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SUP-SLOPES AND SUB-SOLUTIONS FOR FULLY NONLINEAR

ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

BIN GUO∗ AND JIAN SONG†

Abstract. We establish a necessary and sufficient condition for solving a general
class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations on closed Riemannian or hermitian man-
ifolds, including both hessian and hessian quotient equations. It settles an open
problem of Li and Urbas. Such a condition is based on an analytic slope invariant
analogous to the slope stability and the Nakai-Moishezon criterion in complex ge-
ometry. As an application, we solve the non-constant J-equation on both hermitian
manifolds and singular Kähler spaces.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we aim to establish an analytic criterion for the solvability prob-
lem of fully nonlinear second-order elliptic partial differential equations on a closed
Riemannian or hermitian manifold.

The Dirichlet problem

(1.1)







F [u] = f(λ(∇2u)) = eψ, in Ω,

u = φ, on ∂Ω,

on a domain Ω in Rn is studied in the classical works of [1, 29, 11, 11, 14] and
many others, where ψ is a function on Ω, f is a given symmetric function on Rn and
λ = (λ1, ..., λn) denotes the eigenvalues of ∇2u.

We assume that f ∈ C∞(Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) is a symmetric function defined on an open
convex symmetric cone Γ ⊂ Rn with vertex at the origin and the positive cone Γn ⊂ Γ.
Furthermore, f satisfies the following standard conditions:

∂f

∂λi
> 0 in Γ, i = 1, ..., n,(1.2)

f is concave in Γ,(1.3)

f > 0 in Γ, f = 0 in ∂Γ,(1.4)

lim
R→∞

f(Rλ) = ∞, for any λ ∈ Γ.(1.5)
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There are many examples of symmetric functions satisfying (1.2), (1.3), (1.4), (1.5)
such as

f(λ) = (Sk(λ))
1

k =

(

∑

i1<i2<...<ik

λi1λi2 ...λik

)
1

k

,

for k = 1, ..., n. The corresponding cone is given by

Γk = {λ ∈ Rn | Si(λ) > 0, i = 1, ..., k}.
In particular, equation (1.1) corresponds to the Monge-Ampère equation when k = n
and the Laplace equation when k = 1. Another interesting example is

f(λ) = (Sk,l(λ))
1

k−l =

(

Sk(λ)

Sl(λ)

)
1

k−l

, 1 ≤ l < k ≤ n.

In this case, equation (1.1) becomes a hessian quotient equation.
It is proved by Trudinger [29] that equation (1.1) can be uniquely solved if the

principle curvatures ν1, ..., νn−1 of ∂Ω satisfy (ν1, ..., νn−1, R) ∈ Γ for some R > 0. A
sub-solution criterion is also established based on the works of Guan and Guan-Spruck
[11, 14].

We will investigate equation (1.1) in the global setting, which is initiated by the
work of Li [22] on closed Riemannian manifolds. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional
closed Riemannian manifold. Suppose θ is a smooth global symmetric 2-tensor. For
any u ∈ C∞(M),

θu = θ +∇2u

is also a global symmetric 2-tensor, where ∇2 is the hessian operator associated to the
Riemannian metric g. Let λ(θu) = (λ1, ..., λn) be the eigenvalues of θu with respect
to g on M . At each point p, one can choose normal coordinates (x1, x2, ..., xn) for g
near p so that

gij(p) = δij , (θu)ij = λiδij , i, j = 1, 2, ..., n.

We will consider the following hessian type equation

(1.6) F [u] = f(λ(θu)) = eψ+c, c ∈ R

on M for any given ψ ∈ C∞(M). In the case when θ = g, the equation becomes

F [u] = f(I + g−1 · ∇2u) = eψ+c

studied by [22] and later by by [7], [30] and [12] under various curvature, structural
and sub-solution assumptions. The solvability problem of (1.6) is raised by Urbas
[30]. The major progress is made in the general case by the important work of
Szekelyhidi [27], where the notion of C-subsolution is introduced and a priori estimates
are established. There have also been extensive and deep works by [12, 13] in terms
of sub-solutions. Such a priori estimates, however, cannot be directly applied to
establish the solvability of equation (1.6) in general, because most of such structural
or sub-solution conditions do not seem to be preserved along the deformation of the
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continuity method. This particularly poses challenges when there are geometric or
analytic obstructions to the equation.

Our approach is to introduce a set of new sub-solutions paired with an invariant
for equation (1.6) as an analogue of the slope invariants in complex geometry. They
are inspired by sub-solutions constructed in [25] for Donaldson’s J-equation and the
Nakai-Moishezon criterion in algebraic geometry.

We begin by letting E be the set of admissible functions for equation (1.6) associated
to the cone Γ defined by

(1.7) E = E(M, g, θ, f,Γ) = {u ∈ C∞(M) | λ(θu(p)) ∈ Γ, for any p ∈M}.
We assume that E is not empty. The following definition is a key ingredient in our
approach.

Definition 1.1. The sup-slope σ for equation (1.6) associated to the cone Γ is defined
to be

(1.8) σ = inf
u∈E

max
M

e−ψF [u] ∈ [0,∞).

In fact, σ is always positive whenever E 6= ∅. We define

f∞,i : Γ → (0,∞]

by

(1.9) f∞,i(λ1, ..., λi, ..., λn) = lim
R→∞

f(λ1, ..., λi−1, R, λi+1, ..., λn)

for i = 1, 2, ..., n and

f∞(λ) = min
i=1,...,n

f∞,i(λ).

In fact, either f∞ ≡ ∞ on Γ or f∞ is a positive symmetric concave function in Γ
satisfying (1.2) and (1.5). Equivalently, one can define f∞ by

f∞(λ) = f∞(λ1, ..., λn) = lim
R→∞

f(λ1, ..., λj−1, R, λj+1, ..., λn),

if λj = max{λ1, λ2, ..., λn}.
Definition 1.2. The global subsolution operator

F∞ : E → C0(M) ∪ {∞}
is define by

(1.10) F∞[u] = f∞(λ(θu)).

Although f∞,i (λ(θu)) depends on the local coordinates and the choice of 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
f∞ (λ(θu)) is indeed a globally defined function on M .The following are a set of new
sub-solutions paired with the sup-slope for equation (1.6).
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Definition 1.3. Let σ be the sup-slope for equation (1.6) in Definition 1.1. Then
u ∈ E is said to be a sub-solution associated with σ, if

(1.11) e−ψF∞[u] > σ,

on M .

