the sense that u < w for any
70

admissible solution w with infinity boundary data.
Below we give some obstruction to indicate that in Theorem 1.7 the assumption
', = R"! cannot be dropped in general. To do this, we define the integer for T
k—entries (n—k)—entries

—— —
(1.8) kr:=max<k:(0,---,0, 1,---,1)el

in an attempt to connect admissible function to notion of g-plurisubharmonic func-
tion in several complex variables. The constant «r was introduced by [64, 65] to
measure how close the operator f can come to uniform ellipticity (Lemma 3.9).

Remafk 1.8 (Obstruc_tion). Let Qp, Qq,--- ,Q,, be smooth bounded domains in C"
with Q; cc Qg and Q; being pairwise disjoint, for all 1 < i < m. Pick
(@ w) = (Q\ (U203, V=1 ) dz; A dz).
Assume that the following problem (with I" being of type 1, thatis 0 < kr < n —2)
FA(NV=180u)) = ye™* in Q, u = +o0 on Q.

admits a C2-smooth admissible solution. Then u is a kp-plurisubharmonic exhaus-
tion function for Q. This yields that Q is Levi «r-pseudoconvex by Eastwood-Suria
[15] and Suria [47] (see Theorem 3.4 below), which contradicts to the shape of €.

Remark 1.9. The role of «- 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 g-plurisubharmonic function, Levi
g-pseudoconvexity, and g-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) FAW™ (¢ + V=188v))) = ye™? in M\ Ko, v e CA(M),

where K is a compact subset of M. This is a sufficient and necessary condition.
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Theorem 1.10. Let (M, w) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold. Sup-
pose, in addition to (1.2) and supy f = +oo, that I', = R™!. Given a prescribed
function 0 < ¢ € C*(M) satisfying (1.9), there is a unique maximal smooth admis-
sible solution u to (1.1) with u > v — Co in M for some constant Cy.

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 fQA=aRic) = ¢, Ao 'Ricl) eT, @ = e"w.

The results are stated as follows.
Theorem 2.1. Suppose (f,T) satisfies (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). Assume that (M, w) is
a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth I -admissible boundary and suppose
a C? conformal metric w satisfying A(—w‘lRicg)) € I'. Then for any smooth metric

h on M which is conformal to the restriction of w to OM and 0 < € C*(M),
there exists a unique smooth metric & = e"w satisfying (2.1) and d)| om =1

Furthermore, we can construct complete metrics when I' is of type 2. (The ob-
struction in Remark 1.8 indicates that such an assumption is generally necessary).

Theorem 2.2. Let (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.
In addition to (1.2) and (1.3), we assume T, = R"™!. For any 0 < y € C*(M), the
interior M admits a smooth complete metric & = e"w satisfying (2.1).

When (M, w) is complete and noncompact, we solve (2.1) under the asymptotic
condition at infinity: There is a compact set Ky and a positive constant A such that

(2.2) FA(-w 'Ric))) > Ay in M\ K.
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose, in addition to (1.2), (1.3) and T = R""!, that (M, w) is a
complete noncompact Hermitian manifold with pseudo-admissible metric subject
to (2.2) for some 0 < € 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
FAw " (V=180u — n~'Ricly)) = yeslogn

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. O

2.2. Geometric conclusions related to Problem 1.3. Below we focus on Problem
1.3 by finding the metric ® = e"w with

(2.3) fAO RPN =y, B> 0, A(—w 'Ric™P) eT.
Under the assumption (1.3), the equation (2.3) reads as follows:
24)  fAw (Auw + B (na +2y) V=188u — p~'RicSP7))) = yest 2P,
where Au = tr(w™! «/—_mﬁu), according to the formula (see e.g. [27])
—Ricf;’ﬁ 7 = BAuw + (na + 2y) V=-100u - Ricff’ﬂ .
Given an admissible subsolution, the Dirichlet problem was solved by [27] when
(2.5) B+na+2y>0, >0, na+2y #0,

under which the equation becomes uniformly elliptic. Nevertheless, such uniform
ellipticity possibly breaks down in the case

(2.6) B+na+2y=0, g>0.
This includes among others the (n — 1) Monge-Ampere equation
2.7) (Auw — V—188u — B\ Ric By = gt .

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 I', as in [66] we define

(2.8) 1,---,1,1—pr)edl.

It is easy to see 1 < or < n. In addition, or, = % In particular, or = 1 & I’ =T,
andgp:n oI'=TI].
In Proposition 4.2 we prove that (2.4) is uniformly elliptic under the assumption

(2.9 orf+na+2y>0,8>0, na+2y #0.
This condition is in effect sharp. As a result, we obtain

Theorem 2.4. Let (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.
Suppose (1.2) and (1.3) hold. For any (a,8,y) obeying (2.9) and 0 < € C*(M),
the interior M admits a smooth complete conformal metric @ 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, w) is a complete
noncompact Hermitian manifold with pseudo-admissible metric subject to

(2.10) FAw " RICTPYY > Ay in M\ K,

for some 0 < € C™(M) and positive constant A. 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) orB+na+2y=0, B>0.

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

(2.12) tligrn fA+1et,---, 1,1 =por)) = 400, YA =(Ay,---,4,) €T,
n—1

(2.13) Zkif—gr(Kl,--- ko1, 0)+ (1, , 1,1 —or) € Tin M, fort > 1,
i=1

where and hereafter 1 := (1,---,1) € R". In particular, when I" = T', we verify that

e (2.11) reduces to (2.6), and then (2.4) reads an (n — 1)-type equation.
o (2.12) allows f = (o7p/o)"/ "™ with0 <k <n - 2.
e (2.13) holds if and only if k1 + - - - + k-1 > 0.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose I' # 'y and (f,T) satisfies (1.2), (1.3), (2.12). Let (M, w)
be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary satisfying (2.13). Given
(a,B,y) obeying (2.11), assume /l(—w_lRicf,fY’B’w) € I'in M. Then for any smooth
metric h on OM which is conformal to the restriction of w to M, and 0 < ¢ €
C™(M), there is a unique smooth metric & = e"w satisfying (2.3) and G)| oy =

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.

O

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, o(z) denotes the distance from z to dM, and f satisfies
the natural condition sup,r f° < supr f, where sup,p f = sup, cor limsup,_, , f(A).
In computation we use derivatives with respect to the Chern connection V of w,

9

and write 0; = i_, 0;==,V;=V,4,V-=V,.Fora smooth function v,
0z; 07 0z; ! 0z;

3.1) vi i= O, v; 1= 0, vij 1= 0,0, vij 1= 00 — Ty,

- - L
vi}k = akvij - Fkivlj, <., ete,

k ; 0 _1k_0
where [, are the Christoffel symbols defined by V 29 = Lo

For simplicity, we denote
Ylul = ¥z, u), A(Q) = ﬂ(w‘lﬂ) for real (1, 1)-form Q.
7 ={1el: fQ =0}, T ={1eTl: fA) >0}

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 M 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}l’gk, among which py,--- , p,, are all the critical points being in M. Pick
q1,"** »qm € X \ M but not the critical point of w. By homogeneity lemma (see

[41]), one can find a diffeomorphism 4 : X — X, which is smoothly isotopic to
the identity, such that i(p;) = ¢; for 1 < i < m, and moreover h(p;) = p; for
m+1<i<m+k Thenv=wo h‘1| - is the desired function.

M
m}

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

Definition 3.2. An open set Q ¢ C" is called Levi g-pseudoconvex if at any x € 9Q
the Levi form L, has at most g-negative eigenvalues on the holomorphhic tangent
space Ty,90 N JT 0.

