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Abstract: In this article, we consider the homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation in an exterior domain
Ωn� ⧹ . We prove the existence and uniqueness of theC1,1 solution by constructing approximating solutions.

The key point for us is to establish the uniform gradient estimate and the second-order estimate.
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1 Introduction

Let u be a real C2 function in n� and λ λ λ, , n1( )= … be the eigenvalues of the complex Hessian u
z z̄j k

2( )∂

∂ ∂
, the

complex k-Hessian operator is defined by

H u λ λ ,k
i i n

i i
1 k

k

1

1( ) ∑≔ ⋯
≤ < ⋯ ≤

(1.1)

where k n1 ≤ ≤ . Using the operators d = ∂ + ∂ and d 1c ( )= − ∂ − ∂ , such that dd 2 1c = − ∂∂, one obtains

dd u ω k n k H u dλ4 ,c k n k n
k( ) ( ) ( )∧ = ! − !−

where ω dd zc 2∣ ∣= is the fundamental Kähler form and dλ is the volume form. When k 1= , H u uΔ1
1
4( ) = .

When k n= , H u udetn ij̄( ) = is the complex Monge-Ampère operator.
Let Ω be a bounded smooth domain in n� , the Dirichlet problem for the complex k-Hessian equation is

as follows:

H u f
u φ

in Ω,
on Ω,

k⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) =

= ∂
(1.2)

where f and φ are given smooth functions. When k 1= , the k-Hessian equation is the Poisson equation.
When k n= , it is the well-known complex Monge-Ampère equation.
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1.1 Some previous results

We briefly give some studies on the Dirichlet problem for the k-Hessian equation and the complex
k-Hessian equation in the nondegenerate case, i.e., f 0> , and in the degenerate cases, i.e., f 0≥ .
In general, the k-Hessian equation (the complex k-Hessian equation) is a fully nonlinear equation.

1.1.1 Results on bounded domains

For the k-Hessian equation in n� , if f 0> , Caffarelli et al. [7] solved the Dirichlet problem in a bounded
k 1( )− -convex domain. Guan [13] solved the Dirichlet problem by only assuming the existence of a sub-
solution. For the complex k-Hessian equation in n� , Li [30] solved (1.2) in a bounded k 1( )− -pseudoconvex
domain.

There are lots of studies on the Dirichlet problem in bounded domains in n� of degenerate fully nonlinear
equations. Caffarelli et al. [8] showed the C1,1 regularity of the homogeneous Monge-Ampère equation, i.e.,

f 0≡ . If f C1,1n
1

1 ∈− , Guan et al. [20] proved the optimal C1,1 regularity result due to the counterexample by
Wang [36]. The k-Hessian equation case was proved by Krylov [23,24] and Ivochina et al. [22] by assuming

f C1,1k
1

∈ . Dong [11] proved the C1,1 regularity for some degenerate mixed-type Hessian equations.
For the Dirichlet problem of the degenerate complex Monge-Ampère equation, Lempert [25] showed

that dd u 0c n( ) = in a punched strictly convex domain zΩ\{ } with logarithm growth near z admits a unique
real analytic solution. Zeriahi [39] studied the viscosity solution to the Dirichlet problem of degenerate
complex Monge-Ampère equation.

1.1.2 Results on unbounded domains

There are lots of results on the exterior Dirichlet problem for viscosity solutions of nondegenerate fully
nonlinear equations. The C0 viscosity solution for the Monge-Ampère equation: D udet 12 = with prescribed
asymptotic behavior at infinity was obtained by Caffarelli and Li [6]. The k-Hessian equation case was
showed by Bao et al. [4]. For the related results on other types of nondegenerate fully nonlinear equations,
one can see [3,27,28,31].

The global Ck α2,+ regularity of the homogeneous Monge-Ampère equation in a strip region was proved
by Li and Wang [29] by assuming that the boundary functions are locally uniformly convex and Ck α, . They
showed that the uniform convexity of the boundary functions is necessary.

For k1 n
2≤ < , the C1,1 regularity of the Dirichlet problem for the homogeneous k-Hessian equation in

Ωn� ⧹ was proved by Xiao [38] by assuming that the domain Ω is k 1( )− -convex and star-shaped. For
k n1 ≤ ≤ , Ma and Zhang [33] proved the C1,1 regularity of the k-Hessian equation when Ω is convex and

strictly k 1( )− convex. The prescribed asymptotic behavior is x Olog 1∣ ∣ ( )+ if k n
2= and x O 12 n

k∣ ∣ ( )+− if k n
2> .

1.2 Motivation

Our research is motivated by the study of regularity of extremal function. For the smoothly strictly convex
domain Ω, Lempert [26] proved the pluricomplex Green function in Ωn� ⧹ is smooth (analytic). In [17,18],
Guan proved the C1,1 regularity of the solution to the homogeneous complex Monge-Ampère equation in a
ring domain. Then, he solved a conjecture of Chern-Levine-Nirenberg on the extended intrinsic norms. For
the smoothly strongly pseudoconvex domain Ω, Guan [15] proved the C1,1 regularity and decay estimates of
pluricomplex Green function in \Ωn� by considering the exterior Dirichlet problem for the homogeneous
complex Monge-Ampère equation.
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Another motivation is on the proof of geometric inequalities by considering the exterior problems of
certain elliptic partial differential equations. When Ω is k 1( )− -convex and star-shaped, Guan and Li [19]
proved Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities by the inverse curvature flows. If Ω is k-convex, Chang and Wang
[9] and Qiu [34] proved Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities by the optimal transport method. Whether Alex-
androv-Fenchel inequalities hold for k 1( )− -convex domain is still open. Recently, Agostiniani and Maz-
zieri [2] proved some geometric inequalities, such as Willmore inequality by considering the exterior
Dirichlet problem of the Laplace equation. Fogagnolo et al. [12] showed the volumetric Minkowski
inequality by considering the exterior Dirichlet problem of the p-Laplacian equation. Agostiniani et al. [1]
removed the convexity assumption in [12] for the domain.

1.3 Our main result

In this article, we consider the following exterior Dirichlet problem for the complex k-Hessian equation.

For k n1 ≤ < , since the Green function in this case is z 2 n
k
2

∣ ∣− − , we consider the k-Hessian equation as
follows:

dd u ω
u
u z z

0 in Ω \Ω,
1 on Ω,

0 as .

c k n k c n�⎧

⎨
⎩

( )

( ) ∣ ∣

∧ = ≔

= − ∂

→ → ∞

−

(1.3)

Theorem 1.1. Assume k n1 ≤ < . LetΩ be a smoothly strongly pseudoconvex domain in n� such that0 Ω∈ and
Ω is holomorphically convex in ball centered at 0. There exists a unique k-subharmonic solution u C Ωc1,1( )∈ of
equation (1.3). Moreover, there exists uniform constant C such that, for any z Ωc∈ , the following holds

C z u z C z
Du z C z
u z C z

Du C

,
,

Δ ,
.C

1 2 2

1

Ω

n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

c

2 2

2

2

0,1

⎧

⎨

⎪⎪

⎩

⎪
⎪

∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣

∣ ∣( ) ∣ ∣

( ) ∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ( )

≤ − ≤

≤

≤

≤

− − −

−

−
(1.4)

Here, the k-subharmonic function is defined in Section 2 and we use the notation Ω Ωc n�≔ ⧹ . Let r0 be
the constant such that B Ωr0 ⊂⊂ and R0 and S0 be constants such that Ω is holomorphically convex in BS0

and B BΩ R S0 0⊂⊂ ⊂⊂ , where Br0, BR0, and BS0 are balls centered at 0 with radius r0, R0, and S0, respectively.
To prove Theorem 1.1, we consider the following approximating equation:

H u f
u
u z z

in Ω ,
1 on Ω,

0 as ,

k
ε ε c

ε

ε

⎧

⎨
⎩

( )

( ) ∣ ∣

=

= − ∂

→ → ∞

where f c ε ε x ε1ε
n k

n k n
,

2 2 2 2 1( ) (∣ ∣ )= + +− − − (see Section 4).
uε will be obtained by approximating solutions uε R, defined on bounded domains: BΣ ΩR R≔ ⧹ (see

Section 4). The existence and uniqueness of the smooth k-subharmonic solution of uε R, follows from Li
[30] if we can construct a subsolution. The key point is to establish the uniform C2 estimates for uε R, .

In Section 2, we give some preliminaries. In Section 3, we solve the Dirichlet problem of the degenerate
complex k-Hessian equation in a ring domain. Section 4 is the main part of this article. We show a uniform
C1,1 estimate of the solution which is the limit of the solutions of the nondegenerate complex k-Hessian
equation. The key ingredient is to establish uniform gradient estimates and uniform second-order esti-
mates. We use the idea of Hou et al. [21] (see also the real case by Chou and Wang [10]) to establish uniform
second-order estimates. Theorem 1.1 will be proved in Section 5.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 k-Subharmonic solutions

In this section, we provide the definition of k-subharmonic functions and definition of k-subharmonic
solutions.

The Γk-cone is defined by

λ S λ i kΓ 0, 1 .k
n

i�{ ∣ ( ) }≔ ∈ > ≤ ≤ (2.1)

Recall S λ λ λk i i n i i1 k k1 1( ) ≔ ∑ ⋯≤ < ⋯ < ≤ , and S A δ A Ak i i
j j

i j i jk
k

k k1
1

1 1( ) ≔ ⋯⋯
⋯ , where δi i

j j
k
k

1
1
⋯
⋯ is the Kronecker symbol,

which has the value 1+ (respectively, 1− ) if i i i, k1 2 ⋯ are distinct and j j jk1 2( )⋯ is an even permutation
(respectively, an odd permutation) of i i ik1 2( )⋯ and has the value 0 in any other cases. We use the con-
vention that S A 10( ) = . It is clear that S A S λ Ak k( ) ( ( ))= , where λ A( ) are the eigenvalues of A.

One can find the concavity property of Sk
k
1
in [7].

Lemma 2.1. Sk
k
1
is a concave function in Γk. In particular, Slog k is concave in Γk.

The following facts about elementary symmetric polynomials are useful in proving gradient estimates.

Proposition 2.2. We have the following two inequalities:
(a) If λ Γ ,k∈ then

S λ i
S λ i

k
k

n k
n k

S λ i1
1

;k

k
k

2

1
1

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ∣ )≥

+ −

− −−
+

(b) If λ Γ ,k∈ then

S λ i
S λ i k

n k
n

S λ i1
1

.k

k 1
1

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ∣ )≤

−

−−

Proof. Since λ Γk∈ , we have S λ i 0k 1( ∣ ) >− . The first inequality follows from Newton inequality. Now,
we prove (b). Since λ Γk∈ , we have S λ i 0h( ∣ ) > , h k0, 1, , 1∀ = … − . If S λ i 0k( ∣ ) ≤ , (b) holds naturally.
If S λ i 0k( ∣ ) > , the second inequality follows from the generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality. □

The following two propositions enable us to adopt a case-wise argument to deal with the third-order
terms as in [10] and [21].

Proposition 2.3. Let λ λ λ, , Γn k1( )= … ∈ , and λ λ λn1 2≥ ≥⋯≥ . Then, there exists θ θ n k, 0( )= > such that

S λ k θλ S λ k1 ,k k1 1 2( ∣ ) ( ∣ )≥− −

from which it follows

S λ i θλ λ λ i k, .k k1 1 2 1( ∣ ) ≥ ⋯ ∀ ≥− − (2.2)

The following proposition was proven in [10]. In [21], Hou et al. provided a sharp constant θ k
n= in (2.3).

