HESSIAN EQUATIONS OF KRYLOV TYPE ON KAHLER
MANIFOLDS

LI CHEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider a Hessian equation with its struc-
ture as a combination of elementary symmetric functions on closed
Kahler manifolds. We provide a sufficient and necessary condition for
the solvability of this equation, which generalizes the results of Hessian
equation and Hessian quotient equation. As a consequence, we can solve
a complex Monge-Ampere type equation proposed by Chen in the case
that one of the coefficients is negative. The key to our argument is

a clever use of the special properties of the Hessian quotient operator
Tk
Tk—1"

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M,w) be a closed Kéhler manifold of complex dimension n > 2
and fix a real smooth closed (1,1)-form xg on M. For any C? function
u: M — R, we can obtain a new real (1, 1)-form

=1 _
Xu = X0 + Taau.

We consider the following Hessian type equation on (M, w)
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k—1
(1.1) xE AR = Zal(Z)XL Al 2<k<n,
=0

where «g(z),...,ax_1(z) are real smooth functions on M. This equation
includes some of the most partial differential equations in complex geometry
and analysis.

arXiv

e For k =n, ag = ... = ag—1 = 0, ([LLI) is the complex Monge-
Ampere equation X7 = ap(z)w™ which was famously solved on com-
pact Kéhler manifolds by Yau in his resolution of Calabi conjecture
[56], and on compact Hermitian manifolds by Tosati-Weinkove [50]
with some earlier work by Cherrier [12], Hanani [26], Guan-Li [22]
and Zhang [58].

e For k = n, ap = ... = ap_o = 0 and the constant a,_1, (L)) is
the (n,n — 1)-quotient equation X" = a,,_1x" ! A w which appears

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35J96, 52A20, 53C44.
Key words and phrases. Complex Hessian equations; Cone condition; Kéhler manifolds.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12035v3

in a problem proposed by Donalson [I5] in the setting of moment
maps. After some progresses made in [10] [52] 53] 54], it was solved
by Song-Weinokove [41] via J-flow.

e For k = n and ag,...,an,—1 € R, (ILI)) was proposed by Chen (see
Conjecture/Question 4 in [9]) in the study of Mabuchi energy. A
special case X = a;x}, Aw™! (1 <1 < n) was solved by Fang-Lai-
Ma [I7] by generalizing the result of Song-Weinokove [41I] and non
constant «; on Hermitian manifolds were considered by [23] 24] 43].
Chen’s problem was solved by Collins and Székelyhidi [I3] for o; > 0
(0 <i < k—1) as was conjectured by Fang-Lai-Ma. Moreover, a
generalized equation of Chen’s problem was studied by Sun [47, [4§],
Pingali [33] [34] 35] and Phong-T6 [3§].

e The Hessian equation x* A w™* = ag(z) and the (k,I)-quotient
equation x* A w"F = ay(2)x}, Aw™ ! for 1 <1 < k < n are also the
special cases of ([LT)). The first one was solve by Dinew-Kolodziey
[14] (combined with the estimate of Hou-Ma-Wu [28]) on Kahler
manifolds and by Sun [45] on Hermitian manifolds (see also Zhang
[57]). The second one was solved by Székelyhidi [40] for constant o
and non constant «; was settled by Sun [45].

All previous results on the equation (ILI]) require all coefficients a; > 0
for 0 <1i <k — 1. Thus, it is interesting to ask:

Question 1.1. Can we solve the equation (ILT]) for some «;(z) which change
sign or are negative? In particular, can we solve Chen’s problem for some
o < 07

In this paper, we make some progress on this direction. To statement our
main theorem, we first need to introduce the cone condition.

Definition 1.1. Following [41], 17, 24], 45], we set

(1.2) Co(w) : = {[X] :3x €[] NTy_1(M), such that
k-1
P AW TR > Z lagy! 1 A w"_l}.
=1
where «;(z) with 0 < i < k — 1 are real smooth functions on M and [x]| =

{x+ @aéu cu € C?(M)}. If [x] € Cp(w), we say that y satisfies the cone
condition for (1)

Next, we make the following assumption on the coefficient functions «;(z)
(0<i<k-—1).

Assumption 1.1. Suppose that ag(z), @1(2),...,ax—1(2) are real smooth
functions on M satisfying
(i) either ay(z) > 0 or ay(z) =0 for 0 <1 <k —2and all z € M;
(ii) Zf:_(? ai(z) > 0 for all z € M;
2



(ili) oq(z) > cpy for 0 <1 <k —1 and
k—1

(1.3) / XEAwF < ch,l/ Xy Awn
M =0 M

where ¢y, o, ..., ci -1 are constants.
Remark 1.1. We make no sign requirement for a_1(z) in Assumption [[.1]

Based on Lemma [2.2] it is easy to see the condition [x¢] € Cr(w) is nec-
essary for the solvability of (II]). We show such condition is also sufficient.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,w) be a closed Kihler manifold of complex dimen-
sion n > 2 and xo be a smooth closed real (1,1)-form on M. Assume that
ag(2),a1(2), ..., ag—1(2) satisfies Assumption[Id. Then, there exist a unique
(up to a constant) smooth function u and a € R satisfies

k—2
X A" =Y (@)X AW fagea () +alxg Tt AW
1=0

provided that xo € Cp(w).

In particular, if ag, a1, ..., a1 are constants, the equation (ILI]) was pro-
posed by Chen (see Conjecture/Question 4 in [9]) for £ = n and it was solved
by Collins and Székelyhidi [13] for a; > 0 (0 <i <n—1). As a corollary of
Theorem [Tl we can solve Chen’s problem for aj_; < 0.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M,w) be a closed Kdhler manifold of complex dimension
n > 2 and xo be a smooth closed real (1,1)-form on M. Assume a1 € R

and ag,aq, ...,_9 are nonnegative real numbers satisfying Ef:_g a; >0
and

k—2
(14) [ Asner =Y ar [ ahrwr,
M =0 M

Then, there exist a unique (up to a constant) smooth function u satisfies
(T if and only if [xo] € Cr(w).

Remark 1.2. Integrating both sides of (II]) on M, it is easy to see the
equality (L4]) is a necessary condition for the solvability of (LI]) for o; € R
(0<i<k-—1).

