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23 Cyclic Higgs bundles, subharmonic functions,

and the Dirichlet problem

Natsuo Miyatake

Abstract

We demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of the solution to

the Dirichlet problem for a generalization of Hitchin’s equation for

diagonal harmonic metrics on cyclic Higgs bundles. The generalized

equations are formulated using subharmonic functions. In this gen-

eralization, the coefficient exhibits worse regularity than that in the

original equation.

1 Introduction

Let X be a connected, possibly non-compact Riemann surface equipped with
a Kähler metric gX . We denote by hX the Hermitian metric on the canonical
bundle KX → X , by ωX the Kähler form, and by ΛωX

the adjoint of ωX∧.
We choose a square root K

1/2
X of the canonical bundle KX . We define a

vector bundle E of rank r as E := K
(r−1)/2
X ⊕ K

(r−3)/2
X ⊕ · · · ⊕ K

−(r−3)/2
X ⊕

K
−(r−1)/2
X . Let h = (h1, . . . , hr) be a smooth diagonal Hermitian metric on

E with curvature Fh = (Fh1 , . . . , Fhr
). We assume that det(h) is flat. Let

Hj := h−1
j ⊗ hj+1 ⊗ hX be a Hermitian metric on the trivial bundle for

each j = 1, . . . , r − 1, and Hr = h1 ⊗ h−1
r ⊗ hX a Hermitian metric on Kr

X .
For each j = 1, . . . , r, we denote by FHj

the curvature associated with the
metric Hj. Let ϕ : X → [−∞,∞) be a quasi-subharmonic function, i.e., a
locally integrable function that is locally a sum of a subharmonic function
and a smooth function (cf. [7]). Note that we omit the function which is
identically −∞ from the definition of the quasi-subharmonic function. The
quasi-subharmonic function ϕ is said to be an FHr

-subharmonic function if
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the following holds in the sense of the distribution (cf. [7, Section 8]):

√
−1∂∂̄ϕ+

√
−1FHr

≥ 0.

As we can easily see from the definition, for each N ∈ Z≥1 and each qN ∈
H0((Kr

X)
N), 1

N
log |qN |2Hr

is an FHr
-subharmonic function, where |qN |2Hr

is a
square of the norm of qN measured by Hr. We consider the following PDE
on X defined by using an FHr

-subharmonic function ϕ:

∆ωX
ξ +

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ)vj = −2
√
−1ΛωX

Fh, (1)

where each symbol is defined as follows:

• Let V be a vector space defined as V := {x = (x1, . . . , xr) | x1 + · · ·+
xr = 0}, which is identified with the set of trace-free diagonal matrices
of rank r. Then for each j = 1, . . . , r, vj ∈ V is a vector defined as
vj := uj+1 − uj, where u1, . . . , ur is the canonical basis on Rr.

• We denote by (·, ·) the standard inner product on R
r.

• We denote by ξ : X → V a V -valued function which is a solution of
equation (1) in some sense.

• We define k′
1, . . . , k

′
r as k

′
j := |1|Hj

(j = 1, . . . , r−1) and k′
r := eϕ, where

1 is the canonical section of the trivial bundle, and |1|Hj
is the norm

measured by Hj .

• We denote by ∆ωX
= −2

√
−1ΛωX

∂∂̄ the geometric Laplacian.

Suppose that X is a non-compact Riemann surface. Let fX : X → R be a
smooth strictly subharmonic function such that {x ∈ X | fX(x) ≤ c} is a
compact subset for each c ∈ R. We take a c ∈ R and set

Y := {x ∈ X | fX(x) < c},
∂Y := f−1

X (c),

Y := Y ∪ ∂Y.

Our main theorem is as follows:
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Theorem 1. For each V -valued continuous function η = (η1, . . . , ηr) : ∂Y →
V , there exists a V -valued function ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) : Y → V that satisfies
the following:

(a) ξ is a C1,α-function for any α ∈ (0, 1) and solves equation (1) in the
sense of the distribution.

(b) The following boundary condition holds:

lim
z→ζ

ξ(z) = η(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y .

Moreover, any V -valued function that satisfies conditions (a) and (b) is
unique.

Remark 2. Let ξ : U → V be a V -valued locally L∞-function defined on an
open subset U ⊆ X of X . We say that ξ solves equation (1) in the sense of
the distribution, or that ξ is a weak solution to equation (1) if the following
holds:

∫

U

{(ξ,∆ωX
φ) + (

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ)vj + 2
√
−1ΛωX

Fh, φ)} = 0 for all φ ∈ C∞
c (U, V ),

where we denote by C∞
c (U, V ) the space of all smooth V -valued functions

with compact support, and the integral is taken with respect to the Kähler
form ωX . Throughout the paper, we use the terms “in the sense of the
distribution” and “weak solution” for equations or inequalities including the
Laplace operator, not limited to equation (1), in the sense described above.
Note that for the Poisson equation, the definition of a weak solution is not
unique (cf. [9]).

Remark 3. We use the notion of the FHr
-subharmonic function even when

X is a non-compact Riemann surface. Note that on such a surface, the FHr
-

subharmonic function can globally be expressed as the sum of a subharmonic
function and a smooth function related to the curvature FHr

. Specifically, if
X is not compact, we can take a global holomorphic frame e : X → Kr

X (cf.
[6, Section 30]) for the holomorphic line bundle Kr

X → X . Then ϕ̃ := ϕ −
logHr(e, e) is a subharmonic function on X since we have ∂̄∂ logHr(e, e) =
FHr

.
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Remark 4. The coefficient eϕ is a bounded function on any compact subset
K ⊆ X . Although proving this assertion is straightforward even if X itself is
compact, but to avoid redundancy, we proceed by assuming that X is a non-
compact Riemann surface. Since X is not compact, the FHr

-subharmonic
function ϕ decomposes into the sum of a subharmonic function ϕ̃ and a
smooth function − logHr(e, e), as explained in Remark 3. This implies that
ϕ is an upper semicontinuous function and, therefore, attains its maximum
on K (see [20, Chapter 2.1]). Consequently, the coefficient eϕ is bounded
on K. In particular, for every V -valued locally L∞-function ξ : X → V ,
meaning that the function is a V -valued L∞-function over all compact subset
K ⊆ X , the function eϕe(vr ,ξ) is also a locally L∞-function. This ensures its
well-definedness as a distribution.

