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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,ω0) be a closed Hermitian manifold. In local coordinates, we can write ω0 =√
−1gij̄dzi ∧ dz̄j . Let χ be a real (1, 1) form on M and in local coordinates we can write

it as: χ =
√
−1χij̄dzi ∧ dz̄j. For any C2 function ϕ :M → R, we obtain a new real (1, 1)

form: χ+ ddcϕ and we consider equations for ϕ that may be written in the form:

(1.1) F (χ+ ddcϕ) = h, h = eG(x) or eG(x,ϕ),

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

(1.2) F (χ+ ddcϕ) = f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ]),

where λ[χ+ddcϕ] are the eigenvalues of Aij = gik̄
(

χjk̄+ϕjk̄
)

and f(λ1, · · · , λn) 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 ω0 is the Euclidean metric and M is a domain in R

n.
We assume that the function f in (1.2) is defined in a closed convex symmetric cone

Γ ⊂ R
n, with Γ ⊂ {λ ∈ R

n :
∑n

i=1 λi > 0} and containing the first octant Γn. Therefore,
we need to assume that

(1.3) λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

In addition, we are going to assume that:

Assumption 1.1. (1) ∂f
∂λi

≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, f is concave and > 0 on Γ and f = 0 on
∂Γ.

(2) λ[χ](x) ∈ Int(Γ) for any x ∈M .
(3) (determinant domination condition) f is a positive homogeneous function with

degree 1, and there exist constants c0 > 0, such that f(λ) ≥ c0(Π
n
i=1λi)

1
n for

λ ∈ Γn = {λ ∈ R
n : λi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}.
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In the above, the assumption that ∂f
∂λi

≥ 0 implies the ellipticity of the equation (1.1),

(1.3). The determinant domination condition is motivated by the important work of
Guo-Phong-Tong [18], which developed a unified PDE approach to L∞ estimate which
satisfies:

(1.4)
∑

i

λi
∂f

∂λi
≤ C0f, Π

n
i=1

∂f

∂λi
≥ c0, for some c0, C0 > 0.

[18] also observed that determinant domination condition implies (1.4). There are many
examples which satisfy the Assumption 1.1 above. The most well-known example is

probably f(λ) = σ
1
k

k (λ), 1 ≤ k ≤ n, defined on Γk := {λ : σi(λ) ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k}, where
σk(λ) is the k-th symmetric polynomial of λ. These σk equations have been extensively
studied. See [5], [6], [14], [15] and references therein. However, there are other examples
satisfying Assumption 1.1 which are less studied, and we just name a few here:

(1) (σk-equation for (n− 1)−plurisubharmonic function) f(λ) = σ
1
k

k (λ̃), where λ̃i =
1

n−1

∑

j 6=i λj .

(2) (p-fold sum operator) f(λ) =
(

Π|J |=pλJ
)

1
N , where λJ = λj1 + λj2 + · · ·+λjp and

N =
(

n
p

)

.

The first example with k = 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 [11] (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
n. Denote

e = (1, · · · , 1) ∈ R
n. Assume that:

(1) All coefficients of p are ≥ 0,
(2) p(e) > 0,

(3) ∂p
∂x1

(e) = ∂p
∂x2

(e) · · · = ∂p
∂xn

(e) = k for some k > 0.

Then p(x)
1
N ≥ c(x1 · · · xn)

1
n for some c > 0 on {x1 > 0, · · · , xn > 0}.

However, the Inverse σk-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 C2,α 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
σk-equation using pluripotential theory. The work by Lu [16] studied the existence and
uniqueness of viscosity solutions to σk-equations on bounded domains in C

n as well as
homogeneous Hermitian manifolds. We generalize this result and prove:

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

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG+c, λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

(2) Let G(x, u) ∈ C(M × R). Assume that G is monotone increasing in u, and

f(λ[χ])(x) < eG(x,C0) for some C0 ∈ R and any x ∈ M . Then there exists
ϕ ∈ C(M) that solves the following equation in the viscosity sense:

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ), λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

For uniqueness, we have:

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

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ), λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

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

Proposition 1.3. Assume that Assumption 1.1 holds. Let G ∈ C(M), then there exists
a unique c ∈ R such that the following equation is solvable in the viscosity sense:

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG+c, λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

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

Question 1.4. Assume that G1 ≥ G2, G1 6= G2. Do we have c(G1) < c(G2)?

We show that an affirmative answer to Question 1.4 will lead to the uniqueness of
viscosity solution. More precisely:

Proposition 1.5. Let G ∈ C(M). Assume that for any G′ ≤ G, G′ 6= G one has
c(G′) > c(G), then there is at most one solution to the following equation in the viscosity
sense:

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG+c, λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ, sup
M

ϕ = 0.

As to Question 1.4, we observe that the answer is yes if Q1 or Q2 is smooth:

Proposition 1.6. If Q1 or Q2 is smooth, then the answer to Question 1.4 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
Gj . The apriori estimates developed in Szekelyhidi [20] allows us to solve:

F [χ+ ddcϕj ] = eGj(x)+cj or eGj(x,ϕ).

In order to get a viscosity solution, all we need is to prove that ϕj converges uniformly (at
least up to a subsequence). Using that ϕj are all subharmonic and that ϕj are uniformly
bounded, we see that ϕj is precompact in L1. 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 ∈ C2(M), λ[χ+ ddcv] ∈ Γ,

(1.5) sup
M

(v − ϕ) ≤ C||(v − ϕ)+||aL1 .

The proof of (1.5) is really a variant of the L∞ estimate by Guo-Phong-Tong [18].
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 L1 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 dc =
√
−1
2 (∂̄ − ∂), so that one has

√
−1∂∂̄ = ddc. The

advantage of working with d and dc 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 ϕ ∈ C(M) and Γ be a closed convex symmetric cone in R
n that

contains the first octant. We say that λ[χ + ddcϕ] ∈ Γ in the viscosity sense, if for any
x0 ∈ M , and C2 function P defined in a neighborhood of x0 touching ϕ from above at
x0, one has:

λ[χ+ ddcP ](x0) ∈ Γ.

Sometimes we call such a function to be Γ-subharmonic.

Let f(λ1, · · · , λn) and Γ be as described in Section 1, we will put F (χ + ddcϕ) =
f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ]). We may interchangably use both notations in the following.

Definition 2.2. Let ϕ be a Γ-subharmonic function and G(x, u) ∈ C(M × R). We say
that ϕ is a viscosity solution to:

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ), λ[χ+ ddcϕ] ∈ Γ.

if the following hold:

(1) For any x0 ∈ M and any C2 function P defined in a neighborhood of x0 that
touches ϕ from above at x0, one has:

F (χ+ ddcP )(x0) ≥ eG(x0,P (x0)).

(2) For any x0 ∈ M and any C2 function P defined in a neighborhood of x0 that
touches ϕ from below at x0, either λ[χ + ddcP ](x0) /∈ Γ, or F [χ + ddcP ](x0) ≤
eG(x0,P (x0)).

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

Theorem 2.1. Let ω be a Hermitian metric on M . Then there exists a unique function
v ∈ C∞(M) such that infM v = 0, ddc

(

e(n−1)vωn−1
)

= 0.
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In general, let χ be a real (1, 1) form on M with λ[χ] ∈ Γ. We choose coordinates on

an open subset of M . Define:F ij̄ =
(

∂F
∂hab̄

(χ)
)−1

ji
. That is, F ij̄ ∂F

∂hqj̄
(χ) = δiq. We define:

(2.1) Ω =
√
−1F ij̄dzi ∧ dz̄j .

Then one can verify that the above defined Ω is actually independent of the choice of
coordinates. Moreover, from ellipticity, one sees that Ω > 0, hence Ω defines a Hermitian
metric. Another thing we note that the function det gij̄ det(

∂F
∂hij̄

(χ)) is also independent

of the choice of coordinates. Moreover, for any u ∈ C2(M), the following formula holds:

(2.2)
∂F

∂hij̄
(χ)uij̄

ωn0
n!

= det gij̄ det(
∂F

∂hij̄
(χ))

Ωn−1

(n − 1)!
∧ ddcu.

3. existence of solution with smooth right hand side

In this section, our goal is to establish:

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

F
(

χ+ ddcϕ
)

= eG(x,ϕ).

(2) Assume that G(x) is smooth, then there is a unique c ∈ R and ϕ ∈ C∞(M) that
solves:

F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x)+c, sup
M

ϕ = 0.

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

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

(3.1) F (χ+ ddcϕ) = e(1−t)(ϕ+B0(x))+tG(x,ϕ), t ∈ [0, 1].

If we denote G(t, x, u) = (1−t)(u+B0(x))+tG(x, u), then we see that Gu(t, x, u) remains
positive. In the above, C0(x) is chosen so as to make sure ϕ = 0 solves the equation with
t = 0, namely:

F (χ) = eB0(x).

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

(3.2) F (χ+ ddcϕ) = e(1−t)B0(x)+tG(x)+ct , t ∈ [0, 1].

Note that in the above, there is a unique constant ct that makes the equation solvable,
for each t ∈ [0, 1]. Clearly c0 = 0 and ϕ = 0 when t = 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 (3.1). We
are going to set up the nonlinear mapping as follows:

F :R× Ck,α(M) → Ck−2,α(M)

(t, ϕ) 7→ log
(

F (χ+ ddcϕ)
)

− ((1 − t)(ϕ+B0(x)) + tG(x, ϕ)).

In the above, k is sufficiently large. By implicit function theorem, all we need is to verify
that DϕF(t0, ϕt0) is an invertible map from Ck,α(M) to Ck−2,α(M), where t0 ∈ [0, 1]
and ϕt0 is the solution to (3.1) corresponding to t0. We can compute that:

DϕF(t0, ϕt0) :C
k,α(M) → Ck−2,α(M),

ψ 7→ 1

F (χ+ ddcϕt0)

∂F

∂hij̄
(χ+ ddcϕt0)∂ij̄ψ − ((1− t) + tGu)ψ.

Let us denote L = DϕF(t0, ϕ0) and we have:

Lemma 3.1. The operator L is invertible from Ck,α(M) to Ck−2,α(M).

Proof. Injectivity is quite easy to see. Indeed, one can look at the point where ψ 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(x)∂ijψ + cψ = 0, c < 0.

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

To prove surjectivity, we only need to show that L is surjective from H2 to L2. With
the right hand side in Ck−2,α(M), one can use the standard elliptic regularity theory
and work locally to improve the pre-image to be in Ck,α(M). In order to show the
surjectivity of L from H2 to L2, it will not work well to consider L, but we will need
to consider L̃ = e(n−1)v0L, where v0 is the Gaudochon factor of the following Hermitian
metric:

(3.3) Ω̃ = F− 1
n−1 (χ+ ddcϕt0)(det g det(

∂F

∂hij̄
)(χ+ ddcϕt0))

1
n−1Ω.

That is, ddc
(

e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1
)

= 0. In the above, Ω is defined in (2.1), evaluated at χ +
ddcϕt0 . The existence of v0 was first proved by Gaudochon [9] ( Fu-Wang-Wu also give

a proof in [8]). We will be able to show that L̃ is surjective (so L is surjective) if we can
show that:

(1) Im(L̃) is a closed subspace of L2. For this we just need to show ||ψ||H2 ≤
C||L̃ψ||L2 .

(2) Ker(L̃∗) = 0, where L̃∗ : L2 → H−2 is the adjoint map of L̃ and H−2 is the dual
space of H2.

To prove (1), first we observe that L can be re-written as:

Lψ =
1

F

det g det( ∂F
∂hij̄

) Ωn−1

(n−1)! ∧ ddcψ
1
n!ω

n
0

− ((1− t) + tGu)ψ.

Therefore

(3.4) (L̃ψ)
1

n!
ωn0 = e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ ddcψ − e(n−1)v0((1 − t) + tGu)ψ

1

n!
ωn0 .
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Now we multiply both sides by ψ and integrate, we see that:
∫

M

ψL̃ψ
1

n!
ωn0 =

∫

M

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ (ψddcψ)−
∫

M

e(n−1)v0((1 − t) + tGu)ψ
2ω

n
0

n!

