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BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L2 INTEGRALS AND

CONCAVITY PROPERTY II: ON WEAKLY PSEUDOCONVEX

KÄHLER MANIFOLDS

QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

Abstract. In this article, we consider minimal L2 integrals on the sublevel
sets of plurisubharmonic functions on weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifolds
with Lebesgue measurable gain related to modules at boundary points of the
sublevel sets, and establish a concavity property of the minimal L2 integrals.

As applications, we present a necessary condition for the concavity degener-
ating to linearity, a concavity property related to modules at inner points of
the sublevel sets, an optimal support function related to the modules, a strong
openness property of the modules and a twisted version, an effectiveness result
of the strong openness property of the modules.

1. Introduction

Let ϕ be a plurisubharmonic function on a complex manifoldM (see [12]). Recall
that the multiplier ideal sheaf I(ϕ) is the sheaf of germs of holomorphic functions
f such that |f |2e−ϕ is locally integrable, which plays an important role in several
complex variables, complex algebraic geometry and complex differential geometry
(see e.g. [50, 45, 46, 15, 16, 13, 17, 43, 48, 49, 14, 37]).

The strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves [33], i.e. I(ϕ) =
I+(ϕ) := ∪

ǫ>0
I((1 + ǫ)ϕ) (conjectured by Demailly [13]) is an important feature

of multiplier ideal sheaves and has opened the door to new types of approximation
technique (see e.g. [33, 44, 41, 4, 5, 19, 7, 51, 36, 52, 53, 20, 42, 8]). Guan-Zhou
[33] proved the strong openness property (the 2-dimensional case was proved by
Jonsson-Mustaţă [39]). After that, Guan-Zhou [34] established an effectiveness re-
sult of the strong openness property by considering the minimal L2 integral on the
pseudoconvex domain D.

Considering the minimal L2 integrals on the sublevel sets of the weight ϕ, Guan
[23] obtained a sharp version of Guan-Zhou’s effectiveness result, and established a
concavity property of the minimal L2 integrals (see also [22],[25],[26],[28],[27]).

Recall that the minimal L2 integrals on the sublevel sets of ϕ in [23] (see also
[22],[25],[26],[28],[27]) are related to the modules (ideals) at the inner points of the
sublevel sets. In [2], Bao-Guan-Yuan considered the minimal L2 integrals related
to modules at boundary points of the sublevel sets of plurisubharmonic functions
on pseudoconvex domains, and gave a concavity property of the minimal L2 in-
tegrals, which deduced a sharp effectiveness result related to a conjecture posed
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by Jonsson-Mustaţă [39], and completed the approach from the conjecture to the
strong openness property.

In the present article, we consider minimal L2 integrals on sublevel sets of
plurisubharmonic functions on weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifolds with Lebesgue
measurable gain related to modules at boundary points of the sublevel sets, and
establish a concavity property of the minimal L2 integrals.

1.1. Main result. Let M be a complex manifold. Let X and Z be closed subsets
of M . We call that a triple (M,X,Z) satisfies condition (A), if the following two
statements hold:
I. X is a closed subset of M and X is locally negligible with respect to L2

holomorphic functions; i.e., for any local coordinated neighborhood U ⊂M and for
any L2 holomorphic function f on U\X , there exists an L2 holomorphic function

f̃ on U such that f̃ |U\X = f with the same L2 norm;
II. Z is an analytic subset of M and M\(X ∪ Z) is a weakly pseudoconvex

Kähler manifold.
Let M be an n−dimensional complex manifold, and let (M,X,Z) satisfy con-

dition (A). Let KM be the canonical line bundle on M . Let F be a holomorphic
function on M . We assume that F is not identically zero. Let ψ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on M . Let ϕα be a Lebesgue measurable function on M such that
ϕα + ψ is a plurisubharmonic function on M .

Let T ∈ [−∞,+∞). Denote that

Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T }.
For any z ∈ M satisfying F (z) = 0, we set Ψ(z) = −T . Note that for any
t ≥ T , the holomorphic function F has no zero points on the set {Ψ < −t}. Hence
Ψ = ψ − 2 log |F | = ψ + 2 log | 1F | is a plurisubharmonic function on {Ψ < −t}.
Definition 1.1. We call that a positive measurable function c (so-called “gain”)
on (T,+∞) is in class PT,M,Ψ if the following two statements hold:

(1) c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t;
(2) There exist T1 > T and a closed subset E of M such that E ⊂ Z ∩ {Ψ(z) =

−∞} and for any compact subset K ⊂ M\E, e−ϕαc(−Ψ1) has a positive lower
bound on K, where Ψ1 := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T1}.

Let z0 be a point in M . Denote that J̃(Ψ)z0 := {f ∈ O({Ψ < −t} ∩ V ) : t ∈ R

and V is a neighborhood of z0}. We define an equivalence relation ∽ on J̃(Ψ)z0
as follows: for any f, g ∈ J̃(Ψ)z0 , we call f ∽ g if f = g holds on {Ψ < −t} ∩ V
for some t ≫ T and open neighborhood V ∋ o. Denote J̃(Ψ)z0/ ∽ by J(Ψ)z0 , and

denote the equivalence class including f ∈ J̃(Ψ)z0 by fz0 .
If z0 ∈ ∩t>T {Ψ < −t}, then J(Ψ)z0 = OM,z0 (the stalk of the sheaf OM at z0),

and fz0 is the germ (f, z0) of holomorphic function f .
Let fz0 , gz0 ∈ J(Ψ)z0 and (h, z0) ∈ OM,z0 . We define fz0 + gz0 := (f + g)z0 and

(h, z0) ·fz0 := (hf)z0 . Note that (f+g)z0 and (hf)z0 (∈ J(Ψ)z0) are independent of
the choices of the representatives of f, g and h. Hence J(Ψ)z0 is an OM,z0-module.

For fz0 ∈ J(Ψ)z0 and a, b ≥ 0, we call fz0 ∈ I
(
aΨ+ bϕα

)
z0

if there exist t ≫ T

and a neighborhood V of z0, such that
∫
{Ψ<−t}∩V |f |2e−aΨ−bϕα < +∞. Note that

I
(
aΨ + bϕα

)
z0

is an OM,z0-submodule of J(Ψ)z0 . If z0 ∈ ∩t>T {Ψ < −t}, then
Iz0 = OM,z0 , where Iz0 := I

(
0Ψ+ 0ϕα

)
z0
.
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Let Z0 be a subset of M . Let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −t0}∩V ,
where V ⊃ Z0 is an open subset of M and t0 > T is a real number. Let Jz0 be an
OM,z0-submodule of J(Ψ)z0 such that I

(
Ψ+ ϕα

)
z0

⊂ Jz0 , where z0 ∈ Z0. Denote

inf

{∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) : f̃ ∈ H0({Ψ < −t},O(KM ))

& (f̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0

} (1.1)

by G(t; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f), where t ∈ [T,+∞), c is a nonnegative function on (T,+∞)

and |f |2 :=
√
−1

n2

f ∧ f̄ for any (n, 0) form f . Without misunderstanding, we
simply denote G(t; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f) by G(t). For various c, ψ and ϕα, we simply
denote G(t; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f) by G(t; c), G(t; Ψ) and G(t;ϕα) respectively.

In this article, we obtain the following concavity property of G(t).

Theorem 1.2. Let c ∈ PT,M,Ψ. If there exists t ∈ [T,+∞) satisfying that G(t) <

+∞, then G(h−1(r)) is concave with respect to r ∈ (
∫ T
T1
c(t)e−tdt,

∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt),

lim
t→T+0

G(t) = G(T ) and lim
t→+∞

G(t) = 0, where h(t) =
∫ t
T1
c(t1)e

−t1dt1 and T1 ∈
(T,+∞).

When M is a pseudoconvex domain D in Cn, ϕα ≡ 0, c(t) ≡ 1 and T = 0,
Theorem 1.2 degenerates to the concavity property in [2].

Remark 1.3. Let c ∈ PT,M,Ψ. If
∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt = +∞ and fz0 /∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0
for some z0 ∈ Z0, then G(t) = +∞ for any t ≥ T . Thus, when there ex-

ists t ∈ [T,+∞) satisfying that G(t) ∈ (0,+∞), we have
∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt < +∞
and G(ĥ−1(r)) is concave with respect to r ∈ (0,

∫ +∞
T c(t)e−tdt), where ĥ(t) =∫ +∞

t c(l)e−ldl.

Let c(t) be a nonnegative measurable function on (T,+∞). Set

H2(c, t) =

{
f̃ :

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞, f̃ ∈ H0({Ψ < −t},O(KM ))

&(f̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0)

}
,

where t ∈ [T,+∞).
As a corollary of Theorem 1.2, we give a necessary condition for the concavity

property degenerating to linearity.

Corollary 1.4. Let c ∈ PT,M,Ψ. Assume that G(t) ∈ (0,+∞) for some t ≥
T , and G(ĥ−1(r)) is linear with respect to r ∈ [0,

∫ +∞
T c(s)e−sds), where ĥ(t) =∫ +∞

t c(l)e−ldl.

Then there exists a unique holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on {Ψ < −T } such that

(F̃−f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0⊗Jz0 holds for any z0 ∈ Z0, and G(t) =
∫
{Ψ<−t} |F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

holds for any t ≥ T .
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Furthermore
∫

{−t1≤Ψ<−t2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαa(−Ψ) =

G(T1; c)∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt

∫ t1

t2

a(t)e−tdt (1.2)

holds for any nonnegative measurable function a on (T,+∞), where T ≤ t2 < t1 ≤
+∞ and T1 ∈ (T,+∞).

Remark 1.5. If H2(c̃, t0) ⊂ H2(c, t0) for some t0 ≥ T , we have

G(t0; c̃) =

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ) =

G(T1; c)∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt

∫ +∞

t0

c̃(s)e−sds, (1.3)

where c̃ is a nonnegative measurable function on (T,+∞) and T1 ∈ (T,+∞).

1.2. Applications. In this section, we give some applications of Theorem 1.2.

1.2.1. Concavity property at inner points. Let M be a complex manifold. Let X
and Z be closed subsets of M . Assume that the triple (M,X,Z) satisfies condition
(A). Let ψ be a plurisubharmonic function on M . Let ϕ be a Lebesgue measurable
function on M , such that ψ + ϕ is a plurisubharmonic function on M . Denote
T = − sup

M
ψ.

Definition 1.6. We call a positive measurable function c (so-called “gain”) on
(T,+∞) in class PT,M if the following two statements hold:

(1) c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t;
(2) there is a closed subset E of M such that E ⊂ Z ∩ {ψ(z) = −∞} and for

any compact subset K ⊂M\E, e−ϕc(−ψ) has a positive lower bound on K.

Let Z0 be a subset of {ψ = −∞} such that Z0 ∩ Supp(O/I(ϕ + ψ)) 6= ∅. Let
U ⊃ Z0 be an open subset of M , and let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form on U . Let
Fz0 ⊃ I(ϕ + ψ)z0 be an ideal of Oz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Denote

inf

{∫

{ψ<−t}
|f̃ |2e−ϕc(−ψ) : f̃ ∈ H0({ψ < −t},O(KM ))

& (f̃ − f) ∈ H0(Z0, (O(KM )⊗F)|Z0)

} (1.4)

by G(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F), where t ∈ [T,+∞), c is a nonnegative function on (T,+∞),

|f |2 :=
√
−1

n2

f ∧ f̄ for any (n, 0) form f , and (f̃ − f) ∈ H0(Z0, (O(KM )⊗F)|Z0)

means (f̃ − f, z0) ∈ (O(KM )⊗F)z0 for all z0 ∈ Z0.
Using Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following concavity property ofG(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F).

Corollary 1.7. Assume that c ∈ PT,M . If there exists t0 ≥ T satisfying that
G(t0; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) < +∞, then G(h−1(r); c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) is concave with respect to r ∈
(
∫ T
T1
c(t)e−tdt,

∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt), lim
t→T+0

G(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) = G(T ; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) and

lim
t→+∞

G(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) = 0, where h(t) =
∫ t
T1
c(t1)e

−t1dt1 and T1 ∈ (T,+∞).

It follows from Corollary 1.4 and Corollary 1.7 that we have the following remark.
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Remark 1.8. Let c ∈ PT,M . Assume that G(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) ∈ (0,+∞) for some

t ≥ T , and G(ĥ−1(r); c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) is linear with respect to r ∈ [0,
∫ +∞
T

c(s)e−sds),

where ĥ(t) =
∫ +∞
t c(l)e−ldl.

Then there exists a unique holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on M such that (F̃ − f) ∈
H0(Z0, (O(KM )⊗F)|Z0) and G(t; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) =

∫
{ψ<−t} |F̃ |2e−ϕc(−ψ) holds for

any t ≥ T .
Furthermore

∫

{−t1≤ψ<−t2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕa(−ψ) = G(T1; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F)

∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt

∫ t1

t2

a(t)e−tdt

holds for any nonnegative measurable function a on (T,+∞), where T ≤ t2 < t1 ≤
+∞ and T1 ∈ (T,+∞).

When ψ is a plurisubharmonic function onM , and {ψ < −t}\(X∪Z) is a weakly
pseudoconvex Kähler manifold for any t ∈ R, Corollary 1.7 and Remark 1.8 can be
referred to [27] (see also [26] and [1]).

1.2.2. An optimal support function related to I(aΨ). Let M be an n−dimensional
complex manifold. Let X and Z be closed subsets of M , and let (M,X,Z) satisfy
condition (A). Let KM be the canonical line bundle onM . Let F be a holomorphic
function onM . Assume that F is not identically zero. Let ψ be a plurisubharmonic
function on M .

Denote that
Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |, 0}.

For any z ∈M satisfying F (z) = 0, we set Ψ(z) = 0. Denote that Mt := {z ∈M :
−t ≤ Ψ(z) < 0}. Let Z0 be a subset of M , and let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form
on {Ψ < 0}. Denote

inf

{∫

Mt

|f̃ |2 :f ∈ H0({Ψ < 0},O(KM ))

& (f̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )⊗ I(Ψ)z0 for any z0 ∈ Z0

}

by Cf,Ψ,t(Z0) for any t ≥ 0. When Cf,Ψ,t(Z0) = 0 or +∞, we set

∫
Mt

|f |2e−Ψ

Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)
= +∞.

We obtain the following optimal support function of

∫
Mt

|f |2e−Ψ

Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)
.

Proposition 1.9. Assume that
∫
{Ψ<−l} |f |2 < +∞ holds for any l > 0. Then the

inequality ∫
Mt

|f |2e−Ψ

Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)
≥ t

1− e−t
(1.5)

holds for any t ≥ 0, where t
1−e−t is the optimal support function.

Proposition 1.9 can be referred to [29] when M is a pseudoconvex domain in Cn,
F ≡ 1, Z0 = {z0} ⊂M and ψ(z0) = −∞.

Take M = ∆ ⊂ C, Z0 = o the origin of C, F ≡ 1, ψ = 2 log |z| and f ≡ dz. It is
clear that

∫
M |f |2 < +∞. Note that Cf,Ψ,t(Z0) = 2π(1 − e−t) and

∫
Mt

|f |2e−Ψ =

2tπ. Then

∫
Mt

|f |2e−Ψ

Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)
= t

1−e−t , which shows the optimality of the support function
t

1−e−t .
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1.2.3. Strong openness property of I(aΨ + ϕ)o and a twisted version. Let D ⊆ Cn

be a pseudoconvex domain containing the origin o, and let ψ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on D. Let F 6≡ 0 be a holomorphic function on D, and let ϕ be a
plurisubharmonic function on D. Denote that

Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |, 0}.
For any z ∈M satisfying F (z) = 0, we set Ψ(z) = 0.

Recall that fo ∈ I(aΨ+ bϕ)o if and only if there exist t≫ 0 and a neighborhood
V of o such that

∫
{Ψ<−t}∩V |h|2e−aΨ−bϕ < +∞, where a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0. Denote

that

I+(aΨ+ bϕ)o := ∪s>aI(sΨ+ bϕ)o

for any b ≥ 0. In [2], Bao-Guan-Yuan gave the strong openness property of I(aΨ)o.

Theorem 1.10 ([2]). I(aΨ)o = I+(aΨ)o holds for any a ≥ 0.

When F ≡ 1 and ψ(o) = −∞, Theorem 1.10 is the strong openness property of
multiplier ideal sheaves [33], i.e. I(ψ)o = I+(ψ)o := ∪s>1I(sψ)o. We present the
following strong openness property of I(aΨ+ ϕ)o.

Theorem 1.11. I(aΨ+ ϕ)o = I+(aΨ+ ϕ)o holds for any a ≥ 0.

Let p be a positive real number. Denote that

cho,p(ϕ) := sup{c ≥ 0 : |h|pe−2cϕ isL1 on a neighborhood of o}.
When p = 2, cho,2(ψ) is the jumping number cho (ψ) (see [40]). Note that the strong

openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves is equivalent to |h|2e−2cho (ψ)ψ is not
integrable near o for any holomorphic function h on a neighborhood of o.

Using the strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves, Fornæss [18]
obtained the following strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves in Lp:

|h|pe−2cho,p(ψ)ψ is not integrable near o for any holomorphic function h on a
neighborhood of o.

In [31], Guan-Yuan gave the following twisted version of strong openness property
of multiplier ideal sheaves in Lp (some related results can be referred to [35] and
[6]).

Theorem 1.12 ([31]). Let p ∈ (0,+∞), and let a(t) be a positive measurable
function on (−∞,+∞). If one of the following conditions holds:

(1) a(t) is decreasing near +∞;
(2) a(t)et is increasing near +∞,
then the following three statements are equivalent:
(A′) a(t) is not integrable near +∞;
(B′) a(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ) exp(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ + p log |h|) is not integrable near o for any

ψ and h satisfying cho,p(ψ) < +∞;

(C′) a(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ+p log |h|) exp(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ+p log |h|) is not integrable near o

for any ψ and h satisfying cho,p(ψ) < +∞.

Denote that

afo (Ψ;ϕ) := sup{a ≥ 0 : fo ∈ I(2aΨ+ ϕ)o}
for any fo ∈ I(ϕ)o. Especially, afo (Ψ;ϕ) is the jumping number cfo (ψ) (see [40])
when F ≡ 1, ψ(o) = −∞ and ϕ ≡ 0.
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Note that the strong openness property of I(aΨ + ϕ)o is equivalent to that
fo 6∈ I(2afo (Ψ)Ψ + ϕ)o for any fo ∈ I(ϕ)o satisfying afo (Ψ;ϕ) < +∞. We present a
twisted version of the strong openness property of I(aΨ + ϕ)o.

Theorem 1.13. Let a(t) be a positive measurable function on (−∞,+∞). If one
of the following conditions holds:

(1) a(t) is decreasing near +∞;
(2) a(t)et is increasing near +∞,
then the following two statements are equivalent:
(A) a(t) is not integrable near +∞;
(B) for any Ψ, ϕ and fo ∈ I(ϕ)o satisfying afo (Ψ;ϕ) < +∞, we have

a(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) exp(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ− ϕ+ 2 log |f |) 6∈ L1(U ∩ {Ψ < −t}),
where U is any neighborhood of o and t > 0.

Remark 1.14. Theorem 1.13 is a generalization of Theorem 1.12. We prove this
remark in Section 7.