The above sub-solution follows from the idea in [25] by replacing the maximum
eigenvalue of θu by ∞. We now can state our main result on the necessary and
sufficient conditions for solving equation (1.6) in terms of sup-slopes and sub-solutions.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimM = n. Suppose
θ is a smooth symmetric 2-tensor, ψ ∈ C∞(M) and f satisfies (1.2), (1.3), (1.4),
(1.5) for an open convex symmetric cone Γ ⊂ Rn containing Γn. Then the following
are equivalent.

(1) There exists a smooth solution u ∈ E solving equation (1.6), or equivalently,

e−ψF [u] = constant.

(2) There exists a sub-solution u ∈ E for equation (1.6) associated with the sup-
slope σ, i.e.,

e−ψF∞[u] > σ.

(3) There exists u ∈ E satisfying

max
M

e−ψF [u] < min
M

e−ψF∞[u].

(4) There exist u, u ∈ E satisfying

max
M

e−ψF [u] < min
M

e−ψF∞[u].

Furthermore, if u ∈ E solves equation (1.6), u is unique up to a constant and

F [u] = σeψ,

where σ is the sup-slope.

Condition (4) of Theorem 1.1 can be viewed as a pair of super and sub solutions.
An obvious necessary condition for solving equation (1.6) is

(1.12) sup
u∈E

min
M

e−ψF [u] = inf
u∈E

max
M

e−ψF [u].

In general, (1.12) is not a sufficient condition because it corresponds to a semi-stable
condition. However, in many cases, one still expects a unique solution with mild sin-
gularities to (1.6) under the assumption of (1.12) (c.f. [4]). A significant consequence
of Theorem 1.1 is that the unique normalizing constant c in equation (1.6) can be
identified as

ec = σ

in relation to the sup-slope.
Yau’s solution [32] to the Calabi conjecture initiated the study of global complex

equations of hessian type and tremendous progress has been made in the past decades,
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e.g. [20, 19, 9, 27] and many others. There also has been considerable progress
recently in PDE methods for L∞-estimates of fully non-linear equations [15, 16] and
new geometric estimates on singular complex spaces [17, 18].

We now consider the complex analogue of Theorem 1.1. Let (X, g) be a closed
complex manifold of dimCX = n equipped with a hermitian metric g. The metric g
is uniquely associated to a positive definite hermitian form

ω =
√
−1

n
∑

i,j=1

gij̄dzi ∧ dz̄j

in local holomorphic coordinates. Suppose θ is a smooth hermtian (1, 1)-form on
X given by θ =

√
−1
∑n

i,j=1 θij̄dzi ∧ dz̄j in local holomorphic coordinates. For any

u ∈ C∞(X),

θu = θ +
√
−1∂∂u =

√
−1

n
∑

i,j=1

(

θij̄ + uij̄
)

dzi ∧ dz̄j

is also a global hermitian (1, 1)-form. Let λ(θu) = (λ1, ..., λn) be the eigenvalues of θu
with respect to ω on X .

Similar to the discussion in the Riemannian setting, we can consider the following
complex hessian type equation

(1.13) F [u] = f(λ(θu)) = eψ+c, c ∈ R

for any given ψ ∈ C∞(X).
We define the set of admissible functions by

E = E(X, g, θ, f,Γ) = {u ∈ C∞(X) | λ(θu(p)) ∈ Γ, for all p ∈ X}.
and the sup-slope σ for equation (1.13) by

σ = inf
u∈E

max
X

e−ψF [u] ∈ [0,∞)

analogous to Definition 1.1. Similarly, u ∈ E is said to be a sub-solution associated
to the sup-slope σ for equation (1.13), if

e−ψF∞[u] > σ

on X .
We have the following result almost identical to Theorem 1.1 in the hermitian case.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X,ω) be a closed hermitian manifold of dimCX = n. Suppose
θ is a smooth hermitian form, ψ ∈ C∞(X), and f satisfies (1.2), (1.3), (1.4), (1.5)
for an open convex symmetric cone Γ ⊂ Rn containing Γn. Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) There exists a smooth solution u ∈ E solving equation (1.13).

(2) There exists a sub-solution for equation (1.13) associated with the sup-slope
σ.



6 BIN GUO AND JIAN SONG

(3) There exists u ∈ E satisfying

max
X

e−ψF [u] < min
X

e−ψF∞[u].

(4) There exist u, u ∈ E satisfying

max
X

e−ψF [u] < min
X

e−ψF∞[u].

Furthermore, if u ∈ E solves equation (1.13), u is unique up to a constant and

F [u] = σeψ,

where σ is the sup-slope for equation (1.13).

Theorem 1.2 can be applied to determine the unique normalizing constant for com-
plex Monge-Ampère equations on a hermitian manifold.

Corollary 1.1. Let (X,ω) be a closed hermitian manifold of dimCX = n. For any
ψ ∈ C∞(X), let ϕ ∈ C∞(X) ∩ PSH(X,ω) be the unique solution to the complex
Monge-Ampère equation

(1.14) (ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eψ+cωn, max

X
ϕ = 0

for some c ∈ R. Then

ec = inf
u∈C∞(X)∩PSH(X,ω)

max
X

e−ψ(ω +
√
−1∂∂u)n

ωn
.

If ω is a Kähler form, the normalizing constant c is explicitly given by

ec =

∫

X
ωn

∫

X
eψωn

.

Equation (1.14) is uniquely solved in [28], however it has been an open question how
to calculate the constant c in equation (1.14), when the hermitian form ω is not closed.
Corollary 1.1 could have applications in solving degenerate complex Monge-Ampère
equations on hermitian manifolds in relation to a conjecture of Demailly-Paun [8] on
the Fujiki class.

We will also apply Theorem 1.2 to complex hessian quotient equations. The J-
equation introduced by Donaldson [10] is a special hessian quotient equation on a
closed Kähler manifold with constant on the right hand side. More precisely, let X
be a closed Kähler manifold of dimCX = n with two Kähler classes α and β. For a
given Kähler form ω ∈ β, one looks for a Kähler form θ ∈ α satisfying

(1.15)
θn−1 ∧ ω

θn
= c,

where c = αn−1·β
αn

is a complex invariant due to the Kähler conditions of α and β. It
is proved in [31, 25] that equation (1.15) can be solved if and only if there exists a
smooth sub-solution θ ∈ α, which is a Kähler form satisfying

(1.16) (n− 1)θn−2 ∧ ω < ncθn.
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It is conjectured [21] that the sub-solution condition (1.16) is equivalent to the follow-
ing nonlinear Nakai-Moishezon criterion: for any m-dimensional proper subvariety Z
of X ,

(1.17) m
αm−1 · β
αm

∣

∣

∣

∣

Z

< n
αn−1 · β
αn

.

