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VISCOSITY SOLUTION TO COMPLEX HESSIAN EQUATIONS ON
COMPACT HERMITIAN MANIFOLDS

JINGRUI CHENG, YULUN XU

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of viscosity solutions to complex Hessian equations
on a compact Hermitian manifold that satisfy a determinant domination condition.
This viscosity solution is shown to be unique when the right hand is strictly monotone
increasing in terms of the solution. When the right hand side does not depend on the
solution, we reduces it to the strict monotonicity of the solvability constant.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this note is to study the existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions to
complex Hessian equations on a closed Hermitian manifold.

Let (M, wq) be a closed Hermitian manifold. In local coordinates, we can write wy =
M—_lgijdzi NdZz;. Let x be areal (1,1) form on M and in local coordinates we can write
it as: x = v—1x;7dz; A dz;. For any C? function ¢ : M — R, we obtain a new real (1,1)
form: x + dd°p and we consider equations for ¢ that may be written in the form:

(11) F(X —|— ddcgp) = h7 h = eG(:L‘) or eG(:L‘,(p)’

where G(z) or G(z, ¢) is some right hand side one prescribes. The reason we write the
right hand side in the form e is to emphasize that it is strictly positive. In the above,

(1.2) F(x +dd°¢) = f(A[x + dd°¢)),

where A[x+dd¢y] are the eigenvalues of Aé = g'* (xj];—i-goﬂg) and f(A1,---, Ap) is a smooth
symmetric function. Such equations have been studied extensively in the literature, going
back to the work of Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [1] on the Dirichlet problem in the real
case, when wy is the Euclidean metric and M is a domain in R™.

We assume that the function f in (L2) is defined in a closed convex symmetric cone
FcR" with c{AeR":>" A\ >0} and containing the first octant I',. Therefore,
we need to assume that

(1.3) Alx + dd°p] € T.

In addition, we are going to assume that:

Assumption 1.1. (1) g—/{_ >0, 1<i<n, fisconcave and >0 on I and f =0 on
or.
(2) Ax](z) € Int(T") for any x € M.
(3) (determinant domination condition) f is a positive homogeneous function with
degree 1, and there exist constants c¢g > 0, such that f(\) > co(Hle)\i)% for
Ael,={AeR":\; >0, 1<i<n}.
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In the above, the assumption that g—{i > 0 implies the ellipticity of the equation (L),
(C3). The determinant domination condition is motivated by the important work of
Guo-Phong-Tong [I8], which developed a unified PDE approach to L* estimate which
satisfies:

(1.4) Z)‘Zg—/\f < Cof, H?:1% > ¢p, for some cg, Cy > 0.

[18] also observed that determinant domination condition implies (I4]). There are many
examples which satisfy the Assumption [I.I] above. The most well-known example is
1

probably f(A) = of(A), 1 <k < n, defined on I'y := {\: 0;(\) >0, 1 <i <k}, where
or(A) is the k-th symmetric polynomial of X\. These o} equations have been extensively
studied. See [5], [6], [14], [15] and references therein. However, there are other examples
satisfying Assumption [T which are less studied, and we just name a few here:

1. -

(1) (or-equation for (n — 1)—plurisubharmonic function) f(A) = o/ (\), where A; =
T i N 1

(2) (p-fold sum operator) f(\) = (Hm:p)\J) N, where A\j = \j; +Aj, +---+ A, and

N = (2.

The first example with & = n was studied by Tosatti-Weinkove [21] and the second

example was considered by Harvey-Lawson [13] related to p-geometry /p-potential theory.

Moreover, we have the following general result due to Leonid Gurvits [I1] (see also [12]

for a proof) that produces a large number of examples of f satisfying the determinant

domination condition.

Proposition 1.2. Let p(x) be a homogeneous polynomial of degree N on R™. Denote
e=(1,---,1) € R". Assume that:

(1) All coefficients of p are > 0,

(2) p(e) >0,
(3) %(e) = ;—;;(e)--- = gc—i(e) =k for some k > 0.
Then p(:z:)% > c(xy - xn)% for some ¢ >0 on {x1 >0, - ,x, > 0}.

However, the Inverse op-equation does not satisfy the above determinant domination
condition.

For a general Hessian equation without the determinant domination condition, the
apriori estimates will usually require the existence of a subsolution. Szekelyhidi [20)]
derived apriori estimates up to C*® assuming the existence of a C-subsolution. In order
to prove existence of solutions, the recent work of Guo-Song [10] shows that one needs
a more delicate notion of subsolution. It is no trivial issue to determine whether such
subsolutions exist. Assuming determinant dominationion condition alleviates this issue
since we will always have 0 as a subsolution.

Since there has been many works on the solvability in the smooth category, it is a
natural question to find weak solutions. Most of the previous works have centered around
ok-equation using pluripotential theory. The work by Lu [16] studied the existence and
uniqueness of viscosity solutions to op-equations on bounded domains in C™ as well as
homogeneous Hermitian manifolds. We generalize this result and prove:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Assumption [L1 holds:
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(1) Let G € C(M), then there exists a constant ¢ € R, and ¢ € C(M) that solves
the following equation in the viscosity sense:

F(x +dd°p) = e, A[x +dd°¢] € T.

(2) Let G(x,u) € C(M x R). Assume that G is monotone increasing in u, and
FOXD(z) < eG@C0) for some Cy € R and any x € M. Then there exists
p € C(M) that solves the following equation in the viscosity sense:

F(x +dd°p) = %@ \[x +dd°¢] € T.
For uniqueness, we have:

Theorem 1.2. Let G € C(M x R). Assume that G(z,u1) < G(z,u2) for any v € M
and uy < ug. Then there exists at most one viscosity solution to:

F(x + dd°p) = eC@9) X[y +dd°p] € T.

When the right hand side does not depend on ¢, the uniqueness is more subte. As
the first step, we prove:

Proposition 1.3. Assume that Assumption[I1] holds. Let G € C (M), then there exists
a unique ¢ € R such that the following equation is solvable in the viscosity sense:

F(x + dd°p) = e%F¢, \[x + dd°¢] €T.

We are not able to prove the uniqueness of the solution ¢ and the main obstable
seems to be a lack of understanding of the constant ¢ that makes the equation solvable
in the viscosity sense. Indeed, for G € C'(M), we may denote ¢(G) to be the above said
(unique) constant. It is not very hard to see that G; > Gy implies ¢(G1) < ¢(G2). The
question that is of interest to us is whether this monotonicity is strict. More precisely:

Question 1.4. Assume that G1 > Ga, G1 # G3. Do we have ¢(G1) < ¢(G2)?

We show that an affirmative answer to Question [[4] will lead to the uniqueness of
viscosity solution. More precisely:

Proposition 1.5. Let G € C(M). Assume that for any G' < G, G' # G one has
¢(G") > ¢(Q), then there is at most one solution to the following equation in the viscosity
sense:

F(x +dd°p) = efte, Ax + dd°p] € T, supp = 0.
M

As to Question [[.4] we observe that the answer is yes if Q1 or Q9 is smooth:
Proposition 1.6. If Q1 or Q2 is smooth, then the answer to Question[1.]] is affirmative.

Next we explain our strategy of proof of the above results. For the existence proof,
we first approximates the right hand side G with a sequence of smooth right hand side
G;. The apriori estimates developed in Szekelyhidi [20] allows us to solve:

F[x + dd°pj] = eCi@+ei op oGil@e),

In order to get a viscosity solution, all we need is to prove that ¢; converges uniformly (at
least up to a subsequence). Using that ¢; are all subharmonic and that ¢; are uniformly
bounded, we see that ¢; is precompact in L'. In order to improve the convergence to
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uniform convergence, we need the following stability estimate (roughly stated): there
exists a > 0, such that for any v € C?(M), \[x + dd°v] € T,

(1.5) sup(v — @) < O|(v — @)+ |71
M

The proof of (L5 is really a variant of the L> estimate by Guo-Phong-Tong [1§].

For the uniqueness proof, we need to consider the sup/inf convolution, adapted to
manifolds. We use the sup/inf convolution considered in Cheng-Xu[2], and show that it
gives a semi-convex/concave approximation of the viscosity solution.

Finally we explain the organization of this paper.

In Section 2, we explain some basic notations , definitions and some preliminary results
that we need later on.

In Section 3, we prove the existence of solution with smooth right hand side.

In Section 4, we prove the stability result, that allows us to improve the L' convergence
to L convergence, thereby proving the existence of a viscosity solution.

In Section 5, we address the uniqueness issues.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

In the following, we denote d¢ = @(5 — ), so that one has v/—190 = dd®. The
advantage of working with d and d¢ is that they are real operators.

The notion of viscosity solution we work with is consistent with the usual definition
in the literature:

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ € C(M) and I be a closed convexr symmetric cone in R"™ that
contains the first octant. We say that A\[x + dd®p] € T' in the viscosity sense, if for any
9 € M, and C? function P defined in a neighborhood of xy touching ¢ from above at
g, one has:

Ax + dd°P](xo) € T.
Sometimes we call such a function to be I'-subharmonic.

Let f(A1,---,A) and T' be as described in Section 1, we will put F(x + dd°p) =
F(A[x + dd°yp]). We may interchangably use both notations in the following.

Definition 2.2. Let ¢ be a I'-subharmonic function and G(x,u) € C(M x R). We say
that ¢ is a viscosity solution to:

F(x +dd°p) = e“®9) N[y + dd°p] €T.
if the following hold:

(1) For any xo € M and any C? function P defined in a neighborhood of xq that
touches ¢ from above at xg, one has:

F(x + dd°P)(zq) > ¢G0P (@0)),

(2) For any o € M and any C? function P defined in a neighborhood of xq that

touches ¢ from below at xq, either A[x + dd°P](zo) ¢ T, or F[x + dd°P](x) <
eG(zo,P(z0))

We will also need the following theorem of Gaudochon [9]:

Theorem 2.1. Let w be a Hermitian metric on M. Then there exists a unique function
v e C®(M) such that infprv =0, ddc(e(”_l)”w"_l) =0.
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In general, let x be a real (1,1) form on M with A[x] € I. We choose coordinates on
an open subset of M. Define:F'¥/ = (%(X));il. That is, Fij%(x) = 0;q. We define:
a q7

(2.1) Q= —1Fi5dz2- AN de.

Then one can verify that the above defined €) is actually independent of the choice of

coordinates. Moreover, from ellipticity, one sees that €2 > 0, hence €2 defines a Hermitian

metric. Another thing we note that the function det g;; det(%(x)) is also independent
ij

of the choice of coordinates. Moreover, for any u € C?(M), the following formula holds:

OF Wy i OF ot .
(2.2) %(X)uljm = det g;; det(ahﬁ (x)) =) A dd°u.

3. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION WITH SMOOTH RIGHT HAND SIDE

In this section, our goal is to establish:

Theorem 3.1. (1) Assume that G(z,u) is smooth, and G,(x,u) > 0. Then there
exists a unique solution to

F(x + ddp) = 89,

(2) Assume that G(z) is smooth, then there is a unique ¢ € R and ¢ € C*°(M) that
solves:

F(x +dd°p) = @ supp = 0.
M

The above result probably exists somewhere in the literature, but we were unable to
locate the exact reference. The uniqueness part (of both ¢ and ¢) is an easy consequence
of maximum principle.