1.2.4. Effectiveness of the strong openness property of I(aΨ + ϕ)o. Let D be a
pseudoconvex domain in Cn containing the origin o, and let ψ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on D. Let F 6≡ 0 be a holomorphic function on D, and let ϕ be a
plurisubharmonic function on D. Denote that

Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |, 0}.
If F (z) = 0 for some z ∈M , we set Ψ(z) = 0. Let f be a holomorphic function on
{Ψ < 0}. Denote that

1

KΨ,f,a(o)
:= inf

{∫

{Ψ<0}
|f̃ |2e−ϕ−(1−a)Ψ : (f̃ − f)o ∈ I+(ϕ+2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ)o

& f̃ ∈ O({Ψ < 0})
}
,

where a ∈ (0,+∞).
We present an effectiveness result of the strong openness property of I(aΨ+ϕ)z0.

Theorem 1.15. Let C1 and C2 be two positive constants. If there exists a > 0,
such that

(1)
∫
{Ψ<0} |f |2e−ϕ−Ψ ≤ C1;

(2) 1
KΨ,f,a(o)

≥ C2.

Then for any q > 1 satisfying

θa(q) >
C1

C2
,

we have fo ∈ I(qΨ+ ϕ)o, where θa(q) =
q+a−1
q−1 .

When F ≡ 1 and ψ(o) = −∞, Theorem 1.15 degenerates to the effectiveness
result of strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves in Lp [30] (some related
results can be referred to [34, 23]).

2. Some preparations

In this section, we do some preparations.



8 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

2.1. L2 method. Let M be an n−dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kähler man-
ifolds. Let ψ be a plurisubharmonic function on M . Let F be a holomorphic
function on M . We assume that F is not identically zero. Let ϕα be a Lebesgue
measurable function on M such that ϕα +ψ is a plurisubharmonic function on M .

Let δ be a positive integer. Let T be a real number. Denote

ϕ := ϕα + (1 + δ)max{ψ + T, 2 log |F |}
and

Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T }.
If F (z) = 0 for some z ∈M , we set Ψ(z) = −T .

Let c(t) be a positive measurable function on [T,+∞) such that c(t)e−t is de-
creasing with respect t. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let B ∈ (0,+∞) and t0 > T be arbitrarily given. Let f be a holo-
morphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −t0} such that

∫

{Ψ<−t0}∩K
|f |2 < +∞,

for any compact subset K ⊂M , and
∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

Then there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on M such that
∫

M

|F̃ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ,

where bt0,B(t) =
∫ t
−∞

1
B I{−t0−B<s<−t0}ds, vt0,B(t) =

∫ t
−t0 bt0,B(s)ds− t0.

We introduce the following property of gain function c(t). Let T0 ∈ [−∞,+∞).
Denote

Ψ0 := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T0}.
If F (z) = 0 for some z ∈M , we set Ψ(z) = −T0. Let c(t) ∈ PT0,M,Ψ0 , i.e.,

(1) c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t;
(2) There exist T1 > T0 and a closed subset E of M such that E ⊂ Z ∩ {Ψ(z) =

−∞} and for any compact subset K ⊂ M\E, e−ϕαc(−Ψ1) has a positive lower
bound on K, where Ψ1 := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T1}.
Proposition 2.2. Let c(t) ∈ PT0,M,Ψ0. Let T be a real number such that T > T0.
Then for any compact subset K ⊂M\E, we have e−ϕαc(−Ψ) has a positive lower
bound on K, where Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T }.
Proof. We note that c(t) is positive on [T1, T ](or [T, T1]) and has positive lower

bound and upper bound on [T1, T ](or [T, T1]). Hence c(−Ψ)
c(−Ψ1)

has a positive lower

bound on M . Then we know that for any compact subset K ⊂ M\E, e−ϕαc(−Ψ)
has a positive lower bound on K. �

Let T0 ∈ [−∞,+∞). Let c(t) ∈ PT0,M,Ψ0. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that we
have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. Let (M,X,Z) satisfies condition (A). Let B ∈ (0,+∞) and t0 >
T > T0 be arbitrarily given. Let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −t0} such
that ∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞, (2.1)

Then there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on M such that
∫

M

|F̃ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ−Ψ+vt0,B(Ψ)c(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(t)e−tdt

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |

2
e−ϕα−Ψ,

(2.2)

where bt0,B(t) =
∫ t
−∞

1
B I{−t0−B<s<−t0}ds and vt0,B(t) =

∫ t
−t0 bt0,B(s)ds− t0.

Proof. It follows from inequality (2.1) and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t
that ∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

Note that c(t) ∈ PT0,M,Ψ0 and there exists a closed subset E ⊂ Z ∩ {Ψ = −∞}
such that e−ϕc(−Ψ) has locally positive lower bound on M\E. For any compact
subset K ⊂M\E, we obtain from inequality (2.1) that

∫

K∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2 < +∞.

As (M,X,Z) satisfies condition (A),M\(Z∪X) is a weakly pseudoconvex Kähler
manifold. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form

F̃Z on M\(Z ∪X) such that
∫

M\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

For any z ∈ ((Z ∪X)\E), there exists an open neighborhood Vz of z such that
Vz ⋐M\E.

Note that c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t and vt0,B(Ψ) ≥ Ψ, we have

∫

M\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

M\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)) < +∞.

Note that ϕ = ϕα + (1 + δ)2 log |F | on {Ψ < −t0}. We have

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|fF 1+δ|2e−ϕc(−Ψ) =

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞.
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Note that there exists a positive number C > 0 such that c(−Ψ)e−ϕ > C on Vz.
Then we have

∫

Vz\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z |2

≤ 1

C

∫

Vz\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z |2c(−Ψ)e−ϕ

≤ 2

C

( ∫

Vz\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕc(−Ψ)

+

∫

Vz\(Z∪X)

|(1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕc(−Ψ)
)

≤ 2

C

( ∫

M\(Z∪X)

|F̃Z − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

+

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|fF 1+δ|2e−ϕc(−Ψ)

)
< +∞.

As Z ∪X is locally negligible with respect to L2 holomorphic function, we can find
a holomorphic extension F̃E of F̃Z from M\(Z ∪X) to M\E such that

∫

M\E
|F̃E − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

Note that E ⊂ {Ψ = −∞} ⊂ {Ψ < −t0} and {Ψ < −t0} is open, then for any
z ∈ E, there exists an open neighborhood Uz of z such that Uz ⋐ {Ψ < −t0}.

As vt0,B(t) ≥ −t0 − B
2 , we have c(−vt0,B(Ψ))evt0,B(Ψ) ≥ c(t0 +

B
2 )e

−t0−B
2 > 0.

Note that ϕ+Ψ is plurisubharmonic on M . Thus we have

∫

Uz\E
|F̃E − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2

≤ 1

C1

∫

Uz\E
|F̃E − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)) < +∞,

where C1 is some positive number.
As Uz ⋐ {Ψ < −t0}, we have

∫

Uz\E
|(1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 ≤

(
sup
UZ

|F 1+δ|2
)∫

Uz

|f |2 < +∞.

Hence we have
∫

Uz\E
|F̃E |2 < +∞.

As E is contained in some analytic subset ofM , we can find a holomorphic extension
F̃ of F̃E from M\E to M such that
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∫

M

|F̃ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ−Ψ+vt0,B(Ψ)c(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(t)e−tdt

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

(2.3)

Lemma 2.3 is proved. �

Let T0 ∈ [−∞,+∞). Let c(t) ∈ PT0,M,Ψ0 . Using Lemma 2.3, we have the
following lemma, which will be used to prove Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.4. Let (M,X,Z) satisfies condition (A). Let B ∈ (0,+∞) and t0 >
t1 ≥ T > T0 be arbitrarily given. Let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −t0}
such that

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞, (2.4)

Then there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on {Ψ < −t1} such that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))f |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ,

where bt0,B(t) =
∫ t
−∞

1
B I{−t0−B<s<−t0}ds, vt0,B(t) =

∫ t
−t0 bt0,B(s)ds− t0.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Denote that

ϕ̃ := ϕα + (1 + δ)max{ψ + t1, 2 log |F |}

and

Ψ̃ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−t1}.

As t0 > t1 ≥ T , we have {Ψ < −t0} = {Ψ̃ < −t0}. It follows from inequality

(2.4) and Lemma 2.3 that there exists a holomorphic function F̃δ on M such that

∫

M

|F̃δ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ̃))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ̃+vt0,B(Ψ̃)−Ψ̃c(−vt0,B(Ψ̃))

≤
(
1

δ
c(t1)e

−t1 +

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ̃<−t0}|f |

2e−ϕα−Ψ̃.
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Note that on {Ψ < −t1}, we have Ψ = Ψ̃ = ψ− 2 log |F | and ϕ̃ = ϕ = ϕα+(1+
δ)2 log |F |. Hence

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃δ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃δ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ̃))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ̃+vt0,B(Ψ̃)−Ψ̃c(−vt0,B(Ψ̃))

≤
∫

M

|F̃δ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ̃))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ̃+vt0,B(Ψ̃)−Ψ̃c(−vt0,B(Ψ̃))

≤
(
1

δ
c(t1)e

−t1 +

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ̃<−t0}|f |

2e−ϕα−Ψ̃

=

(
1

δ
c(t1)e

−t1 +

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(2.5)

Let Fδ := F̃δ

F δ be a holomorphic function on {Ψ < −t1}. Then it follows from
(2.5) that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|Fδ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(t1)e

−t1 +

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

(2.6)

LetK be any compact subset ofM\E. Note that infK e
−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)) ≥(

c(t0 +
2
B )e−t0−

2
B

)
infK e

−ϕα−ψ > 0. It follows from (2.6) that we have

sup
δ

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩K
|Fδ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2 < +∞.

We also note that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩K
|(1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2 ≤

(
sup
K

|F |2
)∫

{Ψ<−t0}∩K
|f |2 < +∞.

Then we know that

sup
δ

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩K
|Fδ|2 < +∞,

and there exists a subsequence of {Fδ} (also denoted by Fδ) compactly convergent

to a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃1 on {Ψ < −t1}\E. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma
and inequality (2.6) that we have
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∫

{Ψ<−t1}\E
|F̃1 − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
δ→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t1}\E
|Fδ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
δ→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|Fδ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
δ→+∞

(
1

δ
c(t1)e

−t1 +

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

≤
(∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

(2.7)

Note that E ⊂ {Ψ = −∞} ⊂ {Ψ < −t1} and {Ψ < −t1} is open, then for any
z ∈ E, there exists an open neighborhood Uz of z such that Uz ⋐ {Ψ < −t1}. Note
that ϕα + ψ is plurisubharmonic function on M . As vt0,B(t) ≥ −t0 − B

2 , we have

c(−vt0,B(Ψ1))e
vt0,B(Ψ1) ≥ c(t0 +

B
2 )e

−t0−B
2 > 0. Thus by (2.7), we have

∫

Uz\E
|F̃1 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2

≤ 1

C1

∫

Uz\E
|F̃1 − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)) < +∞,

where C1 := c(t0 +
B
2 )e

−t0−B
2 infUz

e−ϕα−ψ is some positive number.
As Uz ⋐ {Ψ < −t1}, we have

∫

Uz\E
|(1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2 ≤

(
sup
Uz

|F |2
)∫

Uz

|f |2 < +∞.

Hence we have ∫

Uz\E
|F̃1|2 < +∞.

As E is contained in some analytic subset ofM , we can find a holomorphic extension
F̃0 of F̃1 from {Ψ < −t1}\E to {Ψ < −t1} such that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃0 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

(2.8)

Denote F̃ := F̃0

F . Note that on {Ψ < −t1}, we have Ψ = ψ− 2 log |F |. It follows
from (2.8) that we have

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))f |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

Lemma 2.4 is proved.
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�

2.2. Properties of OM,z0-module Jz0. In this section, we present some properties
of OM,z0-module Jz0 .

Since the case is local, we assume that F is a holomorphic function on a pseudo-
convex domain D ⊂ C

n containing the origin o ∈ C
n. Let ψ be a plurisubharmonic

function on D. Let ϕα be a Lebesgue measurable function on D such that ψ + ϕα
is plurisubharmonic. Let T0 ∈ [−∞,+∞) and T > T0 be a real number. Denote

ϕ1 := 2max{ψ + T, 2 log |F |}
and

Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T }.
If F (z) = 0 for some z ∈ D, we set Ψ(z) = −T .

Let c(t) be a positive measurable function on (T0,+∞) such that
(1) c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect t;
(2) c(−Ψ)e−ϕα has a positive lower bound on D.

Denote thatHo := {fo ∈ J(Ψ)o :
∫
{Ψ<−t}∩V0

|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞ for some t >

T0 and V0 is an open neighborhood of o} andHo := {(F, o) ∈ OCn,o :
∫
U0

|F |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) <

+∞ for some open neighborhood U0 of o}.
As c(−Ψ)e−ϕα has a positive lower bound on D and c(t)e−t is decreasing with

respect to t, we have I(Ψ + ϕα)o ⊂ Ho ⊂ Io. We also note that Ho is an ideal of
OCn,o.

Lemma 2.5. For any fo ∈ Ho, there exist a pseudoconvex domain D0 ⊂ D con-
taining o and a holomorphic function F̃ on D0 such that (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D0

|F̃ − fF 2|e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞,

for some t1 > T .

Proof. It follows from fo ∈ Ho that there exists t0 > T > T0 and a pseudoconvex
domain D0 ⊂ D containing o such that

∫

{Ψ<−t0}∩D0

|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞. (2.9)

As c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, it follows from inequality (2.9) that we
have

∫
D0

I{−t0−1<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞. As c(−Ψ)e−ϕα has a positive lower

bound on D, we have
∫
{Ψ<−t0}∩D0

|f |2 < +∞. Then it follows from Lemma 2.1

that there exists a holomorphic function F̃ on D0 such that
∫

D0

|F̃ − (1 − bt0(Ψ))fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1+vt0 (Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0(Ψ))

≤
(
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+1

T

c(s)e−sds

)∫

D0

I{−t0−1<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ,

where bt0(t) =
∫ t
−∞ I{−t0−1<s<−t0}ds, vt0(t) =

∫ t
−t0 bt0(s)ds − t0. Denote C :=

c(T )e−T +
∫ t0+B
T c(s)e−sds, we note that C is a positive number.
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Note that vt0(t) > −t0 − 1. We have evt0(Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ)) ≥ c(t0 + 1)e−(t0+1) > 0.
As bt0(t) ≡ 0 on (−∞,−t0 − 1), we have

∫

D0∩{Ψ<−t0−1}
|F̃ − fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤ 1

c(t0 + 1)e−(t0+1)

∫

D0

|F̃ − (1− bt0(Ψ))fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ+vt0 (Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

≤ C

c(t0 + 1)e−(t0+1)

∫

D0

I{−t0−1<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(2.10)

Note that on {Ψ < −t0}, |F |2e−ϕ1 = 1. As vt0(Ψ) ≥ Ψ, we have c(−vt0(Ψ))evt0 (Ψ) ≥
c(−Ψ)e−Ψ. Hence we have

∫

D0

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

D0

|F̃ − (1− bt0(Ψ))fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

+2

∫

D0

|(1 − bt0(Ψ))fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

D0

|F̃ − (1− bt0(Ψ))fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ+vt0 (Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

+2

∫

D0∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

<+∞.

Hence we know that (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho. �

For any (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and (F̃1, o) ∈ Ho such that
∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t1} |F̃−fF

2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ <

+∞ and
∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t1} |F̃1 − fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞, for some open neighborhood

D1 of o and t1 ≥ T , we have
∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1 − F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

As (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and (F̃1, o) ∈ Ho, there exists a neighborhood D2 of o such that
∫

D2

|F̃1 − F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞. (2.11)

Note that we have c(−Ψ)eΨ ≥ c(t1)e
−t1 on {Ψ ≥ −t1}. It follows from inequality

(2.11) that we have
∫

D2∩{Ψ≥−t1}
|F̃1 − F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

Hence we have (F̃ − F̃1, o) ∈ I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o.

Thus it follows from Lemma 2.5 that there exists a map P̃ : Ho → Ho/I(ϕα +
ϕ1 +Ψ)o given by

P̃ (fo) = [(F̃ , o)]
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for any fo ∈ Ho, where (F̃ , o) satisfies (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and
∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t} |F̃−fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ <

+∞, for some t > T and some open neighborhood D1 of o, and [(F̃ , o)] is the equiv-

alence class of (F̃ , o) in Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o.

Proposition 2.6. P̃ is an OCn,o-module homomorphism and Ker(P̃ ) = I(ϕα +
Ψ)o.

Proof. For any fo, go ∈ Ho. Denote that P̃ (fo) = [(F̃ , o)], P̃ (go) = [(G̃, o)] and

P̃ (fo + go) = [(H̃, o)].
Note that there exists an open neighborhood D1 of o and t ≥ T such that∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t} |F̃ − fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞,
∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t} |G̃ − gF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ <

+∞, and
∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t} |H̃ − (f + g)F 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞. Hence we have

∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t}
|H̃ − (F̃ + G̃)|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

As (F̃ , o), (G̃, o) and (H̃, o) belong to Ho, there exists an open neighborhood D̃1 ⊂
D1 of o such that

∫
D̃1

|H̃−(F̃+G̃)|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞. As c(t)e−t is decreasing

with respect to t, we have c(−Ψ)eΨ ≥ c(t)e−t on {Ψ ≥ −t}. Hence we have
∫

D̃1∩{Ψ≥−t}
|H̃−(F̃+G̃)|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ ≤ 1

c(t)e−t

∫

D̃1∩{Ψ≥−t}
|H̃−(F̃+G̃)|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞.

Thus we have
∫
D̃1

|H̃−(F̃+G̃)|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞, which implies that P̃ (fo+go) =

P̃ (fo) + P̃ (go).

For any (h, o) ∈ OCn,o. Denote P̃ ((hf)o) = [(F̃h, o)]. Note that there exists an

open neighborhoodD2 of o and t ≥ T such that
∫
D2∩{Ψ<−t} |F̃h−(hf)F 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ <

+∞. It follows from
∫
D2∩{Ψ<−t} |F̃−fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞ and h is holomorphic

on D2 (shrink D2 if necessary) that
∫
D2∩{Ψ<−t} |hF̃ − hfF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

Then we have ∫

D2∩{Ψ<−t}
|F̃h − hF̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

Note that (hF̃ , o) and (F̃h, o) belong toHo, we have
∫
D2

|F̃h−hF̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) <

+∞. As c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, we have c(−Ψ)eΨ ≥ c(t)e−t on
{Ψ ≥ −t}. Hence we have
∫

D2∩{Ψ≥−t}
|F̃h−hF̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ ≤ 1

c(t)e−t

∫

D2∩{Ψ≥−t}
|F̃h−hF̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞.

Thus we have
∫
D2

|F̃h − hF̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞, which implies that P̃ (hfo) =

(h, o)P̃ (fo).

Now we have proved that P̃ is an OCn,o-module homomorphism.

Next, we prove Ker(P̃ ) = I(ϕα +Ψ)o.

If fo ∈ I(ϕα + Ψ)o. Denote P̃ (fo) = [(F̃ , o)]. It follows from Lemma 2.5 that

(F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and there exists an open neighborhood D3 of o and a real number
t1 > T such that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|F̃ − fF 2|e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.
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As fo ∈ I(ϕα +Ψ)o, shrink D3 and t1 if necessary, we have
∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|F̃ − fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ + 2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|F̃ − fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ + 2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D3

|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

<+∞.

