arXiv:2405.18713v1 [math.CV] 29 May 2024

A CONVERSE TO THE SKODA L^2 DIVISION THEOREM

ZHI LI, XIANKUI MENG, JIAFU NING, AND XIANGYU ZHOU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we present a converse to a version of Skoda’s L^2 division theorem by investigating the solvability of ¯∂ equations of a specific type.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper is devoted to a converse to the Skoda L^2 division theorem. Consider a pseudoconvex domain D ⊂ C^n and let f be a holomorphic function on D. Let g_1, g_2, . . . , g_k be k holomorphic functions with no common zeros in D. The classical division problem is to find holomorphic functions h_1, h_2, . . . , h_k such that f = g_1h_1 + · · · + g_kh_k.

To determine the condition under which a solution exits for the division problem is an important question in several complex variables. It is obtained by Oka [16] that for any holomorphic function f which is locally in the ideal generated by g_j (1 ⩽ j ⩽ k), the classical division problem is always solvable on pseudoconvex domains.

It is natural to consider the division problem with L^2 estimates. Skoda [22] established the following well-known result, now referred as the Skoda L^2 division theorem, which can be regarded as the L^2 version of Oka’s division theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Skoda [22, 23]). Let D ⊂ C^n be a pseudoconvex domain and φ a plurisubharmonic function on D. Assume g = (g_1, . . . , g_k) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} with g_1, . . . , g_k have no common zeros, where k is a positive integer and ε > 0. Then for any f ∈ O(D) satisfying ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV < ∞,

there exists h = (h_1, . . . , h_k) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} such that f = g_1h_1 + · · · + g_kh_k and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV ⩽ ( 1 + 1 ε ) ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV,

where |g|^2 = |g_1|^2 + · · · + |g_k|^2, |h|^2 = |h_1|^2 + · · · + |h_k|^2, p = min{n, k − 1} and dV is the Lebesgue measure on C^n.

The Skoda L^2 division theorem is important in several complex variables, complex analytic and algebraic geometry. It is the main ingredient of Briançon-Skoda theorem [1]. With Skoda’s result, Siu established the deformation invariance of plurigenera and the finite generation of the canonical ring of complex projective manifolds of general type (see [17, 18, 19, 20, 21]). These results have had a profound impact in complex algebraic geometry. The Skoda L^2 division theorem can be viewed as an effective analogue of Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz. Brownawell [2], Ein-Lazarsfeld [9] have provided effective versions of the Nullstellensatz using Skoda’s result.

The original proof of Theorem 1.1 employed a combination of functional analysis techniques and a specialized linear algebraic approach. Subsequently, Skoda [23] extended Theorem 1.1 to the L^2 surjectivity of bundle morphisms and deduced the L^2 surjectivity to a ¯∂-equation of the

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32A70, 32C99, 32F17, 32W05.

Key words and phrases. Skoda’s L^2 division, plurisubharmonic functions, ¯∂-equations, Gauss-Codazzi formula. 1

kernel bundle. In fact, in Skoda’s original paper [23] (see also [4]), a stronger version of Skoda’s L^2 theorem is obtained implicitly. A similar L^2 division result can also be found in [15].

In order to state the stronger version of Skoda’s result, let us recall some notations. Let C^k → D and C → D denote the trivial vector bundle of rank k over D and the trivial line bundle over D respectively. Then g = (g_1, g_2, . . . , g_k) induced a morphism from C^k to C by sending a holomorphic section h of C^k to g · h := g_1h_1 + · · · + g_kh_k. For simplicity, we will continue to denote this morphism by g when there is no confusion. If the components of g = (g_1, . . . , g_k) have no common zeros, then we have the following exact sequence:

0 → S → C^{k g}−→ C → 0,

where S = Ker g. Denote by β = ( ∂ (_{g1} |g|^2 ) , . . . , ∂

(_{gk} |g|^2 )) the second fundamental form of S (cf. Section 2). Given a holomorphic section f of C, the division problem is equivalent to find a holomorphic section h of C^k such that g · h = f (with L^2 control).

Now we state the stronger version of Skoda’s L^2 division theorem which implies Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2 (Skoda [23]). Let D ⊂ C^n be a pseudoconvex domain and φ a plurisubharmonic function on D. Assume g = (g_1, . . . , g_k) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} such that g_1, g_{2,} . . . , g_k have no common zeros. Then for any plurisubharmonic function ψ on D with i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β > 0,

and for any f ∈ O(D) satisfying ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

where dz = dz_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz_n, there exists h ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} such that f = g · h and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

where Λ is the adjoint operator of L = ω ∧ ·.

Recently, motivated by the geometric meaning of the optimal L^2 extension theorem found in [10] (see also [24], [11]), new methods were found in [8, 7] to characterize plurisubharmonic functions and Nakano positivity in terms of L^2 extensions and L^2 estimates, which can be seen as a converse to the L^2 theory in several complex variables. Related work was done in [13]. It is thus natural to ask whether a converse to the Skoda(-type) division theorem exists or not. The main result as follows in the present paper provides a converse to Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Let D ⊂ C^n be a bounded domain and φ ∈ C^2(D). If for any g = (g_1, g_2, . . . , g_k) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} with g_1, g_2, . . . , g_k have no common zeros, for any smooth ψ ∈ PSH(D) with i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β > 0,

and for any f ∈ O(D) satisfying ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists h = (h_1, h_2, . . . , h_k) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕k} such that f = g · h and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV, then φ is plurisubharmonic on D.

Indeed, Theorem 1.3 is an immediate consequence of the following more general result.

Theorem 1.4. Let D ⊂ C^n be a bounded domain and φ ∈ C^2(D). Let r be an integer between 1 and n. If for any g = (g_1, . . . , g_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} with g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{r+1} have no common zeros and dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_r ≠ 0, for any smooth ψ ∈ PSH(D) with

i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β > 0,

and for any f ∈ O(D) satisfying ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists h = (h_1, . . . , h_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} such that f = g · h and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

then the sum of any r eigenvalues of i∂¯∂φ is non-negative.