The above condition can also be viewed as an analogue of the slope stability for
hermitian bundles over Kähler manifolds. The conjecture is fully settled by [2, 5, 24]
in the Kähler case. However, the solvability of the non-constant J-equation for a
given ψ ∈ C∞(X)

(1.18)
θn−1 ∧ ω

θn
= eψ+c, c ∈ R

has been open for the past ten years. The J-equation can be further defined on
a hermitian manifold X with constant or non-constant functions on the right hand
side. This has also been extensively studied and a sufficient condition is obtained by
Sun [26] as a generalization of (1.16). We can now settle these problems by applying
Theorem 1.2. The sup-slope and sub-solution criterion directly give a necessary and
sufficient condition for equation (1.18), since it is equivalent to the standard hessian
quotient equation nSn

Sn−1
= e−ψ−c.

More precisely, we let X be a closed hermitian manifold of dimCX = n equipped
with two hermtian metrics ω and χ. Given ψ ∈ C∞(X), we define the J-slope ξ for
(X,ω, χ, ψ) by

(1.19) ξ = ξ(X,ω, χ, ψ) = sup
u∈C∞(X)∩PSH(X,χ)

min
X

(

e−ψ
χn−1
u ∧ ω
χnu

)

,

where χu = χ +
√
−1∂∂u. Then the following theorem immediately follows from

Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose X is a closed hermitian manifold of dimCX = n. For any
ψ ∈ C∞(X) and smooth hermtian metrics ω and χ, the hermitian J-equation

(1.20)
χn−1
u ∧ ω
χnu

= eψ+c

admits a solution u ∈ C∞(X) ∩ PSH(X,χ) if and only if there exists a sub-solution
u ∈ C∞(X) ∩ PSH(X,χ) associated with the J-slope (1.19) satisfying

(1.21) (n− 1)e−ψχn−2
u ∧ ω < nξχn−1

u .

In particular, the solution is unique up to a constant and the constant c in (1.20) is
given by ec = ξ.

We return to the Kähler case where singularities are allowed for the underlying
variety. The Lejmi-Szekelyhidi conjecture is proved in [24] for the J-equation (1.15) on
a normal Kähler variety embedded in an ambient (open) Kähler manifold. Naturally,
one would wish to solve the J-equation (1.18) on a normal Kähler variety.
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Let X be an n-dimensional normal projective variety with two Kähler classes α
and β. For any smooth Kähler metric ω ∈ β and ψ ∈ C∞(X) (the smoothness is
defined via local or global holomorphic embeddings), we can extend the definition of
the J-slope to a normal variety X by

(1.22) ξ = ξ(X,α, ω, ψ) = sup
χ∈K(α)

inf
X◦

(

e−ψ
χn−1 ∧ ω

χn

)

,

where K(α) is the set of all smooth Kähler metrics in α, and X◦ is the regular part
of X . We establish a sufficient condition for solving equation (1.18) on X .

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a normal projective variety of dimCX = n. For ψ ∈ C∞(X),
a Kähler class α and a smooth Kähler metric ω on X, there exists a Kähler current
θ ∈ α with bounded local potentials solving the J-equation

(1.23) θn−1 ∧ ω = eψ+cθn

on X for some c ∈ R+, if there exist ǫ > 0 and a smooth Kähler form θ ∈ α satisfying

(1.24) (n− 1)θn−2 ∧ ω ≤ n(ξ − ǫ)eψθn−1,

where ξ is the J-slope in (1.22).

Both (1.23) and (1.24) are defined in the sense of currents. We expect that the
solution is unique and smooth on X◦ with ξ = ec. It will require a uniform second
order estimate away from the singular set ofX . We also believe that the J-slope (1.22)
should be closely related to the minimal slope introduced in [4] for the constant J-
equation. Finally, we remark that the notion of the sup-slope and sub-solution is fairly
flexible and it can be extended to a larger family of globally fully nonlinear equations
by modifying the conditions for f (c.f. [27]). For example, the work of [3] could be
generalized for the deformed hermitian Yang-Mills equation with a prescribed angle
function, where f is given by

f(λ) =
n
∑

i=1

arctan(λi).

In particular, one can similarly define the sup-slope and a pairing sub-solution in the
supercritical case.

2. The continuity method

We will begin our proof for Theorem 1.1. The proof can be used for Theorem 1.2
in the hermitian case without changes. Our goal is to show

(4) ⇒ (1) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (2) ⇒ (4)

in Theorem 1.1. The main step is to establish (4) ⇒ (1). In this section, we will set
up the continuity method for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let u and u ∈ E be a pair of super and sub-solutions satisfying

(2.1) ec = max
M

e−ψf(λ(θu)) < min
M

e−ψf∞(λ(θu)).
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Let σ be the sup-slope for equation (1.6). Then

σ ≤ ec

by definition. There exists δ > 0 such that

(2.2) ec < (1 + δ)ec ≤ min
M

e−ψf∞(λ(θu)).

By letting ψ = logF [u], we have

F [u] = eψ ≤ eψ+c,

by the choice c. Immediately we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1.

(2.3) ψ ≤ ψ + c.

We will consider the following continuity method

(2.4) F [u+ φt] = eψt+ct, ψt = (1− t)ψ + tψ,

for t ∈ [0, 1], where
u+ φt ∈ E , supMφt = 0

and ct is a constant for each t ∈ [0, 1].
Let

(2.5) T = {t ∈ [0, 1] | (2.4) admits a smooth solution at t}.
Lemma 2.2. T is non-empty and open.

Proof. The equation (2.4) can be solved for t = 0 with φ0 = 0 and c0 = 0. Therefore
T is non-empty. The openness follows from the inverse function theorem by the work
of [6]. In the hermitian case, the openness follows by a conformal change that turns
g to a Gauduchon metric. �

Lemma 2.3. There exists C > 0 such that for all t ∈ T ,

−C ≤ ct ≤ tc.

Proof. Suppose t ∈ T and φt is a solution of (2.4). By the maximum principle and
condition (1.2), we have at the maximal point pt ∈ M of φt,

e(1−t)ψ+tψ+ct = F [u+ φt] ≤ F [u] = eψ.

Therefore by (2.3),
ct ≤ t(ψ − ψ)(pt) ≤ tc.

At the minimal point of φt, we have

e(1−t)ψ+tψ+ct = F [u+ φt] ≥ F [u] = eψ.

Then
ct ≥ tmin

M
(ψ − ψ) ≥ −|ψ|C0(M) − |ψ|C0(M).

We have completed the proof of the lemma. �
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3. Sup-slopes and sub-solutions

We will keep the same notations in Section 3. We first prove some basic properties
of f∞ and the subsolution operator F∞.

Lemma 3.1. Either f∞ ≡ ∞ in Γ or f∞(λ) is bounded for each λ ∈ Γ.

