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THE UNION PROBLEM FOR DOMAINS WITH PARTIAL

PSEUDOCONVEX BOUNDARIES

JINJIN HU AND XUJUN ZHANG

Abstract. We show that a smooth bounded domain in Cn admitting partial pseudo-

convex exhaustion remains partial pseudoconvex. Furthermore,we get several convex

analogies.

1. Introduction

In this note, we study the union problem for the domain with partial convex boundary.

The problem goes back to the classical Levi Problem in several complex variables. The

first main result of this note is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let D be a bounded domain in C
n with a smooth boundary. Let {Dj}

be a sequence of open subsets of D with Dj ⊂ Dj+1 and
⋃

j Dj = D. If each Dj is

hyper-q-convex, then D is hyper-q-convex.

The smooth domain D is said to be hyper-q-convex if the sum of any q eigenvalues

of the Levi form on the complex tangent space of ∂D is non-negative. Grauert and

Riemenschneider introduced the related concept in [6]. The ∂̄-problem on hyper-q-

convex domain in Cn was studied in [9] and [12]. We prove Theorem 1.1 by standard

functional technique and the following characterization of the hyper-q-convex domain.

Theorem 1.2. LetD be a bounded domain in Cn with smooth boundary, 1 6 q 6 n−1.

Suppose that for any strictly plurisubharmonic function ϕ of the form:

ϕ = a‖z − z0‖
2 − b, ∀a, b > 0, ∀z0 ∈ C

n,

and any ∂̄-closed form f ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗ϕ), the equation ∂̄u = f is solvable on D

with the estimate
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ =

1

aq

∫

D

|f |2e−ϕdλ,

then D is hyper-q-convex.
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We prove Theorem 1.2 by showing that the solvability of the ∂̄ equation indicates a

special version of Bochner-type inequality with boundary term. We employ a choice of

weight functions to derive a contradiction, following the localization technique used in

the work of Deng, Ning, Wang, and Zhou ([3],[4],[5]).

Remark 1.1. When q = 1, the boundary regularity of Theorem 1.2 can be weakened to

the thin complement (D̊ = D) due to the division theorem on domain D by the recent

work by the second named author with collaborator ([14]). However, the geometric

interpretation of the division theorem for holomorphic (0, q)-forms remains unclear to

the authors. Therefore it’s unknown whether the boundary regularity of Theorem 1.2

can be weakened for q > 2.

Similar to [5], we get the convex analogy for Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. LetD be a bounded domain in Rn with smooth boundary, 1 6 q 6 n−1.

Suppose that for any strictly convex function ϕ of the form:

ϕ = a‖x− x0‖
2 − b, ∀a, b > 0, ∀x0 ∈ R

n,

and any d-closed form f ∈ ∧q(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗ϕ), the equation du = f is solvable on D

with the estimate
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Hess−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ =

1

2aq

∫

D

|f |2e−ϕdλ,

then D is q-convex.

Theorem 1.4. Let D be a bounded domain in R
n with smooth boundary. Let {Dj}

be a sequence of open subsets of D with Dj ⊂ Dj+1 and
⋃

j Dj = D. If each Dj is

q-convex, then D is q-convex.

A domain is called q-convex (in the sense of Harvey-Lawson) if the sum of any q

eigenvalues of the second fundamental form on the tangent space of ∂D is non-negative

([7],[8]). J.P.Sha and H.H.Wu proved that such domains are homotopy equivalent to

a CW complex of dimension no greater than q − 1 ([15], [16]). When q = 1, q-convex

domain is just the convex domain in the usual sense. L2 existence results for d operator

on q-convex domain was studied in [11].Theorem 1.4 can be seen a compact version of

Theorem 4.4 in [7] with different approach, the proof of Theorem 1.4 in our arguement

is essentially similar to Theorem 1.2, thus we omit the details of the proof of Theorem

1.4 in this note.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In §2, we clarify some notations. We

prove Theorem 1.2 in §3, then we prove Theorem 1.1 in §4. The Theorem 1.3 is proved

in §5.