Theorem 1.4 reveals the relation between the eigenvalues of i∂¯∂φ and the number of division functions.

The present paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we provide a review of fundamental concepts related to hermitian holomorphic vector bundles, including Nakano positivity, the Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano identity, and the Gauss-Codazzi formula. In Section 3, we recall the proof of the stronger version of Skoda’s L^2 division theorem (Theorem 1.2). The equivalence of the solution to L^2 division problem and a certain type of ¯∂-equations will be given. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is presented in Section 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Foundations for hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. We recall some notions related to the positivity of hermitian holomorphic vector bundles as well as the well-known Bochner- Kodaira-Nakano identity.

Let (X, ω) be a Kähler manifold of dimension n and (E, h) → X a hermitian holomorphic vector bundle of rank r. For any u, v ∈ E_x ⊗ ∧^{p,q}T^∗_x X, we denote the inner product of u, v by ⟨u, v⟩. Similarly, we denote |u|^2 = ⟨u, u⟩,

‖u‖^2 = ∫ D |u|^2dV_ω and ⟨⟨u, v⟩⟩ = ∫ D ⟨u, v⟩dV_ω.

Denote the Chern connection of (E, h) by D_E = D^′_E + ¯∂_E. The curvature of (E, h) is denoted by Θ_{E,h}, and when there is no need to specify the metric h, we simply write Θ(E). It can be expressed in terms of an orthonormal frame (e_1, . . . , e_r) of E over a coordinate neighborhood (U, z_1, . . . , z_n) as follows:

iΘ_{E,h} = i ∑

1⩽j,k⩽n,1⩽λ,μ⩽r

c_{jkλμ}dz_j ∧ dz̄_k ⊗ e^∗_λ ⊗ e_μ,

with c̄_{jkλμ} = c_{kjμλ}. It can associate to iΘ_{E,h} a hermitian form defined on TX ⊗ E as follows

θ_{E,h}(u, v) = ∑

j,k,λ,μ

c_{jkλμ}u_{jλ}v̄_{kμ},

for u, v ∈ T_xX ⊗ E_x. (E, h) is called to be (semi-)positive in the sense of Nakano if for any non-zero u, one has θ_{E,h}(u, u) > 0 (θ_{E,h}(u, u) ⩾ 0).

The formal adjoint operators for D^′_E and ¯∂_E are denoted by D^′_E^∗ and ¯∂^∗_E respectively. The Kähler identities provide explicit relations between the operators D^′_E, ¯∂_E and their formal adjoint D^′_E^∗ and ¯∂∗_E.

Proposition 2.1 (see [5]). Let (X, ω) be a Kähler manifold and (E, h) → X a hermitian holomorphic vector bundle. Let L = ω ∧ · and Λ the formal adjoint of L. Then one has 1. [¯∂^∗_E, L] = iD^′_E, 2. [D^′_E^∗, L] = −i¯∂_E, 3. [Λ, ¯∂_E] = −iD^′_E^∗, 4. [Λ, D^′_E] = i¯∂^∗_E.

The Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano equality plays a crucial role in the L^2 estimates for the ¯∂-operator. Let Δ^′_E = D^′_ED^{′∗}_E+D^{′∗}_ED^′_E, Δ^{′′}_E = ¯∂_E ¯∂^∗_E + ¯∂^∗_E ¯∂_E, be the D^′_E-Laplace and ¯∂_E-Laplace operators respectively.

Proposition 2.2 (Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano, see [5]). Let (X, w) be a Kähler manifold and (E, h) → X a hermitian holomorphic vector bundle. Then one has Δ^{′′}_E = Δ^′_E + [iΘ(E), Λ].

Fix x_0 ∈ X and choose a local coordinates (z_1, . . . , z_n) centered at x_0 such that

(_∂

∂z_1 , . . . , ∂ ∂z_n ) forms an orthonormal basis of T_{x0} X, the Kähler form ω can be expressed as

ω = i ∑ dz_j ∧ dz̄_k + O(‖z‖^2), Moreover, at x_0, we also have iΘ(E) = i ∑ c_{jkλμ}dz_j ∧ dz̄_k ⊗ e^∗_λ ⊗ e_μ,

where (e_1, . . . , e_r) is an orthonormal basis of E_{x0} . If u = ∑ u_{jλ}dz ⊗ dz̄_j ⊗ e_λ ∈ ∧^{n,1}T^∗X ⊗ E, where dz = dz_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz_n, then ⟨[iΘ(E), Λ]u, u⟩ = ∑

j,k,λ,μ

c_{jkλμ}u_{jλ}ū_{kμ}. (1)

Lemma 2.3 (see also [5]). Let (X, ω) be a Kähler manifold and (E, h) → X a hermitian holomorphic vector bundle. Then (E, h) is (semi-)positive in the sense of Nakano if and only if [iΘ(E), Λ] is (semi-)positive definite on ∧^{n,1}T^∗X ⊗ E.

2.2. The Gauss-Codazzi formula. In this subsection, we recall the Gauss-Codazzi formula. The readers may refer to [5, 12] for details. Let (X, ω) be a Kähler manifold of dimension n and consider the following exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles over X,

0 → S^j−→ E^g−→ Q → 0.

Assume that E admits a hermitian metric, and equip S and Q with the induced metrics. Denote by D_E, D_S, D_Q the Chern connection corresponding to E, S, Q respectively. Write D^′_E and ¯∂_E the (1, 0) and (0, 1) connection associated to D_E and similar for D^′_S, ¯∂_S and D^′_Q, ¯∂_Q.

Note that there always exits smooth homomorphisms j^∗ : E → S, g^∗ : Q → E such that j^∗ ∘ j = id_S, g ∘ g^∗ = id_Q .

Thus they yield a C^∞ isomorphism j^∗ ⊕ g : E ≃ S ⊕ Q.