For the existence part, we are going to use a continuity path. The continuity path
when G, > 0 will be:

(3.1) F(x + dd¢p) = eIt Bo@)+1Glz.0) ¢ < [0, 1].

If we denote G(t, z,u) = (1—t)(u+Bo(z))+tG(z,u), then we see that G, (¢, z, u) remains
positive. In the above, Cy(x) is chosen so as to make sure ¢ = 0 solves the equation with
t = 0, namely:

F(x) = o),

When the right hand side does not depend on ¢, we are going to use the following
continuity path:

(3.2) F(X + ddc(p) — e(l—t)Bg(x)—i-tG(x)-i-ct’ t e [0’ 1]‘

Note that in the above, there is a unique constant ¢; that makes the equation solvable,
for each t € [0,1]. Clearly ¢y = 0 and ¢ = 0 when ¢ = 0. It only remains to establish the
openness and closeness.
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3.1. Openness of the coutinuity path. First we consider the openness of ([B.1]). We
are going to set up the nonlinear mapping as follows:

F R x CHY(M) — CF29(M)
(t,¢) = log (F(x + dd°¢)) — (1 = t)(¢ + Bo()) + tG(x, ).

In the above, k is sufficiently large. By implicit function theorem, all we need is to verify
that Dy,F(to, pt,) is an invertible map from C**(M) to C*=2%(M), where ¢, € [0, 1]

and ¢y, is the solution to (B1]) corresponding to ty. We can compute that:
Dy, F(to, pty) :CH*(M) — CF22(M),
b 1 oF
F(x + dd°py,) Ohy;

Let us denote L = D,F(to, ¢o) and we have:

(X + ddcﬁpto)aijw - ((1 - t) + tGu)w

Lemma 3.1. The operator L is invertible from C**(M) to Ck=2:(M).

Proof. Injectivity is quite easy to see. Indeed, one can look at the point where 1) achieves
positive maximum or negative minimum. One can take a coordinate chart near that
point, so that locally Lu = 0 could be written as:

aij(:n)&-j?b +cp =0, c<O.

We see by (strong) maximum principle that © must be a constant and clearly this constant
must be zero.

To prove surjectivity, we only need to show that L is surjective from H? to L?. With
the right hand side in C*~2%(Mf), one can use the standard elliptic regularity theory
and work locally to improve the pre-image to be in C*®(M). In order to show the
surjectivity of L from H? to L?, it will not work well to consider L, but we will need
to consider L = e V%[ where v is the Gaudochon factor of the following Hermitian
metric:

~ 1 OF 1
(3.3) Q= F (x + ddpy,)(det g det( )(x + ddpy,)) =y

That is, ddc(e(”_l)”‘)ﬁ"_l) = 0. In the above, Q is defined in (21), evaluated at x +
dd“py,. The existence of vy was first proved by Gaudochon [9] ( Fu-Wang-Wu also give
a proof in [§]). We will be able to show that L is surjective (so L is surjective) if we can
show that:
(1) Im(j/) is a closed subspace of L?. For this we just need to show ||[{||g2 <
ClILY|| 2 i i
(2) Ker(L*) =0, where L* : L? — H~2 is the adjoint map of L and H~? is the dual
space of H?.
To prove (1), first we observe that L can be re-written as:

n—1
1 det g det(55) Gy A dd“y

1 n
F wh

n!

Lap

— (1 —=1t) +tGy).

Therefore

- 1 ~ 1
(3.4) (L)) ) = e QP A ddqp — eIV (1 — ¢) + tGu)th— -
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Now we multiply both sides by % and integrate, we see that:

/ YL = / DR A (ddyp) — / eI (1~ 1) +1G, )0 20

M
y 2 n
= / D001 A (dde( Ly — dyp n doy) - / eI (1 — 1) + G )20

n
“o

- _/ e(m—Duon—1 A dip A dop _/ e(n—l)vo((l —t) + tGu)w2 )
M M n:
At this point, Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that:
(3.5) 11122 + V9]l 12 < ClILY| 2.

To get the estimate for the second derivative, we go back to (8.4 and re-write it as:
- -1 -
d(e" O A doy) = (L) —wp +d(eMTV0QT) Adey

+em (1 —¢) + tcuw%.

Note that the right hand side is in L? now. Writing this equation in local coordinates
would be of the form:
&-(aij@ju) = k’, ke L2.
The standard estimate would give: ||ul|g2(p,) < C(||ullp2(p,) + |kllL2(B,)). This esti-
2

mate combined with (3.5]) gives what we need.
Next we show that L* is injective. we can compute that:

B dde ,Ue(n—l)onn—l
(L*U) _ ( - )

n!

— e (1 — ) +tG,)v, v e L2
we

If L*v = 0, then this equation written locally takes the form:
0ij(aijv) —hv =0, h € C*(By),a;; € CF, v e L2

Using elliptic theory, we can improve the regularity of v to C'°°, but then v satisfies:
n

eV Q=L A ddy + 2dv A dé(eM DY) — e Dvo((1 —¢) 4 tGu)U% =0.
In local coordinates, the above equation reads:
aijaijv +b;0;v+cv=0, ¢<0.

If one looks at this equation in a neighborhood of the point where v achieves positive
maximum or negative minimum, we see from strong maximum principle that v = 0. [

Now we consider the openness of (3.2]). We set up the nonlinear mapping in a similar
way:

F:R xR xCo¥M)— CF22(M)
(t.c.0) = log (F(x + dd“)) — (1 — 1) Bo(x) — tG(z) — c.
In the above:

CE(M) = {h € CFo (M) - /M o

Assume that (B.7) is solvable with ¢ = ¢, that is, there exist (ct,,¢t,) such that
F(to, ¢ty pt,) = 0. By implicit function theorem, we just need to verify the linearized
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map D, ,)F defines a bijective map from R x Cg’a(M) to C*=2%(M). One can compute
that:

Diep)F - R x Cy®(M) — CF=2(01)

1 or — =
F(x + dd°py,) Ohy; (et vV =100:010) D514 = A

Denote this linear operator to be £. We then have:

Lemma 3.2. £ is bijective from R x Cg’a(M) to Ck=2(M).

(A u) —

Proof. First, similar as before, £ may be written as:

OF Q7L71 c On—1 C
’ F Ary 5!“0

Here Q is defined by [33). Assume that £(A,u) = 0, we need to show that A =0, u = 0.
Let vy be the Gauduchon factor of €2, so that ddc(e(”_l)UOQ"_l) = 0. Multiplying by
e(m=Dw and integrating gives:

On—1 o o
0= / e(n—l)vo A ddu — / )\e(n—l)vo_o _ _)\/ (n—1)wg 0

This proves A = 0, so that one has Q" ! A ddu = 0. Then one can use the strong
maximum principle (similar to the argument of part (1)) to show that w is a constant.
But we are requiring its integral = 0, so u = 0.

Next we show that L is surjective. Just as before, it will be sufficient to show that L is
surjective from R x Hg to L2. Here Hg denotes the element u € H? such that J uwf = 0.
Also it will be necessary to consider £(\,u) = e D% L We will be able to show L is
surjective (hence £), if we can show:

(1) Im(£L) is a closed subspace of L2. For this we just need to show that ||ul] g2 +|\| <
ClIL(w, M| 2- .
(2) Ker(L*) =0, where £* : L? — H~2 x R is the adjoint map of L.
To see (1), first note that one has:

n—1

~ w_6‘ _ (n—1wo ¢, \p(n—1v w_{}
(3.6) L\, u) e =) A ddu — e 0 e
Integrating both sides, we get |A| < C||L(\, )|z < C'||L(A,w)||z2. Then we multiply
B8) by u, and use that uddu = dd°( 2) du A d°u, we integrate and find that:

/ uf/()\,u)—g = —/ e On=1(p — 1) A du A d°u — / )\ue(”_l)vow—o.
This way we get:
IVulf2 < ellullZ2 + Co(IA? + £\, w)|[72), Ve > 0.
On the other hand, since | y uwy = 0, we may use Poincare inequality to see that
[|Vul|r2 > collul|r2. This way we obtain that
llull 2 + [[Vull 2 < CILLA, w2

Then we get the second derivative estimates by writing (B.6) under local coordinates,
and argue in the same way as part (1).
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Next, we can find the adjoint map is:
L*: L[> >Rx H?
Yoo Qn—l

- (n—l)vow_g c (n—1
g ( /Mge T dd” (ge (n_l)!))-

If dd° (ge(”_l)”‘) Q"‘l) = 0 with g € L?, then one can improve the regularity of ¢ and see
that g € C*°. But then

0= / gddc(ge("_l)”‘)f)"_l) = —/ e gg A dég A QL
M M

This implies g is a constant. On the other hand, from f M ge(”_l)vow{f = 0, we see that
g = 0. This proves L* is injective. ([l

3.2. Closeness of the continuity path. The required apriori estimates we need can
be found in Szekelyhidi [20], who proved that:

Theorem 3.2. Consider the Hessian equation f(A[x ++/—180u]) = h(z), where f and
h satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) g—/{_ >0 and f is convez.

(2) supgr f < infa h,

(3) For any o < supr f and A € I we have lim;_,o f(tA) > 0.
Suppose u is a (smooth) solution with supy; u = 0 and w is a C-subsolution, then we
have an estimate ||ul|2, < C, where C' depends on the given data M, g, x, h and the
subsolution u.

We are going to apply this result to ([3.:2]). Note that by evaluating at the minimum
and maximum of ¢, we see that ¢; is actually uniformly bounded in ¢. So we would be
able to apply Theorem if we can show the existence of a C-subsolution.

Indeed, a C-subsolution simply means a (smooth) function u, such that for each z € M,
the following set is bounded:

(3.7) {NeT: f(N)=h(z), and N — A(x + V—190u) € T,,}.

In our setting, the situation is simple and we are going to see that u = 0 will be a
C-subsolution. More precisely:

Lemma 3.3. For any Cy > 0 and any © € M, the following set is bounded: {\ €T :
f\) < Cy, and N — X(x) € Ty }. Moreover, one can estimate the diameter in terms of
f, Co, x and the background metric g.

Proof. Denote I'ss = {(A1,- -+ , A1) : (A1,-+-,Ap) €T for some A\, }. For any N =
(M, , Ap—1) € I'o, we consider the limit

)\nli>n-il-oo f()‘la Tt 7)‘71)

Trudinger [22] proved that either this limit is infinite for all X € T'o, or this limit is
finite for all \' € I',. Moreover, this convergence is uniform on any compact subset
of I'ss. The proof essentially follows from the concavity of f. In our setting, we will
have the above limit is infinite for all A’ € I'yo. Indeed, since f satisfies the determinant
domination condition, we see that, for \y > 0,--- , A\,—1 > 0, we have: f(Ay, -+, \,) >

1
c(ITf_ )™ — +o0 as A, — +00.
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From this, we see that, for each 1 < i < n, we have:

lim f(A[x] + te;) = +oo,

t——+o0

where e; is the standard basis in R"™. Moreover, since A[x] is strictly contained in Int(T")
as ¢ varies over M, the above convergence is uniform on M. Using the concavity of f
again, we see that:

perim S (AIX] + 1) = 400,

and this convergence is uniform on M. ([l

Therefore, we may use Theorem to conclude that ||¢||2,o is uniformly bounded
in (3:2)). From the standard elliptic theory, we see that ¢ is uniformly bounded in any
higher order norm.