Acknowledgement: The authors are very grateful to Professor Fusheng Deng, their

Ph.D. advisor, for his invaluable instruction and discussions.
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2. Preliminary

2.1. Notations for the ∂̄ complex. The coordinate on Cn will be denoted by z =

(z1, · · · , zn), with zj = xj+ iyj , (j = 1, · · · , n).We assume that D is a bounded domain

in Cn with smooth boundary. Then there exits a smooth function ρ : Cn → R such

that

D = {z ∈ C
n; ρ(z) < 0}

and ∇ρ|∂D 6= 0, where

∇ρ =
n
∑

j=1

(
∂ρ

∂xj

∂

∂xj
+
∂ρ

∂yj

∂

∂yj
)

is the gradient of ρ. We take a normalization such that |∇ρ| ≡ 1 on ∂D. Let D be

a domain in C
n. We denote by ∧0,q(D) the space of smooth (0, q)-forms on D, for

any 0 6 q 6 n ((0,0)-forms are just smooth functions), and ∧0,q
c (D) the elements in

∧0,q(D) with compact support. Let ϕ be a real-valued continuous function on D. Given

α =
∑

I αIdz̄I , β =
∑

I βIdz̄I ∈ ∧0,q(D), we define the products of α and β and the

corresponding norm with respect to ϕ as follows:

〈α, β〉ϕ =
∑

I

αI · βIe
−ϕ, |α|2ϕ = 〈α, α〉ϕ.

〈〈α, β〉〉ϕ =

∫

D

〈α, β〉e−ϕdλ, ‖α‖2ϕ = 〈〈α, α〉〉ϕ,

for simplicity, we write 〈α, β〉 = 〈α, β〉0.

Let L2
(0,q)(D,ϕ) be the completion of ∧0,q(D) with respect to the inner product

〈〈·, ·〉〉ϕ, then L2
(0,q)(D,ϕ) is a Hilbert space and ∂̄ : L2

(0,q)(D,ϕ) → L2
(0,q+1)(D,ϕ) is

a closed and densely defined operator. Let ∂̄∗ϕ be the Hilbert adjoint of ∂̄. For conve-

nience, we denote L2(D,ϕ) := L2
(0,0)(D,ϕ).

Since

∂̄ ◦ ∂̄ = 0,

we can define the weighted ∂̄-complex as follows

0 → L2
p,0(D,ϕ)

∂̄
−→ L2

p,1(D,ϕ)
∂̄
−→ L2

p,2(D,ϕ)
∂̄
−→ · · ·

∂̄
−→ L2

p,n(D,ϕ) → 0.

One can show that for α ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) that

(1) α ∈ Dom(∂̄∗φ) ⇐⇒ α ∈ Ker(

n
∑

i=1

∂ρ

∂zi

∂

∂z̄i
y) on ∂D.

Note that the condition on the right-hand side of the above formula is independent of

the weight φ.

We recall the following Morrey-Kohn-Hörmander identity for ∂̄-operator with bound-

ary term.
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Lemma 2.1. For α ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) ∩Dom(∂̄∗ϕ), we have

(2)

∫

D

(|∂̄∗φα|
2 + |∂̄α|2)e−ϕdλ = ‖∇α‖2ϕ + 〈〈Leviϕα, α〉〉ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Leviρα, α〉e
−ϕdV

where dλ and dV denote the Lebsgue measures on Cn and ∂D, respectively,

‖∇α‖2ϕ =
∑

∫

D

|
∂αI

∂z̄j
|2ϕ,

〈Leviρα, α〉 =
∑

i,j

′
∑

|K|=q−1

ρij̄αiK ¯αjK .

2.2. Notations for variants of partial convexity. Next, we recall the concept of

hyper-q-convex domains, which was introduced by Grauert and Riemenschneider ([6])

as a natural generalization of pseudoconvex domains.

