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WEAKLY HOLOMORPHIC HOMOGENEOUS REGULAR
MANIFOLDS

ANDREW ZIMMER

ABSTRACT. We introduce a class of complex manifolds which we call weakly
holomorphic homogeneous regular manifolds (WHHR) manifolds. As the name
suggests, this class contains the so-called holomorphic homogeneous regular
manifolds but also other classes of complex manifolds such as two dimen-
sional finite type domains and simply connected K&hler manifolds with pinched
negative sectional curvature. For wHHR Stein manifolds we prove that the
Bergman and Kobayashi metrics are biLipschitz equivalent.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Kobayashi and Bergman metrics are in general not uniformly biLipschitz
on a complex manifold (even for domains in complex Euclidean space). However,
for certain special classes of complex manifolds they are, such as

(1) finite type domains in C* [Cat89),

(2) simply connected negatively curved complete Kéahler manifolds [WY20],
(3) the holomorphic homogeneous regular (HHR) manifolds introduced by Liu—
Sun—Yau and independently by Yeung [Yeu09], which include:

(a) strongly pseudoconvex domains,
(b) Kobayashi hyperbolic convex domains, and
(c) Teichmiiller spaces.

The purpose of this paper is to introduce a new class of non-compact complex
manifolds which contains all of the above families and where the Kobayashi and
Bergman metrics are uniformly biLipschitz.

We begin by recalling the definition of holomorphic homogeneous regular mani-
folds.

Definition 1.1. [LSY04] Yeu09] A complex m-manifold M is a holomorphic ho-
mogeneous regular (HHR) manifold if there exists s > 0 such that: for every ( € M
there is a holomorphic embedding f : M — C™ with f({) =0 and

sB™ C f(M) Cc B™,
where B Cc C™ is the unit ball.

Remark 1.2. HHR manifolds are sometimes called manifolds with the wuniform
squeezing property, see for instance [Yeu(09).

For a general complex manifold, it is very difficult to construct bounded holomor-
phic functions much less bounded embeddings into complex Euclidean space (see
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for instance Yau’s long standing conjecture [Yau82, Problem 38]). Motivated by
Sibony’s [Sib81] lower bound on the Kobayashi metric, we replace the existence of
a bounded holomorphic embeddings of M into C™ with the existence of a bounded
plurisubharmonic function with large Levi form.

In the following definition let Z(f) denote the Levi form of a C? function f and
let ggue denote the Euclidean metric on C™.

Definition 1.3. A complex m-manifold M is a weakly holomorphic homogeneous
reqular (WHHR) manifold if there exists s > 0 such that: for every ( € M there

exist a holomorphic embedding ® : B™ — M and a C? plurisubharmonic function
¢: M — [0,1] where ®(0) = ¢ and

L(po®) > s%gpuc on B™.
If, in addition, M C C™ is a domain, then we call M a wHHR domain.
As the name suggests every HHR manifold is an wHHR manifold.
Observation 1.4. If M is a HHR manifold, then M is also a wHHR manifold.

Since the proof is short we include it here.

Proof. Suppose f : M — C™ is a holomorphic embedding with f(¢{) = 0 and
sB™ C f(M) C B™. Then define ® : B™ — M by ®(w) = f~!(sw) and define
¢: M —[0,1] by ¢(z) = ||f(2)]|>. Then ¢ is a C? plurisubharmonic function and
¢ o ®(w) = 5% |w||®. So

$(¢ o (I)) = S29Euc
on B, O

Like HHR manifolds [LSY04, [Yeu09], we will show that the Kobayashi distance
is Cauchy complete on a wHHR manifold.

Theorem 1.5 (see Corollary 4] below). If M is a wHHR manifold, then the
Kobayashi distance on M is Cauchy complete.

Combining Theorem with results of Royden [Roy71] Corollary pg. 136] and
Wu [Wu67, Theorem F] we deduce that wHHR domains are taut and pseudoconvex.

Corollary 1.6. If Q C C™ is a wHHR domain, then § is taut and pseudoconvez.

We can also estimate the Bergman metric on wHHR manifolds, but require the
additional assumption that the manifold is Stein.

Theorem 1.7 (see Theorem B3 below). If M is a wHHR Stein manifold, then:

(1) The Bergman metric on M is a complete Kdihler metric with bounded ge-
ometry (in the sense of Definition [82 below).
(2) The Kobayashi and Bergman metrics on M are uniformly biLipschitz.

Notice that a wHHR domain is always Stein by Corollary We require that
the manifold is Stein in Theorem [[.7]so that we can solve the 9-equation in weighted
L? spaces.



WEAKLY HOLOMORPHIC HOMOGENEOUS REGULAR MANIFOLDS 3

1.1. A pointwise version. The squeezing function, introduced by Deng—Guan—
Zhang [DGZ12], on a complex m-manifold M is defined by

sqps(¢) := sup{r : there exists an holomorphic embedding
f:M — B™ with f({) =0and rB™ C f(M)}.

Notice that a manifold is HHR if and only if the squeezing function has a positive
lower bound. Further, if M admits no bounded embeddings, then sq,, = —oc.

The squeezing function can be useful in some arguments because it provides a
localized version of the HHR condition, see for instance the proof of Theorem 1.3
in [Zim21Db] or the arguments in Section 4 of [AFGG24]. Motivated by this utility,
we make the following definition.

Definition 1.8. Given a complex m-manifold M the weak squeezing function
wsd,s : M — [0,1]

is defined as follows: wsq,,(¢) is the supremum over all s € [0, 1] where there exist
a holomorphic embedding ® : B™ — M and a C? function ¢ : M — [0,1] where
®(0) = ¢, ¢(¢) =0, log ¢ is plurisubharmonic, and

ZL(po®) > 52 gBue
on B,

Remark 1.9. The conditions on ¢ in Definition [[.§ might seem stronger than the
conditions in Definition [[L3] however it is straightforward to modify the function ¢
in Definition to satisfy the assumptions in Definition [[.8] for a possibly smaller
value of s. The additional assumptions on ¢ in Definition [I.§] are motivated by
Sibony’s lower bound for the Kobayashi metric [Sib81].

This function has the following basic properties.

Proposition 1.10 (see Propositions 5.1l and B3 below). If M is a complex mani-
fold, then

(1) sap;(z0) < wsqp(20) < 1 for all zo € M.
(2) M is a wHHR manifold if and only if wsq,, has a positive lower bound.