Now let us consider the continuity path (3.1). First we show that ¢ is bounded from
above, uniform for ¢ € [0,1]. Indeed, we fix any ¢t € [0, 1], and assume that ¢ achieves
maximum at xg, then at this point, we have

(3.8) F(x)(z0) > F(x + dd°p)(zg) = eIt Bo(@o) G zo.e),

Our assumption on G was that there exists Cy > 0 large enough, such that for all ¢ > Cp,
one has

F(y)(z) < 9, o> Cp.
Therefore, there exists C{), such that for any ¢ € [0,1], ¢ > C{, one has:
(3.9) F(x)(z) < eI+ Bo@)+1G(z¢)

B8) and (B9) combined shows that ¢(zg) < C{, hence sup,; » < C, t € [0,1].

Once we have a bound of sup,; ¢, we see that the right hand side of (3.1]) is uniformly
bounded. Using Lemma [3.3] we see that the following set is uniformly bounded in z € M
and t € [0, 1]:

(N el : fN) =l DtBo@)HCG@e) ynd N — A[x] € T}

Therefore, Theorem [B.2] carries over in this case (indeed, the monotone increasing depen-
dence on ¢ actually helps with the estimates) and gives ||¢||2,o is uniformly bounded.
From standard elliptic estimates, we see that ¢ is uniformly bounded in any higher order
norm.

4. STABILITY ESTIMATE AND EXISTENCE OF VISCOSITY SOLUTION

The key stability result we need is the following;:

Proposition 4.1. Let v be a bounded smooth I'-subharmonic function, and let ¢ be a
smooth solution to (1), (L.3) with h = e“°®) and sup,; ¢ = 0. Then for any py > 1,
and any a < —22—— we have

npo+po—1
(v = @)+l < Cl[(v — @)+ |[71-

Here C depends only on ||v||re, ||€"“°||1r0, the background metric and the choice of a.
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Let us postpone the proof for the moment, and we first use this proposition to prove
existence.

First we look at the case when GG depends only on . We can take a sequence of smooth
Gj(x) that converges to G(x) uniformly. By Theorem B.I] there exists ¢; € C(M)
which is strictly I'-subharmonic, that solves:

(4.1) F(x +dd°pj) = Cj+Gj(x), sup p; = 0.
M

Our first goal will be to show that ¢; is uniformly bounded. For this we first need to
estimate the constants c¢;. Evaluating at the maximum and minimum point of ¢;(x)
respectively, we find that:

|lcj| < max |G| 4+ max log F'(x).

Since G; approximates G' uniformly, we see that max |G|, hence ¢; is uniformly bounded.
Next, the uniform C° bound of ¢; follows from Szekelyhidi’s work [20].
Now we look at the situation when G(z,u) is monotone increasing in u. We can

approximate G(z, ) uniformly by a sequence of G(x,u), such that:
(1) Each Gj(z,u) is C*° smooth in = and u,
(2) %(w,u) > 0,
(3) There exists Cy > 0, such that for all j, x € M and u > Cj, one has F(x)(z) <
Gj(z,u)
e\ ),

We can use Theorem B.1] to conclude that one can solve:
(4.2) F(x + dd°pj) = eCi(@¢i),
Evaluating at the maximum point of ¢;, from point (3) above we see that

sup ¢; < Cp.
M

Once we have the uniform upper bound of ¢;, we see that the right hand side eGi(@:¢5)
is uniformly bounded from above, from which we can deduce a uniform lower bound for
¢; following Szekelyhidi [20] or Guo-Phong-Tong [18].

Next we show that there is uniform L? bound for V:

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C, depending only on the C° bound of G, and also
the Hermitian metric wg, such that

/ d“p; Ndp; Awi—t < C.
M
Proof. We use the fact that each ¢; is strictly I'-subharmonic, and that I' C T'; := {\ €
R™: Y%, A > 0}. This would imply that:
Auop; > —n, where Ay p; = ¢*10,5p;-

This is equivalent to:

dd®pj ANwl™t > —wi.
Let C7 > 0 be large enough such that ¢; +C7 > 0. Then you multiply this to both sides
above:

—/ dgoj/\dcgpj/\wg_l+/ (pj + C1)dp; Adwp™ > —/ (p; + C1)wiy-
M M M
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For the middle term, one has

. 2 ) 2

i+ Cd%%; Adw? ! = d¢ M Adw? ! = — d M A dCon !

J J 0 9 0 2 0
M M

M
. 2
_ / 05 £ OV e gt
w2

Therefore, we see that the integral [ v %5 Ndps A wg_l is uniformly bounded. O

Hence we are in a position to apply the Rellich compact embedding theorem to con-
clude that there is a subsequence ¢;, that converges in L.
Before we proceed with the proof, first we explain how to use this to obtain existence:

Corollary 4.3. Theorem [1.1] holds.
Proof. First we prove part (1). We have shown that one can find smooth solutions to

F(x+ddp;) = eGj+Cj, Ax +dd°p;] €T, supyp; = 0.
M

Now we can use Proposition 4.1] and take v = Pi, = @4, to get:

(5 = i)+l < Cll(ws — 05+
Switching the choice of v and ¢ gives:

H(ij - (PjLHLOO < CHSOjk - @jz”‘iv
That is, the subsequence ¢;, actually converges uniformly. Therefore, it is easy to see
that their uniform limit will solve the limit equation in the viscosity sense.
Now we look at part (2). We have shown that one can find smooth solutions to

F(x +ddy;) = eGj(x’“Dj), Ax +ddp;] €T

Moreover, we have seen that ¢; has uniform C° bound. Denote ¢; = supyy ¢; and define
$j = @; — Cj, so that ¢; solves:

F(X + ddc(ﬁj) = eGj(mvéj'Haj)‘
We have seen that one can take a subsequence such that ¢j;, converges in L' and Cji,
converges. So that ¢; converges in L'. On the other hand, using Proposition E1]
will allow us to conclude that ¢;, converges uniformly, which in turn implies that ¢;,

converges uniformly and we can conclude that the limit function will be the viscosity
solution. ]

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition Il First we need a
more refined estimate on the constant ¢ that allows one to solve f(A[x + dd°¢]) = e&+.
We have:

Lemma 4.4. Let G(x) be a smooth function on M. Let ¢ be the smooth solution to:
FAx + dd°p]) = e,

for some constant ¢ € R. Then

(1) ¢ can be estimated from above in terms of the structural condition on f, the
background manifold and metric (M, wo), and an upper bound on ||€C|| L2n (0).-

(2) ¢ can be estimated from below in terms of the function f, the background metric
wo, and a lower bound on [, eCwp.
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Proof. First we prove the upper bound. Let xg be the minimum point of ¢ on xg. Then
we can find g > 0 small enough, and a coordinate system on Ba,,(x0), such that z
corresponds to z = 0, and that

9ij > co(|2[%)ij = codij on Bayy (o) and under this coordinate.

We wish to apply the Alexandrov maximum principle to ¢+ co|z|> on By, (o) as follows:

1
inf (col2>+¢) > inf (colz|* +¢) — Cnm(/ det D?(col2|* + cp)> "
9Brq (o) Bry (z0)NCy

BTO xo o (0

In the above, C, is the subset of Ba,,(z¢) such that D?(co|z|> + ) > 0.
We can estimate further from the above. On the set C.:

det Dz(co\z]2 +¢) < 22”(det(co\2!2 + Sﬁ)ij)z < 22"(det(gi3 + ‘Pij))2
c 2n n nc
< O(FAIx +ddg])) ™ = Cenerane,

In the second inequality above, we used that g; > (co|2|?);; on Bay,(xo). In the third

inequality above, we used the determinant domination condition (item (4) of Assumption
LI).
On the other hand, since xg is the global minimum point of ¢, we get

inf 2 — inf 2 < —cor.
1n( )(co\z] + ) aBm( )(colz\ + o) < —corg

ro (L0 ro (L0

—corg > —C'nT(J(/
B

This gives a lower bound of ¢ with the said dependence.
Next we estimate the ¢ from above. From concavity of f, we see that:

(4.3 O = FONx -+ ddg]) < SO + o ()i
ij

Therefore we get that:

1
Ce2nG+2nc> n

ro(zo)

In the above, one can use (2.2)) to see that:

OF wg
W(X)‘Pijm

v

= det g;; det(%(x))f)”_l AddCep.
ij

~ 1 ~
Denote €2 = ( det g;; det(%(x))) =1} and let vy be the Gaudochon factor of 2, namely
~ R4
dde(e"=DwQr=1) = 0. Hence from (@3)), we see that:

n n n—1
[ et < [t op el [ ot gy
M M M

n! n! (n—1)!
B B T\ 8
[ e g
This gives an upper bound of ¢ with the said dependence. O

Now let 0 < 6 < 1, let x; : R = Ry be a sequence of smooth functions such that
x; > max(0,z), x; — max(0,x) as  — oo. Let s > 0, K > 1 to be determined, we put:

1
(44) Aé,s,n,j = </M X]((l — 5)2} — Y — S)He"“GOw(f) .
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Here Gy is the right hand side appearing in Proposition Bl Let 95 ;. be the solution
to the following problem:

- n ((1—0)v—p—s _
(45) (wo + \/__1881/}5787‘7"“) — X](( ) (‘D )enGO"l‘b&,s,j,m’ S}\JJp 1/}6’87‘7,’[{ — O

A57sij7li

Note that the function on the right hand side X5 e"G0 is uniformly bounded

in L", we may apply Lemma 5.9 of [15] to get:

bé,s,j,n > _07

We can also get the same result from Lemma [4.4] if k > 2. Here C' depends only
on the background manifold and metric. We have the following Moser-Trudinger type
inequality:

Lemma 4.5. There exists ¢c; > 0 small enough, Cy > 0 large enough, both depend only
on the structural constant of f, the background metric wg and the choice of Kk > 1, such
that on the set {(1 —d)v — ¢ — s > 0}, one has

nt1
(46) 01A65 J, H(( (5)’[) —p— 3) n < _1/}5,s,j,/£ + 02A5,s,j,115_(n+1).
Proof. We define, with g > 0, A > 0 to be determined:

®=co((1—0)v—p—5) — (—ssjn+ A)T*.

In the following, We will simply denote )5, j . by ) for simplicity. The linearized operator

is given by L = ah (X + dd°p)0,;, and we may compute:

__1 n _n+2
9;x® = eo((1 = 0)vz — @j5) + - 1( Y+ A) Y+ m(—ﬂl + A) 2y
n
> 50((1 —0)vyf — %’E) + ol ( Y+ A)” e k-
Therefore:
L® > eo(1 — 8)Lv — eoLip + ?( b+ A) "7 Lo,
OF . OF .
> eo(1 — 0) 75— (x + ddp) (x;i + vj5) — o— (X + dd°0) (X5 + ¥ji)
(4.7) . oF . F .
+ (= +A) it (x +dd°0)(9;r + ;) —(x + dd¢) Xz

_1 OF
(4 + )

(x + dd°p)g..