Proposition 2.4. According to the C^∞ isomorphism j^∗ ⊕ g, D_E can be written as

D_E = [ D_S −β^∗ β D_Q ] , where β is a smooth (1, 0) form valued in Hom(S, Q). β is called the second fundamental form of S in E, β^∗ is the adjoint of β. Moreover, one also has ¯∂g^∗ = −β^∗.

It follows from Proposition 2.4 that if u is a smooth section of S, D_Su = D_Eu − βu. Actually, it can be verified that βu is the orthonormal projection of D_Eu to Q. Since β is a Hom(S, Q)-valued (1, 0) form, by decomposing D_E and D_S into (1, 0) and (0, 1) parts, one has D^′_S = D^′_E − β, ¯∂_S = ¯∂_E.

Consequently, according to Proposition 2.1, we have: iD^{′∗}_S = −[Λ, ¯∂_S] = −[Λ, ¯∂_E]= iD^{′∗}_E. (2) This implies that the formal adjoint operators of D^′_E and D^′_S coincide, despite their difference in the second fundamental form β.

Write Θ(E) the curvature of E and similar for Θ(S), Θ(Q). The following proposition reveals the relation between the curvatures of S, E, Q.

Proposition 2.5. With the same notations in Proposition 2.4, we have ¯∂β^∗ = 0 and

Θ(E) = [ Θ(S) − β^∗ ∧ β ∂β^∗ ¯∂β Θ(Q) − β ∧ β∗ ] . It follows from Proposition 2.5 that if u is a smooth section of S, then Θ(S)u = Θ(E)u + β^∗ ∧ βu.

If β is written as ∑ dz_j ⊗ β_j, β_j ∈ Hom(S, Q), then β^∗ ∧ β = − ∑ dz_j ∧ dz̄_k ⊗ β^∗_k β_j and ⟨[iΘ(S), Λ]u, u⟩_S = ⟨[Θ(E), Λ]u, u⟩_E − |βu|^2_Q.

Therefore, the curvature of S differs from that of E by a Nakano negative part.

2.3. L^2 estimates. In this subsection, we recall Demailly’s L^2 existence theorem for solving the ¯∂ equation on Kähler manifolds.

Theorem 2.6 (see [3]). Let X be a complete Kähler manifold quipped with a Kähler metric ω which is not necessarily complete. Let (E, h) be a hermitian holomorphic vector bundle of rank r over X and assume that the curvature operator [iΘ(E), Λ] is semi-positive definite everywhere on ∧^{n,q}T^∗_X ⊗ E for some q ⩾ 1. Then for any g ∈ L^2_{loc}(X, ∧^{n,q}T^∗_X ⊗ E) such that ¯∂g = 0 and ∫ X ⟨[iΘ(E), Λ]^{−1}g, g⟩dV_ω < ∞,

there exists f ∈ L^2(X, ∧^{n,q}T^∗_X ⊗ E) such that ¯∂ f = g and ∫ X | f |^2dV_ω ⩽ ∫ X ⟨[iΘ(E), Λ]^{−1}g, g⟩dV_ω.

3. THE SKODA L^2 DIVISION THEOREM 3.1. The stronger version of Skoda’s L^2 division theorem. The stronger version of Skoda’s L^2 division theorem (Theorem 1.2) is essentially contained in [23] (see also [4]) as we have mentioned previously. For the sake of completeness, we give its proof here.

Proof. Since D is pseudoconvex, we may assume ψ is smooth. Note that g^∗ f is a smooth lifting of f in C^{r+1}. Since any section h of C^{r+1} such that g · h = f differs from g^∗ f by a section of S = Ker g, we want to find a section u of S such that

h = g^∗ f + u

satisfying ¯∂h = ¯∂(g^∗ f ) + ¯∂u = 0. (3)

It follows from the Gauss-Codazzi formula that (3) can be reformulated as ¯∂u = −¯∂(g^∗) f = β^∗ f .

If we equip C^{r+1} with the metric Id_Cr+1 ⊗e^{−ψ}, by the Gauss-Codazzi formula, the curvature operator of S is [ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ] . It then follows from our hypothesis and Theorem 2.6 that there exists S valued u such that ¯∂u = β^∗ f and ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

Since u is an S-valued, we conclude that ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV = ∫ D |g^∗ f + u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. □ If one chooses ψ = p(1 + ε) log |g|^2, where p = min{n, r}, then it follows from Skoda’s Lemme Fondamental [22] that i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 ⩾ −(1 + ε)iβ^∗ ∧ β,

it then follows that ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV ⩽ ∫ D ([−εiβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ]^{−1}β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz)| f |^2e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV ⩽ 1 ε ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log|g|2} dV.

Therefore, we have ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV = ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log|g|2} dV + 1 ε ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV = ( 1 + 1 ε ) ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−p(1+ε) log |g|2} dV.

Thus we conclude the origin Skoda’s L^2 division theorem.

If φ = 0 and ψ satisfies i∂¯∂ψ ⩾ −iβ^∗ ∧ β + εω, where ω is the standard Euclidean metric on C^n and ε > 0, then it follows that ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−ψ}dV ⩽ 1 ε ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−ψ}dV.

So we have the L^2 division theorem in [15].

Theorem 3.1 (see [15]). Let D be a pseudoconvex domain. Assume that g = (g_1, . . . , g_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} with g_1, . . . , g_{r+1} have no common zeros on D and ψ is a C^∞ plurisubharmonic function such that i∂¯∂ψ ⩾ −iβ^∗ ∧ β + εω, for some ε > 0. Then for any holomorphic function f such that ∫ D ( 1 |g|^2 + 1 ε |β^∗|^2 ) | f |^2e^{−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists h = (h_1, . . . , h_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} such that f = g · h and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ( 1 |g|^2 + 1 ε |β^∗|^2 ) | f |^2e^{−ψ}dV.

3.2. L^2 divisions and ¯∂-equations. The L^2 division problem is equivalent to the L^2 estimates for ¯∂ equations of a certain type with respect to the kernel bundle S.