We will prove the following pointwise version of part (2) in Theorem [[L7

Theorem 1.11 (see Theorem Bl below). For every s € (0,1) and m € N there
exists C = C(s,m) > 1 such that: If M is a Stein m-manifold, zo € M, and
wsd s (20) > s, then the Bergman and Kobayashi metrics are C-biLipschitz at zg.

We also prove the following rigidity result.

Proposition 1.12 (see Proposition [B.5] below). If M is a taut complex manifold
and wsq;(z) = 1 for some z € M, then M is biholomorphic to the unit ball.

It would be interesting to know if the tautness assumption can be removed from
Proposition [[L.12] and more generally if the supremum in Definition [I.§] is always
realized.
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1.2. The 0-Neumann operator. In the last part of the paper we will establish a
necessary condition for the compactness of the 9-Neumann operator on (0, ¢)-forms.
Given a pseudoconvex @ C C™ and 1 < ¢ < m, let L%O.q) (Q) denotes the space of

(0, q)-forms with square integrable coefficients and let 0* denote the L? adjoint of

d. The d-Neumann operator N, : Lﬁqu)(Q) — Lﬁqu)(Q) is the bounded inverse to

the unbounded self-adjoint surjective operator (J := 90* + 9*0 on L%Qq)(ﬂ). These
operators have been extensively studied and we refer the reader to [FK72, [Kra92,
BS99, [CS01], [Str10] for details.

It is generally believed that analytic varieties in the boundary should be an
obstruction to the d-Neumann operator being compact (assuming the boundary of
the domain is sufficiently regular), see the discussion in [FS01]. For wHHR domains

we can use the methods in [Zim21a] to prove this is indeed the case.

Theorem 1.13 (see Theorem@.IIbelow). Suppose that Q@ C C™ is a bounded wHHR
domain with C° boundary. If OQ contains a q-dimensional analytic variety, then

Ny: L%OH)(Q) — L%OH)(Q) is mot compact.

To be precise, we say

(1) Q has C° boundary if for every point z € 9§ there exists a neighborhood
U of x and there exists a linear change of coordinates which makes U N 92
the graph of a C° function.
(2) 99 contains a g-dimensional analytic variety if there exists a holomorphic
map ¢ : B? = C™ where ¥(B?) C 92 and ¢’(0) has rank q.
It would be interesting to know if the converse of Theorem is true for
bounded wHHR domains with C° boundaries. This would probably require devel-
oping a new way to show that the 9-Neumann operator is compact.

1.3. Examples. By Observation [[L4 every HHR manifold is also an wHHR mani-
fold. Hence the following families are all wHHR manifolds:

(1) The Teichmiiller space of hyperbolic surfaces with genus g and n punctures
(by the Bers embedding, see [Gar87]).

(2) Kobayashi hyperbolic convex domains or more generally C-convex domains
[Era91l [KZ16l NAT7].

(3) Bounded domains where Aut(f2) acts co-compactly on €.

(4) Strongly pseudoconvex domains [DEW14l [DGZ16].

In [Zim21a], we introduced a class of bounded domains called domains with
bounded intrinsic geometry. By [Zim21al Theorem 1.12] any domain with bounded
intrinsic geometry is an wHHR domain. Hence, by the discussion in Section 2
in [Zim21a] the following families are all wHHR manifolds:

(5) Finite type domains in C.

(6) Simply connected negatively curved complete Kéahler manifolds.
Showing that finite type domains in C? have bounded instrinsic geometry uses
deep work of Catlin [Cat89] and showing that simply connected negatively curved
complete Kéahler manifolds have bounded instrinsic geometry uses deep work of
Wu—Yau [WY20].

1.4. Some questions. We end this introduction by listing some questions.

Question 1.14. Is every wHHR manifold Stein?
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Question 1.15. Is the supremum in Definition always realized?

Question 1.16. Does a wHHR (Stein?) manifold have a complete Kdhler—Einstein
metric? If so, is it biLipschitz to the Bergman and Kobayashi metrics?

Question 1.17. Is it possible to characterize the finite type pseudoconver domains
which are wHHR domains? Are they the h-extendible finite type domains?

Griffiths [Gri7l] proved that if X is a smooth quasi-projective algebraic variety
and x € X, then there exists a Zariski dense open set O of X containing x so
that the universal cover O of O is biholomorphic to a bounded domain in complex
Euclidean space.

Question 1.18. Are the domains O constructed by Griffiths wHHR or HHR do-
mains?

Acknowledgements. This work was partially supported by a Sloan research fel-
lowship and grant DMS-2105580 from the National Science Foundation.
2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. In this section we fix any possibly ambiguous notation.

Approzimate inequalities: Given functions f,h : X — (0,00) we write f < h or
equivalently h 2 f if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(z) < Ch(z) for all
x € X. Often times the set X will be a set of parameters (e.g. m € N).

The Levi form: Given a complex m-manifold M and a C*-smooth real valued
function f: M — R, the Levi form Z(f) of f is the possibly indefinite Hermitian

form defined in local holomorphic coordinates z',..., 2™ by
02 ;
— J K
2L(f) = Z Sporde ®dZ.
1<j,k<m

2.2. Solutions to d. Given a Kihler metric g on a complex m-manifold M let
dV, denote the associated volume form. Recall that g induces a norm on forms as
follows: If z',...,2™ are local coordinates centered at zo where %LZO, el az% 20

are orthonormal with respect to g and

n= Z ay gdzt Ndz2T € Ag’;’q) (M),

2
Inll, =/ lersl*.

When 7 is a (m, 0)-form, we have the following formula (see [Berl0l, Section 3.2])

then

.m,2 _ 2
i A= |l dVy.

We will use the following existence theorem for solutions to @ which is estab-
lished in [Dem96, Theorem 8.8] (similar versions appear in [SY77, Proposition 2.1],
[GW'9, Proposition 8.6], [Ohs84, Proposition 4], [Berl(, Theorem 5.1.1]).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose M is a Stein m-manifold and g is a (possibly incomplete)
Kdhler metric on M. Let A1, A2 be plurisubharmonic functions on M. Assume A\
is C° smooth and

Z(A) >cg
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for some continuous positive function ¢ : M — (0, 00).
If f is a smooth (m,1)-form and Of = 0, then there exists F' a smooth (m,0)-
form with OF = f and

2
im2/ e~ (A1 t+A2) (F/\F‘) S/ me—()\l-i-)\z)dvq,
M M €
assuming the right hand side is finite.

