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Viscosity solutions to complex first eigenvalue
equations

Soufian Abja*

Abstract

We study the viscosity solutions to the first eigenvalue equation. We consider
Q2 a bounded B-regular domain in C™ and we prove that the Dirichlet problem
Ay (D(%u) = fin Q and u = ¢ on IN) admits a unique viscosity solution. We
also deal with viscosity theory for operators which are comparable to the first
eigenvalue operator.
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1 Introduction

Viscosity methods provide a powerful tool for the study of non-linear degenerate
partial differential equations. They were introduced in the early eighties by Crandall-
Lions [CL83| as a generalization of the classical solutions to partial differential equa-
tions (see the survey |[CIL92|, and references therein).

Recently viscosity methods were applied for the complex Monge-Ampére equations
by Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi [EGZ11] and Wang [Wanl12|. They were also used for
the complex Hessian equations by Lu [Lul3| and for a more general type of complex
Hessian equations by Harvey-Lawson [HL09| and Dinew-Do-T6 [DDT19|.

The aim of this paper is to use the viscosity theory to study an equation that has
not been given much attention in the literature especially in the complex setting. The

equation is the first eigenvalue of the complex Hessian, its Dirichlet problem is given
by

{A1<D¢%u> = /(z), o, (1)

U=, on 0f).
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Here €2 is a bounded domain in C" and A; stands for the smallest eigenvalue of
Diu = ( Ou

020z ) .
9%k ) 1<) k<n
continuous function in the closure of €2 and ¢ is a continuous function on the boundary

of €.

The study of the first eigenvalue equation in the real setting was initiated by
Oberman [Obe07] and Oberman-Silvestre [OS11]. The partial sums of eigenvalues were
studied in [Sha86| and [Wu87|, which had been motivated by some early geometric
problems. They have also been considered in [CLN09], [AGV13|, [HL13|, [Vit1§|,
|CDLV16], [BR19] and [FV20].

In the complex setting the only related work is the paper of Rashkovskii [Ras98]|.
He proved that for a positive current 7" of bi-degree (1,1) on a domain 2 C C™ written
as follows:

, which is the complex Hessian matrix of u, f is a positive

ij=1
the eigenvalue operators Ay, : 1"+ Ay (T) of the the Hermitian form 7}, are not contin-
uous in the weak topology even on closed positive currents 7" in spite of continuity of
> r—; A The definition of Ay in [Ras98| is through the Goffman-Serrin construction
|GS64]. Tt differs from the viscosity definition that we will use in this paper.

There are several reasons for studying the least eigenvalue on the complex analysis.
Among them let us mention the following ones. Control on the first eigenvalue leads
to the construction of strictly plurisubharmonic functions. These are in particular
related to the existence of subelliptic estimates for the d-Neumann problem see [CD10).
Least eigenvalues also appear in exact bounds for solutions to various d-equations with
weights (see |[Dem97]). Yet another motivation comes from the recent papers [ADO20]
and [AO21] where authors studied general complex equations which satisfied some
assumptions, but the key assumption was the comparability with complex Monge-
Ampére operator i.e.

G(P) > Cdet(P)=,VP € C,, (1.2)
where C,, = {A € H| A > 0} and C > 0 is constant. In the above inequality if we
replace det by A i.e.

G(P) > CA(P),VYP € C,, (1.3)
we can enlarge the class of the equations studied there.

We are now in the position to announce our main results. Our first main result is
the following comparison principle.

Theorem A. Let u be a bounded viscosity subsolution and v be a bounded viscosity
supersolution of (1.1). If u < v on I then u < v on €.

When we have the comparison principle, the existence of the solution to the Dirich-
let problem (1.1) can be established by the classical Perron method modulo the ex-
istence of subsolution and supersolution. To construct a subsolution to the Dirichlet
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problem (1.1), we restrict our attention to the class of domains that admit strong
plurisubharmonic barriers. Such domains were investigated by Sibony [Sib87| and are
called B-regular domains.

Theorem B. Let Q be a B-reqular domain. The Dirichlet problem (1.1) admits a

unique viscosity solution u € C(S).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we collect some preliminaries. In
Section 3, we define and develop the viscosity theory for the first eigenvalue operator
and we prove our main results. In Section 4, we deal with viscosity theory for operators
that are comparable to the first eigenvalue.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the definitions and notations that we need through our
paper.