Proposition 2.4. Let λ λ λ, , Γn k1( )= … ∈ , and λ λ λn1 2≥ ≥⋯≥ . Then, there exists θ θ n k, 0( )= > such that

λ S λ i θS λ .k k1 1( ∣ ) ( )≥− (2.3)

Moreover, for any δ 0, 1( )∈ , there exists K 0> such that if

S λ Kλ or λ Kλ for any i k k n1, 2, , ,k
k

i1 1( ) ∣ ∣≤ ≤ = + + …
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we have

λ S λ δ S λ1 1 .k k1 1( ∣ ) ( ) ( )≥ −− (2.4)

One can see the Lecture notes by Wang [37] for more properties of the k-Hessian operator and the study
of Blocki [5] for those of the complex k-Hessian operator. We follow the definition by Blocki [5] to give the
definition of k-subharmonic functions.

Definition 2.5. Let α be a real 1, 1( )-form in U , a domain of n� . We say that α is k-positive in U if the
following inequalities hold:

α ω j k0, 1, , .j n j∧ ≥ ∀ = …−

Definition 2.6. Let U be a domain in n� .
(1) A function u U: � { }→ ∪ −∞ is called k-subharmonic if it is subharmonic, and for all k-positive real

1, 1( )-form α α, , k1 1… − in U ,

dd u α α ω 0.c
k

n k
1 1∧ ∧ ⋯ ∧ ∧ ≥−

−

The class of all k-subharmonic functions in U will be denoted by Uk�� ( ).
(2) A function u C U2( )∈ is called k-subharmonic (strictly k-subharmonic) if λ u Γk( )∂∂ ∈ (λ u Γk( )∂∂ ∈ ).

If u U C Uk�� ( ) ( )∈ ∩ , dd u ωc k n k( ) ∧ − is well defined in pluripotential theory by Blocki [5]. We need the
following comparison principle by Błocki [5] to prove the uniqueness of the continuous solution of the
problem (1.3).

Lemma 2.7. Let U be a bounded domain in n� , u v U C U, k�� ( ) ( )∈ ∩ satisfy

dd u ω dd v ω in U
u v on U

,
.

c k n k c k n k⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) ( )∧ ≥ ∧

≤ ∂

− −

(2.5)

Then, u v≤ in U .

2.2 The existence of the subsolution

Definition 2.8. ρ is called a defining function of C1 domain U , if U z ρ z: 0{ ( ) }= < and Dρ 0∣ ∣ ≠ on U∂ .

Definition 2.9. A C2 domain U is called pseudoconvex (strictly pseudoconvex) if it is Levi pseudoconvex
(strictly Levi pseudoconvex). That is, for aC2 defining function ofU defined in a neighborhood ofU , the Levi
form at every point z U∈ ∂ defined by

L ξ
Dρ z

ρ
z z

ξ ξ ξ T1
¯

¯ ,U z
j k j k

j k U z
h

,
,

2

,( )
∣ ( )∣

∑=
∂

∂ ∂
∈∂ ∂

is nonnegative (positive). T ξ ξ 0U z
h n

j
ρ
z j, j

�{ ∣ }≔ ∈ ∑ =∂
∂

∂
is the holomorphic tangent space to U∂ at z .

Definition 2.10. A C2 domain U is called k-pseudoconvex (strictly k-pseudoconvex) if for a C2 defining
function of U defined in a neighborhood of U ,

λ ρ
z z

z U
¯

Γ Γ , ,
i j i j n

k k
2

1 , 1

⎧
⎨⎩

⎫
⎬⎭

( )
∂

∂ ∂
∈ ∈ ∀ ∈ ∂

≤ ≤ −

where z z, , n1 1( )… − is a holomorphic coordinate system of T U z
h

,∂ near z .
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We need the following lemmas by Guan [17] to construct the subsolution of the k-Hessian equation in a ring.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that U is a bounded smooth domain in n� . For h g C U, m( )∈ , m 2≥ , for all δ 0> , there
exists H C Um( )∈ such that
(1) H h gmax ,{ }≥ and

H z
h z if h z g z δ
g z if g z h z δ

, ,
, ;

( )
⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( ) ( )
=

− >

− >

(2) There exists t z 1∣ ( )∣ ≤ such that

H z t z g t z h for all z g h δ1
2

1
2

, .ij ij ij¯ ¯ ¯{ ( )}
⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) ( ) ⎫

⎬
⎭

{∣ ∣ }≥
+

+
−

∈ − <

By Lemma 2.1, we see H is k-subharmonic if h and g are both k-subharmonic.
The following lemma was proved by Guan [17].

Lemma 2.12. Let Ω0 and Ω1 be smooth, strongly pseudoconvex domain in n� with Ω Ω1 0⊂⊂ . Assume that Ω1 is
holomorphically convex in Ω0. Then, there exists a strictly plurisubharmonic function u C Ω( )∈ ∞ with
Ω Ω Ω0 1≔ ⧹ satisfying

H u ε in
u ρ near
u ρ near

, Ω,
τ , Ω ,
1 K , Ω ,

k 0

1 1

0 0

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

( ) ≥

= ∂

= + ∂
(2.6)

where ρ0 and ρ1 are defining functions of Ω0 and Ω1 and τ and K are uniform constants.

In [17], Guan considered the Dirichlet problem of homogeneous complex Monge-Ampère equation in a
smooth ring as follows:

dd u
u
u

0 in Ω Ω \Ω ,
0 on Ω ,
1 on Ω .

c n
0 1

1

0

⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) = ≔

= ∂

= ∂

(2.7)

Guan [17] proved the following.

Theorem 2.13. Let Ω0 and Ω1 be smooth, strongly pseudoconvex domains and assume that Ω1 is holomor-
phically convex in Ω0. There exists a unique solution u C Ω1,1( )∈ of equation (2.7).

3 The Dirichlet problem for the homogeneous complex k-Hessian
equations in the ring in n�

In this section, we consider the Dirichlet problem of the homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation in a
smooth ring as follows:

dd u ω
u
u

0, in Ω Ω \Ω ,
0, on Ω ,
1, on Ω .

c k n k
0 1

1

0

⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) ∧ = ≔

= ∂

= ∂

−

(3.1)
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We assume thatΩ Ω1 0⊂⊂ are smooth, strongly pseudoconvex domains andΩ1 is holomorphically convex in
Ω0. Using Lemma 2.12, there exists a smooth, strictly plurisubharmonic subsolution u satisfying

H u ε
u ρ
u ρ

, in Ω,
τ , near Ω ,
1 K , near Ω ,

k 0

1 1

0 0

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

( ) ≥

= ∂

= + ∂
(3.2)

where τ and K are positive constants and ρi are defining functions of Ωi.

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω0 and Ω1 be smooth, strongly pseudoconvex domains and assume that Ω1 is holomorphi-
cally convex in Ω0. There exists a unique solution u C Ω1,1( )∈ of equation (3.1).

The uniqueness follows from Lemma 2.7, the comparison principle for k-subharmonic solutions to
complex k-Hessian equations. Next, we prove the existence and regularity of k-subharmonic solution by
approximation. Indeed, for every ε ε0 0< < , we consider the following problem:

H u ε
u
u

in Ω,
0 on Ω ,
1 on Ω .

k
ε

ε

ε
1

0

⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) =

= ∂

= ∂

(3.3)

Since u in (3.2) is a subsolution to (3.3), by Li [30], the above problem has a unique smooth solution uε.
Next, we want to show the C1,1 estimates of uε are independent of ε. First, by a maximum principal,

u uε ε1 2≥ for any ε ε1 2≤ . Thus, u ulimε
ε0 ≔ →∞ exists. If we could prove uniform C1,1 estimates, then u0 is the

C1,1 solution of equation (3.1).

Theorem 3.2. Let uε be the smooth k-subharmonic solution of (3.3). Then, there exists a uniform constant C
independent of ε such that

u C.ε
C Ω1,1∣ ∣ ( ) ≤

In the following subsections, for simplicity, we use u instead of uε.

3.1 C 1-estimates

Lemma 3.3. There exists a uniform constant C such that

u C.C U1∣ ∣ ( ) ≤ (3.4)

Proof. Let h be the unique solution of the problem

u
h
h

Δ 0 in Ω,
0 on Ω ,
1 on Ω .

1

0

⎧

⎨
⎩

=

= ∂

= ∂

(3.5)

By the maximal principle, we have u u h≤ ≤ . This gives uniform C0 estimates.

Let F H u S ulog ¯ij
u k u k

ij ij
( ) ( )≔ = ∂∂

∂

∂

∂

∂
.

D a
x

b
y

a bwith 1.ξ
i

n

i
i

i
i i

n

i i
1 1

2 2
⎜ ⎟
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
∑ ∑=

∂

∂
+

∂

∂
+ =

= =

Then,

F D u 0.ij
ξ ij( ) =

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  7



Thus, we have

Du Dumax max .
U U

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣=
∂

Since u u hε≤ ≤ in Ω and u u hε= = on Ω∂ , we have

h u u ,ν ν
ε

ν≤ ≤

where ν is the unit outer normal to Ω∂ (unit inner normal to Ω1∂ and unit outer normal to Ω0∂ ). Thus,
we have

Du Du Cmax max .
Ω Ω

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣= ≤
∂

(3.6)
□

3.2 Second-order estimates

Lemma 3.4. There exists a uniform constant C such that

D u Cmax .
U

2∣ ∣ ≤ (3.7)

Proof. Denote by D u uξ ξ= . Then,

L u
S u
u u

u u
¯

0.ξξ
k
k

jk lm
jkξ lmξ

2
1

¯ ¯
¯ ¯( )

( )
= −

∂ ∂∂

∂ ∂
≥

Hence,

u z D usup .ξξ
Ω

2( ) ∣ ∣≤
∂

This implies i j n, 1, , ,∀ = …

u u D u u u u D u, sup , , , 2 sup .x x yy x x x y y y
Ω

2

Ω

2
i i i i i j i j i j∣ ∣ ∣ ∣≤ ≤

∂
± ± ±

∂

On the other hand, u zΔ 0( ) > implies

u u n D u, 2 1 sup .x x yy
Ω

2
i i i i ⎜ ⎟( )⎛

⎝
∣ ∣⎞

⎠
≥ − −

∂

Then,

u u u u n D u

u u u u n D u

u u u u n D u

4 1 sup ,

4 1 sup ,

4 1 sup .

x x x x x x x x

x y x y x x y y

yy y y yy y y

Ω

2

Ω

2

Ω

2

i j i j i i j j

i j i j i i j j

i j i j i i j j

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

( )⎛

⎝
∣ ∣⎞

⎠

( )⎛

⎝
∣ ∣⎞

⎠

( )⎛

⎝
∣ ∣⎞

⎠

± = − − ≤ −

± = − − ≤ −

± = − − ≤ −

±
∂

±
∂

±
∂

Thus, we have

D u C D umax max .n
Ω

2
Ω

2∣ ∣ ∣ ∣≤
∂

So we need to prove the second-order estimate on the boundary Ω∂ . Here, we use the method by Guan
[13,16,17] and Li [30].

Tangential derivative estimates on Ω∂
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Consider a point p Ω∈ ∂ . Without loss of generality, let p be the origin. Choose the coordinate z z, , n1 …

such that the xn axis is the inner normal direction to Ω∂ at 0. Suppose

t y t y t y t x t x t x, , , , , , , .n n n n n n1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2= = … = = = … =+ +

Denote by t t t, , n1 2 1( )′ = … − . Then, around the origin, Ω∂ can be represented as a graph

t x ρ t B t t O t .n n αβ α β
3( ) (∣ ∣ )= = ′ = + ′

Since

u u t ρ t, 0,( )( ( ))− ′ ′ =

we have

u u u u B α β n0 0 , , 1, , 2 1.t t t αβα β n( ) ( ) ( ) ( )− = − − = … −

It follows by gradient estimate that

u C α β n0 , , 1, , 2 1.t tα β∣ ( )∣ ≤ = … − (3.8)

Tangential-normal derivative estimates on Ω∂

We use Guan’s method [13,14,16]. Our barrier function here is simpler than before since u is constant on
the boundary and the right-hand side of the approximating equation is a sufficiently small constant ε.