(2.12)

As c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, c(−Ψ)eΨ ≥ C0 > 0 for some positive
number C0 on {Ψ ≥ −t1}. Then we have

∫

{Ψ≥−t1}∩D3

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ ≤ 1

C0

∫

{Ψ≥−t1}∩D3

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞.

(2.13)

Combining inequality (2.12) and inequality (2.13), we know that F̃ ∈ I(ϕα + ϕ1 +

Ψ)o, which means P̃ (fo) = 0 in Ho/I(ϕα+ϕ1+Ψ)o. Hence we know I(ϕα+Ψ)o ⊂
Ker(P̃ ).

If fo ∈ Ker(P̃ ), we know F̃ ∈ I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o. We can assume that F̃ satisfies∫
D4

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞ for some open neighborhood D4 of o. Then we have
∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D4

|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D4

|fF 2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D4

|F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ +

∫

{Ψ<−t1}∩D4

|F̃ − fF 2|e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤+∞.

(2.14)

By definition, we know fo ∈ I(ϕα +Ψ)o. Hence Ker(P̃ ) ⊂ I(ϕα +Ψ)o.

Ker(P̃ ) = I(ϕα +Ψ)o is proved.
�

Now we can define an OCn,o-module homomorphism P : Ho/I(ϕα + Ψ)o →
Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o as follows,

P ([fo]) = P̃ (fo)

for any [fo] ∈ Ho/I(ϕα+Ψ)o, where fo ∈ Ho is any representative of [fo]. It follows
from Proposition 2.6 that P ([fo]) is independent of the choices of the representatives
of [fo].

Let (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho, i.e.
∫
U |F̃ |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞ for some neighborhood U of o.

Note that |F |4e−ϕ1 ≡ 1 on {Ψ < −T }. Hence we have
∫
U∩{Ψ<−t} | F̃F 2 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) <

+∞ for some t > T , i.e. ( F̃F 2 )o ∈ Ho. And if (F̃ , o) ∈ I(ϕα+ϕ1 +Ψ)o, it is easy to

verify that ( F̃F 2 )o ∈ I(ϕα + Ψ)o. Hence we have an OCn,o-module homomorphism
Q : Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o → Ho/I(ϕα +Ψ)o defined as follows,

Q([(F̃ , o)]) = [(
F̃

F 2
)o].
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The above discussion shows that Q is independent of the choices of the repre-
sentatives of [(F̃ , o)] and hence Q is well defined.

Proposition 2.7. P : Ho/I(ϕα +Ψ)o → Ho/I(ϕα +ϕ1 +Ψ)o is an OCn,o-module
isomorphism and P−1 = Q.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 2.6 that we know P is injective.
Now we prove P is surjective.
For any [(F̃ , o)] in Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 + Ψ)o. Let (F̃ , o) be any representatives of

[(F̃ , o)] in Ho. Denote that [(f1)o] := [( F̃F 2 )o] = Q([(F̃ , o)]). Let (f1)o := ( F̃F 2 )o ∈
Ho be the representative of [(f1)o]. Denote [(F̃1, o)] := P̃ ((f1)o) = P ([(f1)o]). By

the construction of P̃ , we know that (F̃1, o) ∈ Ho and
∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t}
|F̃1 − f1F

2|e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞,

where t > T and D1 is some neighborhood of o. Note that (f1)o := ( F̃F 2 )o. Hence
we have ∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t}
|F̃1 − F̃ |e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

It follows from (F̃ , o) ∈ Ho and (F̃1, o) ∈ Ho that there exists a neighborhood
D2 ⊂ D1 of o such that

∫

D2

|F̃ − F̃1|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞.

Note that on {Ψ ≥ −t}, we have c(−Ψ)eΨ ≥ c(t)e−t > 0. Hence we have
∫

D2∩{Ψ≥−t}
|F̃ − F̃1|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞.

Thus we know that (F̃1 − F̃ , o) ∈ I(ϕα + ϕ1 + Ψ)o, i.e. [(F̃ , o)] = [(F̃1, o)] in

Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 +Ψ)o. Hence we have P ◦Q([(F̃ , o)]) = [(F̃ , o)], which implies that
P is surjective.

We have proved that P : Ho/I(ϕα + Ψ)o → Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 + Ψ)o is an OCn,o-
module isomorphism and P−1 = Q. �

We recall the following property of closedness of holomorphic functions on a
neighborhood of o.

Lemma 2.8 (see [21]). Let N be a submodule of Oq
Cn,o, 1 ≤ q < +∞, let fj ∈

OCn(U)q be a sequence of q−tuples holomorphic in an open neighborhood U of the
origin o. Assume that the fj converge uniformly in U towards a q−tuples f ∈
OCn(U)q, assume furthermore that all germs (fj , o) belong to N . Then (f, o) ∈ N .

The following lemma shows the closedness of submodules of Ho.

Lemma 2.9. Let Jo be an OCn,o-submodule of Ho such that I(ϕα + Ψ)o ⊂ Jo.
Assume that fo ∈ J(Ψ)o. Let U0 be a Stein open neighborhood of o. Let {fj}j≥1

be a sequence of holomorphic functions on U0 ∩ {Ψ < −tj} for any j ≥ 1, where
tj > T > T0. Assume that t0 := limj→+∞ tj ∈ [T,+∞),

lim sup
j→+∞

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−tj}
|fj |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C < +∞, (2.15)
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and (fj − f)o ∈ Jo. Assume that e−ϕαc(−Ψ) has a positive lower bound on Uo.
Then there exists a subsequence of {fj}j≥1 compactly convergent to a holomorphic
function f0 on {Ψ < −t0} ∩ U0 which satisfies

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f0|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C,

and (f0 − f)o ∈ Jo.

Proof. It follows from lim sup
j→+∞

∫
U0∩{Ψ<−tj} |fj |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C < +∞ and e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

has a positive lower bound on Uo that

lim sup
j→+∞

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−tj}
|fj |2 < +∞.

As t0 := limj→+∞ tj ∈ [T,+∞), by Montel’s theorem, there exists a subsequence of
{fj}j≥1 (also denoted by {fj}j≥1) compactly convergent to a holomorphic function
f0 on {Ψ < −t0} ∩ U0. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma that

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f0|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ lim inf

j→+∞

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−tj}
|fj |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C.

Now we prove (f0 − f)o ∈ Jo. We firstly recall some constructions in Lemma
2.5.

As c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, it follows from inequality (2.15) that

we have supj≥1

(∫
U0

I{−tj−1<Ψ<−tj}|fj |2e−ϕα−Ψ
)
< +∞. As c(−Ψ)e−ϕα has a

positive lower bound on U0, we have supj≥1

(∫
{Ψ<−tj}∩U0

|fj|2
)
< +∞. Then it

follows from Lemma 2.1 that there exists a holomorphic function F̃j on U0 such
that

∫

U0

|F̃j − (1− btj (Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1+vtj (Ψ)−Ψc(−vtj (Ψ))

≤
(
c(T )e−T +

∫ tj+1

T

c(s)e−sds

)∫

U0

I{−t0−1<Ψ<−t0}|fj|2e−ϕα−Ψ,

(2.16)

where btj (t) =
∫ t
−∞ I{−tj−1<s<−tj}ds, vtj (t) =

∫ t
−tj btj (s)ds − tj . Denote Cj :=

c(T )e−T +
∫ tj+1

T
c(s)e−sds. As t0 := limj→+∞ tj ∈ [T,+∞), we can assume that

there exists a positive number C0 < +∞ such that Cj ≤ C0 for all j ≥ 1.

Note that vtj (t) > −tj−1. We have evtj (Ψ)−Ψc(−vtj (Ψ)) ≥ c(tj+1)e−(tj+1) > 0.
As btj (t) ≡ 0 on (−∞,−tj − 1), we have

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−tj−1}
|F̃j − fjF

2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ

≤ 1

c(tj + 1)e−(tj+1)

∫

U0

|F̃j − (1− btj (Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ+vtj (Ψ)c(−vtj (Ψ))

≤ C

c(tj + 1)e−(tj+1)

∫

U0

I{−tj−1<Ψ<−tj}|fj |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(2.17)
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Note that |F 2|2e−ϕ1 = 1 on {Ψ < −tj}. As vtj (Ψ) ≥ Ψ, we have c(−vtj (Ψ))evtj (Ψ) ≥
c(−Ψ)e−Ψ. Hence we have

∫

U0

|F̃j |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

U0

|F̃j − (1− btj (Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

+2

∫

U0

|(1− btj(Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

U0

|F̃j − (1− btj (Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ+vtj (Ψ)c(−vtj (Ψ))

+2

∫

U0∩{Ψ<−tj}
|fj|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

<+∞.

(2.18)

Hence we know that (F̃j , o) ∈ Ho.

It follows from inequality (2.15), supj≥1

(∫
U0

I{−tj−1<Ψ<−tj}|fj |2e−ϕα−Ψ
)
<

+∞ and inequality (2.18) that we actually have supj

(∫
U0

|F̃j |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ)
)
<

+∞. Note that ϕ1 is a plurisubharmonic function and c(−Ψ)e−ϕα has a positive
lower bound on U0. We have (shrink U0 if necessary)

sup
j

(∫

U0

|F̃j |2
)
< +∞.

Hence we know there exists a subsequence of {F̃j}j≥1 (also denoted by {F̃j}j≥1)

compactly convergent to a holomorphic function F̃0 on U0. It follows from Fatou’s
Lemma and inequality (2.18) that

∫

U0

|F̃0|2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) ≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

U0

|F̃j |2e−ϕα−ϕ1c(−Ψ) < +∞. (2.19)

As fj converges to f0, it follows from Fatou’s Lemma and inequality (2.16) that
∫

U0

|F̃0 − (1− bt0(Ψ))f0F
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1+vt0 (Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

U0

|F̃j − (1 − btj (Ψ))fjF
2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1+vtj (Ψ)−Ψc(−vtj (Ψ))

<+∞,

which implies that
∫

U0∩{Ψ<−t0−1}
|F̃0 − f0F

2|2e−ϕα−ϕ1−Ψ < +∞. (2.20)

It follows from inequality (2.17), inequality (2.18), inequality (2.19), inequality
(2.20) and definition of P : Ho/I(ϕα + Ψ)o → Ho/I(ϕα + ϕ1 + Ψ)o that for any
j ≥ 0, we have

P ([(fj)o]) = [(F̃j , o)].

As (fj − f)o ∈ Jo for any j ≥ 1, we have (fj − f1)o ∈ Jo for any j ≥ 1.

It follows from Proposition 2.7 that there exists an ideal J̃ of OCn,o such that
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I(ϕα+ϕ1+Ψ)o ⊂ J̃ ⊂ Ho and J̃/I(ϕα+ϕ1+Ψ)o = Im(P |Jo/I(ϕα+Ψ)o). It follows
from (fj − f1)o ∈ Jo and P ([(fj)o]) = [(Fj , o)] for any j ≥ 1 that we have

(F̃j − F̃1) ∈ J̃ ,

for any j ≥ 1.
As F̃j compactly converges to F̃0, using Lemma 2.8, we obtain that (F̃0−F̃1, o) ∈

J̃ . Note that P is an OCn,o-module isomorphism and J̃/I(ϕα + ϕ1 + Ψ)o =
Im(P |Jo/I(ϕα+Ψ)o). We have (f0 − f1)o ∈ Jo, which implies that (f0 − f)o ∈ Jo.

Lemma 2.9 is proved. �

Let ϕα be a plurisubharmonic function on D, and let c ≡ 1. Note that Ho =
I(ϕα)o and Ho = I(ϕα + ϕ1)o. We know that I(aΨ + ϕα)o ⊂ I(a′Ψ + ϕα)o for
any 0 ≤ a′ < a < +∞. Denote that I+(aΨ + ϕα)o := ∪p>aI(pΨ + ϕα)o is an
OCn,o-submodule of Ho, where a ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.10. There exists a′ > a such that I(a′Ψ+ϕα)o = I+(aΨ+ϕα)o for any
a ≥ 0.

Proof. By the definition of I+(aΨ + ϕα)o, we know I(pΨ + ϕα)o ⊂ I+(aΨ + ϕα)o
for any p > a. It suffices to prove that there exists a′ > a such that I+(aΨ+ϕα)o ⊂
I(a′Ψ+ ϕα)o.

Let k > a be an integer. Denote that ϕ̃1 := kϕ1 = 2max{kψ + kT, 2 log |F k|}
and Ψ̃ := kΨ = min{kψ− 2 log |F k|,−kT }. Proposition 2.7 shows that there exists

an OCn,o-module isomorphism P from I(ϕα)o/I(ϕα + Ψ̃)o → I(ϕα + ϕ1)o/I(ϕα +

ϕ̃1 + Ψ̃)o, which implies that there exists an ideal Kp of OCn,o such that

P (I(ϕα + pΨ)o/I(ϕα + Ψ̃)o) = Kp/I(ϕα + ϕ̃1 + Ψ̃)o,

where p ∈ (0, k). Denote that

L := ∪a<p<kKp

be an ideal ofOCn,o. Hence P |I+(aΨ+ϕα)o/I(ϕα+Ψ̃)o
is anOCn,o-module isomorphism

from I+(aΨ + ϕα)o/I(ϕα + Ψ̃)o to L/I(ϕα + ϕ̃1 + Ψ̃)o. As OCn,o is a Noetherian
ring (see [38]), we get that L is finitely generated. Hence there exists a finite set
{(f1)o, . . . , (fm)o} ⊂ I+(aΨ+ϕα)o, which satisfies that for any fo ∈ I+(aΨ+ ϕα)o
there exists (hj , o) ∈ OCn,o for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m such that

fo −
m∑

j=1

(hj , o) · (fj)o ∈ I(ϕα + Ψ̃)o.

By the definition of I+(aΨ+ϕα)o, there exists a
′ ∈ (a, k) such that {(f1)o, . . . , (fm)o} ⊂

I(a′Ψ+ϕα)o. As (hj , o) · (fj)o ∈ I(a′Ψ+ϕα)o for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m and I(ϕα+Ψ̃)o =
I(kΨ+ ϕα)o ⊂ I(a′Ψ+ ϕα)o, we obtain that I+(aΨ + ϕα)o ⊂ I(a′Ψ+ ϕα)o.

Thus, Lemma 2.10 holds. �

3. Properties of G(t)

Following the notations in Section 1.1, we present some properties of the function
G(t) in this section.

Lemma 3.1 (see [28]). Let M be a complex manifold. Let S be an analytic subset
of M . Let {gj}j=1,2,... be a sequence of nonnegative Lebesgue measurable functions
on M , which satisfies that gj are almost everywhere convergent to g on M when
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j → +∞, where g is a nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function on M . Assume
that for any compact subset K ofM\S, there exist sK ∈ (0,+∞) and CK ∈ (0,+∞)
such that ∫

K

gj
−sKdVM ≤ CK

for any j, where dVM is a continuous volume form on M .
Let {Fj}j=1,2,... be a sequence of holomorphic (n, 0) form on M . Assume that

lim infj→+∞
∫
M

|Fj |2gj ≤ C, where C is a positive constant. Then there exists a
subsequence {Fjl}l=1,2,..., which satisfies that {Fjl} is uniformly convergent to a
holomorphic (n, 0) form F on M on any compact subset of M when l → +∞, such
that ∫

M

|F |2g ≤ C.

Let c(t) ∈ PT,M,Ψ. The following lemma will be used to discuss the convergence
property of holomorphic forms on {Ψ < −t}.
Lemma 3.2. Let f be a holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −t̂0}∩V , where V ⊃ Z0

is an open subset of M and t̂0 > T is an real number. For any z0 ∈ Z0, let Jz0 be
an OM,z0-submodule of J(Ψ)z0 such that I

(
Ψ+ ϕα

)
z0

⊂ Jz0 .

Let {fj}j≥1 be a sequence of holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −tj}. Assume
that t0 := limj→+∞ tj ∈ [T,+∞),

lim sup
j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−tj}
|fj |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C < +∞, (3.1)

and (fj − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. Then there exists a subsequence
of {fj}j∈N+ compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form f0 on {Ψ < −t0}
which satisfies ∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f0|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C,

and (f0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Proof. As e−ϕαc(−Ψ) has positive lower bound on any compact subset of M\Z,
where Z is some analytic subset of M , it follows from Lemma 3.1 that there exists
a subsequence of {fj}j∈N+ (also denoted by {fj}j∈N+) that compactly convergent
to a holomorphic (n, 0) form f0 on {Ψ < −t0} which satisfies

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f0|2e−ϕc(−Ψ) ≤ lim inf

j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−tj}
|fj |2e−ϕc(−Ψ) ≤ C.

Next we prove (f0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.
For any z0 ∈ Z0 ∩ {Ψ = −∞}, we know that {fj}j≥0 and f are holomorphic

(n, 0) forms on some neighborhood Uz0 of z0. It is also easy to verify that J(Ψ)z0 =
Iz0 = OM,z0 and Jz0 is an OM,z0-submodule of OM,z0 . As Jz0 ⊂ OM,z0 is an
OM,z0-submodule, it follows from Lemma 2.8, (fj − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 and
{fj}j∈N+ compactly converges to f0 that we know (f0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for
any z0 ∈ Z0 ∩ {Ψ = −∞}.

Let z0 ∈ Z0\{Ψ = −∞}. As lim sup
j→+∞

∫
{Ψ<−tj} |fj |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ C < +∞, we

know (fj − f1) ∈ Hz0 . The definition of Hz0 can be referred to Section 2.2. It
follows from (fj − f)z0 ∈ Jz0 that we know (fj − f1)z0 ∈ Jz0 . Hence we have
(fj − f1) ∈ Hz0 ∩ Jz0 . We note that e−ϕαc(−Ψ) has a positive lower bound on
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some open neighborhood of z0. It follows from inequality (3.1), (fj − f1) ∈ Hz0 ∩
Jz0 , the uniqueness of limit function and Lemma 2.9 that we know (f0 − f1)z0 ∈
O(KM )z0 ⊗ (Hz0 ∩ Jz0). Hence we know that (f0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any
z0 ∈ Z0\{Ψ = −∞}.

Now we have (f0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. Lemma 3.2 is
proved. �

Lemma 3.3. Let t0 > T . The following two statements are equivalent,
(1) G(t0) = 0;
(2) fz0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Proof. If fz0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0, then take f̃ ≡ 0 in the definition
of G(t) and we get G(t0) ≡ 0.