Definition 3.3. A C 2 function & : Q — R is called a g-plurisubharmonic function
if V—100h has at least n — g positive eigenvalues for all z in Q.

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

Theorem 3.4 ([15, 47]). Let Q c C" be a C*-smoothly bounded domain. Then
Q is Levi-q pseudoconvex if and only if it admits a C*-smooth g-plurisubharmonic
exhausion function.

For more results on g-pseudoconvexity, g-complete and g-plurisubharmonic func-
tion, please refer to the monograph [43]. Also, we refer to [10, 42] for some results
relating Riccei 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 X n Hermitian matrix

d; ai
dy az
dp-1 Qn-1
a a; -+ dp- a
withd,,--- ,d,-1,a1,- -+ ,a,-1 fixed, and with a variable. Denote the eigenvalues

of Aby A= (A1, ,A,). Let € > 0 be a fixed constant. Suppose that

2n -3 5 S, (-2
a> Dl + (e =1) ) Idil + :
i=1 i=1

€ 2n -3

Then the eigenvalues (possibly with a proper permutation) behave like
dy,—€ <Ay <d,+e6, Y1 <a<n-1,
a<A,<a+m-1le

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

(3.2) F@) < FQ)+ 3 fil) (i = ). YA, p €.
i=1

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 T, then (1.5) holds.

Proof. Suppose A1 < --- < A,. Then fi(1) > --- > f,(1). In view of the concavity
and unbound of f, by setting ¢ > 1 we know
f(ﬂla"' aﬂn—l;/ln + t) _f(ﬂ) > 0.

Ja() 2

Next, we present another useful lemma.
Lemma 3.7 ([62, 65]). If f satisfies (1.6), then 3\, fi(D)u; >0, VA, p €T

Proof. Leto = f() and Df = (f1,---, fn). By (1.6), tu € T'? for ¢ large. Since I'”
is convex, Df(A)-(tu—A) > 0. So Df(1)-A > 0 (setting u = A) and so Df(d)-u > 0.
O

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 I, if f satisfies

(i) fil) 20, VI <i<n, X, fi(d)>0,VaeTl.

(ii) There is a uniform constant ¥ such that for A € I' with fi(1) > --- > f,(A),

n
(3.3) =8 fi()>0, Y1 <i<m
j=1
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 = o-,i/ K,

Lemma 3.9 ([64, 65]). Suppose (1.6) holds. Then for any A € T with Ay < --- < A,
we have

(1) i) =20, VI <i<n 32, fi(d) >0.
2) fi() = nirfi(d) = Ir Z’}zl fi(D), Y1 <i <1 +«r.
Here kr is given in (1.8), and
1/7’!, I'= rna
(3.4) Ir = sup S VI S—— N

n KT B
! =,
(—a/l,w,—QT,QT+1,~-~,an)EF, a;>0 Z“1:'<r+1 ! Z,=2 !

Moreover, the assertion of (kr + 1)-uniform ellipticity is sharp.
Remark 3.10. If I' =T’y then by (3.4) fi(1) = o(A) =--- = fL(AD) inT.
It is notable that f is of uniform ellipticity when I is of type 2 and vice versa.

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

(1) T =R™L

(2) kr =n—1. That is, T is of type 2.

(3) There exists a uniform constant 8 such that

n

(3.5) A0 fi()>0inT, ¥Vl <i<n,
j=1

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

Lemma 3.12 ([65]). In the presence of (1.6), (3.5) and supy f = +oo, f satisfies
the unbounded condition (1.4).

Finally, we verify (1.6) in certain case.
Lemma 3.13 ([65]). Suppose supy f = +o0 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) FQy + Auw — 0 V=130u)) = ylul, 0 # 0,
and the relation to

(4.2) FQw + V=100u)) = Y[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 or be as defined in (2.8).

4.1.1. Equation (4.1) has the form (4~L2~). Fix (f,I'). Given o with o < or, 0 # 0
(0 < nifI' =T), we can construct (f,I") as follows:

1
©

(43) f‘:{(/ll""aﬁn):/li: [Z/’l}_(n_g):ul 5 (ﬂl""aﬂn)er}'
j=1

Note that for any A € I there is a unique u € I such that A; = é (Z;le uj—(n— Q),u,-) .
Define f : I — R by
4.4) F) = f@.

"l:his shows that (4.1) (with o < or) has the form (4.2). One can sirnpNIy verify that
£ is concave in I". Furthermore, if (f,T) satisfies (1.6) then so does (f,T).

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

Proposition 4.1. Suppose as before, I" is an open symmetric convex cone with
vertex at origin, and with 9I' # 0, I # I';, I',, C I'. Pick a constant o with n — oy <
o < n. Let P be a linear map from R” to R” which is defined as follows:

1 - -
P(1) = H(Z 4,1 - o).
=1

Take I' := P(I'). Then I is an open, symmetric, convex cone with vertex at origin,
I,crcrly, o<or.

Proof. Since T’ #T',0 <n — of < o0 < n and the linear map P is well-defined and
invertible. Moreover, I' is an open, convex, symmetric cone with vertex at origin.
Fix A € T, we take u = P(1). By Z;Llﬂj = Z;le Aj, we know I' C I'y. The

remaining step is to prove I', C I'. Since n—pp < o, weknow (1,--- ,1,1-n+p) € F,
which implies (0,---,0,1) € . This means ', C T. Since (0,---,0,1) € [, we get

(1,---,1,1=p) €T. Thus o < or.
]
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Consequently, I has the form (4.3). In other words, for any cone [ (with[ #T7))
as in Proposition 4.1, there is an open symmetric convex cone I with vertex at
origin and a constant ¢ of 0 < n — o < 0 < or, such that

. 1<
= {(/ll’ ’/ln) : /li = E[Zﬂj_(n_g)ﬂl] fOI'(/Jl,"' a/’ln) EF}
j=1

As aresult, (4.2) can be rewritten in the form (4.1) (with 0 < n — o < 0 < or).
4.2. On the structure of (f,T"). We can prove by Lemma 3.11 that

Proposition 4.2. Suppose (f,I') satisfies (1.6). Then

o If o < or, 0 # 0, then (4.1) is uniformly elliptic at admissible solution u
with A(y + Auw — 0 V—=190u) € T.

o If o = or ' # I'1) 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 T, as in (4.3) we take T. Then

(1) fis of type 2 if and only if o < or, 0 # 0.
(2) Uis of type 1 if 0 = or-.

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 I" # [,.
This is in contrast with the (n — 1) Monge-Ampere 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 o < n, o # 0. Given (f,I') satisfying (1.6), as
in (4.3) and (4.4) we can define (f,I'). Then the following are equivalent:
*o<or _
e fis of fully uniform ellipticity in I". Namely,

af = Of - .
6/li(/l)29j=216/1j(/1)>01nr, Vi<i<n.

4.2.2. Ellipticity case. Assume o = or and I' # I';. Obviously, from the construc-
tion of (f,T’) we have

Lemma 4.6. Given (f,T') satisfying (1.6), we assume o = or (I # I'y). Let~ ( f ,T) be
as in (4.3) and (4.4). Suppose in addition that f obeys (2.12) in I'. Then f satisfies
the unbounded condition (1.4) inT.
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Together with Lemma 3.6 we can conclude that

Propgsi}ion 4.7. Suppose o = or (I' # FL) and that (f,T) s%tisﬁes (1.6) and (2.12).
Let (f,I') be as in (4.3) and (4.4). Then f satisfies (1.5) in I". That is

af 5
— ) >0,V¥Yael,Vl<i<n.
(9/1,-()> i<n

4.3. Further remarks on I',,-admissible boundary. Let I be as in (4.3). We can
check that

Lemma 4.8. M is T'w-admissible (i.e., (ki ,kn-1) € ['so) if and only if
n—1
(4.5) Dokl = ki, ka1, 0) 4 1(1, -+, 1,1 = @) €T fort > 1.
i=1
Corollary 4.9. If o < or, 0 # 0, then any smooth boundary is I'w,-admissible. On
the other hand, when o = or the condition (4.5) coincides with (2.13).