To estimate u 0t tα n( ) for α n1, , 2 1= … − and u 0t tn n( ), we consider the auxiliary function

v u u td N d
2

2= − + −

on BΩ Ω 0δ δ( )= ∩ with constants N t, , and δ to be determined later. The following lemma proven in [14] is
needed.

Lemma 3.5. For N sufficiently large and t and δ sufficiently small, there holds

Lv ε in

v on
4

1 Ω ,

0 Ω,

δ�⎧

⎨
⎩

( )≤ − +

≥ ∂

where ε 0> is a uniform constant depending only on subsolution u restricted in a small neighborhood of Ω∂ .

The following three lemmas were proven by Guan in [16].

Lemma 3.6. Let F S u¯ij
u k

k¯
1

ij̄
( )= ∂∂

∂

∂
. Then, there is an index r such that

F u u S λ S λ i λ1
2

,
l

n
ij

il lj
i r

k
k k i

1

1
¯ ¯ ¯

1 1
1

2( ) ( ∣ )∑ ∑≥
=

−

≠

−

− (3.9)

where λ λ λ, , n1( )= … are the eigenvalues of uij̄ .

Lemma 3.7. Suppose λ Γk∈ . If λ 0r < , then

S λ S λ i λ
n

S λ S λ i λ1 .
i r

k
k k i

i

n

k
k k i

1 1
1

2

1

1 1
1

2( ) ( ∣ ) ( ) ( ∣ )∑ ∑≥
≠

−

−

=

−

−

Lemma 3.8. Suppose λ Γk∈ . Then, for any r n1, ,= … and ε 0> ,

S λ S λ i λ ε S λ S λ i λ C
ε

S λ S λ i Q r ,
i

n

k
k k i

i r
k
k k i

i

n

k
k k

1

1 1
1

1 1
1

2

1

1 1
1( ) ( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ) ( ∣ ) ( ) ( ∣ ) ( )∑ ∑ ∑≤ + +

=

−

−

≠

−

−

=

−

− (3.10)

where Q r S λ Ck
k

n
k

1
k
1

( ) ( ) ( )= − if λ 0r ≥ and Q r 0( ) = if λ 0r < .

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  9



At any boundary point p Ω∈ ∂ , we may choose coordinates z z, , n1 … with the origin p such that the
positive xn axis is the interior normal direction to Ω∂ at p. Let ϱ be a defining function ofΩ, that is, ϱ 0< inΩ,

ϱ 0= , Dνϱ 1= , on Ω∂ , where ν is a unit outer normal to Ω∂ . We may assume that, 0 0x
ϱ

j
( ) =

∂

∂
for i n1 1≤ ≤ −

and 0 0y
ϱ

j
( ) =

∂

∂
for all i n1 ≤ ≤ . Moreover, around the origin, we can write

z x z z z z Q zϱ Re ϱ 0 ϱ 0 ¯ ,n
i j

n

ij i j
i j

n

ij i j
, 1 , 1

¯( ) ( ) ( ) ( )∑ ∑= − + + +
= =

where Q z C z 3∣ ( )∣ ∣ ∣≤ . Let

t y i n t x i n, 1, , , , 1, , .i i n i i= = … = = …+

Let

a z α n, 1 2 1.α
t

x

ϱ

ϱ
α

n

( ) = − ≤ ≤ −

∂

∂

∂

∂

Then,

a 0 0.α( ) =

So T at α xα n
= +

∂

∂

∂

∂
is a tangential vector to Ω∂ near the origin. We write

a z b t b x O t x z, Ω near 0.α
β

n

αβ β α n n
1

2 1
2 2( ) (∣ ∣ )∑= + + + ∈

=

−

Let

T
t

b t
x

.α
α β

n

αβ β
n1

2 1

∑=
∂

∂
+

∂

∂
=

−

Then,

T T b x
x

O z
x

.α α n
n n

2(∣ ∣ )= +
∂

∂
+

∂

∂

So

T u u O t , on Ω.α
2( ) (∣ ∣ )− = ∂

Note that

t
δ β n

δ β n

1
2

, 1 ,

1
2

,
i β

iβ

iβ n

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

∂ =
−

−
≤ ≤

>−

and

t
δ β n

δ β n

1
2

, 1 ,

1
2

, .
j β

jβ

jβ n

¯

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

∂ =

−
≤ ≤

>−

We then have

10  Zhenghuan Gao et al.



LT u u T f LT u b F t u t u

T f LT u b F t u t u b F t u t u

C S λ i
S λ

S λ i λ
S λ

F u u u u

2 1

1 1
4

α α α
β

n

αβ
ij

β i x j β j x i

α α
β

n

αβ
ij

β i nj β j ni
β

n

αβ
ij

β i y j β j y i

i

n
k

k

k i

k

ij
y i y i y j y j

1

2 1
¯

, ¯ , ¯

1

2 1
¯

, ¯ , ¯ ¯
1

2 1
¯

, ¯ , ¯

1

1 1 ¯
¯ ¯

n n

n n

n n n n⎜ ⎟

( )

⎛

⎝

( ∣ )

( )

( ∣ )∣ ∣

( )

⎞

⎠

( )

( ) ( )

( )( )

∑

∑ ∑

∑

− ≔ − + +

= − + + + − −

≥ − + + − − −

=

−

=

−

=

−

=

− −

and

L u u u u

F u u u u F u u u u u u u u

u u F u u u u F u u u u F u u

F u u u u F u u C S λ i
S λ

S λ i λ
S λ

2

2

2 1 .

y y
l

n

l l

ij
y i y i y j y j

l

n
ij

li li l j l j lj lj l i l i

y y
ij

y ij y ij
l

n

l l
ij

l ij l ij l l
ij

lij lij

ij
y i y i y j y j

l

n
ij

lj l i
i

n
k

k

k i

k

2

1

1
2

¯
¯ ¯

1

1
¯ ¯¯ ¯¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

¯
¯ ¯

1

1
¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

¯ ¯

¯
¯ ¯

1

1
¯

¯ ¯
1

1 1

n n

n n n n

n n n n

n n n n

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝

∣ ∣
⎞

⎠

(( ) )

(( ) )

⎛

⎝

( ∣ )

( )

( ∣ )∣ ∣

( )

⎞

⎠

( )

( )( ) ( ) ( )( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( )( )

∑

∑

∑

∑ ∑

− + −

= − − + − − + − −

+ − − + − − + − −

≥ − − + − + +

=

−

=

−

=

−

=

−

=

− −

Let

A v A z A u u u uΨ .y y
l

n

l l1 2
2

3
2

1

1
2

n n⎜ ⎟∣ ∣
⎛

⎝

∣ ∣
⎞

⎠
( ) ∑= + − − + −

=

−

By Lemmas 3.5, 3.6, and 3.8, we see that

L T u uΨ 0 in Ωα δ( ( ))± − ≤

and

T u uΨ 0 on Ω ,α δ( )± − ≥ ∂

when A A A 11 2 3≫ ≫ ≫ . Therefore,

u C.t xα n∣ ∣ ≤

In particular, from (4.30), we know

u C.y yn n∣ ∣ ≤

Double normal derivative estimates on Ω∂

For any fixed p Ω∈ ∂ , we choose the coordinate such that p 0= , B t φ tΩ 0 ,r( ) ( ( ))∂ ⋂ = ′ ′ , and φ 0 0( )∇ = .
Case 1: x Ω0 0∈ ∂ .
Let ρ0 be a defining function of Ω0, which is strictly plurisubharmonic in a neighborhood of Ω0. So

ρ t φ t, 0 on Ω .0 0( ( ))′ ′ = ∂

Then, we have

ρ ρ φ α β n0 0 0 1 , 2 1.t t t tαt0, 0,α β n β2
( ) ( ) ( )= − ≤ ≤ −

On the other hand, we have

u u φ α β n0 0 0 1 , 2 1.αβ t αβn2( ) ( ) ( )= − ≤ ≤ −

Thus,

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  11



u
u

ρ
ρ α β n0

0
0

0 1 , 2 1t t
t

t
tαt

0,
0,α β

n

n
β

2

2

( )
( )

( )
( )= ≤ ≤ −

and

u
u

ρ
ρ cρ0

0
0

0 0 0.ij
t

t
ij ij¯

0,
0, ¯ 0, ¯

n

n

2

2

( )
( )

( )
( ) ( )= ≥ >

Since ρ0 is strictly plurisubharmonic in Ω0, we have

S u c S ρ c0 0 0.k ij i j n
k

k ij i j n1 ¯ 1 , 1
1

1 0, ¯ 1 , 1 1( ) ( )({ } ) ({ } )≥ ≥ >− ≤ ≤ −
−

− ≤ ≤ − (3.11)

Case 2: x Ω0 1∈ ∂ .
Note that u u≥ near Ω1∂ , u u= , and u u0 ν ν< ≤ on Ω1∂ , ν is the unit outer normal to Ω1∂ , there exists a

smooth function g such that u gu= near Ω1∂ , and g 1≥ outside of Ω nearby Ω1∂ . So i j n1 , 1∀ ≤ ≤ − ,

u g u g u g u g u0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .ij ij i j j i ij¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )= + + +

Note that u τρ1= near Ω1∂ , where ρ1 is a given strictly plurisubharmonic function in a neighborhoodΩ and τ
a constant independent of ε and R as taken in Lemma 2.12. We also have

S u τ g S ρ τ g C C S ρ

c

0 0 0 min ¯

0.

k ij i j n
k k

k ij i j n
k k

n
k

n
k

k

k
k1 ¯ 1 , 1

1 1
1 1, ¯ 1 , 1

1
0

1 1
Ω

1

1

1

k
k

1
( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )({ } ) ({ } )= ≥ ∂∂

≔ >

− ≤ ≤ −
− −

− ≤ ≤ −
− − −

∂

−
−

(3.12)

Let c c cmin ,0 1 2{ }= (see (3.11) and (3.12)), we have

u c u S u

S u S u u S u C

0 0 0

0 0 0 .

nn nn k ij i j n

k ij i j n k ij i j n
i

n

in k ij i j n

¯ 0 ¯ 1 ¯ 1 , 1

¯ 1 , ¯ 1 , 1
1

1

¯
2

2 ¯ 1 , 1

( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ( )

({ } )

({ } ) ({ } ) ({ } )∑

≤

= − + ≤

− ≤ ≤ −

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ −

=

−

− ≤ ≤ −

Then, we obtain

u C0 ,nn̄( ) ≤

where C is a uniform constant. On the other hand, u u C0 0nn i
n

αα¯ 1
1

¯( ) ( )≥ ∑ ≥ −=
− . In conclusion, we have

u C0nn̄∣ ( )∣ ≤ .
In conclusion, we obtain the uniform C2 estimate. □

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

The uniqueness follows from the comparison principle for k-subharmonic solutions of complex k-Hessian
equations in Lemma 2.7 by Blocki [5].

For the existence part, since uε is increasing on ε, u ulimε
ε0

0≔ → exists. Since u Cε
C Ω2∣ ∣ ( ) ≤ , there exists

a subsequence uεi that converges to u0 in C α1, on Ω and u C Ω0 1,1( )∈ .

4 Solving the approximating equation in BΣ ΩR R≔ ⧹

We always assume Ω is a smooth, strongly pseudoconvex domain containing the origin and Ω is holomor-
phically convex in a ball. Recall that we always assume B B BΩr R S0 0 0⊂⊂ ⊂⊂ ⊂⊂ and Ω is holomorphically
convex in BS0.

12  Zhenghuan Gao et al.



Since the Green function in this case is z 2 n
k
2

∣ ∣− − , we want to solve the following complex k-Hessian
equation:

dd u ω
u
u z z

0 in Ω \Ω,
1 on Ω,

0 as .

c k n k c n�⎧

⎨
⎩

( )

( ) ∣ ∣

∧ = ≔

= − ∂

→ → ∞

−

(4.1)

By scaling of z, we consider (4.1) with B B BΩt s1 1⊂⊂ ⊂⊂ ⊂⊂ + , where t r
R

0

0
= , s 1S

R
0

0
= − .