Proposition 3.2. Let D ⊂ C^n be a domain, g = (g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} with g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{r+1} have no common zeros and φ, ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(D) with [ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]

positive definite. Then the following statements are equivalent: a) For any f ∈ O(D) such that ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists h ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} such that f = g · h and ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV (4) ⩽ ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

b) For any f ∈ O(D) such that ∫ D { 1 |g|^2 + ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz )} | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists u valued in S such that ¯∂u = β^∗ f and ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Ck +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. (5)

Proof. b) ⇒ a). It is obvious from the proof of Theorem 1.2.

a) ⇒ b). f |g|^2 = g_1 |g|^2 h_1 + · · · + g_{r+1} |g|^2 h_{r+1}.

It is easy to check

g^∗ f = ( ḡ_1 |g|^2 , . . . , ḡ_{r+1} |g|^2 ) f (6)

satisfies g · g^∗ f = h. However, g^∗ f fails to be holomorphic. It is obvious that the S-valued section u = h − g^∗ f satisfies ¯∂-equation ¯∂u = −¯∂(g^∗ f ) = β^∗ f .

It then follows from ¯∂u = β^∗ f that ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩾ ∫ D |h|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV = ∫ D |u + g^∗ f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV = ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D |g^∗ f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV = ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D | f |^2 |g|^2 e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

where the third equality is due to g^∗ f ⊥S. Therefore, ∫ |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. □ In order to get Theorem 1.4, it suffices to consider the ¯∂-equations of the special form ¯∂u = β^∗ f , according to Proposition 3.2. The nonhomogeneous terms of this ¯∂-equations are of fixed form and does not have compact support. These facts lead us to a global problem. Moreover, by employing the Gauss-Codazzi formula, the curvature operator of S naturally possesses a Nakano negative part iβ^∗ ∧ β. These are the main difficulties that we need to overcome.

4. THE CONVERSE TO L^2 DIVISION This section is devoted to proving Theorem 1.4.

4.1. The second fundamental form. To prove Theorem 1.4, we examine the second fundamental form in a specific case. Consider a bounded domain D ⊂ C^n and the trivial bundle C^{r+1} over D, equipped with the standard Euclidean metric, where 1 ⩽ r ⩽ n is an integer. Let g = (g_1, . . . , g_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} with g_1, . . . , g_{r+1} have no common zeros, and consider the following exact sequence

0 → S → C^{r+1 g}−→ C → 0, (7)

where C represents the trivial line bundle over D, g sends (h_1, . . . , h_{r+1}) to g · h = g_1h_1 + · · · + g_{r+1}h_{r+1} and S = Ker g. The adjoint of g is

g^∗ = ( ḡ_1 |g|^2 , . . . , ḡ_{r+1} |g|^2 ) .

By (2), one has D^′_S^∗ = ∂^∗, where ∂ is the usual (1, 0) part of the exterior derivative d on C^{r+1}. It is easy to check that ∂^∗ = − ∗ ¯∂∗ is O(D) linear, where ∗ is the star operator.

Here and after, we assume the origin point 0 = (0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ D. Choose

g_1 = z_1, . . . , g_r = z_r, g_{r+1} = z_n + M

where M is a large constant. We next compute the second fundamental form in this particular scenario.

Lemma 4.1. Under the above setting, one has

β^∗|_0 = ( 1 M^2 dz̄_1, . . . , 1 M^2 dz̄_r, 0 )

and |∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz)|^2 | | |_0 = 2r M^6 . Proof. Since g^∗ = (ḡ_1/|g|^2, . . . , ḡ_n/|g|^2), one has ¯∂ ( ḡ_j |g|^2 ) = dz̄_j |g|^2 − z̄_j (∑^r_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (z_n + M)dz̄_n) |g|^4 , (8)

for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r and ¯∂ ( ḡ_{r+1} |g|^2 ) = dz̄_n |g|^2 − (z̄_n + M) (∑^r_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (z_n + M)dz̄_n) |g|^4 . (9)

It follows from Proposition 2.4 that

β^∗|_0 = ( 1 M^2 dz̄_1, . . . , 1 M^2 dz̄_r, 0 ) .

For the second equality, we compute |∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz)|^2 | |_0 separately in the case of 1 ⩽ r ⩽ n − 1 and r = n.

If 1 ⩽ r ⩽ n − 1 and 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r, one has | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_j |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2

= | | |∂^∗ ( dz̄_j ∧ dz |g|^2 − z̄_j (∑^r_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (z_n + M)dz̄_n) ∧ dz |g|^4 )| | | 2

= | | | | ∂^∗ ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 dz̄_j ∧ dz −

∑_{l≠j,n} z̄_jz_l |g|^4 dz̄_l ∧ dz − z̄_j(z_n + M) |g|^4 dz̄_n ∧ dz )| | | | 2

= n ∑_{s=1} | | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 )| | | 2 + + ∑_{l≠j,n} | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_jz_l |g|^4 )| | | 2 + | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_j(z_n + M) |g|^4 )| | | 2]} .

It then follows that ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(|g|^2 − |z_j|^2) 1 |g|^4 + (|g|^2 − |z_j|^2) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= ( z_s − z_j^{∂z̄j}_{∂z̄s}

)_1

|g|^4 + (|g|

2 − |z_j|^2) ·

(_{−2zs} |g|^6 ) , (s ≠ n);

(z_n + M)^1_{|g|4} − (|g|^2 − |z_j|^2)^{2(zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n).

One also has ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_jz_l |g|^4 )

= z_l |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s

+ z̄_jz_l ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= z_l |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s − z̄jzl ·

2z_s |g|^6 , (s ≠ n);

−z̄_jz_l^{2(zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n), and ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_j(z_n + M) |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(z̄_j(z_n + M)) 1 |g|^4 + z̄_j(z_n + M) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= (z_n+M) |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s − z̄j(zn + M)

2z_s |g|^6 , (s ≠ n);

z̄_j |g|^4 − z̄j(zn + M)

2(z_n+M)

|g|^6 , (s = n).