_n—l—l

Now we use that x € Iy, so that there exists ¢, > 0, such that one can write x = c.wo+X
with A(x) € I'. With this observation, we see that:

oF . n __1_ OF .
505—(% (x +dd@)xjE = ——~ n (¢ +A) - (x + dd°p) gz
(4.8) !
F . ) Z?F . noo,__1
oy (X +dd°p)x; ah ——(x + dd°p)(ggdcs - 1A 1) g
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Using the lemma below, we may conclude that:

oF . OF . o\~
(4.9) o X T dd°0) O + vjp) 2 0, 20— (x + dd°¢)x;z = 0
ik ik

Combining (A.7)-(£9), we see that:
(4.10)
Ld > —¢ aF( +dd°) (X + i) + ——(—tb + A) T (x + dd°p)(g;5 + ¥;7)

Oah]k X PIXjk T Pjk nt1 8h3k X P95k ik

n ,__1 OF . )

+ (6056* — nil ’L+1)ahjl_C (X +dd (P)gjk‘

Next we use that f has homogeneity one to see that:

OF of

o r ——(x +dd°p)(x + dd°p) ;5 = 8)\)\_f

Also we note that:
oF
ah o

3=

oF
(X + ddc@)(gj]} + ijk) > ’I’L(det h= det(glj + pr))

ij
>01A678’]K((1—5)—cp—s) F(x +dd°p)e

In the above, we noted that:

6.sjm

(L—0)v—p— (I=d0v—¢p—s
det(gij + %5) - XJ(( A )U. ©=9) €Ot 0i 2 ( As . )+e"G0+b5,s,j,n.
6787]7’i 6787]7’i

To proceed further, assume that ® achieves positive maximum at p € M. We obtain
the following when evaluated at p:
Therefore, when evaluated at p, we get:

1
0> Lo > —sof+C2A55M((1—5) —gp—s)i(—q/)JrA)‘n%f

n o _ OF
n 1

(4.11)
+ (5060* -

In the above, co depends only on the structural constants of f and also the background
metric. Here we used that bs ;.. has a universal lower bound (except depending on the
choice of k > 1). Now we can choose the parameters €p, A so that:

1 n 1 _1

5805: n+1A ntl, —260—|-02A(;s]ﬁ€ o™ =0.
With this choice, we get a contradiction from ([AIT]). Indeed, since ®(p) > 0, we see that
at p, one has

(1=06)v—p— s)%(—TJH-A)_#l > 65%

With the above made choice of g, A, one can see that the right hand side of (£.I1) is
> 0, which is a contradiction. O

In the above proof, we noted the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.6. Let A, B be two Hermitian matrices such that )\(giEAj,;), )\(gikBjE) el.
Define F(h) = f(/\(gikhj];)). Then we have:
OF
—(A)B.z > 0.

Proof. We first prove this statement, assuming that g;; = d;; and that A is diagnal.
With this assumption, we then have:

oF of

= (A4) = 5= (A(A)) -
Without loss of generality, we may assume that Ay < Ay < ---),, so that af >
5){2 . %. Therefore, from above we see that

OF of of
Wﬂ(fl)]gﬂc = g, MANBs; 2 G- Ay

In the above, u; are the eigenvalues of B, also listed in the increasing order. The
inequality above used the Horn-Shur lemma, which says that the vector (B;i,- - , Bua)
is contained in the convex hull of (,u(,(l), “** , lg(n)), Where o is a permutation of the
indices. Moreover, since g—){; is in the decreasing order, g—{juj will be minimized if p;
is in the increasing order, hence the inequality above. Now it only remains to show
g—)f;()\(A))uj > 0. Indeed, we just need to note that g—)f;()\(A))uj = 41,0 f(MA) + tu).
Note that ¢t — f(A(A) + tu) is concave, and is bounded from below on [0,00), hence
o f (MA) + ) > 0.

Next we explain how to reduce the general case to the special case considered above.

First we observe that one can reduce to the case when g;; = d;;. Indeed, we may assume
that there is an invertible n X n matrix, such that ¢ = PPT (that is, 9i; = P, Pj.). On
the other hand,

(9" 4505 = (97 Ajp)y = (A g7y = (4 (PT)TT- P
Therefore, if we define A = P~ A(PT)~1, then one has A((g ’kAj];);) = \(A). Likewise,

we define B = P~'B(PT)~1, then one gets A(A), A(B) € I'. Also we define F(h) =
f(A(R)), where h is a Hermltlan matrix and A\(h) means the usual eigenvalue of h, then

we have F(h) = (P Ip(PT)-1 1). From this we may calculate:

OF OF - d(P~'h(PT)-1)
8hjl_9 (A)Bj]% B

oF o
= ahpq(A)(P Dpi (P gk PjaBag(PT) ke = h (A)B.

o PjaBaE(PT)ak

Therefore, we see that, as long as we can verify the lemma with A, B, F (which is
equivalent to taking g = I), the general statement would follow.
Next, we explain why we can assume that A is diagonal. Indeed, from the definition
of F', one has F(h) = F(URUT), for any unitary matrix U. Therefore one has
gff -(h) = aiF
ij Pq

(URUT)U,,;Uy;.
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Now we choose h = A, and choose U to be the unitary matrix such that U AUT s
diagonal. Then one gets:

oF oF

(UAUT)U,;Uq; Byj.
ij
All we need to do is to consider B = UBUT in place of B, and they have the same
eigenvalues. O

As a consequence of Lemma 5], we see that:

Corollary 4.7. Denote

1
(412) A6,s7n = </ ((1 — 5)1} —p— S)ieHnG0w8>
M

There exists By > 0, C' > 0 which depends only on the background manifold and metric,
as well as the choice of k > 1, such that

n+1

/ exp (ﬁoA;si((l —8)v—p—s)," Jwp < exp (CAsqnd™ D).
M

Proof. Using the following lemma, we see that there exists ag > 0, C' > 0 such that for
any ¥ € PHS(M,wy) with sup,; 1 = 0, one has:

/ eVl < C.
M

Now one multiplies both sides of ([4.6]) with «ag, raise to the exponential, and integrate
on M, we get that

n+1

_1 nt1
/M exp (ﬁ0A5,s’fj,R((1 —0)v— @ — s)+” )wg < exp (CA57s,j7,€5_("+1)).

Note that from the definition of Aj; ;., we see that A5 ;. — Ass, in (£4) as j —
00. ]

In the above, we used the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let (M,wy) be a compact Hermitian manifold. Then there exists oy >
0, C > 0, such that for any » € PSH(M,wg) with supy; ¥ = 0, one has that

/ eVl < C.
M

Using the above estimate, we can get the pointwise upper bound of (1 — §)v — ¢ — s.
For this we have:

Lemma 4.9. Assume that § > 0, sog > 0 are chosen so that As g, .. < ontl. Assume that
enGo € LPo(M,wh) for some pg > 1. Define Q53 = {x € M : (1 —8)v —p —s > 0} and
put u(s) = an e"GOwg‘. Then for any 0 < §, < %, we may choose Kk > 1 sufficiently

close to 1, such that there exists C, > 0, depending on 8, ||€"%°||1r0, the background
metric and the choice of k, such that

tu(s +t) < Chu(s) 0,

for any s > sg, t > 0. The above choice of k depends only on 04, n, pg.
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Proof. Let s > 50, so that A5, < Asson < d"*t1. We then obtain from Corollary A7l
that for any positive integer ¢, one has that:

(4.13) /M (1—8)w—p— s):Tqug < C(Q)Aé%,s'
Therefore,

As o = 11((1=0)v = = 5)e" |0
1) <@~ 8w —p )

n+1

nGo
[

/(QJ,S)

1 1
n G n Go ||\ G -2
< C@ATTLIE ] Lo,y < C@VATTLE R, o llem 1L

0,8,k 4,8,k

In the second line above, the ¢ will be chosen sufficiently large and ¢’ is such that
L _n 1, %. By choose k > 1 sufficiently close to 1 and ¢ sufficiently large, we may

kT ntlg
make ¢’ > 1 arbitrarily close to 1. This just follows from Holder’s inequality.
In the first inequality of the third line, we used (4.I3)). In the second inequality of the

third line, 0 < A < 1 satisfies: % =+ 1p_0’\. By making ¢’ > 1 sufficiently close to 1, we
may make A as close to 1 as we want.

Hence we see from (.14 that, for any ¢ > 0:

ntl
A&,s,li < CEHenGOHL?(Q;)'

Here C. above depends on |[e"%0||1r0 as well.
On the other hand, since (1 — d)v — ¢ — s >t on Q4 4, one has:

A s > 75||enGO||L'€(

> teg|[€™0| 1

Q(S,s+t) Q&,s+t)‘

Hence the result follows. O
We need to use the following Lemma of De Giorgi:

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be an decreasing and continuous function, such
that there exists u > 0, Bg > 0, sg > 0, such that for any r > 0, s > sg, one has:

ro(s+r) < me(s)””.

= 2B n
Then ¢(s) = 0 for s > so + 25e0l0)”,

Proof. We can choose a sequence {s},>1 by induction:
Sk1 — Sk = 2Bop(sp)!.
Then we choose s = sg, 7 = Sip+1 — Sk, wWe see that

Bod(sp)

O(Sky1) <
(5t+1) Skl — Sk

< %QS(Sk)-

That is, ¢(s) < 27%¢(sg), hence:
Skt1 — sk < 2Bog(so)H27kH,

Therefore,

Z(Sk—i-l —sp) < Z 2Byd(so)H2 "k = M‘

1—-2-»
k=0 k=0
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This implies that s is increasing and bounded from above. Hence we see that s, — s

2By¢(s0)" ] ]

and we see that ¢ = 0 for s > 540, and s < 59 + e

Combining Lemma and 10, we see that

Lemma 4.11. Let 0 < ¢ < 1, 59 > 0 be chosen so that As sy, < "L, Then for any

O<v< %(1 — pio), we may choose k > 1 sufficiently close to 1, such that there exists

C > 0, depending only on v, ||€"%°||1ro, the background metric and the choice of k such
that

sup ((1 = 8)v — ) < so+ Cvol (Qs,5,)"
M

Proof. Combining Lemma [4.9] and 410, and keep in mind that u(s) = an enGoun we
get: for any 0 < §, < %:

(4.15) sup((1 —d)v — ) < so+ C*(/Q e"G°w8)5*.