If G(t0) = 0, by definition, there exists a sequence of holomorphic (n, 0) forms
{fj}j∈Z+ on {Ψ < −t0} such that

lim
j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|fj |2e−ϕc(−Ψ) = 0, (3.2)

and (fj − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0 and j ≥ 1. It follows from
Lemma 3.2 that there exists a subsequence of {fj}j∈N+ compactly convergent to a
holomorphic (n, 0) form f0 on {Ψ < −t0} which satisfies

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|f0|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = 0

and (f0−f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0⊗Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. It follows from
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |f0|

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) =

0 that we know f0 ≡ 0. Hence we have fz0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. State-
ment (2) is proved. �

The following lemma shows the existence and uniqueness of the holomorphic
(n, 0) form related to G(t).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that G(t) < +∞ for some t ∈ [T,+∞). Then there exists a
unique holomorphic (n, 0) form Ft on {Ψ < −t} satisfying

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t)

and (Ft − f) ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Furthermore, for any holomorphic (n, 0) form F̂ on {Ψ < −t} satisfying
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|F̂ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞

and (F̂ − f) ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0. We have the following equality
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|F̂ − Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|F̂ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

(3.3)

Proof. We firstly show the existence of Ft. As G(t) < +∞, then there exists a
sequence of holomorphic (n, 0) forms {fj}j∈N+ on {Ψ < −t} such that

lim
j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|fj |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t)
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and (fj − f) ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0 and any j ≥ 1. It follows from
Lemma 3.2 that there exists a subsequence of {fj}j∈N+ compactly convergent to a
holomorphic (n, 0) form F on {Ψ < −t} which satisfies

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|F |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ G(t)

and (F − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. By the definition of G(t), we have∫
{Ψ<−t} |F |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t). Then we obtain the existence of Ft(= F ).

We prove the uniqueness of Ft by contradiction: if not, there exist two differ-
ent holomorphic (n, 0) forms f1 and f2 on {Ψ < −t} satisfying

∫
{Ψ<−t} |f1|2e−ϕα

c(−Ψ) =
∫
{Ψ<−t} |f2|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t), (f1 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any

z0 ∈ Z0 and (f2 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. Note that
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f1 + f2

2
|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f1 − f2

2
|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=
1

2
(

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f1|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f1|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)) = G(t),

then we obtain that
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f1 + f2

2
|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < G(t)

and ( f1+f22 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0, which contradicts to the
definition of G(t).

Now we prove the equality (3.3). Let h be any holomorphic (n, 0) form on
{Ψ < −t} such that

∫
{Ψ<−t} |h|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞ and h ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗Jz0 for any

z0 ∈ Z0. It is clear that for any complex number α, Ft+αh satisfying ((Ft+αh)−
f) ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0 and

∫
{Ψ<−t} |Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤

∫
{Ψ<−t} |Ft +

αh|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ). Note that
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft + αh|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)−

∫

{ψ<−t}
|Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≥ 0

(By considering α → 0) implies

R

∫

{Ψ<−t}
Fth̄e

−ϕαc(−Ψ) = 0,

then we have
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft + h|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) =

∫

{Ψ<−t}
(|Ft|2 + |h|2)e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

Letting h = F̂ − Ft, we obtain equality (3.3). �

The following lemma shows the lower semicontinuity property of G(t).

Lemma 3.5. G(t) is decreasing with respect to t ∈ [T,+∞), such that lim
t→t0+0

G(t) =

G(t0) for any t0 ∈ [T,+∞), and if G(t) < +∞ for some t > T , then lim
t→+∞

G(t) = 0.

Especially, G(t) is lower semicontinuous on [T,+∞).
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Proof. By the definition of G(t), it is clear that G(t) is decreasing on [T,+∞).
If G(t) < +∞ for some t > T , by the dominated convergence theorem, we know
lim

t→+∞
G(t) = 0. It suffices to prove lim

t→t0+0
G(t) = G(t0) . We prove it by contra-

diction: if not, then lim
t→t0+0

G(t) < G(t0).

By using Lemma 3.4, for any t > t0, there exists a unique holomorphic (n, 0)
form Ft on {Ψ < −t} satisfying

∫
{Ψ<−t} |Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t) and (Ft − f) ∈

O(KM )z0 ⊗Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. Note that G(t) is decreasing with respect to t. We
have

∫
{Ψ<−t} |Ft|2e−ϕc(−ψ) ≤ lim

t→t0+0
G(t) for any t > t0. If lim

t→t0+0
G(t) = +∞,

the equality lim
t→t0+0

G(t) = G(t0) obviously holds, thus it suffices to prove the case

lim
t→t0+0

G(t) < +∞. It follows from
∫
{Ψ<−t} |Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ lim

t→t0+0
G(t) < +∞

holds for any t ∈ (t0, t1] (where t1 > t0 is a fixed number) and Lemma 3.2 that
there exists a subsequence of {Ft} (denoted by {Ftj}) compactly convergent to a

holomorphic (n, 0) form F̂t0 on {Ψ < −t0} satisfying

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̂t0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ lim

t→t0+0
G(t) < +∞

and (F̂t0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Then we obtain that G(t0) ≤
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |F̂t0 |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ lim
t→t0+0

G(t), which

contradicts lim
t→t0+0

G(t) < G(t0). Thus we have lim
t→t0+0

G(t) = G(t0). �

We consider the derivatives of G(t) in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that G(t1) < +∞, where t1 ∈ (T,+∞). Then for any
t0 > t1, we have

G(t1)−G(t0)∫ t0
t1
c(t)e−tdt

≤ lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0 +B)
∫ t0+B
t0

c(t)e−tdt
,

i.e.

G(t0)−G(t1)∫ t0
T1
c(t)e−tdt−

∫ t1
T1
c(t)e−tdt

≥ lim sup
B→0+0

G(t0 +B)−G(t0)∫ t0+B
T1

c(t)e−tdt−
∫ t0
T1
c(t)e−tdt

.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.5 that G(t) < +∞ for any t > t1. By Lemma 3.4,
there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form Ft0 on {Ψ < −t0}, such that (Ft0 − f) ∈
O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0 and G(t0) =

∫
{Ψ<−t0} |Ft0 |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

It suffices to consider that lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0+B)∫ t0+B

t0
c(t)e−tdt

∈ [0,+∞) because of the de-

creasing property of G(t). Then there exists 1 ≥ Bj → 0 + 0 (as j → +∞) such
that

lim
j→+∞

G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)∫ t0+Bj

t0
c(t)e−tdt

= lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0 +B)
∫ t0+B
t0

c(t)e−tdt
(3.4)
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and {G(t0)−G(t0+Bj)∫ t0+Bj
t0

c(t)e−tdt
}j∈N+ is bounded. As c(t)e−t is decreasing and positive on

(t,+∞), then

lim
j→+∞

G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)∫ t0+Bj

t0
c(t)e−tdt

=
(

lim
j→+∞

G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj
)(

1

lim
t→t0+0

c(t)e−t
)

=
(

lim
j→+∞

G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj
)(

et0

lim
t→t0+0

c(t)

)
.

(3.5)

Hence {G(t0)−G(t0+Bj)
Bj

}j∈N+ is uniformly bounded with respect to j.

As t ≤ vt0,j(t), the decreasing property of c(t)e−t shows that

e−Ψ+vt0,Bj
(Ψ)c(−vt0,Bj

(Ψ)) ≥ c(−Ψ).

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that, for any Bj , there exists holomorphic (n, 0) form

F̃j on {Ψ < −t1} such that
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j − (1 − bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j − (1 − bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0,Bj
(Ψ)c(−vt0,Bj

(Ψ))

≤
∫ t0+Bj

t1

c(t)e−tdt

∫

{Ψ<−t1}

1

Bj
I{−t0−Bj<Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕα−Ψ

≤
et0+Bj

∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)

∫

{Ψ<−t1}

1

Bj
I{−t0−Bj<Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=
et0+Bj

∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)
×
(∫

{Ψ<−t1}

1

Bj
I{Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

−
∫

{Ψ<−t1}

1

Bj
I{Ψ<−t0−Bj}|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

)

≤
et0+Bj

∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)
× G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj
< +∞. (3.6)

Note that bt0,Bj
(t) = 0 for t ≤ −t0 − Bj, bt0,Bj

(t) = 1 for t ≥ t0, vt0,Bj
(t) >

−t0−Bj and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t. It follows from inequality (3.6)
that (Fj − Ft0)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ I(Ψ + ϕα)z0 ⊂ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Note that∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j − (1− bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) + 2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|(1 − bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤2
et0+Bj

∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)
× G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj
+ 2

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

(3.7)
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We also note that Bj ≤ 1,
G(t0)−G(t0+Bj)

Bj
is uniformly bounded with respect to

j and G(t0) =
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |Ft0 |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ). It follows from inequality (3.7) that we

know
∫
{Ψ<−t1} |F̃j |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) is uniformly bounded with respect to j.

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that there exists a subsequence of {F̃j}j∈N+ compactly

convergent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃t1 on {Ψ < −t1} which satisfies
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) ≤ lim inf

j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞,

and (F̃t1 − Ft0)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.
Note that limj→+∞ bt0,Bj

(t) = I{t≥−t0} and

vt0(t) := lim
j→+∞

vt0,Bj
(t) =

{− t0 if x < −t0,
t if x ≥ t0.

It follows from inequality (3.6) and Fatou’s lemma that

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{−t0≤Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0 (Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j − (1− bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

(
et0+Bj

∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)
× G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj

)
. (3.8)

It follows from Lemma 3.4, equality (3.4), equality (3.5) and inequality (3.8)
that we have

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)−

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{−t0≤Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0(Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃j − (1− bt0,Bj

(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

(et0+Bj
∫ t0+Bj

t1
c(t)e−tdt

inf
t∈(t0,t0+Bj)

c(t)
× G(t0)−G(t0 +Bj)

Bj

)

≤
(∫ t0

t1

c(t)e−tdt

)
lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0 +B)
∫ t0+B
t0

c(t)e−tdt
.

(3.9)

Note that (F̃t1 − Ft0)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0. It follows from the
definition of G(t) and inequality (3.9) that we have
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G(t1)−G(t0)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)−

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0(Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

≤
( ∫ t0

t1

c(t)e−tdt
)
lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0 +B)
∫ t0+B
t0

c(t)e−tdt
.

(3.10)

Lemma 3.6 is proved.
�

The following property of concave functions will be used in the proof of Theorem
1.2.

Lemma 3.7 (see [23]). Let H(r) be a lower semicontinuous function on (0, R].
Then H(r) is concave if and only if

H(r1)−H(r2)

r1 − r2
≤ lim inf

r3→r2−0

H(r3)−H(r2)

r3 − r2

holds for any 0 < r2 < r1 ≤ R.

4. Proofs of Theorem 1.2, Remark 1.3, Corollary 1.4 and Remark 1.5

We firstly prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof. We firstly show that if G(t0) < +∞ for some t0 > T , then G(t1) < +∞ for
any T < t1 < t0. As G(t0) < +∞, it follows from Lemma 3.4 that there exists a
unique holomorphic (n, 0) form Ft0 on {Ψ < −t} satisfying

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t0) < +∞

and (Ft0 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0.

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃1 on
{Ψ < −t1} such that

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤(

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(4.1)

Note that bt0,B(t) = 0 on {Ψ < −t0 − B} and vt0,B(Ψ) > −t0 − B. We have

evt0,B(Ψ)c(−vt0,B(Ψ)) has a positive lower bound. It follows from inequality (4.1)
that we have (F1 − Ft0)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ I(Ψ + ϕα)z0 ⊂ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for any
z0 ∈ Z0, which implies that (F1 − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0. As
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vt0,B(Ψ) ≥ Ψ and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, it follows from inequality
(4.1) that we have

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕα+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤(

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(4.2)

Then we have∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃1 − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) + 2

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|(1 − bt0,B(Ψ))Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

≤2(

∫ t0+B

t1

c(s)e−sds)

∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|Ft0 |2e−ϕα−Ψ + 2

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

<+∞.

(4.3)

Hence we have G(t1) ≤
∫
{Ψ<−t1} |F̃1|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) < +∞.

Now, it follows from Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7 that we know
G(h−1(r)) is concave with respect to r. It follows from Lemma 3.5 that lim

t→T+0
G(t) =

G(T ) and lim
t→+∞

G(t) = 0.

Theorem 1.2 is proved.
�

Now we prove Remark 1.3.

Proof. Note that if there exists a positive decreasing concave function g(t) on
(a, b) ⊂ R and g(t) is not a constant function, then b < +∞.

Assume that G(t0) < +∞ for some t0 ≥ T . As fz0 /∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for some
z0 ∈ Z0, Lemma 3.3 shows that G(t0) ∈ (0,+∞). Following from Theorem 1.2 we

know G(h−1(r)) is concave with respect to r ∈ (
∫ T
T1
c(t)e−tdt,

∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt) and

G(h−1(r)) is not a constant function, therefore we obtain
∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt < +∞,

which contradicts to
∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt = +∞. Thus we have G(t) ≡ +∞.

When G(t2) ∈ (0,+∞) for some t2 ∈ [T,+∞), Lemma 3.3 shows that fz0 /∈
O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0. Combining the above discussion, we know∫ +∞
T1

c(t)e−tdt < +∞. Using Theorem 1.2, we obtain that G(ĥ−1(r)) is concave

with respect to r ∈ (0,
∫ +∞
T

c(t)e−tdt), where ĥ(t) =
∫ +∞
t

c(l)e−ldl.
Thus, Remark 1.3 holds. �

Now we prove Corollary 1.4

Proof. As G(h−1(r)) is linear with respect to r ∈ [0,
∫ +∞
T c(s)e−sds), we have

G(t) = G(T1)∫ +∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ +∞
t

c(s)e−sds for any t ∈ [T,+∞) and T1 ∈ (T,+∞).
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We follow the notation and the construction in Lemma 3.6. Let t0 > t1 > T be
given. It follows from G(h−1(r)) is linear with respect to r ∈ [0,

∫+∞
T

c(s)e−sds)
that we know that all inequalities in (3.10) should be equalities, i.e., we have

G(t1)−G(t0)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)−

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0 (Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

=
( ∫ t0

t1

c(t)e−tdt
)
lim inf
B→0+0

G(t0)−G(t0 +B)
∫ t0+B
t0

c(t)e−tdt
.

(4.4)

Note that G(t0) =
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |Ft0 |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ). Equality (4.4) shows that G(t1) =∫
{Ψ<−t1} |F̃t1 |

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

Note that on {Ψ ≥ −t0}, we have e−Ψ+vt0(Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ)) = c(−Ψ). It follows
from

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t1}
|F̃t1 − I{Ψ<−t0}Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ+vt0 (Ψ)c(−vt0(Ψ))

that we have (note that vt0(Ψ) = −t0 on {Ψ < −t0})
∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕαe−Ψ−t0c(t0).

(4.5)

As
∫ +∞
T c(t)e−tdt < +∞ and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, we know that

there exists t2 > t0 such that c(t)e−t < c(t0)e
−t0 − ǫ for any t ≥ t2, where ǫ > 0 is

a constant. Then equality (4.5) implies that

ǫ

∫

{Ψ<−t2}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕα−Ψ

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t2}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕα(e−Ψ−t0c(t0)− c(−Ψ))

≤
∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃t1 − Ft0 |2e−ϕα(e−Ψ−t0c(t0)− c(−Ψ))

=0.

(4.6)

Note that e−ϕα−Ψ ≥ e−(ϕα+ψ)|F |2, ϕα + ψ is a plurisubharmonic function and the

integrand in (4.6) is nonnegative, we must have F̃t1 |{Ψ<−t0} = Ft0 .
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It follows from Lemma 3.4 that for any t > T , there exists a unique holomorphic
(n, 0) form Ft on {Ψ < −t} satisfying

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(t)

and (Ft − f) ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0. By the above discussion, we
know Ft = Ft′ on {Ψ < −max {t, t′}} for any t ∈ (T,+∞) and t′ ∈ (T,+∞).
Hence combining limt→T+0G(t) = G(T ), we obtain that there exists a unique

holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on {Ψ < −T } satisfying (F̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 for

any z0 ∈ Z0 and G(t) =
∫
{Ψ<−t} |F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) for any t ≥ T .

Secondly, we prove equality (1.2).
As a(t) is a nonnegative measurable function on (T,+∞), then there exists

a sequence of functions {
ni∑
j=1

aijIEij
}i∈N+ (ni < +∞ for any i ∈ N+) satisfying

that
ni∑
j=1

aijIEij
is increasing with respect to i and lim

i→+∞

ni∑
j=1

aijIEij
= a(t) for any

t ∈ (T,+∞), where Eij is a Lebesgue measurable subset of (T,+∞) and aij ≥ 0 is
a constant for any i, j. It follows from Levi’s Theorem that it suffices to prove the
case that a(t) = IE(t), where E ⊂⊂ (T,+∞) is a Lebesgue measurable set.

Note that G(t) =
∫
{Ψ<−t} |F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) = G(T1)∫

+∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ +∞
t c(s)e−sds where

T1 ∈ (T,+∞), then

∫

{−t1≤Ψ<−t2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) =

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫ t1

t2

c(s)e−sds (4.7)

holds for any T ≤ t2 < t1 < +∞. It follows from the dominated convergence
theorem and equality (4.7) that

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈N}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα = 0 (4.8)

holds for any N ⊂⊂ (T,+∞) such that µ(N) = 0, where µ is the Lebesgue measure
on R.

As c(t)e−t is decreasing on (T,+∞), there are at most countable points denoted
by {sj}j∈N+ such that c(t) is not continuous at sj . Then there is a decreasing
sequence of open sets {Uk}, such that {sj}j∈N+ ⊂ Uk ⊂ (T,+∞) for any k, and
lim

k→+∞
µ(Uk) = 0. Choosing any closed interval [t′2, t

′
1] ⊂ (T,+∞), then we have

∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′2,t
′

1]\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈[t′2,t
′

1]∩Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

= lim
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Ii,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈[t′2,t
′

1]∩Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα ,

(4.9)
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where Ii,n = (t′1 − (i + 1)αn, t
′
1 − iαn] and αn =

t′1−t′2
n . Note that

lim
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Ii,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≤ lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infIi,n\Uk
c(t)

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Ii,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

(4.10)

It follows from equality (4.7) that inequality (4.10) becomes

lim
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Ii,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≤ G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds
lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infIi,n\Uk
c(t)

∫

Ii,n\Uk

c(s)e−sds.

(4.11)

It is clear that c(t) is uniformly continuous and has positive lower bound and upper
bound on [t′2, t

′
1]\Uk. Then we have

lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infIi,n\Uk
c(t)

∫

Ii,n\Uk

c(s)e−sds

≤ lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

supIi,n\Uk
c(t)

infIi,n\Uk
c(t)

∫

Ii,n\Uk

e−sds

=

∫

(t′2,t
′

1]\Uk

e−sds.

(4.12)

Combining inequality (4.9), (4.11) and (4.12), we have
∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′2,t
′

1]\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈[t′2,t
′

1]∩Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≤ G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

(t′2,t
′

1]\Uk

e−sds+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈[t′2,t
′

1]∩Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα .

(4.13)

Let k → +∞, following from equality (4.8) and inequality (4.13), then we obtain
that

∫

{−t′1≤ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα ≤ G(T1)∫ +∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ t′1

t′2

e−sds. (4.14)

Following from a similar discussion we can obtain that
∫

{−t′1≤ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα ≥ G(T1)∫ +∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ t′1

t′2

e−sds.

Then combining inequality (4.14), we know

∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα =

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫ t′1

t′2

e−sds. (4.15)
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Then it is clear that for any open set U ⊂ (T,+∞) and compact set V ⊂ (T,+∞),
∫

{z∈M ;−Ψ(z)∈U}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα =

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

U

e−sds,

and ∫

{z∈M ;−Ψ(z)∈V }
|F̃ |2e−ϕα =

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

V

e−sds.