4.1 Construction of the approximating equation

Let wε be an approximation of the Green function z 2 n
k
2

∣ ∣− − ,

w z z ε
ε1

.ε
2 2

2

1 n
k

⎜ ⎟( ) ⎛

⎝

∣ ∣ ⎞

⎠
= −

+

+

−

We have

f H w S w C n
k

ε ε z ε1 1 .ε
k

ε
k ij

ε
n
k

k
n k n

¯
2 2 2 2 1( ) ⎛

⎝
⎞
⎠

( ) (∣ ∣ )( )≔ = = − + +− − −

It is clear that ρ z s10
2 2∣ ∣ ( )= − + is a plurisubharmonic defining function of B s1+ . Let ρ1 be a defining

function of Ω such that ρ1 is plurisubharmonic in a neighborhood U of Ω.
By Lemma 2.12, there is a smooth plurisubharmonic function ρ solving

H ρ ε B
ρ ρ
ρ ρ B

, in \Ω,
τ , near Ω,
1 K , near .

k s

s

0 1

1

0 1

⎧

⎨

⎩
⎪

( ) ≥

= ∂

= + ∂

+

+

(4.2)

Let φ ρ1 1 1s
s16

1 n
k2

2
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
( )= − + −

+

−

. In B B\s1 1 s
2+ + , ε ε0∀ ≤ , ε s

0 8

2
< ,

w
ε

s
s

1

1
1

8
.ε

s
2

2

0
2

1
2

2

1
n
k n

k
⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝

⎜
⎜

⎞

⎠

⎟
⎟

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

( )
≥ −

+

+
> − +

+

−
−

So

w φ s
s

s
s

B B1
16

1
8

in \ .ε
s

2

2

1 2

2

1

1 1

n
k

n
k

s
2

⎜ ⎟ ⎜ ⎟
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
− > +

+
− +

+

− −

+ +

Let V be a neighborhood of Ω, VΩ ⊂⊂ , then

w φ s
s

ρ B V1 and 1 1
16

inf 1 in \ .ε
B V

2

2

1

\
1

n
k

1
⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝
⎜

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎞

⎠
⎟≤ − ≥ − +

+
−

−

So

w φ s
s

ρ B V1 1
16

inf in \ .ε
B V

2

2

1

\
1

n
k

1
⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝
⎜

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎞

⎠
⎟− ≤ − +

+

−

Apply Lemma 2.11 with wε, φ, and δ ρmin 1 1 , 1 1 infs
s

s
s

s
s B V16

1

8

1

16

1

\

n
k

n
k

n
k2

2

2

2

2

2
1

⎧

⎨
⎩

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎫

⎬
⎭

( ) ( ) ( )< + − + − +
+

−

+

−

+

−

,

we obtain a smooth k-subharmonic function uε such that u wε ε= in B\n
1 s

2
� + , u φε = in B \Ω1 , and

u φ wmax ,ε ε{ }≥ in Ωc. Moreover, by the concavity of Sk
k
1
,
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H u t z H φ t z H w φ w δ1
2

1
2

in .k
k ε

k
k

k
k ε ε

1 1 1
( )

( )
( )

( )
( ) {∣ ∣ }≥

+
+

−
− <

If we take ε t C εmin 1, 2 1 1 1k n n
n
k n

k

k s
s0

2 1 1
16

1
0

n
k2

2{ ( ) ⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
}( ) ( )( )< − − +− − + −

+

−

, then for any ε ε0≤ , f εε
0< . So we

obtain

H u f in Ω .k
ε ε c( ) ≥

In conclusion, for sufficient small ε, we can construct a smooth, strictly k-subharmonic function uε as
follows:

Lemma 4.1. For any ε ε0, 0( )∈ , ε s
0 8

2
< , there exists a strictly k-subharmonic function u C \Ωε n�( )∈ ∞

satisfying

u

w in B

s
s

ρ in B

\ ,

1 1
16

1 \Ω,
ε

ε n
1

2

2

1

1

s

n
k

2
�

⎜ ⎟

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

⎛

⎝
⎜

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎞

⎠
⎟

=
− +

+
−

+

−

u w s
s

ρ in B Bmax , 1 1
16

1 \ ,ε ε
2

2

1

1 1

n
k

s
2

⎜ ⎟{
⎛

⎝
⎜

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎞

⎠
⎟ }≥ − +

+
−

−

+

and

H u f in Ω ,k
ε ε c( ) ≥

where ρ is a function satisfying (4.2).

By the aforementioned preliminaries in this section, we are able to construct the approximation equa-
tions for ε ε0, 0( )∈ and R s1> + .

H u f B
u u

in Σ \Ω,
on Σ .

k
ε R ε

R R
ε R ε

R

,

,
⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) = ≔

= ∂
(4.3)

Since uε is a subsolution, by Li [30], (4.3) has a strictly k-subharmonic solution u C Σε R
R

, ( )∈ ∞ . Our goal is to
establish uniform C2 estimates of uε R, , which is independent of ε and R. We prove the following.

Theorem 4.2. For sufficient small ε and sufficient large R, uε R, satisfies

C z u z C z
Du z C z

u z C z
D u z C

,
,

¯ ,
,

ε R

ε R

ε R

ε R

1 2 , 2

, 1

,

2 ,

n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

2 2

2

2

∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣

∣ ( )∣ ∣ ∣

∣ ( )∣ ∣ ∣

∣ ( )∣

≤ − ≤

≤

∂∂ ≤

≤

− − −

−

−

where C is a uniform constant that is independent of ε and R.

In subsections 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, we will prove uniform C2-estimates of solutions to equation (4.3). The
key point is that these estimates are independent of ε and R.

4.2 C 0 estimates

Since uε is a subsolution to (4.3), we obtain that

u u z ε
ε

ε z
1

1 .ε R ε,
2 2

2

1

0
2 1 2

n
k n

k
n
k
2

⎜ ⎟
⎛

⎝

∣ ∣ ⎞

⎠
( ) ∣ ∣≥ ≥ −

+

+
≥ − +

−
− −
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For any R R s1′ ≥ ≥ + , let uε R, and uε R, ′ be solutions to (4.3) on ΣR and ΣR′, respectively. We have

u u u Bon .ε R ε ε R
R

, ,= ≤ ∂′

By Lemma 2.7,

u u , in Σ .ε R ε R
R

, ,≤ ′

On the other hand, choose R smax 1 , tε
t1 1

0
2{ }≔ +

−
. Then, for any R R1≥ ,

H t z f H u

u t z

u R ε
ε

t R B

0 in Σ ,

1 on Ω,

1
on .

k
ε

k
ε R

R

ε R

ε R
R

2 2 ,

, 2 2

,
2 2

2

1
2 2

n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k n

k
n
k

2 2

2 2

2 2
⎜ ⎟

⎧

⎨

⎪
⎪

⎩

⎪
⎪

( ∣ ∣ ) ( )

∣ ∣

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

− = < =

= − ≤ − ∂

= −
+

+
≤ − ∂

− −

− −

−
− −

Using Lemma 2.7 again, we have

u t z in Σ .ε R
R

, 2 2n
k

n
k

2 2
∣ ∣≤ − − −

So we have, for any R R R1′ > ≥ ,

ε z u z u z t z z1 , Σ .ε R ε R
R0

2 1 2 , , 2 2n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

2 2 2
( ) ∣ ∣ ( ) ( ) ∣ ∣− + ≤ ≤ ≤ − ∈− − ′ − −

4.3 Gradient estimates

In this subsection, we prove the global gradient estimate. The key point is that the estimate here does not
depend on ε and R. We also prove that the positive lower bound of the gradient of the solution.

4.3.1 Reducing global gradient estimates to boundary gradient estimates

This part is the key part of gradient estimates. The point in here is that the gradient estimate is independent
of the approximating process. This estimates is motivated by Guan [15].

Theorem 4.3. Let u be the solution of the approximating equation (4.3). Denote by

P Du u .2 n k
n k
2

∣ ∣ ( )= − − −
− (4.4)

Then, we have the following gradient estimate:

P P n k
k n k

u D fmax max max , 2
2

log .ε
Σ Σ

2
2

R R

k
n k⎜ ⎟

⎧

⎨
⎩

⎛

⎝

( )

( )
⎞

⎠
( ) ∣ ∣

⎫

⎬
⎭

≤
−

−
−

∂

−
− (4.5)

Proof. For simplicity, we use f instead of f ε during the proof.

Let a n k
n k
2

=
−

−
. Select the auxiliary function

φ P Du a ulog log log .2∣ ∣ ( )= = − −

Suppose φ obtain its maximum at z ΣR0 ∈ . We can choose the holomorphic coordinate such that u zij̄ 0( ){ } is
diagonal. Denote by λ u zi iī 0( )= . The following computations are at z0:

φ Du
Du

a u
u

u u u u
Du

a u
u

u λ u u
Du

a u
u

0 .i
i i l l i li l i i i li l i
2

2
¯ ¯

2
¯

2
∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣
= = − =

+
− =

+
−
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Then, we have the observation

a u
u

u λ
Du

u u u
Du

i n, 1, , ,i i i

l

n
li l i

2 2

2
1

¯ ¯
2

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣
∑= + ∀ = …
=

(4.6)

which implies u u ul
n

li l i1 ¯ ¯∑ = is real at z0. Denote by F S u¯ij
u k

ij̄
( )= ∂∂

∂

∂
. By direct computation, we can obtain

F φ F
Du
Du

Du Du
Du

a
u
u

a
u u
u

F
Du
Du a

Du Du
Du

a
u
u

u f
Du

akf Du
u

S λ i u
Du

S λ i λ
Du

n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du
n

n k
S λ i λ

u u u
Du

0

1 1

2Re

2 2
2

2
.

ij
ij

ij ij i j ij i j

ij ij i j ij

l l

i l

n
k li

i

n
k i

i

n
i

k i
i

n

k
l
n

l li

i

n

k i
l
n

li l i

¯
¯

¯ ¯
2

2

2
¯
2

4
¯ ¯

2

¯ ¯
2

2

2
¯
2

4
¯

¯
2

2

, 1

1
2

2
1

1
2

2

1

2

4 1
2

1
1

1
¯ 2

4
1

1
1

¯ ¯

4

⎛

⎝
⎜

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

∣ ∣

⎞

⎠
⎟

⎛

⎝
⎜

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

∣ ∣

⎞

⎠
⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ( ∣ )∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∑ ∑

∑ ∑
∑

∑
∑

{ }

≥ = ⋅ − − +

= ⋅ − − −

= − + +

−
−

−
−

−
−

=

−

=

−

=

−

=

−
=

=

−
=

We claim

S λ i u S λ i λ n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du

n
n k

S λ i λ
u u u

Du

2 2

2
2

0.

i

n

l

n

k li k i
i

k i k
l
n

l li

k i
l
n

li l i

1 1
1

2
1

2
2

2 1
2

1
1 ¯ 2

2

1
1 ¯ ¯

2

� ⎜

⎟

⎛

⎝

( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ∣ )
∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )
∣ ∣

⎞

⎠

∑ ∑≔ + −
−

−
−

∑

−
−

∑
≥

= =

− − − −
=

−
=

(4.7)

Then,

Du F φ u f akf Du
u

Du Df akf Du
u

0 2Re 2 .ij
ij l l

2 ¯
¯ ¯

2 2
∣ ∣

∣ ∣
∣ ∣∣ ∣

∣ ∣
{ }≥ ≥ − ≥ − −

It follows that

Du
ak

u D f n k
k n k

u D f2 log 2
2

log .∣ ∣ ( )∣ ∣
( )

( )
( )∣ ∣≤ − =

−

−
−

Thus,

Du u n k
k n k

u D f2
2

log .a a2
2

2 2
⎜ ⎟∣ ∣ ( ) ⎛

⎝

( )