The equation (L)) is just a Hessian type of equation with its structure
as a combination of elementary symmetric functions (see Section 2.1 for
details):

k—1

(1.5) or(xu) = Y Bi(2)o1(xu),

=0

k
where [;(z) = %al(z) > 0. Such type of equation has been firstly consid-

ered by Krylov about twenty years ago. In [30], he considered the Dirichlet
3



problem of the following degenerate equation in a (k — 1)-convex domain D
in R™,

k-1
or(D*u) = > Bi(x)or(D*u)
=0

with all coefficient 5;(z) > 0 for 0 <1 < k — 1. Recently, Kryolv’s equation
was extended by Guan-Zhang [25] to the case without the sign requirement
for the coefficient function Sx_1(z) and the corresponding Neumann prob-
lems of Krylov’s equation in real and complex spaces were studied by the
author with his collaborators in [5l [6]. Moreover, such type of equations
with its structure as a combination of elementary symmetric functions arise
naturally from many important geometric problems, such as the so-called
Fu-Yau equation arising from the study of the Hull-Strominger system in
theoretical physics, see Fu-Yau [19, 18] and Phong-Picard-Zhang [37, 36 [39].
Furthermore, the special Lagrangian equations introduced by Harvey and
Lawson [27] can also be written as the alternative combinations of elemen-
tary symmetric functions. Lastly, the Krylov type of equations in prescribed
curvature problems were also studied by the author with his collaborators
in [7, §].

Compared with Hessian equations or Hessian quotient equations, the el-
lipticity and concavity of (ILH]) is not so easy to see. Moreover, we even have
several ways to make (L3 elliptic and concave. In [I3] 7], the authors
rewrite the equation (L3 as the form

— o1(Xu)
(1.6) —;5,(2)%()@) =1

The disadvantage of the form (LLG) is that the ellipticity and concavity of
(6] require all a; > 0 for 0 < i < k — 1. In this paper, we follow the
viewpoint of Guan-Zhang [25] to rewrite the equation (L) as the form

k—2

@ )N o) el ),

Uk—l(Xu) =0 1(Xu)

Then, we have the following very important fact (see Lemma 2.5 for details)
which was first observed by Guan-Zhang [25] for Krylov’ equation.

Fact 1.1. Assume [;(z) >0 for 0 <! <k —2and x, € I'y—1(M), then the
equation (L) is elliptic and concave. Compared with the form (L)), its
advantages lie in two aspects: (i) we make no sign requirement for fG;_1(2)

and (ii) the proper admissible set of solutions is I'y,_; which is larger than
Ty

Fact[LIlis based on the special properties of the Hessian quotient operator
U—fl which are key to our argument. In details, Propositions [ and B and

Lemma [2.2] declare that if [ = kK — 1, some properties of Hessian quotient Z_—’;
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hold true in a larger cone I'y_1. The root of these special properties goes
back to the Newton inequality (2.2]).

In view of Fact [LT] using the equation (7)), we first prove a C estimate,
generalizing the approach of [45] in the case of Hessian quotient equations.
On the one hand, we improve the inequalities (2.11) and (2.12) in [45] to get
the inequalities ([3.4]) and (B.3]) such that they do not depend on the lower
bound of a; (0 < i < k—1). This improvement makes sure Theorem [[.T]even
holds true for ax_; with indefinite sign and some «;(z) =0 (0 < i < k —2).
On the other hand, in order to control the integrals of Hessian operators
with lower degree in Lemma B3] we need to get a new inequality ([B.12]) by
iterating the inequality (3.15) in [45].

Then, we follow a technique of Hou-Ma-Wu [28] in the case of Hessian
equation (which is in turn based on ideas developed for the real Hessian
equation by Chou-Wang [I1]) to derive a second derivative bound of the
form

(1.8) sup |00u| < C(sup |[Vul> 4 1).
M M

To achieve such estimate, the main task is to control a third order derivative
term of the form

- 5
F |X1T;z‘|
2
X1
in the case of Hessian equations or Hessian quotient equations. This term
can be controlled with the help of the positive term

(1.10) —F TN G X
However, in the case of the equation (7)), there are an extra third order
derivative term of the form

k—2

(1.11) S (Vb Foxga + Vibi B xigr)-
=0

(1.9)

Our first contribution is to extract a part of the term (LI0]) to cancel the
term (LII) and meanwhile make sure the rest of the term (L.I0) is enough
to help us control the ([9). Thus, the extra third order derivative term
makes our argument significantly more delicate. Our another contribution
is the inequalities in Lemma 2.8 and Lemma which are very important
for our C? estimate, while similar equalities for the case of Hessian equations
or Hessian quotient equations are trivial.

A C'-bound is derived by combing a second derivative bound (L8], with a
blow-up argument and Liouville-type theorem due to Dinew-Kolodziej [14].
The gradient bound combined with (I8) then bound |0du.

Once we establish the a prior estimates for solutions to (I, we can
use the continuity method to prove Theorem [[.Il Although the method is
very standard in the study of elliptic PDEs, it is not easy to carry out this
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method for (II) on closed complex manifold. On the one hand, since the
essential cone condition depends on ay, ..., ar_1, we can not obtain a priori
estimates for the whole family of solutions in the method of continuity. To
overcome this difficulty, we use the idea in [43], [45] to technically set up an
intermediate step and apply the method twice. On the other hand, it is
very hard to make the inverse function theorem work. To resolve the issue,
we further develop the approach in [50]. In this method, a new Hermitian
metric is constructed, which is a crucial new technique in implementing the
method of continuity.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give some basic properties of elementary symmetric
functions, which could be found in [31], 42], and establish some key lemmas.

2.1. Basic properties of elementary symmetric functions. For A =
(A, -, An) € R™, the k-th elementary symmetric function is defined by

1< <ig<--<ip<n

We also set g = 1 and denote by o (A |i) the k-th symmetric function with
Ai = 0. Recall that the Garding’s cone is defined as

IFe={AeR":0;(A\) >0, V1<i<k}.
Proposition 1. Let A = (\1,...,\,) € R" and k=1,--- ,n, then
(2.1) ok (A) = op(Ali) + Niog—1(Ali), V1<i<n,

D Xiok-1(Ali) = kow(N),
i=1

> " or(Ali) = (n = k)ar(N).
=1

The Newton inequality and the generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality
are as follows, which will be used later.

Proposition 2. For 1 <k <n-—1 and A € R", we have

(2.2) (n—k+1)(k+1Dop_1(Nors1(\) < k(n — Ek)oz(N).

In particular, we have

(2.3) -1\ (A) < o (A).

Proposition 3. For A\el'y andn>k>1>0,r>s>0,k>r,1> s, we
have

T—5

or(N)/CF

24 [alu)/az

I P\Ye
: [asm/cz




Proposition 4. For A € I'y, we have if 0 <l <k <n

8[(;_I;](/\)>0 Vi<i<n
O\ ’ - =
But,
I21(N)
Lt S <i<
o >0, V1<i<mn,

holds for A € T'j_1.