=

∫

M

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ (ddc(
ψ2

2
)− dψ ∧ dcψ)−

∫

M

e(n−1)v0((1− t) + tGu)ψ
2ω

n
0

n!

= −
∫

M

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ dψ ∧ dcψ −
∫

M

e(n−1)v0((1 − t) + tGu)ψ
2ω

n
0

n!
.

At this point, Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that:

(3.5) ||ψ||L2 + ||∇ψ||L2 ≤ C||L̃ψ||L2 .

To get the estimate for the second derivative, we go back to (3.4) and re-write it as:

d
(

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ dcψ
)

= (L̃ψ)
1

n!
ωn0 + d

(

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1
)

∧ dcψ

+ e(n−1)v0((1 − t) + tGu)ψ
ωn0
n!
.

Note that the right hand side is in L2 now. Writing this equation in local coordinates
would be of the form:

∂i(aij∂ju) = k, k ∈ L2.

The standard estimate would give: ||u||H2(B 1
2
) ≤ C(||u||L2(B1) + ||k||L2(B1)). This esti-

mate combined with (3.5) gives what we need.

Next we show that L̃∗ is injective. we can compute that:

(L̃∗v) =
ddc

(

ve(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1
)

1
n!ω

n
0

− e(n−1)v0((1 − t) + tGu)v, v ∈ L2.

If L̃∗v = 0, then this equation written locally takes the form:

∂ij(aijv)− hv = 0, h ∈ C∞(B1), aij ∈ C∞, v ∈ L2.

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

e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1 ∧ ddcv + 2dv ∧ dc(e(n−1)v0Ω̃n−1)− e(n−1)v0((1− t) + tGu)v
ωn0
n!

= 0.

In local coordinates, the above equation reads:

aij∂ijv + bi∂iv + cv = 0, c < 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× R× Ck,α0 (M) → Ck−2,α(M)

(t, c, ϕ) 7→ log
(

F (χ+ ddcϕ)
)

− (1− t)B0(x)− tG(x)− c.

In the above:

Ck,α0 (M) = {h ∈ Ck,α(M) :

∫

M

hωn0 = 0}.

Assume that (3.7) is solvable with t = t0, that is, there exist (ct0 , ϕt0) such that
F(t0, ct0 , ϕt0) = 0. By implicit function theorem, we just need to verify the linearized
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map D(c,ϕ)F defines a bijective map from R×Ck,α0 (M) to Ck−2,α(M). One can compute
that:

D(c,ϕ)F : R× Ck,α0 (M) → Ck−2,α(M)

(λ, u) 7→ 1

F (χ+ ddcϕt0)

∂F

∂hij̄
(χ+

√
−1∂∂̄ϕt0)∂ij̄u− λ.

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

Lemma 3.2. L is bijective from R× Ck,α0 (M) to Ck−2,α(M).

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

L(λ, u) = 1

F

det g det( ∂F
∂hij̄

) Ωn−1

(n−1)! ∧ ddcu
1
n!ω

n
0

− λ =

Ω̃n−1

(n−1)! ∧ ddcu
1
n!ω

n
0

− λ.

Here Ω̃ is defined by (3.3). Assume that L(λ, u) = 0, we need to show that λ = 0, u = 0.

Let v0 be the Gauduchon factor of Ω̃, so that ddc(e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1) = 0. Multiplying by
e(n−1)v0 and integrating gives:

0 =

∫

M

e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!
∧ ddcu−

∫

M

λe(n−1)v0 ω
n
0

n!
= −λ

∫

M

e(n−1)v0 ω
n
0

n!
.

This proves λ = 0, so that one has Ω̃n−1 ∧ ddcu = 0. Then one can use the strong
maximum principle (similar to the argument of part (1)) to show that u 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×H2

0 to L2. Here H2
0 denotes the element u ∈ H2 such that

∫

uωn0 = 0.

Also it will be necessary to consider L̃(λ, u) = e(n−1)v0 L̃. We will be able to show L̃ is
surjective (hence L), if we can show:

(1) Im(L̃) is a closed subspace of L2. For this we just need to show that ||u||H2+|λ| ≤
C||L̃(u, λ)||L2 .

(2) Ker(L̃∗) = 0, where L̃∗ : L2 → H−2 × R is the adjoint map of L.
To see (1), first note that one has:

(3.6) L̃(λ, u)ω
n
0

n!
= e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!
∧ ddcu− λe(n−1)v0 ω

n
0

n!
.

Integrating both sides, we get |λ| ≤ C||L̃(λ, u)||L1 ≤ C ′||L̃(λ, u)||L2 . Then we multiply

(3.6) by u, and use that uddcu = ddc(u
2

2 )− du ∧ dcu, we integrate and find that:
∫

M

uL̃(λ, u)
ωn0
n!

= −
∫

M

e(n−1)v0 ˜Ωn−1(n− 1)! ∧ du ∧ dcu−
∫

M

λue(n−1)v0 ω
n
0

n!
.

This way we get:

||∇u||2L2 ≤ ε||u||2L2 + Cε(|λ|2 + ||L̃(λ, u)||2L2), ∀ε > 0.

On the other hand, since
∫

M
uωn0 = 0, we may use Poincare inequality to see that

||∇u||L2 ≥ c0||u||L2 . This way we obtain that

||u||L2 + ||∇u||L2 ≤ C||L̃(λ, u)||L2 .

Then we get the second derivative estimates by writing (3.6) under local coordinates,
and argue in the same way as part (1).
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Next, we can find the adjoint map is:

L̃∗ : L2 → R×H−2

g 7→ (−
∫

M

ge(n−1)v0 ω
n
0

n!
, ddc

(

ge(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!

)

).

If ddc
(

ge(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1
)

= 0 with g ∈ L2, then one can improve the regularity of g and see
that g ∈ C∞. But then

0 =

∫

M

gddc(ge(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1) = −
∫

M

e(n−1)v0dg ∧ dcg ∧ Ω̃n−1.

This implies g is a constant. On the other hand, from
∫

M
ge(n−1)v0ωn0 = 0, we see that

g = 0. This proves L̃∗ is injective. �

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
(

λ[χ+
√
−1∂∂̄u]

)

= h(x), where f and
h satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) ∂f
∂λi

> 0 and f is convex.

(2) sup∂Γ f < infM h,
(3) For any σ < supΓ f and λ ∈ Γ we have limt→∞ f(tλ) > σ.

Suppose u is a (smooth) solution with supM u = 0 and u is a C-subsolution, then we
have an estimate ||u||2,α ≤ C, where C depends on the given data M, g, χ, 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 ϕ, we see that ct is actually uniformly bounded in t. So we would be
able to apply Theorem 3.2 if we can show the existence of a C-subsolution.

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

(3.7) {λ′ ∈ Γ : f(λ′) = h(x), and λ′ − λ(χ+
√
−1∂∂̄u) ∈ Γn}.

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 C0 > 0 and any x ∈ M , the following set is bounded: {λ′ ∈ Γ :
f(λ′) ≤ C0, and λ′ − λ(χ) ∈ Γn}. Moreover, one can estimate the diameter in terms of
f , C0, χ and the background metric g.

Proof. Denote Γ∞ = {(λ1, · · · , λn−1) : (λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ Γ for some λn}. For any λ′ =
(λ1, · · · , λn−1) ∈ Γ∞, we consider the limit

lim
λn→+∞

f(λ1, · · · , λn).

Trudinger [22] proved that either this limit is infinite for all λ′ ∈ Γ∞ or this limit is
finite for all λ′ ∈ Γ∞. Moreover, this convergence is uniform on any compact subset
of Γ∞. The proof essentially follows from the concavity of f . In our setting, we will
have the above limit is infinite for all λ′ ∈ Γ∞. Indeed, since f satisfies the determinant
domination condition, we see that, for λ1 > 0, · · · , λn−1 > 0, we have: f(λ1, · · · , λn) ≥
c
(

Πni=1λi
)

1
n → +∞ as λn → +∞.
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From this, we see that, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have:

lim
t→+∞

f
(

λ[χ] + tei
)

= +∞,

where ei is the standard basis in R
n. Moreover, since λ[χ] is strictly contained in Int(Γ)

as x varies over M , the above convergence is uniform on M . Using the concavity of f
again, we see that:

lim
µ∈Γn, µ→∞

f
(

λ[χ] + µ
)

= +∞,

and this convergence is uniform on M . �

Therefore, we may use Theorem 3.2 to conclude that ||ϕ||2,α is uniformly bounded
in (3.2). From the standard elliptic theory, we see that ϕ is uniformly bounded in any
higher order norm.

Now let us consider the continuity path (3.1). First we show that ϕ is bounded from
above, uniform for t ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed, we fix any t ∈ [0, 1], and assume that ϕ achieves
maximum at x0, then at this point, we have

(3.8) F (χ)(x0) ≥ F (χ+ ddcϕ)(x0) = e(1−t)(ϕ+B0(x0))+tG(x0,ϕ).

Our assumption on G was that there exists C0 > 0 large enough, such that for all ϕ ≥ C0,
one has

F (χ)(x) < eG(x,ϕ), ϕ ≥ C0.

Therefore, there exists C ′
0, such that for any t ∈ [0, 1], ϕ ≥ C ′

0, one has:

(3.9) F (χ)(x) < e(1−t)(ϕ+B0(x))+tG(x,ϕ).

(3.8) and (3.9) combined shows that ϕ(x0) ≤ C ′
0, hence supM ϕ ≤ C ′

0, t ∈ [0, 1].
Once we have a bound of supM ϕ, 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 x ∈M
and t ∈ [0, 1]:

{λ′ ∈ Γ : f(λ′) = e(1−t)(ϕ+B0(x))+tG(x,ϕ) and λ′ − λ[χ] ∈ Γn}

Therefore, Theorem 3.2 carries over in this case (indeed, the monotone increasing depen-
dence on ϕ actually helps with the estimates) and gives ||ϕ||2,α is uniformly bounded.
From standard elliptic estimates, we see that ϕ 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 Γ-subharmonic function, and let ϕ be a
smooth solution to (1.1), (1.3) with h = eG0(x) and supM ϕ = 0. Then for any p0 > 1,

and any a < p0−1
np0+p0−1 we have

||(v − ϕ)+||L∞ ≤ C||(v − ϕ)+||aL1 .

Here C depends only on ||v||L∞ , ||enG0 ||Lp0 , 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 G depends only on x. We can take a sequence of smooth
Gj(x) that converges to G(x) uniformly. By Theorem 3.1, there exists ϕj ∈ C∞(M)
which is strictly Γ-subharmonic, that solves:

(4.1) F (χ+ ddcϕj) = ecj+Gj(x), sup
M

ϕj = 0.

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

|cj | ≤ max |Gj |+max logF (χ).

Since Gj approximates G uniformly, we see that max |Gj |, hence cj is uniformly bounded.
Next, the uniform C0 bound of ϕj follows from Szekelyhidi’s work [20].

Now we look at the situation when G(x, u) is monotone increasing in u. We can
approximate G(x, u) uniformly by a sequence of Gj(x, u), such that:

(1) Each Gj(x, u) is C
∞ smooth in x and u,

(2)
∂Gj

∂u
(x, u) > 0,

(3) There exists C0 > 0, such that for all j, x ∈ M and u > C0, one has F (χ)(x) <

eGj(x,u).

We can use Theorem 3.1 to conclude that one can solve:

(4.2) F (χ+ ddcϕj) = eGj(x,ϕj).

Evaluating at the maximum point of ϕj , from point (3) above we see that

sup
M

ϕj ≤ C0.

Once we have the uniform upper bound of ϕj , we see that the right hand side eGj(x,ϕj)

is uniformly bounded from above, from which we can deduce a uniform lower bound for
ϕj following Szekelyhidi [20] or Guo-Phong-Tong [18].

Next we show that there is uniform L2 bound for ∇ϕ:
Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C, depending only on the C0 bound of G, and also
the Hermitian metric ω0, such that

∫

M

dcϕj ∧ dϕj ∧ ωn−1
0 ≤ C.

