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ON THE KAHLER-EINSTEIN METRIC AT STRICTLY PSEUDOCONVEX
POINTS

SEBASTIEN GONTARD

ABSTRACT. We prove a local boundary regularity result for the complete Kahler-Einstein metrics of
negative Ricci curvature near strictly pseudoconvex boundary point. We also study the asymptotic
behaviour of their holomorphic bisectional curvatures near such points.

INTRODUCTION

In 1980, S.-Y. Cheng and S.-T. Yau proved that every bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain
Q C C", n > 2, with boundary of class C7, admits a complete Kéahler-Einstein metric of negative
Ricci curvature (for convenience, we will only work with Ricci curvature = —(n+1)). Namely, they
proved that there exists a (unique) solution g € C¥ (2) to the Monge-Ampere equation

(1) Det (gij) =9 on Q,
satisfying the following boundary condition:

(2) g=—+oo on €.

By comparing this solution to the approximate solutions constructed by C. Fefferman in [5], they
proved that if Q is bounded, strictly pseudoconvex with boundary of class Cax(2n+93n+6) thep

— 1
e™9 € Cntito (Q) for every § € [O, 3 [, and the holomorphic sectional curvatures of this metric

tend to -2, which are the curvatures of the unit ball equipped with its Bergman-Einstein metric, at
any boundary point. Note that if the boundary is of class C*, J. Lee and R. Melrose proved that
e™9 € C"T1H0 (Q) for every & € [0,1[ (see [10]), and this regularity is optimal in general.

We prove a local version of the result of S.-Y. Cheng and S.-T. Yau. Namely, we prove the following
theorem:

Theorem 1. Let Q@ C C", n > 2, and q € 0¥). Assume that there exists a neighborhood of q on
which OSY is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C* with k > max(2n +9,3n +6). Moreover, assume
that Q carries a complete Kahler-Einstein metric induced by a function g that satisfies conditions

1
(1) and (2). Then there exists an open set U C C™ containing q such that for every § € [O, 3 [, we

have:
e ¥ eCmT(QNT).

Note that J. Bland already obtained this result in the case of “nice” strictly pseudoconvex
boundary points, and also obtained that e =9 € C2 ™ (2N TU) in the general case (see [1]). Regarding
the curvature behavior, we prove the following:
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Theorem 2. Let Q C C", n > 2, and q € 0N). Assume that there exists a neighborhood of q on
which O is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C* with k > max (2n + 9, 3n + 6). Moreover, assume

that Q carries a complete Kahler-FEinstein metric induced by a function g that satisfies conditions
(1) and (2). Then,

; ‘(v;U))g z 2
B z 9 1 ’ — U.
® v,wsegl(jo,l) ( igx(v, ) + ( + (v;0)2 _(w; w)? 2 0

g7z g?z

Here and from now on, Bis, (v, w) (respectively (v;w), ) stands for the holomorphic bisectional
curvature (respectively the Hermitian scalar product) of the Kahler metric induced by the potential
g, at point z, between the directions v and w (a more precise definition is given in Section 1).

Especially, using the results on the existence of Kahler-Einstein metrics of N. Mok and S.-T. Yau
in the case of bounded pseudoconvex domains (see [11]), and of A. Isaev in the case of pseudoconvex
tube domains with unbounded base (see [7]), we directly deduce:

Corollary 3. Let n > 2. Let Q C C" be either a bounded pseudoconvex domain with boundary
of class C%, or a tube domain whose base is conver and does not contain any straight line. Let
g € C¥ () be the Kdihler-FEinstein potential on Q) that satisfies conditions (1) and (2). Let q € 0N.
Assume that there exists a neighborhood of ¢ on which O is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C*
with k > max(2n + 9,3n + 6). Then there exists an open set U C C" containing q such that we
have:

e o] vecms @),

Moreover, we have the following curvature behaviour:

2
vy w
sup Bisg . (v,w) + [ 1+ { g ).z 5 — 0.
v,weS(0,1) <’U; v>g,z <w; w>g,z =4
The curvature behavior (3) can also be obtained in pseudoconvex domains, at boundary points

for which the squeezing tends to one (for precise reference about the squeezing function, see for
instance [12]). Namely:

Theorem 4. Let Q C C" be a pseudoconvex domain, n > 2, and q € 0. Assume that the squeezing
function of Q tends to one at q. Moreover, assume that ) carries a complete Kihler-Einstein metric
induced by a function g solving equation (1) with condition (2) on Q. Then,

. 2
Sup Bisg.(v,w) + | 1+ ‘<Uz7 Wl 2 — 0.
v,weS(0,1) (v; v>g7z<w; w>gyz 2—3q

We refer the reader to the proof of Theorem 4 for a more precise statement in terms of the squeezing
function of the domain. In comparison with Theorems 1 and 2, Theorem 4 requires neither regu-
larity assumptions on the boundary of the domain nor the strict pseudoconvexity at ¢, but gives
no boundary regularity for the Kéhler-Einstein potential. However, it is difficult to find geometric
condition ensuring that the squeezing tends to one at a boundary point of a given domain.