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma for f∞,n since f is symmetric. Suppose f∞,n(λ) <
∞ for some λ ∈ Γ. For any λ′ ∈ Γ, we pick sufficiently small ε > 0 so that (1+ ε)λ−
ελ′ ∈ Γ. We then define

hR(t) = f((1− t)(λ1, ..., λn−1, R) + t(λ′1, ..., λ
′
n−1, R)).

and

h∞(t) = lim
R→∞

hR(t)

for t ∈ [−ε, 1] and R ∈ [max(λn, λ
′
n),∞). Obviosly, hR(t) is concave on [−ε, 1], and

by concavity,

hR(1) ≤ ε−1 (hR(0)− hR(−ε)) + hR(0) ≤ (1 + ε−1)hR(0).

Therefore

f∞,n(λ
′) = h∞(1) ≤ (1 + ε−1)h∞(0),

and the lemma is proved. �

Lemma 3.2. If f∞ 6= ∞, then it is a symmetric continuous function on Γ satisfying
the following.

f∞ = f∞(λ1, ..., λn) is increasing in λi, i = 1, ..., n,(3.1)

f∞ is concave in Γ,(3.2)

f > 0 in Γ,(3.3)

lim
R→∞

f∞(Rλ) = ∞, for any λ ∈ Γ.(3.4)

Proof. Condition (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) follow directly from the properties of f .
For example, to show (3.2), we first note that f∞,n is concave because

f∞,n(λ) + f∞,n(λ
′) = lim

R→∞

(

f(λ1, ..., λn−1, R) + f(λ′1, ..., λ
′
n−1, R)

)

≤ 2 lim
R→∞

f

(

λ1 + λ′1
2

, ...,
λn + λ′n

2
, R

)

= f∞,n

(

λ+ λ′

2

)

.

By symmetry, f∞,i is concave for each i = 1, ..., n. Hence f∞ = mini=1,...,n f∞,i is
again concave. �

Lemma 3.3. Either F∞[u] ≡ ∞ on M for each u ∈ E or F∞[u] ∈ C0(M) for each
u ∈ E .
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Proof. It suffices to prove the case when f∞ 6= ∞ by Lemma 3.1. F∞[u] = f∞(λ(θu))
is composition of continuous functions because u ∈ C∞(M) and f∞ ∈ C0(Γ). The
lemma is then proved. �

The following properties of the sup-slope are obvious from its definition.

Lemma 3.4. For any ψ ∈ C∞(M) and C ∈ R, the sup-slope satisfies

σ(M, g, θ, f, ψ + C) = e−Cσ(M, g, θ, f, ψ) > 0.

Moreover, for any ψ1, ψ2 ∈ C∞(M), we have

e−maxM |ψ2−ψ2| ≤ σ(M, g, θ, f, ψ2)

σ(M, g, θ, f, ψ1)
≤ emaxX |ψ2−ψ1|.

Proof. We need only to prove that σ(M, g, θ, f, ψ) > 0. By the assumption that the set
E in (1.7) is nonempty, we can pick a fixed u0 ∈ E . It is clear that minM e−ψF [u0] > 0
since λ(θu0) ∈ Γ at any point of M . Then for any u ∈ E , we look at the minimum
point p ∈ M of φ = u− u0. At p, we have

e−ψF [u] ≥ e−ψF [u0].

Hence maxM e−ψF [u] ≥ minM e−ψF [u0] > 0. Taking infimum over u ∈ E gives the
desired inequality. �

The following proposition is a key ingredient of our proof for Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. Let δ > 0 be the fixed constant in (2.2) and u ∈ E be the sub-
solution defined in (2.1). Then for any t ∈ T , we have

(3.5) min
M

(

e−ψtf∞(λ(θu))
)

≥ (1 + δ)ect ,

Proof. By (2.1) and Lemma 2.3, we have

min
M

(

e−ψt−ctf∞(λ(θu))
)

= min
M

(

e−(1−t)ψ−tψ−ctf∞(λ(θu))
)

≥ min
M

(

e−ψ−(1−t)c−ctf∞(λ(θu))
)

≥ (1 + δ)e−ct−(1−t)cmax
M

e−ψF [u]

= (1 + δ)e−ct−(1−t)c+c

≥ (1 + δ).

�

Let us recall the definition of C-subsolutions introduced by Szekleyhidi [27] (see
also [12, 23]).

Definition 3.1. Let h ∈ C∞(M) be a positive function and

Γh(p) = {λ ∈ Γ | f(λ) ≥ h(p)}, p ∈M.
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(1) u ∈ E is said to be a Ch-subsolution if the set

(λ(θu(p)) + Γn) ∩ ∂Γh(p) ⊂ Rn

is bounded for each p ∈M .

(2) u ∈ E is said to be a Ch,r,R-subsolution for some r > 0 and R > 0, if

(3.6) (λ(θu(p))− r1+ Γn) ∩ ∂Γh(p) ⊂ B(0, R) ⊂ Rn

for all p ∈ M , where 1 = (1, ..., 1) ∈ Rn.

Obviously, a Ch,r,R-subsolution must also be a Ch-subsolution. Suppose u and u are
a pair of super and sub-solutions for equation (1.6) chosen in (2.1).

Proposition 3.2. There exist r > 0, R > 0 such that u is a Ceψt+ct ,r,R-subsolution
for (2.4) for all t ∈ T .

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, there exists δ > 0 such that for all t ∈ T ,

min
M

(

e−ψt−ctf∞(λ(θu))
)

≥ 1 + δ.

We will prove by contradiction. Suppose there exist a sequence of qk ∈ M , tk ∈ T
and Vk ∈ Γn ⊂ Rn such that

f(λ(θu(qk))− r1+ Vk) = eψtk+ctk ,

lim
k→∞

Vk = ∞.

After passing to a subsequence, we can assume that

qk → q ∈M, tk → t′ ∈ [0, 1], ctk → c′

since ct is uniformly bounded for all t ∈ T . Without loss of generality, we can aslo
assume that the nth component of Vk tends to ∞.

We will break our argument into the following two cases since f∞(λ) is either ∞
for all λ ∈ Γ or finite for all λ ∈ Γ by Lemma 3.1.

(1) Suppose f∞ is unbounded. Then e−ψt(p)−ctf∞(λ(θu(p))) = ∞ for all p ∈ M
and t ∈ T . Since M is closed and u is smooth, there exists sufficiently small
r > 0 such that for any p ∈M .

λ(θu(p))− 2r1 ∈ Γ.