Remark 5. Let E∨ be the dual vector bundle of E. The vector bundle
E is equipped with an isomorphism SE : E → E∨ defined as follows (cf.
[12, 14, 16]):

SE :=







1
...

1






: E → E∨.

A Hermitian metric hE on E is said to be real (cf. [12, 14, 16]) if the above
SE is isometric with respect to hE and h∨

E, where h
∨
E is the natural Hermitian

metric on E∨ induced from hE. From the arguments based on the uniqueness
of the solution (cf. [12, Section 7], [14, Corollary 3.24], [16, Section 2.3.5]),
we can show that if the metric (eη1h1 |∂Y , . . . , eηrhr |∂Y ) on the boundary
is real, then the metric (eξ1h1 |Y , . . . , eξrhr |Y ) induced from the solution
ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) of the Dirichlet problem in Theorem 1 is also real.

Equation (1) is a generalization of Hitchin’s equation [11] for diagonal
harmonic metrics on cyclic Higgs bundles [2, 3], which was introduced in [18,
Example 1]. It should be noted that in [18, Example 1], only the case where
Y is a domain of C and h is the metric induced by the standard metric on
C is discussed. In Section 2, we explain the motivation behind introducing
equation (1) and solving its corresponding Dirichlet problem. In Section 3,
we establish some fundamental a priori estimates to the solution of equation
(1) by slightly modifying the proofs of [18, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3]. In
Section 4, we give a proof of Theorem 1.
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2 Cyclic Higgs bundles with multi-valued Higgs

fields

We first briefly recall the definition of cyclic Higgs bundles. Let X be a
connected Riemann surface. We carry over the symbols used in Section 1.
We take a q ∈ H0(Kr

X). For each j = 1, . . . , r − 1, we set Φ(q)j+1,j = 1 and
Φ(q)1,r = q. We define Φ(q) ∈ H0(EndE ⊗KX) as Φ(q) :=

∑r−1
j=1 Φ(q)j+1,j +

Φ(q)1,r, where Φ(q)i,j is considered to be the (i, j)-component of Φ(q), and 1
(resp. q) is considered to be a K−1

X (resp. Kr−1
X )-valued holomorphic 1-form.

We call (E,Φ(q)) a cyclic Higgs bundle (cf. [2, 3, 14, 15]). Cyclic Higgs
bundles are examples of the cyclotomic Higgs bundles which were introduced
in [26]. We set k1, . . . , kr as kj = k′

j = |1|Hj
(j = 1, . . . , r − 1), kr = |q|Hr

.
The corresponding Hitchin’s equation [11] for a diagonal harmonic metric
(ef1h1, . . . , e

frhr) is then given by:

∆ωX
ξ +

r
∑

j=1

4kje
(vj ,ξ)vj = −2

√
−1ΛωX

Fh, (2)

where ξ is defined as ξ := (f1, . . . , fr). Equation (2) is also called Toda lattice
with opposite sign (see [8]). As we noted in Section 1, log |q|Hr

is an FHr
-

subharmonic function, and thus, equation (2) is a special case of equation
(1) if we impose the condition f1 + · · ·+ fr = 0 on f1, . . . , fr.

Let N ∈ Z≥2 and qN ∈ H0((Kr
X)

N ). We next consider a cyclic Higgs

bundle (E,Φ(q
1/N
N )) with the following multi-valued Higgs field:

Φ(q
1/N
N ) :=













0 q
1/N
N

1
. . .
. . .

. . .

1 0













.

It can be observed that Hitchin’s equation for diagonal harmonic metrics on
cyclic Higgs bundles depends only on the absolute value of q. Therefore,
although the Higgs field Φ(q

1/N
N ) is multi-valued, Hitchin’s equation for a

diagonal harmonic metric on (E,Φ(q
1/N
N )) is well-defined, and the equation

for diagonal harmonic metrics on a cyclic Higgs bundle with a multi-valued
Higgs field (E,Φ(q

1/N
N )) coincides with equation (1) with an FHr

-subharmonic
function 1

N
log |qN |2Hr

. Let hN be a solution to Hitchin’s equation for a cyclic
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Higgs bundle (E,Φ(q
1/N
N )) with a multi-valued Higgs field Φ(q

1/N
N ). If we

choose a well-defined local section q
1/N
N on an open subset U ⊆ X , then

(E,Φ(q
1/N
N ), hN) is a harmonic bundle on U . Alternatively, if we choose

a ramified covering π : ZN → X where q
1/N
N is a well-defined section of

π∗(Kr−1
X ) ⊗KZN

→ ZN , then the triplet (π∗E, π∗Φ(q
1/N
N ), π∗hN) becomes a

harmonic bundle over ZN .
As we noted above, Hitchin’s equation for a diagonal harmonic metric on

(E,Φ(q
1/N
N )) is well-defined, although the Higgs field Φ(q

1/N
N ) is multi-valued.