Proposition 5. For any n >k > 1> 0, we have
]
or(A)
is a concave function in I'y. But, for any k > 1, we have

or(N)
op—1(A)

is a concave function in I'y_q.
We recall the Garding’s inequality (see [4]).
Lemma 2.1. If A\, u € Ty, then for any k € {1,2,...,n}

==

D miok-1(Ali) = klow )]k [on(V]' .
i=1

In particular,
n
(2.5) > pior—1(Ali) > 0.
i=1

Lemma 2.2. If X\ € T, then for anyi € {1,2,...,n} and 1 <1 <k <n we
have

or-1(Al1) o or(N)

or-1(Ali) © a(N)

In particular, if A € T'y_1, we have

op-1(Al) _ ox(N)
or—2(A|7) - or-1(N)

(2.6)

(2.7)

Proof. We get from (2.1])

ok(A) _ Aiok—1(Ald) + or(A4)
or(N) Aioi—1 (A7) + o1(A]9)
A direct computation implies

d _ o1 (A[))ar(AlD) — ow(Ali)ai—1 (A7)
o, = o2(\)
7




If ok (A|i) <0, it is easy to see di)\ih(/\i) > 0. Otherwise, o (A]7) > 0. Thus,
A with A; = 0 belongs to I'y. So, using the generalized Newton-MacLaurin
inequality (2.4)), we have

o A0) _ ko —1)_oxM) __oiAl)
ok—1(Ali)) U(n— k) op—1(Ali) ~ or—1(Ali)
Thus, z5- 4_h(\;) > 0. Therefore,

or(N) ) or—1(A|7)

1 h(\) = ———=.

a0y adm R =200
Hence, we obtain (Z.6]). For the special case [ = k — 1, we have di)\ih()\i) >
0 by the Newton inequality (Z3). Thus, the inequality (7)) follows as
before. O

At last, we list the following well-known result (See [I]).

Lemma 2.3. If A = (a;;) is a Hermitian matriz, \; = X\;(A) is one of its
eigenvalues (i = 1,...,n) and F = F(A) = f(A(A)) is a symmetric function

Of A1y ey A, thenfor any Hermitian matriz B = (b;;), we have the following
formulas:
af af
0*F 0% f Dy
2.8 O biby = ot bypbgg + 2> D Py
28 Dadas T Drong P Z:q Mp—Ag PO

In addition, if f is a concave function and
A< A< <Ay,
then we have

(2.9) fi =z faz o = fa,
where f; = g—){i.

Let A(a;;) denote the eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix (a;;). Define
or(a;z) = or(Ma;z)). This definition can be naturally extended to Kéhler
manifolds (and more generally, Hermitian manifolds). Let A"“'(M) be the
space of real smooth (1, 1)-forms on (M, w). For any y € A% (M), in a local
normal coordinate system of M with respect with w, we have

v—1

_ i A ]
X = 5 Xijdz ANdz.

Definition 2.1. We define oy (x) with respect to w as

or(x) = or(x;7) = or(A(x;3))-
The definition of o} is independent of the choice of local normal coordinate

system. In fact, o can be defined without the use of local normal coordinate
by

k n—k
X" NAw
Uk(X)ZCf?iwn :
8



where C’ = R ), - We also define the Garding’s cone on M by
Dp(M) = {x € AV (M) s 0i(x) > 0, ¥ 1 < i <k},

Using the above notation, we can rewrite equation ([LI]) as the following
local form:

(2.10) or(xu) = > Bi(2)o1(xu),

Cn
where f3(z) = C—hal(z).
Moreover, we also have a local version of the cone condition (L2)).

Lemma 2.4. x € C(w) is equivalent to

(2.11) o-1(x7) Zﬁm 1(x2)

for any i € {1,2,...,n}, where (X|z) denotes the matriz obtained by deleting
k
the i-th row and i-th column of x, and B)(z) = %al(z) is denoted as before.

Proof. The equality ([2.II) follows directly if we observe that coefficient of
(n—1,n—1) form [}, ,, dz7dz in Y=t Awn s
| 1 n!
(I = Dln —D0or—1(xli) = lCl o1-1(x|7).
O

2.2. The ellipticity and concavity. To make the equation (ZI0) elliptic
and concave, we follow an important observation by Guan-Zhang [25] to
rewrite (2.10) as the form:

k—

Ok Xu o1 XU
2.12)  Fl(uz,z = Br_1(2).
(2.12) (ug2) = k—1(Xu) 2% or—1(Xu) )

Then, as a corollary of Propositions [l and B, we obtain (see also Propo-
sition 2.2 in [25]):
Lemma 2.5. If u is a C? function with x, € Tx_1(M), and Bi(z) (0 <1<
k—2) are nonnegative, then the operator F is elliptic and concave. Moreover,
if Zf:_(? Bi(z) > 0 for all z € M, the operator F is strictly elliptic.

2.3. Some key lemmas. In this subsection, we prove some inequalities
and lemmas which will play an important role in the establishment of the a
priori estimates. In the following, for A\(z) = (A1(2), ..., \u(2)) € CV(M,R™),

we set

_ale) a(Az)
(213) f(A(2).2) = =05 ;Mz)iak_l oGy = @)

and denote by f;(A) = g/{i (N).



Lemma 2.6. Let 5y(2), ..., Bx—2(2) be nonnegative functions on M. Assume
that X = (A1, ..., \n) € Tp—1 and = (1, ..., fin) € Tk—1, then we have

k—1 Ul()\)
(2.14) Zfl Vi > flp (k—l)gﬁlak_l()\).

Proof. Since f is concave in I'y_; (see Lemma 2.5]), we have

<Zfz i + (),

which implies

SIOEST WU SPC
iV — "o (V)
where we used the fact
k— 1 )\
Zi: fitMAi = f(A) + l:o O'k 1())\)
So, the proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.7. Let 5y(2), ..., Bk—2(2) be nonnegative continuous functions on
M and Br_1(z) be continuous functions on M. Assume pu(z) = (u1(2), ..., in(2)) €
T'x_q for any z € M and p satisfy

k—

(2.15) or=1(pl) Z yaoLl) g 2.