Let H denote the set of all Hermitian n x n matrices. We denote also by S? the
set of all symmetric 2n x 2n matrices. For any Hermitan matrix A we denote by
Ar(A), k=1,...,n its eigenvalues and order them so that A; < ... < A,,. We have the
following formulas:

Ap(A) = nax ;{mj\r}[ (X, AX)
dim M=k [[X] |21

= min max (X, AX), (2.1)
McCC®  XeM
dim M=n—k+1 || X||=1

where (,) is the usual inner product on C" and ||.|| is its associated norm. The above
equality is well known in the literature see [Bha97, Corollary I11.1.5]) for example.
The following lemma summarizes the properties of the first eigenvalue.

Lemma 2.1. The eigenvalues satisfy the following properties
o Np(aA) = alAi(A) for alla >0 and A € H.
o Ap(A+ B) > Ap(A) + A(B) for all A, B € H.
o A(A+ B) < Ap(A) + A, (B) for all A, B € H.
e A, are elliptic operators, which means
A(A+ P) > Ay(4),

forall A€ H and P > 0.



Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of (2.1). The second and third are
known in the literature as Weyl’s inequalities (see [Bha97, Corollary II1.2.2]). The
last one is a consequence of the second one. O

Remark 2.2. As a corollary of the above lemma the following two statements
hold:

o A Ai(A) is concave i.e.
A(@A+ (1 —a)B) > ali(A) + (1 — o)A (B),
for all A,B € H and o € (0, 1).

o A— A, (A) is convez i.e.
A (@A + (1 —a)B) < al,(A)+ (1 —a)A\,(B),
for all A, B € H and o € (0, 1).

We will denote throughout this paper by B(z,r) the ball of center z and radius r
and by

u'(z) = mfsup{u(y);y € B(z,7)},

u.(2) = Sup inf{u(y);y € B(z,7)},

the lower and upper semi-continuous envelopes of w.

Definition 2.3. Let Q2 be a domain in C". A function u : Q@ — R s called plurisub-

- . - . - . 1 -
harmonic if it is upper semi-continuous, L;,. and satisfies

ddu >0

in weak sense of positive currents, where d := 0 + 0 and d° := 5=(0 — 0).
The space of plurisubharmonic functions will be denoted by PSH().

A bounded domain  in C" is said to be a B-regular if one of the following
equivalent statements is satisfied.

Theorem 2.4. [Sib87/For a bounded domain in C" the following are equivalent:
e For every zy € 0N, there exists u € PSH(Q) such that

lim u(z) = 0 and u*[g (,,; < 0.

Z—r20
o In §Q there exists a smooth exhaustive function such that

__r '_ > 2 ’fl.

J,k=1

e For every f € C(09) there exists u € PSH(Q) N C(Q) such that ulpq = f.
For the proof of this theorem see [Bto96].



3 Viscosity solution

Our goal here is to study the first eigenvalue equation in the viscosity sense. We
consider the equation

M(D2u)(2) = f(2), in €, (3.1)

where Q C C" is an B-regular domain, and f : @ — R is a positive continuous
function. The unknown function w is a plurisubharmonic function u : 2 — R.
The equation (3.1) can also be written as

A (DEu)(z) — f(2) =0, in Q. (3.2)

This equation is degenerate elliptic when we restrict considerations to space of plurisub-
harmonic functions. Identifying C" with R?", we set

M@QY) = f(z), QM =0,

Pz Q) = {—oo, otherwise,
where (z,Q) € QxS?" and Q"' € H" is the Hermitian (1,1)-part of Q € S*" considered
as a real quadratic form on C". The function F is lower semi-continuous on  x S?"
and continuous on its domains {F > —oco} = Q x {Q € $*" : Q"' > 0}.

We introduce now the definitions of viscosity subsolutions and viscosity superso-
lutions to the first eigenvalue equation.

Definition 3.1. Let u : Q — R U {—o0} and let ¢ be a C* in a neighborhood of
2o € Q. We say that ¢ touches u from above at zy if ¢(z9) = u(zp) and p(z) > u(z)
for every z in a neighborhood of zy.

We say that ¢ touches u from below at zy if ©(z0) = u(zo) and ©(z) < u(z) for
every z in neighborhood of z.