5. CONSTRUCT ADMISSIBLE FUNCTIONS VIA MORSE FUNCTIONS

Lemma 5.1. Let (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.
Then there is a smooth admissible function w subject to A(y + V-100w) € T in M,
provided that T is of type 2, i.e., Too = R*1

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we have a smooth function v with v > 1 and dv # 0 on M.
Let w = ¢”. Note that A(V=18v A dv) = [9v[*(0,--- ,0, 1) and

(5.1) X + V=180w = y + 1" (N=188v + t V=1v A 9v).

Since ', = R, A( V=18dv + tV=10v A 5\/) e I for t > 1. Together with the

openness of I', w is an admissible function when 7 > 1.
O

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.10, there exists a C*-admissible
function u satisfying

(5.2) QA + V=180u)) > Ajye™™ in M

for some constant A > 0. Moreover, u > v — Cy 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 K be the compact subset as in (1.9). From (1.2), the pseudo-
admissible assumption and the positivity of ¢, we know A(y) € I'in M \ K.

Pick compact submanifolds M;, M, of complex dimension n and with smooth
boundary and with Ky cC M| cc M,. Choose a cutoff function satisfying

{eC(My), 0<¢<land{, =1.
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By Lemma 3.1, we take a smooth function v with dv # 0 and v < 0 on M,. From
S.1),fort>1,w= '~ is an admissible function on M,. Take U= N where

. v—1 iftxe M,
-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) Fw™ (v + V=100u))) = w(z, ).

Throughout this section, and Sections 7 as well as 9, we suppose that (M, w) is
a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.

In this section we consider the equation (6.1) prescribing boundary value data
(6.2) u =@ ondM.
Furthermore, we assume that y(z, f) is a smooth function on M x R with

(6.3) zlgﬂf;l Y(z, 1) > S:)lrp f, YVt eR.

Theorem 6.1. Let (M,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth T -
admissible boundary. In addition to (1.4) and (1.6), we assume that y(z,t) is a
smooth function on M X R subject to (6.3) and

(6.4) Uiz, 1) = % >0, Y(z,f) € M xR,
(6.5) Jim gz, = inf £, ¥z € M.

Suppose in addition that there is a C*> admissible function w. Then for any ¢ €
C*(OM), there is a unique smooth admissible function satisfying (6.1) and (6.2).

When I', = R""! 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 OM € C*. It is a fully nonlinear analogue of existence theory for
Poisson’s equation and Liouville’s equation.

Theorem 6.2. Let (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth bound-
ary. Suppose T, = R*1, supp f = +oo and that (f,I') satisfies (1.6). Assume in
addition that y(z, t) satisfies (6.3) and ¥(z,t) > 0. Then for any ¢ € C*(OM), the
Dirichlet problem (6.1) and (6.2) has a unique smooth admissible solution.

As a special case, we obtain

Theorem 6.3. Suppose I's, = R™™1, supp f = +oo and that (f,I') satisfies (1.2).
Then for any smooth positive function  in M and ¢ € C*(OM), the equation (1.1)
possesses a unique smooth admissible solution with u = ¢ on M.



FULLY NONLINEAR EQUATIONS AND PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEMS 15

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 |85u| <C.
M

Let i be the solution to
(6.7) A +tr(wy) =0in M, &t = ¢ on M.
The existence and regularity of & can be found in standard textbooks; see e.g. [21].
The maximum principle yields
(6.8) u<iooin M, u=1i = ondM.

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

(6.9) u>uin Ms, u= ¢ ondM
for some ¢ > 0, where
(6.10) Ms :={ze M :o(z) <0}
Lemma 6.4. Any admissible solution u satisfying (6.9) shall obey
(6.11) supu < C, sup|du| < C.
M oM

Moreover, if replacing local condition (6.9) by a global version
(6.12) u>uin M, u= ¢ on oM,
then we have zero order and boundary gradient estimates
(6.13) sup |u| + sup |0u| < C.

M oM

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 [00u| < C(1 + sup |0ul®),
oM M
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) N C*(M) 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 C>-smooth
admissible function w. Then for any admissible solution u € C*(M) N C*(M) to
equation (6.1), there is a uniform constant C such that

sup |(95u| < C( +sup |(9u|2 + sup Iagul).
M M oM
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The above two propositions together give
sup [00u| < C(1 + sup [duf?).
M M
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 I'.,-admissible boundary.

6.2.1. C%-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
Sfunction w. Let u € C%(M) be an admissible solution to (6.1)-(6.2), then

inf(u = w) > min Jinf(o — w). A, - ,
inf(u — w) > min {g}w (p-w), Ay s;llpm}

where A} is a constant with supy(z, A1) < iIIll/If f(Ay + V —155@).
zEM

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

tion to dM, and «i,--- ,k,—1 are the eigenvalues of Levi form Lyy,. Under the
assumption (ki, -+ ,k,—1) € I'es, We may use o to construct local barriers, thereby
confirming (6.9). Fix k > 1. Similar to the Riemannian case (see e.g. [23]) we take
52

6.14 w(z) = 2log ——.
1 © 5+ ko)

The straightforward computation gives the following:

— 2k k - —
0ow = 0o A 0o — 000 | .
02 + ko \6? + ko
Note that |0o| = % on M, and %ﬁ = #Z/k > #&2 on Ms. Together with

Lemma 3.5, we can take 0 < 6 < 1 such that w is smooth in M5 and
kV-1
((52 + ko
Here is the only place to use the I',-admissible assumption on the boundary.

By Lemma 3.13, f obeys (1.6). Using lemma 3.7, we can derive f(A1+u) > f(1)
for A, u € I'. Notice w < 0. Take 0 < 6; < 1, we conclude

— — — 1 -
do A do — \/—_16(90'] eland A (X + \/—_lﬁago + T\/_aﬁw] e 'in Ms.

6.15)  f(A0¢ + V=13d(w + ¢))) 2 fu(gaéw)) > Y(z,w + @) in Ms,.

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

0y + k

Consequently, the comparison principle yields that

62
(6.17) u2w+¢=2logm+<p0nM5,6:min{51,62}.

(6.16) i}‘l/[f(u — ) >2log



FULLY NONLINEAR EQUATIONS AND PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEMS 17

Sou = w + ¢ 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 (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth bound-
ary. Suppose T'o = R""!, supp- f = +co and that (f,T) satisfies (1.6). Assume
@ € C*(OM) and Y(z, t) is a smooth function satisfying (6.3) and ¢,(z,¢) > 0. Let
u € C*(M) 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 < ii. Together with
Vu(z,u) > 0, we know there is a uniform constant C; such that

U(z,u) < Y(z, i) < Cy, Yz € M.

As in proof of Lemma 5.1, let w = ¢"”. Note A( V—lav/\gv) =1av*,---,0,1) eT.
Then w is admissible for # > 1. Using (5.1) and Lemma for # > 1 we get

FQ+ N=180w)) > (Al + V=150u)).
By the maximum principle, # has a uniform lower bound

inf(u — w) = inf(¢ — w).
(6.18) infu — w) = inf(p — w)
Hence (6.16). As in (6.14) we take w = 2log (sziﬁ' Similar to (6.15), we get

£ (A + V=18800 + 9))) > C1 = fQA + V=180u)) in Ms,.