Then

eψt′(q)+c
′

= lim
k→∞

eψtk (qk)+ctk

= lim
k→∞

f(λ(θu(qk))− r1+ Vk)

= lim
k→∞

f(λ(θu(q))− 2r1+ Vk + (r1+ λ(θu(qk)− λ(θu(q))))

≥ lim
l→∞

f(λ(θu(q))− 2r1+ l(0, ..., 0, 1))

= ∞
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by (1.2), as r1 + λ(θu)(qk) − λ(θu(q)) ∈ Γn for sufficiently large k >> 1.
Contradiction.

(2) Suppose f∞ is bounded. By continuity, there exists sufficiently small r > 0,
such that for any p ∈M and t ∈ T ,

λ(θu(p))− 2r1 ∈ Γ,

min
p∈M

(

e−ψt(p)−ctf∞(λ(θu(p))− 2r1)
)

> 1 +
δ

2
.

Then similar to case (1), we have

eψt′(q)+c
′

= lim
k→∞

eψtk (qk)+ctk

= lim
k→∞

f(λ(θu(qk))− r1+ Vk)

≥ lim
l→∞

f(λ(θu(q)− 2r1+ l(0, ..., 0, 1)))

= f∞(λ(θu(q)− 2r1))

≥ (1 + δ/2)eψt′(q)+c
′

.

Contradiction.

The proposition immediately follows. �

We now prove uniqueness for the solutions of equation (1.6).

Lemma 3.5. Suppose u ∈ E solves equation (1.6). Then

F [u] = σeψ,

where σ is the sup-slope for (1.6).

Proof. By definition of u and σ,

σ ≤ max
M

e−ψF [u] = e−ψF [u].

Suppose σ < e−ψF [u1]. Then there exists u′ ∈ E such that

σ ≤ max
M

e−ψF [u′] < e−ψF [u].

Applying the maximum principle at the minimum point of φ = u′ − u, we have

e−ψF [u] ≤ e−ψF [u′] ≤ max
M

e−ψF [u′] < e−ψF [u].

Contradiction. Therefore e−ψF [u] = σ. �

Corollary 3.1. Suppose equation (1.6) admits a solution in E . Then
sup
u∈E

min
M

e−ψF [u] = inf
u∈E

max
M

e−ψF [u].
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Proof. Let v ∈ E be the solution to (1.6). By Lemma 3.5,

e−ψF [v] = inf
u∈E

max
M

e−ψF [u] ≤ sup
u∈E

min
M

e−ψF [u].

Suppose e−ψF [v] < supu∈E minM e−ψF [u]. Then there exists w ∈ E such that

e−ψF [v] < min
M

e−ψF [w].

Applying the maximum principle to the maximal point of φ = w − v, we have

e−ψF [v] < min
M

e−ψF [w] ≤ e−ψF [w] ≤ e−ψF [v].

Contradiction. �

Lemma 3.6. Suppose u1, u2 ∈ E are solutions of equation (1.6). Then

u2 − u1 = constant.

Proof. Let vt = (1− t)u1 + tu2. Then in local coordinates, we have

0 = F [u2]− F [u1] =

∫ 1

0

d

dt
F [vt]dt =

(
∫ 1

0

Fij[vt]dt

)

(u2 − u1)ij.

By the concavity and monotonicity of f , L =
(

∫ 1

0
Fij[vt]dt

)

∂2

∂xi∂xj
is a second order

elliptic differential operator on M . L(u2 − u1) = 0 implies that u2 − u1 must be a
constant by the strong maximum principle. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will prove the main theorems of the paper. It suffices to prove
T defined in (2.5) is closed, for the continuity method (2.4).

Lemma 4.1. For any k > 0, there exists Ck > 0 such that for any t ∈ T in (2.5),
the solution φt to equation (2.4) satisfies

(4.1) ‖φt‖Ck(X) ≤ Ck.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, u is a Ceψt+ct ,r,R-subsolution for some fixed 0 < r < R with
ψt and ct uniformly bounded for all t ∈ T . The lemma immediately follows from the
a priori estimates in [27]. �

The closedness of T immediately follows and we are finally able to solve equation
(1.6).

Corollary 4.1. There exists a unique u ∈ E solving the equation

F [u] = eψ+c.

We have now proved that (4) ⇒ (1) in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.2. (1) ⇒ (3).
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Proof. Let u be the solution of equation (1.6). Since u is smooth,

e−ψf∞(λ(θu)) > e−ψf(λ(θu)) = ec

onM for a fixed c ∈ R by (1.2). The lemma automatically holds if minM e−ψf∞(λ(θu)) =
∞. Otherwise, suppose there exist a sequence of points qk such that

(4.2) lim
k→∞

e−ψ(qk)f∞(λ(θu))(qk) = ec.

without loss of generality, we can assume qk → q. There exist ǫ > 0 and K >> 1
such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

e−ψ(q)f(λ1(q), ..., λi−1(q), K, λi+1(q), ...λn(q)) > ec + 2ǫ,

where λ1, ..., λn are the eigenvalues of θu. Then for all sufficiently large k,

e−ψ(qk)f(λ1(qk), ..., λi−1(qk), K, λi+1(qk), ...λn(qk)) > ec + ǫ.

by continuity of f and ψ. We immediately have

e−ψ(qk)f∞(λ(θu))(qk) > ec + ǫ

by (1.2) for all sufficiently large k. This contradicts (4.2). �

The choice u in (3) is automatically a sub-solution associated with the sup-slope
and so (3) ⇒ (2). If we choose u in (2) to be the sub-solution associated to the
sup-slope in (3), there must exist a super solution u so that (4) holds. Hence we have
completed the proof of Theorem 1.1 by showing

(4) ⇒ (1) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (2) ⇒ (4).

Combining the uniqueness result of Lemma 3.5, we have now completed the proof of
Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.2 is proved by the same argument.

5. The non-constant J-equation on singular varieties

We will prove Theorem 1.4 in this section. Let X be an n-dimensional projective
normal variety with ψ ∈ C∞(X) and two Kähler classes α and β. Under the assump-
tions of Theorem 1.4, there exist a pair of super-solution and subsolution χ, χ ∈ K(α)
for the singular J-equation (1.23)

θn−1 ∧ ω = eψ+cθn

on X , i.e., there exists ǫ > 0 such that

(5.1) (n− 1)e−ψχn−2 ∧ ω < n(ξ − 2ǫ)χn−1,

where

(5.2) ξ = inf
X◦

(

e−ψ
χn−1 ∧ ω

χn

)

.

In particular, the subsolution condition (5.1) also implies that for any 1 ≤ m ≤ n−1,

(5.3) me−ψχm−1 ∧ ω < n(ξ − 2ǫ)χm.
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We will fix a very ample line bundle L over X . Then the linear system of L induces
a projective embedding

Φ : X → CPN

with Φ∗OCPN (1) = L. Let S be the singular set of X and let

(5.4) π : Y → X

be a log resolution of singularity such that the exceptional locus Ξ of π coincides with
π−1(S).