Proof. We use the fact that each ϕj is strictly Γ-subharmonic, and that Γ ⊂ Γ1 := {λ ∈
R
n :

∑n
i=1 λi ≥ 0}. This would imply that:

∆ω0ϕj ≥ −n, where ∆ω0ϕj = gpq̄∂pq̄ϕj .

This is equivalent to:

ddcϕj ∧ ωn−1
0 ≥ −ωn0 .

Let C1 > 0 be large enough such that ϕj +C1 ≥ 0. Then you multiply this to both sides
above:

−
∫

M

dϕj ∧ dcϕj ∧ ωn−1
0 +

∫

M

(ϕj + C1)d
cϕj ∧ dωn−1

0 ≥ −
∫

M

(ϕj + C1)ω
n
0 .
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For the middle term, one has
∫

M

(ϕj + C1)d
cϕj ∧ dωn−1

0 =

∫

M

dc
((ϕj + C1)

2

2

)

∧ dωn−1
0 = −

∫

M

d
((ϕj +C1)

2

2

)

∧ dcωn−1
0

=

∫

M

(ϕj + C1)
2

2
ddcωn−1

0 .

Therefore, we see that the integral
∫

M
dcϕj ∧ dϕj ∧ ωn−1

0 is uniformly bounded. �

Hence we are in a position to apply the Rellich compact embedding theorem to con-
clude that there is a subsequence ϕjk that converges in L1.

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 (χ+ ddcϕj) = eGj+cj , λ[χ+ ddcϕj ] ∈ Γ, sup
M

ϕj = 0.

Now we can use Proposition 4.1, and take v = ϕjl , ϕ = ϕjk to get:

||(ϕjl − ϕjk)+||L∞ ≤ C||(ϕjl − ϕjk)+||
µ

L1 .

Switching the choice of v and ϕ gives:

||ϕjk − ϕjl ||L∞ ≤ C||ϕjk − ϕjl ||
µ

L1 .

That is, the subsequence ϕjk 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 (χ+ ddcϕj) = eGj(x,ϕj), λ[χ+ ddcϕj ] ∈ Γ.

Moreover, we have seen that ϕj has uniform C0 bound. Denote c̃j = supM ϕj and define
ϕ̃j = ϕj − c̃j , so that ϕ̃j solves:

F (χ+ ddcϕ̃j) = eGj(x,c̃j+ϕ̃j).

We have seen that one can take a subsequence such that ϕjk converges in L1 and cjk
converges. So that ϕ̃jk converges in L1. On the other hand, using Proposition 4.1
will allow us to conclude that ϕ̃jk converges uniformly, which in turn implies that ϕjk
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 4.1. First we need a
more refined estimate on the constant c that allows one to solve f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ]) = eG+c.
We have:

Lemma 4.4. Let G(x) be a smooth function on M . Let ϕ be the smooth solution to:

f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ]) = eG+c,

for some constant c ∈ R. Then

(1) c can be estimated from above in terms of the structural condition on f , the
background manifold and metric (M,ω0), and an upper bound on ||eG||L2n(ω0).

(2) c can be estimated from below in terms of the function f , the background metric
ω0, and a lower bound on

∫

M
eGωn0 .
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Proof. First we prove the upper bound. Let x0 be the minimum point of ϕ on x0. Then
we can find r0 > 0 small enough, and a coordinate system on B2r0(x0), such that x0
corresponds to z = 0, and that

gij̄ ≥ c0(|z|2)ij = c0δij on B2r0(x0) and under this coordinate.

We wish to apply the Alexandrov maximum principle to ϕ+c0|z|2 on Br0(x0) as follows:

inf
Br0 (x0)

(

c0|z|2 + ϕ
)

≥ inf
∂Br0 (x0)

(

c0|z|2 + ϕ
)

− Cnr0

(
∫

Br0 (x0)∩C+
detD2

(

c0|z|2 + ϕ
)

)
1
2n

.

In the above, C+ is the subset of B2r0(x0) such that D2(c0|z|2 + ϕ) ≥ 0.
We can estimate further from the above. On the set C+:

detD2
(

c0|z|2 + ϕ) ≤ 22n
(

det(c0|z|2 + ϕ)ij̄
)2 ≤ 22n

(

det(gij̄ + ϕij̄)
)2

≤ C
(

f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ])
)2n

= Ce2nG+2nc.

In the second inequality above, we used that gij̄ ≥ (c0|z|2)ij̄ on B2r0(x0). In the third
inequality above, we used the determinant domination condition (item (4) of Assumption
1.1).

On the other hand, since x0 is the global minimum point of ϕ, we get

inf
Br0 (x0)

(c0|z|2 + ϕ)− inf
∂Br0(x0)

(c0|z|2 + ϕ) ≤ −c0r20.

Therefore we get that:

−c0r20 ≥ −Cnr0
(
∫

Br0(x0)

Ce2nG+2nc

)
1
2n

.

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

(4.3) eG+c = f(λ[χ+ ddcϕ]) ≤ f(λ[χ]) +
∂F

hij̄
(χ)ϕij̄ .

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

∂F

∂hij̄
(χ)ϕij̄

ωn0
n!

= det gij̄ det(
∂F

∂hij̄
(χ))Ωn−1 ∧ ddcϕ.

Denote Ω̃ =
(

det gij̄ det(
∂F
∂hij̄

(χ))
)

1
n−1Ω and let v0 be the Gaudochon factor of Ω̃, namely

ddc(e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1) = 0. Hence from (4.3), we see that:
∫

M

eG+(n−1)v0ec
ωn0
n!

≤
∫

M

e(n−1)v0f(λ[χ])
ωn0
n!

+

∫

M

e(n−1)v0 Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!
∧ ddcϕ

=

∫

M

e(n−1)v0f(λ[χ])
ωn0
n!
.

This gives an upper bound of c with the said dependence. �

Now let 0 < δ < 1, let χj : R → R>0 be a sequence of smooth functions such that
χj ≥ max(0, x), χj → max(0, x) as x→ ∞. Let s > 0, κ > 1 to be determined, we put:

(4.4) Aδ,s,κ,j =

(
∫

M

χj
(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)κ
enκG0ωn0

)
1
κ

.
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Here G0 is the right hand side appearing in Proposition 4.1. Let ψδ,s,j,κ be the solution
to the following problem:

(4.5)
(

ω0 +
√
−1∂∂̄ψδ,s,j,κ

)n
=
χj

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

Aδ,s,j,κ
enG0+bδ,s,j,κ , sup

M

ψδ,s,j,κ = 0.

Note that the function on the right hand side
χj

(

(1−δ)v−ϕ−s
)

Aδ,s,j,κ
enG0 is uniformly bounded

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

bδ,s,j,κ ≥ −C,
We can also get the same result from Lemma 4.4 if κ ≥ 2. Here C depends only
on the background manifold and metric. We have the following Moser-Trudinger type
inequality:

Lemma 4.5. There exists c1 > 0 small enough, C2 > 0 large enough, both depend only
on the structural constant of f , the background metric ω0 and the choice of κ > 1, such
that on the set {(1− δ)v − ϕ− s > 0}, one has

(4.6) c1A
− 1

n

δ,s,j,κ

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

n+1
n ≤ −ψδ,s,j,κ + C2Aδ,s,j,κδ

−(n+1).

Proof. We define, with ε0 > 0, Λ > 0 to be determined:

Φ = ε0
(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

− (−ψδ,s,j,κ + Λ)
n

n+1 .

In the following, we will simply denote ψδ,s,j,κ by ψ for simplicity. The linearized operator

is given by L = ∂F
∂hjk̄

(χ+ ddcϕ)∂jk̄ and we may compute:

∂jk̄Φ = ε0
(

(1− δ)vjk̄ − ϕjk̄
)

+
n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1ψjk̄ +

n

(n+ 1)2
(−ψ + Λ)−

n+2
n+2ψjψk̄

≥ ε0
(

(1 − δ)vjk̄ − ϕjk̄
)

+
n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1ψjk̄.

Therefore:

LΦ ≥ ε0(1− δ)Lv − ε0Lϕ+
n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1Lψ.

≥ ε0(1− δ)
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(χjk̄ + vjk̄)− ε0

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(χjk̄ + ϕjk̄)

+
n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(gjk̄ + ψjk̄) + ε0δ

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)χjk̄

− n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)gjk̄.

(4.7)

Now we use that χ ∈ Γω0 , so that there exists c∗ > 0, such that one can write χ = c∗ω0+χ̃
with λ(χ̃) ∈ Γ. With this observation, we see that:

ε0δ
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)χjk̄ −

n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)gjk̄

≥ ε0δ
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)χ̃jk̄ +

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(ε0δc∗ −

n

n+ 1
Λ− 1

n+1
)

gjk̄.

(4.8)
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Using the lemma below, we may conclude that:

(4.9)
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(χjk̄ + vjk̄) ≥ 0,

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)χ̃jk̄ ≥ 0.

Combining (4.7)-(4.9), we see that:

LΦ ≥ −ε0
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(χjk̄ + ϕjk̄) +

n

n+ 1
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(gjk̄ + ψjk̄)

+ (ε0δc∗ −
n

n+ 1
Λ− 1

n+1 )
∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)gjk̄.

(4.10)

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

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(χ + ddcϕ)jk̄ =

∑

i

∂f

∂λi
λi = f.

Also we note that:

∂F

∂hjk̄
(χ+ ddcϕ)(gjk̄ + ψjk̄) ≥ n

(

det
∂F

∂hij̄
· det(gij̄ + ψij̄)

)
1
n

≥ c1A
− 1

n

δ,s,j,κ

(

(1− δ) − ϕ− s
)

1
n

+
F (χ+ ddcϕ)e

bδ,s,j,κ
n .

In the above, we noted that:

det(gij̄ + ψij̄) =
χj((1− δ)v − ϕ− s)

Aδ,s,j,κ
enG0+bδ,s,j,κ ≥

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

+

Aδ,s,j,κ
enG0+bδ,s,j,κ .

To proceed further, assume that Φ achieves positive maximum at p ∈ M . We obtain
the following when evaluated at p:

Therefore, when evaluated at p, we get:

0 ≥ LΦ ≥ −ε0f + c2A
− 1

n

δ,s,j,κ

(

(1− δ)− ϕ− s
)

1
n

+
(−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1 f

+ (ε0δc∗ −
n

n+ 1
Λ− 1

n+1 )
∂F

∂hjk̄
gjk̄.

(4.11)

In the above, c2 depends only on the structural constants of f and also the background
metric. Here we used that bδ,s,j,κ has a universal lower bound (except depending on the
choice of κ > 1). Now we can choose the parameters ε0, Λ so that:

1

2
ε0δ =

n

n+ 1
Λ− 1

n+1 , −2ε0 + c2A
− 1

n

δ,s,j,κε
− 1

n
0 = 0.

With this choice, we get a contradiction from (4.11). Indeed, since Φ(p) > 0, we see that
at p, one has

((1− δ)v − ϕ− s)
1
n (−ψ + Λ)−

1
n+1 > ε

− 1
n

0 .

With the above made choice of ε0, Λ, one can see that the right hand side of (4.11) is
> 0, which is a contradiction. �

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 λ(gik̄Ajk̄), λ(g
ik̄Bjk̄) ∈ Γ.

Define F (h) = f
(

λ(gik̄hjk̄)
)

. Then we have:

∂F

∂hjk̄
(A)Bjk̄ ≥ 0.

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

∂F

∂hjk̄
(A) =

∂f

∂λj
(λ(A))δjk.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · λn, so that ∂f
∂λ1

≥
∂f
∂λ2

· · · ∂f
∂λn

. Therefore, from above we see that

∂F

∂hjk̄
(A)Bjk̄ =

∂f

∂λj
(λ(A))Bjj̄ ≥

∂f

∂λj
(λ(A))µj .