Additionally, it is evident that any functions constructed from a solution hN

to the Hitchin’s equation will be well-defined over X , if they depend solely
on the absolute value of qN . For example, the norm |Φ(q1/NN )|2hN ,hX

and the

bracket ΛωX
[Φ(q

1/N
N )∧Φ(q

1/N
N )∗hN ] of the Higgs field Φ(q

1/N
N ) are well-defined

functions. Furthermore, obviously, the amounts that can be written as a
constant multiple or combination of them, such as energy density e(hN ) of
harmonic maps and the sectional curvature κ(hN) of the image of harmonic
maps (cf. [3, 13]), are also well-defined functions on X .

In this paper, we pose the problem of considering what might happen
when N approaches infinity. More specifically, we pose the problem to con-
sider the asymptotic behavior of a sequence of Hermitian metrics (hN)N∈N

such that for each N , hN is a diagonal solution to Hitchin’s equation for
the cyclic Higgs bundle (E,Φ(q

1/N
N )) with a multi-valued Higgs field when

N tends to infinity. To specify what we mean by “consider the asymptotic
behavior”, we pose the following specific questions:

• Does a sequence (hN)N∈N converge a Hermitian metric in some topol-
ogy? Also, how fast will it converge?

• How does sequences of well-defined functions, such as (e(hN ))N∈N, (κ(hN))N∈N, . . .
behave as N approaches infinity? For example, is it possible to choose a
non-trivial sequence (hN)N∈N so that the averages

∫

X
e(hN),

∫

X
κ(hN ), ...

monotonically decreases or increases? How fast will they decay or in-
crease? Also, what if we looked at the behavior at each point of X
rather than the average?

• Is it possible to evaluate the value of the average of well-defined func-
tions such as

∫

X
e(hN ),

∫

X
κ(hN), ... in the limit when N tends to infin-

ity? Also, what if we looked at the behavior at each point of X rather
than the average?
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• The difference of Hermitian metrics h−1
N,j ⊗ hN,j+1 (j = 1, . . . , r − 1)

defines a metric dN,j on X (see [14]), where we denote by hN,j the j-th
component of the Hermitian metric: hN = (hN,1, . . . , hN,r). Moreover,

the Hermitian metric h−1
N,r⊗hN,1 coupled with q

1/N
N defines a degenerate

metric dN,r on X (see [14]). How does the sequence of metric spaces
(X, dN,1, . . . , dN,r−1, dN,r)N∈N behave? For example, is the completeness
of the metrics (cf. [14]) preserved in the limit?

Let SH(X,FHr
) be the set of all FHr

-subharmonic functions. As we
noted in Section 1, for each positive integer N and each qN ∈ H0((Kr

X)
N ),

1
N
log |qN |2Hr

is FHr
-subharmonic, and moreover, all elements of such form are

dense in SH(X,FHr
) with respect to the L1

loc-topology (see [7]). Therefore,
any FHr

-subharmonic function ϕ ∈ SH(X,FHr
) is a limit of a sequence of

( 1
N
log |qN |2Hr

)N∈N, where qN ∈ H0((Kr
X)

N), at least for L1
loc-topology. In con-

sidering the above problems, we introduce equation (1) as a limit of Hitchin’s

equation for diagonal harmonic metrics on cyclic Higgs bundles (E,Φ(q
1/N
N ))

with a multi-valued Higgs field when N tends to infinity.
If the coefficient eϕ is smooth, we can directly apply methods from [4,

5, 24] either to find a solution for equation (1) or for its evolution equa-
tion (cf. [18], to which we refer the reader for further explanations). More
specifically, we can construct a time-global solution to the evolution equa-
tion of (1) on a compact manifold with a possibly empty boundary with
the Dirichlet boundary condition, by using the techniques of the evolution
equation of Hermitian-Einstein equation [4, 24]. If the manifold has a non-
empty boundary, we can demonstrate, by using the Donaldson’s argument
[5], that the time global solution to the evolution equation converges to a
solution of equation (1) that satisfies a Dirichlet boundary condition. For
compact manifolds without boundary by using the functional of equation (1)
(cf. [17]) we can show the convergence of the time global solution of the
evolution equation to a solution of equation (1). We can also solve equation
(1) by directly applying [17, Theorem 1] when the coefficient eϕ is smooth.
In this paper, we extend the Dirichlet problem to a more general case. The
Dirichlet problem for the Hermitian-Einstein equation was first solved in [5].
This theorem holds significant utility, particularly when constructing a global
solution to the Hermitian-Einstein equation on non-compact manifolds with
compact exhaustions [14, 15, 19]. It is also worth noting that the Dirichlet
problem for elliptic equations has been studied over the years, with specific
emphasis on its link to potential theory (cf. [7, 20]). While there are multi-
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ple aspects to investigate in equation (1), our paper primarily focuses on the
Dirichlet problem, considering its distinctive significance.

Remark 6. The aforementioned problem focuses on the increasing number
of zeros in the holomorphic r-differential. Conversely, one could conceive
a dual problem that considers the consequences of an increasing number of
poles in the r-differential. While this paper will not delve into this topic in
depth, it will be discussed in a subsequent paper.

Remark 7. The notion of cyclic Higgs bundles can be generalized to the
case where the vector bundle is of the form E = L1⊕· · ·⊕Lr with arbitrary
holomorphic line bundles L1, . . . , Lr → X (cf. [3]). Equation (1) can also
be generalized to such a case, and Theorem 1 can be extended to the more
generalized equation.

Remark 8. If the purpose is simply to solve equation (1), there is no need to
explicitly state the existence and convergence of the time global solution of
the evolution equation. However, the heat equation itself is very interesting,
so we have explicitly written the existence and convergence of the global time
solution as above. For example, an interesting question is, is it possible to
construct a time global solution that is complete (cf. [14]) at each instant?

Remark 9. The problems described above are both influenced by and mo-
tivated by the study of the asymptotic behavior of the complex polynomials
and sections of holomorphic line bundles (see, e.g., [20, 22, 23] and the ref-
erences therein).