( )
⎞

⎠
( ) ∣ ∣− ≤

−

−
−− −

Now, we prove Claim (4.7). Since

S λ i λ S f k S

u
Du

S f k S

f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

1

1

1 1 1 ,

i

n

k i k

i

n
i

k

i

n
i

i
k

k i

n
i k

k
k

1
1

2
1 1

1

2

2 1 1

1

2

2 1
1 1

2

2

2

1
1⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

( ∣ ) ( )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ( ) )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

∑

∑

∑ ∑

= − +

= − +

= + − + + + − +

=

− +

=

+

= − = −
+

we have
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f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

S λ i u n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du

n
n k

S λ i λ u u u
Du

1 1 1

2 2

2
2

T

i

n
i

i
k

k i

n
i k

k
k

i l

n

k li
i

n
i

k i k
i

n
l
n

l li

i l

n

k i
li l i

i G i H
i

1

2

2 1
1 1

2

2

2

1
1

, 1
1

2

1

2

2 1
2

1
1

1
¯ 2

2

, 1
1

¯ ¯
2

�

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

( ∣ )∣ ∣
∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )
∣ ∣

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

∑ ∑

∑ ∑ ∑
∑

∑

∑ ∑

= + − + + + − +

+ −
−

−
−

−
−

≔ +

= − = −
+

=

−

=

− −

=

=

=

−

∈ ∈

in which

G i λ H i λ0 0 ,i i{ ∣ } { ∣ }= ≥ = <

and

f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

S λ i u n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du
n

n k
S λ i λ u u u

Du

T 1 1 1

2 2
2

2
.

i
i

i
k

k

i k

k
k

l

n

k li
i

k i k
l
n

l li

l

n

k i
li l i

2

2 1
1

2

2

2

1
1

1
1

2
2

2 1
2

1
1

¯ 2

2
1

1
¯ ¯

2

⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

( ∣ )∣ ∣
∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )

∣ ∣
∑

∑
∑

= + − + + + − +

+ −
−

−
−

−
−

− −
+

=

− − −
=

=

−

We will prove in the following that i∀ , T 0i ≥ .
Case 1. i H∈ . Let

A BT ,i = +

where

A f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ

1 1 1i
i

k

k

i k

k
k

i
k i

2

2 1
1

2

2

2

1
1

2

2 1
2

⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )

≔ + − + + + − +

−
−

− −
+

−

and

B n
n k

n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ S λ i u n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du

n
n k

S λ i λ u u u
Du

2 2

2
2

.

i
k i

l

n

k li k
l
n

l li

l

n

k i
li l i

2

2 1
2

1
1

2
1

1 ¯ 2

2

1
1

¯ ¯
2

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )
∣ ∣

∑

∑

≔
−

−
−

+ −
−

∑

−
−

−

=

− −
=

=

−

Since

f S λ S λ i λ S λ i ,k k i k1( ) ( ∣ ) ( ∣ )= = +−

we have

λ f
S λ i

S λ i
S λ i

fS λ i
S λ i

fλ
S λ i

S λ i
S λ i

fS λ i
S λ i

2 .i
k

k

k

k

k

i

k

k

k

k

k

2
2

1
2

2

1
2

1
2

1

2

1
2

1
2( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
= + − = + −

− − − − − −

Then,

n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ f u
Du

n
n k

λ n
n k

S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

n
n k

S λ i
S λ

.i
k i

i
i

k

k

i k

k

2

2 1
2

2

2
1

2

2

2

1
⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝

( ∣ )

( )
⎞

⎠
−

−
= −

−
+

−
+ −

−
−

− −

By (a) and (b) of Proposition 2.2, we have
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A f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

n
n k

λ n
n k

S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i n
n k

S λ i
S λ

f u
Du

k
n k

λ S λ i k n
n k

S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k n
n k

S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

f u
Du

k
n k

λ k
n

S λ i

1

1 1

1

1 1

1
0,

i
i

k

k
i

k

k

i k

k
k

k

k

i
i

k

k

i k

k
k

i
i

2

2 1
1 1

2

2

2

1
1

2

1

2

2 1
1

2

2

2

1
1

2

2 1

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛
⎝

( ∣ )⎞
⎠

= + − + −
−

+
−

+ + − + −
−

= −
−

+ − + −
−

+ + −
−

− +

≥ −
−

+
−

≥

− −

−
+

−

−

−
+

where the last inequality is due to the assumption of Case 1. Note that

S λ i u n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du
n k
n k

S λ i u
2 2l

n

k li k
l
n

l li

l

n

k li
1

1
2

1
1 ¯ 2

2
1

1
2( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )∣ ∣∑ ∑−

−

∑
≥

−

−
=

− −
=

=

−

and

n
n k

S λ i λ
u u u

Du ε
n

n k
u
Du

S λ i λ εS λ i
u u

Du
2

2
1

2
.k i

l
n

li l i i
k i k

l
n

l li
1

1 ¯ ¯
2

2

2

2

2 1
2

1
1 ¯

2

2( ∣ )
∣ ∣ ( )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )

∣ ∣−

∑
≤

−
+

∑
−

=
− −

=

Take ε n k
n k2=

−

−
, then ε

n
n k

n
n k

n
n k

1
2 2

2

2( )
= −

− − −
. It follows that B 0≥ .

Case 2. i G∈ . Then, let

E FT ,i = +

where

E f u
Du

λ S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i u
Du

S λ i λ1 1 1i
i

k

k

i k

k
k

i
k i

2

2 1
1

2

2

2

1
1

2

2 1
2

⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ ) ( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )≔ + − + + + − + −

− −
+ −

and

F n
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ S λ i u n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du

n
n k

S λ i λ u u u
Du

1
2 2

2
2

.

i
k i

l

n

k li k
l
n

l li

l

n

k i
li l i

2

2 1
2

1
1

2
1

1 ¯ 2

2

1
1

¯ ¯
2

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )
∣ ∣

∑

∑

≔ −
−

+ −
−

∑

−
−

−

=

− −
=

=

−

Since i G∈ , we have λ 0i ≥ , it follows from (4.6) that

u u u 0.
l

n

li l i
1

¯ ¯∑ <
=

Then,

F n k
n k

u
Du

S λ i λ S λ i u n
n k

S λ i
u u

Du2 2
0.i

k i
l

n

k li k
l
n

l li2

2 1
2

1
1

2
1

1 ¯
2

2
∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ ) ( ∣ )∣ ∣ ( ∣ )

∣ ∣
∑≥

−

−
+ −

−

∑
≥−

=

− −
=

Using (b) of Proposition 2.2, we obtain

E f u
Du

S λ i k S λ i
S λ i

u
Du

k S λ i
S λ i

k S λ i

k
n

u
Du

S λ i k
n k

u
Du

S λ i
S λ i

1

1
1

0.

i k

k

i k

k
k

i i k

k

2

2 1
1

2

2

2

1
1

2

2 1
2

2

2

1

⎜ ⎟⎜ ⎟

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
( ∣ )

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
⎛

⎝

( ∣ )

( ∣ )
( ) ( ∣ )⎞

⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣
( ∣ )

∣ ∣

∣ ∣

( ∣ )

( ∣ )

= − + − +

≥
−

−
+

−
≥

− −
+

−

Hence, we complete the proof of claim (4.7). □
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4.3.2 Boundary gradient estimates

We always assume R R1> > . To prove the boundary gradient estimates, we will construct upper barriers on
Ω∂ and BR∂ , respectively.

Let h C ΣR1 1( )∈ ∞ be the solution of the following equation:

h
h
h t z B

Δ 0 in Σ ,
1 on Ω,

on .

R

R

1

1

1
2 2n

k
n
k

1

2 2
1

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪ ∣ ∣

=

= − ∂

= − ∂− −

uε R, is k-subharmonic in ΣR, thus is subharmonic in ΣR. Note that

h u h t R u B1 on Ω and on .ε R
n
k ε R

R1
,

1
2

1
2 2

,n
k
2

1= = − ∂ = − ≥ ∂−
−

By comparison theorem for the Laplace equation, we obtain

u h in Σ .ε R
R

,
1 1≤

Let ν be the unit outer normal to Ω∂ , then

s
s

ρ u u h C h C t R1 1
16

Ω, , on Ω,ν ν
ε

ν
ε R

ν
2

2
1 ,

1, 1 1
n
k⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝
( ) ⎞

⎠
( ) ( )− +

+
= ≤ ≤ ≤ = ∂−

where ρ is defined in (4.2). So, there is a constant C independent of ε and R such that

Du C, on Ω.ε R,∣ ∣ ≤ ∂

Let h C B B\R2 R
2

( )∈ ∞ be a solution to the following equations:

h B B
h u B
h t z B

Δ 0 in \ ,
on ,

2 on .

R
ε

R

2

2

2
2 2

R

n
k

n
k R

2

2 2

2

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪ ( ) ∣ ∣

=

= ∂

= − ∂− −

For any C2 function g , set

g R g R˜ .2n
k
2

( )= ⋅−

Then, h z R h Rz˜2
2

2
n
k
2

( ) ( )= − satisfies

h B B

h u
ε

B

h t B

Δ ˜ 0 in \ ,

˜ ˜
1
1

on ,

˜ 2 on .

ε
ε
R

2 1

2 2

1

1

2
2

n
k

n
k

1
2

2

2

2
1
2

⎧

⎨

⎪
⎪

⎩

⎪
⎪

⎛

⎝

⎜⎜

⎞

⎠

⎟⎟

( )

=

= = −
+

+
∂

= − ∂

−

−

Note that

h u B h u B˜ ˜ on and ˜ ˜ on .ε R ε R
2

,
1 2

, 1
2

= ∂ ≥ ∂

By comparison theorem, we obtain

u h B B˜ in \ .ε R,
2 1 1

2
≤

Let ν be the unit outer normal to B1. Then,

h u u B˜ ˜ ˜ on .ν ν
ε R

ν
ε

2,
,

1≤ ≤ ∂

Note that
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ε ε
2

1
1

1
1

,
ε
R1

2

1

0
2

1
n
k

n
k n

k
2

2
⎜ ⎟

⎛

⎝

⎜⎜

⎞

⎠

⎟⎟
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
− ≥ −

+

+
≥ −

+
−

−
−

then h̃2 is uniformly bounded on B B\ .1 1
2

∂ Since the gradient estimate of harmonic function depends only on
the domain and C0 norm of boundary value, there is a positive constant independent of ε and R, such that

h C B˜ , on .ν2, 1∣ ∣ ≤ ∂

On the other hand, since

u
z

ε
B˜

1
, in a neighborhood of ,ε

ε
R

2

2

1

1

n
k2

2⎛

⎝

⎜⎜

∣ ∣ ⎞

⎠

⎟⎟
= −

+

+
∂

−

we have

u n
k ε

z ν
ε

B˜ 1
1
1

¯
1

on .ν
ε

ε
R

2 2 1

n
k2

2
⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

⎛

⎝

⎜⎜

⎞

⎠

⎟⎟
= −

+

+

⋅

+
∂

−

Hence,

Du C B ε R˜ , on independent of and .ε R,
1∣ ∣ ≤ ∂

So, we have the ε R,( )-independent estimate as follows:

Du CR B, on .ε R
R

, 1 n
k
2

∣ ∣ ≤ ∂−

Set a n k
n k
2

=
−

−
, from C0 estimate, we have

u t R B, on .ε R a
R

, 1 n k
k

4 2
( ) ( )− ≤ ∂− − −

So we have

Du u C, on Σ ,ε R ε R a
R

, 2 ,∣ ∣ ( )− ≤ ∂−

where C is a constant independent of ε and R.
Since

u t z t zε R a n
k, 2 1 2 2 2 2

k
n k

( ) ( ∣ ∣) ∣ ∣( )− ≤ =− − −
−

−
− (4.8)

and

D f n z
z ε

log 1 ¯ .ε
2 2( )

∣ ∣
= − +

+
(4.9)

We have

u D f C
t

z
z ε

C n tlog 1 , .ε R a ε
n

, 2 2
2

4

2 2 2( ) ∣ ∣
∣ ∣

(∣ ∣ )
( )− ≤

+
≤−

By Theorem 4.3,

Du u C,ε R ε R a, 2 ,∣ ∣ ( )− ≤−

where C is independent of ε and R. Use the C0 estimate once more, we drive that

Du C u C z .ε R ε R a, 2 , 1 n
k
2

∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣≤ − ≤ −
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4.4 Second-order estimates

We will prove the second-order estimate of the approximating equations.