The singular set S can be decomposed into a stratification of finitely many smooth
components. More precisely, we write S as a disjoint union

(5.5) S = ⊔n−2
i=0

(

⊔J(i)j=1Si,j
)

, dimC Si,j = i

such that each strata Si,j is connected and smooth. In particular, Si,j is either pro-
jective or quasi-projective in CPN .

For each Si,j, let Ji,j be the ideal sheaf of Si,j ⊂ CPN . Then for some sufficiently
large m ∈ Z+, L⊗m⊗Ji,j is globally generated. Therefore there exist σ1, ..., σNm such
that all of them vanish along Si,j and at any point p ∈ Si,j, Si,j locally can be defined
in CPN by N + 1 − i sections of {σ1, ..., σNm}. In particular, we can choose local
holomorphic coordinates z = (z1, ..., zN+1) near p in CPN such that p = 0 and these
N + 1− i sections are given by {zi+1 = 0}, {zi+2 = 0}, ..., {zN+1 = 0}. We choose h
to be a smooth hermitian metric on L⊗m. We define

(5.6) ρi,j =

Nm
∑

k=1

|σk|2h.

Lemma 5.1. For any Si,j, we have

(5.7) ρi,j|Si,j = 0, ρi,j|CPN\Si,j > 0, (∂ρi,j) |Si,j = 0.

Furthermore, for any p ∈ Si,j and local smooth vector fields V T , V ⊥ near p in CPN

with 0 6= V T |p ∈ TpSi,j and 0 6= V ⊥|p ∈ NpSi,j, we have at p

(5.8)
√
−1∂∂ρi,j(V

T , V T ) = 0,
√
−1∂∂ρi,j(V

⊥, V ⊥) > 0.

We define
φi,j = ǫ(ρi,j)

1−δ, γi,j = χ+
√
−1∂∂φi,j

for ǫ′ > 0 and 0 < δ < 1 to be determined.

Lemma 5.2. For any δ ∈ (0, 1), there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that for any (i, j) and
0 < ǫ < ǫ0, γi,j is a Kähler current on X, i.e., it is bounded below by a proportion of
ω. In particular, γi,j is smooth on X◦.

In particular, γi,j can locally be viewed as the restriction of a singular Kähler metric
with cone singularities along Si,j in CPN . We can now perturb γi,j and φi,j by

φi,j,ε = ǫ(ρi,j + ε)1−δ, γi,j,ε = χ +
√
−1∂∂φi,j,ε.
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The exceptional locus Ξi,j = π−1(Si,j) can also be decomposed into a finite strati-
fication

Ξi,j = ⊔n−1
k=i

(

⊔L(i,j,k)l=1 Ξi,j,k,l

)

, dimC Ξi,j,k,l = k

such that each Ξi,j,k,l is smooth and the restricted morphism of (5.4)

π|Ξi,j,k,l : Ξi,j,k,l → Si,j ⊂ X ⊂ CPN

is surjective and has constant rank k − i.
For any point p ∈ Ξi,j,k,l ⊂ Y , one can find a local chart U ⊂ Y of p such that

p = 0 ∈ Cn, Ξi,j,k,l = Ck × {0} ∩ U ⊂ Cn.

The map π|Ξi,j,k,l in U is the restriction of the projection from Ck = Ci × Ck−i to Ci

(k ≥ i). We then let

Fi,j,k,l,p = Ci × {0} ∩ U.
In particular, π|Fi,j,k,l,p :→ Si,j is non-degenerate and so locally biholomorphic.

For convenience, we identify ω, χ, χ, γi,j with π
∗ω, π∗χ, π∗χ, π∗γi,j.

Lemma 5.3. For any point p ∈ Ξi,j,k,l and locally smooth vector fields V T , V ⊥ on Y
near p with 0 6= V T |p ∈ TpFi,j,k,l,p and 0 6= V ⊥|p ∈ NpΞi,j,k,l,p, we have

(5.9) γi,j(V
T , V T ) > 0

near p and

(5.10) lim
q→p

γi,j(V
⊥, V ⊥)(q)

ω(V ⊥, V ⊥)(q)
= ∞.

Proof. We omit the indices i, j, k, l for convenience. Let F⊥
p = ({0} × Cn−i) ∩ U that

is orthogonal to Fp = Ci × {0} with p = 0 ∈ Cn. Since γi,j is a Kähler current on X ,
(5.9) immediately follows.

Let V̂ be a local smooth vector field near π(p) defined by V̂ = (Φ ◦ π)∗V ⊥ ∈
Tπ(q)X ⊂ TΦ(π(q))CP

N for q ∈ F⊥
p . V̂ |π(p) 6= 0 and it does not lie in Tπ(p)Si,j . Since γi,j

has cone singularities in each transversal direction of Si,j and ω is smooth, we have

lim
q→p

γi,j(V̂ , V̂ )(π(q))

ω(V̂ ⊥, V̂ ⊥)(π(q))
= ∞

and (5.10) follows. �

We now choose a singular Kähler metric θcon = θ(δ) on Y with conical singularities
of normal crossings along the exceptional locus of π with angle 2(1 − δ)π. More

precisely, let E =
∑I

i=1Ei be an effective Q-divisor whose support coincides with
the exceptional locus Ξ of π. Let σEi be the defining section of Ei. We can choose
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a smooth hermitian metric hEi (suitably scaled) of the line bundle associated to Ei
such that

(5.11) θcon = θY +

I
∑

i=1

√
−1∂∂|σEi |2(1−δ)hEi

, θcon,ε = θY +

I
∑

i=1

√
−1∂∂(|σEi|2hEi + ε)(1−δ)

for sufficiently small ε > 0.

Lemma 5.4. For any point p ∈ Ξi,j,k,l any K > 1 and any t > 0, there exists a
neighborhood U ⊂ Y of p such that for any 0 ≤ r ≤ n,

(5.12) tχr−1 ∧ γi,j ∧ θn−rY + χr ∧ θn−r−1
Y ∧ θcon ≥ Kχr ∧ θn−rY

Proof. Suppose the exceptional locus near p is given by the intersection of Ek+1, Ek+2,
.., En with m ≤ n − 1. We choose local holomorphic vector fields V1, ...., Vn near p
such that 〈V1|p, ..., Vn|p〉 = TpY and 〈V1|p, ...Vm|p〉 = TpΞi,j,k,l. We can also assume
at p they are orthonormal with respect to θY , and so by choosing a sufficiently small
neighborhood U of p, we can assume that Vk+1, ...., Vn are transversal to Ξi,j,k,l ∩ U .