Of— 2 1 Uk 2 Z)

for arbitrary z € M and i € {1,2,...,n}. Then there are constants N,0 > 0

depending on |p|co(nry and |52|CO(M with 0 < i < k — 1 such that for any
ze M, if

max {;(z)} > N,

1<i<n

we have at z

(2'16) Zfz /\ _,uz < -0 HZfz
or
(2.17) fi(A)AL = 6.
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Proof. For any z € M, without loss of generality, we may assume A\i(z) =
maxlgign{/\i(z)}. If A\ > —u1 + €, we have

Zfz J(Ai — pi)

= Zfz )\_ _6 _Ez.fz +fl Nl""e)
1>2
(218) < D AN~ (i —e) —er, )+ 2f1(\
i>2

Choosing e small enough which is independent of z such that (u1 —e, ..., iy, —
€) € I'y,_; satisfies (Z.I5]). So we can choose \; large enough which is inde-
pendent of z such that = (A1, o — €, ...,y — €) € T'x_1 and

(2.19) () = Br-1+€

in view that

W =00

where p/ = (p2 — €, ..., i, — €) and we use the inequality (ZI3). Now, we
rewrite (218 as

Zfz()‘)()‘ - Nz)
(2:20) < }:ﬁ< (i — faz) —e}jﬂ ) +2f1(A

Since f is concave in I'y_; (see Lemma [2.0)), there is

) < filtA) (i = i) + f(A),
which implies together with (2:20])

Zfz )‘ _Nz <f _ez.fz +2fl
Thus, when )\ is large enough, we have by (2.19)
RN — i) _—f—e§:ﬁ )+ 2f1(A
If fr(M)A < %, we obtain

S AN =) < —£ =3 RO
, 2 ,

Then, we complete the proof if we choose 0 = min{% L€} O
11



Lemma 2.8. Assume A € T'y_1 satisfies 213) and Bi(z) > 0 (0 <1 <
k —2), then we have

A
(2.21) 0< 2N o g<i<hon,
Uk—l()\)
where the constant C' depends on n, k, inf B;, sup |Bk_1|. Moreover, we have
ok (A)
2.22 — < <

where the constant C depends onn, k, inf 8; for0 <1 < k—2, and Zf:_ol |Bi.

Proof. On the one hand, if oﬁ - <1, then we get from the equation (2Z.13))

]

<2 B <1+suplBpl, 0<I<k-2.
Ok—1  Ok—1

On the other hand, if UZ: > 1, 1ie. Ufr—;l <1. Wecan get for 0 <[ <k —2
by the Newton-MacLaurin inequality (2.4]),

ol < (Cﬁ)k_l_lciz(ak—l)k—l l (Ck)k - lCl
Or_1 (Cﬁ_l)k_l O - (Ck 1)k ;T =

So, we get (221]). Then, it follows that

< C(n,k).

Mw

5l—+6k 1<OZ|BZ

=0

o,
—sup B £ —— =
Ok—1 !

Il
=)

Thus, the proof is complete. O
Lemma 2.9. Assume A € T'y_1 and Bi(z) >0 (0 <1<k —2), then

Proof. By direct computations, we can get by Propositions @], [ and [3]

Zf, > Z <”k 1) Z O-k—l()‘u)o-k—lz— orok_o(Ai)

=1 Tk—1
(n—k+ Doi | —(n—k+2)okok_2

k-1
N k+1 7
- k
where we get the last inequality from Newton’ inequality (Z.2]). Hence (2.23))
holds. O

12



3. CY ESTIMATE

In this section, we follow the idea of Sun [45] to derive C° estimate directly
from the cone condition. Moreover, we expect that our estimate holds true
for a1 with indefinite sign and does not depend on the lower bound of «;
(0<i<k-2).

3.1. Some lemmas. Since yg € ['y_1(M), we may assume that there is a
uniform constant 7 > 0 such that
(3.1) Xo—Tw €Tp1(M) and w—7xo € 'p_1(M).

Then, we can succeed in extending Lemma 2.3 in [45] to our case.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M,w) be a Kdhler manifold of complex dimension n > 2
and ap(z), ..., ax—1(2) be continuous functions on M which satisfy

k-2
ai(2) >0, 0<i<k—2 and Zal ) >0 forall z¢€ M.
=0

Suppose that xo € Ty_1(M) satisfies @I). If u € C*(M) satisfies x. €
Iix_1(M), then we have the following pointwise inequalities:
(1) for0<t<land1<I<k-1

(3.2) Xt Awh™t > (1 =)ttt
(2) forO0<t<land1<I<k-1,
1
(3.3) Y, nwn < Fxfm Awn L
Moreover, if u is a solution to the equation (L)) and xo satisfies the cone

condition ([L2)), then there exists a uniform constant C' > 0 such that for
0<t<1

(3.4) ExE=L A wn Zlalx AW

> Ol —t)xE2 A w" k+1,

and consequently

k—1
(3.5) Y Z lap b Awn !
=1

> CTk_2(1 — t)k_lw"_l.

~l=

Proof. For 1 <I<k—1land1<i<mn,oq
I'; and I'j_; respectively. Thus,

(A) and o, ()\| /) are concave in

N|>-
o~

(x )—I—ta%( u) > to
13

1
7

(3.6)

(Xtu) >(1- t)O'l (Xu)
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[
==
o
S
=
\%

v

(1~ ol T (xoli) + to] (xali)
=

(3.7) (1-t)o]

and

(X0|Z)7

1

(3:8) o=} (xoli) 2
Combining ([37) and (BBI) gives
o1-1(Xtult) > (1 - or-1(xol?),

which is just the local form of (3.2)). Similarly, (3.3) is a consequence of
B:6). Now we only need to prove [B.4]) and ([B.5]). Since

F(xli) = ZEmr0d9) Zﬁl"“

Of— 2X\ O'k2

1 1

1 (xo = Twli) + ToyZ1 (wli) > oy~ (wli).

L
-1

t)l_lTl_l

is concave in I'y_o (see Lemma [20]), we can obtain

(3.9) Sxeald) = (1 = 1) f(xoli) + £f (xult)-
Moreover, we have by Lemma

foaly = Zmbul) 3= g ol
! or—a(xuli) — 'i—a(xuli)
okx) =, ou(xu)
7 a7 0w
B Bo
= ol T
(3.10) > Br-1-

In addition, since yq satisfies the cone condition (L2), there exists some
uniform constant ¢ > 0 which is independent of z such that
(3.11) f(xoli) > Be-1(2) + 6,
where we write the cone condition in a local version as Lemma 2.4l Substi-
tuting (B10) and BII) into (B9]), we get

k—2

Tkt (i) N~ g o1 eld)
o—2(Xtul?) ;ﬁlgk >(xtali) > (1 —=t)(Bp—1 +6) +tBr—1,

this is to say

k—1
k1 (xeuli) =D Bioi1(xeuli) > 6(1 = £)op—s(xruli),
=1
which is just the local form of ([B4]). Then, [B4) follows by substituting
B2) into it. O

14



Next, we derive the following important inequality by iterating the in-
equality (3.15) in [45].