3. THE PLURICOMPLEX GREEN FUNCTION

In this section we establish local estimates for the pluricomplex Green function.
We will use these estimates in Sections [] and [7

Definition 3.1. Suppose M is a complex manifold and d,; is some distance on
M induced by a complete Riemannian metric. The pluricomplex Green function
G : 2 xQ— {—o00} U (—00,0] is defined by

Ga(z, 20) = sup ¥ (2)
where the supremum is taken over all negative plurisubharmonic functions 1 such
that ¥(z) — logdas(z, 20) is bounded from above in a neighborhood of z.

Remark 3.2. In the definition, we assume that ¥ = —oo is a plurisubharmonic
function.

We will use the following fact.

Proposition 3.3. [KIi85 Theorem 1.1] If My, My are complex manifolds and f :
My — M5 is a holomorphic map, then

GMz (f(z)a f(ZO)) < GM1 (Za ZO)
for all z,zo € My. In particular, if f is a biholomorphism, then G, (f(2), f(20)) =
G, (2, 20) for all z,z0 € M.

The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 3.4. For every r,s € (0,1) there exists C = C(r,s) > 0 such that: If M
is a complex m-manifold, ® : B™ — M is a holomorphic embedding, ¢ : M — [0, 1]
is a plurisubharmonic function with L£(¢ o ®) > s2gpuc on B™, then

log ||lw — wp|| — C < Gg (®(w), ®(wp)) < log ||w — wpl| + C
for all w,wo € rB™.

Proof. Fix a compactly supported smooth function x : B"™ — [0,1] with x = 1in a
neighborhood of »B". Then pick A > 0 such that

2 <x(w) log @) > —Agsu.

when w € B™ and wp € rB™. We claim that C := A/s? + log(2) satisfies the
theorem.

Fix M, ®, and ¢ as in the statement of the theorem. Then fix wy € rB™. Define
Y : M — {—c0}UR by

e) = {X(cpl(z)) log 127Gl L 44y~ 1) iz e @™
4(p(2) — 1) else.
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Notice that 1 is negative and 1 o ® : B™ — [—00,0) is plurisubharmonic since
A

Fix a distance dps on M which is induced by a Riemannian metric. We claim
that ¢ —logdas (-, ®(wo)) is bounded from above in a neighborhood of ®(wyp). Since
® is an embedding, there exist C’ > 1 and a neighborhood W of wq such that

1
rel [w —wol < dar(®(w), ®(wo)) < C” [Jw —wol|

for all w € W. Then ¢ — logda (-, ®(wp)) is bounded from above on ®(W), which
a neighborhood of ®(wp). Then, by the definition of Gy,

Gar(®(w), (wo)) > 1h(®(w)) > log [|w — wol| — g,

for all w € rB™.
For the upper bound, first notice that

Gpr (w, wp) < log [jw — wol| —log(2)

since w — log ||jw — wo|| — log(2) is negative and plurisubharmonic. So by Proposi-
tion

Gm (®(w), @(wo)) < Gopm)(P(w), ®(wo)) = Gpm (w, wo)
< log [|w — wo|| — log(2). O
4. THE KOBAYASHI METRIC

In this section we use the estimates on the pluricomplex Green function in The-
orem [3.4] to bound the Kobayashi metric.

Definition 4.1. Suppose M is a complex manifold. The (infinitesimal) Kobayashi
metric is the pseudo-Finsler metric

krv(z; X)=inf {|¢]: £ € ThC~C, ¢:D — M holo., ¢(0) =z, d(p)e =X}
when X € T, M. The Kobayashi distance is the pseudo-distance

1 . . . 1
K . o _0:[0,1] = M is a piecewise C"-smooth
dyy (21, 22) = inf {/0 ky(o(t); o' (t))dt : curve joining z; to zg .

We will frequently use the following fact.

Observation 4.2. If M;, M> are complex manifolds and f : M; — Ms is a holo-
morphic map, then

kary (f(2);d(f)=X) < ke, (25 X)
for all z € My and X € T, M.
The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.3. For every r,s € (0,1) there exists C = C(r,s) > 1 such that: If M
is a complex m-manifold, ® : B™ — M is a holomorphic embedding, ¢ : M — [0, 1]
is a plurisubharmonic function with £ (¢ o ®) > s2ggue on B™, then

(1) S IX < Far () d(@),X) < C1X]
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for allw e rB™ and X € T, C™ ~ C™. Moreover, if wy,ws € rB™, then
1
(2) o lwr —wall < A (@(w1), P(w2)) < Cllwy — w2

Delaying the proof of Theorem [.3] we state and prove one corollary.

Corollary 4.4. If M is a wHHR manifold, then the Kobayashi distance on M is
Cauchy complete.

Proof. Fix s € (0,1) and a family of embeddings {®; : ( € M} satisfying Defini-
tion[[3l Then fix r € (0,1), and a constant C' = C(r, s) > 1 satisfying Theorem .3
Suppose (zp)n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in (M, d%;). Then there exists N > 1

such that
r

2C
for all n > N. Then by Equation (2)) and the definition of the Kobayashi distance,
we must have z, € &, (5B"™) for all n > N.

Then

dﬁ(zN,zn) <

|23 (2ny) = @23 (2n,) || < O iy (2ny s 20, )

N
when n1,n2 > N. So {®_!(z,) : n > N} is a Cauchy sequence in C™. So
NERRT -1 T'—m
w = nl;rgo O (2n) € EB

exists. Thus
lim z, = ®,, (w). O

n—00

Proof of Theorem[{.3 Fix r € (0,1). To establish the estimates in [2)) we will have
to establish the estimates in () for a larger ball. So fix r; € (r,1) and a constant
Cy = Cy(r1, s) > 0 satisfying Theorem B4 for 1, s.

Fix M, ®, and ¢ as in the statement of the theorem. Let

1
C} := max {eco, } .
1—7‘1

We claim that if w € 1 B" and X € T, C™ ~ C™, then

1
(3) o 1K= Foar (®(w); d(®)w X) < Co LX)
For the upper bound on the Kobayashi metric, define ¢ : D — M by
X
p(N) =2 (w +(1- 1“1)—/\) .
X
Then ¢(0) = ®(w) and d(¢)oLEL = d(®),,X. So by definition

1—7‘1
1
fear (@(w); d(@)0 X) <
1— 1
For the lower bound, fix € > 0. Then there exist £ € Ty C ~ C and a holomorphic
map ¢ : D — M with ¢(0) = ®(w), d(p)o& = d(P),X, and

§l < €+ kar (B(w); d(P)w X) .
Then fix 6 > 0 such that (6 D) C ®(r; B™). Then for A € §D we have
log |A] = Gp(A, 0) = Gar((A), ®(w)) > log [ 27" (2(A)) — w]| — Co.