Definition 2.1 ([6],[17]). Let D be a bounded domain in Cn with smooth boundary

defining functions ρ. The boundary ∂D of D is said to be hyper-q-convex (respectively

strongly hyper-q-convex ) at z0 ∈ ∂D if the sum of any q eigenvalues of the Levi form

Leviρ at z0 ∈ ∂D is nonnegative (respectively positive). When ∂D is hyper-q-convex at

every point of ∂D, we simply say that ∂D is hyper-q-convex.

The following theorem provides equivalent characterizations of hyper-q-convex do-

mains.

Theorem 2.2 ([9]). Let Ω be a domain in Cn with C2-smooth boundary. The following

conditions are equivalent:

(1) Ω is hyper-q-convex domain.

(2) The sum of any q eigenvalues of the Levi form on ∂Ω is non-negative.

(3) Let ρ be a defining function for Ω. For any smooth (0, q)-form α =
∑

αIdz̄I ∈

∧0,q(Ω̄) satisfying

(3)
n
∑

i=1

αiK
∂ρ

∂zi
= 0 for all |K| = q − 1 on ∂Ω,

the following inequality holds:

(4) 〈Leviρα, α〉 > 0 on ∂Ω.

The following lemma is also required in the proof.

Lemma 2.3 ([9][13]). The condition (4) is invariant under a unitary change of coordi-

nates.
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3. Characterize the domain with smooth partial pseudoconvex

boundary

We prove Theorem 1.2 in this section.

Let D be a bounded domain in Cn with smooth boundary. For any boundary point

p0 of D and any 0 6 i 6 n, given any (0, i)-form ξ ∈ ∧0,i
p0
(D̄) satisfying (3) at p0, does

there exist an α ∈ ∧0,i(D̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗) such that α(p0) = ξ and ∂̄α = 0?

It is clear that if α1 ∈ ∧0,i(D̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗) ∩ Ker(∂̄) and α1(p0) = ξ1, and α2 ∈

∧0,j(D̄)∩Dom(∂̄∗)∩Ker(∂̄) with α2(p0) = ξ2, then α1∧α2 ∈ ∧0,i+j(D̄)∩Dom(∂̄∗), and

α1 ∧ α2(p0) = ξ1 ∧ ξ2.

The following lemma present the solution to the above problem in the case when

i = 1.

Lemma 3.1 ([5]). For any boundary point p0 of D, given any (0, 1)-form ξ =
∑

ξidz̄i ∈

∧0,1
p0
(D̄) satisfying (3) at p0 , there exists a function h on Cn such that

n
∑

i=1

∂ρ

∂zi

∂h

∂z̄i
= 0

and

∂̄h(p0) =
∑

ξidz̄i.

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.2. (= Theorem 1.2) Let D be a bounded domain in Cn with smooth

boundary, 1 6 q 6 n− 1. Suppose that for any strictly plurisubharmonic function ϕ of

the form:

ϕ = a‖z − z0‖
2 − b, ∀a, b > 0, ∀z0 ∈ C

n,

and any ∂̄-closed form f ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗ϕ), the equation ∂̄u = f is solvable on D

with the estimate
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ =

1

aq

∫

D

|f |2e−ϕdλ,

then D is hyper-q-convex.

Proof. For any α ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) ∩Ker(∂̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗), we have

〈〈α, f〉〉2ϕ = 〈〈α, ∂̄u〉〉2ϕ = 〈〈∂̄∗ϕα, u〉〉
2
ϕ

6 〈〈∂̄∗ϕα, ∂̄
∗
ϕα〉〉ϕ · 〈〈u, u〉〉ϕ.

By the estimate of ‖u‖2ϕ and Lemma 2.1, we get

〈〈α, f〉〉2ϕ 6
1

aq
‖f‖2ϕ·

(

‖∇α‖2ϕ + 〈〈Leviϕα, α〉〉ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Leviρα, α〉e
−ϕdV

)
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We now relate α and f be setting

α = Levi−1
ϕ f

then we get

(5) ‖∇α‖2ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Leviρα, α〉e
−ϕdV > 0.

Next, we argue by contradiction.

If D has at least one non hyper-q-convex boundary point p0 ∈ ∂D, by definition,

there exists a (0, q)-form β ∈ ∧0,q
p0
(D̄) satisfying (3) at p0 and a constant c > 0 such

that

〈Leviρβ, β〉 = −2c < 0.