3 Fundamental a priori estimates

Before beginning the proof of Theorem 1, we establish some fundamental
a priori estimates for the solution of equation (1) by slightly modifying the
proofs of [18, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3]. For the Hermitian-Einstein equa-
tion of Higgs bundles, the following estimates have been established in [24,
Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 10.1] (see also [14, 15, 25]). We will use Proposition
10 below in Section 4 to prove the uniqueness of the boundary value problem
in Theorem 1. We carry over the notation from Section 1. The following
holds:

8



Proposition 10. Let ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr), ξ
′ = (ξ′1, . . . , ξ

′
r) : X → V be locally

L∞-functions. Suppose that there exist V -valued locally L1-functions ξ̃, ξ̃′ :
X → V such that ∆ωX

ξ = ξ̃ and ∆ωX
ξ′ = ξ̃′ as distributions on X. Then

the following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
log |

r
∑

j=1

e(ξj−ξ′j)|

≤|∆ωX
ξ +

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ)vj + 2
√
−1ΛωX

Fh|+ |∆ωX
ξ′ +

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ′)vj + 2
√
−1ΛωX

Fh|.

(3)

In particular, if ξ and ξ′ solve equation (1) in the sense of the distribution,
then we have

∆ωX
log |

r
∑

j=1

e(ξj−ξ′j)| ≤ 0.

Proposition 11. Suppose that ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) is an L∞-weak solution to
equation (1). Then the following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
log

(

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ)
)

≤ −

∣

∣

∣

∑r
j=1 4k

′
je

(vj ,ξ)vj

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∑r
j=1 4k

′
je

(vj ,ξ)

∣

∣

∣

+ 2
√
−1ΛωX

FhX
, (4)

where FhX
is the curvature of the metric hX .

Remark 12. Let f1, . . . , fr : X → R be locally integrable functions. Then
the following inequality holds:

max{f1, . . . , fr} ≤ log(
r

∑

j=1

efj ) ≤ max{f1, . . . , fr}+ log(r).

Consequently, log(
∑r

j=1 e
fj ) is also a locally integrable function. Therefore,

the distribution ∆ωX
log(

∑r
j=1 e

fj ) is well-defined. In particular, left-hand
sides of inequality (3) and (4) are both well-defined. Furthermore, as high-
lighted in Remark 4, the coefficient eϕ is a locally bounded function, ensuring
that the right-hand sides of (3) and (4) are both unambiguously defined as
distributions.
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While the following concept is generally familiar, we provide a specific
definition for the sake of clarity:

Definition 13 (cf. [7, 20]). Let B(0, 1) := {z ∈ C | |z| < 1} be the unit
open ball in the complex plane C. We call a function χ : C → R a mollifier
if it satisfies the following conditions (cf. [20, p.49, Theorem 2.7.2]):

χ ∈ C∞(C,R), χ ≥ 0, χ(z) = χ(|z|), suppχ ⊆ B(0, 1),

∫

C

χ = 1,

where we denote by suppχ the support of the function χ. Let χ be a mollifier.
In the same way as [20, p.49, Theorem 2.7.2], for ǫ > 0 we define a function
χǫ as follows:

χǫ(z) :=
1

ǫ2
χ
(z

ǫ

)

for z ∈ C.

Remark 14. The notion of a mollifier is usually defined for a class of func-
tions broader than the one above.

We prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 15. Let G = (f1, . . . , fr) : B(0, 1) → Rr be an Rr-valued locally L1-
function with respect to the Euclidean metric. We set b1 :=

∑r
j=1 e

fj/2uj, b2 :=
∑r

j=1 e
fjuj. We assume that there exists an Rr-valued locally integrable func-

tion G̃ = (f̃1, . . . , f̃r) such that

∆fj ≤ f̃j in the sense of the distribution for all j = 1, . . . , r, (5)

where we denote by ∆ the Laplacian
(

−4 ∂2

∂z∂z̄

)

for the Euclidean metric.

Then the following inequality holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ log |b1|2 ≤
(

G̃, b2/|b1|2
)

. (6)

Remark 16. The right hand side of inequality (6) is locally integrable since
b2/|b1|2 is a bounded function.

Remark 17. As we remarked in Remark 12, log |b1|2 is locally integrable,
and thus the left-hand side of inequality (6) is well-defined as a distribution.
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Proof of Lemma15. Let χ : C → R be a mollifier and let (χǫ)ǫ>0 denote the
associated family of functions (see Definition 13 above). We define Gǫ =
(f1,ǫ, . . . , fr,ǫ) and G̃ǫ = (f̃1,ǫ, . . . , f̃r,ǫ) as the convolution

Gǫ := G ∗ χǫ = (f1, ∗χǫ, . . . , fr ∗ χǫ),

G̃ǫ := G̃ ∗ χǫ = (f̃1, ∗χǫ, . . . , f̃r ∗ χǫ).

These are defined on the open ball B(0, 1 − ǫ) := {z ∈ C | |z| < 1 − ǫ} of
B(0, 1) (see [20, Definition 2.7.1]). We set b1,ǫ and b2,ǫ as follows:

b1,ǫ :=

r
∑

j=1

efj,ǫ/2uj,

b2,ǫ :=
r

∑

j=1

efj,ǫuj.