Then we get (6.17), hence confirming (6.9). Combining with (6.18) we obtain
(6.13).
O

7. THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM WITH INFINITE BOUNDARY VALUE CONDITION, AND
COMPLETENESS OF CONFORMAL METRICS

When the right-hand side ¥(z, ¢) satisfies exponential growth in 7 at infinity, we
can solve the Dirichlet problem with infinity boundary data.

Theorem 7.1. Let (M, w) be a compact Hermitian manifold with smooth boundary.
In addition to T, = R"™™, supr [ = +oo, we assume f satisfies (1.6). Let y(z,t) be
a smooth function satisfying (6.3) and Y,(z,t) > 0. Suppose in addition that

(7.1) Wz, 1) > h()e'?', Yz e M, ¥t >T

for some T > 0 and positive valued continuous functions h, | € CO(M). There is
an admissible function u € C*(M) satisfying (6.1) and liranMu(z) = 4o00. Moreover,
7>

u is minimal in the sense that u < w for any admissible solution w with infinity
boundary value.

When ¥(z, ) = ¥(z)e™ 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
U(z, 1) = Y(z)es’. Here g is as in (1.3). Then e"w is complete.

7.1. Lemmas. To fix the notation, Vﬁu denotes the real Hessian of u under Levi-
Civita connection of (M, g) (a Riemmannian manifold of real dimension 2n). Let
Agu = tr(g‘lVgu). 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, w) be a Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n. Let T
be the torsion 1-form with dw"™" = """ A 7. For any u € C*(M), we have

2Au = Agu — {du, 7).

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 (X, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold of real
dimension m > 3 with smooth boundary 60X, X := X U 0X. 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(f) <supp fand Ay = n( 1 ﬁ(f))_l. Then
Zﬂi >n+Ap(f() - f(D)), VaeT.
i=1

7.2. Proof of Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. By Lemma 3.11, T, = R"~! implies that f
satisfies (3.5) in I'. According to Theorem 6.2, for any integer k > 1, the following
Dirichlet problem has a unique smooth admissible solution

(7.2) FA + V=180ugy)) = ¥(z, ug) in M, ugy = 2log k on M.

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

(7.3) Ugy < U1y in M, Yk > 1.

So u) 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 y, A and 7' such that

(7.4) Uz, 1) > ye, Yz e M, Yt > T).

Below we prove local C” bound from above. Applying Lemma 7.4 to Hermitian
manifold (M, w) (note that it is a manifold of real dimension 2n with Riemannian
metric g), there is it € C*(M) with

I a1, S - o
(75) EAgu + Tldulg - m =" in M, ZEBIIM M(Z) = +o00,

where S, is the Riemannian scalar curvature of g. That is, g = g is a complete
metric with Riemannian scalar curvature §; = —2(2n — 1). Together with Lemma
7.3, we may use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to verify the following key lemma.



FULLY NONLINEAR EQUATIONS AND PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEMS 19

Lemma 7.6. Let it be as in (7.5). There exists a uniform constant A such that

Ai<eé"+Ain M, lim i(z) = +0.
(7.6) n<e in . —%HM it(z) )

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.7. Let it be as in (7.5). Let A, T be as in (7.4). There is a uniform
constant C, depending on inf, &t and other known data but not on & such that

i+ C, T it —infy i

Uy < max{

Proof. Fix k. By Lemma 7.5, we get
Augy = Ay (d/[u(k)] - f(f)) +n—tr(w y).

We know that Auy — it attains its maximum at some interior point xp, where Aii >
AAuyy. We assume ui(xo) > T (otherwise we are done). Then at xo we have
Yluwl > yeltw by (7.4), hence

(7.7) Augy > Ag (ye® = f(D)) +n - e ).
Combining (7.7) and (7.6), we have
AA pye =i <1 4 sup [e7 (A + Adpfd) + At ™ ).

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
= li M.
(7.8) wz) = lim up(2), ¥z €

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| oy = TO0

O

Proof of Theorem 7.2. Note that in Theorem 7.2, f satisfies (1.3) and y(z,u) =
Y(z)et. In (6.14) and (7.2), we take w = 2 log 56_2 ¢ = 2logk. That is

24ko?
FAQ + V=180ugy)) = yes"® in M, ugy = 2logk on dM.

Let u be the limit as we defined in (7.8). Using Lemma 3.7 and (0,--- ,0,1) € T,
we can establish an inequality similar to (6.15). Notice by (7.3) that uy) has a
common lower bound for all £k > 1. Therefore, by comparison principle shows that
there is a uniform constant ¢ such that

2

ko
M(k)(Z) > 210g 62+—k0'(z) on M§, Vk > 1.

Thus u > -2logo — Cy for some constant Cy near boundary, which yields the

completeness of the metric e“w.
O
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8. EQUATION S 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, w) be a complete noncompact Hermitian manifold. Let
W(z, 1) be a smooth function on M x R. Assume, in addition to T = R"71, supr f =
+oo, that f satisfies (1.6) in I'. Suppose Y (z, 1) satisfies (6.3), (7.1) and y(z,t) = 0.
Assume in addition that there is an admissible function u € C 2(M) such that

@.1) fQ + N=100w) = y(z,1) in M\ Ko

where Ky 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, w) is complete noncompact, in assumption (7.1) M shall
be replaced by M.

Proof. Fix an exhausting sequence {M;}°] by complex submanifolds of com-
plex dimension n with smooth boundary such that M = U7 M, M, = M, U
OMy, My CcC My,,. For any integer k > 1 we denote u® the admissible solution to

FQAl + V=100u®y) = y(z, u®) in M,, 1% uP(z) = +oo.
7> k

Moreover, u® € C*(My). The existence and regularity follow from Theorem 7.1.
By the maximum principle, we deduce that

u® > 4 &V in M,
On the other hand, using the maximum principle again,
u® > yin M.
Let’s take # = lim «®. Such a limit exists and u > u. In addition, u € C*(M)

k—+00 -

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.

O

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 pg € OM and let M; be as in (6.10). We choose local coordinates

(91) (Zla“' aZn), i = -xi+ '_1)’1'

centered at pg in a neighborhood which we assume to be contained in My such that
at po (z = 0), g;5(0) = 6;; and a% is the interior normal to M. Denote

(9.2) Qs ={zeM: |zl < }.

Throughout this section the Greek letters @, run from 1 ton — 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 € C*(M) to (6.1)-(6.2), there is a uniform positive constant C such that

n—1

9.3) 8na(po) < C [1 ) |gaﬁ(p0)|2} for po € IM.

a=1

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) N C*(M) to Dirichlet problem (6.1)-(6.2), there is a uniform positive
constant C depending on |u|co(z) and other known data under control, such that

(9.4) |87 (Po)l < C(1 + sup |du|) for pg € OM.
M

9.1. Preliminaries. Denote F(y+ V—180u) := f(A(xy+ V—10u)). The linearized
operator of (6.1) at u, say L, is locally given by
Lyv=F Vi3
where Fi/ = %FT?, 9;7 = Xij + u;;. Moreover, we denote A4 = A(g) and
87 =Xij t U5 A= AQ).

We have standard identities F%/ ;7 = 2y filtD A, F ijgi; =y, fiQ.

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 Ry, € such that if |1| > Ry then
we either have

F(g: —0i7) 2 eFYg;5
or
FU > g(FPg,q)g".
Let u be the local admissible function near boundary as in (6.9). Then
9.5) Ugp(0) = 1,5(0) + (u = 1)y, (0)7,5(0).
Also this gives the bound of second estimates for pure tangential derivatives
9.6) lugz(0)] < C.
9.2. Double normal derivative case. We assume that I"is of type 1. Then ' is a

symmetric convex cone as noted in [7]. (For the type 2 case, see Proposition 9.5).
At po (z = 0), by (9.5) we have

9.7) 9op = (1 = t)gaﬁ + {tgaB + (U — Wy, 05}
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For simplicity, we denote
9.8) A= V-1 8,5" (U — Wy, 0oz |dza N dzp.