4.4.1 The global second-order estimate can be reduced to the boundary second-order estimate

We use the idea of Hou et al. [21] (see also the real case by Chou and Wang [10]) to prove the following
estimate.

Theorem 4.4. Let u be the k-subharmonic solution to (4.3) and consider H u u ψ Pξξ̄
n

n k( ) ( )= − −
− . If u k

n k( )− −
−

D flog ε 2∣ ∣ and u D flog ε2k
n k( ) ∣ ∣− −

− are uniformly bounded, which is independent of ε and R, then we have

H C Hmax max ,
Σ ΣR R

≤ +
∂

(4.10)

where P Du u2 n k
n k
2

∣ ∣ ( )= − − −
− ,ψ t M t σ( ) ( )= − − ,σ a

a
1

8 2≤
− , and M P2 max 1ΣR= + ,a n k

n k
2

=
−

−
,C is a positive constant

depending only on n, k, PsupΣR , u D fsup log ε
Σ

2
R

k
n k( ) ∣ ∣− −

− , and u D fsup log ε
Σ

2
R

k
n k( ) ∣ ∣− −

− .

Theorem 4.5. Let u be the k-subharmonic solution to (4.3). Let ŵ r z
ε1

1 n
k0

2 2

2
∣ ∣( )≔ −

+

+

−

. Then, for sufficient small ε
and b, for any unit vector ξ n2�∈ , there holds

w u bu w u bumax ˆ max ˆ .ξξ ξξ
Σ ΣR R

( ) ( )− + ≤ − +
∂

Proof of Theorem 4.4. For simplicity, we write f instead of f ε during the proof.

Suppose the maximum of H is attained at an interior point z ΣR0 ∈ along the direction ξ z0 1
=

∂

∂
. We can

choose the holomorphic coordinate such that uij̄{ } is diagonal at z0 and λ ui iī≔ with λ λ λn1 2≥ ≥⋯≥ . The
following calculations are at z0. Then, we have

φ u
u

a u
u

σ P
M P

0 1 .i
i i i11̄

11̄
( )= = − − +

−

Denote by F S ulog ¯ij
u k

S
S

¯
ij

k
ij

k¯

¯

( )≔ ∂∂ =
∂

∂
, and F S ulog ¯ij rs

u u k
S

S
S S

S
¯, ¯

ij rs

ij rs

k

k
ij

k
rs

k

2

¯ ¯

¯, ¯ ¯ ¯

2( )= ∂∂ = −
∂

∂
, S S u¯

k
ij

u k
¯

ij̄
( )≔ ∂∂

∂

∂
, Sk

ij rs¯, ¯ =

S u¯
u u k

ij rs

2

¯ ¯
( )∂∂

∂

∂ ∂
. Then, by direct calculation, we have

F φ

λ F u F u
u

a
F u

u
a F u

u
σ
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M P

σ F P
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λ F u F u
u
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u

a F u
u

σ
F P

M P
σ F P
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0

1 1

1 1

I II VI.
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i
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i
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ij ii
i
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i
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i
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ij ii

i

¯
¯

1
1 ¯

11̄ ¯
¯

11̄
2
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2

¯
¯ ¯ 2

2

¯
¯ ¯ 2
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1
1 ¯

11̄ ¯
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2
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∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

( )

∣ ∣ ( )

( )
( )

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

( )

≥

= − + −
−

+ − +
−

+
−

= − +
−

−
+ − +

−
+

−

≔ + + ⋯+

−

−

(4.11)

Take the first, and second-order derivatives to P, we have

P Du u Du ui i
a a

i
2 2∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣ (( ) )= − + −− −

and

P Du u Du u Du u Du u

u u u u u u u u u a u u u u u u
u u u u u a u Du u a a u Du u u1 .

ij ij
a

i
a

j j
a

i
a

ij

l l ij lij l li l j lj l i
a a

l l i li l j

l l j lj l i
a

ij
a

i j

¯ ¯
2 2 ¯ ¯

2 2 ¯

¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯¯ ¯ ¯ 1 ¯ ¯ ¯

¯¯ ¯ 1 2 ¯ 2 2 ¯

∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣ (( ) ) ∣ ∣ (( ) ) ∣ ∣ (( ) )

( )( ) ( ) (( )

( ) ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ( )( ) ∣ ∣

= − + − + − + −

= + + + − + − +

+ + + − + + −

− − − −

− − −

− − − −

So,
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F P F u u u u u u u u u a u u u u u u u u u u u

a u Du u a a u Du u u

u f u F u u F λ u a u F λ u a u F u u u

ka u Du a a u Du F u

1

2Re ˜ 2 2

1

ij
ij

ij
l l ij lij l li l j lj l i

a a
l l i li l j l l j lj l i

a
ij

a
i j

l l
a ii
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i
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i i
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li l i

a a ii
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¯
¯
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1 2 ¯ 2 2 ¯
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( ) ∣ ∣ ( ) ( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ( )
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− − − − − − −
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(4.12)

and

F P u f u ka u Du a a u Du F u F u u

F λ u a u F u Du a u F u

a a

2Re ˜ 1 1
2

1
2

2 2

.

ij
ij l l

a a a ii
i

ii
li

a

ii
i

a a ii
i

a ii
i

¯
¯ ¯ 1 2 2 2 ¯ 2 ¯ 2

¯ 2 2 2 ¯ 2 2 2 2 ¯ 4

1 7

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ( )( ) ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣

{ }≥ − + − + + − + −

+ − − − − −

≔ + ⋯+

− − − − − −

− − − − −
(4.13)

We divide the rest of the computation into two cases: λ δλk 1≥ and λ δλk 1< .
Case 1. λ δλk 1≥ . Then,

F u
u

F a u
u

σ P
M P

F a u
u

σ P
M P

II 1 2 1 .
ii

i ii i i ii i i
¯

11̄
2

11̄
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2
2

2
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⎝
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⎠
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−
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−

So,

F u
u

a F u
u

σ F P
M P

a a F u
u

σ σ F P
M P

a a F u
u

II IV VI 1

1 2 1 2

1 2 1 ,
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i

ii
i

ii
i

ii
i
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i

ii
i

¯
11̄

2

11̄
2

¯ 2

2

¯ 2

2

2
¯ 2

2
2

¯ 2

2

2
¯ 2

2

∣ ∣
( )

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣

( )

(( ) ( ) )
∣ ∣

( )
∣ ∣

( )

(( ) ( ) )
∣ ∣

+ + ≔ − + − +
−

≥ − − − + −
−

≥ − − −

where the last inequality holds since σ 1
2≤ .

By the concavity of Sk
k
1
, we have

λ F u λ f F u u λ fI log log .ij
ij

ij rs
ij rs1

1 ¯
11̄ ¯ 1

1
11̄

¯, ¯ ¯1 ¯1̄ 1
1

11̄(( ) ) ( )≔ = − ≥− − −

By (2.2), we have

F λ F λ θ λ δ θ λ ,ii
i

kk
k k

¯ 2 ¯ 2 2 2
1
2

� �≥ ≥ ≥ (4.14)

where Fi
n ii

1
¯

� = ∑ = , θ θ n k,( )= , and we use the assumption of Case 1 in the last inequality. Based on (4.14),
we have the following calculation:

a a a F λ u a u F u Du a u F u

F λ u a u Du

u δ θ λ u a P

1
4

1
8

2 2

1
8

4

8
4

0,

ii
i

a a ii
i

a ii
i

ii
i

a a

a a

5 6 7
¯ 2 2 2 ¯ 2 2 2 2 ¯ 4

¯ 2 2 2 4

2
2

1
1 2 2 2

�

�⎜ ⎟

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣

( ) ( ) ∣ ∣

( ) ⎛

⎝
( ( ) ) ⎞

⎠
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≥
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where the last inequality holds if we suppose

λ u a
δ θ

P32 .a
1

1 2
2

2
2( ( ) )− ≥− + (4.15)

By Newton-MacLaurin inequality, we have

S
S

n k
nk

S1 .k

k 1
1≤

− +

−
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So,

S
S

n k S
S

nkS k
λ

1 .i
n

k i

k

k

k

1 1, 1
1

1

1
� ( )=

∑
= − + ≥ ≥= − − −

Combined with (4.14), we have

F λ kδ θλ .ii
i

¯ 2 2
1≥ (4.16)

By (4.16),

a a F λ u u f u

kδ θ λ u Du Df u

u kδ θ λ u P Df u

1
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8
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where last inequality holds if we assume

λ u
kδ θ
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1

1
2
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2

1
2( ) ∣ ∣( )− ≥ −− + − + (4.17)

Note that a 1 1n
n k− = >

−
, it follows from (4.14) that

σ
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u

σ
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where the last inequality holds if we suppose

λ u M
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By (4.16), we have
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σ
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where the last inequality holds if we suppose

λ u M
kσδ θ

D f u16 log .a a
1

1 2
2

2 2( ( ) ) ∣ ∣( )− ≥ −− + − + (4.19)

From assumptions (4.15), (4.17), (4.18), and (4.19), we have

F φ0 0,ij
ij

¯
¯≥ >

which leads to a contradiction. Since P, D f ulog 1a
2∣ ∣( )− − + and D f ulog a2 2∣ ∣( )− − + are uniformly bounded,

we finish the proof of Case 1.

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  23



Case 2. λ δλk 1≤ . By the first-order derivatives condition, we have
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Putting the above inequality into (4.11), we have
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We take
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Putting the above inequalities into (4.20),
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We have
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where the last inequality holds if we take σ a
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where the last inequality holds if we assume
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where the last inequality holds if we assume
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By Proposition 2.4, when δ is small enough (depending on ε and σ),
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σ

S λ f

λ D f

I II 1

1 log

log ,

ij
ij

i

ii
i

i
i k i k i

1
1 ¯

11̄ ¯
2

¯
11̄

2

11̄
2

1
1

2

2
11̄

2
1 2,1 1, 1

1
11̄

1
1 2

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

∣ ∣

∣ ∣ ⎛
⎝

( ) ⎞
⎠

( )

∣ ∣

∑

∑

″ + ″ ≔ − −

≥ − − +

≥ −

−

≥

− −

≥

− −
−

−

(4.27)

where we use the concavity of Slog k in the first inequality.
Substituting (4.23), (4.25), and (4.27) into (4.22), we obtain

a k
u

λ D f0 1 log .1
1 2( )
∣ ∣≥

−

−
− − (4.28)

Then,

λ u a k D f u1 log .a a
1

1 2 2( ) ( ) ∣ ∣( )− ≤ − −− + − + (4.29)

Since P, D f ulog 1a
2∣ ∣( )− − + , and D f ulog a2 2∣ ∣( )− − + are uniformly bounded, we finish the proof of Case 2. □

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Observe that the equation is equivalent to

F u S u f¯ .k
k ε
1

k
1

[ ] ( ) ( )≔ ∂∂ =

Denote by F ij F u
u

¯
ij̄

[ ]
=

∂

∂
and F ij kl F u

u u
¯, ¯

ij kl

2

¯ ¯

[ ]
=

∂

∂ ∂
. Now, we consider any unit vector ξ .n2�∈ Differentiating the

equation above twice with respect to ξ , we obtain
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F u D F u F u u f n k
k

f
ε z

2 .ij
ξξij ξξ

ij kl
ij ξ klξ

ε
ξξ

ε
¯

¯
¯, ¯

¯ ¯ 2 2k
k1
1

[ ] (( ) )
( ) ( )