From [18, Proof of Theorem 2], the following inequality holds for Gǫ, b1,ǫ and
b2,ǫ:

∆ log |b1,ǫ|2 ≤
(

∆Gǫ, b2,ǫ/|b1,ǫ|2
)

. (7)

Therefore, inequality (6) holds for G̃ǫ, b1,ǫ, and b2,ǫ:

∆ log |b1,ǫ|2 ≤
(

G̃ǫ, b2,ǫ/|b1,ǫ|2
)

. (8)

We then show that as ǫ → 0, ∆ log |b1,ǫ|2 and
(

G̃ǫ, b2,ǫ/|b1,ǫ|2
)

converge

weakly to ∆ log |b1|2 and
(

G̃, b2/|b1|2
)

in the sense of distributions, respec-

tively. Let φ : B(0, 1) → R be a smooth function with a compact support.
Due to the property of the mollifier, as ǫ → 0, Gǫ (resp. G̃ǫ) converges
strongly to G (resp. G̃) in the L1-topology on each compact subset of B(0, 1).
Specifically, this means Gǫ (resp. G̃ǫ) converges to G (resp. G̃) almost ev-
erywhere on each compact subset. Thus, by the Lebesgue’s dominated con-
vergence theorem, we find that

∫

B(0,1)

log |b1,ǫ|2∆φ →
∫

B(0,1)

log |b1|2∆φ

and
∫

B(0,1)

(

G̃ǫ, b2,ǫ/|b1,ǫ|2
)

φ →
∫

B(0,1)

(

G̃, b2/|b1|2
)

φ

as ǫ → 0, respectively. This establishes the desired claim.
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Proof of Proposition 10. It is enough to consider the case where X is the
open ball B(0, 1). Also, we can assume that the Kähler metric is the Eu-
clidean metric. We define Rr-valued functions G and G̃ as follows:

G := ξ − ξ′,

G̃ := ξ̃ − ξ̃′.

Then by applying Lemma 15 to the above G and G̃, and by combining the
calculation in [18, Proof of Theorem 2], we have the desired inequality.

Proof of Proposition 11. We set I(ξ) : X → V as follows:

I(ξ) := −
r

∑

j=1

4kje
(vj ,ξ)vj − 2

√
−1ΛωX

Fh.

We define R
r-valued functions G and G̃ as follows:

G := ((ξ, v1) + log(4k′
1), . . . , (ξ, vr) + log(4k′

r)),

G̃ := ((I(ξ), v1) + 2
√
−1ΛωX

FH1 , . . . , (I(ξ), vr) + 2
√
−1ΛωX

FHr
).

Then it can be verified that the following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
((ξ, vj) + log(4k′

j)) ≤ (I(ξ), vj) + 2
√
−1ΛωX

FHj
for j = 1, . . . , r. (9)

As in the proof of Proposition 11, it can be supposed that X is the open ball
B(0, 1), and the Kähler metric is the Euclidean metric. From (9), we can
apply Lemma 15 to the above G and G̃. Then by the same calculation as in
[18, Proof of Theorem 3], we have the desired inequality.

4 Proof of Theorem 1

In order to prove the existence of a solution to equation (1), we adopt the
method of using the Schauder fixed point theorem (cf. [7, Section 5.4.4] and
[21, p.143, Theorem 5.28]). Let L∞(Y, V ) denote the set of all V -valued L∞-
functions over Y . To avoid potential misunderstandings, we use L∞(Y, V )
to denote the set of all V -valued L∞-functions, rather than as the set of
equivalence classes. We first prove the following lemma:
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Lemma 18. There exist ξ(−) = (ξ
(−)
1 , . . . , ξ

(−)
r ), ξ(+) = (ξ

(+)
1 , . . . , ξ

(+)
r ) ∈

L∞(Y, V ) such that

(i) For each j = 1, . . . , r − 1, ξ
(−)
j − ξ

(+)
j is a subharmonic function.

(ii) For each j = 1, . . . , r−1, ξ
(−)
j and ξ

(+)
j are quasi-subharmonic functions.

(iii) The following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
ξ
(−)
1 ≤ −4k′

re
ξ
(+)
1 −ξ

(+)
r − 2

√
−1ΛωX

Fh1, (10)

∆ωX
ξ
(−)
j ≤ −4k′

j−1e
ξ
(+)
j −ξ

(−)
j−1 − 2

√
−1ΛωX

Fhj
for j = 2, . . . , r − 1, (11)

∆ωX
ξ
(+)
j ≥ 4k′

je
ξ
(+)
j+1−ξ

(−)
j − 2

√
−1ΛωX

Fhj
for j = 1, . . . , r − 1. (12)

(iv) It holds that ξ
(−)
j ≤ ξ

(+)
j for all j = 1, . . . , r − 1.

(v) ξ(−) and ξ(+) satisfy the following boundary conditions:

lim
z→ζ

ξ(−)(z) = η(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y ,

lim
z→ζ

ξ(+)(z) = η(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y .

Proof. We first note that in Lemma 18, it does not matter what the initial
metric h = (h1, . . . , hr) is. If we can prove the above lemma for some initial
metric h = (h1, . . . , hr) and arbitrary η, then by appropriately transforming
ξ(+), ξ(−), and η we can easily prove the above proposition for any initial
metric. Therefore, for simplicity, from the beginning, we assume that the
curvature Fh of the initial metric h is zero. Let φ1, . . . , φr be harmonic
functions over Y such that for each j = 1, . . . , r, it holds that limz→ζ φj(z) =
ηj(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y (cf. [7, 20]). For an L∞-subharmonic function ρ : Y →
[−∞,∞) satisfying limz→ζ ρ(ζ) = 0 for all ζ ∈ ∂Y , we set

ξ
(−)
j = ρ+ φj, (13)

ξ
(+)
j = −ρ+ φj , (14)

for j = 1, . . . , r − 1. Then we define

ξ(−) = (ξ
(−)
1 , . . . , ξ

(−)
r−1,−(ξ

(−)
1 + · · ·+ ξ

(−)
r−1)), (15)

ξ(+) = (ξ
(+)
1 , . . . , ξ

(+)
r−1,−(ξ

(+)
1 + · · ·+ ξ

(+)
r−1)). (16)