Through a unitary coordinate transformation, we take the coordinates {z1, . . . , zn} such

that:

(1) p0 is the origin O = (0, . . . , 0).

(2) −
∂

∂zn
is the inward-pointing normal vector at p0.

(3)

{

∂

∂z1
, . . . ,

∂

∂zn−1

}

are the eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues

k1 6 . . . 6 kn−1

of the Levi form of ∂D restricted to the holomorphic tangent bundle T 1,0
p0

(∂D)

at p0.

In this coordinate, the (0, q)-form β = dz̄1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz̄q ∈ ∧0,q
p0
(D̄) satisfying (3) at p0 and

〈Leviρβ, β〉 =

q
∑

i=1

(ki)‖ξ‖
2 = −2c < 0 for some ξ.

According to Lemma 3.1, for any 1 6 i 6 q, take αi ∈ ∧0,1(D̄) ∩ Dom(∂̄∗) ∩ Ker(∂̄)

such that αi(p0) = dz̄i. Since

Tρ(α1 ∧ · · · ∧ αq) =

q
∑

i=1

(α1 ∧ · · · ∧ Tραi ∧ · · · ∧ αq) = 0,

where

Tρ =

n
∑

i=1

∂ρ

∂zi

∂

∂z̄i
y : ∧0,i(D̄) → ∧0,i−1(D̄), ∀1 6 i 6 n,

there exists a closed (0, q)-form α = α1 ∧ · · · ∧ αq ∈ ∧0,q(D̄) ∩Dom(∂̄∗) ∩Ker(∂̄) and a

constant 0 < r0 ≪ 1 such that

〈Leviρα, α〉(z) < −c

for any z ∈ Br0 ∩ ∂D, where Br0 = {z ∈ Cn | ‖z − p0‖ < r0}.
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For any s > 0, let ϕs(x) = s(‖z‖2 − r20), replacing ϕs in (5), we have

(6)

∫

D

‖∇̄α‖2e−ϕsdλ+

∫

∂D

〈Leviρα, α〉e
−ϕsdλ > 0,

which holds for any s > 0.

Notice that when z ∈ Cn \Br0 and s→ +∞, we have e−ϕs(z) → 0. At the same time,

there exists a constant M > 0 such that

‖∇̄α(z)‖2 6M

for any z ∈ Ω̄ since D is bounded. Therefore, we obtain:

(7) lim inf
s→+∞

(

M

∫

D∩Br0

e−ϕsdλ− c

∫

∂D∩Br0

e−ϕsdV

)

> 0.

Noticing that the real dimension of D ∩ Br0 is 2n and that the real dimension of

∂D ∩ Br0 is 2n− 1.

Next, we estimate each term in (7). For the first term, it is easy to see that there

exists a constant M ′ > 0 such that:

M

∫

B2n
r ∩D

e−s‖x‖
2

dλ =M ′

∫ r0

0

r2n−1e−s(r
2−r2

0
)dr.

For the second term, we need a more detailed discussion.

By assumption, there exists a smooth function g(x1, · · · , x2n−1) defined on R2n−1

such that, in a neighborhood of ∂D, the boundary is represented by

g(x1, · · · , x2n−1)− xn = 0,

with g(0, · · · , 0) = 0.

Since ∇ρ(O) = − ∂
∂x2n

, we have ∂g

∂xi
(0, · · · , 0) = 0 for i = 1, · · · , 2n− 1.

In a neighborhood of p0, we choose local coordinates (x1, · · · , x2n−1) on ∂D, then

near x0, the function

‖x‖2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂D

= x21 + · · ·+ x22n−1 + g(x1, · · · , x2n−1)
2

has a non-degenerate critical point of index 0. By Morse’s lemma, in a neighborhood

of x0, there exist local coordinates (y1, · · · , y2n−1) such that

‖x‖2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂D

= y21 + · · ·+ y22n−1.