Definition 3.2. An upper semi-continuous function u : Q — RU{—o0} is a viscosity
sub-solution to (3.1) if u # —oo and for any zy € Q and any C? function ¢ that
touches u from above at zy we have

A (D2o) > f(2) at 2.

A lower semi-continuous function u : Q — RU{—oc} is a viscosity super-solution
to (8.1) if u# —oo and for any zy and any C* function v that touches u from below
at zg we have

[A(DE)]* < f(2) at 2.
Here [N (D) is defined to be Ai(DEv) if it is positive and 0 otherwise.

A function v : Q — R is a wviscosity solution to (3.1) if it is both a viscosity
subsolution and a viscosity supersolution to (3.1). A viscosity solution is automatically
a continuous function in €.



The following proposition follows easily from the definition of a subsoution.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that G C ) is an open set. Suppose that u is a viscosity
subsolution of (3.1) in G and v is a viscosity subsolution of (3.1) in § such that

limsup u(z) < v(z),
Z—r20

for every zyg € OGN K). Then, the function

h(z) = max(u(z),v(z)), m G,
v(z), inQ\ G
is a viscosity subsolution of (3.1) in €.

Since the fundamental Jensen-Ishii maximum principle will be stated in terms of
semi-jets, it is convenient to use these notions which we now recall following [CIL92|,
in order to characterize as well the notions of sub/super solutions.

Definition 3.4. 1) Let u : Q — R be an upper semi-continuous and zy € 2. The
super-differential jet of u at zy is given by

T u(z) = {(p, Q) € R* x §" : u(zg+ &) < ulz)+ < p, &>
b5 < Q6 > Holl€) Ve € R g << 1},

2) Let u : Q — R be a lower semi-continuous and zy € ). The sub-differential jet of
u at 2y s given by

J>u(z0) = {(p, Q) € R*™ x S [ u(z9 + &) > u(z0)+ < p, & >
3 < Q6> Holl€P) Ve € R g << 1},
3) If u is continuous we define the differential 2-jet as
JPu(zo) = J*Tu(z0) N T u(z).
Remark 3.5. If u is twice differentiable at zo we have

J>u(z0) = {(Du(z), Q) : Q > D*u(z)}

and
J*"u(z0) = {(Du(20), Q) : @ < D*u(z)}
so that
J*u(z0) = {(Du(z), D*u(z))}-
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By the continuity of F' in its domain we can extend the previous definition to the
notion of approximate super-differential and sub- differential jets as follows:

T u(z) = {(p, Q) € R x 8™ : 32, pn, Qn) € QXR™ XS, (pp, Qn) € J*u(2,)
and (Znapna Qn) — (ZOap> Q)}

J>"u(z) = {(p, Q) € R*" x$* : Iz, pn, Qn) € AXR* xS, (p, Q) € J* u(zy)
and (2, Py Qn) — (20,0, Q) }-

From the above definition of a super-jet, we can equivalently define the subsolutions
and supersolutions as in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. An upper semi-continuous function u : Q — R is a viscosity sub-
solution of (3.1) if and only if for all zy € Q, (p,Q) € J>T (),

A (Q) = f(20).

A lower semi-continuous function u : 0 — R is a viscosity supersolution of (3.1)
if and only if for all zy € Q, (p, Q) € J* (z),

(A (@) < f(20)-

The proof of the above proposition goes as in [CIL92]| (see also [GZ17, proposition
6.11]). For more information on the viscosity theory in the complex setting, especially
for complex Monge-Ampére equations, see |GZ17, Zerl3|.

The notion of viscosity subsolutions is stable under taking maximum. It is also
stable along monotone sequences as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 3.7. Let u; be a monotone sequence of viscosity subsolutions of (3.1). If u;
is uniformly bounded from above and u = (limu;)* # —oo then u is also a subsolution

of (3.1).