M 8,80

Here C' depends only on the choice of &, |[€"“°||zro, the background metric and the
choice of kK > 1. We then apply Holder’s inequality to see that:

a1
/ "ol < ||e"C || Lo vol (255,) " 7.
Qé,so

Plug this to (£15]) gives us the result. O
With a little more work, we wish to get rid of the § in the above estimate:

Lemma 4.12. Assume that 0 < § < 1, and sg > 0 are chosen so that:
(1) so = 26|[v|[Le,
(2) Asso < 07T

Then for any 0 < v < %(1 - pio), there exists C' > 0, depending only on v, ||€"%0||Lro,

and the background metric, such that

350 —v v
Sup(U—QD) < T‘FCSO ||(U_90)+||L1(W8)'
M

Proof. Let sg >0, 0 < § <1 be as stated in the lemma. Then we have

1 1
vol(Q5,5,) < —/ (L =d)v =), wy < —(lI(v = @)+]lz1 + d][v]| Lo v0l(Ds,5,))-
S0 96’30 S0

Since so > 24]|v|| e, one gets that:

2
vol(Qs,50) < 10 = @)+l

Therefore, using Lemma [£.11] we get:

380
2
So the result follows. O

3s —v v
S}\ldp(v—w) < S}\ldp((l—5)v—so)+5!\vHLoo < 70+Cvol(95,30)” < —+C2% " |[(v—p)+ |71

For 0 < 0 < 1, we define sy(d) to be the minimum of sy that satisfies sg > 20||v||pe
and Ag g, . > 0"
At this point, it only remains to estimate sg(d), and we have:
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Lemma 4.13. For any 0 < § < 1, we define so(d) to be the smallest sy such that
50 > 20||v||pee and As sy < "L Then for any p > p?)’fl, there exists C,,, depending
only on p, ||€"%0||ro, the background metric and the choice of k, such that

s0(0) < max (20]|v]|ze, Cud ™ [|(v — @)+ |l11)-

Proof. Note that from {#I2]), Ass, depends continuously on s. Therefore, with so =
s50(0), one must have either sy = 26|[v|[p= or Az, = 0"TL. If the first possibility
happens, then we are done. Now we look at what happens when As ;) = d"*1. For this,
let 8 > k, we can then calculate:

Asgn = ([ (=00 o= s) LemOug) = <11((1=8) == )]l

8,80

nGo
B%(wg)ﬂe 26 (@s.0,)

1 1

. 11enGo (D) %_pi < An+r1 11.nGo g1 %_,% B —
||€ ||LPOUO( (5780) 0 < (ﬁ) 5,50,K ||€ ||Lp0( S0 ) 0||('U (10)+||L1 ‘

< C(B)ATT

3,50,k

Using that As s, = "1, we get that:

, _npoB
so < C(B)5 P07 |[(v — )41

By choosing § > 1 as close to 1 as we want, we may make Zf’ﬂ% sufficiently close to
npo O
po—1°

From this, the Proposition .1l immediately follows:

Proof. (Of Proposition [A]) Assume that ||(v—¢)4||r1 < 1 for the moment, then for any

> p?fl, we wish to take:

1
TS

d=l(v—ep)sllfi-
With this choice, we see from Lamma .13 that:

50(0) < Cll(v —¢)+lj7"

Here C depends on pu, ||v]|ze, ||€"°||Lro, the background metric and the choice of .
1

That is, if we take so = C||(v — gp)+||£‘?, it will satisfy so > 26||v|| and Ay, 5 < 6™
Hence, we may use Lemma [£.12] to conclude that
vp

_1 LT
Sup(v — @) < Cllw = @)+ll77" + 110 = @)+ lI7) < Cll(v = @)+]L1-

If you calculate the exponents more carefully, you will find that one can take any a <

npopii;;—l‘ If |[[(v — @)4||r > 1, then the situation is trivial. Indeed, we have estimate
for ||¢||ree from Guo-Phong’s L™ estimate for Hermitian case [17]. O

5. UNIQUENESS ISSUES

5.1. sup/inf convolution of the viscosity solution. The basic strategy to prove
uniqueness of viscosity solution will be to perform sup/inf convolution of the solution, so
that we get a sub/sup solution that is twice differentiable a.e. Then we get the pointwise
differential inequality wherever the solution is twice differentiable.

First we explain what we mean by second order differentiable:
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Definition 5.1. Let U C R? be an open set, and xg € U. Let ¢ be a function defined
on U. We say that ¢ is twice differentiable at xq, if there exists a quadratic polynomial
Py o), such that

lim r—2 sup |p(z) — Pgo,xo(x)‘ =0.
r—0 z€B, (o)

In this case, we call P, 5, (x) to be the touching polynomial of ¢ at xo.

If  is defined on a manifold, then we can define twice differentiability using coordinate
charts, and this notion is clearly independent of the choice of the coordinate charts.

One thing we observe is that, if a viscosity subsolution/supersolution is twice differ-
entiable at a point, then at that point, the differential inequality holds in the classical
sense.

Lemma 5.2. Let G: M xR — R be a continuous function.

(1) Let ¢ € C(M) be a viscosity subsolution to F(x + dd°p) = e“@%) . Assume that
 is second order differentiable at xg, then the following holds in the classical
sense:

F(x + dch¢7xO)(aj0) > eG(xovsD(xo))y

(2) Let 1 € C(M) be a viscosity supersolution to F(x + dd°) = e“@¥) . Assume
that 1 is second order differentiable at xq, then one has

F(X + ddcpdf,xo)(xo) < eG(:voW(aco))’

Proof. First we prove (1). Since P, , is the quadratic Taylor polynomial of ¢ at zo, we
see that for any € > 0, P, (¥) +¢|x — zo|*> would touch ¢ from above at . By writing
|z — x0|?, we have chosen some holomorphic coordinate chart near zo. Also we may
assume that d;; < Cg;; on this chart, for some ¢ > 0. Since ¢ is a viscosity subsolution,
we see that:

F(Ax + dd Py 4o (20) + Cew)) > f(Alx + dd°(Py o + |z — xo?)]) > eCl@0#(@0)),

Let ¢ — 0, we see that \[x + dd°P, ;, + Cewo] = A[x + dd°P, 4,](xo). Since f is a
coutinuous function, we see that

FOX 4 dd°P 4] (o) > eG@oe(o)),

The proof of (2) is similar. Indeed, we know that for any & > 0, Py, — |z — zo[?
would touch ¢ from below. If it happens that A[x + dd°Py 5] ¢ Int(T), then f(A[x +
dd®Py 4,]) = 0 by default, and the inequality is trivial. If A[x 4+ dd°Py 4,] € Int(I'), then
AX + dd°Py, 5, — Cewp] € Int(I') for small enough e. Then the argument is the same as
(1), by sending € — 0 and using the continuity of f. O

In general, a viscosity solution is only continuous, and there is no guarantee that it
is twice differentiable anywhere. So our first step would be to find suitable regulariza-
tion, that makes the original solution a subsolution/supsolution, and that it is twice
differentiable a.e.

Henceforth we assume that ¢ € C'(M) is a viscosity solution to F(x + dd®p) = e&®#).
We define the sup convolution of ¢ as follows:

(5.1) o (2) = sup (plexp. () +e— LIE2),
EETM €
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where exp,(§) is the exponential map at z, defined using the metric wp, and |£|, denotes
the length of the tangent vector &, again using the metric wg. Similarly we define the inf
convolution of ¢:

(52) pe(2) = nt (plexp () — =+ ZI62).

A key step is to show that ¢° and ¢, defined above produces viscosity subsolution
and supsolutions, up to a small error. Also from the definition of ©° and ., they will be
semi-convex and semi-concave, hence twice differentiable a.e. Next we make this precise.
We first verify that ¢f and ¢, defined above are subsolution/supsolutions.

Denote p,(r), 0 < r < 1 to be the modulus of continuity of . That is, p,(r) =

max{|p(z) — p(y)| : dg(z,y) <7, z,y € M}.

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ be a viscosity solution to F(x + dd°p) = eG@2) with G(z,p)
continuous. Then there exist continuous functions p(e) : (0,1) — Rso with p(0+) = 0,
and p1(g,a1), pa(g,az) : (0,1)2 = Rsg with p;(04+,04) = 0, i = 1,2, such that for any
O<e<l,0<a;<1l,i=1,2:

x+p(e)wo

Tra,~ n the wiscosity sense, and

1) £ s T-subharmonic with respect to
14+a1
e ‘P_s
F(%Z)lwo + ddcl_f—al) > L@ i) _ p1(e,a1) in the viscosity sense.

_Pe
(2) 15 satisfies F(X_lp_(z);}o +dde ) < L@ 1*a2)+,02 (€,az) in the viscosity sense.

Here the functions p, p;, i = 1, 2 are determined by py, ||¢||r~, the form x and the
background metric.

For the proof of Proposition 53] we need to understand how the touching of ¢ or ¢,
from above or below translates to the touching of ¢.

Lemma 5.4. (1) Let ¢ € C(M) and we define ©° according to {5.1). Let zg € M
and P is a C? function defined in a neighborhood xo that touches ©° from above
at xg. Assume that

1
¢ (0) = p(expy,(&0)) +& — g’f\ioa for some & € Ty, M.

Let &£(z) € T,M be a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of xy with
&(z0) = &. Put ¢(z) = exp,(£(2)), then z — P —e+ 1|£(2)|2 touches po ¢ from
above at xg.

(2) Let ¢ € C(M) and we define ¢. according to (5.3). Let xo € M and P is a C?
function defined in a neighgorhood xg that touches . from below at xg. Assume
that:

- 1 -~ -
e (o) = cp(expxo(fo)) —e+ E!f\io, for some & € T, M.
Let g(z) € T, M be a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of xo with

£(z0) = &. Put ¢(z) = exp_(£(2)), then z — P+¢ — %\g(z)@ touches po ¢ from
below at xg.
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Proof. We will just prove (1), and the proof of (2) repeats that of (1) almost word for
word. By assumption, we know that P(z) > ¢°(z) in a neighorhood of xy. Therefore

P(z) > sup ((exp, () +& — ~[) > plexp,(€(2)) + £ — ~ (=)
EeT-M € €

=0 0(:) +e — €GP,

Also we know that equality is achieved when z = zy. This follows from that &(z¢) = &o,
and &y achieves the sup by assumption. O

Next we wish to choose an appropriate ¢(z), and obtain £(z) by inverting exp,. Denote
wp = exp,(&p), we hope to define ¢(z) in a neighhorhood of xy such that:

D¢; 0¢; . .
Zgij(wo)ai 8;2 = ¢,5(%0), ¢ is holomorphic, det D,¢(xg) # 0.
2%

Next we explain why this choice is possible. We first wish to estimate the smallness of
&. For this we have
Lemma 5.5. (1) Let ¢ € C(M) and let ¢° be as defined by {5.1). Let xo € M and
&o € Ty M. Assume that &y achieves the sup in the definition of ¢® at z¢, then
1 1.\ 4
’fo‘xo <ez (psp(Cai)) 2.

(2) Let . be as defined by [3.2) and & € Ty, M achieves the inf in the definition of
e at xq, then

- 1 1.y1

€o0ley < €2 (Pgo(052 )) 2.
Here the constant C' appearing above depends only on |||~ and the background
metric.

Proof. Again we will just prove (1), and the proof of (2) repeats that of (1) word for
word. Indeed, we have:

1
(5.3) ¢ (@0) = P(expyy (60)) + & = —[éolz, = w(wo) + .
In the > above, we have take £ = 0. Therefore, we get:
1 1

[Solzo < 2 (2[[0l[e)2.

Denote C = (2H<,0HLoo)%, we go back to (5.3) and obtain that
1
[€0l2, < e((expy, (€0)) — @(w0)) < epp(dy(expyy () 20)) < epp([€olwy) < epy(Ce?).

Hence our result follows. O

From Lemma [5.5 we see that, as £ — 0, we would have &, & — zo.
Another observation that follows from Lemma[5.5lis that both ¢° and ¢, approximate
© uniformly.

Lemma 5.6. ¢©° and @ approximate ¢ uniformly as € — 0. More precisely, for any
xo € M:

o(x0) + & < ¢ (w0) < p(x0) + € + po(Ce?),

o(20) — & — pp(Ce?) < pe(m0) < plao) — e
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Here C is the same constant as in Lemma [0,

Proof. By taking £ = 0, we see that ¢°(x¢) > ¢(x0) + &, @:(x0) < @(x0) — €.
For the other inequality, we note that:

# (20) = plexbiy (€0)) + = Zl6ol2, < plexpy (€)) +e

< @(20) + po(dy (0, 0xPyy (€0))) + € < (o) + py(Ce?) + &
]

Now we choose a coordinate chart near xg such that zq is represented by the origin,
and that:

Let N be an invertible n x n matrix, such that
(5.4) Z NiaNjpgi5(wo) = dap = g5(x0), wo = exp,, (o).
2
Moreover, we may assume that:
(55) ‘N - [‘ < Cn’gzj(wO) - 52]’ < CnCdg(w()ny) < CnC’§0’x0

In the above, the C' depends only on the background metric. Now we wish to take:

(5.6) B(2) = expy, (€) + N - .