For j = r + 1, one has

| | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_{r+1} |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2

= | | | |∂^∗ ( dz̄_n ∧ dz |g|^2 − (z̄_n + M) (∑^r_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (z_n + M)dz̄_n) ∧ dz |g|^4 )| | | 2

= | | |∂^∗ ( |g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2 |g|^4 dz̄_n ∧ dz −

(z̄_n + M) (∑^r_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l) ∧ dz |g|^4 )| | | 2

= n ∑_{s=1} [| | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2 |g|^4 )| | 2 + r ∑_{l=1} | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( (z̄_n + M)|ξ_l|^2z_l |g|^4 )| | 2] .

It then follows that

∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2 |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(|g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2) 1 |g|^4 + (|g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= z_s |g|^4 − (|g| 2 − |z_n + M|^2)^{2zs}_{|g|6} , (s ≠ n);

−(|g|^2 − |z_n + M|^2)^{2(zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n),

and

∂ ∂z̄_s ( (z̄_n + M)z_l |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

((z̄_n + M)z_l) 1 |g|^4 + (z̄_n + M)z_l ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= −(z̄_n + M)z_l^{2zs}_{|g|6} , (s ≠ n);

z_l |g|^4 − (z̄n + M)zl

2(z_n+M)

|g|^6 , (s = n).

Therefore, at 0, one has

|∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz)|^2 | |_0 = r+1 ∑_{j=1} | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_j |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2| | | |_0 = r ∑_{j=1}^2_{M6} = 2r M^6 .

If r = n, for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n − 1, one has | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_j |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2

= | | | | |∂^∗ d z̄_j ∧ dz |g|^2 − z̄_j ( ∑^{n−1}_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (2zn + M)dz̄n ) ∧ dz |g|^4 | | | | | 2

= | | | | | ∂^∗ ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 dz̄_j ∧ dz −

∑_{l≠j,n} z̄_jz_l |g|^4 dz̄_l ∧ dz

− z̄_j(2z_n + M) |g|^4 dz̄_n ∧ dz )| | | 2

= n ∑_{s=1} | | | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 )| | | | 2 + + ∑_{l≠j,n} | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_jz_l |g|^4 )| |^2 + | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_j(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )| | 2] .

It then follows that ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − |z_j|^2 |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(|g|^2 − |z_j|^2) 1 |g|^4 + (|g|^2 − |z_j|^2) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= ( z_s − z_j^{∂z̄j}_{∂z̄s}

)_1

|g|^4 + (|g|

2 − |z_j|^2) ·

(_{−2zs} |g|^6 ) , (s ≠ n);

(2z_n + M)^1_{|g|4} − (|g|^2 − |z_j|^2)^{2(2zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n).

One also has ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_jz_l |g|^4 )

= z_l |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s

+ z̄_jz_l ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= z_l |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s − z̄jzl ·

2z_s |g|^6 , (s ≠ n);

−z̄_jz_l^{2(2zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n), and ∂ ∂z̄_s (¯ z_j(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(z̄_j(2z_n + M)) 1 |g|^4 + z̄_j(2z_n + M) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= (2z_n+M) |g|^4 ∂z̄_j ∂z̄_s − z̄j(2zn + M)

2z_s |g|^6 , (s ≠ n);

−z̄_j(2z_n + M)^{2(2zn+M)}_{|g|6} , (s = n).

For j = n, one has | | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_n |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2

= | | | | | ∂^∗ dz̄^n ∧ dz |g|^2 − z̄_n ( ∑^{n−1}_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (2zn + M)dz̄n ) ∧ dz |g|^4 | | | | | 2

= | | | | | ∂^∗

|g|^2 − z̄^n(2z^n + M) |g|^4 dz̄_n ∧ dz − z̄_n ( ∑^{n−1}_{l=1} z_l dz̄_l ) ∧ dz |g|^4 | | | | | 2

= n ∑_{s=1} [| | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )| | | 2 + n−1 ∑_{l=1} | | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_nz_l |g|^4 )| | | 2] . It then follows that ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(|g|^2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M)) 1 |g|^4 +(|g|^2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M)) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= z_s |g|^4 − (|g| 2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M))^{2zs}_{|g|6} , (s ≠ n);

−(|g|^2 − z̄_n(2z_n + M))^{2(2zn+M)}_{|g|6} (s = n), and ∂ ∂z̄_s ( z̄_nz_l |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(z̄_nz_l) 1 |g|^4 + z̄_nz_l ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= −z̄_nz_l^{2zs}_{|g|6} (s ≠ n);

z_l |g|^4 − z̄nzl

2(2z_n+M) |g|^6 , (s = n).

For j = n + 1, one has | | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_{n+1} |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2

= | | | | | ∂^∗ dz̄^n ∧ dz |g|^2 − (z̄_n + M) ( ∑^{n−1}_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l + (2zn + M)dz̄n ) ∧ dz |g|^4 | | | | | 2

= | | | | | ∂^∗

|g|^2 − (z̄^n + M)(2z^n + M) |g|^4 dz̄_n ∧ dz −

(z̄_n + M) ( ∑^{n−1}_{l=1} z_ldz̄_l ) ∧ dz |g|^4 | | | | | 2

= n ∑_{s=1} [| | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )| | | 2

+ n−1 ∑_{l=1} | | | | ∂ ∂z̄_s ( (z̄_n + M)z_l |g|^4 )| | | 2] .

It then follows that ∂ ∂z̄_s ( |g|^2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M) |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

(|g|^2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M)) 1 |g|^4 +(|g|^2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M)) ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= z_s |g|^4 − (|g| 2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M))^{2zs}_{|g|6} , (s ≠ n);

−(|g|^2 − (z̄_n + M)(2z_n + M))^{2(2zn+M)}_{|g|6} (s = n), and ∂ ∂z̄_s ( (z̄_n + M)z_l |g|^4 )

= ∂ ∂z̄_s

((z̄_n + M)z_l) 1 |g|^4 + (z̄_n + M)z_l ∂ ∂z̄_s ( 1 |g|^4 )

= (z̄_n + M)z_l^{2zs}_{|g|6} (s ≠ n);

z_l |g|^4 − (z̄n + M)zl

2(2z_n+M)

|g|^6 , (s = n).