Proof. This proof is classical and can be found in [CIL92]. We adapt here the proof
of Lu [Lul3]| for our operator. Take zy € © and a C? function ¢ in B(zq,7) C Q which
touches u from above at z;. We can choose a sequence z; in B := B(z, %) converging
to zp and a subsequence of u; (denoted also by w;) such that w;(z;) — u(z). Fix
e > 0. For each j, let y; be the maximum point of u; — ¢ — ely; — 20|* in B. So

u;(z) — o(z) —elz — 201> < uily;) — oly;) —ely; — 2ol (3.3)

As y; € B, then there exists a subsequence of (y;) denoted also by (y;) such that
y; — y € B. Letting j — 400 in and noting that lim sup u;(y;) < u(y), we have

0 < u(y) —(y) —ely — 2o|*
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Since ¢ touches u from above at zj, we get that y = 2. So y; = 2 as j — +o0.
Then by (3.3) again we have

u;j(y;) = ulzo).
For j sufficiently large, the function p(z2) + elz — zo|® + u;(y;) — ¢(y;) — €ly; — 20/?
touches u; from above at y; . Since u; is a viscosity subsolution of (3.1), by definition
we have

A(DE(p +elz = zol*) (y5) = f(y))-
Let j — 400 to get

A(DE(p +elz = 20|*)(20) = f(20).
Finally let £ — 0 and use the continuity of F to conclude that Ay (DZ(¢((20)) > f(20).
Hence w is also a viscosity subsolution of (3.1). 0

3.1 Comparison principle

A key ingredient for our approach is the following viscosity comparison principle,
which implies the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to the first eigenvalue equation.
Our approach here is based on [CIL92| and also its analogue in the complex setting
for the complex Monge-Ampére equation [EGZ17|.

We assume that there exists zy € 2 such that

(u—v)(20) = mﬁax(u —v) > 0. (3.4)

First we consider the case where u — €|z — z|? is a subsolution of (3.1) for some & > 0.
Set uc(z) := u(z) — 5|z — z[*. We have u. — v has a strict maximum at zp. From the
subadditivity of A; and our assumption that u — €|z — zo|? is subsolution, we have

A (Diu)(z) = Ay <D<(2: <u(z) — ez — 2|* + %|z — z0|2>)

> Ay (DZ (u(z) —elz = 20l*)) + Ay (%)

> f(2) + % (3.5)

For each o > 0, we denote by
bo(z,w) = uc(2) —v(w) — (1/2a)|z — w|?,

for all (z,w) € 2 x Q. Since Q x Q is compact and ¢,, is upper semi-continuous, there
exists (2q, wa) € € X ) such that

Ga(Za, Wo) = max  ¢u(z,w).
(z,w)eQxQ

From the classical work of [CIL92|, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.8. We have
|20 — wa|? = o(a). (3.6)

Every limit point (2,0) of (2a,ws) as o — 0 satisfies 2 = w, (2,2) € Q x Q and

ii_% Pa(Za; Wa) = ii_%(us(za> —v(wa)) = u=(2) — v(£). (3.7)

The sequences z, and w, have subsequences which converge in Q. From (3.6) we
conclude that their limit are identical. We have

bz, w) < Pal2a; wa), V(z,w) € Q x Q.
For z = w = 2y, we have

ue(zO) - U(ZO) < ¢a(zaa wa)-

We use the upper semi-continuity of u. lower semi-continuity of v and (3.6) to conclude
ue(z0) — 0(20) < 1im G (2, wa) < 0s(2) — 0(2) < we(z) — v(z0).

The above discussion with strict maximum of u. — v at zg guarantee that z = 2y € 2,
because u.(z9) — v(20) = u(zp) — v(29) > 0 and u. < v on .

Therefore (2, wa) — (20, 20) as a — 0. Take any sequence(z;, w;) 1= (2a;, Wa,;) —
(20, 20) and (zj,w;) € Q x Q for any j > 0, so the conditions of the Lemma 3.8 are
satisfied with a;; — 0.

We set ¥;(z,w) = (1/2a;)|z — w|* and we apply Jensen-Ishii’s maximum principle
to the function

(z,w) = u.(2) —v(w) — Y;(z,w).

Assume its maximum is achieved in (z;, w;). Then the following holds.

Lemma 3.9. For any v > 0, we can find (p,Q), (p,Q) € C" x S such that
e (p.Q) € J> u (), (9, Q) € J*> v(w;), where p= % = —p.
e The block diagonal matriz with entries (Q,Q) satisfies

s (§ ) sasan

where A = D*i);(z;,w;) which means

(T I
A:W(I I)’

and ||A|| is the spectral radius of A.