In the above, µj are the eigenvalues of B, also listed in the increasing order. The
inequality above used the Horn-Shur lemma, which says that the vector (B11̄, · · · , Bnn̄)
is contained in the convex hull of (µσ(1), · · · , µσ(n)), where σ is a permutation of the

indices. Moreover, since ∂f
∂λj

is in the decreasing order, ∂f
∂λj

µj will be minimized if µj
is in the increasing order, hence the inequality above. Now it only remains to show
∂f
∂λj

(λ(A))µj ≥ 0. Indeed, we just need to note that ∂f
∂λj

(λ(A))µj =
d
dt
|t=0f(λ(A) + tµ).

Note that t 7→ f(λ(A) + tµ) is concave, and is bounded from below on [0,∞), hence
d
dt
|t=0f(λ(A) + tµ) ≥ 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 gij̄ = δij . Indeed, we may assume

that there is an invertible n× n matrix, such that g = PP T (that is, gij̄ = PirPjr). On
the other hand,

(gik̄Ajk̄)
i
j =

(

(g−1)kiAjk̄
)i

j
= (A · g−1)ij = (A · (P T )−1 · P−1)ij

Therefore, if we define Ã = P−1A(P T )−1, then one has λ((gik̄Ajk̄)
i
j) = λ(Ã). Likewise,

we define B̃ = P−1B(P T )−1, then one gets λ(Ã), λ(B̃) ∈ Γ. Also we define F̃ (h) =
f
(

λ(h)
)

, where h is a Hermitian matrix and λ(h) means the usual eigenvalue of h, then

we have F (h) = F̃
(

P−1h(P T )−1
)

. From this we may calculate:

∂F

∂hjk̄
(A)Bjk̄ =

∂F̃

∂hpq̄
(Ã)

∂(P−1h(P T )−1)pq̄
∂hjk̄

PjaB̃ab̄(P
T )ak

=
∂F̃

∂hpq̄
(Ã)(P−1)pj(P−1)qkPjāB̃ab̄(P

T )ak =
∂F̃

∂hab̄
(Ã)B̃ab̄.

Therefore, we see that, as long as we can verify the lemma with Ã, B̃, F̃ (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 (UhUT ), for any unitary matrix U . Therefore one has

∂F

∂hij̄
(h) =

∂F

∂hpq̄
(UhUT )UpiUqj.
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Now we choose h = A, and choose U to be the unitary matrix such that UAUT is
diagonal. Then one gets:

∂F

∂hij̄
(A)Bij̄ =

∂F

∂hpq̄
(UAUT )UpiUqjBij̄ .

All we need to do is to consider B̃ = UBUT in place of B, and they have the same
eigenvalues. �

As a consequence of Lemma 4.5, we see that:

Corollary 4.7. Denote

(4.12) Aδ,s,κ =

(
∫

M

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)κ

+
eκnG0ωn0

)
1
κ

.

There exists β0 > 0, C > 0 which depends only on the background manifold and metric,
as well as the choice of κ > 1, such that

∫

M

exp
(

β0A
− 1

n

δ,s,κ

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

n+1
n

+

)

ωn0 ≤ exp
(

CAδ,s,κδ
−(n+1)

)

.

Proof. Using the following lemma, we see that there exists α0 > 0, C > 0 such that for
any ψ ∈ PHS(M,ω0) with supM ψ = 0, one has:

∫

M

e−α0ψωn0 ≤ C.

Now one multiplies both sides of (4.6) with α0, raise to the exponential, and integrate
on M , we get that

∫

M

exp
(

β0A
− 1

n

δ,s,j,κ

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

n+1
n

+

)

ωn0 ≤ exp
(

CAδ,s,j,κδ
−(n+1)

)

.

Note that from the definition of Aδ,s,j,κ, we see that Aδ,s,j,κ → Aδ,s,κ in (4.4) as j →
∞. �

In the above, we used the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let (M,ω0) be a compact Hermitian manifold. Then there exists α0 >
0, C > 0, such that for any ψ ∈ PSH(M,ω0) with supM ψ = 0, one has that

∫

M

e−α0ψωn0 ≤ C.

Using the above estimate, we can get the pointwise upper bound of (1− δ)v − ϕ− s.
For this we have:

Lemma 4.9. Assume that δ > 0, s0 > 0 are chosen so that Aδ,s0,κ ≤ δn+1. Assume that

enG0 ∈ Lp0(M,ωn0 ) for some p0 > 1. Define Ωδ,s = {x ∈ M : (1 − δ)v − ϕ − s > 0} and

put u(s) =
∫

Ωδ,s
enG0ωn0 . Then for any 0 < δ∗ <

1
n
, we may choose κ > 1 sufficiently

close to 1, such that there exists C∗ > 0, depending on δ∗, ||enG0 ||Lp0 , the background
metric and the choice of κ, such that

tu(s+ t) ≤ C∗u(s)
1+δ∗ ,

for any s ≥ s0, t > 0. The above choice of κ depends only on δ∗, n, p0.
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Proof. Let s ≥ s0, so that Aδ,s,κ ≤ Aδ,s0,κ ≤ δn+1. We then obtain from Corollary 4.7
that for any positive integer q, one has that:

(4.13)

∫

M

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)

n+1
n
q

+
ωn0 ≤ C(q)A

q
n

δ,s.

Therefore,

Aδ,s,κ = ||((1 − δ)v − ϕ− s)enG0 ||Lκ(Ωδ,s)

≤ ||((1 − δ)v − ϕ− s)||
L

n+1
n q(Ωδ,s)

||enG0 ||Lq′ (Ωδ,s)

≤ C(q)A
1

n+1

δ,s,κ||enG0 ||Lq′ (Ωδ,s)
≤ C(q)A

1
n+1

δ,s,κ||enG0 ||λL1(Ωδ,s)
||enG0 ||1−λLp0 .

(4.14)

In the second line above, the q will be chosen sufficiently large and q′ is such that
1
κ
= n

n+1
1
q
+ 1

q′
. By choose κ > 1 sufficiently close to 1 and q sufficiently large, we may

make q′ > 1 arbitrarily close to 1. This just follows from Hölder’s inequality.
In the first inequality of the third line, we used (4.13). In the second inequality of the

third line, 0 < λ < 1 satisfies: 1
q′

= λ+ 1−λ
p0

. By making q′ > 1 sufficiently close to 1, we

may make λ as close to 1 as we want.
Hence we see from (4.14) that, for any ε > 0:

Aδ,s,κ ≤ Cε||enG0 ||
n+1
n

−ε
L1(Ωδ,s)

.

Here Cε above depends on ||enG0 ||Lp0 as well.
On the other hand, since (1− δ)v − ϕ− s > t on Ωs+t, one has:

Aδ,s,κ ≥ t||enG0 ||Lκ(Ωδ,s+t) ≥ tc1||enG0 ||L1(Ωδ,s+t).

Hence the result follows. �

We need to use the following Lemma of De Giorgi:

Lemma 4.10. Let φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be an decreasing and continuous function, such
that there exists µ > 0, B0 > 0, s0 ≥ 0, such that for any r > 0, s ≥ s0, one has:

rφ(s+ r) ≤ B0φ(s)
1+µ.

Then φ(s) ≡ 0 for s ≥ s0 +
2B0φ(s0)µ

1−2−µ .

Proof. We can choose a sequence {sk}k≥1 by induction:

sk+1 − sk = 2B0φ(sk)
µ.

Then we choose s = sk, r = sk+1 − sk, we see that

φ(sk+1) ≤
B0φ(sk)

1+µ

sk+1 − sk
≤ 1

2
φ(sk).

That is, φ(sk) ≤ 2−kφ(s0), hence:

sk+1 − sk ≤ 2B0φ(s0)
µ2−kµ.

Therefore,
∞
∑

k=0

(sk+1 − sk) ≤
∞
∑

k=0

2B0φ(s0)
µ2−kµ =

2B0φ(s0)
µ

1− 2−µ
.
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This implies that sk is increasing and bounded from above. Hence we see that sk → s∞
and we see that φ ≡ 0 for s ≥ s∞, and s∞ ≤ s0 +

2B0φ(s0)µ

1−2−µ . �

Combining Lemma 4.9 and 4.10, we see that

Lemma 4.11. Let 0 < δ < 1, s0 > 0 be chosen so that Aδ,s0,κ ≤ δn+1. Then for any

0 < ν < 1
n
(1 − 1

p0
), we may choose κ > 1 sufficiently close to 1, such that there exists

C > 0, depending only on ν, ||enG0 ||Lp0 , the background metric and the choice of κ such
that

sup
M

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ
)

≤ s0 + Cvol
(

Ωδ,s0
)ν
.

Proof. Combining Lemma 4.9 and 4.10, and keep in mind that u(s) =
∫

Ωδ,s
enG0ωn0 , we

get: for any 0 < δ∗ <
1
n
:

(4.15) sup
M

((1− δ)v − ϕ) ≤ s0 + C∗
(

∫

Ωδ,s0

enG0ωn0
)δ∗ .

Here C depends only on the choice of δ∗, ||enG0 ||Lp0 , the background metric and the
choice of κ > 1. We then apply Hölder’s inequality to see that:

∫

Ωδ,s0

enG0ωn0 ≤ ||enG0 ||Lp0vol(Ωδ,s0)
1− 1

p0 .

Plug this to (4.15) gives us the result. �

With a little more work, we wish to get rid of the δ in the above estimate:

Lemma 4.12. Assume that 0 < δ < 1, and s0 > 0 are chosen so that:

(1) s0 ≥ 2δ||v||L∞ ,
(2) Aδ,s0,κ ≤ δn+1.

Then for any 0 < ν < 1
n
(1 − 1

p0
), there exists C > 0, depending only on ν, ||enG0 ||Lp0 ,

and the background metric, such that

sup
M

(v − ϕ) ≤ 3s0
2

+ Cs−ν0 ||(v − ϕ)+||νL1(ωn
0 )
.

Proof. Let s0 > 0, 0 < δ < 1 be as stated in the lemma. Then we have

vol(Ωδ,s0) ≤
1

s0

∫

Ωδ,s0

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ
)

+
ωn0 ≤ 1

s0

(

||(v − ϕ)+||L1 + δ||v||L∞vol(Ωδ,s0)
)

.

Since s0 ≥ 2δ||v||L∞ , one gets that:

vol(Ωδ,s0) ≤
2

s0
||(v − ϕ)+||L1 .

Therefore, using Lemma 4.11, we get:

sup
M

(v−ϕ) ≤ sup
M

((1−δ)v−ϕ)+δ||v||L∞ ≤ 3s0
2

+Cvol(Ωδ,s0)
ν ≤ 3s0

2
+C2νs−ν0 ||(v−ϕ)+||νL1 .

So the result follows. �

For 0 < δ < 1, we define s0(δ) to be the minimum of s0 that satisfies s0 ≥ 2δ||v||L∞

and Aδ,s0,κ ≥ δn+1.
At this point, it only remains to estimate s0(δ), and we have:
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Lemma 4.13. For any 0 < δ < 1, we define s0(δ) to be the smallest s0 such that
s0 ≥ 2δ||v||L∞ and Aδ,s0,κ ≤ δn+1. Then for any µ > np0

p0−1 , there exists Cµ, depending

only on µ, ||enG0 ||Lp0 , the background metric and the choice of κ, such that

s0(δ) ≤ max
(

2δ||v||L∞ , Cµδ
−µ||(v − ϕ)+||L1

)

.

Proof. Note that from (4.12), Aδ,s,κ depends continuously on s. Therefore, with s0 =
s0(δ), one must have either s0 = 2δ||v||L∞ or Aδ,s0,κ = δn+1. If the first possibility
happens, then we are done. Now we look at what happens when Aδ,s0 = δn+1. For this,
let β > κ, we can then calculate:

Aδ,s0,κ =
(

∫

Ωδ,s0

(

(1− δ)v − ϕ− s
)κ

+
eκnG0ωn0

)
1
κ ≤ ||((1 − δ)− ϕ− s)+||

L
κβ
β−κ (ωn

0 )
||enG0 ||Lβ(Ωδ,s0

)

≤ C(β)A
1

n+1

δ,s0,κ
· ||enG0 ||Lp0vol(Ωδ,s0)

1
β
− 1

p0 ≤ C(β)A
1

n+1

δ,s0,κ
· ||enG0 ||Lp0 (2s−1

0 )
1
β
− 1

p0 ||(v − ϕ)+||
1
β
− 1

p0

L1 .