Lemma 3.2. Let (M,w) be a Kdhler manifold of complex dimension n > 2.
Suppose that xo € Tp_1(M) satisfies BI). If u € C*(M) satisfies x., €
Iy_1(M), then we have the following inequalities for | < k:

l—l/ dt/ TP/ 10U A Du A xEEA W
1

(3.12) > Tk_l/2 dt/ PU/ 10U A Du A X2 A WL
0

Proof. Using integration by parts and Garding’s inequality (2.5]), it yields

1
3 _
/ dt/ e P/ =10u A Bu A Xt AW

v

/dt/ep“\/ 8u/\8u/\xl2/\w” 41

d
+m dt/ Py — au/\au/\ta(xigl/\wn_l)

v

7'/ dt/ep“\/ au/\au/\XIQ/\w" 1

1
-7 1/2dt/ e Puy/— au/\ﬁu/\x AW

Thus,

1
2 _
/ dt/ e P/ —10u A du A Xt Aw

l—l
> 7'/ dt/ e PUy\/— 8u/\8u/\xl NP Ly
0

So, we obtain by iteration

l—l/ dt/ Y 8u/\8u/\xk2/\w” ket

2 —
> i / dt/ e7PUN/Z10u A Du A X2 AW
0 M

which complete the proof. O

Once we have established the following inequality (B3], we can use it
to derive C° estimate (3.I4)) by the standard argument in [49] 50] without
using the equation (LI]).

15



Lemma 3.3. Let (M,w) be a closed Kdhler manifold of complex dimension
n>2 and ag(z), ..., ap_1(z) be C? functions on M which satisfy

k—2
ai(2) >0, 0<i<k—2 and Zai(z)>0 forall ze€ M.
1=0

Suppose that xo € Tx_1(M) is closed and satisfies BI). If u € C*(M)
satisfies xy € Tk—1(M), then there exists uniform constants C' and py such
that for p > pg the following inequality holds

(3.13) / ]86_%“\3w" < Cp/ e PUwn.
M M

Thus, there exists a uniform constant C' depends on the given data M, w,
Xo, and |ailcoayy (0 <i<k—1) such that

(3.14) [ulcoary £ C with  supu = 0.
M

Proof. Since

k—1

O AW F = xG AW = g, A = xh AW
=0
k-1

1
= / V—190u A (k‘xfgl Awnk — Zlalxgl A w"_l)dt,
0 =1
we have

k—1
e od nwnt = xg nwr ) = S el e = xh nwr ]
M 1=0

k—1

1
= p/ dt/ e 7"/ —10u A du A (k:xf;l AwhF — Zlalxgl A w"_l)
0 M 1=1
~1

1
- 1/ dt/ e P/ =108ay A Xt AW
P Jo M

=1

')

k—1

M
C 1
(3.15) —Z?/ dt/ e Py A L
0 M

=1

v

k—1
dt/ e PU/—10u A Ou A <k‘xfu_1 AWk — Z lagxtt A w"_l)
=1

~

16



Notice that

k-1
3.16) [ e[ nwm =A™ = Y il AT = xhAw )
M 1=0

k—1

= /e_f”“< X/\w"k+Zqu0/\w )

1=0
< cf e

Using the inequality (B.3]), we obtain

1
/ dt/ e—puxé;l /\wn—H—l
2ll/dt/€put_ nl+1
2
;
2l/0 dt/M e—puxtul/\wn l+1

Plugging the inequalities ([B.16]) and BI7) into ([BI%)), it yields

1 k—1
(3.18) p/ dt/ e PU/—10u A Ou A <k‘xfu_1 AWk — Z lagxtt A w"_l)
0 M =1

IN

(3.17)

IN

k—1

1
20y (=
< —l/ dt/ e_puxffgl/\w"_lH%—C'/ e Phw™.
P Jo M M

1=1
We deal with the first term on the right side of the inequality ([BI8]) according
to the inequality ([B.12)

1
1/2 dt/ —puxi 1 /\wn—H—l
P Jo b

1 t
(1—-1) /2 dt/ ds/ e PU/=10u A Ou A X2 Awn L
M

1
4+ —puxl 1/\wn—1+1
2p M ’

-1 _
! / dt/ TP T1u A Du A Y2 A Wt

IN

e Pu — lAwn—H-l
2p Xo

(3.19) < / dt/ PU/ZT0u A Du A x B2 A TR

e—pu n

2p
17



To cancel the first term in the right hand of ([B.19), we will use part of the
left term in (BI8]). In details, we can get the following positive term for
0 <t <1 from the inequality (B4)

k—1
PN/ —10u A Du A (k:xf;l AwnF Z lagxiot A w"_l)
=1

(3.20) > Cpe P"/—=10u A du A x5 2 AW F L

Thus, if we choose p sufficiently large, the integral of the term ([B.20) on M
can kill the first term in the right hand of (819]). Then, (B]EI) becomes

1
p —pu -1 -1
- dt p 10u A ALK A l A
2/0 / e P/ —=10u A Ou < XL AW E it A wn )

< C/ e PUW",
M

which implies in view of ([B.3])
p/ e PU/—T10u A Bu AWt < C/ e U,
M M
So, our proof is completed. O

4. C? ESTIMATE

4.1. Notations and some lemmas. In local complex coordinates (2!, ..., 2"),
the subscripts of a function u always denote the covariant derivatives of u

with respect to w in the directions of the local frame %, e 82" Namely,
upi=Vou uz;=VoVou uz;=VaeVaoVou
ozt 823 8z Bz sz ozt

But, the covariant derivatives of a (1,1)-form y with respect to w will be
denoted by indices with semicolons, e.g.,

o 0 o 0
Xij;k:V%X(ﬁvﬁ)v Xijikl = VZV (8“8_1)

We recall the following commutation formula on Kéhler manifolds (M, w)

28, 22} [23].

Lemma 4.1. For u € C*(M), we have
—u,R-"

i’ Upim = Upmjs  Uigl = Ulgis

Ui51 = W4

. _ p P _ . p P
UiGim = Wmi5 + uijlm quszz )

where R is the curvature tensor of (M,w).

For the convenience of notations, we will denote

Fr(x) == % Fi(x) == —%, 0<1<k-—2,

18



=0
and
i OF  pgu._ O°F i._ OF s O°F
8Xﬁ 8XﬁaXr§ ! aX,'j ! aXija)(rE

where 1 <i4,j5,7,s <mand 0 <[ <k —2.