13



For the above ξ(−) and ξ(+), it can easily be checked that condition (i), (ii),
and (v) are satisfied. We can also check that condition (iv) is satisfied since
a subharmonic function ρ satisfying limz→ζ ρ(ζ) = 0 for all ζ ∈ ∂Y is a non-
positive function (see [7, p.12, Corollary 1.17]). We shall choose such a ρ
appropriately so that condition (iii) is satisfied for ξ(−) and ξ(+) defined as
above. We set

f1 := min {−4kj−1e
φj−φj−1 | j = 1, . . . , r},

f2 := min {−4kje
φj+1−φj | j = 1, . . . , r},

f := min{f1, f2},

where in the definition of f1, k0 and φ0 are interpreted as kr and φr, re-
spectively. Let ρ be the unique L∞-subharmonic function that solves the
following non-linear elliptic boundary problem:

−∆ωX
ρ = −fe−rρ in the sense of the distribution, (17)

lim
z→ζ

ρ(ζ) = 0 for all ζ ∈ ∂Y . (18)

The existence and the uniqueness of the solution ρ to the above boundary
value problem is guaranteed by [7, p.154, Theorem 5.24] with a trivial vari-
able transformation that replaces rρ with another variable. We will now
demonstrate that for such a ρ, ξ(−) and ξ(+) defined as in (13), (14), (15),
and (16) satisfy (iii) of Lemma 18. For ξ(−) and ξ(+) defined as (13), (14),
(15), and (16), condition (10), (11), and (12) can be rewritten as follows:

∆ωX
ρ ≤ −4kre

−rρ+φ1−φr , (19)

∆ωX
ρ ≤ −4kj−1e

−2ρ+φj−φj−1 for j = 2, . . . , r − 1, (20)

∆ωX
ρ ≤ −4kje

−2ρ+φj+1−φj for j = 1, . . . , r − 1. (21)

Since the subharmonic function ρ is a non-positive function, the following
conditions (22) and (23) are stronger than the above (20) and (21):

∆ωX
ρ ≤ −4kj−1e

−rρ+φj−φj−1 for j = 1, . . . , r − 1, (22)

∆ωX
ρ ≤ −4kje

−rρ+φj+1−φj for j = 1, . . . , r − 1. (23)

It is easy to see that a subharmonic function ρ which is a solution to the
elliptic equation (17) satisfies (19), (22) and (23). Then we have the desired
claim.
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Remark 19. From conditions (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 18, for each j =

1, . . . , r − 1, ξ
(−)
j is a −Fhj

-subharmonic function, and −ξ
(+)
j is an Fhj

-
subharmonic function.

Remark 20. From the proof of Lemma 18, we can construct ξ(−) and ξ(+)

so that the following conditions hold in addition to (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), and
(v) in Lemma 15:

∆ωX
ξ
(−)
j ≥ −C, ∆ωX

ξ
(+)
j ≤ C for j = 1, . . . , r − 1 (24)

in the sense of the distribution, with C being some positive constant. Indeed,
for the ξ(−) and ξ(+) constructed in the proof of Lemma 18, the following
inequality holds for each j = 1, . . . , r − 1:

∆ωX
ξ
(−)
j = ∆ωX

ρ = fe−rρ ≥ f,

∆ωX
ξ
(+)
j = −∆ωX

ρ = −fe−rρ ≤ −f.

Since f is an L∞-function, we have (24) for the ξ(−) and ξ(+). If we impose
condition (24) to ξ(−) and ξ(+), then we can show that the sequence (ξ′(k)) in
Lemma 27 converges to a ξ′ in capacity, as we will further discuss in Remark
28.

We fix ξ(−), ξ(+) ∈ L∞(Y, V ) satisfying the conditions of Lemma 18. For
a V -valued function ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) : Y → V , we consider the following
condition:

(∗) For each j = 1, . . . , r−1, ξ
(−)
j −ξj and ξj−ξ

(+)
j are subharmonic functions.

We introduce the following notation:

Definition 21. We denote by SH(Y, ξ(−), ξ(+)) the set of all V -valued func-
tions that satisfy the above condition (∗):

SH(Y, ξ(−), ξ(+)) := {ξ : Y → V | ξ satisfies condition (∗)}.

Definition 22. For two vectors v = (v1, . . . , vr), v
′ = (v′1, . . . , v

′
r) ∈ V , we

denote by v ≤ v′ if vj ≤ v′j holds for all j = 1, . . . , r − 1.

Definition 23. We define a set of V -valued functions C as follows:

C := {ξ ∈ SH(Y, ξ(−), ξ(+)) ∩ L∞(Y, V ) | ξ(−) ≤ ξ ≤ ξ(+)}.
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Clearly, ξ(−) and ξ(+) are contained in C. Then we prove the following:

Lemma 24. C is a compact set for the L1-topology, where the L1-norm is
with respect to the Kähler metric gX |Y .

Proof. Let (ξ(k))k∈N ∈ CN be a sequence. We denote by ξ(k),j the j-th compo-
nent of ξ(k) for each k ∈ N. From [7, Theorem 1.46], by extracting and relabel-

ing, we can assume that (ξ
(−)
j −ξ(k),j)k∈N converges to a subharmonic function

Uj in the L1
loc-topology for all j = 1, . . . , r−1. We set ξj := ξ

(−)
j −Uj . We can

also assume, by extracting and relabeling, that (ξ(k),j − ξ
(+)
j )k∈N converges to

a subharmonic function U ′
j in the L1

loc-topology for all j = 1, . . . , r − 1. We

set ξ′j := U ′
j − ξ

(+)
j . From the uniqueness of the convergence point, ξj and

ξ′j coincide almost everywhere. We see that they coincide everywhere since

the right-hand side of ξ
(−)
j − ξ

(+)
j = ξ

(−)
j − ξ(k),j + ξ(k),j − ξ

(+)
j converges to

ξ
(−)
j − ξj + ξ′j − ξ

(+)
j as k → ∞. We set ξ := (ξ1, . . . , ξr−1,−(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξr−1)).