Clearly, from (9.7) (A1)op = 845 Let 1y be the first t as we decrease t from 1 such
that

9.9 Aw (Ay) € Ol .
Henceforth, 4,/ (x") denotes the eigenvalues of y” with respect to 0’ = V—1g,3dza A

dzg. Such 1 exists, since A,/(A1) € I's and A,/ (A;) € R™1\ Ty, fort < —1. Fur-
thermore, for a uniform positive constant 7)) under control,

(9.10) —To <t < 1.
Let
9.11) A= 20(g,5)-

Since u is admissible, there is g9 > 0 small such that
(9.12) A-glel.

By the unbounded condition (1.4) there is a uniform positive constant R depending
on (1 —1))7", supgy Ylul, €0 and A" such that

(9.13) £ = 1)) = €0/2). - (1= 1), — €0/2). R1) = ylul,

and (2] —&o,-++, A, — €, (1 1)) 'R)) €T.

Following the idea from [7] (refined by [37] in complex variables), for such 7
one can prove that

Lemma 9.4. There is a uniform positive constant C depending on |ulco . [0ulcoap,
infys Ylul, OM up to third derivatives and other known data, such that

-1 '<cC.

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

903  San
A(R) = (% :
0 (gnﬁ R )

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

9.14) AR)=A'(R)+ A" (R)
where
(I =10)g ~— 8—05a,8) Qi (A)op + U-to)eg o 0
A'(R) = —ap 4 A”(R) = fo/ap ) af )
" 93 R/2) (&) 0 R/2
We denote

(9.15) Ay (A) =4 = (), ).
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One can see that there is a uniform constant Cy > 0 depending on [fy|, sup,,, [0u|
and other known data, such that [1'| < Cy, that is A’ is contained in a compact
subset of ix,, i.e.,

AV eK: =l ely: || <Co).
Thus there is a uniform positive constant R, depending on ((1 — f0)€0)~", K and
other known data, such that

(9.16) AA”(R) €T, VR > R,.
Let’s pick € = % in Lemma 3.5, then as in [62] we set
_8@n-3) ) ,
Re= o Z 9aal” +2(n = D(1 = 19) Z 1)
-1 1 -1
+ n(n )(2 0)€0 + 2R + 2R,

where &g, R; and R, are the constants as we fixed in (9.13) and (9.16).
According to Lemma 3.5, the eigenvalues A(A’(R.)) of A’(R.) shall behave like

Ao(A'R) = (1 = 1), - ‘9—20), l<a<n-1,
(A (R)) = Re/2 — (n = 1)(1 = to)e0/4.

In particular, A(A’(R.)) € I'. So A(A(R.)) € I'. Together with (3.2), Lemma 3.7
yields that

(9.18) FQAR,))) = fAA(R))).
From (9.13), (9.17) and (9.18), we deduce g, < R..

9.17)

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

n—1

9.19) Gua(p) < C[l + Z Igaﬁ(p)l], Yp e oM.

a=1

Proof. Fix py € 0M. We assume g,,(pg) > 1. From (3.5), F"* > GFijg,-;. Let
Csupy[u) be the positive constant with

(9.20) F(Cupypal) = sup Yl (2).

The concavity yields 0 > F ij (87 = Csupy10ij)- Together with (9.6), we get (9.19).
O

9.2.2. Proof of Lemma 9.4. We follow closely [37]. We assume that I" is of type
1. Then I'y, is a symmetric convex cone as noted by [7]. (The case of type 2 cone
is much more simpler since I'n, = R"~!). The proof presented below is a slight
modification of that in [62].

Let &2 and u be as in (6.7) and (6.9), respectively. Let A’ and A’ be as in (9.11)
and (9.15), respectively. For simplicity, we denote

n=(u—u)y0)
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We assume 77 > 0 (otherwise we are done). Without loss of generality, we assume

1 ~ -
t0>§and/l'1§---$/l;l_l.

It was proved in [7, Lemma 6.1] that for 2’ € 9T, there is a supporting plane for
I'e and one can choose p; with gy > -+ > -1 > 0 so that

n—1 n—1 n—1
9.21) T C {/1’ eR™: Y A, > 0}, Dta=1, ) padl, =0.
a=1 a=1 a=1
Note that as in (9.12), 1 — g0l € T. Then (A} — &0, , A _| —&o) € ', and so
n—1
(9.22) Hodl, = &9 > 0.
a=1

n—1 n—1
(9.23) D Hag, = D Hadl, = 2.
a=1 a=

Without loss of generality, we assume (Ay,),5 = togaﬁ + 10,5 1s diagonal at po.
From (9.21) one has at the origin

n—1 n—1 n—1
&

9.24) 0=10) Holl,, +71) HaCus > 5 +1 ) HaCu.
a=1 a=1 a=1

Together with (6.11) and 1 = (« — u)y, (0), we see at the origin (z = 0)
n—1 &0

(9.25) — ) UgTqg = — =:a; > 0.
; aer = Dy supyy VG —w)|

On Qs = M N Bs(0), we take

(9.26) d(2) = o (2) + 7l

where 7 is a positive constant to be determined. Let

9.27) w(2) = u(2) + /10)0(2) + IR0 (z) + Ad(2)?,

where I(z) = X (lizi + Liz), ; €C, [; = [, to be chosen as in (9.32) below, and A
is a positive constant to be determined. Furthermore,

(9.28) u(z) — w(z) = —A7%Z* on OM N Q.
When A > 1, on M N 0Bs(0) we see

At
929)  u(z) - w(z) < —ATS + tﬂ ~2nsup |li6)o(z) — ATt < ~ 222
0 i

Let T1(z), -, T,—1(z) be an orthonormal basis for holomorphic tangent space
of level hypersurface {w : d(w) = d(z)} at z, so that foreach 1 <@ <n-1, T, is of
C! class and T,(0) = %. Such a basis exists and the holomorphic tangent space
can be characterized as {g = fi% S+ T)E = 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), - ,T,-1(z) be as above, and let T,, = %. For a real
(1, D)-form © = V—l@ijdzi A dZj, we denote by Aw™'O®) = (1(®), -+, 1,(0)) the

eigenvalues of ® with 11(®) < -+ < 4,(0). Then for any uy > -+ > Uy,
n n
D Hidi(©) € Y wO(T;, JT).
i=1 i=1

Letuy, -, u,—1 beasin (9.21), and we set u,, = 0. Let’s denote T, = ZZ:I Tga%.
For ® = V-10;5dz; A dzj, we define
n—1

Ay(©) := Z 1T TLOs.
a=1
Lemma 9.7. Let w be as in (9.27). There are parameters 1, A, l;, 6 depending only
on |ulcopry, 1Vulco@ry 12y, OM up to third derivatives and other known data,
such that
A(glw]) < 0in Qs5, u < w on 0Qs.

Proof. By direct computation

n-1 n—1
P ]’] P
AuabwD) = 3 paTETH0G + s+ ) + 24d(2) ) pa T3 T
a=1 0 a=1
n—1 o
+ Z yaT(‘,chl(l(z)(rij + l,-o-; + O’ilj).
a=1

Here we use T,,d = 0 for 1 < a < n — 1. Next, we will estimate A,(g[w]) in Q5.
e At the origin (z = 0), T} = 64,

S
[

n—1
N 77 1
HaT o Talxiy + 5+ 2-0)(0) = ;uamm)m = 0.