As E ⊂⊂ (T,+∞), then E ∩ (t2, t1] is a Lebesgue measurable subset of (T + 1
n , n)

for some large n, where T ≤ t2 < t1 ≤ +∞. Then there exists a sequence of
compact sets {Vj} and a sequence of open subsets {V ′

j } satisfying V1 ⊂ . . . ⊂
Vj ⊂ Vj+1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ E ∩ (t2, t1] ⊂ . . . ⊂ V ′

j+1 ⊂ V ′
j ⊂ . . . ⊂ V ′

1 ⊂⊂ (T,+∞) and

lim
j→+∞

µ(V ′
j − Vj) = 0, where µ is the Lebesgue measure on R. Then we have

∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαIE(−Ψ) =

∫

z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈E∩(t2,t1]

|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈V ′

j }
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

V ′

j

e−sds

≤ G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

E∩(t2,t1]

e−sds

=
G(T1)∫ +∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ t1

t2

e−sIE(s)ds,

and ∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαIE(−Ψ) ≥ lim inf

j→+∞

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Vj}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

≥ lim inf
j→+∞

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫

Vj

e−sds

=
G(T1)∫ +∞

T1
c(s)e−sds

∫ t1

t2

e−sIE(s)ds,

which implies that
∫

{−t′1≤Ψ<−t′2}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαIE(−Ψ) =

G(T1)∫ +∞
T1

c(s)e−sds

∫ t1

t2

e−sIE(s)ds.

Hence we know that equality (1.2) holds.
Corollary 1.4 is proved. �

Now we prove Remark 1.5.

Proof of Remark 1.5. By the definition ofG(t; c̃), we haveG(t0; c̃) ≤
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |F̃ |

2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ),

where F̃ is the holomorphic (n, 0) form on {Ψ < −T } such thatG(t) =
∫
{Ψ<−t} |F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

for any t ≥ T . Hence we only consider the case G(t0; c̃) < +∞.
By the definition of G(t; c̃), we can choose a holomorphic (n, 0) form Ft0,c̃ on

{Ψ < −t0} satisfying (Ft0,c̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ Jz0 , for any z0 ∈ Z0 and
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∫
{Ψ<−t0} |Ft0,c̃|

2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ) < +∞. AsH2(c̃, t0) ⊂ H2(c, t0), we have
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |Ft0,c̃|

2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) <

+∞. Using Lemma 3.4, we obtain that

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) =

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

+

∫

{Ψ<−t}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

for any t ≥ t0, then

∫

{−t3≤Ψ<−t4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) =

∫

{−t3≤Ψ<−t4}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

+

∫

{−t3≤Ψ<−t4}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

(4.16)

holds for any t3 > t4 ≥ t0. It follows from the dominant convergence theorem,
equality (4.16), (4.8) and c(t) > 0 for any t > T , that

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)=t}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα =

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)=t}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα (4.17)

holds for any t > t0.
Choosing any closed interval [t′4, t

′
3] ⊂ (t0,+∞) ⊂ (T,+∞). Note that c(t) is

uniformly continuous and have positive lower bound and upper bound on [t′4, t
′
3]\Uk,

where {Uk} is the decreasing sequence of open subsets of (T,+∞), such that c is
continuous on (T,+∞)\Uk and lim

k→+∞
µ(Uk) = 0. Take N = ∩+∞

k=1Uk. Note that

∫

{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

= lim
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

≤ lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infSi,n
c(t)

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα ,

(4.18)

where Si,n = (t′4 − (i + 1)αn, t
′
3 − iαn] and αn =

t′3−t′4
n . It follows from equality

(4.16),(4.17), (4.8) and the dominated theorem that

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ) +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ).

(4.19)
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As c(t) is uniformly continuous and have positive lower bound and upper bound on
[t′3, t

′
4]\Uk, combining equality (4.19), we have

lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infSi,n\Uk
c(t)

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

= lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

1

infSi,n\Uk
c(t)

(

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ)

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕαc(−Ψ))

≤ lim sup
n→+∞

n−1∑

i=0

supSi,n\Uk
c(t)

infSi,n\Uk
c(t)

(

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈Si,n\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα)

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα .

(4.20)

If follows from inequality (4.18) and (4.20) that
∫

{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

≤
∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\Uk}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\Uk}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩Uk}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα .

(4.21)

It follows from Ft0,c̃ ∈ H2(c, t0) that
∫
{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}

|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα < +∞. Let k →
+∞, by equality (4.8), inequality (4.21) and the dominated theorem, we have

∫

{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

≤
∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\N}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩N}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα .

(4.22)

By similar discussion, we also have that
∫

{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

≥
∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\N}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩N}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα .
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then combining inequality (4.22), we have
∫

{−t′3≤Ψ<−t′4}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]\N}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈(t′4,t
′

3]∩N}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα .

(4.23)

Using equality (4.8), (4.17) and Levi’s Theorem, we have
∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈U}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈U}
|F̃ |2e−ϕ +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈U\N}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈U∩N}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

(4.24)

holds for any open set U ⊂⊂ (t0,+∞), and
∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈V }
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

=

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈V }
|F̃ |2e−ϕ +

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈V \N}
|Ft0,c̃ − F̃ |2e−ϕα

+

∫

{z∈M :−Ψ(z)∈V ∩N}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα

(4.25)

holds for any compact set V ⊂ (t0,+∞). For any measurable set E ⊂⊂ (t0,+∞),
there exists a sequence of compact set {Vl}, such that Vl ⊂ Vl+1 ⊂ E for any l and
lim

l→+∞
µ(Vl) = µ(E), hence by equality (4.25), we have

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαIE(−ψ) ≥ lim

l→+∞

∫

{ψ<−t0}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕαIVj

(−ψ)

≥ lim
l→+∞

∫

{ψ<−t0}
|F̃ |2e−ϕαIVj

(−ψ)

=

∫

{ψ<−t0}
|F̃ |2e−ϕIVj

(−ψ).

(4.26)

It is clear that for any t > t0, there exists a sequence of functions {∑ni

j=1 IEi,j
}+∞
i=1

defined on (t,+∞), satisfying Ei,j ⊂⊂ (t,+∞),
∑ni+1

j=1 IEi+1,j (s) ≥ ∑ni

j=1 IEi,j
(s)

and lim
i→+∞

∑ni

j=1 IEi,j
(s) = c̃(s) for any s > t. Combining Levi’s Theorem and

inequality (4.26), we have
∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|Ft0,c̃|2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ) ≥

∫

{Ψ<−t0}
|F̃ |2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ). (4.27)

By the definition of G(t0, c̃), we have G(t0, c̃) =
∫
{Ψ<−t0} |F̃ |

2e−ϕα c̃(−Ψ). Equality

(1.3) is proved.
�
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5. Proof of Corollary 1.7

In this section, we prove Corollary 1.7.

Proof. Let Z0 ⊂ {ψ = −∞}. Let F ≡ 1 on M . Denote ϕα := ϕ. As ψ < −T on
M , we have Ψ := min{ψ − 2 log |F |,−T } = ψ. which implies that Hz0 = Hz0 for
any z0 ∈ Z0. Denote Jz0 := Fz0 for any z0 ∈ Z0.

Let c(t) ∈ PT,M . Now we prove that c(t) belongs to PT,M,Ψ. Let T1 > T be a
real number. Denote Ψ1 := min{ψ,−T1}. Let K be any compact subset of M\E.
If K ∩ {ψ < −T1} 6= ∅, as ψ = Ψ1 on {ψ < −T1}, it follows from e−ϕc(−ψ)
has a positive lower bound on K that e−ϕc(−Ψ1) has a positive lower bound on
K ∩ {ψ < −T1}. If K ∩ {ψ ≥ −T1} 6= ∅, as ϕ + ψ is a plurisubharmonic function
on M , then the function e−ϕc(−Ψ1) = e−ϕ−ψc(−Ψ1)e

ψ ≥ e−(ϕ+ψ)c(T1)e
−T1 has a

positive lower bound on K ∩ {ψ ≥ −T1}. Hence e−ϕc(−Ψ1) has a positive lower
bound on any compact set K ⊂M\E. We know c(t) ∈ PT,M,Ψ.

By the definition (1.1) ofG(t; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f) and the definition (1.4) ofG(t; c, ψ, ϕ,F , f),
we know that G(t; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f) = G(t; c, ψ, ϕ,F , f) for any t ∈ [T,+∞). As there
exists a t0 ≥ T such thatG(t0; c, ψ, ϕ, f,F) < +∞, we know thatG(t0; c,Ψ, ϕα, J, f) <
+∞.

Then it follows from Theorem 1.2 that Corollary 1.7 holds. �

6. Proof of Proposition 1.9

In this section, we prove Proposition 1.9 by using Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Let h(x) =

{
e
− 1

1−(x−1)2 if |x− 1| < 1
0 if |x− 1| ≥ 1

be a real function defined on R,

and let gn(x) =
n

(n+1)d

∫ nx
0

h(s)ds, where d =
∫
R
h(s)ds. Note that h(x) ∈ C∞

0 (R)

and h(x) ≥ 0 for any x ∈ R. Then we get that gn(x) is increasing with respect to x,
gn(x) ≤ gn+1(x) for any n ∈ N and x ∈ R, and limn→+∞ gn(x) = I{s∈R:s>0}(x) for
any x ∈ R. Setting cnt (x) = 1 − gn(x − t), where t is the given positive number in
Proposition 1.9, it follows from the properties of {gn(x)}n∈N that cnt (x) is decreasing
with respect to x, cnt (x) ≥ cn+1

t (x) for any n ∈ N and x ∈ R, and limn→+∞ cnt (x) =
I{s∈R:s≤t}(x) for any x ∈ R. Let ϕα ≡ 0. Note that cnt (x) ∈ [ 1

n+1 , 1] on (0,+∞),

then cnt (x) ∈ P0,M,Ψ for any n ∈ N.
Denote

inf

{∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f̃ |2cnt (−Ψ) :f̃ ∈ H0({Ψ < −t},O(KM))

& (f̃ − f)z0 ∈ O(KM )z0 ⊗ I(Ψ)z0 for any z0 ∈ Z0

}

by Gt,n(s). It follows from Theorem 1.2 that

∫

{Ψ<−l}
|f |2cnt (−Ψ) ≥ Gt,n(l) ≥

∫ +∞
l

cnt (s)e
−sds

∫ +∞
0

cnt (s)e
−sds

Gt,n(0) (6.1)

for any l > 0. Following from
∫
{Ψ<−l} |f |2 < +∞ for any l > 0, the properties of

{cnt }n∈N and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that

lim
n→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−l}
|f |2cnt (−Ψ) =

∫

{−t≤Ψ<−l}
|f |2. (6.2)
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As cnt (x) ≥ I{s∈R:s≤t}(x) for any x > 0 and n ∈ N, then it follows from the
definitions of Gt,n(0) and Cf,Ψ,t(Z0) that

Gt,n(0) ≥ Cf,Ψ,t(Z0). (6.3)

Combining inequality (6.1), equality (6.2), and inequality (6.3), we obtain that
∫

{−t≤Ψ<−l}
|f |2 = lim

n→+∞

∫

{Ψ<−l}
|f |2cnt (−Ψ)

≥ lim
n→+∞

∫ +∞
l cnt (s)e

−sds
∫ +∞
0 cnt (s)e

−sds
Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)

=
e−l − e−t

1− e−t
Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)

for any l ∈ (0, t). Following from the difinition ofCf,Ψ,t(Z0), we have
∫
{−t≤Ψ<0} |f |2 ≥

Cf,Ψ,t(Z0). Thus, we have
∫

{−t≤Ψ<−l}
|f |2 ≥ e−l − e−t

1− e−t
Cf,Ψ,t(Z0) (6.4)

for any l ∈ [0, t).
Following from Fubini’s Theorem and inequality (6.4), we obtain that

∫

Mt

|f |2e−Ψ =

∫

Mt

(
|f |2

∫ e−Ψ

0

dr

)

=

∫ +∞

0

(∫

Mt∩{r<e−Ψ}
|f |2

)
dr

=

∫ t

−∞

(∫

{−t≤Ψ<min{−l,0}}
|f |2

)
eldl

=

∫ 0

−∞

(∫

{−t≤Ψ<min{−l,0}}
|f |2

)
eldl +

∫ t

0

(∫

{−t≤Ψ<−l}
|f |2

)
eldl

≥ Cf,Ψ,t(Z0)

(∫ 0

−∞
eldl +

∫ t

0

1− el−t

1− e−t
dl

)

=
t

1− e−t
Cf,Ψ,t(Z0).

Then Proposition 1.9 has thus been proved. �

7. Proofs of Theorem 1.11, Theorem 1.13 and Remark 1.14

The following estimate will be used in the proofs of Theorem 1.11 and Theorem
1.13.

Proposition 7.1. Let ϕ be a plurisubharmonic function D, and let f be a holomor-
phic function on {Ψ < −t0} such that fo ∈ I(ϕ)o. Assume that afo (Ψ;ϕ) < +∞,
then we have afo (Ψ;ϕ) > 0 and

1

r2

∫

{afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ<log r}
|f |2e−ϕ ≥ G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f) > 0
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holds for any r ∈ (0, e−a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)t0 ], where the definition of G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ+

ϕ)o, f) can be found in Section 1.1.

Proof. Lemma 2.10 tells us that there exists p0 > 2afo (Ψ;ϕ) such that I(p0Ψ+ϕ)o =
I+(2a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o. Following from the definition of afo (Ψ;ϕ) and Lemma 3.3,

we obtain that

G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f) > 0. (7.1)

Without loss of generality, assume that there exists t > t0 such that
∫
{Ψ<−t} |f |2e−ϕ <

+∞. Denote that t1 := inf{t ≥ t0 :
∫
{Ψ<−t} |f |2e−ϕ < +∞}. Denote

inf

{∫

{pΨ<−t}
|f̃ |2e−ϕ : f̃ ∈ O({pΨ < −t})& (f̃ − f)o ∈ I(pΨ+ ϕ)o

}

by Gp(t), where t ∈ [0,+∞) and p > 2afo (Ψ;ϕ). Then we know that Gp(0) ≥
G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f) for any p > 2afo (Ψ;ϕ). Note that

pΨ = min{pψ + (2⌈p⌉ − 2p) log |F | − 2 log |F ⌈p⌉|, 0},
where ⌈p⌉ = min{n ∈ Z : n ≥ p}, and

Gp(pt) ≤
∫

{Ψ<−t}
|f |2e−ϕ < +∞

for any t > t1. Theorem 1.2 shows that Gp(− log r) is concave with respect to
r ∈ (0, 1] and limt→+∞Gp(t) = 0, which implies that

1

r21

∫

{pΨ<2 log r1}
|f |2e−ϕ ≥ 1

r21
Gp(−2 log r1)

≥ Gp(0)

≥ G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f),

(7.2)

where 0 < r1 ≤ e−
pt0
2 .

We prove afo (Ψ;ϕ) > 0 by contradiction: if afo(Ψ;ϕ) = 0, as
∫
{Ψ<−t1−1} |f |2e−ϕ <

+∞, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and inequality (7.2) that

1

r21

∫

{Ψ=−∞}
|f |2e−ϕ = lim

p→0+0

1

r21

∫

{pΨ<2 log r1}
|f |2e−ϕ

≥ G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f).

(7.3)

Note that µ({Ψ = −∞}) = µ({ψ = −∞}) = 0, where µ is the Lebesgue measure
on Cn. Inequality (7.3) implies that G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f) = 0,

which contradicts inequality (7.1). Thus, we get that afo (Ψ;ϕ) > 0.

For any r2 ∈ (0, e−a
f
o(Ψ;ϕ)t1), note that 2 log r2

p < −t1 for any p ∈ (2af0 (Ψ;ϕ),− 2 log r2
t1

),

which implies that
∫
{pΨ<2 log r2} |f |

2e−ϕ < +∞ for any p ∈ (2af0(Ψ;ϕ),− 2 log r2
t1

).

Then it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and inequality (7.2) that

1

r22

∫

{2af0 (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ≤2 log r2}
|f |2e−ϕ = lim

p→2af0 (Ψ;ϕ)+0

1

r22

∫

{pΨ<2 log r2}
|f |2e−ϕ

≥ G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f).

(7.4)
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For any r ∈ (0, e−a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)t0 ], if r > e−a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)t1 , we have

∫
{af0 (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ<log r} |f |2e−ϕ =

+∞ > G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f), and if r ∈ (0, e−a

f
o (Ψ;ϕ)t1 ], it

follows from {afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ < log r} = ∪0<r2<r{afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ < log r2} and inequality
(7.4) that
∫

{af0 (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ<log r}
|f |2e−ϕ = sup

r2∈(0,r)

∫

{2af0 (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ≤2 log r2}
|f |2e−ϕ

≥ sup
r2∈(0,r)

r22G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f)

= r2G(0; c ≡ 1,Ψ, ϕ, I+(2a
f
o(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o, f).

Thus, Proposition 7.1 holds. �

Proof of Theorem 1.11. It is clear that I+(aΨ+ϕ)o ⊂ I(aΨ+ϕ)o, hence it suffices
to prove that I(aΨ+ ϕ) ⊂ I+(aΨ+ ϕ)o.

If there exists fo ∈ I(aΨ+ϕ)o such that fo 6∈ I+(aΨ+ϕ)o, then a
f
o (Ψ;ϕ)o =

a
2 <

+∞. Proposition 7.1 shows that a > 0. Without loss of generality, assume that f
is a holomorphic function on {Ψ < −t0} ∩D, where t0 > 0. For any neighborhood
U ⊂ D of o, it follows from Proposition 7.1 that there exists CU > 0 such that

1

r2

∫

{aΨ<2 log r}∩U
|f |2e−ϕ ≥ CU (7.5)

for any r ∈ (0, e−
at0
2 ]. For any t > at0, it follows from Fubini’s Theorem and

inequality (7.5) that

∫

{aΨ<−t}∩U
|f |2e−aΨ−ϕ =

∫

{aΨ<−t}∩U

(
|f |2e−ϕ

∫ e−aΨ

0

dl

)

=

∫ +∞

0

(∫

{l<e−aΨ}∩{aΨ<−t}∩U
|f |2e−ϕ

)
dl

≥
∫ +∞

et

(∫

{aΨ<− log l}∩U
|f |2e−ϕ

)
dl

≥CU
∫ +∞

et

1

l
dl

=+∞,

which contradicts fo ∈ I(aΨ + ϕ)o. Thus, there is no fo ∈ I(aΨ + ϕ)o such that
fo 6∈ I+(aΨ+ ϕ)o, which implies that I(aΨ+ ϕ) = I+(aΨ+ ϕ)o for any a ≥ 0. �

We recall two lemmas, which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.13.

Lemma 7.2 (see [31]). Let a(t) be a positive measurable function on (−∞,+∞),
such that a(t)et is increasing near +∞, and a(t) is not integrable near +∞. Then
there exists a positive measurable function ã(t) on (−∞,+∞) satisfying the follow-
ing statements:

(1) there exists T < +∞ such that ã(t) ≤ a(t) for any t > T ;
(2) ã(t)et is strictly increasing and continuous near +∞;
(3) ã(t) is not integrable near +∞.



BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L2 INTEGRALS AND CONCAVITY PROPERTY 41

Lemma 7.3 (see [35]). For any two measurable spaces (Xi, µi) and two measurable
functions gi on Xi respectively (i ∈ {1, 2}), if µ1({g1 ≥ r−1}) ≥ µ2({g2 ≥ r−1})
for any r ∈ (0, r0], then

∫
{g1≥r−1

0 } g1dµ1 ≥
∫
{g2≥r−1

0 } g2dµ2.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. We prove Theorem 1.13 in two cases, that a(t) satisfies
condition (1) or condition (2).