X < CulIX]l-
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So [[(@71 o) (A) — w]|| < e |A| when A € §D. Thus [|d(® 0 ), 1| < e“. So
X1 = [[d(@" o p)ut]| < e Ie] < e (e + kar (B(w); d(P)w X))

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, then

1

o X < e )X < kar (®(w); d(@)w X) .

Now we prove the “moreover” part of the theorem. Fix wy,ws € rB™. Equa-
tion (@) implies that
A (®(wn), ®(ws)) < Ch [Jwr — w|.

For the lower bound, let o : [0,1] — M be a piecewise C'-smooth curve with
o(0) = ®(wy) and o(1) = ®(ws). If the image of o is contained in ®(r; B™), then

! ! ! 1 —1 / 1
/OkM(a(t);a(t))dtz/o aH(@ o0) (t)Hdtzc—luwl—wQH.

If the image of ¢ is not contained in ®(r; B™), then there exist sequences (a,)n>1
and (by)n>1 such that: o([0,ap] U [by,1]) C ®(r1 B™) and
lim |[(@ " oo)(an)|| =71 = lim [[(@"o0)(by)|-
n—oo

n—oo

Then Equation (B]) implies that

1
/ kar(o(t); o' (t))dt > limsup/ 1 (@ oo) ()| dt
0 [0,an]Ulbn1] C1

n— o0
1
> timsup - ([[(@7 0 0)(an) — wi | + [[wz ~ (@ 0 ) b))
n—o0o 1
< 2(ry — 1) el
- (71 - (le
So C' := max {C’l, TC;1_T } satisfies the theorem.

T

w1 — w2 .

5. THE WEAK SQUEEZING FUNCTION

In this section we prove Propositions [ 10 and [[.T2] from the introduction. We
start by proving part two of Proposition [L.I0

Proposition 5.1. A complex manifold M is a wHHR manifold if and only if wsq,,
has a positive lower bound.

Proof. 1t is clear that if wsq;, has a positive lower bound, then M is a wHHR man-
ifold. So suppose that M is a wHHR m-manifold and s > 0 satisfies Definition
Fix 6 € (0,1) and a compactly supported smooth function y : B™ — [0,1] with
X =1 on § B™. Then pick A > 1 such that

2w (2x(w)log [lw]]) > —Agruc

4e
Fix zo € M. Then fix a holomorphic embedding ® : B™ — M and a C>
plurisubharmonic function ¢ : M — [0, 1] such that ®(0) = zg, ¢(z9) = 0, and

ZL(po®) > s2gEuC

when w € B™. Let A := SAZ. We will show that wsq,, is bounded below by W/L.



10 WEAKLY HOLOMORPHIC HOMOGENEOUS REGULAR MANIFOLDS
on B,
Let ¢y := e 179 : M — [0,1]. Notice that if X =Y. 2;5% € T"OB, then
ZL($100)(X,X) = TP L($o®) + e X (g0 P)|
and hence
X (g1 0®)|* = e 212" |X (g0 @) < L(¢10P)(X, X).
Define ¢o : M — [0, 400) by

-1
o) = 127 @Y 20 it - e 2B
2 e else.

Then ¢2(z9) = 0 and log ¢ is plurisubharmonic by our choice of A and A. We
claim that

1
P) > —.

ZL($209) 2 5
on §B™. To that end, fix w € §B™ and X =}, rj52 € 7Y C™ with X =1
and let B

L= L(¢2 0 ®)u(X, X).
Notice that
920 (w) = [Jw]* X1o%)
and so
L = e (||X|* + 2ARe (X (61 0 @) - w, X)) ) + ]| £(e*°)(X, X)
> AP (1= 20 [X (g1 0 ®)| [[w]]) + [Jw]|* L (e *1°%) (X, X).
Further,
L(E00)(X, X) = Ao (AL (610 9)(X, X) + N X (61 0 D))

> 9% (XX (1 0 @) + 22 X (61 0 @) ).
So
L2 AX (610 @) Jull® + (1= X (61 0 ®)] [lw])?
Now if A|X (61 0 ®)| |lw| < 1/2, we have

1 1
L> - > —
_0+4 2
and if | X (¢1 0 @) ||w|| > 1/2, we have
1 1
L>—4+0=—.
_4)\+0 4\

So the claim is true. ~ 5 5
Finally define ® : B™ — M by ®(w) = ®(dw) and ¢ : M — [0,1] by ¢(z) =
e po(z). Then
52
D) > ——gEuc
Z(d)o ) = 4)\6>‘9E

on B™. So wsq,,(20) > \/E' .

For part one of Proposition [[LI0 and Proposition [[.12] we will use Sibony’s
Schwarz lemma for subharmonic functions on the disk.
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Theorem 5.2 (Sibony [Sib81] Proposition 1]). Suppose ¢ : D — [0,1] is C* in a
neighborhood of the origin, 1¥(0) = 0, and log is subharmonic. Then
(1) ¥(z) < |z|2 on D with equality at some point different from 0 if and only if
W(z) = |2)? for every z € D. .
(2) Ap(0) < 4 with equality if and only if ¥(z) = |z|2 for every z € D.
Using Sibony’s result, we verify Proposition from the introduction.
Proposition 5.3. If M is a complex manifold, then
sdp(20) < wsqp(z0) < 1.

Proof. We first show that sq,,(z0) < wsq,s(20). Suppose f : M — C™ is a
holomorphic embedding with f(z9) = 0 and sB™ C f(M) C B™. Then define
®:B™ — M by ®(w) = f~'(sw) and define ¢ : M — [0,1] by ¢(z) = || f(z)]°.
Then ®(0) = 2o, ¢(20) = 0, ¢ is a C* function, and log¢ is plurisubharmonic.
Further, ¢ o ®(w) = 5% |jw||* and so

ZL(po®) = 52 gBue

on B™. Hence wsq,,(z0) > s, which implies that sq,,(z0) < wsqy;(20).

Next we show that wsq,;(z0) < 1. Suppose ® : B™ — M is a holomorphic
embedding with ®(0) = 29 and ¢ : M — [0,1] is a C* plurisubharmonic function
where ¢(¢) = 0, log ¢ is plurisubharmonic, and

ZL(po®) > 52 gBue

on B.
Fix a unit vector X € C™ and consider the function ¢ : D — [0,1] defined by
¥(z) = (¢ 0 ®)(2X). Then 1 is C?, 1(0) = 0, log ¥ is subharmonic, and

AY(0) = 4.L(po ®)o(X, X) > 452
So by Theorem we must have s < 1. O

To prove Proposition [[LT2 we will use the following lemma (which is similar in
statement and proof to [MV15] Proposition 3.6.2]).