Using that Aδ,s0 = δn+1, we get that:

s0 ≤ C ′(β)δ
− np0β

p0−β ||(v − ϕ)+||L1 .

By choosing β > 1 as close to 1 as we want, we may make np0β
p0−β sufficiently close to

np0
p0−1 . �

From this, the Proposition 4.1 immediately follows:

Proof. (Of Proposition 4.1) Assume that ||(v−ϕ)+||L1 < 1 for the moment, then for any
µ > np0

p0−1 , we wish to take:

δ = ||(v − ϕ)+||
1

µ+1

L1 .

With this choice, we see from Lamma 4.13 that:

s0(δ) ≤ C||(v − ϕ)+||
1

µ+1

L1 .

Here C depends on µ, ||v||L∞ , ||enG0 ||Lp0 , the background metric and the choice of κ.

That is, if we take s0 = C||(v−ϕ)+||
1

µ+1

L1 , it will satisfy s0 ≥ 2δ||v||L∞ and As0,δ ≤ δn+1.
Hence, we may use Lemma 4.12 to conclude that

sup
M

(v − ϕ) ≤ C
(

||(v − ϕ)+||
1

µ+1

L1 + ||(v − ϕ)+||
νµ
µ+1

L1

)

≤ C ′||(v − ϕ)+||aL1 .

If you calculate the exponents more carefully, you will find that one can take any a <
p0−1

np0+p0−1 . If ||(v − ϕ)+||L1 ≥ 1, then the situation is trivial. Indeed, we have estimate

for ||ϕ||L∞ from Guo-Phong’s L∞ estimate for Hermitian case [17]. �

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 ⊂ R
d be an open set, and x0 ∈ U . Let ϕ be a function defined

on U . We say that ϕ is twice differentiable at x0, if there exists a quadratic polynomial
Pϕ,x0(x), such that

lim
r→0

r−2 sup
x∈Br(x0)

|ϕ(x) − Pϕ,x0(x)| = 0.

In this case, we call Pϕ,x0(x) to be the touching polynomial of ϕ at x0.

If ϕ 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 × R → R be a continuous function.

(1) Let ϕ ∈ C(M) be a viscosity subsolution to F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ). Assume that
ϕ is second order differentiable at x0, then the following holds in the classical
sense:

F (χ+ ddcPϕ,x0)(x0) ≥ eG(x0,ϕ(x0)),

(2) Let ψ ∈ C(M) be a viscosity supersolution to F (χ + ddcψ) = eG(x,ψ). Assume
that ψ is second order differentiable at x0, then one has

F (χ+ ddcPψ,x0)(x0) ≤ eG(x0,ψ(x0)),

Proof. First we prove (1). Since Pϕ,x0 is the quadratic Taylor polynomial of ϕ at x0, we
see that for any ε > 0, Pϕ,x0(x)+ ε|x−x0|2 would touch ϕ from above at x0. By writing
|x − x0|2, we have chosen some holomorphic coordinate chart near x0. Also we may
assume that δij ≤ Cgij̄ on this chart, for some c > 0. Since ϕ is a viscosity subsolution,
we see that:

f
(

λ[χ+ ddcPϕ,x0(x0) + Cεω0]
)

≥ f
(

λ[χ+ ddc(Pϕ,x0 + ε|x− x0|2)]
)

≥ eG(x0,ϕ(x0)).

Let ε → 0, we see that λ[χ + ddcPϕ,x0 + Cεω0] → λ[χ + ddcPϕ,x0 ](x0). Since f is a
coutinuous function, we see that

f
(

λ[χ+ ddcPϕ,x0 ]
)

(x0) ≥ eG(x0,ϕ(x0)).

The proof of (2) is similar. Indeed, we know that for any ε > 0, Pψ,x0 − ε|x − x0|2
would touch ψ from below. If it happens that λ[χ + ddcPψ,x0 ] /∈ Int(Γ), then f(λ[χ +
ddcPψ,x0 ]) = 0 by default, and the inequality is trivial. If λ[χ+ ddcPψ,x0 ] ∈ Int(Γ), then
λ[χ+ ddcPψ,x0 −Cεω0] ∈ Int(Γ) for small enough ε. Then the argument is the same as
(1), by sending ε→ 0 and using the continuity of f . �

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 ϕ ∈ C(M) is a viscosity solution to F (χ+ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ).
We define the sup convolution of ϕ as follows:

(5.1) ϕε(z) = sup
ξ∈TzM

(

ϕ(expz(ξ)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ|2z

)

,
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where expz(ξ) is the exponential map at z, defined using the metric ω0, and |ξ|z denotes
the length of the tangent vector ξ, again using the metric ω0. Similarly we define the inf
convolution of ϕ:

(5.2) ϕε(z) = inf
ξ∈TzM

(

ϕ(expz(ξ))− ε+
1

ε
|ξ|2z

)

.

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

Denote ρϕ(r), 0 < r < 1 to be the modulus of continuity of ϕ. That is, ρϕ(r) =
max{|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| : dg(x, y) ≤ r, x, y ∈M}.

Proposition 5.3. Let ϕ be a viscosity solution to F (χ + ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ) with G(x, ϕ)
continuous. Then there exist continuous functions ρ(ε) : (0, 1) → R>0 with ρ(0+) = 0,
and ρ1(ε, a1), ρ2(ε, a2) : (0, 1)

2 → R>0 with ρi(0+, 0+) = 0, i = 1, 2, such that for any
0 < ε < 1, 0 < ai < 1, i = 1, 2:

(1) ϕε

1+a1
is Γ-subharmonic with respect to χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
in the viscosity sense, and

F (χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
+ ddc ϕε

1+a1
) ≥ e

G(x, ϕε

1+a1
) − ρ1(ε, a1) in the viscosity sense.

(2) ϕε

1−a2 satisfies F (χ−ρ(ε)ω0

1−a2 +ddc ϕε

1−a2 ) ≤ e
G(x, ϕε

1−a2
)
+ρ2(ε, a2) in the viscosity sense.

Here the functions ρ, ρi, i = 1, 2 are determined by ρϕ, ||ϕ||L∞ , the form χ and the
background metric.

For the proof of Proposition 5.3, we need to understand how the touching of ϕε or ϕε
from above or below translates to the touching of ϕ.

Lemma 5.4. (1) Let ϕ ∈ C(M) and we define ϕε according to (5.1). Let x0 ∈ M
and P is a C2 function defined in a neighborhood x0 that touches ϕε from above
at x0. Assume that

ϕε(x0) = ϕ
(

expx0(ξ0)
)

+ ε− 1

ε
|ξ|2x0 , for some ξ0 ∈ Tx0M.

Let ξ(z) ∈ TzM be a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of x0 with
ξ(x0) = ξ0. Put φ(z) = expz(ξ(z)), then z 7→ P − ε+ 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z touches ϕ ◦φ from

above at x0.
(2) Let ϕ ∈ C(M) and we define ϕε according to (5.2). Let x0 ∈ M and P is a C2

function defined in a neighgorhood x0 that touches ϕε from below at x0. Assume
that:

ϕε(x0) = ϕ
(

expx0(ξ̃0)
)

− ε+
1

ε
|ξ̃|2x0 , for some ξ̃0 ∈ Tx0M.

Let ξ̃(z) ∈ TzM be a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of x0 with

ξ̃(x0) = ξ̃0. Put φ̃(z) = expz(ξ̃(z)), then z 7→ P + ε− 1
ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z touches ϕ ◦φ from

below at x0.
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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) ≥ ϕε(z) in a neighorhood of x0. Therefore

P (z) ≥ sup
ξ∈TzM

(

ϕ(expz(ξ)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ|2z

)

≥ ϕ(expz(ξ(z)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z

= ϕ ◦ φ(z) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z .

Also we know that equality is achieved when z = x0. This follows from that ξ(x0) = ξ0,
and ξ0 achieves the sup by assumption. �

Next we wish to choose an appropriate φ(z), and obtain ξ(z) by inverting expz. Denote
w0 = expz(ξ0), we hope to define φ(z) in a neighhorhood of x0 such that:

∑

i,j

gij̄(w0)
∂φi
∂za

∂φ̄j
∂z̄b

= gab̄(x0), φ is holomorphic, detDzφ(x0) 6= 0.

Next we explain why this choice is possible. We first wish to estimate the smallness of
ξ. For this we have

Lemma 5.5. (1) Let ϕ ∈ C(M) and let ϕε be as defined by (5.1). Let x0 ∈ M and
ξ0 ∈ Tx0M . Assume that ξ0 achieves the sup in the definition of ϕε at x0, then

|ξ0|x0 ≤ ε
1
2
(

ρϕ(Cε
1
2 )
)

1
2 .

(2) Let ϕε be as defined by (5.2) and ξ̃0 ∈ Tx0M achieves the inf in the definition of
ϕε at x0, then

|ξ̃0|x0 ≤ ε
1
2
(

ρϕ(Cε
1
2 )
)

1
2 .

Here the constant C appearing above depends only on ||ϕ||L∞ 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:

(5.3) ϕε(x0) = ϕ(expx0(ξ0)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ0|2x0 ≥ ϕ(x0) + ε.

In the ≥ above, we have take ξ = 0. Therefore, we get:

|ξ0|x0 ≤ ε
1
2 (2||ϕ||L∞ )

1
2 .

Denote C = (2||ϕ||L∞)
1
2 , we go back to (5.3) and obtain that

|ξ0|2x0 ≤ ε
(

ϕ(expx0(ξ0))− ϕ(x0)
)

≤ ερϕ
(

dg(expx0(ξ0), x0)
)

≤ ερϕ(|ξ0|x0) ≤ ερϕ(Cε
1
2 ).

Hence our result follows. �

From Lemma 5.5, we see that, as ε→ 0, we would have ξ0, ξ̃0 → x0.
Another observation that follows from Lemma 5.5 is that both ϕε and ϕε approximate

ϕ uniformly.

Lemma 5.6. ϕε and ϕε approximate ϕ uniformly as ε → 0. More precisely, for any
x0 ∈M :

ϕ(x0) + ε ≤ ϕε(x0) ≤ ϕ(x0) + ε+ ρϕ(Cε
1
2 ),

ϕ(x0)− ε− ρϕ(Cε
1
2 ) ≤ ϕε(x0) ≤ ϕ(x0)− ε.
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Here C is the same constant as in Lemma 5.5.

Proof. By taking ξ = 0, we see that ϕε(x0) ≥ ϕ(x0) + ε, ϕε(x0) ≤ ϕ(x0)− ε.
For the other inequality, we note that:

ϕε(x0) = ϕ(expx0(ξ0)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ0|2x0 ≤ ϕ(expx0(ξ0)) + ε

≤ ϕ(x0) + ρϕ
(

dg(x0, expx0(ξ0))
)

+ ε ≤ ϕ(x0) + ρϕ(Cε
1
2 ) + ε.

�

Now we choose a coordinate chart near x0 such that x0 is represented by the origin,
and that:

gab̄(x0) = δab.

Let N be an invertible n× n matrix, such that

(5.4)
∑

i,j

NiaN̄jbgij̄(w0) = δab = gab̄(x0), w0 = expx0(ξ0).

Moreover, we may assume that:

(5.5) |N − I| ≤ Cn|gij̄(w0)− δij | ≤ CnCdg(w0, x0) ≤ CnC|ξ0|x0 .

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

(5.6) φ(z) = expx0(ξ0) +N · z.

Next, we need to show the existence of a local vector field such that expz(ξ(z)) = φ(z).

Lemma 5.7. (1) There exists a smooth vector field ξ(z) ∈ TzM , defined in a neigh-
borhood of x0, such that

expz(ξ(z)) = φ(z).