Therefore, locally,

σ : B2n−1
r0

→ B2n
r0

∩ ∂D

(x1, · · · , x2n−1) 7→ (y1, · · · , y2n−1)
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is a homeomorphism. Hence, there exists a constant A > 0 such that:
∫

B2n
r0

∩∂D

e−s‖x‖
2

dλ = A

∫

B2n−1
r0

e−s(x
2

1
+···+x2

2n−1
−r2

0
)dµ

= A′

∫ r0

0

r2n−2e−s(r
2−r2

0
)dr

> A′r−1
0

∫ r0

0

r2n−1e−s(r
2−r2

0
)dr.

Choosing r0 small enough such that cA′r−1
0 > M ′ + 1, we then have

M

∫

D∩Br0

e−ϕsdλ− c

∫

∂D∩Br0

e−ϕsdV 6 −

∫ r0

0

r2n−1e−s(r
2−r2

0
)dr.

As s → +∞, the right-hand side of the above tends to −∞, which contradicts (7),

completing the proof. �

4. The Union Problem for the hyper-q-convex domain

We prove Theorem 1.1 in this section. Let us recall the notable Hörmander L2

existence theorem for the hyper-q-convex domain.

Theorem 4.1 ([10],[12]). Let D be a hyper-q-convex domain in Cn. Assume that φ

is a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on Cn. Set 1 6 q 6 n, then for any

f ∈ L2
(0,q)(D, φ) ∩Ker(∂̄) satisfying with

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉ϕdλ < +∞,

there is a u ∈ L2
(0,q−1)(D,ϕ) such that ∂̄u = f and

∫

D

|u|2φdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉ϕdλ.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.2 (= Theorem 1.1). Let D be a bounded domain in Cn with smooth

boundary. Let {Dj} be a sequence of open subsets ofD withDj ⊂ Dj+1 and
⋃

j Dj = D.

Assume that all Dj are hyper-q-convex, then D is hyper-q-convex.

Proof. Let φ be a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on Cn and f ∈

L2
(0,q)(D,ϕ) ∩Ker(∂̄) satisfies

∫

Dj

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ < +∞
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Then by Theorem 4.1, there exists uj ∈ L2
(0,q−1)(Dj , ϕ) such that ∂̄uj = f on Dj with

the estimate
∫

Dj

|uj|
2e−φdλ 6

∫

Dj

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−φdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−φdλ.

This means {uj} is a bounded subset in the Hilbert space L2(D, φ). Hence there is a

subsequence {uj}, assume to be {uj} itself without loss of generality, that converges

weakly in L2(D, φ) to some u. Note that we also have ∂̄u = f in the sense of distribution.

And we have
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ ≤ lim sup
j→+∞

∫

D

|uj|
2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ.

Thus,
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Levi−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ.

Then by Theorem 1.2, D is hyper-q-convex. �

5. Convex Analogy

5.1. The weighted d-complex. The coordinate on Rn will be denoted by x = (x1, · · · , xn),

(j = 1, · · · , n). We assume that D is a bounded domain in Rn with smooth boundary.

Then there exits a smooth function ρ : Rn → R such that

D = {x ∈ R
n; ρ(x) < 0}

and ∇ρ|∂D 6= 0, where

∇ρ =
n
∑

j=1

∂ρ

∂xj

∂

∂xj

is the gradient of ρ. We take a normalization such that |∇ρ| ≡ 1 on ∂D.

Let D be a domain in Rn. We denote by ∧q(D) the space of smooth q-forms on

D, for any 0 6 q 6 n (0-forms are just smooth functions), and ∧qc(D) the elements in

∧q(D) with compact support. Let ϕ be a real-valued continuous function on D. Given

α =
∑

I αIdxI , β =
∑

I βIdxI ∈ ∧q(D), we define the products of α and β and the

corresponding norm with respect to ϕ as follows:

〈α, β〉ϕ =
∑

I

αI · βIe
−ϕ, |α|2ϕ = 〈α, α〉ϕ.

〈〈α, β〉〉ϕ =

∫

D

〈α, β〉e−ϕdλ, ‖α‖2ϕ = 〈〈α, α〉〉ϕ.