Lemma 5.4. If ¢ : D — [0,1] is C%, Ay > 45> on D, and ¥(0) = 0, then

1 27
2.2 < — 6
s S oo | Y(re™)do
for all r € 10,1).
Proof. Define f:1[0,1) — [0,1] by
1 2 )
1) == [ pire®)ao.
27 0

Notice that f is C* and f(0) = 0. Further

" 1, . 1 [/ 10 0
04100 =50 [ (5t ) vl
27
— L [T av)re)as > a5

27T 0
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31nceA_8T2+Tar %8‘3— ndf 927,/)re )df = 0. So

% (rf'(r)) > 4s%r.

Then integrating we have rf’(r) > 2s?r? and so

r) = /OT f'(t)dt > s*r?. O

Proposition 5.5. If M is taut and wsq,,(z0) = 1 for some zo € M, then M is
biholomorphic to the ball.

Proof. Suppose wsq,;(z0) = 1. Then there exist s,, /1, a sequence of holomorphic
embedding ®,, : B™ — M, and a sequence of C? functions ¢,, : M — [0, 1] where
D,,(0) = 20, ¢n(20) =0, log ¢y, is plurisubharmonic, and

g((bn o (I)n) > SigEuc

on B™. Notice that ¢, = €'°8?~ is also plurisubharmonic.
Since M is taut, by passing to a subsequence we can suppose that ®,, converges
to a holomorphic map ® : B™ — M with ®(0) = ¢. By Theorem 3] for every
€ (0,1) there exists C,. > 1 such that

1
o lw—wull< G (@ (w), Py (u)) < Cr w — ull
for all n > 1 and p,q € rB. Thus & is injective.

Since ¢, is a bounded sequence of plurisubharmonic functions, by passing to a
further subsequence we can suppose that ¢, converges in L''°¢(M) to a plurisub-
harmonic function ¢ : M — [0, 1], see |HOT, page 229]. By Theorem

b 0 p(2) < |2

and by Lemma [5.4]
1
sir2<7/ n 0 ) (r2)du(z
<y [ Gu0B)r)iu)

where S™~1 C C™ is the unit sphere and p is the surface area measure on S™~1. So
we must have (¢o®)(z) = ||z||* almost everywhere. Since ¢ is upper semicontinuous,
this implies that (¢ o ®)(z) > ||z||* for all z € B™.

Next we claim that ® is onto. Since ® is injective, ® is an immersion and hence
®(B™) is open. So it is enough to show that ®(B™) is closed. Suppose not. Then
there exists z € ®(B™) \ ®(B™). Then there exists a sequence (w;);>1 in B™ with
z =limj_ 0 ®(w;) and lim,_, ||w;|| = 1. Then

#(z) > lim (¢ o @)(w;) > hm HwJH > 1.

j‘)OO

Then by the maximum principle, ¢ = 1 which is impossible. So ® is onto.
So @ : B™ — M, being one-to-one and onto, is a biholomorphism. O
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6. THE BERGMAN KERNEL AND METRIC ON MANIFOLDS

In this expository section we recall the definition and basic properties of the
Bergman kernel, metric, and distance on a complex manifold.

Given a complex m-manifold M, let H(M) denote the Hilbert space of holomor-
phic (m, 0)-forms with inner product

f.9 2m/ng

The Bergman kernel of M is the (m,m)-form on M x M defined by
Z i (2) A ¢ (w)

where {¢;} is some (any) orthonormal basis of H(M). We will also consider the
(m, m)-form on M defined by

(4) Z $5(2) N d;(2)

where again {¢,} is some (any) orthonormal basis of H(M).
When kjs(z) is non-vanishing, the Bergman (pseudo-)metric is defined in local
holomorphic coordinates z!,...,2™ by

9% logk(2) ik
gMm = Z 2205k dz’ ® dz
1<j,k<m

where
kyy = kdz' Ao Adz™ AdEY A AdE™

1. Classical formulas for the Bergman metric and kernel. In this section
we recall and prove some classical formulas for the Bergman metric and kernel on
a complex manifold. Fix a holomorphic embedding ® : B™ — M. Then define
k:B™ — C by

D kpy = kdz" A AdZ™ AdEYA - A dE™.
Likewise, for f € H(M) define f : B™ — C by
O f = fdz' A Ad2™
Notice that

RP: m’ m’? N
6 [ | aren=0 [ e w0 [ pag<isr
B 2 2™ Jom)

B™

The following formulas as very well known, but since the argument is short we
include it here.

Theorem 6.1.
(1) If z € B™, then

k(z) = max { ] i(2)

2
g Hon, 17 =1}
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(2) Suppose kpr is non-vanishing (and hence the Bergman metric exists). If
ze€B™ and X = E;nzl xj% € THOC™, then

2" gas (X, X) = R(; max{ [X(7)(2)

Proof sketch. Fix z € B™ and X = 377" zj2 € THOC™.
Define ¢, : H(M) — C by

2 N
FEHOD, f] = 1, f(z) = o}.

a(f) = f(2).
By Cauchy’s integral formula and Equation (&), ¢; is continuous. Hence there exists
Y1 € H(M) such that

f(z)=0(f) = {f.¢1)
for all f € H(M). Next define £, : )i~ — C by

ba(f) = X (f)(=).
Again by Cauchy’s integral formula and Equation (&), ¢2 is continuous. Hence there
exists 19 € ¥{ such that

X(f)(z) = a(f) = (o)
for all f € 7.
Let ¢1, ¢2 be orthogonal unit vectors such that ¢ € C-¢1 and 99 € C-¢2 (it is
possible for 11 or 1, to be zero). Notice that, if f € ¥i-, then

(6) f2)=(f,¢1) =0.
Likewise, if f € ¥{ N5, then
(7) X(f)(z) = (f,2) = 0.
Now extend {¢1, ¢2} to an orthonormal basis {¢;}. Then by Equation (@),
. . 2. 2
(8) K(z) = D |85 = [o1(2)|” = ow, )P = ]

Further, if f =" ¢;¢; € H(M), then
‘f(z) = [(F o)l = leal gl < (£l

Thus (1) is true.
Now suppose that k(z) # 0. Since

*gar(X, X) = XX (logk) () = _

and k = 3 ]J)j * Bquations @), @), and &) imply

w50~ 5 (5) o] - o (ST (8 o
C (KB @) - s ) o
=i X (B) O = 5 169 = s e vl = ol
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Further, if f = Y ¢j¢; € H(M) and f(z) = 0, then f € ;- and so Equation (7)
implies that

’X(f)(Z) = [(f,92)] = lea| [l < IF 1 92l
So (2) is true. O

6.2. Bounds on the Bergman kernel in local coordinates. Results in [WY20)
provide uniform bounds on the Bergman kernel in local coordinates.