Therefore, at 0, one also has

|∂^∗_S(β^∗ ∧ dz)|^2 | | |_0 = n+1 ∑_{j=1} | | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_j |g|^2 ) ∧ dz )| | | 2 | | | | |_0 = n ∑_{j=1}^2_{M6}^{= 2n}_{M6} = 2r M^6 . □ 4.2. The converse to L^2 division. We give the proof of Theorem 1.4 in this subsection. In the light of Proposition 3.2, it suffices to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let D ⊂ C^n be a bounded domain and φ ∈ C^2(D). Let r be an integer between 1 and n. If for any g = (g_1, . . . , g_{r+1}) ∈ (O(D))^{⊕(r+1)} with g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{r+1} have no common zeros and dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_r ≠ 0, for any smooth ψ ∈ PSH(D) with

i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β > 0,

and for any f ∈ O(D) satisfying ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞,

there exists u valued in S such that ¯∂u = β^∗ f and ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV, (10)

then the sum of any r eigenvalues of i∂¯∂φ is non-negative.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose at some point z_0 ∈ D, there exists r eigenvalues λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_r of i∂¯∂φ such that

λ_1 + λ_2 + · · · + λ_r < 0.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that z_0 is the origin point. Denote by ξ_1, ξ_2, . . . , ξ_r the unit eigenvectors corresponding to λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_r respectively. After a linear transformation, we may assume that

ξ_j = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0),

i.e. the j-th component of ξ_j is 1 and other components of ξ_j are zero. Regard ξ_k (1 ⩽ k ⩽ r) as (n, 1) forms, it follows from (1) that when acting on (n, 1) forms, the eigenvalues of [i∂¯∂φ, Λ] coincide with that of i∂¯∂φ. Therefore, denote by e_1, . . . , e_{r+1} an orthonormal basis of C^{r+1}, we have ⟨ [ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] r ∑_{j=1}^ξj^{⊗ e}j^{, r}∑_{j=1}^ξj^{⊗ e}j ⟩

= r ∑_{j=1}^{⟨[i∂¯∂φ, Λ]ξ}j^{, ξ}j^⟩ = r ∑_{j=1}^λj

< 0.

Take

g_1 = z_1, g_2 = z_2, . . . , g_r = z_r, g_{r+1} = z_n + M,

where M is a real constant such that M > sup_{z∈D} |z|. Since |g|^2 has no zero in D and

β^∗ = ( ¯∂ ( ḡ_1 |g|^2 ) , . . . , ¯∂ ( ḡ_{r+1} |g|^2 )) , it follows that every component of β^∗ is smooth on D. Therefore, we may find positive number

k_0 = inf { c > 0; c · i∂¯∂|z|^2 ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β > 0 on D } (11)

and set k_ε = k_0 + ε for an arbitrary constant ε > 0.

We choose ψ = (k + k_ε)(|z|^2 − δ^2/4) where k and δ are positive constants, let f be a holomorphic function such that f (0) ≠ 0 and f ∈ L^2(D, φ). By our choice of g and ψ, ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞.

By hypothesis, one can find S valued u such that

¯∂u = β^∗ f and ∫ D |u|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ⩽ ∫ D ([ i∂¯∂ψ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ) | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∞.

It follows that for any S valued (n, 1) form α with compact support in D,

⟨⟨β^∗ f ∧ dz, α⟩⟩^2_{φ+ψ} = ⟨⟨¯∂u ∧ dz, α⟩⟩^2_{φ+ψ} = ⟨⟨u ∧ dz, ¯∂^∗_Sα⟩⟩^2_{φ+ψ} ⩽ ‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ}‖u‖^2_{φ+ψ}

⩽ ‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} · ∫ D ⟨[ ((k + k_ε)i∂¯∂|z|^2) ⊗ Id_Cr+1 +iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

< ‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} · ∫ D ⟨[ ik∂¯∂|z|^2 ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

= ‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} · 1 k ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

that is, (∫ D ⟨β^∗ f ∧ dz, α⟩e^{−φ−ψ}dV

)_2 < 1 k ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV · ∫ D |¯∂^∗_Sα|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. (12)

Let K ⋐ K^′ be two bounded relatively compact open subsets of D and assume that 0 ∈ K. Choose a cut-off function χ such that

0 ⩽ χ ⩽ 1, χ = 1 on K, χ = 0 on D \ K^′.

We then take α = χ [ ik∂¯∂|z|^2 ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ]_{−1} β^∗ f ∧ dz = χ 1 k β^∗ f ∧ dz.

It follows from (12) that 1 k^2 (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

)_2 < 1 k ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV · ∫ D |¯∂^∗_Sα|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

i.e. 1 k (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

)_2 ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < ∫ D |¯∂^∗_Sα|^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. (13)

By the Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano identity,

‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} + ‖¯∂α‖^2_{φ+ψ} = ⟨⟨[iΘ(S), Λ]α, α⟩⟩_{φ+ψ} + ‖D^′_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} + ‖∂^∗α‖^2_{φ+ψ} = ⟨⟨[ i(k + k_ε)∂¯∂|z|^2 ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] α, α ⟩⟩ φ+ψ + ⟨⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] α, α ⟩⟩ φ+ψ + ⟨⟨[iβ ∧ β^∗, Λ]α, α⟩⟩_{φ+ψ} + ‖∂^∗α‖^2_{φ+ψ}.