Next, we need to show the existence of a local vector field such that exp,(£(2)) = ¢(z).

Lemma 5.7. (1) There exists a smooth vector field {(z) € T, M, defined in a neigh-
borhood of xg, such that

exp,(£(2)) = ¢(2).

(2) There exist a constant C' > 0, depending only on the background metric, such
that:

1D:£|(20) < Cléolay, [D2E|(w0) < Cléolay, 1D2(E(2)2)] < Cléol2,-

We postpone the proof of this lemma for the moment and explain first how to use
this lemma to finish the proof of Proposition (.3l We still need one more lemma, which
justifies our choice of the map ¢.

Lemma 5.8. Let ¢ be define by (2.3) in a neighborhood of xo with N given by (5.4).
Denote wg = exp,, (o), then for any function Q defined in a neighborhood of xo, one
has:

> M @Qo ¢7") q(wo) = Y Nigg® Qp(w0) (N ™).
B

a,b,p,q

Proof. This is really a straightforward calculation. Indeed,
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(2 7. a _1 aa _1 b
ngwo Qoo t %;zk:gk’wo a(To) (gzj) (gzk)b
= Zg“g(wo)(N‘l)aj(N‘l)kaaB(ﬂf@

(5.7) ab k o -
= 330D N (0) Nig(N )y (Vi) (0)
ab k pgq
= > Nigg™ (@0)Qus) (@0) (N )ag.
a,b,p,q

Some explanations are in order. In the first equality, we noted that ¢(z) as given by
(55 is holomorphic. In the third equality, we used (B.4]). In the last equality, we noted
that Zk Nkp(N )bk = (5;,,(, O

Another thing we observe is that:
Lemma 5.9. Denote wy = exp,, (&), then for any i, j, we have
1972 (w0) = Nigg™ xaa (20) (N )| < Cléolay-
In the above, C' depends only on the background metric and the form x.
Proof. To see this, we simply write this as a telescoping sum:
(9™ x57(w0) = g™ x7(®0)) + (309" Xa5(@0)0j — Nigg™Xap(@0) (N 1)ay ).

The first bracket above is clearly bounded by Cdg(wo,xo) < C'|€o|s,- For the second
bracket, we need to use (5.5]) to see that it is also bounded by C|&p|z,- O

Proof. (Of Proposition (.3) First we prove (1). Let P be a C? function that touches

T +Z from above at xg, which is the same as saying (1 + a;1)P touches ¢° from above at
zo. We need to show that:
)\(M + dch) el
(5 8) 14+ a;
‘ + €)w C X X
f(A[%(aio + dd°P)(x0)) > C@0P@0) _ (e ay).

The choice of p(e), p1(e,a1) will be made clear later on. First we can see from Lemma
B4, part (1) that the function (1+ a1)P — e+ 2|¢(2)|? touches ¢ o ¢ from above. Note
that ¢(z9) = exp,, (&) and that det D,¢(xo) 75 0, we see that ¢ defines an invertible
map between a neighborhood of xy and a neighborhood of exp,,(£o).

Therefore, we see that ((1+ a1)P — e+ 2|¢(2)[?) o ¢~ (w) touches ¢ from above at
#(wg) = exp, (o). Therefore, using that ¢ is a VISCOSIty solution, we see that: with

Wp = €XPyg (50)7
(5.9)

Alx +dd*((1+a))P —e+ - |€( )I2) 0 ¢~ (wo) €T,

F b+ d((1 -+ an)P — e+ ZJEE)R) 0 67 (o)) 2 eClm(ronPet HilIo0 ),
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We wish to show that (5.9]) implies (5.8]). For this, we may calculate, for fixed i, j:
gi%(XjE"‘ (((1+a1) —€+ = ’f‘ )o 1)j;;)(w0)
zﬁﬁﬁw>+mwwu+m)—w+iw>m ) (N )y

< Nigg™ (Xap(20) + C\fo\xogab(l’o))(N_l)aj

+ Nigg™((1+a1)P ¢+ = \5( )12)as(@0) (N H)ag

In the equality above, we used Lemma 5.8 with @ = (1 4+ a1)P — ¢ + %|§(z)|g The
inequality above follows from Lemma Then we see from (5.10) that:
(5.11)

Al +dd*(1+a1)P —e+— !é( )2) o ]<A(x+C!£o!xowo+ddC((1+a1)P+ £(2)[2)).

(5.10)

The meaning of the above inequality is that the difference belongs to I';,. Moreover, we
may use Lemma [5.5 and [5.7] to see that:

X+ Cleplagso + dd((1 +an) P+ ZIE()2)
(5.12)

1
<X+ C'(p3(C"e) + pgp(C”EZ))wo + (14 a1)dd°P.
1
Therefore, if we now put p(c) = C’(p3(C"c2) + p<p(C”E2)) we see that:
Mx + p(e)wo + (1 + a1)dd°P) € T.

This is exactly the first statement of (5.8). For the second statement, the above calcu-
lation already implies that:

(5.13)
FAx +dd* (1 +a)P —e+ - I£( )2) 0 ¢~ (wo)) < F(A(x + p(e)wo + (1 + a1)dd*P))

X + p(€)wo
14+ aq

The equality here uses that f is of homogeneous one. On the other hand,

= (14a1)f (A O 1 dd°P)).

L Glwo(1+ar) Pt 2e@)2)o6~ wo) — __ 1 Gluwo,(1+a1) Plwo)—=+1160[2)))
(5.14) 1+a 1+a

> ¢Gl@o.P@) _ 5 (2 ay).

Here we again used Lemma on the estimate of |{y|y,. Combining (5.I3]) and (514
gives the second statement of (5.8]). So far we have proved the first part of Proposition
(.3l The second part of Proposition [5.3]is proved similarly, which we sketch briefly.

Let P be a C? function defined in a neighborhood of zo,
below at zg. We need to show that:

Either )\(%(s)wo + dd°P)(zo) ¢ T', or
(5.15) @

f (A[%(Zwo + dd° P](x)) < eC0P@0) 4 gy (e, az).
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Since (1 — ag)P touches ¢, from below at xg, we see from Lemma [5.4], part (2) that
(1—ag)P+e— %|£~(z)|§) 0¢~(w) touches ¢ from below at ¢(zg) = expy, (&) (which we
denote as 1wy from now on). Here &, £(z), ¢(2) is defined in the same way as ¢, hence
satisfy the same estimates as &y, £(2), ¢(z). Therefore, we may conclude, as before:

(5.16)
Either A\[x + dd°((1 — ag)P +¢ — é\g(z)lz) o ¢ Y(wg) ¢ T, or

1 - - _ . -
F by -+ dd*(1 = a2)P + € = ~[E()2) 0 6 (i) < Ol o= EIRI6 7 )

So we just need to deduce (5.15)) from (5.16]). Similar calculations as in the proof of part
(1) will show that:

(517) A(x—p(ewo-+dd* (1) P) () < Alx-+dd"(1-a2) P+e— 2 |E(2) ) o' 1(io).

Here you can actually make p(¢) to be the same as part (1). Therefore, if A[x — p(g)wo +
dd°(1 — ag)P] € T, it will imply A[x + dd°((1 — a2)P + € + 2|¢(2)[2) o ¢~ |(wp) € T.
Moreover, in this case, we also have:

FOCTADN | airp)) < T (A (- a)P e - TR 06 a0)

< 1 Glw0.((1—az)Pre—LE(=)[2)0d (o))

“1—as

The same calculation as in the proof of part (1) shows that one can estimate the right
hand side from above by e&@0-P(@0)) 4 py (. ay) (again we note that ¢~ (i) = zg). O

Now let us prove Lemma [5.7]

Proof. (Of Lemma [5.7)) The existence part of the vector field {(z) is a result of implicit
function theorem. Let U be an open subset of T'M, such that (zg,&)) € U and that
exp, (), ¢(z) is inside the coordinate chart near xzy. We consider the following map:

F:U— Cn) (zvé.) = esz(&) - ¢(Z)
On the right hand side above, we have identified exp,({) and ¢(z) with points in C"
using the coordinate chart, so that the subtraction makes sense. Moreover,
DeF|(z.6)(@)=(w0.60) = De(€xp, §)lz=a0,6=60(2), ¢ € Ty M.

We know that De¢(exp, &)|.=z0,e=0(¢) = ¢, hence D¢(exp, £) .=z, ¢=¢, would be non-
singular, since £y is very close to 0 due to Lemma Moreover, we also know that
F(x0,&) = 0. Therefore, we may conclude from implicit function theorem that there
is a neighborhood V' of zg, and a vector field {(z), z € V, such that F(z,£(z)) = 0.

Namely ¢(z) = exp,(£(2))-
Now we derive the estimates of {(z). By differentiation, we see that:

N = Dz¢(z)|2=wo = Dz(esz £)|Z=xo,£:§o + D{(esz £)|z=xo7§:§0Dz£|z=wo-

From the lemma below, we know that |D.(exp, &) — I|.=zq, e=¢, < Cl0]zo- Hence we
may use (B.5) to see that:

N — DZ(esz(f))’2=wo,5=£o’ < CKO‘IO’
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Here the C depends only on the background metric. Also we noted that D¢ (exp, &)|.=z,,e=¢,
is invertible, we see that |D,¢|.—z, < C|&o|s,- Differentiating once more, we get:

0= D..(exp, &)|z=uo, e=¢0 + 2D2¢(exP &)|2=n0,e=¢0 D=l =20

+ DEE(esz £) ’z=w075:§0D25 * DZ€’Z=I0 + Dﬁ(esz g)‘z=ro7§=EOD§€’z:x0’

In the above, D.£x D, £ just denotes some quadratic expression of D,£. Using the lemma
below, we know that:

|D..(exp, g)‘z:mo@:fo < C’fO’xov ‘Dzﬁ(esz f)\z:zo,gzgo <C, ’DEE(esz 5)’2::20,5:50 <C.
From this, we see that

’D,gg’z:xo < C‘fO‘xO'
Finally,

DI(I€()12) = D2(9;5(2)6:(2);(2)) = D2gi5()€i(2)& (2) + D2gizD=85
+ D.g;56 D285 + 955 (D2&:&; + &D2Ej + D& = D,E;).
Using the above estimates for D;£ and D2¢, we see that |D2E(2)].=z, < Clé0l2, O

In the above, we used the following lemma about the Taylor expansion of the expo-
nential map. This lemma can be found in [4].

Lemma 5.10. The exponential map on a Hermitian manifold has the Taylor expansion
in the following form under local coordinates:

XD (E)m = (5, + D ciam(57 + 5666 + 0622l +1€])?),

: 2
Jsk,l
where
1
gm(2,&) = zm+£m—zl: jim 2§+ ; ajzpakpmzjzkﬁz—zkzl bjkzm(zjzk51+zk5j£l+gﬁjﬁk&)-
]7 ]7 b 7p ]7 b

In the above, (exp, &) denotes the m-th component of the exponential map under local
coordinates.

