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INCREASING SEQUENCES OF COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

WITH UNIFORM SQUEEZING CONSTANTS AND THEIR

BERGMAN SPACES

JOHN ERIK FORNÆSS AND RATNA PAL

Abstract. For d ≥ 2, we discuss d-dimensional complex manifolds
M that are increasing union of bounded open sets Mn’s of C

d with a
common uniform squeezing constant. The description of M is given in
terms of the corank of the infinitesimal Kobayashi metric of M , which
is shown to be identically constant on M . The main result of this
article says that if M has full Kobayashi corank, then M can be writ-
ten as an increasing union of the unit ball; if M has zero Kobayashi
corank, then M has a bounded realization with a uniform squeezing
constant; and if M has an intermediate Kobayashi corank, then M has
a local weak vector bundle structure. The above description of M is
used to show that the dimension of the Bergman space of M ⊆ C

d is
either zero or infinity. This settles Wiegerinck’s conjecture for those
pseudoconvex domains in higher dimensions that are increasing union
of bounded domains with a common uniform squeezing constant.

1. Introduction

In this article we study the union problem: For d ≥ 2, let {Mn} be a se-
quence of d-dimensional complex manifolds such that Mn ⊂⊂ Mn+1, for
all n ≥ 1 and let M =

⋃∞
n=1Mn. Then the union problem asks whether M

can be described in terms of its exhausting manifolds Mn’s. The problem
goes back to the classical Levi Problem. This can be stated as the ques-
tion of whether a domain Ω is Stein if it is locally Stein in the sense that
for every boundary point p there is a neighbourhood Vp so that Ω ∩ Vp is
Stein. Another way to interpret the notion of local is to assume that for
every compact set K ⊆ Ω there is a neighbourhood which is Stein. Then
one asks whether Ω is Stein. The answer to this question is affirmative
in case Ω is an open subset of Cd. In other words, if Ω is an open subset
of Cd and if Ω is an increasing union of Stein open sets, then Ω is Stein
([2]). However, this result is no longer true when Ω is an arbitrary com-
plex manifold. In [7], the first author found example of a complex mani-
fold which is an increasing union of unit ball but fails to be Stein.
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In the present article, we demonstrate how the notion of squeezing func-
tions can be employed effectively to explore certain aspects of the union
problem. The notion of squeezing function was introduced by Deng, Guan
and, Zhang ([6]) almost a decade back. Squeezing function of a given do-
main measures the largest Euclidean ball contained in the injective holo-
morphic images of the domain and one of its main use is to study the
metric geometry of the underlying domain. Let us recall the definition of
squeezing function. In the following definition of squeezing function and
later in this article, for ρ > 0, B(0; ρ) = {z ∈ C

d : ‖z‖ < ρ}.

Definition 1.1. Let Ω ⊆ C
d be a bounded domain. For a point p ∈ Ω and

a holomorphic embedding f : Ω → B(0; 1), we define

SΩ(p; f) = sup{ρ : B(0; ρ) ⊆ f(Ω)},

and the squeezing function at p,

SΩ(p) = sup{SΩ(p; f) : f : Ω → B(0; 1) holomorphic embedding}.

It follows immediately from the definition that the squeezing functions are
biholomorphic invariant. Further they are positive and always bounded
above by 1. A domain Ω is said to have a uniform squeezing constant if
there exists an r > 0 such that SΩ(p) > r, for all p ∈ Ω. Bounded do-
mains with uniform squeezing constants are precisely the holomorphic ho-
mogeneous regular domains, introduced and christened by Liu et al. ([13]).
Many interesting bounded domains fall in this class such as homogeneous
domains, bounded domains covering compact Kähler manifolds, convex
domains, strictly pseudocovex domains with C2-smooth boundaries.

In the present article, we assume that the exhausting manifolds Mn’s are
bounded open sets in C

d with a common positive uniform squeezing con-
stant. In particular, Mn’s are not necessarily biholomorphic to a fixed
bounded domain. This is in contrast to the existing body of work on the
union problem where one typically assumes the exhausting domains to
be biholomorphic to a fixed domain. In one of the earlier work on this
theme, the first author and Stout in [10] showed that if M is taut and if
each Mn is biholomorphic to the polydisc, then M is also biholomorphic
to the polydisc. Later this result was generalized substantially by the first
author and Sibony in [9]. The main result of [9] (to be discussed briefly in
the next paragraph) was then obtained for C2-smooth strictly pseudocon-
vex bounded domains by Behrens [3]. The recent papers [1] by Balakumar
et al. and [16] by Thu et al. describe the increasing unions of several geo-
metrically interesting domains under the assumption that the final union
M is hyperbolic. Exhausting domains considered in the papers [1], [3], and
[16] are amenable to scaling methods, which plays the key role in obtaining
structures of the final union M .