Lemma 4.2. Let u € C*(M) be a solution to the equation ZI2) on (M,w)
and x € T'y_1(M). For any z € M, we choose a normal coordinate such

that at this point w = @&jdzi AdZ. Then, we have for any § < 1 at z

FXgs = —(1=8)F7" = Xesp+ VpVpBr1
k—2 k—2

1 ’V ,81’2
(4.1) + PR - VaVohi - B

Proof. Differentiating the equation ([2.12]) once, we have

k—2

=0

Differentiating the equation (ZIZ) again, we obtain

- } _
VaVbit = U Xg,%0mp + PV X + ) (VT’ﬁl B X5+ Vil Flwxﬁ;ﬁ)
=

k—2
+> VVpbi - B
=0

1,
Moreover, since the operator (o’g—zl)kﬂ*l is concave for 0 <1 < k — 2 (see
Proposition [{)), we have

1

—— l)ﬂ_lﬂijﬂﬁxi;p%@;ﬁ-

(42) —F7" Xgpxmp > —(1+
Since F}, is concave in I'y_q, throwing away the negative term
0% Fy,

aXﬁgaX%E
19
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gives

vﬁvpﬁk—l - (1 - 52)Fij’rgxi3;p>(r§;ﬁ
k—2

e

-2

2 i - -
< Z OB Xigpxesp + FY X g5 + ( e Z]Xw p T Vol FlZ]Xz'3;5>
1=0 1=0
k—2
+> VpV,uBi - Fy
=0
1 - -
2 -1 2
SOOI k—1-— l)Fl E Xigpl™ + F X
k—2 _ _ k—2
#3 (Toft Fixiy Vol ') + 3 Voo
1=0
(52 k— 1 p/Bl
e
k—2 k-2
1 ‘vpﬂl’ ij
-> Fy+ Fxg o+ > VeV - F
1 2 ; PVp
1=0 L+ =1 0%y R =0
k—2 k-2
1 |Vpﬁl|2 71
-3 Fi 4 F%Gm+ Y VoViBi- Fi
- 1 2 ; pPVp )
1=0 1+ k—1-1 0%y R =0
where we used the inequality (£2]) to get the second inequality. So, our
proof is completed. U

4.2. C? estimate.

Lemma 4.3. Let (M,w) be a closed Kdhler manifold of complex dimension
n > 2. Suppose that xo satisfies the cone condition ([L2) and ap(z), a1(2),

., ap_1(2) are real C? functions on M satisfying (i) and (ii) in Assumption
1 If u € C*M) is a solution to the equation [BZIZ) with x., € ['x_1(M),
we have

sup |09u| < C(sup |Vul? + 1),
M M

where the constant C depends on M,w, xo, |u|co, infyrayp (0 <1<k —2)
and |aile2 (0<i<k-—1).

Proof. For convenience, in the following argument, we write x = x,, for short
(suppressing the subscript u). Following the work of Hou-Ma-Wu [28], we
define for z € M and a unit vector £ € Tz(l’O)M
W (z,€) = n(xi6'€’) + (IVul?) + 9 (u),
where
go(s)z——log(l—i> for 0<s<K-1

2K
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and

w(t):—Alog<1+%) for —L+1<t<0.

Here, we set

K =sup|Vu> +1, L:=suplu|+1, A:=2LA,
M M

and A is a large constant that we will choose later. Clearly, ¢ satisfies

1 1
> />_ //:2 /N2
s 2¢ 2 ¢ =2e)T >0,
and 1) satisfies the bounds
2e 1
> > A, P> () forall e< :
2A > —" > A, 1/1_1_6(1/1) orall &< o7

The function W must achieve its maximum at some point z in some unit
direction of 7. Around z, we choose a normal chart such that y is diagonal
and

(4.3) X = X4 = -+ = Xnm-
It follows from (2.9])

(4.4) Fl < . < F™,
Furthermore, we arrive at z
X1T.4
(4.5) i= i + QD/VZ‘(|VU|2) + T,Z)/’LLZ' =0
X11
and
 Xatgd ’Xﬁ;iP " 242 ’ 2
Wi = —— = ——=— +¢ Vil Vul")I" + ¢'V;Vi([Vul’)
X1t XiT
(4.6) +¢" Jui|* + ¢'uz < 0.

Commuting derivatives, we have the identity from Lemma [4.1]
X117 = Xain1 T xatl1s — xRt
Using the above inequality, we get from (1)

k-1
Finﬁ;ij > —(1- 52)FU’T§X¢3;1X@;T - COxi1 Z F' — CF, - CZ | Fi
i 1=0
k—2 k—2
1 V16
+VIViBe1 — Y i | . ! F,=) ViViBi - F
= Lt 04 1=0

> —(1- ) F"" xg0xs1 — Cxar ) F = C,
7
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where we used the equality

T
[\

M

(= k+1)BF
l

and the fact that Fj and F; (0 <

2.22)).

Multiplying (@8) by F and summing it over index i, we can know from
the above inequality

A I

k — 2) are bounded (see (22I) and

FH|X1T-'|2 J
0 > - 2 — - (1- 62)—7Fw7rsxi3;lxr§ﬁ
X1 X1t

+<,0”F“|v-<|w|2>|2 + G FIVV([Vul?) + ¢ PO + o Fifug
4.7 -C Z Fi —

X11
To proceed, we need the following calculation
Vi([Vul?) = Z(_“onﬁ + wjiug) + uiXii
J
and

vzvl(|vu| ) = (XOJZXOZJ + uﬂujz Xodz;; % g qu(]“ 37 + Ru]kuku
J 3k

2
X5 — 2XoiXi T2 Z Re{Xﬁ;j“j}
J

1 2
—2 Z Re{xoi, u7} + Z Rypueus + 2X i X0
7.k

v

+2 Z Re{x;.;us},
J

where Re{z} denotes the real part of the complex number z. Thus, we can
estimate the term

¢ FIVV(|Val?)
[Vu| + [Vul? i, 1, i 2 / i 2
C I ZF + 3¢ ZF X2 — 2 ZF X2
k—1
—QCP,ZRG{Z(VJ'@ - Fp)uz}

1+!Vu\+\Vu!2 i i
(48) > —-C < ZF + cpZF X

v
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where we used the following equality

to get the first inequality and (IZZZI) can be directly deduced by (2.12]).
Taking the inequality (48] into (&), it yields

Flilx g, 1
0 > - 2 — - (1 - 52)—_FZ]7T8X2'3;1X7‘§;T
XiT Xi1

e FAVIVUP)? + 5O 0 il 0/ g
(4.10) —CY R
7

Now, we divide our proof into two cases separately, depending on whether
Xnm < —0X;7 or not, for a small § to be chosen later.