S
Il
—_

So there are complex constants k; such that
n—1 ) n n
D HaTo ity + g+ 0@ = ) (kizi + iz + OGP
a=1 1

i=

e Note that

n—1 n—1 n—1
930) D HTiTID) = D #aToTUO0) + 02 = ) Hadaidj + O,
a=1 a=1 a=1

n—1 n—1
(9.31) D HaTad(D) = ) Ha0aa(0) + O().
a=1 a=1



26 RIRONG YUAN

Combining with (9.25), one can pick 9, T sufficiently small such that

ZM’ Tld; Zua(m(z)wnz}ua (1374 - TiT0) d;

< —a;+7+0(7) < _Zl'

Consequently,
n—1
24d(2) ) o} Thd; < ——d( ).
a=1
e From ! Tio; = —t YL, TLZ; we have
n—1 o n—1
3 iU + 0il) = =T 3 ptallaZe + laza) + OCP).
a=1 a=1

On the other hand, by (9.30),

n—1
12) ) paTiTiers; = 12) Zuaamm) + 0.
a=1

Thus
n—1 o n—1 o
D) Y paTiTaog+ ) paTiTallio; + o)
a=1 a=1

n—1 n—1
=12) ) 10705 (0) = T ) Ha(Zale + Zola) + O(2).
a=1 a=1

Putting these together,
n-1 n—1
Aﬂ(g[W]) < Z 2Re <z | ko — Tl + 1y Zﬂﬁaﬂﬁ(o)
a=1 =1

n—1
+ 2Re {zn [k,, + 1, Z ,UﬁO-ﬁB(O)]} - %d(z) +0(z%).

B=1

Letl, = ——% _ Forl <a<n-1, weset
" S Hpog(0) -

ke
St pogp(0) = Tea

(9.32) lo = -

From u, > 0 and (9.25), we see such /; (or equivalently the /(7)) are all well defined
and uniformly bounded. We thus complete the proof if 0 < 7,0 < 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| such that

|Q[W]|C0(Q5) < Ci .

Denote A[w] = A(g[w]) and assume A;[w] < --- < A,[w]. Together with Lemma
9.6, Lemma 9.7 implies

n—1

D" Hadalw] < 0in Q5.

a=1

So by (9.21) (A([w], -+ , Au—1[w]) ¢ T'w. In other words, A[w] € X, where
X:=R"'\T)N{1eR": A <C}}.

Consequently, X ACnfu vl = ¢ where TMfm ¥l = () e T f(A) = infy; Ylul} is the
closure of T™ Y141 Notice that X is a compact subset. So we can deduce that the
distance between T'™» Y14l and X has a uniform positive lower bound. Therefore,
there exists a positive constant ¢, such that

(9.33) ol + A[wl(z) g Tmvlel vz e Q.

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

2n
3
7@ =2+ Y aytity + O(tP).
ij=1
Thus one can choose a positive constant C” such that x, < C’|z|*> on M N Q5. As
a result, there is a positive constant C, depending only on dM and ¢ so that

xp, < Calz* on Q.

From (9.33) we can take /(z) = w(z) + €(|z]> — é—"z) for some € > 0, such that

(9.34) A[h)(z) ¢ T g7 e Q.

Moreover, from (9.28)-(9.29) we know u < h on 0€s. The maximum principle
(e.g. [7, Lemma B]) implies

u < hin Qg.
Notice u(0) = ¢(0) and h(0) = ¢(0), we have u,, (0) < hy (0). Thus

1 . _ 77C2
o< —de,(1—1) ' <1+ ==,
0= Ty o) e

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-Ampere
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 pg € dM. Under local coordinate (9.1) centered at py (z = 0), for conve-
nience

k-1 = Xk ok =Yk, 1 Sk <n—1; 11 = Yy, oy = Xp.
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We use notation as in (3.1). By direct calculations, one derives
N e NI
(uxk)j = I/ijxk + ijul, (u)’k)j = I/ljyk - —lrkjul,
T Y Sl b= A = A
(uxk)ij = uijxk + Fkiulj + ij”il’ (u)’k)ij = uij}'k + -1 (Fkiulj — ij”il) .
Let u be the local admissible function satisfying (6.9). We set
w= (g—u)—tO'—i-NO'2 in Q.

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

1 n
(9.35) oris smooth, 7 < |40l < 2. | Lol < Cs Z fin Qj,
i=1
N6 —1t<0, 2N6 — 1], 1} < ,
(9.36) <0, max({| |, 7} T6C.,
for some constant C > 0, where ¢ is the constant asserted in Lemma 9.3. Clearly,
(9.37) w < 01in Qg,
(9.38) Lw = F(g. - a7 + 2NFloioj + 2No = ).Lo in Q.

We define the tangential operator on the boundary

T:Vai —'ﬁVai_, for each fixed 1 < « < 2n,
g
[

where 7 = . One has 7(u — ¢) = 0 on M N Qs. By 77(0) = 0 one derives

Ml < C’|z) on Q. Since (1 — "D)L?M = 0 we obtain 7 (u — <p)|6M = 0. Together with
the boundary gradient estimate contained in (6.11), one has

(9.39) I(u — @), | < Clzl on IM N Qs, Y1 < a < 2n.

Denote b; = 1 + supy, |0ul?. Take
1
O =T (u— @) + —(uy, — @, )> inQy.
( ®) \/b_l( Vi ‘P)n) 3

Combining Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can prove

n n

(9.40) LD > ~Co ) fldil = Cobi ) fi= Coby in Q.
i=1 i=1

Here we use

1 - 1 1
2R(FI ), 7)< = F ), )+ € >l +C by Y
1 i=1 i=1

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

L{Z|<u—¢>T|2]z§Zﬁﬂ?—Ciﬂ @+Zﬁ+§ﬁui| .

T<n i#r
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From Lemma 3.7 we see 3, fid; > 0. Together with (3.2), we can prove that

n n
(9.41) 0< > fidi < Coupyii ),
i=1 i=1

where Cgup gy 18 as in (9.20). Combining Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

9.42 il £ ——= A7 +(C ul + 7, for e > 0.
( ) ;fl | 4\/b_12f ( supy, lul 6 ;f

i#r
On the other hand, there is a uniform positive constant «, depending on ¢ such that

n

(9.43) Z Q) > &y, for f(A) = o

i=1

One may construct in Qs the barrier function as follows:

—~ 1
¥ = A Vbiw = A \bile + As® + — " (- ).
Vbi &5

Putting the above inequalities together, we obtain

L‘T’ >A \/b_lFij(gi; - gij') +2A N \/b_lFijO'iO'j - (Ci + A3Co) \/b_l

n
— (A2 + A3Co + A1Co2NT = 1] + 4(C} + A3Co)?) Vb1 D f;

(9.44) -

n
- (Ci +(C) + A3C(D)Csupl//[u]) Z fi

i=1

Proposition 9.2 follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 9.8. There are constants Ay > Ay > A3 > 1, N> 1,0 <6 < 1 such
that ¥(0) = 0, ¥, <0, and

(9.45) LY > 0o0n Q.