Since [iβ^∗ ∧ β, Λ] is negative definite on (n, 1) forms, one has

‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} ⩽ ⟨⟨[ i(k + k_ε)∂¯∂|z|^2 ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] α, α ⟩⟩ φ+ψ + ⟨⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] α, α ⟩⟩ φ+ψ +‖∂^∗α‖^2_{φ+ψ}, that is

‖¯∂^∗_Sα‖^2_{φ+ψ} ⩽ k + k_ε k^2 ∫ D |χβ^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + 1 k^2 ∫ D ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] χβ^∗ ∧ dz, χβ^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + 1 k^2 ∫ D |∂^∗(χβ^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

(14)

Combining (14) with (13), one has 1 k (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

)_2 ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < k + k_ε

k^2 ∫ D |χβ^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + 1 k^2 ∫ D ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] χβ^∗ ∧ dz, χβ^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + 1 k^2 ∫ D |∂^∗(χβ^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

It follows that ∫ D |∂^∗(χβ^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ D ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] χβ^∗ ∧ dz, χβ^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV > k (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

)_2 ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

− (k + k_ε) ∫ D |χβ^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV (15) ⩾ k ∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV − ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV ) ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

−k_ε ∫ D |χβ^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

Take δ small enough such that B(0, δ/2) is contained in open set K. Since

lim_{k→∞} e^{−ψ+log k} = lim_{k→∞} e^{−(k+kε)(|z|2−δ2/4)+log k} = 0

for z ∈ D \ B(0, δ/2), we can choose k large enough such that k (∫ D χ|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV − ∫ D |β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV )

= ∫ D (χ − 1)|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ+log k}dV = ∫ D\B(0,δ/2)

(χ − 1)|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ+log k}dV > −ε. Therefore, it follows from (15) that ∫ B(0,δ/2) ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ B(0,δ/2)

|∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

> −ε − k_ε ∫ B(0,δ/2)

|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV. (16)

It follows from Lemma 4.1 that

β^∗|_0 = ( 1 M^2 dz̄_1, . . . , 1 M^2 dz̄_r, 0 ) , thus we can choose δ > 0 small enough such that on B(0, δ),

|β^∗|^2| f |^2 < 2r M^4

| f (0)|^2. (17)

Since at the origin point 0, ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] χβ^∗ ∧ dz, χβ^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2 =

(_r

∑_{j=1}^λj ) 1 M^4

| f (0)|^2,

we may also assume that on B(0, δ), ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] χβ^∗ ∧ dz, χβ^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2 <

(_r

∑_{j=1}^λj ) 1 2M^4

| f (0)|^2. (18)

On B(0, δ), we have ∂^∗(χβ^∗ f ∧ dz) = ∂^∗(β^∗ f ∧ dz). It follows from Lemma 4.1 that for all 1 ⩽ r ⩽ n,

|∂^∗(β^∗ f )|^2 | | |_0 = r+1 ∑_{j=1} | | | |∂^∗ ( ¯∂ (¯ g_j |g|^2 ) dz ) f | | | | 2 | | | | |_0 = r ∑_{j=1}^2_{M6}^{| f (0)|2} = 2r M^6

| f (0)|^2.

Therefore, by shrinking B(0, δ) if necessary, we may always assume that on B(0, δ),

|∂^∗(χβ^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2 ⩽ 3r M^6

| f (0)|^2.

Combining the computations above, (18) and (17), it follows that ∫ B(0,δ/2) ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < (_r

∑_{j=1}^λj ) 1 2M^4

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV, ∫ B(0,δ/2)

|∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < 3r M^6

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV,

and ∫

B(0,δ/2)

|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV < 2r M^4

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV.

It then follows from (16) that (_r

∑_{j=1}^λj ) 1 2M^4

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV + 3r M^6

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV > ∫ B(0,δ/2) ⟨[ i∂¯∂φ ⊗ Id_Cr+1 , Λ ] β^∗ ∧ dz, β^∗ ∧ dz ⟩ | f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV + ∫ B(0,δ/2)

|∂^∗(β^∗ ∧ dz) f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

> −ε − k_ε ∫ B(0,δ/2)

|β^∗|^2| f |^2e^{−φ−ψ}dV

> −ε − k_ε 2r M^4

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV, equivalently, εM^4 | f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2) e

−φ−ψdV + 2(k0 + ε)r + 3r M^2 > − 1 2 r ∑_{j=1}^λj^{> 0.}

We remark that k_0 → 0 as M → ∞. Indeed, it follows from (8) and (9) that if M → ∞, both β and β^∗ tend to zero and by the definition of k_0, one has k_0 → 0 as M → ∞. We may choose M large enough and ε > 0 small enough such that

2(k_0 + ε)r + 3r M^2 < − 1 6 r ∑_{j=1}^λj^.

For the fixed M and ε as above, we can choose k large enough such that

εM^4 | f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2) e −φ−ψdV < − 1 6 r ∑_{j=1}^λj^,

since ∫

B(0,R/2)

e^{−φ−ψ}dV = ∫ B(0,R/2)

e^{−φ−(k+kε)(|z|2−R2/4)}dV → ∞,

as k → ∞. Thus we have − 1 2 r ∑_{j=1}^λj^{< εM4}

| f (0)|^2 ∫ B(0,δ/2) e

−φ−ψdV + 2(k0 + ε)r + 3r M^2 < − 1 3 r ∑_{j=1}^λj^,

this is a contradiction. □

Remark 4.3. We may call a function φ ∈ C^2(D) satisfies the strong L^2 division property if φ satisfies the condition outlined Theorem 1.3. In [6] and [7], the property of optimal L^p estimates and the property of optimal L^p extensions are introduced. It is shown that both the properties of L^2 estimates and L^2 extensions are able to characterize plurisubharmonic functions. Combined with Theorem 1.3, plurisubharmonic functions can be characterized by the optimal L^2 estimate property, the optimal L^2 extension property and the strong L^2 division property. In view of [14] (see also [4]), certain types of L^2 division theorem can be deduced from the L^2 extension theorem under appropriate curvature conditions. It seems that the property of strong L^2 division is a relatively weak condition in characterizing plurisubharmonicity.