Obviously, ξ ∈ C. Therefore all that remains is to prove (ξ(k))k∈N converges
to ξ in the L1-topology. This can be done by the following observation for
any compact subset K:

∫

Y

|ξ − ξ(k)| =
∫

K

|ξ − ξ(k)|+
∫

Y \K

|ξ − ξ(k)|.

The second term of the right-hand side can be arbitrarily small without
depending on k, by only changing the selection of K since there exists a
compact exhaustion of Y and ξ(k) and ξ are bounded by ξ(−) and ξ(+).

Lemma 25. For each ξ ∈ C, there uniquely exists a ξ′ ∈ C that satisfies the
following equation in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
ξ′ +

r
∑

j=1

4k′
je

(vj ,ξ)vj = −2
√
−1ΛωX

Fh. (25)

Moreover, the unique solution ξ′ to equation (25) is a C1,α-function for any
α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. We first construct a weak solution ξ′ to equation (25). Similar to
the proof of Lemma 18, we assume that Fh = 0 for simplicity. For each
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j = 1, . . . , r − 1, let ξ′j,+ be the unique L∞-weak solution of the following
elliptic boundary value problem:

∆ωX
ξ′j,+ − 4k′

je
(vj ,ξ) = 0 in the sense of the distribution,

− ξ′j,+ ∈ SH(Y ),

lim
z→ζ

ξ′j,+(z) =
1

2
ηj(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y ,

where we denote by SH(Y ) the set of all subharmonic functions over Y . The
existence and uniqueness of the L∞-solution to the above boundary value
problem are guaranteed by [7, p.150, Theorem 5.17]. We also denote by ξ′j,−
the unique L∞-solution of the following:

∆ωX
ξ′j,− + 4k′

j−1e
(vj−1,ξ) = 0 in the sense of the distribution,

ξ′j,− ∈ SH(Y ),

lim
z→ζ

ξ′j,−(z) =
1

2
ηj(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y .

We set ξ′j := ξ′j,+ + ξ′j,− for each j = 1, . . . , r − 1. Then we define ξ′ as
ξ′ := (ξ′1, . . . , ξ

′
r−1,−(ξ′1 + · · · + ξ′r−1)). From the construction, clearly, ξ′

satisfies the elliptic equation (25) in the weak sense. From [1, Theorem 6.2]
(see also [9, Theorem 1]), it can be observed that ξ′j ∈ W 1,2

loc (Y ) for each
j = 1, . . . , r (see [1, Chapter 1] for the definition of the local Sobolev space).
Therefore by [10, Proposition 2.18], it follows that ξ′ is a V -valued C1,α-
function for any α ∈ (0, 1). We next prove that ξ′ is contained in C. We

show that for each j = 1, . . . , r − 1, ξ
(−)
j − ξ′j is a subharmonic function.

From (10), the following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
(ξ

(−)
1 − ξ′1) ≤− 4k′

re
ξ
(+)
1 −ξ

(+)
r − 2ΛωX

Fh1

− 4k′
1e

(v1,ξ) + 4k′
re

(vr ,ξ) + 2
√
−1ΛωX

Fhj

≤− 4k′
r(e

ξ
(+)
1 −ξ

(+)
r − eξ1−ξr)

≤ 0,

where the final inequality follows from the assumption ξ1 ≤ ξ
(+)
1 and the fact

ξ
(+)
r = −(ξ

(+)
1 + · · · + ξ

(+)
r−1) ≤ −(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξr−1) = ξr which is immediately

follows from the assumption ξj ≤ ξ
(+)
j for all j = 1, . . . , r−1. Similarly, from
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(11), the following holds for each j = 2, . . . , r − 1:

∆ωX
(ξ

(−)
j − ξ′j) ≤− 4k′

j−1e
ξ
(+)
j −ξ

(−)
j−1 − 2ΛωX

Fhj

− 4k′
je

(vj ,ξ) + 4k′
j−1e

(vj−1,ξ) + 2
√
−1ΛωX

Fhj

≤− 4k′
j−1(e

ξ
(+)
j −ξ

(−)
j−1 − eξj−ξj−1)

≤ 0.

Since ξ′ is a V -valued C1,α-function, ξ
(−)
j − ξ′j is an upper semicontinuous

function for each j = 1, . . . , r−1. Therefore, combining the above inequality,
it concludes that ξ

(−)
j −ξ′j is a subharmonic function for each j = 1, . . . , r−1.

Then by applying the maximum principle [7, Corollary 1.16] to ξ
(−)
j − ξ′j, we

have ξ
(−)
j − ξ′j ≤ 0 for each j = 1, . . . , r− 1. Therefore, in order to show that

ξ′ is contained in C, all that remains is to prove for each j = 1, . . . , r − 1,
ξ′j − ξ

(+)
j is a subharmonic function satisfying ξ′j − ξ

(+)
j ≤ 0. From (12), the

following holds in the sense of the distribution:

∆ωX
(ξ′j − ξ

(+)
j ) ≤ 4k′

je
(vj ,ξ) − 4k′

j−1e
(vj−1,ξ) − 2

√
−1ΛωX

Fhj

− 4k′
je

ξ
(+)
j+1−ξ

(−)
j + 2ΛωX

Fhj

≤− 4k′
j(e

ξ
(+)
j+1−ξ

(−)
j − eξj+1−ξj )

≤0.

Then by the same argument as above, it concludes that ξj − ξ
(+)
j is a subhar-

monic function. Also, again, by the maximum principle, we have ξj − ξ
(+)
j ≤

0. Finally, we show the uniqueness of the weak solution to equation (25)
which is contained in C. This follows from the maximum principle: Let
ξ′ = (ξ′1, . . . , ξ

′
r), ξ

′′ = (ξ′′1 , . . . , ξ
′′
r ) ∈ C be weak solutions to equation (25).