Case (1). a(t) is decreasing near +∞.

Firstly, we prove (B) ⇒ (A). Consider F ≡ f ≡ 1, ϕ ≡ 0 and ψ = log |z1| on
the unit polydisc ∆n ⊂ Cn. Note that a1o(log |z1|; 0) = 1 and

∫

∆n
r0

a(−2 log |z1|)
1

|z1|2
=(πr20)

n−1

∫

∆r0

a(−2 log |z1|)
1

|z1|2

=(πr20)
n−12π

∫ r0

0

a(−2 log r)r−1dr

=(πr20)
n−1π

∫ +∞

−2 log r0

a(t)dt,

hence we obtain (B) ⇒ (A).
Then, we prove (A) ⇒ (B). Theorem 1.11 shows that fo 6∈ I(2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o

and afo (Ψ;ϕ) > 0. Now we assume that there exist t0 > 0 and a pseudoconvex do-

mainD0 ⊂ D containing o such that
∫
{Ψ<−t0}∩D0

|f |2e−2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ−ϕa(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) <

+∞ to get a contradiction. As fo ∈ I(ϕ)o, there exist t1 > t0 and a pseudocon-
vex domain D1 ⊂ D0 containing o such that

∫
D1∩{Ψ<−t1} |f |

2e−ϕ < +∞. Set

c(t) = a(t)et + 1, then we have
∫

D1∩{Ψ<−t1}
|f |2e−ϕc(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) < +∞. (7.6)

Without loss of generality, assume that a(t) is decreasing on (2afo (Ψ;ϕ)t1,+∞).
Note that c(t)e−t = a(t)+e−t is decreasing on (2afo (Ψ;ϕ)t1,+∞) and lim inft→+∞ c(t) >
0. As a(t) is not integrable near +∞, so is c(t)e−t. Note that there exist a plurisub-
harmonic function ψ1 and a holomorphic function F1 on D1 such that

ψ1 − 2 log |F1| = 2afo(Ψ;ϕ)(ψ − 2 log |F |)
on D1. Denote that Ψ1 := min{ψ1−2 log |F1|,−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)t1} on D1. Using Remark
1.3 (replacing M , Ψ and T by D1, Ψ1 and 2afo(Ψ;ϕ)t1 respectively), as fo 6∈
I(2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ + ϕ)o = I(Ψ1 + ϕ)o, then we have G(2afo (Ψ;ϕ)t1; c,Ψ1, ϕ, I(Ψ1 +
ϕ)o, f) = +∞, which contradicts to inequality (7.6). Thus, we obtain (A) ⇒ (B).

Case (2). a(t)et is increasing near +∞.

In this case, the proof of (B) ⇒ (A) is the same as the case (1), therefore it
suffices to prove (A) ⇒ (B).

Assume that statement (A) holds. It follows from Lemma 7.2 that there exists a
positive function ã(t) on (−∞,+∞) satisfying that: ã(t) ≤ a(t) near +∞; ã(t)et is
strictly increasing and continuous near +∞; ã(t) is not integrable near +∞. Thus,
it suffices to prove that for any Ψ, ϕ and fo ∈ I(ϕ)o satisfying afo (Ψ;ϕ) < +∞,
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ã(−2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) exp(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ−ϕ+2 log |f |) 6∈ L1(U ∩ {Ψ < −t}), where U is
any neighborhood of o and t > 0.

Take any t0 ≫ 0 and any small pseudoconvex domain D0 ⊂ D containing the
origin o such that f ∈ O(D0 ∩ {Ψ < −t0}). Let µ1(X) =

∫
X
|f |2e−ϕ, where X

is a Lebesgue measurable subset of D0 ∩ {Ψ < −t0}, and let µ2 be the Lebeague
measure on (0, 1]. Denote that Yr = {−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ ≥ − log r}. Proposition 7.1
shows that there exists a positive constant C such that µ1(Yr) ≥ Cr holds for any

r ∈ (0, e−2afo (Ψ;ϕ)t0 ].
Let g1 = ã(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) exp(−2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) and g2(x) = ã(− log x+logC)Cx−1.

As ã(t)e−t is strictly increasing near +∞, then g1 ≥ ã(− log r)r−1 on Yr implies
that

µ1({g1 ≥ ã(− log r)r−1}) ≥ µ1(Yr) ≥ Cr (7.7)

holds for any r > 0 small enough. As ã(t)et is strictly increasing near +∞, then

there exists r0 ∈ (0, e−2afo (Ψ)t0) such that

µ2({x ∈ (0, r0] : g2(x) ≥ ã(− log r)r−1}) = µ2({0 < x ≤ Cr}) = Cr (7.8)

for any r ∈ (0, r0]. As ã(− log r)r−1 converges to +∞ (when r → 0+ 0) and ã(t) is
continuous near +∞, we obtain that

µ1({g1 ≥ r−1}) ≥ µ2({x ∈ (0, r0] : g2(x) ≥ r−1})

holds for any r > 0 small enough. Following from Lemma 7.3 and ã(t) is not
integrable near +∞, we obtain ã(−2afo (Ψ;ϕ)Ψ) exp(−2afo(Ψ;ϕ)Ψ−ϕ+2 log |f |) 6∈
L1(D0 ∩ {Ψ < −t0}).

Thus, Theorem 1.13 holds. �

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Remark 1.14.

Lemma 7.4. Let h be a holomorphic function on a pseudoconvex domain D ⊂ C
n

containing the origin o, and let ψ be a plurisubharmonic function on D such
that cho,p(ψ) < +∞, where p > 0. Then we have a1o(Ψ; 0) = 1

2 , where Ψ =

min{2cho,p(ψ)ψ − p log |h|, 0}.

Proof. As ψ is a plurisubharmonic function, there exist δ > 0 and a neighborhood
U of o such that

∫
U e

−δψ < +∞. For any r ∈ (0, 1), there exist r′ ∈ (0, r) and a

neighborhood U ′ ⋐ U of o such that 2 r−r
′

1−r c
h
o,p(ψ) < δ and

∫
U ′

|h|pe−2 r′

r
cho,p(ψ)ψ <

+∞. Following from Hölder Inequality, we get that
∫

U ′

|h|pre−2rcho,p(ψ)ψ =

∫

U ′

|h|pre−2r′cho,p(ψ)ψe−2(r−r′)cho,p(ψ)ψ

≤
(∫

U ′

|h|pe−2 r′

r
cho,p(ψ)ψ

)r
×
(∫

U ′

e−2 r−r′

1−r
cho,p(ψ)ψ

)1−r

< +∞,

which implies that a1o(Ψ; 0) ≥ 1
2 . We prove a1o(Ψ; 0) = 1

2 by contradiction: if not,

there exist s > 1
2 , t > 0 and a neighborhood V ⋐ U of o such that

∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
|h|2spe−4scho,p(ψ)ψ =

∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
e−2sΨ < +∞. (7.9)
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There exists s′ > 1 such that 4s(s′−1)
2s−1 cho,p(ψ) < δ. Following from inequality (7.9)

and Hölder Inequality, we get that
∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
|h|pe−2s′cho,p(ψ)ψ

=

∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
|h|pe−2cho,p(ψ)ψe−2(s′−1)cho,p(ψ)ψ

≤
(∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
|h|2spe−4scho,p(ψ)ψ

) 1
2s

×
(∫

{Ψ<−t}∩V
e−

4s(s′−1)
2s−1 cho,p(ψ)ψ

)1− 1
2s

<+∞,

which contradicts to the definition of cho,p(ψ). Thus, we obtain a1o(Ψ; 0) = 1
2 . �

Proof of Remark 1.14. We give a proof of Theorem 1.12 by using Theorem 1.13.
The proofs of (B′) ⇒ (A′) and (C′) ⇒ (A′) are as the same as the proof of
(B) ⇒ (A) in Theorem 1.13. It suffices to prove (A′) ⇒ (B′) and (A′) ⇒ (C′).

Assume that statement (A′) holds, then we have the statement (B) in Theorem
1.13 holds.

For any h and ψ satisfying cho,p(ψ) < +∞, let F ≡ 1, f = h⌈
p
2 ⌉ and ϕ =

(2⌈p2⌉ − p) log |h|, where ⌈m⌉ := min{n ∈ Z : n ≥ m}. Note that |h|p = |f |2e−ϕ,
ψ(o) = −∞ and afo (Ψ;ϕ) = cho,p(ψ). The holding of statement (B) in Theorem 1.13

implies that a(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ) exp(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ + p log |h|) is not integrable near o.

For any h and ψ satisfying cho,p(ψ) < +∞, let Ψ = min{2cho,p(ψ)ψ − p log |h|, 0},
ϕ ≡ 0 and f ≡ 1. Lemma 7.4 shows that afo(Ψ;ϕ) = 1

2 . The holding of statement

(B) in Theorem 1.13 implies that a(−Ψ) exp(−Ψ) 6∈ L1(U ∩ {Ψ < 0}) for any
neighborhood U of o, which implies that a(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ+p log |h|) exp(−2cho,p(ψ)ψ+
p log |h|) is not integrable near o. �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.15

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.15 by using Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.15. Following from Fubini’s Theorem, we have
∫

{Ψ<0}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ

=

∫

{Ψ<0}

(
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ

∫ e−aΨ

0

ds

)

=

∫ +∞

0

(∫

{Ψ<0}∩{s<e−aΨ}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ

)
ds

=

∫ +∞

−∞

(∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}∩{Ψ<0}

|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ

)
eldl

=

∫

{Ψ<0}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ +

∫ +∞

0

(∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ

)
eldl.

(8.1)
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Denote

inf

{∫

{q′Ψ<−t}
|f̃ |2e−ϕc(−q′Ψ) : (f̃ − f)o ∈ I(q′Ψ+ ϕ)o& f̃ ∈ O({q′Ψ < −t})

}

by Gc,q′(t), where c is a Lebesgue measurable function on (0,+∞) and q′ >
2afo(Ψ;ϕ) ≥ 1.

Next we prove inequality

∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ ≥ e−

a−1+q′

a
l 1

KΨ,f,a(o)
(8.2)

holds for l ≥ 0, a > 0 and q′ > 2afo (Ψ;ϕ).

We prove inequality (8.2) for the case a ∈ (0, 1]. Let c1(t) = e
1−a

q′
t
on (0,+∞).

Note that c1(t)e
−t is decreasing on (0,+∞) and e−ϕc1(−q′Ψ) = e−ϕ−(1−a)Ψ has

a positive lower bound on any compact subset of D. Theorem 1.2 shows that

Gc1,q′(h
−1(r)) is concave with respect to r, where h(t) =

∫ +∞
t c1(s)e

−sds. Note

that Gc1,q′(0) ≥ 1
KΨ,f,a(o)

for any q′ > 2afo(Ψ;ϕ). Hence we have

∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕ−(1−a)Ψ ≥Gc1,q′

(
q′l

a

)

≥
∫ +∞

q′l
a

c1(s)e
−sds

∫ +∞
0

c1(s)e−sds
Gc1,q′(0)

≥e− a−1+q′

a
l 1

KΨ,f,a(o)
.

We prove inequality (8.2) for the case a > 1. Let c̃m(t) be a continuous function

on (0,+∞) such that c̃m(t) = e
1−a

q′
t
on (0,m) and c̃m(t) = e

1−a

q′
m

on (m,+∞)
for any positive integer m. Note that c̃m(t)e−t is decreasing on (0,+∞) and
e−ϕc̃m(−q′Ψ) has a positive lower bound on any compact subset of D. Theo-
rem 1.2 shows that Gc̃m,q′(h

−1
m (r)) is concave with respect to r, where hm(t) =∫ +∞

t
c̃m(s)e−sds. Note that Gc̃m,q′(0) ≥ 1

KΨ,f,a(o)
for any q′ > 2afo(Ψ;ϕ). Hence

we have

∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕc̃m(−q′Ψ) ≥Gc̃m,q′

(
q′l

a

)

≥
∫ +∞

q′l
a

c̃m(s)e−sds
∫ +∞
0 c̃m(s)e−sds

Gc̃m,q′(0)

≥
∫ +∞

q′l
a

c̃m(s)e−sds
∫ +∞
0

c̃m(s)e−sds

1

KΨ,f,a(o)
.

(8.3)
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As
∫
{Ψ<0} |f |2e−ϕ−Ψ ≤ C1 < +∞, it follows from c̃m(−q′Ψ) ≤ e−Ψ, the dominated

convergence theorem and inequality (8.3) that
∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕ−(1−a)Ψ = lim

m→+∞

∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕc̃m(−q′Ψ)

≥ lim
m→+∞

∫ +∞
q′l
a

c̃m(s)e−sds
∫ +∞
0

c̃m(s)e−sds

1

KΨ,f,a(o)

=e−
a−1+q′

a
l 1

KΨ,f,a(o)
.

Combining equality (8.1), inequality (8.2) and the definition of KΨ,f,a(o), we
obtain that∫

{Ψ<0}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ

=

∫

{Ψ<0}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ +

∫ +∞

0

(∫

{Ψ<− l
a
}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ+aΨ

)
eldl

≥
(
1 +

∫ +∞

0

e−
−1+q′

a
l

)
1

KΨ,f,a(o)

=
a+ q′ − 1

q′ − 1
· 1

KΨ,f,a(o)

(8.4)

for any q′ > 2afo(Ψ;ϕ). Let q′ → 2afo(Ψ;ϕ), we get that inequality (8.4) also holds
when q′ = 2afo (Ψ;ϕ). Thus, if q > 1 satisfies

q + a− 1

q − 1
>
C1

C2
≥ KΨ,f,a(o)

∫

{Ψ<0}
|f |2e−ϕ−Ψ,

we have p < 2afo(Ψ;ϕ), i.e. fo ∈ I(pΨ+ ϕ)o. �

9. Appendix: Proof of Lemma 2.1

In this section, we prove Lemma 2.1.

9.1. Some results used in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 9.1 (see [11]). Let Q be a Hermitian vector bundle on a Kähler manifold M
of dimension n with a Kähler metric ω. Assume that η, g > 0 are smooth functions
on M. Then for every form v ∈ D(M,∧n,qT ∗M ⊗Q) with compact support we have

∫

M

(η + g−1)|D′′∗v|2QdVM +

∫

M

η|D′′

v|2QdVM

≥
∫

M

〈[η
√
−1ΘQ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η,Λω]v, v〉QdVM .

(9.1)

Lemma 9.2 (Lemma 4.2 in [32]). Let M and Q be as in the above lemma and θ be
a continuous (1,0) form on M. Then we have

[
√
−1θ ∧ θ̄,Λω]α = θ̄ ∧ (αx(θ̄)♯), (9.2)

for any (n,1) form α with value in Q. Moreover, for any positive (1,1) form β, we
have [β,Λω] is semipositive.
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Lemma 9.3 (Remark 3.2 in [11]). Let (M,ω) be a complete Kähler manifold
equipped with a (non-necessarily complete) Kähler metric ω, and let Q be a Her-
mitian vector bundle over M . Assume that η and g are smooth bounded positive
functions on M and let B := [η

√
−1ΘQ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η,Λω]. Assume

that δ ≥ 0 is a number such that B + δI is semi-positive definite everywhere on
∧n,qT ∗M ⊗Q for some q ≥ 1. Then given a form v ∈ L2(M,∧n,qT ∗M ⊗Q) such

that D
′′

v = 0 and
∫
M 〈(B+δI)−1v, v〉QdVM < +∞, there exists an approximate so-

lution u ∈ L2(M,∧n,q−1T ∗M ⊗Q) and a correcting term h ∈ L2(M,∧n,qT ∗M ⊗Q)

such that D
′′

u+
√
δh = v and∫

M

(η + g−1)−1|u|2QdVM +

∫

M

|h|2QdVM ≤
∫

M

〈(B + δI)−1v, v〉QdVM . (9.3)

Lemma 9.4 (Theorem 6.1 in [10], see also Theorem 2.2 in [52]). Let (M,ω) be a
complex manifold equipped with a Hermitian metric ω, and Ω ⊂⊂M be an open set.

Assume that T = T̃ +
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ϕ is a closed (1,1)-current on M , where T̃ is a smooth

real (1,1)-form and ϕ is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function. Let γ be a continuous
real (1,1)-form such that T ≥ γ. Suppose that the Chern curvature tensor of TM
satisfies

(
√
−1ΘTM +̟ ⊗ IdTM )(κ1 ⊗ κ2, κ1 ⊗ κ2) ≥ 0

∀κ1, κ2 ∈ TM with 〈κ1, κ2〉 = 0
(9.4)

for some continuous nonnegative (1,1)-form ̟ on M. Then there is a family of

closed (1,1)-current Tζ,ρ = T̃ +
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ϕζ,ρ on M (ζ ∈ (0,+∞) and ρ ∈ (0, ρ1) for

some positive number ρ1) independent of γ, such that
(i) ϕζ,ρ is quasi-plurisubharmonic on a neighborhood of Ω̄, smooth on M\Eζ(T ),

increasing with respect to ζ and ρ on Ω and converges to ϕ on Ω as ρ→ 0.
(ii) Tζ,ρ ≥ γ − ζ̟ − δρω on Ω.
where Eζ(T ) := {x ∈M : v(T, x) ≥ ζ} (ζ > 0) is the ζ-upper level set of Lelong

numbers and {δρ} is an increasing family of positive numbers such that lim
ρ→0

δρ = 0.

Remark 9.5 (see Remark 2.1 in [52]). Lemma 9.4 is stated in [10] in the case M
is a compact complex manifold. The similar proof as in [10] shows that Lemma 9.4
on noncompact complex manifold still holds where the uniform estimate (i) and (ii)
are obtained only on a relatively compact subset Ω.

Lemma 9.6 (Theorem 1.5 in [9]). Let M be a Kähler manifold, and Z be an analytic
subset of M. Assume that Ω is a relatively compact open subset of M possessing a
complete Kähler metric. Then Ω\Z carries a complete Kähler metric.

Lemma 9.7 (Lemma 6.9 in [9]). Let Ω be an open subset of Cn and Z be a complex
analytic subset of Ω. Assume that v is a (p,q-1)-form with L2

loc coefficients and
h is a (p,q)-form with L1

loc coefficients such that ∂̄v = h on Ω\Z (in the sense of
distribution theory). Then ∂̄v = h on Ω.

Let M be a complex manifold. Let ω be a continuous Hermitian metric on M .
Let dVM be a continuous volume form on M . We denote by L2

p,q(M,ω, dVM ) the

spaces of L2 integrable (p, q) forms overM with respect to ω and dVM . It is known
that L2

p,q(M,ω, dVM ) is a Hilbert space.

Lemma 9.8. Let {un}+∞
n=1 be a sequence of (p, q) forms in L2

p,q(M,ω, dVM ) which

is weakly convergent to u. Let {vn}+∞
n=1 be a sequence of Lebesgue measurable real
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functions on M which converges pointwise to v. We assume that there exists a
constant C > 0 such that |vn| ≤ C for any n. Then {vnun}+∞

n=1 weakly converges to
vu in L2

p,q(M,ω, dVM ).