Case 1. xun < —0x;7. In this case, it follows that X% < 5%)(%%. So, we
only need to bound Xgm- Clearly, we can obtain if we throw some positive

terms in (£.10])
Fﬁx—,-2 ~ I .
0o > _%+¢//Fzz‘vi(’vu‘2)‘2+%Fux?i_i_w/Fuuﬁ
1
(4.11) ~CY F -
7

Note that we get from (214

1// ZFﬁuﬁ = ZF“ Xi — XOu T) - T)
- w’(Fk—i—Z_:(l—k—l—l)ﬂlFl > F(xgs — —TZF“)
=0

7

(4.12) > —CA+TAY F*

Plugging (£12) into ([EII), we get by choosing A large enough

1" i 22, ¢ it 2 Fﬁ|X1Ti|2

(4.13)  G"FUV(VuP)P + TF G < T +C(1+A).
11

In addition, we have from (4.1

Fﬁ X170 2 i

Z | 211,2| _ ZF“‘SD/vz(’vu‘z)‘i‘T//UZP
i Xit i

(4.14) <

N2Y T FHVi(|Vul?)? + 8AZK Y R

23



Moreover, we obtain in view of (£3]) and (4.4)

(4.15) STFTHE > P> er Z F
7

Substituting (£14]) and (£I3) into (EI3]), we get
i1 2 i1
KXMZF < 8A KZF +C(1+A).
Then, it follows that by (223

X11 < CK.

Case 2. xyum > —0x;7. Define the set

I= {z € {1,2,...,n}: Fii > 5—1F1T}.

It follows from (2.8

T RSy, _
% 7F Xij;lxr§;1
11

1
TZF”‘XﬂlF
1

iel

—
=2} 0«:
[l

(4.16) i

2
1

Y
J
|

Z <‘X11 il 2Re{x1mb_i}>,
el

where b; = XoiT;1 — XoTise

Using (5, we have in view of the fact " = 2(¢’)?

FUVi(|Vul?)?

el
(4.17) > 22 F? <5‘ XiTy | L‘w’uﬁ).
iel X1t 1-9
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Choosing § < ﬁ, we have ¢ > %(W)z. Then, we get by combining

(@16) and (@I0)

F“‘Xll 1 o Ges
- Z x> - - (- 52)__sz,7*in3;1><71§5

iel 1T XiT
+Q0HZF”’V1'(’VU‘2)‘2 + w//ZFii‘uiP
el el
Filxgal® 201 —62)(1 -
2 1152
> 0 Z %2 + 1+ 2 ZF“RG{Xllzb}
el 11 11 el
Fﬁ — 2 1
> e Nl oy s LSS piRegy )
i€l Xit Xll i€l
s Fo x4 I (L) R U
- 2 2
2 i€l Xit 0 Xll i€l
Fzz 2 '7'
(4.18) > _Z ‘Xll 7,’ _ CZF”,
iel Xll iel

where we choose x,;7 large enough to get the last inequality.
For the terms without an index in I, we have by (&I4))

i 2
_ZFZZ|X1T;Z'| + //ZFZZIV(’VUF)F
X2 ¥ i

il 11 il
> —SA’K Y
igl
2 _
(4.19) > —S”ATKF“,

where we used the fact 1 ¢ I to get the last inequality.

Substituting ([@I8) and (£I9) into (ZI10])
8nA?K

(JJFCJZFZ'MTFﬁ

(4.20) > SKZF“ X+ ZF

Suppose that x;7 > N. Since the cone condition (L.2) is equivalent to the
condition (Z.IT]) for p being the eigenvalues of x¢, Lemma 2.7 works. Thus
we will divide the following argument into two cases:

Case A: If (2I0) hold, we have

S Fug<—0-0Y F7
A 4

25



which implies

(4.21) W Fiug > A0+ > F).
Substituting (£21]) into (Z.20])
7 8nA’K g
C+C ZZ: Fl g ——F

> 8LK§Z:F“X“+A6 1+ZF“

which implies if we choose A large enough

SnA’K i1 1 ) T
5 7 28—KZF”XZ;—8KF Xi1-
7
Thus,
2 64nA2 K>
XiT = 5

Case B: Otherwise, we have by (2.17)
(4.22) F'l 5 > 0.
Thus, we get from (12

3 2 el
C(1+A) +CZF“ SHATKF”

1
(4.23) > 8—KF11X11 - TAZF“

Choosing A large enough, it follows from (Z.23])

8nA2K T2
(4.24) C(1+A)+ TF > 8KF 2.

Then, using (£.22]), we choose x;7 large enough such that

16—KF11X%1 =z 16K9X11 > C(1+A).

Taking the above inequality into ([@24]), we arrive

So, we complete the proof.
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5. THE GRADIENT ESTIMATE

We will derive the gradient estimate using a blow-up argument and Liouville-
type theorem due to Dinew-Kolodziej [I4]. Suppose the gradient estimate
fails. Then, there exists a sequence solutions u,, € C*(M) to the equation

([ZT12) such that

Ny, = sup |[Vuy,| = 400, as m — +oo.
M

Clearly,

(5.1) XE AwE = Z ar(2)xh, AW supuy, = 0.
- M

For each m, we assume that |Vu,,| attains its maximum value at z,, €
M. Then, after passing a subsequence, z,, converges some point z € M.
Choosing a normal coordinate chart around z, which we identify with an
open set in C" with coordinates (z',...,2"), and such that w(0) = wg :=

@&jdzi A dZz7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the open
set contains By (0). Set

z
Um(2) = u(N—m>, z € By,,(0).
Then, we know from C? estimate

[omlc2(By,, (0) < C-

By passing to a subsequence again, we can assume vy, is C convergent to
a limit function v € C1* with Vv(0) = 1. Then, we have from (5.1

S R S CS e IR e

ol = o] A [ GD]

S () o) + 35 o] ()]
1=0 m m m
Thus,
N% [O<J\}2 >wo + \/2__18521,%] ' [w + O(LV|22)W0:| "

m

— ]:zz:_:al<N )N2l [0(1\:2 >w0 + \/2__185vm]l [wo + O(‘C’;) }"—l‘
Therefore, we have

(V=100v)k A wi™ k—o,
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which is in the pluripotential sense. Moreover, we have for any 1 <[ < k
by a similar reasoning

(vV=100v)! Awy™t > 0.

Thus, the limiting function v is k-subharmonic. A result of Blocki [2] tell
us that v is a maximal k-subharmonic function in C". Then the Liouville
theorem in [I4] implies that v is a constant, which contradicts the fact
Vou(0) = 1.