We apply above lemma for v = a;, we get

- (2071 < (% _O@) <= G ‘II), (38)

From this inequality we deduce that the eigenvalues of Q, @ are |\;| < %, kE=1,...,2n.
— J
Evaluating the inequality (3.8) on vector of the forms (Z, Z) we deduce that

Q<@ (3.9)

in the sense of quadratic forms.

For a fixed Q € S*", denote by H = Q"' its (1,1)-part. It is a Hermitian matrix.
Since (p, Q) € J*Tu.(z;), we deduce from the viscosity differential inequality satisfied
by w that the Hermitian part H of Q is positive definite. Applying to the inequality
(3.9) vectors (Z,Z) and (iZ,iZ) and adding them, we conclude that the Hermitian
part of @ and Q satisfy the following inequality

H<H. (3.10)
The last inequality and the positivity of H forces H > 0, thus

0 <A (H)<A(H). (3.11)
From the inequality (3.5) we have
M(H) = f() + 5. (3.12)
As v is a supersolution, we have
M(T) < flwy). (3.13)
Combining (3.11), (3.12) and (3.13) we have
Flz) +5 < flwy).
Since (z;j, w;j) — (20, 20) by the continuity of f, we get
f(z0) + % < f(#0)

and this is a contradiction. Thus, (3.4) is not true.

In the general case, for all € > 0, we denote by . = u(z) +&(|z — 20|> — B), where
B is chosen such that @, < u on 0. By the above argument, we get 4. < v in € for
all ¢ > 0. By letting € 0, we get u < v in €2, which completes the proof.
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3.2 Proof of the main theorem

Theorem 3.10. Let ¢ be a continuous function on dQ. Let ¢ be a subsolution and )
supersolution of (3.1) such that

23 =¢ = on .
Then the envelope of subsolutions given as follows:
u(z) :=sup{v(z) € L*(Q) NUSC(Q) : v is a subsolution of (3.1), ¢ <v < ¢},
is the unique viscosity solution to the problem (5.1) such that u = ¢ on OS2.

Proof. We start by proving that the regularization of the upper envelope is a subso-
lution. For each j, we set

u; = (supvg)*, hj; = max(vj, ...vj4).
k>j

Since the notion of viscosity subsolution is stable under taking maximum, we deduce
that h; is a viscosity subsolution of (3.1). Observe that u; = (sup;soh;;)* and the
sequence hj; is increasing to u;. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that 12]- is a viscosity
subsolution of (3.1). Note that u; converge decreasingly to u*, using again Lemma
3.3 to conclude the proof.

Assume by contradiction that u, is not a supersolution of (3.1), then there exits a
lower test function g for u, at some zy such that

A1(D2a)(z0) > f(20). (3.14)

By the continuity of (z,Q) — F(z,Q) in its domain and (3.14), we can find r > 0
small enough such that ¢ < u, in a ball B(zy,r) and

A(q)(2) > f(2) ¥V z € B(zp, 7).

We set q-(2) = q(2) +c—e|z — 2|2, where ¢ = =2, we choose 7, & > 0 small enough

such that .
A(g:)(2) > f(2) V 2z € B(zp, 7).

On |z — 29| = r, we have
G=(2) = q(2) + c —er? < u,(z),
therefore the function defined as follows

)= max(u(z),q.(2)), inB(z,7),
h(z) {U(Z)a in Q\ B(z,7)
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is a viscosity subsolution of (3.1) as a consequence of Proposition 3.3. We infer that
h(z) < u(z) in Q, hence ¢. < u(z). On other hand we have g¢.(zp) — u.(29) = ¢. By
choosing a sequence z, — 2o so that u(z,) — u.(z0), we have ¢.(z,) — u.(z0) + c.
Therefore, for n sufficiently large, we have ¢.(z,) > wu(z,) and this contradicts the
definition of u. Thus we have u, is also a supersolution.

Now we know that u* is a subsolution and wu, is a supersolution. Since ¢ = Q* <
U < u* < 5* = p on {2, by the viscosity comparison principle we get that u = u, = u*
is a continuous viscosity solution of (3.1) with boundary value . O

We now study the Dirichlet problem (1.1) for the complex first eigenvalue equation.

Definition 3.11. Let ¢ a Dirichlet data for the first eigenvalue equation (3.1).

1. We say an upper semi-continuous u : Q — R is a subsolution to Dirichlet
problem (1.1) if it is a subsolution of (3.1) in 2 and satisfies u < ¢ on OS2.