In spirit, our main result aligns with the one in [9]. We briefly discuss the
main result of [9]. Suppose Mn’s are biholomorphic to a fixed manifold Ω
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with Ω/Aut(Ω) compact. Here Aut(Ω) denotes the automorphism group
of Ω with the standard compact open topology. The union manifold M is
described in terms of the infinitesimal Kobayashi metric of M (see Defi-
nition 1.2), more precisely in terms of the corank (see Remark 1.6) of the
Kobayashi metric. It turns out that the corank is identically constant on
M in this case. Further the following holds: if the corank is zero then M
is biholomorphic to Ω; if the corank is one, then M is locally trivial holo-
morphic fiber bundle over A with fiber C, where A is a complex closed
submanifold of Ω; structure of M may be very complicated if the corank is
strictly greater than one. Note that the exhausting domains considered in
[9], if bounded, are regular holomorphic homogeneous, i.e., they have uni-
form squeezing constants. Thus the complex manifolds M considered in
[9] are subsumed by the one considered in this article when Ω is bounded.
However, as in [9], the Kobayashi metric plays a crucial role in this work.
Let us recall the definition of infinitesimal Kobayashi metric and Koba-
bayashi pseudodistance.

Definition 1.2. Let M be a complex manifold. For p ∈ M and ξ a tan-
gent vector of M at p, the infinitesimal Kobayashi metric is defined as fol-
low:

KM (p, ξ) = inf{r > 0 : ρ : ∆ →M holomorphic with ρ(0) = p, ρ′(0) = ξ/r},

where ∆ is the unit disc in C.

The Kobayashi pseudodistance dMK :M ×M → R is defined as follows:

dMK (p, q) = inf
γ

∫ 1

0
KM (γ(t), γ′(t))dt,

where γ is a smooth curve joining p, q ∈M .

Before going further, let us present two definitions pertinent to our main
theorem. In the following definitions, for 0 ≤ k < d, Bd−k(0; 1) denotes the
(d− k)-dimensional unit ball.

Definition 1.3. Let M be a d-dimensional manifold and let Z be a k di-
mensional manifold where 1 ≤ k < d. Then M is said to have a weak
vector bundle structure of rank (d− k) over Z if there exists a holomorphic
function ψ : M → Z such that for every q0 ∈ Z, there exists an open
neighbourhood U of q0 in Z and a sequence of injective holomorphic maps
λn : U ×Bd−k(0; 1) →Mn ⊆M satisfying

(I) λn
(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

⊆ λn+1({q} × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all n ≥ 1 and

ψ−1{q} =
⋃∞
n=1 λn

(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

for all q ∈ U ;

(II) λn(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λn+1(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all n ≥ 1 and
ψ−1(U) =

⋃∞
n=1 λn(U ×Bd−k(0; 1));

(III) ψ ◦ λn(q, w) = q for all (q, w) ∈ U ×Bd−k(0; 1).
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Definition 1.3 is inspired by Lemma 4.5 in [9] which shows that the union
manifolds considered in [9] have weak vector bundle structures when the
corank of the infinitesimal Kobayashi metric is strictly greater than one
and strictly less than d. Definition 1.4, a local version of Definition 1.3, is
formulated in view of the structures of the union manifolds we obtain in
the present article under the same assumption on the corank of the union
manifolds as described above.

Definition 1.4. Let M be a d-dimensional manifold and let 1 ≤ k < d.
Then M is said to have a local weak vector bundle structure of rank (d− k)
if the following holds. For each p ∈ M , there exists a holomorphic func-
tion ψ : M → B(0; 1) with ψ(p) = 0 and a k-dimensional submanifold
Zψ ⊆ B(0; 1) such that for every q0 ∈ Zψ, there exists a sufficiently small
neighbourhood U of q0 in Zψ and for each n ≥ 1, there exists a injective

holomorphic maps λn : U ×Bd−k(0; 1) →Mn ⊆M satisfying

(I) λn
(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

⊆ λn+1({q} × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all n ≥ 1 and

ψ−1{q} =
⋃∞
n=1 λm

(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

for all q ∈ U ;

(II) λn(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λn+1(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all n ≥ 1 and
ψ−1(U) =

⋃∞
n=1 λn(U ×Bd−k(0; 1));

(III) ψ ◦ λn(q, w) = q for all (q, w) ∈ U ×Bd−k(0; 1).

The main result of this article is as follows.

Theorem 1.5. For d ≥ 2 and for each n ≥ 1, let Mn be biholomorphic
to (possibly different) bounded open sets in C

d such that Mn ⊂⊂ Mn+1

and suppose M =
⋃∞
n=1Mn. Suppose the family {Mn}n≥1 has a uniform

squeezing constant, say r > 0. Then for each point p ∈ M , the set Kp =
{ξ : KM (p; ξ) = 0} forms a vector space and the correspondence p 7→ kp,
where kp is the dimension of Kp, is identically constant on M . Further the
following holds:

(I) If kp ≡ d on M , then M can be written as an increasing union of
d-dimensional unit ball B(0; 1). Conversely, if M is an increasing
union of unit ball and if Ω is any bounded domain with a uniform
squeezing constant, then M can be written as an increasing union
of Ω. Thus if Ω1 and Ω2 are two bounded domains with uniform
squeezing constants r1 and r2, respectively and if M is an increas-
ing union of Ω1, then M can be written as an increasing union of
Ω2 and vice versa;

(II) If kp ≡ 0 on M , then there exists an injective embedding of M into
the unit ball B(0; 1). Further, r is a uniform squeezing constant of
M ;

(III) If 0 < kp ≡ (d − k) < d on M , then M has a local weak vector
bundle structure of rank d− k (see Definition 1.4).

A couple of remarks are in order.
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Remark 1.6. The natural number kp at the point p ∈ M is called the
Kobayashi corank of M at the point p. The number d − kp is called the
Kobayashi rank of M at the point p.