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

|Dzξ|(x0) ≤ C|ξ0|x0 , |D2
zξ|(x0) ≤ C|ξ0|x0 , |D2

z(|ξ(z)|2z)| ≤ C|ξ0|2x0 .

We postpone the proof of this lemma for the moment and explain first how to use
this lemma to finish the proof of Proposition 5.3. We still need one more lemma, which
justifies our choice of the map φ.

Lemma 5.8. Let φ be define by (5.5) in a neighborhood of x0 with N given by (5.4).
Denote w0 = expx0(ξ0), then for any function Q defined in a neighborhood of x0, one
has:

∑

k

gik̄(Q ◦ φ−1
)

jk̄
(w0) =

∑

a,b,p,q

Niqg
qb̄Qab̄(x0)(N

−1)aj .

Proof. This is really a straightforward calculation. Indeed,
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∑

k

gik̄(w0)
(

Q ◦ φ−1
)

jk̄
(w0) =

∑

a,b

∑

k

gik̄(w0)Qab̄(x0)
∂(φ−1)a
∂zj

∂(φ−1)b̄
∂z̄k

=
∑

a,b

∑

k

gik̄(w0)(N
−1)aj(N−1)bkQab̄(x0)

=
∑

a,b

∑

k

∑

p,q

N̄kpg
qp̄(x0)Niq(N

−1)aj(N−1)bkQab̄)(x0)

=
∑

a,b,p,q

Niqg
qb̄(x0)Qab̄)(x0)(N

−1)aj .

(5.7)

Some explanations are in order. In the first equality, we noted that φ(z) as given by
(5.5) is holomorphic. In the third equality, we used (5.4). In the last equality, we noted

that
∑

k N̄kp(N−1)bk = δpb. �

Another thing we observe is that:

Lemma 5.9. Denote w0 = expx0(ξ0), then for any i, j, we have

|gik̄χjk̄(w0)−Niqg
qb̄χab̄(x0)(N

−1)aj | ≤ C|ξ0|x0 .
In the above, C depends only on the background metric and the form χ.

Proof. To see this, we simply write this as a telescoping sum:
(

gik̄χjk̄(w0)− gik̄χjk̄(x0)
)

+
(

δiqg
qb̄χab̄(x0)δaj −Niqg

qb̄χab̄(x0)(N
−1)aj

)

.

The first bracket above is clearly bounded by Cdg(w0, x0) ≤ C ′|ξ0|x0 . For the second
bracket, we need to use (5.5) to see that it is also bounded by C|ξ0|x0 . �

Proof. (Of Proposition 5.3) First we prove (1). Let P be a C2 function that touches
ϕε

1+a1
from above at x0, which is the same as saying (1 + a1)P touches ϕε from above at

x0. We need to show that:

λ
(χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP

)

∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP ](x0)

)

≥ eG(x0,P (x0)) − ρ1(ε, a1).

(5.8)

The choice of ρ(ε), ρ1(ε, a1) will be made clear later on. First we can see from Lemma
5.4, part (1) that the function (1 + a1)P − ε+ 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z touches ϕ ◦ φ from above. Note

that φ(x0) = expx0(ξ0) and that detDzφ(x0) 6= 0, we see that φ defines an invertible
map between a neighborhood of x0 and a neighborhood of expx0(ξ0).

Therefore, we see that
(

(1 + a1)P − ε + 1
ε
|ξ(z)|2

)

◦ φ−1(w) touches ϕ from above at
φ(x0) = expx0(ξ0). Therefore, using that ϕ is a viscosity solution, we see that: with
w0 = expx0(ξ0),

λ[χ+ ddc((1 + a1)P − ε+
1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z) ◦ φ−1](w0) ∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[χ+ ddc((1 + a1)P − ε+
1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z) ◦ φ−1](w0)

)

≥ eG(w0,((1+a1)P−ε+ 1
ε
|ξ(z)|2z)◦φ−1(w0)).

(5.9)
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We wish to show that (5.9) implies (5.8). For this, we may calculate, for fixed i, j:

gik̄
(

χjk̄ +
(

((1 + a1)P − ε+
1

ε
|ξ|2z) ◦ φ−1

)

jk̄

)

(w0)

= gik̄χjk̄(w0) +Niqg
qb̄((1 + a1)P − ε+

1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)ab̄(x0)(N−1)aj

≤ Niqg
qb̄(χab̄(x0) + C|ξ0|x0gab̄(x0))(N−1)aj

+Niqg
qb̄((1 + a1)P − ε+

1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)ab̄(x0)(N−1)aj

(5.10)

In the equality above, we used Lemma 5.8 with Q = (1 + a1)P − ε + 1
ε
|ξ(z)|2z . The

inequality above follows from Lemma 5.9. Then we see from (5.10) that:
(5.11)

λ[χ+ddc((1+a1)P −ε+ 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)◦φ−1] ≤ λ

(

χ+C|ξ0|x0ω0+dd
c((1+a1)P +

1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)

)

.

The meaning of the above inequality is that the difference belongs to Γn. Moreover, we
may use Lemma 5.5 and 5.7 to see that:

χ+ C|ξ0|x0ω0 + ddc((1 + a1)P +
1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)

≤ χ+ C ′(ρ
1
2
ϕ(C

′′ε
1
2 ) + ρϕ(C

′′ε
1
2 ))ω0 + (1 + a1)dd

cP.

(5.12)

Therefore, if we now put ρ(ε) = C ′(ρ
1
2
ϕ(C ′′ε

1
2 ) + ρϕ(C

′′ε
1
2 )), we see that:

λ
(

χ+ ρ(ε)ω0 + (1 + a1)dd
cP

)

∈ Γ.

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

f
(

λ[χ+ ddc((1 + a1)P − ε+
1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z) ◦ φ−1](w0)

)

≤ f
(

λ
(

χ+ ρ(ε)ω0 + (1 + a1)dd
cP

))

= (1 + a1)f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP ]

)

.

(5.13)

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

1

1 + a1
eG(w0,((1+a1)P−ε+ 1

ε
|ξ(z)|2z)◦φ−1(w0)) =

1

1 + a1
eG(w0,((1+a1)P (x0)−ε+ 1

ε
|ξ0|2x0))

≥ eG(x0,P (x0)) − ρ1(ε, a1).

(5.14)

Here we again used Lemma 5.5 on the estimate of |ξ0|x0 . Combining (5.13) and (5.14)
gives the second statement of (5.8). So far we have proved the first part of Proposition
5.3. The second part of Proposition 5.3 is proved similarly, which we sketch briefly.

Let P be a C2 function defined in a neighborhood of x0, which touches ϕε

1−a2 from
below at x0. We need to show that:

Either λ
(χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddcP

)

(x0) /∈ Γ, or

f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddcP ](x0)

)

≤ eG(x0,P (x0) + ρ2(ε, a2).

(5.15)
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Since (1 − a2)P touches ϕε from below at x0, we see from Lemma 5.4, part (2) that
(

(1−a2)P +ε− 1
ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z

)

◦ φ̃−1(w) touches ϕ from below at φ̃(x0) = expx0(ξ̃0) (which we

denote as w̃0 from now on). Here ξ̃0, ξ̃(z), φ̃(z) is defined in the same way as ϕε, hence
satisfy the same estimates as ξ0, ξ(z), φ(z). Therefore, we may conclude, as before:

Either λ[χ+ ddc((1 − a2)P + ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z) ◦ φ̃−1](w̃0) /∈ Γ, or

f
(

λ[χ+ ddc((1 − a2)P + ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z) ◦ φ̃−1](w̃0) ≤ eG(w̃0,((1−a2)P+ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2)◦φ̃−1(w̃0)).

(5.16)

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

(5.17) λ
(

χ−ρ(ε)ω0+dd
c(1−a2)P

)

(x0) ≤ λ[χ+ddc((1−a2)P+ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z)◦ φ̃−1](w̃0).

Here you can actually make ρ(ε) to be the same as part (1). Therefore, if λ[χ−ρ(ε)ω0+

ddc(1 − a2)P ] ∈ Γ, it will imply λ[χ + ddc((1 − a2)P + ε + 1
ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z) ◦ φ̃−1](w̃0) ∈ Γ.

Moreover, in this case, we also have:

f
(

λ
(χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddcP

))

≤ 1

1− a2
f
(

λ[χ+ ((1 − a2)P + ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2z) ◦ φ̃−1]

)

(w̃0)

≤ 1

1− a2
eG(w̃0,((1−a2)P+ε− 1

ε
|ξ̃(z)|2)◦φ̃−1(w̃0))

The same calculation as in the proof of part (1) shows that one can estimate the right

hand side from above by eG(x0,P (x0)) + ρ2(ε, a2) (again we note that φ̃−1(w̃0) = x0). �

Now let us prove Lemma 5.7

Proof. (Of Lemma 5.7) The existence part of the vector field ξ(z) is a result of implicit
function theorem. Let U be an open subset of TM , such that (x0, ξ0) ∈ U and that
expz(ξ), φ(z) is inside the coordinate chart near x0. We consider the following map:

F : U → C
n, (z, ξ) 7→ expz(ξ)− φ(z).

On the right hand side above, we have identified expz(ξ) and φ(z) with points in C
n

using the coordinate chart, so that the subtraction makes sense. Moreover,

DξF|(z,ξ)(q)=(x0,ξ0) = Dξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0(q), q ∈ Tx0M.

We know that Dξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=0(q) = q, hence Dξ(expz ξ)z=x0, ξ=ξ0 would be non-
singular, since ξ0 is very close to 0 due to Lemma 5.5. Moreover, we also know that
F(x0, ξ0) = 0. Therefore, we may conclude from implicit function theorem that there
is a neighborhood V of x0, and a vector field ξ(z), z ∈ V , such that F(z, ξ(z)) = 0.
Namely φ(z) = expz(ξ(z)).

Now we derive the estimates of ξ(z). By differentiation, we see that:

N = Dzφ(z)|z=x0 = Dz(expz ξ)|z=x0,ξ=ξ0 +Dξ(expz ξ)|z=x0,ξ=ξ0Dzξ|z=x0 .
From the lemma below, we know that |Dz(expz ξ) − I|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 ≤ C|ξ0|x0 . Hence we
may use (5.5) to see that:

|N −Dz(expz(ξ))|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 | ≤ C|ξ0|x0 .



28 JINGRUI CHENG, YULUN XU

Here the C depends only on the background metric. Also we noted thatDξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0
is invertible, we see that |Dzξ|z=x0 ≤ C|ξ0|x0 . Differentiating once more, we get:

0 = Dzz(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 + 2Dzξ(expz ξ)|z=x0,ξ=ξ0Dzξ|z=x0
+Dξξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0Dzξ ∗Dzξ|z=x0 +Dξ(expz ξ)|z=x0,ξ=ξ0D2

zξ|z=x0 .
In the above, Dzξ∗Dzξ just denotes some quadratic expression of Dzξ. Using the lemma
below, we know that:

|Dzz(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 ≤ C|ξ0|x0 , |Dzξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 ≤ C, |Dξξ(expz ξ)|z=x0, ξ=ξ0 ≤ C.

From this, we see that
|D2

zξ|z=x0 ≤ C|ξ0|x0 .
Finally,

D2
z

(

|ξ(z)|2z
)

= D2
z

(

gij̄(z)ξi(z)ξ̄j(z)
)

= D2
zgij̄(z)ξi(z)ξ̄j(z) +Dzgij̄Dzξiξ̄j

+Dzgij̄ξiDz ξ̄j + gij̄
(

D2
zξiξ̄j + ξiD

2
z ξ̄j +Dzξi ∗Dz ξ̄j

)

.

Using the above estimates for Dzξ and D2
zξ, we see that |D2

zξ(z)|z=x0 ≤ C|ξ0|2x0 . �

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:

expz(ξ)m = gm(z, ξ) +
∑

j,k,l

cjklm(
1

2
z̄k +

1

6
ξ̄k)ξjξl +O

(

|ξ|2(|z|+ |ξ|)2),

where

gm(z, ξ) = zm+ξm−
∑

j,l

ajlmzjξl+
∑

j,k,l,p

ajlpakpmzjzkξl−
∑

j,k,l

bjklm(zjzkξl+zkξjξl+
1

3
ξjξkξl).