2. We say a lower semi-continuous v :  — R is a supersolution to Dirichlet
problem (1.1) if it is a supersolution of (3.1) in Q and satisfies v > ¢ on OS).

We are now in the position to proof the second main theorem:
Proof of Theorem B. Since (2 is B-regular, by the last two statements in Theorem 2.4
we have an exhaustive function such that ¢» € PSH(Q)NC>* (), ¥ < 0, lim, 0 9 (2) =
0 and Ay(¢) > 1 and also the boundary data is extendable to plurisubharmonic
function @ on €, continuous on 2. We define

¢(2) = Bip(2) + ¢(2),

where B is a constant. We have that ¢ subsolution. Indeed, let ¢ be a upper test
function of ¢ at 2y, this implies that ¢ — Bt is a upper test function of ¢ at zy. Since
¢ is a plurisubharmonic function, we have dd®(q — B1)(z0) > 0 (see [EGZ11, page
1063]). Then

A1(D2(q — B))(z) > 0.
We use now the super-additivity of A; with A;(¢) > 1 to get the result as follows

A(Dza)(20) = Ai(Dg(q — Bv))(20) + BAL(DgY)(20)
f(ZO),

>
>

if B is large enough.
For the supersolution we solve the Dirichlet problem

Ah =0, in{,
h =, on Of).
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Then ¢ = h is a supersolution to (1.1), since nA;(D%h) < Ah on Q.
Finally, the existence of a solution follows from Perron’s method. We set

u(z) = sup{w(z) is a subsolution of (1.1) on Q,¢ < w < ¢}.

As in the argument from Theorem 3.10, we have ¢ and a* are subsolution and
supersolution, respectively, of (1.1). It follows from Theorem 3.4

Since ¢ and ¢ are continuous and Q= ¢ = ¢ on 0f), we infer that v* < u, on Q and
u* = u, on ). Therefore u = u* = wu, is a viscosity solution of (1.1). The uniqueness
follows from the comparison principle.

4 Operators which are comparable to the first eigen-
value operator

In this section we will study the partial differential equations of the form:
G(DZu) = f(2)in Q, (4.1)

where  is a bounded domain in C*, f : Q — R is a positive continuous function and
G : C — RT satisfies assumptions which will be stated in the sequel.
For A € H", its eigenvalues will always be ordered as follows:

Ar(4) < Ag(A) < -+ < A (A).
We then introduce A : H" — R"™ defined by
A(4) = (A4(A), ..., Au(A)).
Throughout this section we will always make the following assumptions:

a) Domain: C C H" is a nonempty open cone such that C,, C C, where

C,={AcH]|A> o0

b) Continuity: G € C(C).
c) Comparison: For all A € C there exists C' > 0 such that

G(A+ P)— G(A) > CA(P), VP € C,.
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Remark 4.1. The assumption c) implies that G is necessarily elliptic in C.

Remark 4.2. We observe that every function which is concave, 1-homogeneous and
comparable to the first eigenvalue 1.e.

G(P) > CA(P), VP € C,

satisfies the assumption c). Indeed, the concavity implies

G <§ + g) > %G(A) + %G(P),

we use now the the 1-homogeneity and comparability to the first eigenvalues operator
to conclude c¢). This observation implies that many complex operators satisfy the
assumption c¢) as we will see in the sequel.

A function G : C — R is said to be a Hessian operator if there exist a set I' C R"
and a function G : I' — R such that

C=AYD), G(A) =G(A(4), VAec.

The notation I' will always be saved for sets of R™ whereas the notation C will always
be saved for sets of H".
Let us now present some examples covered by our framework.

e The complex Monge-Ampére:

o

i=1
where I'y = {A € R" A, >0 Vie{l,.,n}}

e The complex k-Hessian: for k € {1,...,n},

~

G:(O'k) y F:Fk,

==

where

Ty ={AER": oAy, A) >0, Vie{l,. k}}

and oy is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial:

oA = > AyeA

1< <. <1 <n

14



e For s € [0, 1],
G(A) = (1= 8)2A1Ag + s(A1 + Ay)?)2, T =Ty,
where I'y_, = {A € R? A+ sAy > 0, sAy + Ay > O}

e The complex k-Monge-Ampére : for k € {1,... n},

11 <... <0

where I ={AeR": Aj+...+A, >0, Vip<...<ig}

and C* = 7k!(:ik)!.

e The complex eigenvalues: for k € {1,...,n},

G=A, C={AeR": A,>0}
e The complex linear combination of eigenvalues:
G = Z%Ak, I'=T,,
k=1
where ', = {A e R": Y7} axAy > 0}, a = (ay,...,a,) € R" such that a; > 0

Vk e {l,...,n}and > ;_, a; > 0.