Apply V1 ∧ V1 ∧ .... ∧ Vn ∧ Vn to both sides of (5.12). Suppose one of Vk+1, ..., Vn
contracts with θn−rY on the right, then the inequality immediately holds by contracting
the same tangent vector with θcon.

Suppose a subset of V1, ..., Vk contracts with θn−rY in χr ∧ θn−rY , (which implies
that k ≥ n − r). Then for any subspace Cr ∩ U passing through p and containing a
transversal directions of Ξi,j,k,l,

χr−1 ∧ γi,j
χr

→ ∞

near p by Lemma 5.3. The lemma follows immediately by choosing U sufficiently
small after fixing t and K. �

We define

γ = γ(δ) =

(

∑

i,j

1

)−1
∑

i,j

γi,j, γε =

(

∑

i,j

1

)−1
∑

i,j

γi,j,ε.

Then following corollary immediately follows from Lemma 5.4..

Corollary 5.1. For any K > 1 and t > 0, there exists a neighborhood U of E such
that

tχr−1 ∧ γ ∧ θn−rY + χr ∧ θn−r−1
Y ∧ θcon ≥ Kχr ∧ θn−rY

in U in the sense of currents.

The following corollary follows from Lemma 5.4 for the perturbed forms γcon,ε and
θcon,ε.
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Corollary 5.2. For any K > 1 and any t > 0, there exist a neighborhood U of E and
ε0 > 0 such that for 0 < ε < ε0, we have

tχr−1 ∧ γε ∧ θn−rY + χr ∧ θn−r−1
con ∧ θcon,ε ≥ Kχr ∧ θn−rY

in U .

Lemma 5.5. There exist δ0 > 0, p > 1 and C > 0 such that for all δ < δ0,

∥

∥

∥

∥

(γ + θ)n

θnY

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Y,θn
Y
)

≤ C.

Proof. For any sufficiently small ǫ′ ∈ (0, 1), there exist δ0 > 0 and C > 0 such that
for all δ < δ0,

γ ≤ C

(

I
∑

i=1

|σEi|2hEi

)−ǫ′

θY , θcon ≤ C

(

I
∑

i=1

|σEi |2hEi

)−ǫ′

θY ,

where σEi and hEi are defined in (5.11). Then
∫

Y

∣

∣

∣

∣

(γ + θ)n

θnY

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

θnY ≤ C

∫

Y

|σE |−2ǫ′pθnY .

and the lemma follows immediately by choosing a suitable p > 1. �

The following corollary follows from Lemma 5.11 by for the perturbed forms for γε
and θcon,ε.

Corollary 5.3. There exists δ0 > 0, p > 1 and C > 0 such that for all 0 < δ < δ0
and 0 < ε < 1,

∥

∥

∥

∥

(γε + θcon,ε)
n

θnY

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Y,θn
Y
)

≤ C.

We will fix a sufficiently large constant A >> 1.

Proposition 5.1. There exists C > 0 such that for any t ∈ (0, 1), there exist s0 > 0
and ε0 > 0 such that for all s ∈ (0, s0) and ε ∈ (0, ε0), we have

(5.13) (χ + Atχ+ AsθY )
n−1 ∧ (ω + tγε + sθcon,ε) > (ξ − ǫ)eψ(χ+ Atχ + AsθY )

n.

and

(5.14)

∥

∥

∥

∥

(ω + tγε + sθcon,ε)
n

θnY

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Y,θn
Y
)

≤ C,

where ξ and ǫ are given by (5.2) and (5.1).
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Proof. We will compare terms containing sk in both

(I) = (χ + Atχ+ AsθY )
n−1 ∧ (ω + tγε + sθcon,ε)

and

(II) = (χ + Atχ+ AsθY )
n

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

(1) k = 0: We have (1 + At)n−1χn−1 ∧ (ω + tγε) in (I) and (1 + At)nχn in (II).
Their ratio is given by

(1 + At)−1

(

χn−1 ∧ (ω + tγε)

χn

)

> (1 + At)−1

(

χn−1 ∧ ω
χn

)

> (ξ − ǫ)eψ

for a fixed A >> 1 by our choice of χ.

(2) k = n: We have An−1θn−1
Y ∧ θcon,ε in (I) and AnθnY in (II). We can find a

sufficiently small neighborhood U1 of E such that the ratio of An−1θn−1
Y ∧θcon,ε

and AnθnY is given by

A−1 θ
n−1
Y ∧ θcon,ε

θnY
≥ ξeψ.

for all sufficiently small ε > 0, by the choice of θcon,ε.

(3) 0 < k < n: We have
(

Cn−1
k (1 + At)n−k−1Akχn−k−1 ∧ (ω + tγε) ∧ θkY + Cn−1

n−k(1 + At)n−kAk−1χn−k ∧ θk−1
Y ∧ θcon,ε

)

in (I) and Cn
k (1+At)n−kAkχn−k ∧ θkY in (II). We can find a sufficiently small

neighborhood U2 = U2(A, t) of E so that their ratio is given by

Cn−1
k (1 + At)n−k−1Akχn−k−1 ∧ (ω + tγε) ∧ θkY + Cn−1

n−k(1 + At)n−kAk−1χn−k ∧ θk−1
Y ∧ θcon,ε

Cn
k (1 + At)n−kAkχn−k ∧ θkY

≥ c(A, t)
tχn−k−1 ∧ γε ∧ θkY + χn−k ∧ θk−1

Y ∧ θcon,ε
χn−k ∧ θkY

≥ ξeψ

for all sufficiently small ε > 0, by Corollary 5.2.

Then for any sufficiently small s > 0, we can assume that on Y \ (U1 ∩ U2), the
terms both on the top and the bottoem in (2) and (3) will be much smaller than χn

since they contain sk. Estimate (5.13) then easily follows. Estimate (5.14) directly
follows from Corollary 5.3 since ω is bounded by a fixed multiple of θY . We have now
completed the proof of the proposition. �

Proposition 5.2. There exist s0 > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that for any s ∈ (0, s0),
ε ∈ (0, ε0), we have
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(5.15)

(χ+Atγε+Asθcon,ε)
n−2∧(ω+ tγε+sθcon,ε) <

n

n− 1
(ξ−2ǫ)eψ(χ+Atγε+Asθcon,ε)

n−1.

Proof. We will compute the ratio of terms in

(I) = (χ+ Atγε + Asθcon,ε)
n−2 ∧ (ω + tγε + sθcon,ε)

and
(II) = (χ+ Atγε + Asθcon,ε)

n−1

that contains satb for given a, b ≥ 0.