Remark 1.7. Manifolds that are increasing union of balls and on which
the Kobayashi metric vanishes identically is of particular interest. Till
date only two such mutually non-biholomorphic classes of manifolds are
identified: Fatou-Bieberbach domains and Short Cd’s. The existence of
other classes of manifolds in this category is strongly believed and identi-
fying these manifolds has been a long time pursuit. The part (I) of Theo-
rem 1.5 attempts to give a flexibility result. Manifolds on which Kobayashi
metric does not vanish identically may not enjoy this sort of flexibility
under the same assumption. For example (see [9]), if M is an increasing
union of balls or polydiscs, then M is biholomorphic to ball or polydiscs,
respectively, when M is hyperbolic, i.e., when kp ≡ 0 on M ; M is biholo-
morphic to a cylinder with fiber C and base (d − 1)-dimensional ball or
(d − 1)-dimensional polydisc, respectively, when Kobayashi corank of M is
one, i.e., kp ≡ 1 on M .

Now we discuss two interesting corollaries of Theorem 1.5. The first one
is a result of Behrens ([3]). Behrens’ proof relies on techniques of [9] and
Pinchuk’s scaling method. We give an alternative proof of her result com-
bining techniques of [9] and properties of squeezing functions.

Corollary 1.8. Let d ≥ 2. Let M be a d-dimensional manifold and let M
be an increasing union of a fixed bounded C2-smooth strictly pseudoconvex
domain Ω. Then for each point p ∈ M , the set Kp = {ξ : KM (p; ξ) = 0}
forms a vector space and the function p 7→ kp, where kp is the dimension
of Kp, is identically constant on M . Moreover,

(I) If kp ≡ 0 on M , then M is either biholomorphic to Ω or M is
biholomorphic to the unit ball B(0; 1);

(II) If 0 < kp ≡ (d − k) < d on M , then M has a weak vector bun-
dle structure of rank k either over a submanifold A of Ω or over a
submanifold A of the unit ball B(0; 1).

Remark 1.9. The same conclusion as of Corollary 1.8 can be drawn if
each Mn is biholomorphic to a fixed bounded domain Ω and the squeezing
function of Ω approaches to 1 near boundary.

The collection of square integrable holomorphic functions of a domain
D is called the Bergman space of D and we denote it by L2(D). In [18],
Wiegerinck showed that the dimension of Bergman space of any planar do-
main and thus of any pseudoconvex domain in C is either zero or infinity.
Whether this dichotomy continues to hold in higher dimensions for pseu-
doconvex domains is still unsettled. However in higher dimensions exam-
ples of nonpseudoconvex domains with finite dimensional Bergman spaces
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are known. A considerable amount of effort has been put to identify sev-
eral classes of pseudoconvex domains with the dimensions of Bergman
spaces either zero or infinity. The following corollary identifies yet another
class of domains in higher dimensions with zero or infinite dimensional
Bergman spaces.

Corollary 1.10. Let M ⊆ C
d be an increasing union of bounded domain

in C
d with a fixed common positive squeezing constant. Then the dimen-

sion of the Bergman space

L2(M) = {f :M → C holomorphic :

∫

M

|f |2 <∞}

of M is either zero or infinity. Further, in case the corank of the infini-
tesimal Kobayashi metric of M is strictly greater than zero, the Euclidean
volume of M is infinity.

2. M with full Kobayashi corank at some point

In this section we prove the first part of Theorem 1.5.

2.1. Proof of [(I), Theorem 1.5]. We complete the proof in three steps.

Step 1: In this step we prove that if there exists a point p ∈ M for which
KM (p; ξ) = 0, for all ξ ∈ C

k, then the Kobayashi metric vanishes iden-
tically on M . Without loss of generality, we assume p to be the origin.
Let L >> 1. Then for n sufficiently large and for any tangent vector ξ
of length one, there is a holomorphic map gξ : ∆ → Mn so that gξ(0) =
0, g′ξ(0) = Lξ. Here ∆ is the unit disc in C.

Since each Mn has fixed squeezing constant r > 0, for each n ≥ 1, there
exists injective holomorphic map ψn : Mn → B(0; 1) such that ψn(0) = 0
and B(0; r) ⊆ ψn(Mn). Pick a tangent vector ξ at 0 ∈ M . Consider the
composition ψn ◦ gξ : ∆ → B(0; 1). By the Schwarz Lemma the deriva-
tive ‖ψ′

n(0)(Lξ)‖ ≤ 1. Hence ‖ψ′
n(0)(ξ)‖ ≤ 1/L. Without loss of general-

ity, we assume that ψn converges uniformly on compacts of M to ψ. Thus
ψ′(0) = 0.

Claim: For any set K ⊂⊂ M and 0 < δ < 1, ψn(K) ⊆ B(0, δ), for all n
sufficiently large.

The claim follows if we we prove that ψ is identically constant. Let us as-
sume on contrary that ψ is non-constant. Without loss of generality, we
can assume

ψ(z, 0′) = (a1z
l1 + · · · , a2z

l2 + · · · , adz
ld + · · · ),

for 0′ = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ C
d−1 and for z ∈ C with |z| < ǫ, where ǫ > 0 suffi-

ciently small. We can also assume that 2 ≤ l1, . . . , ld <∞ and a1 6= 0. Pick
arbitrarily large L > 0 and a map f from ∆ to M so that f(0) = p and
f ′(0) = (L, 0′). Then ψ ◦ f(t) = (a1L

l1tl1 + · · · , . . . ). Since by generalized
Schwarz-Pick lemma, it follows that the modulus of a1L

l1 must be at most
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1 (see [11, Proposition 1.1.2]), we get a contradiction when L is sufficiently
large. Thus ψ ≡ 0 on M . Therefore the claim follows.