Proposition 6.2. [WY20] For every m € N and r € (0,1) there exist constants
{Ca,b}a,bGZg‘o such that: If M is a compler m-manifold, ® : B™ — M 1is a holo-
morphic embedding, and 3 : B™ x B™ — C is defined by
(® x ®)* Ky = Bu, w)du A--- Adu™ Adwt A--- A do™,
then
dlal+1bl g
g 0] < Cas
for all u,w € rB.

To prove the proposition we use the following lemma from [WY20].

Lemma 6.3. [WY20, Corollary 24] Let @ C C™ be domain. Let (h;)52,
sequence of holomorphic functions on Q with the following property: There is an
integer Ng > 0 such that for all N > Ny,

2

be a

N

N
/chhj(z) dLeb§Z|cj|2 forall ci,...,cn €C.
Q -

Jj=1

j=1

Then the series -
H(z,w) = hj(2)h;(w)
j=1

converges uniformly and absolutely on every compact subset Q2 x Q. Furthermore,
there exists C = C(m) > 0 such that for every compact subset E C Q,

glal+itl g Calb!

zada | = dem (E, 02)2m+lal+b]

max
(z,w)EEXE

for all multi-indices a,b.

Proof of Proposition[6.3 We argue as in the proof of [WY20, Lemma 26]. Fix an
orthonormal basis {¢;};es of H(M). Define h; : B™ — C by

®*¢p; = hjdw' A--- A dw™.
Then
Blu,w) = > hy(u)h;(w).
J

Further, if J’ C J is finite and (¢;) e are complex numbers, then applying Equa-
tion (B) to f =} ;c 5 cj;, we have
2
2 2
LT e dreb< s = ¥ Je.
" e jeJ

So the proposition follows from Lemma O
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6.3. The Bergman kernel on a domain. We now specialize to the case where
M =Q C C™ is a domain. In this case, the Bergman kernel is often defined using
holomorphic functions instead of forms. In particular, let A%($2) denote the space
of holomorphic functions f : 2 — C which are square integrable with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Then the Bergman kernel is defined by

Ka(z,w) = Z ¢;(2)b; (w)

where {¢;} is some (any) orthonormal basis of A?().
Arguing as in Equation (B, the map
f€A%XQ) = fdz' A Nd2™ € H(Q)
is an isomorphism of Hilbert spaces and hence
Ka(z,w)dzt A+ Adz™ Adw' A -+ A do™

coincides with the differential form definition of the Bergman kernel.

7. LOWER BOUNDS ON THE BERGMAN KERNEL AND METRIC

Given a complex manifold, recall that gys denotes the Bergman metric and kps
denotes the diagonal Bergman kernel in Equation () on a complex m-manifold M.
In this section we establish lower bounds on both for wHHR Stein manifolds.

Theorem 7.1. For every m € N and s € (0,1) there exists € = ¢(m, s) > 0 such
that: If M is a Stein m-manifold, ® : B™ — M is a holomorphic embedding,
¢ : M —[0,1] is a plurisubharmonic function with £ (¢o®) > s*gruc on B™, then:

(1) If X =1 2;5% € Ty C™, then

g (dPo X, dPoX) > €|/ X
(2) k(0) > € where k : B™ — [0, 00) is defined by
O kpr = kdz' A Adz™ ANdEE A AdE™.

Remark 7.2. The following argument is based on the proof of [GWT9, Proposition

8.9] which itself is based on work of Hérmander [H65]. See also [Cat89, Section 6]
and [McN94| Theorem 3.4].

Theorem [l is an immediate consequence of the following lemma and Theo-
rem [6.1]

Lemma 7.3. For every m,n € N and s € (0,1) there exists C = C(m,n,s) > 0
such that: If M is a Stein m-manifold, ® : B™ — M is a holomorphic embedding,
¢: M — [0,1] is a plurisubharmonic function with £ (¢ o ®) > s2gpu. on B™, f:
B™ — C is holomorphic, and me |f|2 dLeb < oo, then there exists a holomorphic
(m,0)-form F on M where:

(1) If ®*F = Fdw' A --- A dw™, then
9ol olelf
we T D
for all multi-indices o with |a] < n.

(2) |Fl3ar) < C fym | I d Leb.

We will use the following observation.

(0)
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Observation 7.4 (see for instance [Berl0, Lemma 6.4]). If g; < go are Kahler
metrics on a complex m-manifold M and T is (m, ¢)-form, then

1T, Ve < IT1;, AV,

Proof of Lemma[7.3 Fix m,n € N and s € (0,1). Also fix x : B™ — [0,1], a
compactly supported smooth function with y = 1 on a neighborhood of 0.
Suppose M, ®, ¢, and f satisfy the hypothesis of the theorem. Since M is
Stein, there exists a complete Kahler metric go on M and there exists a strictly
plurisubharmonic function ¢q : M — [0, 1]. By scaling go we can assume that

Z(d) > go
on ®(supp()). Then consider the K&hler metric
g :=2(¢) + go.
Let
T:=09(@ ") (xfdw' A+ Adw™) = (@71 (xfdw' A+ A dw™)

_ —1\* _6 —7 1 . m
=(®7) fjgl wjdw ANdw* A -+ Adw
We will apply Theorem 21 to o with the metric g and weights A1 = ¢ + ¢y,

A2 :=2(m +n) G (-, ©(0)). Notice that

on ®(supp(x)).
Since ®*g > 52gpuc, Observation [4] implies that

[z ay, - [ ey
M B™

< [T, e Oy,
]Bm

2 —(A1+A2)0®
Brg e quwg

52 gRuc $“9Euc

1 = 112
=2 Fis llox|| e~ MitA2)o® g ep
]Bm
Then, since Ox = 0 on a neighborhood of 0, Theorem 4] implies that there exists
C1 > 0 (which only depends on m, n, s, and x) such that

/ T2 e 122)qy, < c/ |f|*dLeb.
M ’ B™

By Theorem 2Tl there exist Cy > 0 (which only depends on m, n, s, and x) and a
smooth (m, 0)-form Fy such that 0Fy = T and

2
Zm

— [ e MR (R A FRy) gcl/ |f|*dLeb.