Proof. Obviously, ‘T’(O) = 0. From (9.39) and (9.37), we see v 0905 <0ifA; >
Az > 1. Let € and Rj 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 |1| > Ry and

n
F”(glj - 97 = SZ F".
i=1

Note (9.36) implies C|2No — | < %8. Taking A; > 1 by (9.43) we get (9.45).
Case 2: Suppose that |1 > R and

n
(9.46) fize) fpVi<izn,
=1
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By (9.35), we have |0o| > zlt in Qg, then
ANeVb| <
(9.47) AN b Floor; > AiNe Vb > fion Q.
16 —

This term controls all the bad terms containing 7" | f; in (9.44). On the other hand,
Lu—u) 2 f(D) =z u)

and the bad term —(C| + A3Co) Vb from (9.44) can be dominated by combining
(9.47) and (9.43). Thus (9.45) holds if N > 1.
Case 3: Assume |1| < Ry. Then an inequality of the form (9.46) holds with a
possibly different constant £. Consequently, this gives back Case 2.
O

10. INTERIOR ESTIMATES FOR UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

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

Proposition 10.1. Let B, be a geodesic ball in (M, w). Suppose (1.6) and (3.5)
hold. Then for any admissible solution u € C*(B,) to (6.1) in B,, we have

sup(10ul® + |00u]) < C
B2

where C is a uniform constant depending only on 77!, ltlcos,y> Wlc2s,) and geo-
metric quantities on B,. Moreover, (1.6) can be removed when v, (z, ) > 0.

Remark 10.2. For the equation (4.1), such interior estimates were established in
[27] for o < 1 and further extended by [20] to the case o = 1 when f = o-}c/ k, k <n.
Together with Proposition 4.2, we are able to obtain interior estimates for general
equation (4.1) under the assumption o < or. 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 o = or.

10.1. Useful formula. Denote w = |0ul*> and Q = |00ul* + |0dul*. Under local
coordinates z = (z1, - - - , z,) around zo, with g;5(z0) = 6;;, we have

!
UG — Ugji = Tikulj, Wi = Ugly; + Uiz,

. e — P- - - . 7o P4
i —uini = Ripupi — Riqpttys + 2Re{T u50 ) + T3 T upg,

[ - - _ S N AP ./ B
Wij = Ukl + W Ui + URllGp + Uplt;se + Rijklukul Tikulj”k Tjk”il“k-

Lemma 10.3. We have
Fijwiw; <2wQ Z Fii;

and there exists C > 0 such that

L(w) > % Z F'—Cw Z FU— CIV | VW + 20w
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10.2. Interior gradient estimate. Let’s consider the quantity

mgy = max nlaulze¢,
M

where 7 is as in [30] a smooth function with compact support in B, C M satisfying

C i

_ . C
(10.1) 0<n<l, |, =1 10 <——, |00y < =
r r

B

I~

and we take ¢ = v, where v = u — infp, u + 2 and N > 1 so that

(10.2) NN + Dy V72 = N2y2N72 > N2y~ N2,
Suppose that my is attained at an interior point zg € B,. We choose local coordi-
nates (71, ..., Z,) such that 87 = 0ij at zo. As above we denote w = |0u|*. Without

loss of generality, we assume w(zp) > 1. From above, logn + logw + ¢ achieves a
maximum at 7y and thus,

(10.3) Ty Wi gi=0, T g0 vi<i<n,
now now
(10.4) L(logn + logw + ¢) < 0.

Combining (10.3) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we derive
1 .- 1
(10.5) — Fliww; < —<Finns + (1 + OF i
w2 Wi en? J J

As a result, combining Lemma 10.3 and let 8¢ < 6, we derive at z

60 - CIV.y|

(106)  Llogw>(3=-C) Y F- o= FUgidy = == 2
On the other hand

107 1+€FU _lFU C ZFﬁ

( . ) 67] 77177J 771] - Erzn ’

(10.8) Figig; = NN 2 Flys,

(10.9) Lo = NN + Dy 2 Fluu; = Nv N (g5 - xip).

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

v = 00 v . C - C
2 —-N-2 il il N-1 il il
OwN<y g F +ﬁ g F" < CNv E F +% E F +W_2wu.

We can use (9.43) to control the term —24,,. As a result, we derive interior gradient
estimate. Furtherrnore note that

9WN2 ZF” 0QZF”>HNV___1\/_ZF”

and there exists RO > ( such that for any A with |1] > Ry

S 4D - £
(10.10) 1] ;f,u) > > 0

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

tity
P :=sup max e gpq‘fp‘fq\[g gllgkjglgj/|g|

zeM T M
where ¢ is a function depending on z and |0u|. This is inspired by [54]. Assume
that it is achieved at an interior point py € M for some & € T;(’)OM . By [46, Lemma
2.9] we may choose local coordinates z = (z;, -+ ,2,) around pyg, such that at po,
g7 = 0ij, and
Tk = 2F 6ij/li and so Fij = 5ijﬁ'-
Asin [54], the maximum P is achieved for & = 9, at pg. Assume g;7 > 1; otherwise
we are done.

In what follows the computations are given at py. Similar to the computations
in [27] one has

(10.11) o11; + 6179: = 0, g177 + 9176; = 0,

lj’ qu

Fﬁg - -
(10.12) 02—+ Filgg = 4idy) + = Flgggm - ¢ 3
911 1 k>l
Combining the standard formula (10.1), we can derive

o117 = a7 + 2Re(T],017) — C Vo

where Q = |(95u|2 +00ul?, as defined above. Differentiating the equation (6.1) we
obtain

Fla =, + Y,
FUai1 = Uz, + Yty + 2ReW, i) + Yl > — Fij’lmgijlglmi-
Putting the above inequalities into (10.12) we get
0> 9,1Lp - 911 F iy = 20,1 ReF T} = CJQ D F + uyy.

Let ¢ = logn + ¢(w), where w = |0u|? is as above, 1 is the cutoff function given
by (10.1) and

w  _1
v=ew)=(1- ﬁ) 2 where N = SUPy;,50) |Oul>.

Then
£¢ — g _ Fll |771| +¢ LW + (,DNFllthlz
n
- - 4 -
Ui + 2ReF T ¢y < Sl + C Y F,

ii 2 2 |771|2
FUlgil” < F”l%l +3F
n?
’_ 90_3 "o_ L \/_
Moreover, one can check ¢" = 75, ¢”" = 727 and 1 < ¢ < V2. And so
o 5

3 .
16N2( 20)> SeN7

(P” _ 2"012 _
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By Lemma 10.3

And (10.1) tells us that

Il
—

0<np<1, 7l =
2
In conclusion we finally obtain

99Q i il l//qul
0>— F F .
16N Z 911 Z 911 o

Combining (10.10), we obtain 77911 <C.

ApPENDIX A. Proor orF LEmMaAs 3.9, 3.11, 3.12 anp 3.13
Fix 4 e ' with 4; < --- < A,,. The concavity and symmetry of f yields that

1
(A.1) Dz -2 fulD), (D) 2 -~ § fi().
n

When I' = T, (if and only if kr = 0), we obtain Lemma 3.9. WhenI" # I',;, Lemmas
3.9 and 3.11 are consequences of the following two propositions.

Proposition A.1 ([64, 65]). Assume I" # ', and f satisfies (1.6) in I'. Let «r be as

in(1.8). Letay, - - , @, be positive constants with (=1, - -+ , =@y, Aepr1s - > Ap) €

I'. In addition, assume a1 > --- > .. Then forany A € I' withorder 4} < --- < A,,,
@y

(A.2) Jir+1(D) = (.

i=kr+1 @ — Zl 2 @i
Proof By Lemma 3.7 we conclude that ﬁ(/l) > 0, >, fi() > 0and - Zg | @ifi(D)+
imkpt1 i fi(4) = 0. This yields fi +1(1) > — f1(1). Moreover, one can derive
1 1

(A.2) by iteration.

O
Proposition A.2 ([64, 65]). We assume that f is of (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity in
the corresponding cone I' for some 1 < k <n — 1. Then «r > k.