Fix a p ∈M and a ξ ∈ C
d. Now note that

KM (p; ξ) = lim
n→∞

KMn(p; ξ)

= lim
n→∞

Kψn(Mn)(ψn(p);ψ
′
n(p)(ξ))

≤ lim
n→∞

KB(0;r)(ψn(p);ψ
′
n(p)(ξ)) = 0,

as n → ∞ and the last equality holds since ψn(p), ψ
′
n(p)(ξ) → 0 as n→ ∞.

This shows that the Kobayashi metric vanishes identically on M .

Step 2: In this step we prove that M can be written as an increasing
union of unit balls. Recall that 0 ∈ Mn for all n ≥ 1. Now for each fixed
n, we can find an Ln > 0 such that for any z ∈ Mn there exists a curve
γz ⊆ Mn joining 0 and z with ‖γ′z(t)‖ < Ln for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. There-
fore, by replacing Mn’s possibly by a subsequence, we can assume that
the infinitesimal Kobayashi distance of Mn+1 restricted to Mn × B(0;Ln)
is smaller than ǫn ↓ 0. Thus without loss of generality, we can assume
that the Kobayashi distance between the origin and any point z ∈ Mn is

smaller than ǫn, i.e., d
Mn+1

K (0, z) < ǫn, for all z ∈ Mn and for all n ≥ 1.

Here d
Mn+1

K denotes the Kobayashi distance on Mn+1.

Recall that for each n ≥ 1, r > 0 is the uniform squeezing constant of Mn.
Thus there exists injective holomorphic map ψn : Mn → B(0; 1) such that
B(0; r) ⊆ ψn(Mn) with ψn(0) = 0. Therefore

‖ψn+1(z)‖ ≤ d
B(0;1)
K (ψn+1(z), 0) ≤ d

Mn+1

K (z, 0) < ǫn < r,(2.1)

for all z ∈Mn and possibly for n large enough. Thus

Mn ⊆ ψ−1
n+1(B(0; r)) ⊆Mn+1.

Thus we can write M as an increasing union of Euclidean balls.

Step 3: In this step we prove that if M is an increasing union of unit balls
in C

d and if Ω ⊆ C
d is a bounded domain, then M can be written as an

increasing union of Ω.

Let M =
⋃∞
n=1 Un with Un ⊂⊂ Un+1, where each Un is biholomorphic to

the unit ball B(0; 1). Without loss of generality, let us assume that 0 ∈ Un
for all n ≥ 1. Let ψn : B(0; 1) → Un be a biholomorphism with ψn(0) = 0.
Let ǫn ↓ 0, then as in (2.1), we have

(2.2) ‖ψ−1
n+1(z)‖ ≤ KB(0;1)(ψ

−1
n+1(z), 0) = KUn+1

(z, 0) < ǫn

for all z ∈ Un. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and let SΩ(p) = r. Then there exists
an injective holomorphic function ψ : Ω → B(0; 1) with ψ(p) = 0 and
B(0; r) ⊆ ψ(Ω). Therefore, by (2.2), ψ−1

n+1(Un) ⊆ B(0; r) ⊆ ψ(Ω), i.e.,
Un ⊆ (ψn+1 ◦ ψ)(Ω). Next we prove

(ψn+1 ◦ ψ)(Ω) ⊆ (ψn+2 ◦ ψ)(Ω)
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for all n, which is equivalent to showing that for all n ≥ 1,

(ψ−1
n+2 ◦ ψn+1)(ψ(Ω)) ⊆ ψ(Ω).

Note that the above follows from (2.2). Thus we are done.

3. M with zero Kobayashi corank at some point

In this section we prove the second part of Theorem 1.5

3.1. Proof of [(II), Theorem 1.5]. We complete the proof in two steps.

Step 1: In this step we prove that the Kobayashi rank is identically d on
M . Let p ∈ M be such that KM (p; ξ) 6= 0 for all ξ 6= 0. Let for each
n ≥ 1, ψn : Mn → B(0; 1) be an injective mapping with ψn(p) = 0
and B(0; r) ⊆ ψn(Ω). Since B(0; 1) is taut, we can assume that ψ =
limn→∞ ψn : M → B(0; 1) defines a holomorphic map with ψ(p) = 0.
Now observe the following.

KB(0;1)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

≤ Kψn(Mn)

(

0, ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

= KMn (p, ξ)

≤ KB(0;r)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

.

Thus

lim
n→∞

KB(0;1)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

≤ lim
n→∞

Kψn(Mn)

(

0, ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

= lim
n→∞

KMn(p, ξ)

≤ lim
n→∞

KB(0;r)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

,

which in turn gives

‖ψ′(p)(ξ)‖ = KB(0;1)(0;ψ
′(p)(ξ)) ≤ KM (p; ξ)

≤ KB(0;r)(0;ψ
′(p)(ξ)) =

1

r
‖ψ′(p)(ξ)‖.