Let Ey : B™ — C be the function satisfying

(I)*FO = ngwl A Adw™.
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Then by Equation (),

/.

Further, Theorem [B.4] implies that
e—H20® _ (||Z||—2(m+n)) '

.12
FO‘

.m2
e ?2°®d Leb < ;—m/ e N2 (FO A Fo) < 400
M

Thus, we must have

olel Fy
9 0)=0
0 )
for all multi-indices o with |a| < n.

Let

F = (@ Y (xfdw' A--- Adw™) — Fp.

Then OF = 0 and so F is holomorphic. Further, if ®*F = Fdw' A« A dw™, then
Equation (@) implies that

lol alel(x f) olelf
ow® (0)= ow® (0)= ow® 0
for all multi-indices o with || < n. Finally, note that

1Ellenny < 1@ Cefdu? A< Adw™)| 0 + 1 Folan
< || fdw' A+ A dmeH(Bm) + 1 Follay(an

§(1+¢C_1)(/

and so the proof is complete.

m

1/2
|f|2dLeb)

8. THE PROOFS OF THEOREMS [[.7] AND [L.TT]
In this section we prove Theorems [[.7] and [[.I]] from the introduction.

Theorem 8.1. For every s € (0,1] and m € N there exist constants C > 1, 1 > 0,
and (Aq)g>0 such that: if M is a Stein m-manifold, zo € M, and wsq,,(z0) > s,
then

(1) Lkar(z0: X) < Vonr(X, X) < Chr(z0; X) for all X € TSy M ~ T, M.
(2) The injectivity radius of g% at 2o is at least ,
(3) IVIR|5]l, < Aq where R is the curvature tensor of ga.

Delaying the proof for a moment, we state one definition and one corollary.

Definition 8.2. A complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) has bounded geometry if
the injectivity radius of (M, g) is positive and for every ¢ > 0 we have

sup [[VIR||, < +o0,
bY; 4
where R is the curvature tensor of g.

Since the Kobayashi metric induces a Cauchy complete distance on a wHHR
manifold (see Corollary 4], we have the following corollary to Theorem [B.1]
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Corollary 8.3. If M is a wHHR Stein manifold, then:

(1) The Bergman metric on M is a complete Kdihler metric with bounded ge-
ometry.
(2) The Kobayashi and Bergman metrics on M are uniformly biLipschitz.

Proof of Theorem[81]. Suppose M is a Stein m-manifold and fix z9 € M with
wsd,,(20) > s. By definition exists a holomorphic embedding ® : B™ — M and a
C? plurisubharmonic function ¢ : M — [0,1] such that ®(0) = z and

L(¢o®) > s*grye-
As in Section 6.2, define 5 : B™ x B"™ — C by
Blu,w)du' A -+ Adu™ Adw* A--- Ado™ = (B x D)* Ky .
Then by definition,

. 02 log B(w,w) | k
1<j,k<m

For u € $B™, define ®, : B™ — M by ®,(w) = ® (u+ 4w). Then

2(600.) > () goue

So by Theorem [Tl there exists € > 0, which depends only on s and m, such that
(10) Blu,u) > €
for all u € %Bm and
€gEuc < P gn
on %Bm.
Part (1) of Theorem [B1] is a consequence of Theorem [L3] and the following
lemma.

Lemma 8.4. There exists C1 > 1, which depends only on s and m, such that

1

C_gEuc S (I)*gM S ClgEuc

1
on %IBS.
Proof. By Equation (I}, the definition of gas, and Proposition there exists
Cy > 0, which depends only on s and m, such that
‘I)*QM S C(OgEuc

on 3 B. Then let Cy := max{Cp, e '}. O

Lemma 8.5. There exist constants (Aq)q>0, which depend only on s and m, such
that

sup [V R||
zED( B™)

< A,

gm —

Proof. This follows from Proposition[6.2] Lemma [84], and expressing the curvature
tensors in the local coordinates induced by ®. O

Lemma 8.6. There exists ¢ > 0, which depend only on s and m, such that the
ingjectivity radius of gar at zo is at least ¢.
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Proof. This follows immediately from [LSY05, Proposition 2.1] and Lemmas 4]

and O
O

9. COMPACTNESS OF THE O-NEUMANN OPERATOR
In this section we prove Theorem [L.13] from the introduction.

Theorem 9.1. Suppose that @ C C™ is a bounded wHHR domain with C° boundary.
If 092 contains a q-dimensional analytic variety, then Ny : L%OH)(Q) — L%Qq)(Q) is
not compact.

The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 11.6 in [Zim21a], which in
turn is similar to arguments of Catlin [Cat83] Section 2] and Fu-Straube [FS98|
Section 4].

9.1. Some notation. Given a holomorphic map ® : Q1 — Q9 between open sets
Q; € C™, we let ®’(z) denote the ma-by-m; complex Jacobian matrix and let
|®'(2)|| denote the operator norm (relative to the Euclidean norms on C™*,C™?).

Given a (p, q)-form a = > ay jdz! Adz” on a domain Q, we will let ||| denote

the function
zer (Y lans(2))

1/2
2
ol = ( [ 1l dLeb) .
Q

Similarly, we will let (-,-) denote the pointwise inner product on (p, ¢)-forms, that

18
<Z a;)szI A\ dé‘], ZB[,JdZI A\ d2J> = ZO{]7JB[)J.
Notice that |la] = v/(«, ).

9.2. Proof of Theorem Suppose 92 that contains a ¢-dimensional analytic
variety and suppose for a contradiction that Ny : L%O () = L%O o(§2) is compact.

Define Sy : Lf, () Nker 0 — L% o) by Sq = J*Ny,. Then S, is a solution

operator for 0, i.e. 0S,(f) = f for all f € L%Qq)(Q) Nkerd. Further, since N, is
compact so is S, = 0* N, see [FS01, Lemma 1].

By assumption there exists an holomorphic map ¢ : B — C™ where ¢'(0) has
rank ¢ and (B?) C 99Q. By rotating {2 we can assume that

#'(0) C* = C? x{0cm—a}.