As we noted above, ξ′ and ξ′′ are V -valued C1,α-functions. Also, we have
∆ωX

(ξ′ − ξ′′) = 0. Since we have

ξ(−) − ξ(+) ≤ ξ′ − ξ′′ ≤ ξ(+) − ξ(−), (26)

it holds that limz→ζ(ξ
′(z)− ξ′′(z)) = 0 for all ζ ∈ ∂Y . Consequently, by the

maximum principle (cf. [7, Section 1.2.2]), we have ξ′j = ξ′′j for all j = 1, . . . , r.
This establishes the desired result.

We introduce the following notation:
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Definition 26. We denote by S : C → C the map mapping a ξ ∈ C to the
unique ξ′ =: S(ξ) in Lemma 25.

The following holds:

Lemma 27. The map S defined in Definition 26 is a continuous map in the
L1-topology.

Proof. Let (ξ(k))k∈N ∈ CN be a sequence that converges to a ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) ∈
C in the L1-topology. We set ξ′(k) := S(ξ(k)) for each k = 1, 2, . . . . From

Lemma 24, by extracting and relabeling, we can assume that (ξ′(k))k∈N con-

verges to a ξ′ = (ξ′1, . . . , ξ
′
r) ∈ C in the L1-topology. Consequently the asser-

tion follows from the continuity of the Laplace operator with respect to the
L1
loc-topology.

Remark 28. Unlike the case of the higher-dimensional Monge-Ampère-
operator (see [7, pp. 154-155]), there is no need to show (ξ′(k))k∈N, which
has already been extracted and relabeled appropriately, converges to ξ′ in
capacity (see [7, p.112, Definition 4.23]). However, if we additionally impose
condition (24) on ξ(−) and ξ(+), then it is not difficult to show that (ξ′(k))k∈N
converges to ξ′ in capacity, as shown in below: Let ξ′(k),j be the j-th com-
ponent of ξ′(k) for each j = 1, . . . , r and each k = 1, 2, . . . . We show that

for each j = 1, . . . , r − 1, (ξ′(k),j)k∈N converges to ξ′j in capacity. For each

Borel subset E ⊆ Y , we denote by CapY (E) the capacity of E (see [7, p.108,
Definition 4.16]). By using [7, Lemma 5.18], for each δ > 0, we have

CapY ({ξ′j − ξ′(k),j ≥ 2δ}) = CapY ({ξ′j − ξ
(+)
j − (ξ′(k),j − ξ

(+)
j ) ≥ 2δ})

≤ δ−1

∫

{ξ′j−ξ′
(k),j

≥δ}

ddc(ξ′(k),j − ξ
(+)
j )

= (2πδ)−1

∫

{ξ′j−ξ′
(k),j

≥δ}

(−∆ωX
)(ξ′(k),j − ξ

(+)
j )ωX

≤ (2πδ)−1

∫

{ξ′j−ξ′
(k),j

≥δ}

(−∆ωX
)(ξ

(−)
j − ξ

(+)
j )ωX

≤ (2πδ)−1

∫

{ξ′j−ξ′
(k),j

≥δ}

2CωX

≤ (2πδ2)−1

∫

max {ξ′j − ξ′(k),j, 0} 2CωX (27)
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where C is a constant in (24), and we have used the inequality ∆ωX
(ξ

(−)
j −

ξ′(k),j) ≤ 0. (27) converges to 0 as k → ∞. Therefore we have limk→∞CapY ({ξ′j−
ξ′(k),j ≥ 2δ}) = 0. By swapping the roles of ξ′j and ξ′(k),j, we can also show

that limk→∞CapY ({ξ′(k),j − ξ′j ≥ 2δ}) = 0. Therefore, (ξ′(k))k∈N converges to
ξ′ in capacity.

Then we have the following:

Lemma 29. There exists a V -valued function ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) : Y → V that
satisfies (a) and (b) in Theorem 1.

Proof. It is easy to observe that C is a convex set. From Lemma 24, C is
also a compact set with respect to the L1-topology. Then by the Schauder
fixed point theorem (cf. [21, p.143, Theorem 5.28]), the map S defined in
Definition 26 has a fixed point ξ since S is a continuous map as shown in
Lemma 27. From Lemma 25, the fixed point ξ is a V -valued C1,α-function.
The V -valued function ξ solves equation (1) in the sense of the distribution
since ξ is a fixed point of the map S. It can also be verified that the fixed
point ξ satisfies the boundary condition (b) since we have ξ(−) ≤ ξ ≤ ξ(+)

and limz→ζ ξ
(−)(z) = limz→ζ ξ

(+)(z) = η(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂Y .

The uniqueness of a solution ξ in Theorem 1 follows from the maximum
principle:

Lemma 30. Let ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξr) and ξ′ = (ξ′1, . . . , ξ
′
r) be V -valued functions

that satisfy (a) and (b) in Theorem 1. Then we have ξ = ξ′.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 10 that log(
∑r

j=1 e
ξj−ξ′j ) is a subharmonic

function. By applying the maximum principle [7, Corollary 1.16] to the sub-
harmonic function log(

∑r
j=1 e

ξj−ξ′j )−log r, it concludes that log(
∑r

j=1 e
ξj−ξ′j)−

log r is a negative function. Since
∑r

j=1(ξj − ξ′j) = 0, it can be verified that

log(
∑r

j=1 e
ξj−ξ′j )− log r is also a positive function. Therefore ξj = ξ′j for all

j = 1, . . . , r, and thus we have the result.

From Lemma 29 and Lemma 30, we have Theorem 1.
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