Let L2
q(D,ϕ) be the completion of ∧q(D) with respect to the inner product 〈〈·, ·〉〉ϕ,

then L2
q(D,ϕ) is a Hilbert space and d : L2

q(D,ϕ) → L2
q+1(D,ϕ) is a closed and densely

defined operator. Let d∗ϕ be the Hilbert adjoint of d. For convenience, we denote

L2(D,ϕ) := L2
0(D,ϕ).
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Since

d ◦ d = 0,

we can also define the weighted d-complex as follows

0 → L2
0(D,ϕ)

d
−→ L2

1(D,ϕ)
d
−→ L2

2(D,ϕ)
d
−→ · · ·

d
−→ L2

n(D,ϕ) → 0.

One can show that for α ∈ ∧q(D̄) that

(8) α ∈ Dom(d∗ϕ) ⇐⇒ α ∈ Ker(
∑ ∂ρ

∂xj

∂

∂xj
y) on ∂D.

Note that the condition on the right-hand side of the above formula is independent of

the weight ϕ.

We recall the following Morrey-Kohn-Hörmander identity for d-operator with bound-

ary term.

Lemma 5.1. For α ∈ ∧q(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗ϕ), we have

(9)

∫

D

(|d∗ϕα|
2 + |∂̄α|2)e−ϕdλ = ‖∇α‖2ϕ + 〈〈Hessϕα, α〉〉ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Hessρα, α〉e
−ϕdλ

where dλ denotes the Lebsgue measures on Rn, and

‖∇α‖2ϕ =
∑

∫

D

|
∂αI

∂xj
|2ϕ,

〈Hessρα, α〉 =
∑

i,j

′
∑

|K|=q−1

ρijαiKαjK .

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we consider the following construction problem.

Note that ξ =
∑′

I ξIdxI ∈ ∧ip0(∂D) means ξ ∈ ∧ip0(D̄) satisfying

∑ ∂ρ

∂xj
ξjK = 0 for all |K| = q − 1 at p0.

For any boundary point p0 of D, and for any 0 6 i 6 n, given any i-form ξ ∈ ∧ip0(∂D)

at p0, is there a form α ∈ ∧i(D̄) ∩Dom(d∗) such that α(z) = ξ and dα = 0 ?

It’s clear that, if

α1 ∈ ∧i(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗) ∩ ker(d), α1(p0) = ξ1

and

α2 ∈ ∧j(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗) ∩ ker(d), α2(p0) = ξ2,

then

α1 ∧ α2 ∈ ∧i+j(D̄) ∩Dom(d∗) ∩ ker(d),

and

α1 ∧ α2(p0) = ξ1 ∧ ξ2 ∈ ∧i+jp0
(∂D).

Next, we show that the problem has a solution for i = 1.
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Lemma 5.2 ([5]). For any boundary point p0 of D, given any 1-form

ξ =
∑

ξidxi ∈ ∧1
p0
(∂D)

at p0, there exists a function u on Rn such that
n
∑

i=1

∂ρ

∂xi

∂u

∂xi
= 0

and

du(p0) =
∑

ξidxi.

Proof. Let u1 ∈ C∞(∂D) be a smooth function on ∂D such that ∇u1(p0) =

(ξ1, . . . , ξn). We extend u1 to a smooth function u2 in a neighborhood U of ∂D, constant

in the normal direction, with U containing D̄.

Next, choose a cutoff function χ ∈ C∞(Rn) that is identically 1 in a small neighbor-

hood V of ∂D, and 0 outside V . Let u = χu2. Note that since u2 is constant in the

normal direction, we have

∇ρ · ∇u = 0,

which implies

∇ρydu = 0.

Moreover, we have du(p0) = ξ, completing the proof. �

Now we are ready to prove the main results of this section.