Proof. Let g ∈ L2
p,q(M,ω, dVM ). Consider

I = |〈vnun, g〉 − 〈vu, g〉|

= |
∫

M

(vnun, g)ωdVM −
∫

M

(vu, g)ωdVM |

≤ |
∫

M

(vnun − vun, g)ωdVM |+ |
∫

M

(vun − vu, g)ωdVM |

= |
∫

M

(un, vng − vg)ωdVM |+ |
∫

M

(un − u, vg)ωdVM |

≤ ||un|| · ||vng − vg||+ |
∫

M

(un − u, vg)ωdVM |.

Denote I1 := ||un|| · ||vng − vg|| and I2 := |
∫
M (un − u, vg)ωdVM |. It follows from

{un}+∞
n=1 weakly converges to u that ||un|| is uniformly bounded with respect to

n. Note that |vn| is uniformly bounded with respect to n. We know |v| < C and
then vg ∈ L2

p,q(M,ω, dVM ). Hence we have I2 → 0 as n → +∞. It follows from
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that we have limn→+∞ I1 = 0.

Hence limn→+∞ I = 0 and we know {vnun}+∞
n=1 weakly converges to vu in

L2
p,q(M,ω, dVM ). �

The following notations can be referred to [3].
Let X be a complex manifold. An upper semi-continuous function u : X →

[−∞,+∞) is quasi-plurisubharmonic if it is locally of the form u = ϕ+ f where ϕ
is plurisubharmonic and f is smooth. Let θ be a closed, real (1, 1) form on X . By
Poincaré lemma, θ is locally of the form θ = ddcf for a smooth real-valued function
f which is called a local potential of θ. We call a quasi-plurisubharmonic function
u is θ-plurisubharmonic if θ + ddcu ≥ 0 in the sense of currents.

Lemma 9.9 (see [12], see also [3]). For arbitrary η = (η1, . . . , ηp) ∈ (0,+∞)p, the
function

Mη(t1, . . . , tp) =

∫

Rp

max{t1 + h1, . . . , tp + hp}
∏

1≤j≤p
θ(
hj
ηj

)dh1 . . . dhp

possesses the following properties:
(1) Mη(t1, . . . , tp) is non decreasing in all variables, smooth and convex on Rp;
(2) max{t1, . . . , tp} ≤Mη(t1, . . . , tp) ≤ max{t1 + η1, . . . , tp + ηp};
(3) Mη(t1, . . . , tp) =Mη1,...,η̂j ,...,ηp(t1, . . . , t̂j , . . . , tp) if tj + ηj ≤ max

k 6=j
{tk − ηk};

(4) Mη(t1 + a, . . . , tp + a) =Mη(t1, . . . , tp) + a for any a ∈ R;
(5) if u1, . . . , up are plurisubharmonic functions, then u = Mη(u1, . . . , up) is

plurisubharmonic;
(6) if u1, . . . , up are θ-plurisubharmonic functions, then u = Mη(u1, . . . , up) is

θ-plurisubharmonic function.

Proof. The proof of (1)-(5) can be referred to [12] and the proof of (6) can be
referred to [3]. For the convenience of the readers, we recall the proof of (6).
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Let f be a local potential of θ. We know f + ui is plurisubharmonic function.
It follows from (4) and (5) that Mη(u1 + f, . . . , up + f) = Mη(u1, . . . , up) + f is
plurisubharmonic. Hence u =Mη(u1, . . . , up) is θ-plurisubharmonic function. �

9.2. Proof of Lemma 2.1. Now we begin to prove Lemma 2.1.
Note thatM\{F = 0} is a weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifold. The following

remark shows that we can assume that F has no zero points on M .

Remark 9.10. Assume that there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̂ on M\{F =
0} such that

∫

M\{F=0}
|F̂ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M\{F=0}

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

As vt0,B(Ψ) ≥ Ψ and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t, we have

e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)) ≥ e−ϕc(−Ψ) = e−ϕαc(−Ψ)e−(1+δ)max{ψ+T,2 log |F |}.

Let K be any compact subset of M . Note that ϕ+Ψ is plurisubharmonic function
on M ,vt0,B(t) ≥ −t0−B and c(t)e−t is decreasing with respect to t. Then we have

∫

(M\{F=0})∩K
|F̂ |2

≤2

∫

(M\{F=0})∩K
|(1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 + 2

∫

(M\{F=0})∩K
|F̂ − (1 − bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2

≤2

(
sup
K

|F 1+δ|2
)∫

{Ψ<−t0}∩K
|f |2

+
2

MK

∫

(M\{F=0})∩K
|F̂ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

<+∞,

where MK is a positive number. As K is arbitrarily chosen, we know that there
exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on M such that F̃ = F̂ on M\{F = 0}. And
we have ∫

M

|F̃ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

The following remark shows that we can assume that c(t) is a smooth function.

Remark 9.11. We firstly introduce the regularization process of c(t).
Let f(x) = 2I(− 1

2 ,
1
2 )

∗ ρ(x) be a smooth function on R, where ρ is the kernel of

convolution satisfying supp(ρ) ⊂ (− 1
3 ,

1
3 ) and ρ > 0.

Let gi(x) =

{
if(ix) if x ≤ 0
if(i2x) if x > 0

, then {gi}i∈N+ is a family of smooth func-

tions on R satisfying:
(1) supp(g) ⊂ [− 1

i ,
1
i ], gi(x) ≥ 0 for any x ∈ R,
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(2)
∫ 0

− 1
i

gi(x)dx = 1,
∫ 1

i

0
gi(x)dx ≤ 1

i for any i ∈ N+.

Let h̃(t) be an extension of the function c(t)e−t from [T,+∞) to R such that

(1) h̃(t) = h(t) := c(t)e−t on [T,+∞);

(2) h̃(t) is decreasing with respect to t;

(3) limt→T−0 h̃(t) = c(T )e−T .
Denote ci(t) := et

∫
R
h̃(t + y)gi(y)dy. By the construction of convolution, we

know ci(t) ∈ C∞(−∞,+∞). For any t ≥ T , we have

ci(t)− c(t) ≥ et

(∫ 0

− 1
i

(h̃(t+ y)− h̃(t))gi(y)dy

)
≥ 0.

As h̃(t) is decreasing with respect to t, we know that ci(t)e
−t is also decreasing

with respect to t. Hence ci(t)e
−t is locally L1 integrable on R.

As h̃(t) is decreasing with respect to t, then set h̃−(t) = lim
s→t−0

h̃(s) ≥ h(t) for

any t ∈ R. Note that c−(t) := lim
s→t−0

h̃(s)et ≥ c(t) for any t ≥ T .

Now we prove lim
i→+∞

ci(t)e
−t = h̃−(t). In fact, we have

|ci(t)e−t − h̃−(t)| ≤
∫ 0

− 1
i

|h̃(t+ y)− h−(t)|gi(y)dy

+

∫ 1
i

0

h̃(t+ y)gi(y)dy.

(9.5)

For any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that |h(t − δ) − h−(t)| < ǫ. Then ∃N > 0,
such that for any n > N , t ≥ t+ y > t− δ for all y ∈ [− 1

i , 0) and
1
i < ǫ. It follows

from (9.5) that

|ci(t)e−t − h̃−(t)| ≤ ǫ+ ǫh̃(t),

hence lim
i→+∞

ci(t)e
−t = h̃−(t) for any t ∈ R. Especially, we have lim

i→+∞
ci(T )e

−T =

h̃−(T ) = c(T )e−T .
Assume that for each i, we have a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃i on M such that

∫

M

|F̃i − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψci(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
ci(T )e

−T +

∫ t0+B

T

ci(s)e
−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

(9.6)



50 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

By construction of ci(t), we have
∫ t0+B

T

ci(t1)e
−t1dt1

=

∫ t0+B

T

∫

R

h̃(t1 + y)gi(y)dydt1

=

∫

R

gi(y)

(∫ t0+B

T

h̃(t1 + y)dt1

)
dy

=

∫

R

gi(y)

(∫ t0+B+y

T+y

h̃(s)ds

)
dy

=

∫

R

gi(y)

(∫ t0+B

T

h̃(s)ds+

∫ t0+B+y

t0+B

h̃(s)ds−
∫ T+y

T

h̃(s)ds

)
dy,

(9.7)

then it follows from the construction of gi(t), h̃(t) is decreasing with respect to t,

inequality (9.7) and h̃(t) = c(t)e−t on [T,+∞) that we have

lim
i→+∞

∫ t0+B

T

ci(t1)e
−t1dt1 =

∫ t0+B

T

c(t1)e
−t1dt1. (9.8)

For any compact subset K of M , we have inf
i
inf
K
evt0,B(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψci(−vt0,B(Ψ)) ≥

inf
K
evt0,B(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ)), then

sup
i

∫

K

|F̃i − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 < +∞.

Note that∫

K

|(1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 ≤ (sup
K

|F 1+δ|2)
∫

K∩{ψ<−t0}
|f |2 < +∞,

then sup
i

∫
K
|F̃i|2 < +∞, which implies that there exists a subsequence of {F̃i} (also

denoted by {F̃i}), which is compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on
M . Then it follows from inequality (9.6) and Fatou’s Lemma that

∫

M

|F̃ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤
∫

M

|F̃ − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψc−(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
i→+∞

∫

M

|F̃i − (1− bt0,B(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2e−ϕ+vt0,B(Ψ)−Ψci(−vt0,B(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
i→+∞

(
1

δ
ci(T )e

−T +

∫ t0+B

T

ci(s)e
−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

=

(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(s)e−sds

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ.

In the following discussion, we assume that F has no zero points on M and c(t)
is smooth.
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As M is weakly pseudoconvex, there exists a smooth plurisubharmonic exhaus-
tion function P on M . Let Mj := {P < j} (k = 1, 2, ..., ). We choose P such that
M1 6= ∅.

Then Mj satisfies M1 ⋐ M2 ⋐ ... ⋐ Mj ⋐ Mj+1 ⋐ ... and ∪nj=1Mj = M . Each
Mj is weakly pseudoconvex Kähler manifold with exhaustion plurisubharmonic
function Pj = 1/(j − P ).

We will fix j during our discussion until step 8.

Step 1: Regularization of Ψ and ϕα + ψ.
We note that there must exists a continuous nonnegative (1, 1)-form ̟ on Mj+1

satisfying

(
√
−1ΘTM +̟ ⊗ IdTM )(κ1 ⊗ κ2, κ1 ⊗ κ2) ≥ 0,

for ∀κ1, κ2 ∈ TM on Mj+1.

Let M =Mj+1, Ω = Mj, T =
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ψ , γ = 0 in Lemma 9.4, then there exists

a family of functions ψζ,ρ (ζ ∈ (0,+∞) and ρ ∈ (0, ρ1) for some positive ρ1) on
Mj+1 such that

(1) ψζ,ρ is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function on a neighborhood of Mj , smooth on
Mj+1\Eζ(ψ), increasing with respect to ζ and ρ on Mj and converges to ψ on Mj

as ρ→ 0,

(2)
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ψζ,ρ ≥ −ζ̟ − δω on Mj ,

where Eζ(ψ) := {x ∈M : v(ψ, x) ≥ ζ} is the upper-level set of Lelong number and
{δρ} is an increasing family of positive numbers such that limρ→0 δρ = 0.

Let ρ = 1
m . Let δ̃m := δ 1

m
and ζ = δ̃m. Denote ψm := ψδ̃m, 1

m
. Then we have a

sequence of functions {ψm} satisfying
(1’) ψm is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on Mj , smooth on Mj+1\Em(ψ), de-
creasing with respect to m and converges to ψ on Mj as m→ +∞,

(2’)
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ψm ≥ −δ̃m̟ − δ̃mω on Mj,

where Em(ψ) = {x ∈ X : v(ψ, x) ≥ 1
m} is the upper level set of Lelong number and

{δ̃m} is an decreasing family of positive numbers such that limm→+∞ δ̃m = 0.
As Mj is relatively compact in M , there exists a positive number b ≥ 1 such

that bω ≥ ̟ on Mj. Then condition (2’) becomes

(2”)
√
−1
π ∂∂̄ψm ≥ −δ̃m̟ − δ̃mω ≥ −2bδ̃mω on Mj .

Denote h := ϕα + ψ. Note that h is a plurisubharmonic function on M . Denote
hl := max{h,−l}, where l ∈ Z+. Note that hl is a plurisubharmonic function. As
hl ≥ −l, we know v(hl, z) = 0 for all z ∈ M . By using the similarly discussion as
above, we have a sequence of functions {hm′,l} on Mj+1 such that

(i) hm′,l is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on Mj, smooth on Mj+1, decreasing
with respect to m′ and converges to hl on Mj as m

′ → +∞,

(ii)
√
−1
π ∂∂̄hm′,l ≥ −2bδm′,lω on Mj,

where {δm′,l} is an decreasing family of positive numbers such that limm′→+∞ δm′,l =
0.

From now on, we will fix the positive integer l during our discussion until step
7.

For fixed l, we can assume that δ̃n and δn,l are the same sequence of variable

n ∈ Z+, since we can replace them by the term max{δ̃n, δn,l}. We denote both δ̃n
and δn,l by δ̃n for simplicity.
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Let ηm = { t0−T3m , t0−T3m } and we have the functionMηm(ψm+T, 2 log |F |). Denote

Mηm := Mηm(ψm + T, 2 log |F |) for simplicity. Note that ψm + T is a 2bδ̃mω-
plurisubharmonic function. As F is a holomorphic function, ω is a Kähler form
and bδ̃m > 0, we know that 2 log |F | is a 2bδ̃mω-plurisubharmonic function. It

follows from Lemma 9.9 that Mηm is a 2bδ̃mω-plurisubharmonic function, i.e.,

√
−1

π
∂∂̄Mηm ≥ −2πbδ̃mω.

Denote Ψm := ψm −Mηm(ψm + T, 2 log |F |). Then Ψm is smooth on Mj\Em.
It is easy to verify that when m→ +∞, Ψm → Ψ. It follows from Lemma 9.9 that
we know

(1) if ψm + T ≤ 2 log |F | − 2(t0−T )
3m holds, we have Ψm = ψm − 2 log |F |;

(2) if ψm + T ≥ 2 log |F |+ 2(t0−T )
3m holds, we have Ψm = −T ;

(3) if 2 log |F |− 2(t0−T )
3m < ψm+T < 2 log |F |+ 2(t0−T )

3m holds, we have max{ψm+

T, 2 log |F |} ≤Mηm ≤ (ψm + T + t0−T
m ) and hence −T − t0−T

m ≤ Ψm ≤ −T .
Thus we have {Ψm < −t0} = {ψm − 2 log |F | < −t0} ⊂ {ψ − 2 log |F | < −t0} =

{Ψ < −t0}. We also note that Ψm ≤ −T on Mj+1.

Step 2: Recall some constructions.
To simplify our notations, we denote bt0,B(t) by b(t) and vt0,B(t) by v(t).
Let ǫ ∈ (0, 18B). Let {vǫ}ǫ∈(0,18B) be a family of smooth increasing convex

functions on R, such that:
(1) vǫ(t) = t for t ≥ −t0 − ǫ, vǫ(t) = constant for t < −t0 −B + ǫ;
(2) vǫ

′′(t) are convergence pointwise to 1
B I(−t0−B,−t0),when ǫ → 0, and 0 ≤

vǫ
′′(t) ≤ 2

B I(−t0−B+ǫ,−t0−ǫ) for ant t ∈ R;
(3) vǫ

′(t) are convergence pointwise to b(t) which is a continuous function on R
when ǫ→ 0 and 0 ≤ vǫ

′(t) ≤ 1 for any t ∈ R.
One can construct the family {vǫ}ǫ∈(0, 18B) by setting

vǫ(t) :=

∫ t

−∞
(

∫ t1

−∞
(

1

B − 4ǫ
I(−t0−B+2ǫ,−t0−2ǫ) ∗ ρ 1

4 ǫ
)(s)ds)dt1

−
∫ −t0

−∞
(

∫ t1

−∞
(

1

B − 4ǫ
I(−t0−B+2ǫ,−t0−2ǫ) ∗ ρ 1

4 ǫ
)(s)ds)dt1 − t0,

where ρ 1
4 ǫ

is the kernel of convolution satisfying supp(ρ 1
4 ǫ
) ⊂ (− 1

4ǫ,
1
4ǫ). Then it

follows that

vǫ
′′(t) =

1

B − 4ǫ
I(−t0−B+2ǫ,−t0−2ǫ) ∗ ρ 1

4 ǫ
(t),

and

vǫ
′(t) =

∫ t

−∞
(

1

B − 4ǫ
I(−t0−B+2ǫ,−t0−2ǫ) ∗ ρ 1

4 ǫ
)(s)ds.

Let η = s(−vǫ(Ψm)) and φ = u(−vǫ(Ψm)), where s ∈ C∞([T,+∞)) satisfies
s ≥ 1

δ and u ∈ C∞([T,+∞)), such that s′(t) 6= 0 for any t, u′′s − s′′ > 0 and

s′ − u′s = 1. Let Φ = φ+ hm′,l + δMηm . Denote h̃ := e−Φ.

Step 3: Solving ∂̄-equation with error term.
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Set B = [η
√
−1Θh̃−

√
−1∂∂̄η−

√
−1g∂η∧ ∂̄η,Λω], where g is a positive function.

We will determine g by calculations. On Mj\Em, direct calculation shows that

∂∂̄η =− s′(−vǫ(Ψm))∂∂̄(vǫ(Ψm)) + s′′(−vǫ(Ψm))∂(vǫ(Ψm)) ∧ ∂̄(vǫ(Ψm)),

ηΘh̃ =η∂∂̄φ+ η∂∂̄hm′,l + η∂∂̄(δMηm)

=su′′(−vǫ(Ψm))∂(vǫ(Ψm)) ∧ ∂̄(vǫ(Ψm))− su′(−vǫ(Ψm))∂∂̄(vǫ(Ψm))

+s∂∂̄hm′,l + s∂∂̄(δMηm).

Hence

η
√
−1Θh̃ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η

=s
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + s

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm)

+(s′ − su′)(v′ǫ(Ψm)
√
−1∂∂̄(Ψm) + v′′ǫ (ψm)

√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm))

+[(u′′s− s′′)− gs′2]
√
−1∂(vǫ(Ψm)) ∧ ∂̄(vǫ(Ψm)),

where we omit the term−vǫ(Ψm) in (s′−su′)(−vǫ(Ψm)) and [(u′′s−s′′)−gs′2](−vǫ(Ψm))
for simplicity.

Let g = u′′s−s′′
s′2 (−vǫ(Ψm)) and note that s′ − su′ = 1, 0 ≤ v′ǫ(Ψm) ≤ 0. Then

η
√
−1Θh̃ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η

=s
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + s

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + v′ǫ(Ψm)

√
−1∂∂̄(Ψm) + v′′ǫ (ψm)

√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm)

=v′′ǫ (ψm)
√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm) + v′ǫ(Ψm)

√
−1∂∂̄(Ψm)

+ s(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω)− 2πbsδ̃m′ω + s(

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)− 2πbsδδ̃mω

≥v′′ǫ (ψm)
√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm) + v′ǫ(Ψm)

√
−1∂∂̄(Ψm)

+
1

δ
(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω) +

1

δ
(
√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)− 2πbs(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)ω

(9.9)

Note that

δv′ǫ(Ψm)
√
−1∂∂̄(Ψm) + (

√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω) + (

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)

=(1− v′ǫ(Ψm))(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω +

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)

+ v′ǫ(Ψm)(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω +

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)

+ v′ǫ(Ψm)(∂∂̄(δψm)− ∂∂̄(δMηm))

=(1− v′ǫ(Ψm))(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω +

√
−1∂∂̄(δMηm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)

+ v′ǫ(Ψm)(
√
−1∂∂̄hm′,l + 2πbδ̃m′ω +

√
−1∂∂̄(δψm) + 2πbδδ̃mω)

≥0.