Proof. Let ¥ be as in (3.3). Let ¢y > 0 be some constant with f(cof) > supf.
ar

Take a = 1 + ¢( then f(af) > f(cof). For € > 0 and R > 0, we denote Acg =
k n—k

(€,--- ,€R,---,R). We can deduce from (3.2) that

FQep) > flal) + € Z fildew) + R Z filde) =a ) filder)
i=1

i=k+1

> f (af) + (RY — a) Z fi(Ae.r) (using (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity)
i=1

=f(af) (by setting R = %).
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Notice R = 1% depends not on €. Next we prove Acg — Aor = (0,--- ,0,R,--- ,R) €
[ase — 0*. If Aor € OT then supyrf > limeo+ f(Aer) = f(af). A contradic-
tion. m|

Proof of Lemma 3.9. Fix 4 € I’ with 4y < --- < A,. By Lemma 3.7, we know
fi() =0, 3 fi(1) > 0, thereby confirming (1).

Next, we will verify (2). When I' = T, this is trivial. The remaining case I' # I,
follows immediately from Proposition A.1 and (A.1).

Finally, we will prove that the statement of (ki + 1)-uniform ellipticity is sharp.
Assume by contradiction that f is of (k + 1)-uniform ellipticity for some k > «r.
Then kr > k according to Proposition A.2. This is a contradiction.

O

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Obviously (1) = (2). Since I' is open, (2) = (1). By
Lemma 3.9, (2) = (3). By Proposition A.2, kxr > n — 1. Thus (3) = (2).
O

Proof of Lemma 3.12. Fix A € T'. For t > 0, we denote A’ = (A, , d,_1 A, + ©).
By Lemma 3.11, (0,--- ,0,1) € I'. Using (3.5), for large ¢

t ! - t t t
fu)—ﬂ5@~-ﬂA»zg;mmm+zﬂu>za

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

Proof of Lemma 3.13. Fix A € I". Note that (1.2) and the concavity imply f;(1) > 0.
Combining supr f = +oo, we get 3" | fi(1) > 0 (otherwise f(u) < f(A), Yu € T).
Fix R > 0. Then 1A — RT € T for some ¢ > 0. By concavity and (1.2), we have
t1—R
-5

f(zA)Zsf(§T)+(1—s)f( 1)>sf(5;f), VO < s < 1.

So f(tA) > f(R) for t > 1. O

AprPENDIX B. ProOOF 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

_a+d - @-d)?+4a P X Ca+d+ +(a—d)?+4ar

A nd A
! 2 g 2
2
We can assume a; # 0; otherwise we are done. If a > % + d; then one has
2la;? ar)?
0<di—-A41=2,—a= i < @]

Va-d?+4alP+@-d) a-d =

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 X n Hermitian matrix

d, a
d2 aj
dp-1 Qn-1
a a; -+ dp- a
withdy,--- ,d,—1,a1,- - ,an—1 fixed, and with a variable. Denote A, -- , A,, by the

eigenvalues of A with the order 11 < Ay < --- < A,. Fix € > 0. Suppose that the
parameter a in the matrix A satisfies the following quadratic growth condition

—_

n—1

jai> + > [di + (1 = 2)ldf] + (n = 2)e.
i=1

n—

(B.1) a>

m | =
I
_

i

Then for any A, (1 < @ < n—1) there exists d;, with index 1 < i, < n—1 such that

(B.2) o — di,| <€,
n—1

(B.3) 0<A,—-a<(n- 1)6+|Z(d(,—dia)|.
a=1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume Z;’z_ll la;> > 0 and n > 3 (otherwise

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

order 4 < Ay < -+ < A,. Itis well known that, for a Hermitian matrix, any
diagonal element is less than or equals to the largest eigenvalue. In particular,
(B.4) A, > a.

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

(B.5) an A =tr(A) = ”Z_i d, +a.
i=1 =1

Let’s denote / = {1,2,--- ,n — 1}. We divide the index set / into two subsets by
B={acl:|l,—d|>¢ VYiel}

and G =1\ B = {a € I : There exists an i € [ such that |1, — d;| < €}.
To complete the proof we need to prove G = [ or equivalently B = 0. It is easy
to see that for any @ € G, one has

n—1
(B.6) Mol < D" ldil + €.
i=1

Fix a € B, we are going to estimate A,. The eigenvalue A, satisfies

n—1 n—1
(B.7) o =) [ (e =di) = Y (0 | [(a = dp)).
i=1 i=1

J#i
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By the definition of B, for @ € B, one then has |1, — d;| > € for i € I. We derive

n—1 |a 1 n—1
<Z ’ S—Z|ai|2, if @ € B.
o —dil — € &

-1

Z Jail*

i=1

(B.8) |1 —al =

Hence, for @ € B, we obtain
1 n—1
(B.9) e Zl lai?.
=

We shall use proof by contradiction to prove B = (. For a set S, we denote |S|
the cardinality of S. Assume B # (0. Then |B| > 1,and so |G| =n—-1—-|B| <n-2.
In the case G = (), one knows that

n—1 n—1
(B.10) tr(A)>a+(n—1)(a- é ; |a,~|2) > Z d; +a = tr(A).

i=1

In the case G # (0, we compute the trace of the matrix A as follows:

tr(A):/ln+Z/l(,+Z/l(,

a€B aeG

n—1 n—1
1
2 Ao+ Bla— = > laif) = IGIY ) Idi] + €)
i=1 i=1

n—1 n—1
1
20— )l — (1 =2} ldil + )
i=1 i=1

n—

(B.11)

v

di +a =tr(A),

Il
—_

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

as required.
O

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, Z;’:_ll la;|*> > 0.
Fixay,--- ,ay-1,dy, -+ ,d,—1. Denote A1(a), - - - , A,(a) the eigenvalues of A with

@) < --- < Ay(a).

Clearly, the eigenvalues A;(a) are all continuous functions in a.
For simplicity, we write A; = 4;(a). Fix € > 0. Let I}, = (do — 5,5, do + 5,5)s

-2
P+ (n - 1)Z|d| r
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nlI/

noy I, are as

In what follows we assume a > P(. The connected components of
in the following:

J Ji -1
Jy = U Iy = U I = | foridn= U L.

a= j1+1 a=j,-_1+1 a/=jm_1+1

Moreover, J;(\Jr = 0, for1 < i < k < m. Let éﬁak : [P6,+oo) — N be the
function that counts the eigenvalues which lie in J;. (Note that when the eigenval-
ues are not distinct, the function Cardy denotes the summation of all the algebraic
multiplicities of distinct eigenvalues which lie in Ji). This function measures the
number of the eigenvalues which lie in J;. The crucial ingredient is that Lemma
B.1 yields the continuity of Card;(a) for a > P{. More explicitly, by Lemma B.1
and 4, > a we conclude that, if a satisfies the quadratic growth condition (3.2) then

n—1 m

e eR\(U )—R\(UJ) and A, EUI —U]f0r1<cx<n—1
i=1

i=1 i=1

Hence, Card; /(@) 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 Card,(a) =
Ji — ji—1 for sufficiently large a. Here we denote jo = 0 and j,, = n— 1. The
constant of éﬁal therefore follows that

Cardy(a) = j; — ji1
We thus know that the (j; — j—1) eigenvalues
/lji—1+1’ /lji—1+2’ B /lji

lie in the connected component J;. Thus, for any j;-; + 1 <y < j;, we have I)’, c J;
and A, lies in the connected component J;. Therefore,

QG —ji-) = De _
<e
2n -3
Here we use the fact that dy is midpoint of I}, and every J; C R is an open subset.

To be brief, if for fixed index 1 < i < n — 1 the eigenvalue /l,-(Pf)) lies in J,
for some «, then Lemma B.1 implies that, for any a > P/, the corresponding

4, —d,| <

eigenvalue 4;(a) lies in the same interval J,. The computation of (/fﬁak can be
done by setting a — +oo.
O
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