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

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

Lemma 5.11. Let ϕ ∈ C(M), and we define ϕε, ϕε according to (5.1) and (5.2). Let
x0 ∈ M and we choose local coordinates in a neighborhood of x0. Then there exists a
neighborhood U of x0, and Cε > 0, such that: z 7→ ϕε(z) + Cε|z|2 is convex on U under
the coordinates, and z 7→ ϕε(z) − Cε|z|2 is concave on U under the coordinates. In
particular, ϕε, ϕε are twice differentiable a.e.

Proof. We just prove that ϕε is semi-convex. The proof that ϕε is semi-concave follows
similar lines. We can choose U0 small enough, such that for any z, w ∈ U0, there is
a unique ξ ∈ TzM such that expz(ξ) = w. Moreover, we can assume that ξ depends
smoothly on z and w, and that |ξ|2z is also smooth in z and w. Therefore, one has, for
some neighborhood U of x0 (possibly smaller than U0):

ϕε(z) = sup
ξ∈TzM

(

ϕ(expz(ξ) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ|2z)

)

= sup
ξ∈TzM, |ξ|<r0

(

ϕ(expz(ξ)) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ|2

)

= sup
w∈U0

(

ϕ(w) + ε− 1

ε
|ξ(z, w)|2z

)

, z ∈ U.

(5.18)
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The second equality used Lemma 5.5 on the estimate of ξ that achieves the sup. In the
last inequality, we noted that for some neighborhood U of x0, the image of U0 ∋ w 7→
ξ(z, w) will cover {ξ ∈ TzM : |ξ|z < r0} for any z ∈ U . Note that in (5.18), the function
z 7→ ϕ(w) + ε − 1

ε
|ξ(z, w)|2z is smooth, and has uniform C2 bound (in z, uniform with

respect to w). Therefore, taking sup will imply that ϕε is semi-convex. �

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

Theorem 5.1. Let G(x, ϕ) be continuous, and strictly monotone increasing in ϕ. Then

there exists at most one viscosity solution to F (χ+ ddcϕ) = eG(x,ϕ).

If not, then there exist two viscosity solutions ϕ1, ϕ2, and ϕ1 6= ϕ2. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that:

(5.19) κ0 := max
M

(ϕ1 − ϕ2) > 0.

Now we consider the sup-convolution, applied to ϕ1, and the inf-convolution, applied to
ϕ2. We define:

κε,a1,a2 = max
M

( (ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1− a2

)

.

Then it is easy to see that, as ε, a1, a2 → 0+, κε,a1,a2 → κ0. Assume that the above
max is achieved at x∗. Then we have:

Proposition 5.12. Assume that ε, a1, a2 are chosen so that c∗+ρ(ε)
1+a1

< c∗−ρ(ε)
1−a2 . Assume

also that both (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are twice differentiable at x∗. Then one has:

(1) λ[χ−ρ(ε)ω0

1−a2 + ddc (ϕ2)ε
1−a2 ](x∗) ∈ Γ,

(2) F (χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
+ ddc (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
)(x∗) ≤ F (χ−ρ(ε)ω0

1−a2 + ddc (ϕ2)ε
1−a2 )(x∗).

In the above, c∗ > 0 is the constant that allows one to write χ = χ̃+ c∗ω0 with λ(χ̃) ∈ Γ.

This proposition allows us to exclude the non-unqueness of viscosity solution, as long
as (ϕ1)

ε, (ϕ2)ε are both twice differentiable at x∗.

Proof. (of Theorem 5.1, assuming (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are twice differentiable at x∗) We

choose ε, a1, a2 so that c∗+ρ(ε)
1+a1

< c∗−ρ(ε)
1−a2 . Combining Proposition 5.3 and Proposition

5.12, we see that at x∗:

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
]
)

(x∗) ≤ f(λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

])(x∗),

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
]
)

(x∗) ≥ e
G(x∗,

(ϕ1)
ε(x∗)

1+a1
) − ρ1(ε, a1),

f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

])
)

(x∗) ≤ e
G(x∗,

(ϕ2)ε(x∗)
1−a2

)
+ ρ2(ε, a2).

(5.20)

Combining the three inequalities, we see that:

(5.21) e
G(x∗,

(ϕ1)
ε(x∗)

1+a1
) − ρ1(ε, a1) ≤ e

G(x∗,
(ϕ2)ε(x∗)

1−a2
)
+ ρ2(ε, a2).

On the other hand, (ϕ1)ε(x∗)
1+a1

− (ϕ2)ε(x∗)
1−a2 = κε,a1,a2 → κ0 > 0 as ε, a1, a2 → 0. This is

clearly inconsistent with (5.21) when ε, a1, a2 are all small enough. �
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Now we prove Proposition 5.12.

Proof. (Of Proposition 5.12) Since both (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are differentiable at x∗, and

that (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 achieves maximum at x∗, we see that:

ddc
(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

− ddc
(ϕ1)

ε

1 + a1
≥ 0.

Moreover,

χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
− χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
= χ̃(

1

1− a2
− 1

1 + a1
) + (

c∗ − ρ(ε)

1− a2
− c∗ + ρ(ε)

1 + a1
)ω0.

Therefore,

(5.22)
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

≥ χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
+ c1χ̃+ η.

In the above, c1 =
1

1−a2 − 1
1+a1

> 0, λ(χ̃) ∈ Γ, η ≥ 0. Also by Proposition 5.3, part (1),

we also have λ[χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
+ddc (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
] ∈ Γ. Therefore, we see that λ[χ−ρ(ε)ω0

1−a2 +ddc (ϕ2)ε
1−a2 ] ∈ Γ.

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

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
]
)

(x∗) ≤ f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

]
)

(x∗)

+
∂F

∂hij̄
(
χ− ρ(ε)

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

)
(χij̄ + ρ(ε)gij̄

1 + a1
+

(ϕ1)
ε
ij̄

1 + a1

−
χij̄ − ρ(ε)gij̄

1− a2
− ddc

((ϕ2)ε)ij̄
1− a2

)

.

So we just need to show that:

∂F

∂hij̄
(
χ− ρ(ε)

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

)
(χij̄ + ρ(ε)gij̄

1 + a1
+

(ϕ1)
ε
ij̄

1 + a1

−
χij̄ − ρ(ε)gij̄

1− a2
−

((ϕ2)ε)ij̄
1− a2

)

≤ 0.

By Lemma 4.6, we just need to show that λ
(χ−ρ(ε)ω0

1−a2 +ddc (ϕ2)ε
1−a2 −

χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
−ddc (ϕ1)ε

1+a1

)

∈ Γ.

However, one can already see this from (5.22). �

Next we look at the general case, without assuming (ϕ1)
ε, (ϕ2)ε 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 U0 of x∗, and there exists a sequence pk ∈ C
n,

pk → 0, and a sequence δk > 0, δk → 0, such that one can find a sequence of points
xk ∈ U0, such that

(1) xk → x∗ as k → ∞,

(2) (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2− < pk, z > −δk|z|2 has local maximum at xk,

(3) Both (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are twice differentiable at xk.

Another thing we note is that:
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Lemma 5.14. Define ψε,a1,k(z) = (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− < pk, z > −δk|z|2 on U0. Then for large

enough k (ε, a1 is fixed now) ψε,a1,k solves the following equation on U0 in the viscosity
sense:

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k] ∈ Γ.

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k]

)

≥ eG(x,ψε,a1,k
) − 2ρ1(a1, ε).

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

Proof. (Of Theorem 5.1, in the general case) We just need to suitably choose ε, a1, a2,

and choose k large enough, then we evaluate at xk. Now we know that ψε,a1,k −
(ϕ2)ε
1−a2

achieves maximum at xk. Moreover, both ψε,a1,k and (ϕ2)ε are twice differentiable at
xk. Therefore, if we follow the argument of Proposition 5.12, we see that if we choose

ε, a1, a2 so that c∗+2ρ(ε)
1+a1

< c∗−ρ(ε)
1−a2 , we would be able to conclude that:

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k]

)

(xk) ≤ f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

]
)

(xk).

Therefore, we see that:

(5.23) eG(xk ,ψε,a1,k
(xk)) − 2ρ1(a1, ε) ≤ e

G(xk ,
(ϕ2)ε
1−a2

(xk)) + ρ2(a2, ε).

Now one passes to limit as k → ∞. Note that ψε,a1,k(xk) →
(ϕ1)ε

1+a1
(x∗), we see that:

e
G(x∗,

(ϕ1)
ε

1+a1
(x∗)) − 2ρ1(a1, ε) ≤ e

G(x∗,
(ϕ2)ε
1−a2

(x∗)) + ρ2(a2, ε).

On the other hand, (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
(x∗)− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 (x∗) is strictly positive and bounded away from zero
as ε, a1, a2 → 0. From the strict monotonicity of G, we see a contradiction. �

Now it only remains to establish the technicalities Lemma 5.13 and 5.14. We start
with Lemma 5.14.

Proof. (Of Lemma 5.14) Let x0 ∈ U0 and let P be a C2 function on U0 that touches

ψε,a1,k from above at x0. This would imply that P+ < pk, z > +δk|z|2 touches (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
at

x0. Therefore, we may use Proposition 5.3, part (1) to conclude that:

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc(P+ < pk, z > +δk|z|2)] ∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc(P+ < pk, z > +δk|z|2]

)

≥ eG(x0,(P+<pk,z>+δk|z|2)(x0)) − ρ1(ε, a1).

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

χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc(P+ < pk, z > +δk|z|2) ≤

χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP,

eG(x0,(P+<pk,z>+δk|z|2)(x0)) − ρ1(ε, a1) ≥ eG(x0,P (x0)) − 2ρ1(ε, a1).
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Combining, we get:

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP ] ∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcP ]

)

≥ eG(x0,P (x0)) − 2ρ1(ε, a1).

�

Now we prove Lemma 5.13.

Proof. (Of Lemma 5.13) Without loss of generality, let us assume that U0 = B1(0),
x∗ = 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 ϕ : RN → R be semi-convex and x̂ be a strict local maximum of ϕ. For p ∈ R
N ,

put ϕp(x) = ϕ(x)+ < p, x >. Then for any r > 0, δ > 0, the following set K has positive
measure:

K = {x ∈ Br(x̂) : there exists p ∈ Bδ(0) such that ϕp(x) has a local maximum at x}.

We are going to apply this lemma with ϕ = (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 − 1
k
|z|2. This function will

be semi-convex due to Lemma 5.11. Moreover, we know that (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 − 1
k
|z|2 has

strict maximum at x∗ (given by z = 0). So that the above lemma applies.
We will also choose δ = 1

k
, r = 1

k
. So that we can conclude the set of x ∈ B 1

k
(x∗)

such that (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 − 1
k
|z|2+ < p, z > has local maximum at x for some |p| ≤ 1

k

has positive measure. Since (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are both twice differentiable a.e., we can

find xk ∈ B 1
k
(x∗) belonging to the above said set, such that both (ϕ1)

ε and (ϕ2)ε are

twice differentiable at xk. If we denote the corresponding p to be pk, we see that we are
done. �

5.3. when the right hand side does not depend on ϕ. In this subsection, we will
assume that the right hand side G depends only on x. In this case, one can only hope to
solve F (χ+ddcϕ) = eG+c, for some constant c. Even though we can show that there is a
unique c ∈ 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 G1, G2 ∈ C(M) with G1 ≥ G2. Assume that there exist ci ∈
R, ϕi ∈ C(M), i = 1, 2, that solve F (χ + ddcϕi) = eGi+ci in the viscosity sense. Then
one has c1 ≤ c2.

Proof. Assume that this is false, namely c1 > c2. This would imply that eG1+c1 >
eG2+c2 + δ0 on M , for some δ0 > 0. Heuristically this would lead to a contradiction if
one evaluates at x0, where ϕ1 − ϕ2 achieves maximum. At this point, one would have
χ+ ddcϕ1 ≤ χ+ ddcϕ2, so that F (χ+ ddcϕ1) ≤ F (χ+ ddcϕ2) at x0.