Finally we observe that ¢° and (. are twice differentiable a.e. Indeed, one has:

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢ € C(M), and we define ¢, p. according to {51) and (52). Let
xg € M and we choose local coordinates in a neighborhood of xo. Then there exists a
neighborhood U of xq, and C. > 0, such that: z +— ¢°(2) + C:|z|? is convex on U under
the coordinates, and z — .(z) — C:|z|? is concave on U under the coordinates. In
particular, ¢, . are twice differentiable a.e.

Proof. We just prove that ¢° is semi-convex. The proof that ¢, is semi-concave follows
similar lines. We can choose Uy small enough, such that for any z, w € Uy, there is
a unique £ € T, M such that exp,(£) = w. Moreover, we can assume that { depends
smoothly on z and w, and that |£|? is also smooth in z and w. Therefore, one has, for
some neighborhood U of z( (possibly smaller than Uy):

F2) = s (plexp,(© +e—ZleR) = s (plexp.(©) +e - ZIeP)
(518) EeT. M EeT M, |€|<ro
— sup (ip(w) + - 2[E(zw)?), 2 € UL
weUg €



VISCOSITY SOLUTION TO COMPLEX HESSIAN EQUATIONS ON COMPACT HERMITIAN MANIFOL29

The second equality used Lemma on the estimate of £ that achieves the sup. In the
last inequality, we noted that for some neighborhood U of xg, the image of Uy > w —
&(z,w) will cover {5 €T.M : €|, < rg} for any z € U. Note that in (5.I8]), the function
z = p(w) + e — 1|¢(2,w)|? is smooth, and has uniform C? bound (in z, uniform with
respect to w). Therefore, taking sup will imply that ¢ is semi-convex. O

5.2. when the right hand side has strict monotonicity. In this subsection, we
assume that G(z, ) is continuous and strictly monotone increasing in ¢. We wish to
show that:

Theorem 5.1. Let G(x,¢) be continuous, and strictly monotone increasing in p. Then
there exists at most one viscosity solution to F(x + dd¢p) = eC(@#),

If not, then there exist two viscosity solutions (1, @2, and ¢ # ws. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that:

(5.19) Ko 1= mﬁx(g@l —2) > 0.

Now we consider the sup-convolution, applied to ¢1, and the inf-convolution, applied to
2. We define:
(p1)°  (p2)e
K = max — .
Sataz M (1—|—a1 1—(12)
Then it is easy to see that, as €, a1, ag — 0+, Kz 4,0, — Ko. Assume that the above
max is achieved at z,. Then we have:

Proposition 5.12. Assume that €, a1, as are chosen so that c*liz(f) < c*l__z(;)

also that both (1) and (p2)e are twice differentiable at x.. Then one has:

(1) )\[X p(e)wo _|_ddc(802) ]( *) c I‘

1—ao

(2) F(%Z)lwo _|_ddc(1<ilil)(x*) < F(X P( )wo —I—ddC(w) )zs).

In the above, c, > 0 is the constant that allows one to write x = X + cuwo with A(x) € T.

. Assume

This proposition allows us to exclude the non-unqueness of viscosity solution, as long
s (¢1)%, (p2)e are both twice differentiable at z,.

Proof. (of Theorem [B.] assuming (¢1)¢ and (p2). are twice differentiable at x,) We

choose ¢, a1, as so that Cﬁiz(f) < Cj:’[’lge)

B.12] we see that at x,:

. Combining Proposition (.3l and Proposition

f()\[X‘f‘P(E)WO + dd° (()01)6 ])($*) Sf()\[X—P(E)W + dde~r2E ((:02) ])($*)’

1+ag 1+a 1—as 1—as
(5.20) f(A[%(Z“O + ddcf"i—l);])(x*) > (Ol ) p1(e, ay),
f(A[X If(ZlWO - ddc%]))(x*) < eG(m*’%) + p2(e; az).
Combining the three inequalities, we see that:
(5.21) eG(m*’%) —pi(g,a1) < (S ) + pa(e, az).

On the other hand, (“pifg*) — (cpf)fg*) = Kearao — Ko > 0 as €, a1, ag — 0. This is

clearly inconsistent with (5.2I]) when ¢, a;, ag are all small enough. O
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Now we prove Proposition [5.12]
Proof. (Of Proposition [5.12]) Since both (¢1)° and (¢3). are differentiable at x,, and

that (1 +¢2 % achieves maximum at z,, we see that:

15
ddc ((102)5 _ ddc ((701) Z 0

1-— a9 1+ aq

Moreover,

X —pE)wo X+ p(e)wo TR )4 (5 —ple) C*J”’(E))w

1—as 14+ a1 1—as 1+ a1 1—as 14+ ap 0
Therefore,
X=pEwo e (@2)e o xtpEwo | e (p1)® o

5.22 & tdd dd .
( ) 1—a9 + 1—a2_ 14+ a1 + 1—0—(11—1_61X+77
In the above, ¢; = 1 laz 1+a1 >0, A(x) € ', n > 0. Also by Proposition B3] part (1),
we also have )\[% +dd° (filcz ] € T. Therefore, we see that \[X52 p( )wo +dd°3 (m) <l el

To prove the second part, we wish to use concavity. Indeed, one has

f(A[M —l—dch])(az*) < f()\[xzf(zzwo + dd° (902)5 ])(x*)

14+ a; 1+ap 1 —ap
L OF X =ple) | e (22)e )(xi5+p(€)gi3 (p1)5;
8hi5 1—ay 1—ay 14 a1 14+ a1
Xij — P(€)9;5 ((92)e)i;
e e ).
1—as 1—ay 7

So we just need to show that:

OF x=pe) | 4o (92)e )(Xi3+p(5)9i3 (e1);;

8h2~3( 1—as 1—as 14+ap 1+a
xg =@y (e
1—as l—ay 7 ™ '
By LemmaL6] we just need to show that A (252 ( )wo +dd° (<p232 Xti(z)lw dd¢ (ff:gl ) eT.
However, one can already see this from (£.22]). O

Next we look at the general case, without assuming (¢1)¢, (p2). twice differentiable
at x,. For this, we need a perturbation argument from [7] and [16].

First we choose normal coordinate near x,, such that x, is given by z = 0. We wish
to show that:

Lemma 5.13. There exists a neighborhood Uy of x., and there exists a sequence py, € C™,
pr — 0, and a sequence o, > 0, 0 — 0, such that one can find a sequence of points
x € Uy, such that

(1) xk—>x* as k — oo,

(2 ) 1+a T —6k|z|? has local mazimum at xy,

—ag

(8) Both (901)5 and (p2)e are twice differentiable at xy,.

Another thing we note is that:
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Lemma 5.14. Define 1. o, x(2) = %— < pr,z > —0k|z|? on Uy. Then for large
enough k (e, ay is fized now) 1. 4, 1 solves the following equation on Uy in the viscosity

sense:
Ne 2p(e)wo
1+ al
+ 2p(e)w . .
f()\[XTpiu)o +dd e g, 1]) = OVt —2p1(ay,¢).

We first explain how this implies the uniqueness of viscosity solution in the general
case.

+ ddCT/)E,ahk] erl.

Proof. (Of Theorem [B] in the general case) We just need to suitably choose ¢, a1, ag,

and choose k large enough, then we evaluate at x;. Now we know that 1. 4, 1 — %

achieves maximum at x,. Moreover, both 1. 4, ; and (p2). are twice differentiable at

x,. Therefore, if we follow the argument of Proposition £.12] we see that if we choose

ext2(e) - cx—ple)
14+aq 1—asz

€, a1, ag so that , we would be able to conclude that:

f()\[w +ddcw€,a1,k])(xk) < f()\[X - p(e)wo —l—ddc (902)6 ])(xk)

1+ al 1-— as 1-— a9
Therefore, we see that:
(¢2)e
(523) eG(xk:vws,al,k(xk)) _ 2/)1(@1, E) S eG(fEky 172042 (-’Ek)) + p2(a27 E).

€

Now one passes to limit as & — co. Note that v, 4, k(zx) = %(x*), we see that:

G(LB*, (p2)e ({E*))

(1)
eG(ZB*,1+a1 (-’E*)) _2p1(a1’€) é e l—ag +p2(a27€).

On the other hand, %(x*) - %($*) is strictly positive and bounded away from zero

as €, a1, ag — 0. From the strict monotonicity of G, we see a contradiction. O

Now it only remains to establish the technicalities Lemma [5.13] and 514 We start
with Lemma (.14

Proof. (Of Lemma [5.14) Let 29 € Uy and let P be a C? function on Uy that touches

(p1)°®

TTay at

Ve q,,k from above at zg. This would imply that P+ < pg, 2z > +0%|2|? touches
xg. Therefore, we may use Proposition 5.3] part (1) to conclude that:

AP LE | ie(py < prz > +6,12P)] €T,
14+ a1
XFPE) | e i
FAPT g 4Pt <prz > +33]2[7))

2 eG(x07(P+<pk7Z>+6k‘Z‘Q)(mo)) — p1(€7 al)‘

On the other hand, it is easy to see that when k is large enough (so that Jy is small
enough), one has:

1+ a1

> eG(xo,P(mo))

XEPE | gge(p < pz > +o4)f?) <
14+ a;

eG(ZBo,(P+<pk,Z>+6k|Z|2)(ZEO))

—pi(g,a1) —2p1(e, ar).
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Combining, we get:
Ne 2p(e)wo
14+ a;
X + 2p(g)wo
1+aq

+dd°P] €T,

([ + dd°P]) > eC@0P@)) _ 95 (2 ay).

Now we prove Lemma [5.131

Proof. (Of Lemma [B.13)) Without loss of generality, let us assume that Uy = B1(0),
z, = 0 under the local coordinates. Then this lemma really follows from a lemma of
Crandall, Ishii and Lions ([3] lemma A.3), which states that:

Let ¢ : RN — R be semi-convex and & be a strict local maximum of . For p € RV,
put ¢, () = p(x)+ < p,x >. Then for any r > 0, § > 0, the following set K has positive
measure:

K = {z € B,(Z) : there exists p € Bs(0) such that ¢,(x) has a local maximum at z}.

(fj_lcz — % — %|z|2. This function will

be semi-convex due to Lemma 5.1l Moreover, we know that % - % — 7]2|* has
strict maximum at z, (given by z = 0). So that the above lemma applies.

We will also choose § = %, r = % So that we can conclude the set of z € B% (z4)

We are going to apply this lemma with ¢ =

such that % — % — 1|2+ < p,z > has local maximum at x for some |p| < 1
has positive measure. Since (¢1)° and (p2). are both twice differentiable a.e., we can
find z, € B% (z4) belonging to the above said set, such that both (1) and (p2). are
twice differentiable at x;. If we denote the corresponding p to be pi, we see that we are

done. O

5.3. when the right hand side does not depend on . In this subsection, we will
assume that the right hand side G depends only on z. In this case, one can only hope to
solve F(x +dd‘p) = €%+, for some constant c. Even though we can show that there is a
unique ¢ € R that makes this equation solvable in the viscosity sense, we still don’t have
a good enough understanding of this constant, which is the main hurdle to a proof of
uniqueness of viscosity solution in this case. Let us start with observing the monotonicity
of the constant, in terms of the right hand side. More specifically, we have:

Proposition 5.15. Let Gy, Go € C(M) with G1 > Go. Assume that there exist ¢; €
R, p; € C(M), i =1, 2, that solve F(x + dd°p;) = €% in the viscosity sense. Then
one has c1 < c¢g.