∣ ∣
= − ≥ ≥ −

+

+

Consider the function

w r z
ε

ˆ
1

.0
2 2

2

1 n
k

⎜ ⎟
⎛

⎝

∣ ∣ ⎞

⎠
≔ −

+

+

−

By the concavity of Sk
k
1
, we have

F w u F w F u C n
k

ε μ z μ ε z εˆ ˆ 1 1 .ij
ij ij n

k
k

n k k n k n¯
¯ ¯ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

k

k k

1

1 1
⎜ ⎟[ ] [ ] ⎛

⎝

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( ) ⎞

⎠
( (∣ ∣ ) ) ( (∣ ∣ ) )( )( )− ≥ − = − + + − +− − − − −

If ε and b are sufficiently small, we have

F w u buˆ 0, in Σ .ij
ξξ ij R

¯
¯( )− + ≥

Maximum principle leads that

w u bu w u bumax ˆ max ˆ .ξξ ξξ
Σ ΣR R

( ) ( )− + ≤ − +
∂

□

4.4.2 Second-order estimate on the boundary ∂ΣR

Step 1: Tangential derivative estimates
Consider a point p Ω∈ ∂ . Without loss of generality, let p be the origin. Choose the coordinate z z, , n1 …

such that the xn axis is the inner normal direction to Ω∂ at 0. Suppose

t y t y t y t x t x t x, , , , , , , .n n n n n n1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2= = ⋯ = = = ⋯ =+ +

Denote by t t t, , n1 2 1( )′ = … − . Then, around the origin, Ω∂ can be represented as a graph

t x φ t B t t O t .n n αβ α β2
3( ) (∣ ∣ )= = ′ = + ′

Since

u t φ t, 0 on Ω,( ( ))′ ′ = ∂

we have

u u B α β n0 0 , , 1, , 2 1.t t t αβα β n2( ) ( )= − = … −

It follows that for any α β n, 1, , 2 1= … − , we ahve

u C0 , on Ω.t tα β∣ ( )∣ ≤ ∂ (4.30)

Note that u uε≥ near Ω∂ , u uε= , and u u0 ν
ε

ν< ≤ on Ω∂ , there exists a smooth function g such that
u gu= near Ω∂ , and g 1≥ outside of Ω nearby Ω∂ . So i j n1 , 1∀ ≤ ≤ − ,

u g u g u g u g u0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .ij ij
ε

i j
ε

j i
ε

ij
ε¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )= + + +

Note that u c ρε
0 1= near Ω∂ , where ρ1 is a given strictly plurisubharmonic function in a neighborhood Ω,

c τ1 1 s
s0 16

1 n
k2

2
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
( )= − +

+

−

, τ is a constant independent of ε and R as taken in Lemma 2.12. We also have

S u c g S ρ c g C C S ρ0 0 0 min ¯ 0.k ij i j n
k k

k ij i j n
k k

n
k

n
k

k

k
k1 ¯ 1 , 1 0

1 1
1 1, ¯ 1 , 1 0

1
0

1 1
Ω

1

1
k

k
1

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )({ } ) ({ } )= ≥ ∂∂ >− ≤ ≤ −
− −

− ≤ ≤ −
− − −

∂

−
− (4.31)
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Set R R R2 1≥ ≥ , R2 is to be determined later. Consider a harmonic function h3, which is a solution to

h B B
h ε R ε B
h t z B

Δ 0 in \ ,
1 on ,

on .

R

R

3 2

3
2 1 2 2 1

3
2 2

2

n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

2 2

⎧

⎨

⎪

⎩
⎪

( ) ( )

∣ ∣

=

= − + + ∂

= − ∂

− −

− −

(4.32)

Set

h z h z R h Rz¯ ˜ .3
2

3
n
k
2

( ) ( ) ( )≔ = −

By maximum principle, we know,

u u h˜ ˜ ¯,ε ≤ ≤

where u z R u Rz˜ 2n
k
2

( ) ( )= − . Note that

h
ε

B h
Rt

B¯ 1
1

on , and ¯ 2 on .
ε
R

2

1

1
2

n
k n

k

R

2

2
2

2
⎛

⎝

⎜⎜

⎞

⎠

⎟⎟
⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

= −
+

+
∂ = − ∂

−
−

If we choose R R R t εmax , 4 4 1 , 162
2

2
1

2 2
0
2( ) {( ) ( ) }≥ ≔ +− , then

h h¯ ¯ .B B
R

1 2∣ ∣≥∂ ∂

Similarly, as in gradient estimates, there is a positive constant C, independent of ε and R, such that

h u u C B¯ ˜ ˜ on .ν ν ν
ε

2≤ ≤ ≤ ∂

In fact, we can prove that

h c¯ 0,ν 0> >

where c0 is also independent of ε and R. In fact, we can solve (4.32) as follows:

h z
Rt ε Rt

¯
1

2 1
1

2

1
.

ε Rt

R

N
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N
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Then,

h
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It follows that there exists a ε R,( )-independent constant C, such that

C R u CR Bon ,ν
1 1 1

2
n
k

n
k

2 2
≤ ≤ ∂− − −

where ν is the unit outer normal to B2∂ .
For any p BR∈ ∂ , we choose the coordinate such that p R0, ,( )= … − . Then, near p, BR∂ is locally

represented by t x φ t R tn n i
n

i2
2

1
2 1 2( )= = ′ = − − ∑ =

− . Since

u t φ t R ε
ε

B,
1

on ,R
2 2

2

1 n
k

⎜ ⎟( ( )) ⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
′ ′ = −

+

+
∂

−

we have

u p u p t
t t

R u p δ R u p δ .t t t
n

α β
t αβ ν αβ

2
2 1 1

α β n n2 2( ) ( ) ( ) ( )= −
∂

∂ ∂
= − =− −
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Hence,

u CR α β n, , 1, , 2 1,t tα β
n
k
2

∣ ∣ ≤ = … −− (4.33)

u u u u u CR δ i j n1
4

1 1 , , 1, , .ij t t t t t t t t ij¯ n i n j i j i n j n i j
n
k
2

( )= + − − + − ≥ = …−
+ + + +

(4.34)

Step 2: Tangential-normal derivative estimates ΣR∂

Follow the approach by Guan in [16], we estimate the tangential-normal derivatives on boundary.
We first prove the tangential-normal derivatives estimate on Ω∂ . Suppose 0 Ω∈ ∂ , to estimate u 0t tα n( ) for
α n1, , 2 1= … − , we consider the auxiliary function

v u u td N d
2

2= − + −

on BΩ Ω 0δ δ( )= ∩ with constant N t δ, , to be determined later. Define a linear operator

Lv F v ,ij
ij

¯
¯=

where F S u¯ij
u k

k¯
1

ij̄
( )= ∂∂

∂

∂
. Then,

F S S λ i n k S S C1 0.
i

n
ii

k
k k k

k k n k
1

¯
1 1

1

1 1
1 ,� ( ∣ ) ( )∑= = = − + ≥ >

=

−

−

−

−

By Lemma 3.5, for N sufficiently large and t and δ sufficiently small, there holds

Lv ε

v
4

1 in Ω ,

0 on Ω,

δ�⎧

⎨
⎩

( )≤ − +

≥ ∂

where ε 0> is a uniform constant depending only on subsolution u restricted in a small neighborhood
of Ω∂ .

In our setting, ε can be taken independent of ε and R, since u c ρε
0 1= near Ω∂ , where ρ1 is a given

strictly plurisubharmonic function in a neighborhood Ω, c τ1 1 s
s0 16

1 n
k2

2
⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
( )= − +

+

−

, τ is a constant inde-

pendent of ε and R as taken in Lemma 2.12.
We use a similar notation as in subsection 3.2. Let

A v A z A u u u uΨ .y y
l

n

l l1 2
2

3
2

1

1
2

n n⎜ ⎟∣ ∣
⎛

⎝

∣ ∣
⎞

⎠
( ) ∑= + − − + −

=

−

After a similar computation to the boundary tangential-normal derivatives estimate on the pseudoconvex
boundary in 3.2, we see that

L T u uΨ 0 in Ωα δ( ( ))± − ≤

and

T u uΨ 0 on Ω ,α δ( )± − ≥ ∂

when A A A 11 2 3≫ ≫ ≫ . Therefore,

u C on Ω.t xα n∣ ∣ ≤ ∂ (4.35)

Next, we prove the tangential-normal derivatives estimate on BR∂ . Let

u z R u Rz u z R u Rz˜ and ˜ .ε ε2 2n
k

n
k

2 2
( ) ( ) ( ) ( )= =− −

Consider the boundary tangential-normal derivatives estimate on B1∂ . Let p B0, , 1 1( )= … − ∈ ∂ . Write a
defining function ϱ of B1 near p by
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z x R z yϱ .n
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1
2 2

1
2

⎜ ⎟( )
⎛

⎝

∣ ∣
⎞
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∑= − − − −
=

−

Then,

T u u C B B p˜ ˜ . in 0 .α
ε

1 1
2

∣ ( )∣ ( ) ( )− ≤ ∩

Let w z 12∣ ∣= − , then

L w F C 1 .
i

n
ii

n k
1

¯
, �( ) ( )∑− = − ≤ − +

=

Let

B w B z p B u u u uΦ ˜ ˜ ˜ ˜ .
l

n

l l
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y y
ε

1 2
2

3
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1
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n n⎜ ⎟∣ ∣
⎛

⎝
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=

−

Similarly, we obtain

L T u uΦ ˜ ˜ 0 in Ωα
ε

δ( ( ))± − ≤

and

T u uΦ ˜ ˜ 0 on Ω ,α
ε

δ( )± − ≥ ∂

when B B B 11 2 3≫ ≫ ≫ . So, we have

u C B˜ on .t x 1α n∣ ∣ ≤ ∂

Therefore,

u CR Bon .t x Rα n
n
k
2

∣ ∣ ≤ ∂− (4.36)

Step 3: Double normal derivative estimates ΣR∂

By pure tangential derivative estimates (4.30) and (4.33), we have

u C u CR Bon Ω and on .y y y y Rn n n n

n
k
2

∣ ∣ ∣ ∣≤ ∂ ≤ ∂−

To estimate the double normal derivative ux xn n, it suffices to estimate unn̄. By rotation of z z, , n1 1( )… − , we may
assume that uij i j n¯ 1 , 1{ } ≤ ≤ − is diagonal. Then,

f S u u S u S u u S u¯ .ε
k nn k ij i j n k ij i j n

β

n

βn k ij i j n¯ 1 ¯ 1 , 1 ¯ 1 , 1
1

1
2

2 ¯ 1 , 1( ) ∣ ∣({ } ) ({ } ) ({ } )∑= ∂∂ = + −− ≤ ≤ − ≤ ≤ −

=

−

− ≤ ≤ −

It suffices to give a uniform lower positive bound for S uk ij i j n1 ¯ 1 , 1({ } )− ≤ ≤ − .
By (4.30), (4.31), and (4.35), we obtain

u C0 on Ω.nn̄( ) ≤ ∂

On the other hand,

u u C0 .nn
i

n

ii¯
1

1
¯( ) ∑≥ − ≥ −

=

−

By (4.33), (4.34), and (4.36), we obtain

Cu R u S u

S u S u u S u

CR

0

¯ 0 0 0

.

nn nn k ij i j n

k k ij i j n
β

n

βn k ij i j n
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¯ ¯ 1 ¯ 1 , 1
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1
2

2 ¯ 1 , 1

2

n k
k

2 1
( )

( ) ( ) ∣ ( )∣ ( )

( )

({ } )

({ } ) ({ } )∑

≤

= ∂∂ − +

≤

−
− ≤ ≤ −

≤ ≤ −

=

−

− ≤ ≤ −

−

−
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Therefore,

u CR B0 on .nn R¯
n
k
2

∣ ( )∣ ≤ ∂−

Step 4: Second-order derivative estimates in ΣR

As in Theorem 4.4, let H Q M P σ( )= − , Q u uii
a¯ 1( )= − − + , and P Du u a2∣ ∣ ( )= − − . Suppose the maximum of

H is to obtain at a boundary point z ΣR0 ∈ ∂ . Then,

Q M P H M H z M Q z M P M Q M Pmax max max .σ σ σ
σ

σ
σ

0 0
Σ Σ ΣR R R

⎜ ⎟ ⎜ ⎟( ) ( ) ( )⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

⎞

⎠
= − ≤ ≤ − ≤ −

−

∂

−

(4.37)

Note that P is bounded (uniformly in ε and R). By (4.8) and (4.9),

u D f C n k t u D f C n k tlog , , and log , , .a ε a ε2 2 2 2 2( ) ∣ ∣ ( ) ( ) ∣ ∣ ( )− ≤ − ≤− −

By Theorem 4.4, if the maximum of H is obtained at a interior point, there is a positive constant C
independent of ε and R such that Q C.≤ Combined with (4.37), there is a positive constant C independent
of ε and R such that

Q C in Σ .R≤

Then, we obtain

u C u C zΔ in Σ .a
R

1 n
k
2

( ) ∣ ∣≤ − ≤− − (4.38)

By boundary second-order derivative estimates and C0 estimate, we obtain that for any unit vector
ξ n2�∈ ,

w u bu Cmax ˆ .ξξ
ΣR

( )− + ≤
∂

Hence,

u C, in Σ .ξξ R≤

u is subharmonic since u is k-admissible, then

C u C in Σ .ξξ R− ≤ ≤

In conclusion, we obtain

D u C, in Σ .R
2∣ ∣ ≤ (4.39)

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

5.1 Uniqueness

The uniqueness follows from the comparison principle for k-subharmonic solutions of the complex
k-Hessian equation in bounded domains in Lemma 2.7 by Blocki [5].