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

Subsection 4.1. One consideres (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 , where (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are defined according

to (5.1) and (5.2).
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Assume that the maximum is achieved at x∗. If both (ϕ1)
ε and (ϕ2)ε are both twice

differentiable at x∗, then one has:

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
]
)

(x∗) ≥ eG1(x∗)+c1 − ρ1(ε, a1),

f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

]
)

(x∗) ≤ eG2(x∗)+c2 + ρ2(ε, a2).

Since (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 has maximum at x∗, we see that, if ε, a1, a2 are chosen so that
c∗+ρ(ε)
1+a1

< c∗−ρ(ε)
1−a2 , we can follow the argument of Proposition 5.12 to see that:

f
(

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
]
)

(x∗) ≤ f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

]
)

(x∗).

Then one gets: eG1(x∗)+c1 − ρ1(ε, a1) ≤ eG2(x∗)+c2 + ρ2(ε, a2). This is inconsistent with

eG1+c1 ≥ eG2+c2 + δ0, if one chooses ε, a1, a2 all small enough, and c∗+ρ(ε)
1+a1

< c∗−ρ(ε)
1−a2 .

In the general case, we can take a coordinate chart in a neighborhood of x∗, and

consider (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2− < pk, z > −δk|z|2 with pk, δk → 0. Using the same argument as
in the proof of Theorem 5.1 in the general case, we can find a sequence xk → x∗ such
that both (ϕ1)

ε and (ϕ2)ε are twice differentiable at xk, and the above function has local
minimum at xk. We still get a contradiction after evaluating at xk and passing to the
limit as k → ∞. �

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

Corollary 5.16. Let G ∈ C(M), there is at most one constant c ∈ R, such that F (χ+
ddcϕ) = eG+c is solvable in the viscosity sense.

Because of this result, we may simply denote this constant to be c(G). And Proposition
5.15 implies that c(G1) ≤ c(G2) whenever G1 ≥ G2.

The question that is of crucial importance to us is the following:

Question 5.17. Assume that G1 ≥ G2, and G1 6= G2. Do we actually have c(G1) <
c(G2)?

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′ 6= G,
one has c(G′) > c(G). Then there is at most one viscosity solution to F (χ+ddcϕ) = eG+c.

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

Let ϕ1 and ϕ2 be two viscosity solutions to the equation. Denote E = {x ∈ M :
ϕ2(x) − ϕ1(x) = minM (ϕ2 − ϕ1)}. Clearly E is a compact subset of M and we will be
done if we can show E = M . Assume otherwise, we can take δ > 0 small enough, such
that Eδ 6=M , where Eδ denotes the δ-neighborhood of E.

Now we can define G̃ ∈ C(M) as follows: eG̃ = eG on E δ
2
, eG̃ = 1

2e
G outside Eδ, and

G̃ ≤ G on M . Let η be a viscosity solution to:

F (χ+ ddcη) = eG̃+c̃, sup
M

η = 0.
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From the previous section, we know such η exists. From the assumption, we know that
c̃ > c. Let 0 < r < 1, we consider the minimum of ϕ2 − ((1 − r)ϕ1 + rη) and assume
that it is achieved at xδ,r. Evaluating at xδ,r, we would have:

f
(

λ[χ+ddcϕ2]
)

≥ f
(

λ[χ+ddc(1−r)ϕ1+rη]
)

≥ (1−r)f(λ[χ+ddcϕ1])+rf(λ[χ+dd
cη]).

This would mean that:

(5.24) eG+c(xδ,r) ≥ (1− r)eG+c(xδ,r) + reG̃+c̃(xδ,r).

On the other hand, for fixed δ, the minimum of ϕ2−((1−r)ϕ1+rη) can only be achieved

in E δ
2
, as long as r is small enough, but then one would have eG̃(xδ,r) = eG(xδ,r), and

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

As before, in place of ϕ1, we wish to consider (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
, (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 ,
ηε

1−a2 , with parameters
ε, ai, i = 1, 2 small enough, then similar arguments as before shows that

Lemma 5.18. There exist continuous functions ρ(ε), ρi(ε, ai), i = 1, 2 with ρ(0+) =
0, ρi(0+, 0+) = 0, i = 1, 2, such that:

(1) (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
solves the following in the viscosity sense:

λ[
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
] ∈ Γ,

F (
χ+ ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

(ϕ1)
ε

1 + a1
) ≥ eG+c − ρ1(ε, a1).

(2) (ϕ2)ε
1−a2 solves F (χ−ρ(ε)1−a2 + ddc (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 ) ≤ eG+c + ρ2(ε, a2) in the viscosity sense.

(3) ηε

1+a1
solves λ[χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
+ddc ηε

1+a1
] ∈ Γ and F (χ+ρ(ε)ω0

1+a1
+ddc ηε

1+a1
) ≥ eG̃+c̃−ρ2(ε, a1)

in the viscosity sense.

Next we consider the maximum point of ((1 − r) (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
+ r ηε

1+a1
)− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 . Assume that
the maximum is achieved at x∗, then we have:

Lemma 5.19. For any fixed δ > 0, x∗ ∈ E δ
2
as long as ε, a1, a2, r are all small enough.

Proof. We observe that for x /∈ E δ
2
, there exists δ′ > 0, such that

ϕ1 − ϕ2 ≤ max
M

(ϕ1 − ϕ2)− δ′,

On the other hand, we know that as ε, a1, a2, r → 0, we have that ((1−r) (ϕ1)ε

1+a1
+r ηε

1+a1
)−

(ϕ2)ε
1−a2 will converge to ϕ1 − ϕ2 uniformly, so if the parameters are all small enough and

x /∈ E δ
2
, one would have:

(

(1− r)
(ϕ1)

ε

1 + a1
+ r

ηε

1 + a1

)

− (ϕ2)ε
1− a2

≤ max
M

((

(1− r)
(ϕ1)

ε

1 + a1
+ r

ηε

1 + a1

)

− (ϕ2)ε
1− a2

)

− δ′

2
.

This proves x∗ ∈ E δ
2
. �

In order to fix the issue that the functions (ϕ1)
ε, ηε, (ϕ2)ε 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 5.13:
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Lemma 5.20. There exists a neighborhood U0 of x∗, and there exists a sequence pk ∈ C
n,

pk → 0, and a sequence δk > 0, δk → 0, such that one can find a sequence of xk ∈ U0,

such that if we define ψε,a1,k :=
(ϕ1)ε

1+a1
− < pk, z > −δk|z|2, we have:

(1) xk → x∗ as k → ∞,

(2) ((1− r)ψε,a1,k + r ηε

1+a1
)− (ϕ2)ε

1−a2 has local maximum at xk,

(3) (ϕ1)
ε, ηε, (ϕ2)ε are all twice differentiable at xk.

With this preparation, we are ready to present the rigorous proof of Theorem 5.2:

Proof. (Of Theorem 5.2) From Lemma 5.18 and the definition of ψε,a1,k, we see that
ψε,a1,k solves the following equation in the viscosity sense:

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k] ∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k]

)

≥ eG+c − ρ1(ε, a1).

(5.25)

From Lemma 5.18, part (3), we also have:

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

ηε

1 + a1
] ∈ Γ,

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc

ηε

1 + a1
]
)

≥ eG̃+c̃ − ρ2(ε, a1).

(5.26)

Since xk → x∗ and x∗ ∈ E δ
2
, we see that xk ∈ E δ

2
for large enough k. Moreover, since

ψε,a1,k and ηε are twice differentiable at xk, we can evaluate (5.25), (5.26) at xk and see
that:

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc((1 − r)ψε,a1,k + rηε)]

)

(xk)

≥ (1− r)f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcψε,a1,k)])(xk) + rf

(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddcηε]

)

(xk)− 2ρ1(a1, ε)

≥ (1− r)eG+c(xk) + reG̃+c̃(xk)− 2ρ1(a1, ε) = (1− r)eG+c(xk) + reG+c̃(xk)− 2ρ1(a1, ε).

(5.27)

In the first inequality above, we used the concavity of f . In the second inequality above,
we used that ψε,a1,k and η

ε are subsolutions. Also since xk ∈ E δ
2
, we have G̃(xk) = G(xk).

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

c∗ + 2ρ(ε)

1 + a1
≤ c∗ − ρ(ε)

1− a2
,

we then have (similar to Proposition 5.12):

f
(

λ[
χ+ 2ρ(ε)ω0

1 + a1
+ ddc((1 − r)ψε,a1,k + rηε)]

)

(xk) ≤ f
(

λ[
χ− ρ(ε)ω0

1− a2
+ ddc

(ϕ2)ε
1− a2

]
)

(xk)

≤ eG+c(xk) + ρ2(ε, a2).

(5.28)

Therefore, we finally obtain that:

(5.29) (1− r)eG+c(xk) + reG+c̃(xk)− 2ρ1(a1, ε) ≤ eG+c(xk) + ρ2(ε, a2).
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First we let k → ∞ and use that xk → x∗, we see that

(1− r)eG+c(x∗) + reG+c̃(x∗)− 2ρ1(a1, ε) ≤ eG+c(x∗) + ρ2(ε, a2).

Note that if r > 0 and fixed, eG+c(x∗) is strictly less than (1− r)eG+c(x∗) + reG+c̃(x∗).
Thereby we get a contradiction with (5.29) after ε, a1, a2 are chosen sufficiently small.

�

Now let us go back to Question 5.17. The only positive examples we know are the
classical ones: if ω0 is a Kähler metric and if χ is closed, so the equation could be written
as:

((χ+ ddcϕ)k ∧ ωn−k0

ωn0

)
1
k = eG+c, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Then we can see that:

ekc =

∫

M
χk ∧ ωn−k0

∫

M
ekGωn0

.

Therefore, we see that Question 5.17 indeed holds in this case. Another observation we
make is that, if either one of them is smooth, then Question 5.17 also has an affirmative
answer:

Lemma 5.21. If either G1 or G2 is smooth, then the answer to Question 5.17 is yes.

Proof. First we assume that both G1 and G2 are smooth. Assume otherwise, that is,
G1 and G2 are both smooth, G1 ≥ G2, G1 6= G2, but still c(G1) = c(G2). Then we can
linearly interpolate between G1 and G2, namely we define:

Gt = (t− 1)G2 + (2− t)G1, t ∈ [1, 2].

Then Gt is a smooth decreasing family of smooth functions. Moreover, since G1 ≥ Gt ≥
G2, we can use Proposition 5.15 to see that c(Gt) = c(G1) = c(G2). Now we consider
the solution corresponding to Gt:

f
(

λ[χ+ ddcϕt]
)

= eGt+c(G1).

We differentiate the above equation in t:

∂F

∂hij̄
(λ[hϕt ])(∂tϕ)ij̄ = eGt(G2 −G1).

Therefore, if we define

Ω̃ =
(

det g det(
∂F

∂hij̄
)(χ+ ddcϕt)

)
1

n−1Ω,

then the above equation can be written as:

Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!
∧ ddc(∂tϕ) = eGt(G2 −G1)

ωn0
n!
.

Now let vt be the Gaudochon factor corresponding to Ω̃, that is ddc
(

e(n−1)vt0 Ω̃n−1
)

= 0,
then we have:

0 =

∫

M

e(n−1)vt Ω̃n−1

(n− 1)!
∧ ddc(∂tϕ) =

∫

M

e(n−1)vt+Gt(G2 −G1)
ωn0
n!
.

This implies G1 = G2, a contradiction.
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Next we consider when only one of G1 or G2 is smooth. Assume, say, G1 is smooth,
G1 ≥ G2, and G1 > G2 on some open set U . By adding a bump function supported on
U , it is easy to find a smooth function G′

2 such that G1 ≥ G′
2 ≥ G2, and G1 6= G′

2. Then
from the strict monotonicity in the smooth case, we can conclude that:

c(G1) < c(G′
2) ≤ c(G2).

The other possibility that G2 is smooth can be dealt with similarly. �
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