Theorem 5.3. (= Theorem 1.3) Let D be a bounded domain in Rn with smooth

boundary, 1 6 q 6 n− 1. Suppose that for any strictly convex function ϕ of the form:

ϕ = a‖x− x0‖
2 − b, ∀a, b > 0, ∀x0 ∈ R

n,

and any d-closed form f ∈ ∧q(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗ϕ), the equation du = f is solvable on D

with the estimate
∫

D

|u|2e−ϕdλ 6

∫

D

〈Hess−1
ϕ f, f〉e−ϕdλ =

1

2aq

∫

D

|f |2e−ϕdλ,

then D is q-convex.

Proof. For any α ∈ ∧q(D̄) ∩Ker(d) ∩ Dom(d∗), we have

〈〈α, f〉〉2ϕ = 〈〈α, du〉〉2ϕ = 〈〈d∗ϕα, u〉〉
2
ϕ

6 〈〈d∗ϕα, d
∗
ϕα〉〉ϕ · 〈〈u, u〉〉ϕ.

By the estimate of ‖u‖2ϕ and Lemma 5.1, we get

〈〈α, f〉〉2ϕ 6
1

2aq
‖f‖2ϕ·

(

‖∇α‖2ϕ + 〈〈Hessϕα, α〉〉ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Hessρα, α〉e
−ϕdV

)
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We now relate α and f be setting

α = Hess−1
ϕ f

then we get

(10) ‖∇α‖2ϕ +

∫

∂D

〈Hessρα, α〉e
−ϕdV > 0.

Suppose D has at least one non-q-convex boundary point p0 ∈ ∂D, by definition,

there exists a q-form ξ ∈ ∧qT ∗
p0
(∂D) at p0 and a constant c > 0, such that

〈Hessρξ, ξ〉 < −2c < 0.

By an affine coordinate transformation, choose the coordinates {x1, . . . , xn} such that:

(1) p0 is the origin O = (0, . . . , 0).

(2) − ∂
∂xn

is the inward normal vector at p0.

(3)
{

∂
∂x1
, . . . , ∂

∂xn−1

}

are the eigenvectors of the second fundamental form of ∂D

restricted to Tp0(∂D), with corresponding eigenvalues

t1 6 . . . 6 tn−1.

In this coordinate, the q-form ξ = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxq ∈ ∧qp0(∂D) satisfying

〈Hessρξ, ξ〉 =

q
∑

i=1

ti‖ξ‖
2 < −2c < 0 for some ξ.

By Lemma 5.2, for any 1 6 i 6 q, we take αi ∈ ∧1(D̄) ∩ Dom(d∗) ∩ Ker(d) such that

αi(p0) = dxi. Since

∇ρy(α1 ∧ · · · ∧ αq) =

q
∑

i=1

(α1 ∧ · · · ∧ ∇ρyαi ∧ · · · ∧ αq) = 0,

there exists a closed q-form α = α1∧· · ·∧αq ∈ ∧q(D̄)∩Dom(d∗)∩Ker(d) and a constant

r0 > 0, such that

〈Hessρα, α〉(x) < −c < 0

for all x ∈ Br0 ∩ ∂D, where Br0 = {x ∈ Rn | ‖x− x0‖ < r0}.

For any s > 0, define

ψs(x) = s(‖x‖2 − r20).

Substituting ψs into (10) in place of ψ, we have

(11)

∫

D

‖∇α‖2e−ψsdλ+

∫

∂D

〈Hessρα, α〉e
−ψsdV > 0,

for all s > 0.

Notice that for x ∈ Rn \Br0 , as s→ +∞, we have

e−ψs(x) → 0,
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so

lim inf
s→+∞

(

∫

D∩Br0

‖∇α‖2e−ψsdλ+

∫

∂D∩Br0

〈Hessρα, α〉e
−ψsdV

)

> 0.

Since D is bounded, there exists a constant M > 0 such that

‖∇α(x)‖2 6M

for all x ∈ D̄. Therefore, we obtain

(12) lim inf
s→+∞

(

M

∫

D∩Br0

e−ψsdλ− c

∫

∂D∩Br0

e−ψsdV

)

> 0,

by the same reasoning as in (7), as s → +∞, the left-hand side of the above tends to

−∞, leading to a contradiction. �
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