(9.10)

It follows from inequality (9.9) and inequality (9.10) that

η
√
−1Θh̃ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η

≥v′′ǫ (Ψm)
√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm)− 2πbs(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)ω.

By the constructions of s(t), vǫ(t) and supm supMj
Ψm ≤ −T , we have s(−vǫ(Ψm))

is uniformly bounded onMj with respect to ǫ andm. Let M̃ be the uniformly upper
bound of s(−vǫ(Ψm)) on Mj . Then on Mj\Em, we have
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η
√
−1Θh̃ −

√
−1∂∂̄η −

√
−1g∂η ∧ ∂̄η

≥v′′ǫ (Ψm)
√
−1∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm)− 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)ω.

Hence, for any (n, 1) form α, we have

〈(B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)α, α〉h̃
≥〈[v′′ǫ (Ψm)∂(Ψm) ∧ ∂̄(Ψm),Λω]α, α〉h̃
=〈(v′′ǫ (Ψm)∂̄(Ψm) ∧ (αx(∂̄Ψm)♯)), α〉h̃.

(9.11)

It follows from Lemma 9.2 that B +2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I is semi-positive. Using the
definition of contraction, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and inequality (9.11), we have

|〈v′′ǫ (Ψm)∂̄Ψm ∧ γ, α̃〉h̃|2 =|〈v′′ǫ (Ψm)γ, α̃x(∂̄Ψm)
♯〉h̃|2

≤〈(v′′ǫ (Ψm)γ, γ)〉h̃(v′′ǫ (Ψm))|α̃x(∂̄Ψm)♯|2h̃
=〈(v′′ǫ (Ψm)γ, γ)〉h̃〈(v′′ǫ (Ψm))∂̄Ψm ∧ (α̃x(∂̄Ψm)

♯), α̃〉h̃
≤〈(v′′ǫ (Ψm)γ, γ)〉h̃〈(B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)α̃, α̃)〉h̃

(9.12)

for any (n, 0) form γ and (n, 1) form α̃.
As fF 1+δ is holomorphic on {Ψ < −t0} and {Ψm < −t0 − ǫ} ⊂ {Ψm < −t0} ⊂

{Ψ < −t0}, then λ := ∂̄
(
(1−v′ǫ(Ψm))fF 1+δ

)
is well defined and smooth onMj\Em.

Taking γ = fF 1+δ, α̃ = (B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)−1(∂̄v′ǫ(Ψm)) ∧ fF 1+δ. Then
it follows from inequality (9.12) that

〈(B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)−1λ, λ〉h̃ ≤ v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−Φ.

Thus we have
∫

Mj\Em

〈(B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)−1λ, λ〉h̃ ≤
∫

Mj\Em

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−Φ.

Recall that e−Φ = e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm . Note that hm′,l ≥ −l and δMηm ≥ δ2 log |F |.
By the construction of φ, we know that sup

Mj

e−φ < +∞. Then

∫

Mj\Em

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−Φ ≤ sup
Mj

(
e−φ+l|F |2

) ∫

Mj

2

B
I{Ψ≤−t0}|f |2 < +∞.

By Lemma 9.6, Mj\Em carries a complete Kähler metric. Then it follows from
Lemma 9.3 that there exists

um,m′,l,ǫ,j ∈ L2(Mj\Em,KM ),

hm,m′,l,ǫ,j ∈ L2(Mj\Em,∧n,1T ∗M)

such that ∂̄um,m′,l,ǫ,j +
√
2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)hm,m′,l,ǫ,j = λ holds on Mj\Em, and
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∫

Mj\Em

1

η + g−1
|um,m′,l,ǫ,j |2e−Φ +

∫

Mj\Em

|hm,m′,l,ǫ,j|2e−Φ

≤
∫

Mj\Em

〈(B + 2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)I)−1λ, λ〉h̃

≤
∫

Mj\Em

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−Φ < +∞.

Assume that we can choose η and φ such that (η+g−1)−1 = evǫ(Ψm)eφc(−vǫ(Ψm)).
Then we have

∫

Mj\Em

|um,m′,l,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψm)−hm′,l−δMηm c(−vǫ(Ψm)) +

∫

Mj\Em

|hm,m′,l,ǫ,j|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm

≤
∫

Mj\Em

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm < +∞.

(9.13)

By the construction of vǫ(t) and c(t)e
−t is decreasing with respect to t, we know

c(−vǫ(Ψm))evǫ(Ψm) has a positive lower bound on Mj ⋐ M . By the constructions

of vǫ(t) and u, we know e−φ = e−u(−vǫ(Ψm)) has a positive lower bound onMj ⋐M .
By the upper semi-continuity ofMηm , we know e−δMηm has a positive lower bound
on Mj ⋐ M . Note that hm′,l is smooth on Mj ⋐ M . Hence it follows from
inequality (9.13) that

um,m′,l,ǫ,j ∈ L2(Mj ,KM ),

hm,m′,l,ǫ,j ∈ L2(Mj ,∧n,1T ∗M).

It follows from Lemma 9.7 that we know

∂̄um,m′,l,ǫ,j +

√
2πbM̃(δ̃m′ + δδ̃m)hm,m′,l,ǫ,j = λ (9.14)

holds on Mj . And we have

∫

Mj

|um,m′,l,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψm)−hm′,l−δMηm c(−vǫ(Ψm)) +

∫

Mj

|hm,m′,l,ǫ,j|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm

≤
∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm < +∞.

(9.15)

Step 4: Letting m→ +∞.
Note that supm supMj

e−φ = supm supMj
e−u(−vǫ(Ψm)) < +∞, e−hm′,l ≤ el and

e−δMηm ≤ e−δ2 log |F |. As {Ψm < −t0 − ǫ} ⊂ {Ψm < −t0} ⊂ {Ψ < −t0}, we have

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm ≤ 2

B

(
sup
m

sup
Mj

e−φ
)
el

(
sup
Mj

|F |2
)
I{Ψ<−t0}|f |2
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holds on Mj . It follows from
∫
{Ψ<−t0}∩Mj

|f |2 < +∞ and dominated convergence

theorem that

lim
m→+∞

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψm)|fF 1+δ|2e−φ−hm′,l−δMηm

=

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |}.

Note that

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |} ≤ 2

B

(
sup
Mj

e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))|F |2
)
elI{Ψ<−t0}|f |2

holds on Mj . We have

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |} < +∞.

Note that infm infMj
c(−vǫ(Ψm))e−vǫ(Ψm)−hm′,l > 0. It follows from Lemma 9.9

that Mηm ≤ max {ψm + T, 2 log |F |} + t0−T
3m ≤ max {ψm + T, 2 log |F |} + t0 − T ≤

max {ψ1 + T, 2 log |F |}+ t0−T . As ψ1 is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function onMj,
we know max {ψ1 + T, 2 log |F |} is upper semi-continuous function on Mj . Hence

inf
m

inf
Mj

e−Mηm ≥ inf
Mj

e−max {ψ1+T,2 log |F |}−t0 > 0. (9.16)

Then it follows from inequality (9.15) that

sup
m

∫

Mj

|um,m′,l,ǫ,j|2 < +∞.

Therefore the solutions um,m′,l,ǫ,j are uniformly bounded in L2 norm with respect
to m on Mj . Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we
can extract a subsequence um1,m′,l,ǫ,j weakly convergent to um′,l,ǫ,j in L

2(Mj ,KM )
as m1 → +∞.

Note that supm supMj
evǫ(Ψm)c(−vǫ(Ψm))e−hm′,l < +∞. As Mηm ≥ max{ψm +

T, 2 log |F |} ≥ 2 log |F | and F has no zero points onM , we have supm supMj
e−Mηm ≤

supMj

1
|F |2 < +∞. Hence we know

sup
m

sup
Mj

evǫ(Ψm)c(−vǫ(Ψm))e−hm′,l−δMηm < +∞.

It follows from Lemma 9.8 that we know um1,m′,l,ǫ,j

√
evǫ(Ψm1 )c(−vǫ(Ψm1))e

−hm′,l−δMηm1

weakly convergent to um′,l,ǫ,j

√
evǫ(Ψ)c(−vǫ(Ψ))e−hm′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}. Hence

we have
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∫

Mj

|um′,l,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψ)−hm′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

|um1,m′,l,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψm1)−hm′,l−δMηm1 c(−vǫ(Ψm1))

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψm1)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1))−hm′,l−δMηm1

≤
∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |} < +∞.

(9.17)

Note that infm1 infMj
e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1 ))−hm′,l > 0. Combining inequality (9.15) and

inequality (9.16) we know

sup
m1

∫

Mj

|hm1,m′,l,ǫ,j|2 < +∞.

Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can extract
a subsequence of {hm1,m′,l,ǫ,j} (also denote by hm1,m′,l,ǫ,j) weakly convergent to
hm′,l,ǫ,j in L

2(Mj ,∧n,1T ∗M) as m1 → +∞.

Note that supm1
supMj

e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1 ))−hm′,l < +∞ and supm1
supMj

e−Mηm1 ≤
supMj

1
|F |2 < +∞. We know

sup
m1

sup
Mj

e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1 ))−hm′,l−δMηm1 < +∞.

It follows from Lemma 9.8 that we have hm1,m′,l,ǫ,j

√
e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1))−hm′,l−δMηm1

is weakly convergent to hm′,l,ǫ,j

√
e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |}. Hence we

have

∫

Mj

|hm′,l,ǫ,j|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |}

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

|hm1,m′,l,ǫ,j|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1))−hm′,l−δMηm1

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψm1)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψm1))−hm′,l−δMηm1

≤
∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |} < +∞.

(9.18)

Replace m by m1 in (9.14) and let m1 → +∞, we have

∂̄um′,l,ǫ,j +

√
2πbM̃δ̃m′hm′,l,ǫ,j = ∂̄

(
(1− v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ

)
. (9.19)

Step 5: Letting m′ → +∞.
When Ψ < −t0−ǫ < −t0, we have ψ−2 log |F | < −T and then max {ψ + T, 2 log |F |} =

2 log |F |. Hence
∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF 1+δ|2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l−δmax {ψ+T,2 log |F |} =

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l .
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Note that

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l ≤ 2

B

(
sup
Mj

e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))+l|F |2
)
I{Ψ<−t0}|f |2.

It follows from
∫
{Ψ<−t0}∩Mj

|f | < +∞ and dominated convergence theorem that

lim
m′→+∞

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′,l

=

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hl < +∞.

Note that hm′,l ≤ h1,l for any m
′ and h1,l is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on

Mj. Then

inf
m′

inf
Mj

evǫ(Ψ)−hm′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ)) ≥ Cj inf
m′

inf
Mj

e−h1,l > 0,

where Cj := infMj
evǫ(Ψ)−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ)) is a positive number.

It follows from inequality (9.17) that

sup
m′

∫

Mj

|um′,l,ǫ,j|2 < +∞.

Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can extract
a subsequence um′′,l,ǫ,j weakly convergent to ul,ǫ,j in L

2(Mj ,KM ) as m′′ → +∞.
Note that

sup
m′′

sup
Mj

evǫ(Ψ)−hm′′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ)) ≤
(
sup
Mj

evǫ(Ψ)c(−vǫ(Ψ))

|F |2δ

)
el.

It follows from Lemma 9.8 that we have um′′,l,ǫ,j

√
evǫ(Ψ)−hm′′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

weakly convergent to ul,ǫ,j
√
evǫ(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ)).

It follows from inequality (9.17) that

∫

Mj

|ul,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

|um′′,l,ǫ,j|2evǫ(Ψ)−hm′′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
m1→+∞

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′′,l

=

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hl < +∞.

(9.20)

As infm′′ infMj
e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hm′′,l−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |} ≥ C̃j infMj

e−h1,l > 0, where

C̃j = infMj
e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |} is a positive number. Then it follows

from inequality (9.18) that we know

sup
m′′

∫

Mj

|hm′′,l,ǫ,j|2 < +∞.

Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can ex-
tract a subsequence of {hm′′,l,ǫ,j} (also denote by hm′′,l,ǫ,j) weakly convergent to
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hl,ǫ,j in L2(Mj,∧n,1T ∗M) as m′′ → +∞. Then it follows from Lemma 9.8 and

limm′′→+∞ δm′′ = 0 that
√
2πbM̃δ̃m′′hm′′,l,ǫ,j is weakly convergent to 0.

Replace m′ by m′′ in (9.19) and let m′′ goes to +∞, we have

∂̄ul,ǫ,j = ∂̄
(
(1− v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ

)
. (9.21)

Denote Fl,ǫ,j := −ul,ǫ,j+(1−v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ. It follows from (9.21) and inequality
(9.20) that we know Fl,ǫ,j is a holomorphic (n, 0) form on Mj and

∫

Mj

|Fl,ǫ,j − (1 − v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2evǫ(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

≤
∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hl < +∞.

(9.22)

Step 6: Letting ǫ→ 0.
Note that

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ)(Ψ)−hl ≤ 2

B
sup
ǫ

sup
Mj

(
e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))+l|F |2

)
I{Ψ<−t0}|f |2.

It follows from
∫
Mj∩{Ψ<−t0} |f |

2 < +∞ and dominated convergence theorem that

lim
ǫ→0

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hl

=

∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF |2e−u(−v(Ψ))−hl

≤
(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF |2e−hl

(9.23)

When Ψ < −t0, we know that max{ψ + T, 2 log |F |} = 2 log |F |. Note that
h+δmax{ψ+T, 2 log |F |} = ϕ+Ψ = ϕα+(1+δ)max{ψ+T, 2 log |F |}+Ψ. Hence

∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF |2e−hl

=

∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF 1+δ|2e−hl−δ2 log |F |

≤
∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF 1+δ|2e−h−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}

=

∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(9.24)

Note that

inf
ǫ
inf
Mj

evǫ(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ)) > 0.

We have

sup
ǫ

∫

Mj

|Fl,ǫ,j − (1− v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 < +∞.

We also note that

sup
ǫ

∫

Mj

|(1− v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 ≤ (sup
Mj

|F |2(1+δ))
∫

Mj∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2 < +∞.
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Then we know that

sup
ǫ

∫

Mj

|Fl,ǫ,j |2 < +∞,

and there exists a subsequence of {Fl,ǫ,j} (also denoted by {Fl,ǫ,j}) compactly
convergent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form Fl,j onMj . It follows from Fatou’s Lemma
and inequalities (9.22), (9.23), (9.24) that

∫

Mj

|Fl,j − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−v(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

∫

Mj

|Fl,ǫ,j − (1− v′ǫ(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2evǫ(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−vǫ(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

∫

Mj

v′′ǫ (Ψ)|fF |2e−u(−vǫ(Ψ))−hl

≤
(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|fF |2e−hl

≤
(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(9.25)

Step 7: Letting l → +∞.
It follows from hl ≤ h1 for any l ∈ Z+ and h1 is a plurisubharmonic function on

M that

inf inf
Mj

ev(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−v(Ψ)) ≥ Ĉj inf
Mj

e−h1 > 0,

where Ĉj = infMj
ev(Ψ)−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−v(Ψ)) is a positive number. By in-

equality (9.25), we have

sup
l

∫

Mj

|Fl,j − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 < +∞.

Note that

sup
l

∫

Mj

|(1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 ≤
(
sup
Mj

|F |2(1+δ)
)∫

Mj∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2 < +∞.

Hence we know that

sup
l

∫

Mj

|Fl,j |2 < +∞,

and there exists a subsequence of {Fl,j} (also denoted by {Fl,j}) compactly conver-
gent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form Fj on Mj. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma and
inequality (9.25) that
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∫

Mj

|Fj − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−v(Ψ))

=

∫

Mj

|Fj − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−h−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−v(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
l→+∞

∫

Mj

|Fl,j − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−hl−δmax{ψ+T,2 log |F |}c(−v(Ψ))

≤
(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(9.26)

Step 8: Letting j → +∞.
It is easy to see that

(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

≤
(
sup
M

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(9.27)

For fixed j, as ev(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−v(Ψ)) has a positive lower bound on any Mj, we
have for j1 > j,

sup
j1

∫

Mj

|Fj1 − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 < +∞.

Combining with
∫

Mj

|(1 − b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2 ≤
(
sup
Mj

|F 1+δ|2
)∫

Mj∩{Ψ<−t0}
|f |2 < +∞,

we know that for j1 > j,
∫
Mj

|Fj1 |2 is uniformly bounded with respect to j1.

By diagonal method, there exists a subsequence of {Fj} (also denoted by {Fj})
compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n, 0) form F̃ on M . Then it follows from
Fatou’s Lemma, inequality (9.26) and inequality (9.27) that

∫

M

|F̃ − (1 − b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−v(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

∫

Mj

|Fj − (1 − b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−v(Ψ))

≤ lim inf
j→+∞

(
sup
Mj

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

Mj

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ

≤
(
sup
M

e−u(−v(Ψ))

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

(9.28)

Step 9: ODE System.
Now we want to find η and φ such that (η + g−1) = e−vǫ(Ψm)e−φ 1

c(−vǫ(Ψm)) . As

η = s(−vǫ(Ψm)) and φ = u(−vǫ(Ψm)), we have (η+g−1)evǫ(Ψm)eΦ =
(
(s+ s′2

u′′s−s′′ )e
−teu

)
◦
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(−vǫ(Ψm)).

Summarizing the above discussion about s and u, we are naturally led to a
system of ODEs:

1)(s+
s′2

u′′s− s′′
)eu−t =

1

c(t)
,

2)s′ − su′ = 1,

(9.29)

when t ∈ (T,+∞).

We solve the ODE system (9.29) and get u(t) = − log(1δ c(T )e
−T+

∫ t
T c(t1)e

−t1dt1)

and s(t) =
∫

t
T
( 1
δ
c(T )e−T+

∫ t2
T c(t1)e

−t1dt1)dt2+
1
δ2
c(T )e−T

1
δ
c(T )e−T+

∫
t
T
c(t1)e−t1dt1

.

It follows that s ∈ C∞([T,+∞)) satisfies s ≥ 1
δ and u ∈ C∞([T,+∞)) satisfies

u′′s− s′′ > 0.
As u(t) = − log(1δ c(T )e

−T +
∫ t
T c(t1)e

−t1dt1) is decreasing with respect to t, then
it follows from −T ≥ v(t) ≥ max{t,−t0 −B0} ≥ −t0 −B0, for any t ≤ 0 that

sup
M

e−u(−v(ψ)) ≤ sup
t∈[T,t0+B]

e−u(t) =
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(t1)e
−t1dt1. (9.30)

Combining with inequality (9.28), we have

∫

M

|F̃ − (1− b(Ψ))fF 1+δ|2ev(Ψ)−ϕ−Ψc(−v(Ψ))

≤
(
1

δ
c(T )e−T +

∫ t0+B

T

c(t1)e
−t1dt1

)∫

M

1

B
I{−t0−B<Ψ<−t0}|f |2e−ϕα−Ψ < +∞.

Lemma 2.1 is proved.
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