Therefore, ψ′(p) has full rank at p and thus det[ψ′(p)] 6= 0. By Hurwitz’s
theorem ψ′ has full rank at each point of M . Thus ψ is non-constant.
Moreover, running the above construction for each z ∈ M , we get that
KM (z; ξ) 6= 0 for all z ∈ M and for all ξ 6= 0. Therefore the Kobayashi
rank is identically d on M .

Step 2: In this step we prove that ψ is injective, which in turn gives that
M has a bounded realization. Then by Thm 2.1 in [5], we get

r ≤ lim
n→∞

SMn(z) = SM(z),

for all z ∈ M . Thus upto biholomorphism M is a bounded regular homo-
geneous domain. In particular, M is Kobayashi complete.

Let us assume that ψ is not injective. Then there exist z1, z2 ∈ M such
that ψ(z1) = ψ(z2). Now since ψ′ has full rank at each point of M , there
is a small ball Bz1 with centre at z1 such that ψ is injective in a slightly
larger open set U containing Bz1 . Further we can assume that ψ has no
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zeros on ∂Bz1 . Let U∪{z2} ⊂⊂Mn, for all n ≥ n0. Define ψ̃n(z) = ψn(z)−

ψn(z2), for n ≥ n0 and for z ∈ U . Similarly define ψ̃(z) = ψ(z) − ψ(z2), for

z ∈ U . Now let 0 < δ = infz∈∂Bz1‖ψ̃(z)‖. Thus

‖ψ̃n(z)− ψ̃(z)‖ < δ/2 < ‖ψ̃(z)‖,

for all sufficiently large n and for all z ∈ ∂Bz1 . Using higher dimensional

Rouché’s theorem, ψ̃n and ψ̃ have the same number of zeros counted with
multiplicities in Bz1 . Note that ψ̃ has a zero at z1 but none of the ψ̃n’s
has any zero in Bz1 . This is a contradiction. Thus ψ is injective on M .
Consequently, M has a bounded realization.

4. M with intermediate Kobayashi corank at some point

In this section we prove the third part of Theorem 1.5 using techniques
of [9] in our set-up. However, recall that unlike in [9], the exhausting do-
mains considered in our case are not necessarily biholomorphic to a fixed
domain. Further, if bounded, the class of exhausting domains considered
here comes from a much larger class than the one considered in [9].

4.1. Proof of [(iii), Theorem 1.5]. We complete the proof in two steps.

Step 1: Let p ∈ M be such that the Kobayashi corank is d − k. Thus the
Kobayashi rank is k at p. In this step we prove that the Kobayashi rank is
identically k on M . For each n ≥ 1, let ψn : Mn → B(0; 1) be an injective
map with ψn(p) = 0 and B(0; r) ⊆ ψn(Mn). Since B(0; 1) is taut, without
loss of generality, ψ = limn→∞ ψn : M → B(0; 1) is a holomorphic function
with ψ(p) = 0.

Note that

KB(0;1)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

≤ Kψn(Mn)(0;ψ
′
n(p)(ξ)) ≤ KB(0;r)

(

0;ψ′
n(p)(ξ)

)

.

This implies

lim
n→∞

KB(0;1)(0;ψ
′
n(p)(ξ)) ≤ lim

n→∞
Kψn(Mn)(0, ψ

′
n(p)(ξ))

≤ lim
n→∞

KB(0;r)(0;ψ
′
n(p)(ξ)).

Therefore,

‖ψ′(p)(ξ)‖ = KB(0;1)(0;ψ
′(p)(ξ)) ≤ lim

n→∞
Kψn(Mn)(0, ψ

′
n(p)(ξ))

= lim
n→∞

KMn(p; ξ) = KM (p; ξ) ≤ KB(0;r)(0;ψ
′(p)(ξ)) =

1

r
‖ψ′(p)(ξ)‖.(4.1)

Thus the Kobayashi rank at p is k if and only if the rank of ψ′(p) is k.
This shows that the map ψ is not identically constant on M .

Let B(0; r) ⊆ ψn(Mn) = Un and let φn : Un → Mn is the inverse of
ψn. For each n ≥ 1, set αn = ψ ◦ φn. We restrict the domain of αn to
B(0, r) as points outside B(0, r) might not be in the domain of all αn’s.
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Thus each αn maps B(0, r) into B(0, 1). Without loss of generality, set
α = limn→∞ αn. Again clearly, α maps B(0, r) into B(0, 1).

Lemma 4.1. Let Mψ = ψ−1(B(0, r)). Then α ◦ ψ = ψ on Mψ.

Proof. Suppose that p ∈ Mψ. Then ψn(p) converge to ψ(p) ∈ B(0, r).
Moreover, {αn} converges uniformly on compacts in B(0, r) to α. Hence
α ◦ ψ(p) = limαn ◦ ψn(p). Thus α ◦ ψ(p) = limψ ◦ φn ◦ ψn(p) = limψ(p) =
ψ(p). �

Let k be the maximal rank of ψ on Mψ. The maximal rank occurs on a
dense open set, so k is also the maximal rank of ψ on Mψ. Hence for each
n, the rank of αn = ψ ◦ φn on B(0, r) is at most k. So the maximal rank of
α is at most k on B(0, r) as well.

Lemma 4.2. Let Z be the closed subvariety of B(0, r) given by Z = {q ∈
B(0, r) : α(q) = q}. Then the dimension of Z is at most k. If Z has
dimension k at q, then Z is a k dimensional complex manifold on a neigh-
bourhood of q.