6. THE PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

To get higher-order estimates, we need to show the equation (212 is
uniformly elliptic. First, we recall the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumption in Theorem [L1], we have
(6.1) r—1(xu) > C > 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume there exists 0 < [y < k—2 such
that f,(z) > 0. Then, we get from the inequality (Z2T])

UlO (Xu) < C{‘

0<
Uk‘—l(Xu)

Thus, we complete the proof by using the generalized Newton-MacLaurin
inequality (2.4) O

Thus, using (6] and the uniform estimates up to second order by Lem-
mas in the previous sections, we can deduce that the equation ([ZI2I) is uni-
formly elliptic. Then, higher-order estimates follow from the Evans-Krylov
theorem [I6] 29] and the Schauder estimate (see also [51]). Next, we shall
give a proof of Theorem [Tl by the continuity method. The obstacle is
that we have to find a uniform cone condition for the solution flow of the
continuity method.

we define v(z) by

k—2
XIS /\wn—k o Za1X6 /\wn—l _ W(Z)X]S_l /\wn—k+1
=1

It is easy to see from (2.0 and (2.7])
k—2
1=1

Set

aj-1(2) = max{ay_1(2),7(2)}-
28



Then, yq satisfies the cone condition by combining (6.2)) and (2]

k‘xlg_l AR > Zlalxé_l AWt

(6.3) (k= D)ok A wn

We will apply the continuous method introduced in [49] 43] [45] to com-
plete my proof. First, we consider the family of the equations for ¢ € [0, 1]

k—2
Xﬁt/\w Zoq XUt/\w -
1=0
(6.4) (= 07(2) + @ (2) + b AW,

where x,, € I'y—1(M) and a; is a constant for each ¢. We consider
Ti={s€0,1]: 3u, € C*>*(M) and a; solving ©.4) for ¢t € [0, s]}

Clearly, 0 € 77 and ag = 0.

Lemma 6.2. 77 is open.

Proof. Rewriting the equations ([6.4]) as the form

log H(ug, z,t) : = M_kz—fﬁlm
o O-k—l(Xut) =0 O-k—l(Xut)
n—k+1

_ T[(l—t)y(z)+t&k_1(z)+at .

In the following, we will write H(u;) = H(uy,z,t) for short (suppressing
the subscript z,t). Now we follow the idea in [49] [43] to show 77 is open.
Assume t € T;, we need to show that there exists small ¢ > 0 such that
t € Ty for any t € [{, 1+ ¢).

Define a new Hermitian metric corresponding to u;

Q= T_lH(ut)Hﬁ(ut)dzi Adz?

and

Q= Q; = —;H(uf)HiE(uf)dzi Adzd

where H'J = % and {H;} is the inverse of H i, Using Gauduchon’s theo-
ij

rem [20] to (), there exists a function f such that Qg = ef Q) is Gauduchon,
i.e., 85(9%‘1) = 0. We may assume that by adding a constant to f

/ e("_l)fﬁn =1
M
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We will show that we can find u; € C*®(M) for t € [t,1 + ¢) solving

H (uy)
H (uy)

_ / (n 1an e [(i—t)’Y(Z)'f‘(t—f)akq(Z)+at—ag
= H ,

where a; is chosen such that

M

If u; is a solution to (6.5), u¢ + ¢ is also for any ¢ € R. Thus, we normalized

u; such that
/ ute("_l)fﬁn =0.
M

Moreover, we define two Banach manifolds B; and By by

B = {5 € C**(M) : / eI — o}
M

By := {UGCO‘(M):/ enem=DIGn — 1 }
M

It is easy to see the tangent spaces of B; and Bs at 0:

and

ToB1 =By and TyBy = {p S CQ(M) : / pe(n—l)fﬁn = 0}.
M

Define a linear operator L : B; — Bs by

L(&) :=log H(u; + &) — log H (u;) — log< w ("_1)f§">.

H (ug)

Observe that L(0) = 0. By the inverse function theorem, to get openness of
the equation ([G.5]) at £ = 0 we just need to show that

(DL)O : TOBl — T()BQ

is invertible. Compute

(OLO) = g~ [ s I ey D0

= Agé— n/ em=DfGn=1 5 00¢
M
= Agé.
where we are using the fact that 85(@8‘1) = 0. Recall that we can solve the

equation Ag u = v as long as S vﬁ’é =0 (see e.g. [3]). Given p € TpBs
30



we see that

/ pe("_l)fﬁn :/ pe_fﬁ?; =0.
M M

Then there exists 7 solves
e T Agn=2q n=pe !,

which implies
Agn = p,

as required. This shows that we can find u; solving ([G.3) for ¢ € [t,f + ¢).
Thus 77 is open. O

Lemma 6.3. 77 is closed.

Proof. Tt suffices to show (i) the uniform bound for a; and (ii) the uniform
C™ estimates for all u;. In fact, at the maximum point of wus, using the

1
concavity of (Z&)%=1 (see Proposition [, we have
y o

XIS A wnk Xﬁt A wnk

K L 0<I<k-1
Thus, we get from (6.2]) and (©.3))

k—2
XEAwTE > Z o(2)xh Aw Tl + {(1 — )y(2) + tao(2) 4+ ar | Xt AW

1=0

k—2

> Z () xh A w4 {’y(z) + at} XEL A @R
1=0

Thus, a; < 0. Similarly, at the minimum point of u;, we have

k—2
XEAwR < Z () xh Aw T+ [(1 — )y(2) + tao(2) + ar | Xt AW
=0
k—1
< () xh Aw Tl + [&o(z) - at] XETE A @R

—

1

Therefore, a; is uniformly bounded from below. Thus, the requirement (i)
is met. For the requirement (ii), it is sufficient to show the cone condition

k—2
kxlg_l Aw™ kR > Z lalxé_l Awn
=1

(k- 1) [(1 — t)y(2) + tao(z) + ar| XE 2 A w R,

is uniform for the equations ([6.4]). This fact can be easily deduced in view

of a; <0, ([6.2]) and (6.3]). O
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Therefore, there exists a solution to the equation
k—2
AR = Z a(2)x, AWt [&k_l(z) + al] XEL A @kt
=0
Second, we consider the family of equations
k—2
(6.6)Xﬁt AR = Zal(z)xgt AW
1=0

+ [(1 — )ap_1(2) + tag_1(2) + b | xETE AR
where xy, € I'y—1(M) and b, is a constant for each t. We consider
To={s€[0,1] : 3u, € C**(M) and b; solving ([G.6) for ¢ € [0, s]}

Clearly, 0 € Ty with ug = v and by = a;. The openness of 75 and uni-
form bound for b; can be similarly deduced by the previous argument for
(64). Moreover, from the argument for 77, we know it suffices to show the
cone condition holds for the equations (6.6]) in order to guarantee that the
continuity method works.

Integrating (6.6) on M, we get from the condition (L.3])

/ X6 Aw"*
M
= / Xfu A wn—k
M
k

—2
_ Z/ axt, Awn +/ [(1 — )ap_1 + tog 1 + b | xETE AR
1=0 /M M

k—2
> Z Chl / Xb Aw" ™+ (crp—1 + br) / XE=L A okl
1=0 M M

> / X’g/\w"_k+bt/ X’g_l/\w"_kﬂ.
M M

Thus, by < 0. So the cone condition holds for the equations (6.6]). Therefore,
we complete the proof of Theorem [I1]
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