Suppose u and v are two solutions to (1.3). For any z Ωn
0 �∈ ⧹ , there exists R0 such that z B 0 \ΩR0 0( )∈ .

Since u z 0( ) → , v z 0( ) → as z∣ ∣ → ∞, ε 0∀ > , there exists R R0≫ such that

v ε u v ε Bin .n
R�− ≤ ≤ + ⧹

By the comparison principle Lemma 2.7,

v ε u v ε Bin Ω.R− ≤ ≤ + ⧹

Note that z B B0 Ω 0 ΩR R0 0( ) ( )∈ ⧹ ⊂ ⧹ , we have
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v z ε u z v z ε.0 0 0( ) ( ) ( )− ≤ ≤ +

Let ε 0→ , we obtain that u z v z0 0( ) ( )= . Since z0 is arbitrary, u v= in \Ωn� .

5.2 The existence and C 1,1-estimates

The existence follows from the uniform C2-estimates for uε R, . The proof is similar to that in [15] by Guan.
For any fixed M R0 2> , for the solution to (4.3), by the C2 estimates, we have

u C ε R Mindependent of , , andε R
C

,
Σ 1 0M

2
0( )‖ ‖ ≤

for all R M0≥ . By the Evans-Krylov theory, we obtain, for α0 1< < ,

u C ε M R, independent of .ε R
C

,
Σ 2 0α

M
2,

0
( )( )‖ ‖ ≤

By compactness, we can find a sequence Rj → ∞ such that

u u Cin Σ ,ε R ε
M

, 2j
0( )→

where uε satisfies

H u f
u

in Σ ,
1 on Ω

k
ε ε

M0⎧

⎨
⎩

( ) =

= − ∂

and

C z u z C z Du z C z u z C z D u z C, , ¯ , .ε ε ε ε1 2 2 1 2n
k

n
k

n
k

n
k

2 2 2 2
∣ ∣ ( ) ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )∣≤ − ≤ ≤ ∂∂ ≤ ≤− − − − −

Moreover,

u C ε M M R, for any .ε
C Σ 2 0 0 2α

M
2,

0
( )( )‖ ‖ ≤ >

By the classical Schauder theory, uε is smooth.
By the above decay estimates for uε, for any sequence ε 0j → , there is a subsequence of uεj{ } converging

to a function u in C α1, norm on any compact subset of Ωn� ⧹ ( for any α0 1< < ). Thus, u C Ωn1,1 �( )∈ ⧹ and
satisfies the desired estimates (1.4). By the convergence theorem of the complex k-Hessian operator proved
by Trudinger and Zhang in [35] (see also Lu [32]), u is a solution to (1.3).

Funding information: X.M. was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grants
11721101 and 12141105) and the National Key Research and Development Project (grants SQ2020YFA070080).
D.Z. was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China grant No. 11901102.

Conflict of interest: Prof. Xinan Ma, who is the co-author of this article, is a current Editorial Board member
of Advanced Nonlinear Studies. This fact did not affect the peer-review process. The authors declare no
other conflict of interest.

References

[1] V. Agostiniani, M. Fogagnolo, and L. Mazzieri, Minkowski inequalities via nonlinear potential theory, Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal. 244 (2022), no. 1, 51–85.

[2] V. Agostiniani and L. Mazzieri, Monotonicity formulas in potential theory, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 59
(2020), no. 1, Paper No. 6, 32.

[3] J. Bao and H. Li, The exterior Dirichlet problem for special Lagrangian equations in dimensions n 4≤ , Nonlinear Anal. 89
(2013), 219–229.

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  31



[4] J. Bao, H. Li, and Y. Li, On the exterior Dirichlet problem for Hessian equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 366 (2014), no. 12,
6183–6200.

[5] Z. Błocki, Weak solutions to the complex Hessian equation, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 55 (2005), no. 5, 1735–1756.
[6] L. Caffarelli and Y. Li, An extension to a theorem of Jörgens, Calabi, and Pogorelov, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 56 (2003),

no. 5, 549–583.
[7] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg, and J. Spruck, The Dirichlet problem for nonlinear second-order elliptic equations III. Functions

of the eigenvalues of the Hessian, Acta Math. 155 (1985), no. 3–4, 261–301.
[8] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg, and J. Spruck, The Dirichlet problem for the degenerate Monge-Ampère equation, Rev. Mat.

Iberoamericana 2 (1986), 1–2, 19–27.
[9] S.-Y. A. Chang and Y. Wang, Inequalities for quermassintegrals on k-convex domains, Adv. Math. 248 (2013), 335–377.
[10] K.-S. Chou and X.-J. Wang, A variational theory of the Hessian equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 54 (2001), no. 9,

1029–1064.
[11] H. Dong, Hessian equations with elementary symmetric functions, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 31 (2006), no. 7–9,

1005–1025.
[12] M. Fogagnolo, L. Mazzieri, and A. Pinamonti, Geometric aspects of p-capacitary potentials, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal.

Non Linéaire, 36 (2019), no. 4, 1151–1179.
[13] B. Guan, The Dirichlet problem for a class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 19

(1994), no. 3–4, 399–416.
[14] B. Guan, The Dirichlet problem for Hessian equations on Riemannian manifolds, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 8

(1999), no. 1, 45–69.
[15] B. Guan,On the regularity of the pluricomplex Green functions, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2007), no. 22, Art. ID rnm106, 19.
[16] B. Guan, Second-order estimates and regularity for fully nonlinear elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds, Duke

Math. J. 163 (2014), no. 8, 1491–1524.
[17] P. Guan, The extremal function associated to intrinsic norms, Ann. of Math. (2) 156 (2002), no. 1, 197–211.
[18] P. Guan, Remarks on the homogeneous complex Monge-Ampère equation, In: Complex Analysis, Trends Math.,

Birkhäuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2010, pp. 175–185.
[19] P. Guan and J. Li, The quermassintegral inequalities for k-convex star-shaped domains, Adv. Math. 221 (2009), no. 5,

1725–1732.
[20] P. Guan, N. S. Trudinger, and X.-J. Wang, On the Dirichlet problem for degenerate Monge-Ampère equations, Acta Math.

182 (1999), no. 1, 87–104.
[21] Z. Hou, X.-N. Ma, and D. Wu, A second order estimate for complex Hessian equations on a compact Kähler manifold, Math.

Res. Lett. 17 (2010), no. 3, 547–561.
[22] N. Ivochkina, N. Trudinger, and X.-J. Wang, The Dirichlet problem for degenerate Hessian equations, Comm. Partial

Differential Equations, 29 (2004), no. 1–2, 219–235.
[23] N. V. Krylov, Smoothness of the payoff function for a controllable diffusion process in a domain, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser.

Mat. 53 (1989), no. 1, 66–96.
[24] N. V. Krylov, Weak interior second order derivative estimates for degenerate nonlinear elliptic equations, Differential

Integral Equations 7 (1994), no. 1, 133–156.
[25] L. Lempert, Solving the degenerate complex Monge-Ampère equation with one concentrated singularity, Math. Ann. 263

(1983), no. 4, 515–532.
[26] L. Lempert, Symmetries and other transformations of the complex Monge-Ampère equation, Duke Math. J. 52 (1985), no. 4,

869–885.
[27] D. Li and Z. Li,On the exterior Dirichlet problem for Hessian quotient equations, J. Differential Equations 264 (2018), no. 11,

6633–6662.
[28] H. Li and J. Bao, The exterior Dirichlet problem for fully nonlinear elliptic equations related to the eigenvalues of the

Hessian, J. Differential Equations 256 (2014), no. 7, 2480–2501.
[29] Q.-R. Li and X.-J. Wang, Regularity of the homogeneous Monge-Ampère equation, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35 (2015),

no. 12, 6069–6084.
[30] S.-Y. Li, On the Dirichlet problems for symmetric function equations of the eigenvalues of the complex Hessian, Asian J.

Math. 8 (2004), no. 1, 87–106.
[31] Z. Li, On the exterior Dirichlet problem for special Lagrangian equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 372 (2019), no. 2,

889–924.
[32] C. H. Lu, A variational approach to complex Hessian equations in n� , J. Math. Anal. Appl. 431 (2015), no. 1, 228–259.
[33] X. Ma and D. Zhang, The Exterior Dirichlet Problem for the Homogeneous k-Hessian Equation, 2022, arXiv:2207.13504.
[34] G. Qiu, A family of higher-order isoperimetric inequalities, Commun. Contemp. Math. 17 (2015), no. 3, 1450015, 20.
[35] N. S. Trudinger and W. Zhang, Weak continuity of the complex k-Hessian operators with respect to local uniform con-

vergence, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc. 89 (2014), no. 2, 227–233.
[36] X. J. Wang, Some counterexamples to the regularity of Monge-Ampère equations, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123 (1995), no. 3,

841–845.

32  Zhenghuan Gao et al.



[37] X.-J. Wang, The k-Hessian equation, In: Geometric analysis and PDEs, vol. 1977 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer,
Dordrecht, 2009, pp. 177–252.

[38] L. Xiao, Generalized Minkowski Inequality via Degenerate Hessian Equations on Exterior Domains, 2022,
arXiv:2207.05673.

[39] A. Zeriahi, A viscosity approach to degenerate complex Monge-Ampère equations, Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6), 22
(2013), no. 4, 843–913.

The homogeneous complex k-Hessian equation  33


	1 Introduction
	1.1 Some previous results
	1.1.1 Results on bounded domains
	1.1.2 Results on unbounded domains

	1.2 Motivation
	1.3 Our main result

	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 k-Subharmonic solutions
	2.2 The existence of the subsolution

	3 The Dirichlet problem for the homogeneous complex k-Hessian equations in the ring in Cn
	3.1 C1-estimates
	3.2 Second-order estimates
	3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

	4 Solving the approximating equation in &#x03A3;R&#x2254;BR&#x29F9;&#x03A9;
	4.1 Construction of the approximating equation
	4.2 C0 estimates
	4.3 Gradient estimates
	4.3.1 Reducing global gradient estimates to boundary gradient estimates
	4.3.2 Boundary gradient estimates

	4.4 Second-order estimates
	4.4.1 The global second-order estimate can be reduced to the boundary second-order estimate
	4.4.2 Second-order estimate on the boundary &#x2202;&#x03A3;R


	5 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	5.1 Uniqueness
	5.2 The existence and C1,1-estimates

	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /POL (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
    /ENU (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