(1) a = b = 0: For any p ∈ Y \ E and (n− 1)-dimensional subspace of H ⊂ TpY ,
we have

χn−2 ∧ ω
χn−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

<
n

n− 1
(ξ − 2ǫ)eψ

by (5.1).

(2) 1 ≤ a+ b ≤ n− 2: We first consider the terms containing χn−2−a−b ∧ ω in (I)

and those containing χn−1−a−b in (II). For any p ∈ Y \ E and (n− 1− a− b)-
dimensional complex subspace of H ⊂ TpY , their ratio is given by

Cn−2
a+b χ

n−2−a−b ∧ ω ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε
Cn−1
a+b χ

n−1−a−b ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

=
(n− 1− a− b)χn−2−a−b ∧ ω ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε

(n− 1)χn−1−a−b ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

<
n

n− 1
(ξ − 2ǫ)eψ

by (5.3).
We then consider the terms containing no ω in (I) and those containing

χn−1−a−b in (II). Their ratio is given by

Aa+b−1χn−1−a−b ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε
Aa+bχn−1−a−b ∧ γaε ∧ θbcon,ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

= A−1

for any p ∈ Y \ E and (n− 1− a− b)-dimensional subspace of H ⊂ TpY
By choosing A sufficiently large, we can conclude that the ratio of terms

containing tasb on the numerator and the denominator will be less than n
n−1

(ξ−
2ǫ)eψ.

(3) a+ b = n−1: The ratio of terms containing tasb in (I) and (II) will be exactly
A−1 and by choosing sufficiently large A > 1, we can conclude that it is less
than n

n−1
(ξ − 2ǫ)eψ.
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We have now completed the proof of the proposition. �

We now let ωt = ω + tγε + sθcon,ε and χt = χ + Atγε + Asθcon,ε by choosing
0 < ε, s << t. It is obvious that ωt and χt are bounded by each other uniformly.

Lemma 5.6. There exist p > 1 and C > 0 such that for all t ∈ (0, 1),

(5.16) C−1ωt ≤ χt ≤ Cωt,

∥

∥

∥

∥

ωnt
θnY

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Y,θn
Y
)

≤ C.

Then we consider the following J-equation

(5.17)
(χt +

√
−1∂∂ut)

n−1 ∧ ωt
(χt +

√
−1∂∂ut)n

= eψ+ct , max
X

ϕt = 0.

on Y for t ∈ (0, 1). Equation (5.17) is equivalent to the following equation

(5.18) F [ut] = f(λ(χt +
√
−1∂∂ut)) = e−ψ−ct ,

where f(λ) = nSn
Sn−1

and λχt+
√
−1∂∂ut

is the set of eigenvalues of χt +
√
−1∂∂ut with

respect to ωt. Obviously f satisfies the assumption of Theorem 1.2 for the positive
cone Γn. Recall that the sup-slope σt for equation (5.18) is given by

(5.19) σt = inf
φ∈C∞(Y )∩PSH(X,χt)

max
Y

(

eψ
(χt +

√
−1∂∂φ)n

(χt +
√
−1∂∂φ)n−1 ∧ ωt

)

,

In particular, the J-slope for equation (5.17) is given by

ξt = σ−1
t = ect .

Lemma 5.7. For any t ∈ (0, 1), u = 0 is both a super-solution and a sub-solution for
equation (5.18) satisfying

(5.20) max
Y

eψf(λ(χt)) < min
Y
eψf∞(λ(χt))− ǫ.

In particular, for any 0 < t < 1, equation (5.17) admits a unique solution ut ∈
C∞(Y ) ∩ PSH(Y, χt).

Proof. The estimate (5.20) follows from Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 by the
construction of ωt and χt. The lemma is then proved by applying Theorem 1.2. �

Lemma 5.8. There exists C > 0 such that for any 0 < t < 1, the sup-slope σt for
equation (5.17) satisfies

C−1 ≤ σt ≤ C.

Proof. It suffices to show that σt is uniformly bounded below, or equivalently, ct is
uniformly bounded above. Since equation (5.17) can be solved for each t ∈ (0, 1), we
let pt be the minimal point of ut. By the maximum principle, we have

ect ≤ e−ψ
χn−1
t ∧ ωt
χnt

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ max
Y

(

e−ψ
χn−1
t ∧ ωt
χnt

)

≤ C

since ωt and χt are uniformly equivalent to each other by Lemma 5.6. �
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The same argument in the proof of Proposition 3.2 gives the following lemma.

Lemma 5.9. There exist r > 0, R > 0 such that u = 0 is a Ce−ψ+ct ,r,R-subsolution
for (5.18) for all t ∈ (0, 1).

The recent important work of [16] extends the L∞-estimate of [27] to a family of
degenerating background Kähler metrics with techniques developed in [15]. It turns
out to be an essential estimate in our application for the J-equation in the singular
setting.

Lemma 5.10. Let ut be the unique solution of equation (5.17). There exists C > 0
such that for all 0 < t < 1, we have

‖ut‖L∞(Y ) ≤ C.

Proof. By the uniform estimate (5.16), we can directly apply Theorem 2.1 of [16]
to obtain the uniform L∞-estimate for ut since u = 0 is a Ce−ψ−ct ,r,R-subsolution for
(5.18) for fixed r, R > 0 for all t ∈ (0, 1). �

Corollary 5.4. There exists a solution u ∈ L∞(X) ∩ PSH(X,χ) to the J-equation

(5.21) (χ +
√
−1∂∂u)n−1 ∧ ω = eψ+c(χ+

√
−1∂∂u)n.

for some c ∈ R. Furthermore, there exists C > 0 such that

(5.22) χ+
√
−1∂∂u ≥ C−1ω.

Proof. Let ϕt be the solution to the equation (5.17). By passing to a subsequence,
we can assume that utj → u ∈ L∞(Y ) ∩ PSH(Y, χ), ctj → c0 as tj → 0. Since ut is
uniformly bounded in L∞(Y ),

lim
tj→0

(χ+
√
−1∂∂utj )

n−1 ∧ ω = (χ+
√
−1∂∂u)n−1 ∧ ω

= lim
tj→0

eψ+ctj (χ+
√
−1∂∂utj)

n = eψ+c0(χ+
√
−1∂∂u)n

holds on Y . Since χ is a Kähler form on X , u can be pushed forward to X and
u ∈ L∞(X) ∩ PSH(X,χ). Therefore, u indeeds solves equation (5.21).

Since χt+
√
−1∂∂ut is smooth on Y , there exists C > 0 such that for all t ∈ (0, 1),

χt +
√
−1∂∂ut ≥ C−1ωt

by equation (5.17). The Kähler condition (5.22) then immediately follows. �

We have now completed the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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