Remark 4.3. The last two examples satisfy the assumption c¢) from the second state-
ment of the Lemma 2.1. For more details about these operators in the real setting see

[HL13, FV20].

Remark 4.4. The first four examples are concave, 1-homogeneous and comparable to
Monge-Ampere operator i.e.

G(P) > Cdet(P)»,VP € C, (4.2)

(see [ADO20, AO21]). Since the Monge-Ampere operator is comparable to the first
eigenvalue operator i.e.

det(P)n» > CAL(P),VP € C,. (4.3)
Then they are comparable to the first eigenvalue operator.

Remark 4.5. The operators Ay, for k € {2,..,n} are not concave, which means that
our framework contains more than the concave operators.
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After identifying C" with R?" in the standard way we define H : QxS*" — [—o00, +00)
by
G(Q") — f(z), if Q" eC,

—00, otherwise .

H(z Q) ;:{

Where Q' € H™ is the Hermitian (1,1)-part of Q € S? considered as a real quadratic
form on C".
We define the subsolution and supersolution of (4.1) as follows.

Definition 4.6. An upper semi-continuous function u : Q — RU{—o0} is a viscosity
sub-solution to (4.1) if u # —oo and for any zy € Q and any C* function ¢ touches u
from above at zy we have
G(D2p) > f(2) at 2.
A lower semi-continuous function u : Q@ — RU{—oc} is a viscosity super-solution
to (4.1) if u # —oo and for any z and any C* function ¥ touches u from below at z
and D3y(z0) € C we have
G(DEY) < f(2) at 2.
A function v : Q — R is a wviscosity solution to (4.1) if it is both a viscosity

subsolution and a viscosity supersolution to (4.1). A wiscosity solution is automatically
a continuous function in €.

From the fact that G is a continuous function on its domain and from the definition
of differential jet and its approximate differential jet, we can reformulate the definition
of a subsolution and supersolution as follows.

Proposition 4.7. An upper semi-continuous function u :  — R is a viscosity sub-
solution of (4.1) if and only if for all zg € Q, (p,Q) € J*T(20),

G(Q) = f(20)-

A lower semi-continuous function u :  — R is a viscosity supersolution of (4.1)
if and only if for all zy € Q, (p,Q) € J* (2) and Q € C

G(Q) < f(20).

Theorem 4.8. Let C and G satisfy the above assumptions a), b) and c). Let u be a
bounded viscosity subsolution and v be a bounded viscosity supersolution of (4.1). If
uw < v on o then u < v on ).

Proof. The proof is almost the same as the proof of the comparison principle for the
first eigenvalue. We will explain only where we use our assumptions. We use now our
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assumption c) we have

G(D2u)(z) = G (D2 (u(z) = ele — 20 + 2|z — ) )

2
> G (Dg (u(z) —elz — 20*)) + Mt (%)
> f(z)+ % (4.4)
From the inequality (3.10) and ellipticity of G, we have
G(H) < G(H). (4.5)
From the inequality (4.4) we have
G(H) 2 f(z)) + 5. (46)
As v is a supersolution we have
G(T) < f(wy). (47)

The proof now continues as in the proof of the comparison principle for the first
eigenvalue. O

Theorem 4.9. Let C and G satisfy the above assumptions a), b) and ¢). Let ¢ be a
continuous function on 0. Let ¢ be a subsolution and ¢ supersolution of (4.1) such
that -

o, =& = on 0.

Then the envelope of subsolutions is given as follows:

u(z) = sup{v(z) € L®(Q) NUSC(Q) : v is a subsolutin of (3.1), ¢ <v < }.
w is the unique viscosity solution to the problem (4.1) such that u = ¢ on OS.
Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem 3.10. The things which make
the proof work are the continuity of H and the comparison principle. O
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