Proof. Assume that this is false, namely ¢; > ¢o. This would imply that e“1ter >
eC2te 1 55 on M, for some §y > 0. Heuristically this would lead to a contradiction if
one evaluates at zg, where @1 — 9 achieves maximum. At this point, one would have
X + ddp1 < x 4 dd°pa, so that F(x + dd°p1) < F(x + dd°p9) at xg.

To proceed rigorously, one needs to perform the sup/inf convolutions considered in

Subsection 4.1. One consideres (p1)° _ (p2)e

14+a1 1—as2’
to (BI) and (B.2)).

where (1) and (p2). are defined according
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Assume that the maximum is achieved at x,. If both (¢1)® and (p2). are both twice
differentiable at z,, then one has:

X + p(e)wo e (p1)° G (z)te
« > 1 * 1 _ , ,
(Al o, +dd 1+a1])(m )>e pi(e,ar)

FX If(zwo + dd° 1(%21;])&*) < Pt 4 pole, ay).

(p1)° (¥2)e

Since Tra; T

Cjifl(le) < C*l__’;(;), we can follow the argument of Proposition [5.12] to see that:

+ p(e)w € — ple)w

FORTEERD 4 e L)) 1) < p AT LD 4 e P2y )

Then one gets: e“1@)Fe — (g a;) < eG2@)He2 4 po(e ay). This is inconsistent with
efGiter > gGatez L 5 - if one chooses €, a1, as all small enough, and C*li’; (16) < &£ (25).
In the general case, we can take a coordinate chart in a neighborhood of x,, and
consider % — (fp_zg; — < pr, 2 > —0|2|? with pg, 0 — 0. Using the same argument as
in the proof of Theorem [B.1] in the general case, we can find a sequence x;, — x, such
that both (¢1)° and (p2). are twice differentiable at xj, and the above function has local
minimum at xj. We still get a contradiction after evaluating at z; and passing to the

limit as & — oo. O

has maximum at xz,, we see that, if €, ay, as are chosen so that

A direct consequence of the above proposition is that there is a unique constant ¢ that
allows for a viscosity solution. That is,

Corollary 5.16. Let G € C(M), there is at most one constant ¢ € R, such that F(x +
ddcp) = et is solvable in the viscosity sense.

Because of this result, we may simply denote this constant to be ¢(G). And Proposition
.15l implies that ¢(G1) < ¢(G2) whenever G; > Ga.
The question that is of crucial importance to us is the following:

Question 5.17. Assume that G1 > G2, and G1 # Ga. Do we actually have ¢(Gp) <
C(Gg)?

In order to justify its importance, we are going to show the uniqueness of viscosity
solution, assuming we have an affirmative answer to Question [5.17. More precisely:

Theorem 5.2. Let G € C(M). Assume that for any G' € C(M), G' < G and G' # G,
one has ¢(G") > ¢(G). Then there is at most one viscosity solution to F(x+dd®p) = e“F°.

Before presenting the proof in full rigor, let us first explain heuristically how the above
said strict monotonicity helps.

Let ¢1 and (9 be two viscosity solutions to the equation. Denote E = {x € M :
wo(x) — p1(x) = minys (g2 — p1)}. Clearly E is a compact subset of M and we will be
done if we can show F = M. Assume otherwise, we can take § > 0 small enough, such
that Es # M, where Es denotes the §-neighborhood of F.

Now we can define G € C(M) as follows: e = €% on Es, ¢ = %eG outside Fs, and
2

G < G on M. Let 1 be a viscosity solution to:

F(x + ddn) = e“*¢, supn = 0.
M
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From the previous section, we know such 7 exists. From the assumption, we know that
¢ >c Let 0 <r <1, we consider the minimum of po — ((1 — r)¢1 + 1) and assume
that it is achieved at z5,. Evaluating at x5,, we would have:

FA\x+dd°pa]) > f(Nx+dd*(1—r)p1+rn]) > (1=7)f(Ax+dd°¢1]) +rf(A[x+ddn)).
This would mean that:
(5.24) 9T (xs,) > (1 — 1) (2s,) + reé%(x(;,r).

On the other hand, for fixed d, the minimum of o —((1—7)p1 +77) can only be achieved
in Es, as long as r is small enough, but then one would have eG(m(g,r) = eG(a;57r), and
2

this is inconsistent with (5.24)).
Next we are going to make the above argument rigorous.

. . . € = .
As before, in place of 1, we wish to consider (filczl, (1“0_23;, 1112, with parameters

€, a;, © = 1, 2 small enough, then similar arguments as before shows that

Lemma 5.18. There exist continuous functions p(e), pi(e,a;), i = 1,2 with p(0+) =
0, pi(0+,04) =0, i = 1,2, such that:

(1) (1311315 solves the following in the viscosity sense:

A + p(e)wo dde (p1)°

a1 e,
14+ a; 1—|—a1]
X + p(e)wo (¢1)° G
p(XTPAER0 L gge NPy S Ge ,
( 1o, Tz pi(e,a1)

(2) (m); solves F(Xl__—’LS) + ddc%) < et 4 po(e, az) in the viscosity sense.

2 ~ ~
(3) Tz solves )\[Xﬁﬁ_(iwo +dd° lfal] el and F(Xﬁ’jr(z)lwo +dd° 1_7_;) > 9t po(e, a)

in the viscosity sense.

Next we consider the maximum point of ((1 — r) (1311315 + 7"1121) - (139_2325 Assume that
the maximum is achieved at x,, then we have:

Lemma 5.19. For any fired d > 0, . € Es as long as €, a1, az, r are all small enough.
2
Proof. We observe that for x ¢ Es, there exists ¢’ > 0, such that
2

p1 — 2 < m]\f/}x(@l — ) — &,

On the other hand, we know that as ¢, ay, ag,  — 0, we have that ((1—r) (fj_l[zj —H’lfal )—
(p2)e

Ty will converge to ¢ — @9 uniformly, so if the parameters are all small enough and
x ¢ Fs, one would have:
2

£ £ € g 5/
((1 — ) (¢1) 1 ) _ (p2)e < max (((1 —7) (¢1) I ) _ (p2)e ) _2
1+ay 1+ag 1—as M 1+ aq 1+aq 1—as 2
This proves z, € Es. O
2

In order to fix the issue that the functions (¢1)¢, 7%, (p2). are not twice differentiable
at x,, we need to consider slight perturbations of the original function. As before, we
take a coordinate chart near x,, and we have the following analogue of Lemma [5.13t
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Lemma 5.20. There exists a neighborhood Uy of x., and there exists a sequence py, € C™,
pr — 0, and a sequence 6 > 0, 0, — 0, such that one can find a sequence of xy € Uy,

such that if we define Ve q, ) = (filgf— < pr,z > —0|2|%, we have:

(1) xp — x4 as k — oo,

(2) (1= 7)Y 0k + 7’11;) - % has local mazimum at xy,,

(8) (p1)%, n°, (v2)e are all twice differentiable at xj.

With this preparation, we are ready to present the rigorous proof of Theorem

Proof. (Of Theorem [5.2) From Lemma [5.I8 and the definition of v, 4, 1, we see that
e q,,k solves the following equation in the viscosity sense:

+ 2p(e)w
LR vl T

X + 2p(e)wo
F T

From Lemma [5.I8] part (3), we also have:

Al
(5.25)
+ dd0¢a,a1,k]) > efte - pi(e, ay).

£

NXT 2p(g)wo dge "

1+ag 1+ al] el
(5.26) X + 2p(e)w n°
0 c G+é
> — .
f()\[ Tt a dd 1—|—a1]) >e p2(g,a1)

Since x — =4 and x, € Es, we see that x; € Fs for large enough k. Moreover, since

2 2
Ve ay k and n° are twice differentiable at z, we can evaluate (0.20)), (5.26) at zj, and see
that:

(5.27)
FOPEZZED e (1 = 1)+ 1P )
> (1) F A2 ey o)+ rf AT 2220 4 ey () — 201 (0 )

1+ aq 1+aq
> (1 —7r)eS*e(ar) + reSe(xr) — 2p1(ar, ) = (1 — r)e¥+e(xy) + re¥+e(xy,) — 2p1(ay,€).

In the first inequality above, we used the concavity of f. In the second inequality above,
we used that . 4,  and 1° are subsolutions. Also since z, € Es, we have G(xy) = G(xy).
2

On the other hand, if one chooses the parameters such that:

Ce +2p(e) _ ¢ = ple)

1+a1 = 1-ao
we then have (similar to Proposition [5.12]):
(5.28)
x+2o(E)wo e : X=pE)wo e ($2)e
AT APARH0 _ < A PO AreJe
PO (1 = e+ rip ) ) < FOPTEED 4 e (22
< et (zy) + pae, az).

Therefore, we finally obtain that:
(5.29) (1 —r)eST¢(ap) + refTe(xr) — 2p1(ar, e) < 9 e(xp) + pa(e, ag).
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First we let kK — oo and use that x; — x,, we see that
(1 =) (@) + e (x.) — 2p1(ar,e) < €77(w) + pale, az).

Note that if » > 0 and fixed, e57¢(z,) is strictly less than (1 — r)e%*¢(x,) + reSe(z,).
Thereby we get a contradiction with (5.29]) after e, aq, as are chosen sufficiently small.
O

Now let us go back to Question E.I7l The only positive examples we know are the
classical ones: if wq is a Kéhler metric and if x is closed, so the equation could be written
as:

((X —I—ddc@zlk Awg_k)% — Gt 1<k <n.
wo
Then we can see that:
ke — Ju XFAwg
Jar €FCwg

Therefore, we see that Question £.17 indeed holds in this case. Another observation we
make is that, if either one of them is smooth, then Question (.17 also has an affirmative
answer:

Lemma 5.21. If either G1 or Gy is smooth, then the answer to Question[5.17 is yes.

Proof. First we assume that both G; and G5 are smooth. Assume otherwise, that is,
G1 and Gy are both smooth, G; > Ga, G1 # Ga, but still ¢(G1) = ¢(G2). Then we can
linearly interpolate between G and Go, namely we define:

Gi=(t—-1)Gy+ (2—-t)G1, t€[1,2].

Then G; is a smooth decreasing family of smooth functions. Moreover, since G; > Gy >
Go, we can use Proposition £.15] to see that ¢(G;) = ¢(G1) = ¢(G2). Now we consider
the solution corresponding to G:

(Al + dd‘i]) = 5@,
We differentiate the above equation in ¢:

or
Oh.=

v

(Alhe,))(Br0)i = € (Ga — G1).

Therefore, if we define

~ OF 1
Q = (det g det( )(x + dd®py)) T,

then the above equation can be written as:
Qn—l
(n—1)!

Now let v; be the Gaudochon factor corresponding to Q, that is dd° (e(”_l)”to Q"‘l) =0,
then we have:

A dd°(9yp) = €t (G — Gl)%.

n

Qn-1 w
— (n—1)v¢ c — (n—1)ve+Gy o 0
0 / e L A dd®(Oyp) / e (Ga Gl)_n! .

This implies G; = G2, a contradiction.
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Next we consider when only one of G; or 9 is smooth. Assume, say, (7 is smooth,
G1 > (9, and G1 > (5 on some open set U. By adding a bump function supported on
U, it is easy to find a smooth function G such that G1 > G, > G, and G; # GS. Then
from the strict monotonicity in the smooth case, we can conclude that:

c(G1) < ¢(GY) < ¢(Gy).
The other possibility that G2 is smooth can be dealt with similarly. g
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