Proof. The proof follows by using the same argument as in [9, Lemma
4.2]. Hence the proof is omitted here. �

By definition, Mψ = ψ−1(B(0, r)) and thus ψ(Mψ)) ⊆ B(0, r). By Lemma

4.1, α ◦ ψ = ψ on Mψ. Hence ψ(Mψ) ⊆ Z. Let M̃ψ be the connected

component of Mψ containing p. Let Z̃ψ be the connected component of

Z containing ψ(M̃ψ). Since ψ has maximal rank k, it follows that Z̃ψ has

dimension at least k at some point. This implies that Z̃ψ has at least one

irreducible component of dimension k. So we can assume that ψ(M̃ψ) is

contained in an irreducible component of Z̃ψ and Z̃ψ is a closed complex
submanifold of B(0, r) of dimension k.

Lemma 4.3. The map ψ has constant rank k on the connected component
M̃ψ of Mψ containing p. Further, the rank of the infinitesimal Kobayashi

metric is identically d− k on M̃ψ.

Proof. Let Z̃ψ be as in the previous proof. Since α has rank k on Zψ,

there is a neighbourhood W of Z̃ψ in B(0, r) on which the rank of α is

identically k. Fix a point q ∈ M̃ψ. Since ψ(q) ∈ Z̃ψ, there is a neighbour-
hood U ⊂⊂ W of q such that ψn(q) ∈ U for all large n. The sequence
of functions αn converges uniformly on compact subsets of B(0, r) to α.
Hence for all large enough n, the rank of αn is at least k for every point in
U . In particular, αn = ψ ◦ φn has rank at least k at ψn(q). Hence ψ has
rank at least k at φn ◦ ψn(q). Since the rank of ψ is at most k, we have

shown the first part of the lemma, i.e., ψ has constant rank k on M̃ψ. Fur-
ther, it follows from (4.1) that the Kobayashi rank is locally constant on

M̃ψ. �
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Thus the Kobayashi rank is locally constant on M , which in turn gives
that the Kobayashi rank is identically constant on the whole M .

Step 2: Let ψ(M̃ψ) = ZM̃ψ
⊆ Z̃ψ. Let q0 ∈ ZM̃ψ

and let Û be a small

neighbourhood of q0 in B(0; r). Note that U = ZM̃ψ
∩ Û is a k-dimensional

submanifold. So there exist f1, . . . , fd−k, fd−k+1, . . . , fd : Û → C (these

functions give a local change of coordinate near q0) such that ZM̃ψ
∩ Û =

{f1 = . . . = fd−k = 0}. We write F1 = (f1, . . . , fd−k), F2 = (fd−k+1, . . . , fd)
and F = (F1, F2). Then the map F has rank d at q0. We define the map θ

on Û as follows:

θ(q) = (α(q), F1(q)).

We show that θ′ has rank d at q0 and hence that θ is one to one in a neigh-
borhood. Note that for any fixed l0, α

−1(l0) is an d − k dimensional sub-

manifold in Û . Also since α is identity on Z, α−1(l0) intersects ZM̃ψ
at

a single point. Consider the function defined on α−1(l0) as q → F1(q).

Let ξ 6= 0 be a tangent vector to Û at q0. If ξ is tangent to ZM̃ψ
, then

F ′
1(ξ) = 0 so F ′

2(ξ) 6= 0. Thus the nullspace N of F ′
2(ξ) is d− k dimensional

and transverse to ZM̃ψ
. Hence F ′

1 6= 0 on N. But F ′
1 = 0 on the tangent

space ofZM̃ψ
. So F ′

1 6= 0 on every vector transverse to the tangent space

ofZM̃ψ
, hence on the null space of α′. Therefore θ′ has rank d. Further,

one can modify θ (and possibly shrink Û a bit) as

θ(q) = (α(q), F1(q)/ǫ)

so that θ : Û → U × Bd−k(0; 1) is holomorphic one-one and onto. The
sequence of maps θm : q 7→ (αm(q), F1(q)/ǫ) converges uniformly on com-

pacts to the map θ on Û . Thus for all large m, the map θm sends a small
neighbourhood Ûm biholomorphically to U × Bd−k(0; 1), where Bd−k(0; 1)
is the (d− k)-dimensional unit ball. Now consider the map

λm = φm ◦ θ−1
m : U ×Bd−k(0; 1) →Mm ⊆M.

Now we observe the following.

(i) ψ ◦ λm(q, w) = q for all (q, w) ∈ U ×Bd−k(0; 1).

Proof. Let (q, w) ∈ U ×Bd−k(0; 1). Let p = θ−1
m (q, w). Then

(q, w) = θm(p) = (αm(p), F1(p)/ǫ) = (ψ ◦ φm(p), F1(p)/ǫ)

= (ψ ◦ φm ◦ θ−1
m (q, w), F1(p)/ǫ) = ψ ◦ λm(q, w).