1/2

and let

Let 2 := ¢(0). Since Q has C° boundary, we can assume that there exist ¢ > 0,
d > 0, and a unit vector v € C"™ such that

z+tv+P(eB?) CQ

for all ¢ € (0, 4].
Fix {t,} C (0,0] converging to 0 and let ¢, := = + t,v. Since Q is a wHHR
domain, there is some s > 0 such that for every n > 1 there exist a holomorphic
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embedding ®,, : B™ — Q and a C* function ¢,, : Q — [0,1] such that ®,(0) = ¢,
and
f(gbn o (I)n) Z SQgEuc-

Precomposing each ®,, with a rotation, we can assume that
©;,(0)(C? x{0cm-a}) = C? x{0cm-a} = ¢'(0)C*.
Lemma 9.2. There exists C > 1 such that: If n > 1 and X € C? x{0¢m-q¢}, then
1
o IXI < 19,00X] < X

Proof. Since 2 is bounded, Cauchy’s integral formulas imply that there exists Cp >
1 such that

|@7,(0)X | < Co || X]].
forallm >1and X € C™.

The other bound requires more work. Since ¢’(0) is injective, there exists e; > 0
such that

1" ()Y ]| > ex [[Y]]
for all Y € C?. By Theorem 3] there exists €5 > 0 such that
ko (Gn; @5,(0)X) > e2 || X]|

forallm >1and X € C™.

Now fix n > 1 and X € C? x{0gm-q}. Then there exists ¥ € C? with ¢'(0)Y =
®/ (0)X. Since the Kobayashi metric is distance decreasing under holomorphic
maps and

Cn +(eBY) C Q,

we have )
ke (Gn; ®4,(0)X) = k(G ' (0)Y) < — (Y]
Thus ) ) )
X[ <— Y] < "0)Y| = ®’ (0)X]| .
X1 < =¥l < —— [ O] = —— [2,0)X]
So C := max{Cy, (ee1e2) "'} suffices.
O
Consider the (0, g)-forms
KQ('uC’ﬂ) dél/\/\déq

= \V/ KQ(CnaCn)

on Q. Then ||ay|lg =1 and da,, = 0. Let h,, := Sy(a,). Since Sy is compact, after
passing to a subsequence we can suppose that h, converges in L%O q—l)(Q)' Since
hn, converges, for any € > 0 there exists a compact subset K C €2 such that

(11) sup/ || ||” d Leb < e.
O\K

n>1
Define a,, : B™ — C by
ay, 1= det (9, (w)) (P, dw' A+ Adw?).

Lemma 9.3. After passing to a subsequence, we can assume that &, converges
locally uniformly on B™ to a smooth function & and &(0) # 0.
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Delaying the proof of Lemma[@.3]to the end of the section, we complete the proof
of Theorem by proving the following.

Lemma 9.4. There exists a compact set K C B™ such that

n—r oo

liminf/ ||| d Leb > 0.
P, (K)

Hence we have a contradiction with Equation (III).

Proof. Since a # 0, there exists a smooth compactly supported function xo : B™ —
C such that

0+# a(w)xo(w)dLeb.
B

Since v, converges uniformly to & on the support of x¢ we have

0 # a(w)xo(w)dLeb = lim am (w)xo(w)d Leb .

B™ n—oo B™

Then by the definition of ay,,
0# lim (det (P!, (w)) @} v, x) d Leb
where x := xodw! A --- A dw?.
Since
det (@ (w)) %o, = det (®/,(w)) ®%0h,, = det (®],(w)) IP:hy,
= 0 [det (@, (w)) r:h,],
we then have

/ (0 [det (!, (w)) @} hy] , x) dLeb| = lim

n—oo

0 < lim

n—oo

/ (det (. (w)) ©* hn, 9} d Leb

n—00

1/2
< lim inf / |det (&, (w))|” |®% hn||* d Leb
supp(x)

where 9 is the formal adjoint of 9. By Cauchy’s integral formulas,

max ||®;, (w)| < 1.
€supp(x)

So
195 oo | < 1185 ()| [l () || S ([ |
for w € supp(x). Hence

0 < liminf [det (®, () [* ||, uy||* d Leb

70 Jsupp(x)

= lim inf ||| d Leb .
@ (supp(x))
Thus the first part of the lemma is true with K := supp(x).
Next we show that the first part of the lemma is incompatible with Equation (IJ).
In particular, by Equation (II), we can fix a compact set K’ C Q such that

Sup/ || hon ||” d Leb < liminf/ |[hn|® d Leb .
n>0.J O\ K’ e Jo, (K)
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However, by Corollary [[L6],  is pseudoconvex. Then since ®,,(0) = ¢, — = € 99,
we have

O, (K)NK' =0

for n large. So we have a contradiction.

9.3. Proof of Lemma Define functions f,, J, : B™ — C by
Ka(®n(w), Cn)

fn(w) = det (@, (w)) RolCoC)

and
Jn(w) = (@F(dz" A -+ AdZ9), dw" A A dd?)
Then
an(w) = fn(w)Jy (w).
We will analyze f,, and J, separately.

Lemma 9.5.
(1) For any d € (0,1),

sup sup |fp(w)] < +oo.
n>1wesB™

(2) infnzl |fn(0)| > 0.
Proof. Define 8, : B™ x B™ — C by
Bn(z,w) = Ko(®,,(2), @, (w)) det @, (2)det &/, (w).

Notice that with ® = ®,,, 5, coincides with the function § appearing in Proposi-
tion [6:2] and £, (0, 0) coincides with k(0) appearing in Theorem [TIl Thus

inf [8.(0,0) > 0

and for any ¢ € (0,1),
sup sup |Bn(w,0)| < +oo.

n>1wesB™
Since
.
Bn(w,0 det @, (0
Fulw) = (w,0) /( ) 7
5(0,0) \ |det @7,(0)]
the lemma follows.
O
Lemma 9.6.
(1) Jp(w) = det [a(ai"k)j (w)} s in particular each Jy, is anti-holomorphic.
1<7,k<q

(2) For any d € (0,1),

sup sup |Jn(w)| < 4oc.
n>1wesB™

(3) infp>1 |7, (0)] > 0.
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Proof. Notice that

_q U 6((1)77,) i g —
ordz) =Y A dw”
= ow

and so part (1) follows from the definition of the determinant. For part (2), Cauchy’s

integral formulas imply that each % is uniformly bounded on ¢ B™ and hence by

part (1) sois J,,. For part (3), recall that @/, (0) maps C? x{0¢m-q } to C? x{0cm—q }.

Hence
L, ?
w0 = (T 7
where L, := [6(;;‘,2”' (O)} . Then Lemma [0.2] implies that
1<j,k<q
|7,(0)] = |det L,| > 9. 0

Applying Montel’s theorem to the sequences (fy,)n>1 and (Jy)n>1, we can pass
to a subsequence so that &, converges locally uniformly on B™ to a smooth function
a and

) > (inf 1£,01) (int [,0)1) >0
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