REFERENCES

[1] Joel Briancon and Henri Skoda. Sur la cloture intégrale d’un ideal de germes de fonctions holomorphes en un point de C^n. C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris, Sér. A, 278:949-951, 1974. 1 [2] W. Dale Brownawell. Bounds for the degrees in the Nullstellensatz. Ann. Math. (2), 126:577-591, 1987. 1 [3] Jean-Pierre Demailly. Estimations L^2 pour l’opérateur ¯∂ d’un fibre vectoriel holomorphe semi-positif au-dessus d’une variété Kaehlerienne complete. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 15:457-511, 1982. 5 [4] Jean-Pierre Demailly. Analytic methods in algebraic geometry. Surveys of Modern Mathematics. Higer Education Press, Beijing, 2010. 2, 6, 19 [5] Jean-Pierre Demailly. Complex analytic and differential geometry. Available at https://www-fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/ demailly/documents.html. 4 [6] Fusheng Deng, Jiafu Ning, and Zhiwei Wang. Characterizations of plurisubharmonic functions. Sci. China, Math., 64(9):1959-1970, 2021. 19 [7] Fusheng Deng, Jiafu Ning, Zhiwei Wang, and Xiangyu Zhou. Positivity of holomorphic vector bundles in terms of L^p-estimates for ¯∂. Math. Ann., 385(1-2):575-607, 2023. 2, 19 [8] Fusheng Deng, Zhiwei Wang, Liyou Zhang, and Xiangyu Zhou. New characterizations of plurisubharmonic functions and positivity of direct image sheaves. Amer. J. Math., accepted, 2023. 2 [9] Lawrence Ein and Robert Lazarsfeld. A geometric effective Nullstellensatz. Invent. Math., 137(2):427-448, 1999. 1 [10] Qi’an Guan and Xiangyu Zhou. A solution of an L^2 extension problem with an optimal estimate and applications. Ann.

of Math. (2), 181(3):1139-1208, 2015. 2 [11] Q.A. Guan and X.Y. Zhou. Strong openness of multiplier ideal sheaves and optimal L^2 extension. Sci. China Math. 60 (2017), no. 6, 967–976. 2

[12] Shoshichi Kobayashi. Differential geometry of complex vector bundles. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press; Tokyo:

Iwanami Shoten Publishers, 1987. 4 [13] Zhi Li and Xiangyu Zhou. On the positivity of direct image bundles. Izvestiya Math., Tom 87, No.5, 140-163, 2023. 2 [14] Takeo Ohsawa. A precise L^2 division theorem. In Complex geometry. Collection of papers dedicated to Hans Grauert on the occasion of his 70th birthday, pages 185-191. Berlin: Springer, 2002. 19 [15] Takeo Ohsawa. Analysis of several complex variables. Transl. from the Japanese by Shu Gilbert Nakamura, volume 211 of Transl. Math. Monogr. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society (AMS), 2002. 2, 7 [16] Kiyoshi Oka. Sur les fonctions analytiques de plusieurs variables. VII. Sur quelques notions arithmétiques. Bull. Soc.

Math. Fr., 78:1-27, 1950. 1 [17] Yum-Tong Siu. Invariance of plurigenera. Invent. Math., 134:661-673, 1998. 1 [18] Yum-Tong Siu. Extension of twisted pluricanonical sections with plurisubharmonic weight and invariance of semipositively twisted plurigenera for manifolds not necessarily of general type. In Complex geometry, pages 223-277. Springer, New York, NY, 2002. 1 [19] Yum-Tong Siu. Invariance of plurigenera and torsion-freeness of direct image sheaves of pluricanonial bundles. In Finite or infinite dimensional complex analysis and applications. Proceedings of the ninth international conference, Hanoi, Vietnam, August 8–12, 2001, pages 45-83. Boston MA: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2004. 1 [20] Yum-Tong Siu. Multiplier ideal sheaves in complex and algebraic geometry. Sci. China, Ser. A, 48:1-31, 2005. 1 [21] Yum-Tong Siu. Techniques for the analytic proof of the finite generation of the canonical ring. In Current developments in mathematics, 2007, pages 177-219. Somerville, MA: International Press, 2009. 1 [22] Henri Skoda. Application des techniques L^2 à la théorie des ideaux d’une algèbre de fonctions holomorphes avec poids. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 5:545-579, 1972. 1, 6 [23] Henri Skoda. Morphismes surjectifs de fibres vetoriels semi-positifs. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 11(4):577-611, 1978.

1, 2, 6 [24] Xiangyu Zhou. A survey on L^2 extension problem. In Complex geometry and dynamics, volume 10 of Abel Symposium, pages 291–309. Springer, Cham, 2015. 2

ZHI LI: SCHOOL OF SCIENCE, BEIJING UNIVERSITY OF POSTS AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS, BEIJING 100876, CHINA AND KEY LABORATORY OF MATHEMATICS AND INFORMATION NETWORKS (BEIJING UNIVERSITY OF POSTS AND TELECOM-

MUNICATIONS), MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, CHINA

Email address: lizhi@amss.ac.cn, lizhi10@foxmail.com

XIANKUI MENG: SCHOOL OF SCIENCE, BEIJING UNIVERSITY OF POSTS AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS, BEIJING 100876, CHINA AND KEY LABORATORY OF MATHEMATICS AND INFORMATION NETWORKS (BEIJING UNIVERSITY OF POSTS AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS), MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, CHINA

Email address: mengxiankui@amss.ac.cn

JIAFU NING: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, CENTRAL SOUTH UNIVERSITY, CHANGSHA, HUNAN 410083, CHINA Email address: jfning@csu.edu.cn

XIANGYU ZHOU: INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, ACADEMY OF MATHEMATICS AND SYSTEMS SCIENCES, AND HUA LOO-KENG KEY LABORATORY OF MATHEMATICS, CHINESE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, BEIJING, 100190, CHINA Email address: xyzhou@math.ac.cn