Thus the proof follows. �

(ii) λm(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λm+1(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all m ≥ 1 and
ψ−1(U) =

⋃∞
m=1 λm(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)).
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Proof. Let Vm = λm(U × Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊂⊂ Mm+l for large enough l. Now
{ψm+l}l≥1 converges uniformly to ψ on Vm. By (i) we have ψ(Vm) ⊆ U .
Since F1 ≡ 0 on U , ψm+l(Vm) ⊆ {|F1| < ǫ/m} for large l. In particular,

ψm+l(Vm) ⊆ Û for large l. Thus ψm+l(Vm) is in the domain of θm+l. Now
note that

θm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w))

= (αm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w)), (F1 ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w))/ǫ)

= (ψ ◦ φm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w)), (F1 ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w))/ǫ)

= (ψ ◦ λm(q, w), (F1 ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w))/ǫ) ⊆ U × {|w| < 1/m}.(4.2)

Thus θm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w)) with (q, w) ∈ U × Bd−k(0; 1) is in the domain
of λm+l. Further note that

λm+l (θm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w)) = φm+l◦θ
−1
m+l◦θm+l◦ψm+l(λm(q, w)) = λm(q, w).

Now since θm+l ◦ ψm+l(λm(q, w)) ⊆ U × {|w| < 1/m} ⊆ U ×Bd−k(0; 1), we
have

Vm = λm(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λm+l(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)) = Vm+l.

Hence without loss of generality, we get Vm ⊆ Vm+1.

Let p ∈ ψ−1(U). Thus θ◦ψ(p) ∈ U×{0}. Then θm◦ψm(p) ∈ U×Bd−k(0; 1)
for all large m and thus λm ◦ θm ◦ ψm(p) = p ∈ Vm. Therefore,

ψ−1(U) ⊆

∞
⋃

m=1

λm(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)).

That λm(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ ψ−1(U), for all m ≥ 1, follows from (i). Hence
the proof follows. �

(iii) λ−1
m+1 ◦ λm(q, 0) = (q, 0) for all q ∈ U .

Proof. Note that λ−1
m ◦λ1(q, 0) = (q, gm(q)) for all q ∈ U for some holomor-

phic function gm on U . We modify λm by defining λ̃m : U × Bd−k(0; 1) →

M as follows: λ̃m(q, w) = λm(q, 2w+gm(w)). Thus λ̃m(q, 0) = λm◦Tm(q, 0)

where Tm(q, w) = (q, 2w + gm(0)). Therefore, λ̃
−1
m+1 ◦ λ̃m(q, 0) = (q, 0) for

all q ∈ U . Thus (iii) holds for λ̃m. Note that if we replace λm by λ̃m, (i),

(ii), (iv) still hold. Thus there is no harm if we replace λm by λ̃m in (i),
(ii), (iv). �

(iv) λm
(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

⊆ λm+1({q} × Bd−k(0; 1)) for all m ≥ 1 and

ψ−1{q} =
⋃∞
m=1 λm

(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

for all q ∈ U .

Proof. It follows from (i) that
⋃∞
m=1 λm

(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

⊆ ψ−1{q}.

Now let z ∈ ψ−1(q). Then we have ψ−1(q) ⊆
⋃∞
m=1 λm(U × Bd−k(0; 1))

by (ii). Hence it follows from (i) that z ∈ λm
(

{q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

, for some



INCREASING SEQUENCES OF COMPLEX MANIFOLDS 13

m ≥ 1. Next note that λm(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λm+1(U ×Bd−k(0; 1)) by (ii).
Therefore implementing (i) again we get

λm({q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)) ⊆ λm+1({q} ×Bd−k(0; 1)).

�

This finishes the proof that M has a local weak vector bundle structure of
rank (d − k). Note that statement (iii) is superfluous in this proof. How-
ever we use (iii) to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Corollary 1.10

Proof. If the Kobayashi metric vanishes identically at some point p ∈ M ,
then from 1.5, it follows that the Kobayashi metric vanishes identically on
M and M can be written as an increasing union of unit balls. Then the
result follows from [8, Theorem 1.2].

If the Kobayashi metric does not vanish in each tangent direction at some
point p ∈ M , then by Theorem 1.5, the same is true for all points of M
and M has a bounded realization. Thus the result follows immediately.

Now suppose that the corank kp of the Kobayashi metric at some point
p ∈ M lies strictly in between 0 and d. Let kp = d − k. Then by Theorem
1.5, it follows that kz ≡ kp = d − k for all z ∈ M . To complete the
proof for this case, we continue using the same notations as in the proof of
part (III) of Theorem 1.5. Let 0 6≡ f ∈ L2(M). Then f(p) 6= 0 for some
p ∈ M . Construct ψ : M → B(0; 1) with ψ(p) = 0. Also one can choose

q0 ∈ ψ(M̃0) to be 0. Thus p ∈ ψ−1(U). Further, we have

ψ−1(U) =
∞
⋃

m=1

λm

(

U ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

.

Claim: L2(ψ−1(U)) = {0}, which in turn gives L2(M) = {0}.

Inspired by [9, Lemma 4.6], we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let q ∈ U , then ψ−1{q} is an increasing union of
(d − k)-dimensional unit ball. Further, the (d − k)-dimensional Kobayashi
metric is identically vanishing on ψ−1{q}.

Proof. It follows from (IV) that ψ−1{q} is an increasing union of (d − k)-
dimensional unit ball. Note that by (IV) λm+1(q, 0) = λm(q, 0), for all
m ≥ 1. So to show that the (d − k)-dimensional Kobayashi metric is iden-
tically vanishing on ψ−1{q}, by Step 1, it is sufficient to prove that at the
point λm(q, 0) the (d− k)-dimensional Kobayashi metric is vanishing.

Let ∆ be the unit disc. Let γ : ∆ → λm({q} × Bd−k(0; 1)) be a holomor-
phic curve such that γ(0) = λm(q, 0) and γ

′(0) = Rv with R > 0 and
v 6= 0. Consider the map λm+1 ◦A◦λ−1

m+1 ◦γ : ∆ → λm+1({q}×B
d−k(0; 1)),

where A : {q} × Bd−k(0; 1/m) → {q} × Bd−k(0; 1) defined by (q, z) 7→
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(q,mz). Then note that (λm+1 ◦A ◦ λ−1
m+1 ◦ γ)(0) = λm+1(0). Further since

λm+1(q, 0) = λm(q, 0),

(λm+1 ◦A ◦ λ−1
m+1 ◦ γ)

′(0) = λ′m+1(q, 0)A
′(q, 0)

(

λ−1
m+1

)′
(λm+1(q, 0))γ

′(0)

= mRv.

Thus the (d − k)-dimensional Kobayashi metric is identically vanishing on
ψ−1{q}. �

Proof of the claim: Let 0 6≡ f ∈ L2(ψ−1(U)). Thus
∫

ψ−1(U) |f |
2 < ∞,

which in turn gives
∫

λm(U×Bd−k(0;1))
|f |2 <∞,

for all m ≥ 1. Therefore,

(4.3)

∫

U×Bd−k(0;1)
|f ◦ λm|

2|Jac(λm)|
2 <∞,

for all m ≥ 1.

Note that λm(0) = φm ◦ θ−1
m (0). Now since αm(0) = ψ ◦ φm(0) = ψ(p) = 0

and fi(0) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ (d − k), it follows that θm(0) = 0. Thus
λm(0) = φm ◦ θ−1

m (0) = φm(0) = p and f ◦ λm(0) = f(p) 6= 0.

Now we show that |Jacλm(0)| can be taken as large as we want for suffi-
ciently large m. First note that by (IV) we get

(4.4) ψ−1{0} =

∞
⋃

m=1

λm

(

{0} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

.

Further by Proposition 4.4 it follows that the (d−k)-dimensional Kobayashi
metric vanishes identically on ψ−1{0}. Since λm(0) = p, it follows that p ∈
λm

(

{0} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

, for all m ≥ 1. Let R > 0 and let ζ ∈ Tp(ψ
−1{0})

with ‖ζ‖ = 1. Then using the compactness of the unit sphere there exists
m independent of ζ and there exists ζm : ∆ → λm

(

{0} ×Bd−k(0; 1)
)

such

that ζm(0) = p and ζ ′m(0) = Rζ. Now λ−1
m ◦ ζm : ∆ → {0} ×Bd−k(0; 1) for

all m. Thus by Schwarz lemma

‖(λ−1
m ◦ ζm)

′(0)‖ ≤ 1

⇒ ‖(λ−1
m )

′
(p)ζ ′m(0)‖ ≤ 1

⇒ ‖(λ−1
m )

′
(p)Rζ‖ ≤ 1

⇒ ‖(λ−1
m )

′
(p)ζ‖ ≤ 1/R.

This gives |Jac(λ−1
m )(p)| → 0 as m → ∞. Thus |Jac(λm)(0)| → ∞. Now

from (4.3), it follows that there exists some K > 0 such that

K|f(p)|2|Jac(λm)(0)|
2 ≤

∫

U×Bd−k(0;1)
|f ◦ λm|

2|Jac(λm)|
2 <∞.

This is a contradiction. Thus f ≡ 0. �
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Proof of Corollary 1.8

Proof. Suppose that the Kobayashi corank of M is zero at some point.
Then by (II) of Theorem 1.5 it follows that M is Kobayashi hyperbolic.
Now suppose that for each each n ≥ 1, ψn : Mn → Ω is a biholomorphism.
If there exists a z ∈M such that ψn(z) has a limit point in Ω, then by [15,
Lemma 3.1], M ∼= Ω. If there exists no such point in M as above, then
{ψn(z)}n≥1 accumulates on ∂Ω for all z ∈ M . Now the squeezing function
of a C2-smooth strictly pseudoconvex domain approaches to 1 near the
boundary (see [5, Theorem 1.3]). Further, M has a bounded realization.
Thus by [5, Theorem 2.1], we have

sM (z) = lim
n→∞

sMn(z) = lim
n→∞

SΩ(ψn(z)) = 1.

Therefore, M is biholomorphic to the unit ball B(0; 1) (See [6, Theorem
2.1]).

Now suppose that the corank kp of the Kobayashi metric at some point
p ∈ M lies strictly in between 0 and d. Then by Theorem 1.5, it follows
that kz ≡ kp = d − k for all z ∈ M . Let for each m ≥ 1, gn : Mn → Ω
be a biholomorphism. If there exists a p ∈M such that {gn(p)}n≥1 is com-
pactly contained in Ω, then using results in the Section 4 of [9] we get that
M has a weak vector bundle structure of rank d − k over a submanifold
of Ω. Now suppose that for all p ∈ M and for any sequence of biholomor-
phism gn : Mn → Ω, the sequence {gn(p)} approaches to the boundary.
Then SΩ(gn(p)) → 1 as n → ∞. Consequently, in the proof of [(III), The-
orem 1.5], we can take the domain of the map α to be B(0; 1). Therefore,
M has a weak vector bundle structure of rank d − k over a submanifold of
B(0; 1). �
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