We can apply Theorem 4 at C? strictly pseudoconvex boundary points of a domain admitting a
Stein neighborhood basis (see [8]), at C? strictly convex boundary points of bounded domains (see
[9]), but also at every boundary point of the Fornaess-Wold domain, which is convex but not strictly
pseudoconvex and has a boundary of class C? (see [6]).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we introduce some notations and formulas that
will be used in the other sections. In Section 2, we recall the construction of asymptotically Kéhler-
Einstein metrics developped by C. Fefferman in [5]. We provide details about the regularity of the
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functions involved in the construction and on their defining set. In Section 3, we first estimate the
norm of the gradient of the difference between the potential of the Kéhler-Einstein metric and the
potential of an asymptotically Kéhler-Einstein metric constructed in Section 2. Then we use these
estimates to improve the CY estimate. We also derive the higher order estimates, and we use these
to prove Theorems 1 and 2 at the end of the Section. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 4.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Professor S. Fu and Professor J. Bland for their kind
hospitality during my visit in their institutions and the fruitful discussions.

1. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS
Throughout the paper, we use Einstein summation notation.

1.1. Algebra. We denote by M,, (C) the set of square matrices of size n, with complex coefficients.
In this set, we denote by 0 the null matrix and by I the identity matrix.
Let A= (A;;),B = (Bj;) € Myn(C), v = (v;) € C", w = (w;) € C".

If A is invertible, we note (Aﬁ ) = A~L. It is characterized by the relations A“_“Ak; = i,;Akj =1

if ¢ = j, 0 otherwise. Especially, T'r (Ale) = Al Bj;, where T'r denotes the trace function. We

denote by Det (A) the determinant of A. We denote by ‘A = (Aﬁ) the transpose matrix of A, and

by A= (Aig) its conjugate.

We denote by H,, := {A € M,, (C) /*A = A} the space of Hermitian matrices of order n. If A € H,,

we note (v;w) 4 := A viw;. Recall that (v;v)4 € R.

If A, B € H,, we define the following relations:

B> A < YveC"\ {0}, (v;u)p=>(v;v)a, B>A <= YveC"\{0}, (v;v)p> (v;v)a.

We note H,}} := {M € H,/M > 0} and H}!+ := {M € H,/M > 0}. If A € H}
1

V][4 7= (v;0) 3

We will need the following facts that we do not prove:

Proposition 1.1. (1) Let A € H,.Then there exists R € H,\ such that R?> = A. The matriz R is
called a square root of A.

(2) Let A€ Hi. Then 0 < A< Tr(A)I.

(8) Let A € ”H;LH. Then there exist 0 < A < A such that \] < A < Al

we note

1.2. Functions and Kéhler geometry in open sets of C". We work with the usual topology
on C", induced by the usual Euclidean norm, that we note |-|. For p € C" and r > 0, we note
S(p,r), respectively B(p,r) the Euclidean sphere, respectively the Euclidean open ball, of center p
and radius 7.

Let U C C" be a non-empty open set, and let z € U. Let k € N, and let € € [0, 1].

1.2.1. Functions. We denote by C**¢(U) the set of real valued functions having derivatives up to
order k and such that all these derivatives are Holder of exponent €, and by C¥ (U) the set of
analytic functions in U. We simply note C* (U) := C*+9 (U).
A function f € CF*¢(U) is in C**¢ (U) if all its derivatives up to order k extend continuously to
the closure U of U.
If f e C*eU) and (i1, j1,...,in,jn) € N?" satisfies s := >0 (i + 51) < k, we denote by
[ s
1J1--fnjn ° ({92’11‘1 aajl o .8272'{‘8%3‘"
complex matrices introduced above. Also, observe that if f € C! (U), then for every 1 < j < n, we
have f; = f?
A function f € C? (U) is plurisubharmonic at z, respectively strictly plurisubharmonic at z, if
3
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(fi5(2)) > 0, respectively ( fij(z)) > 0. A function f € C?(U) is (strictly) plurisubharmonic in U if
it is (strictly) plurisubharmonic at every point of U.
We will need the following fact that we do not prove:

Proposition 1.2. Let U C C" be an open bounded set and let f € C? (U) be a strictly plurisub-
harmonic function. Then there exist constants 0 < A < A such that \I < (fzj) <Al onU.

1.2.2. Kdhler metrics. A Kahler metric in U is an element of C (U, H,}"), that is, a matrix (gij)
with continuous coefficients in U and such that for every z € U, (g;5(z)) € Hi+.
We say that a Kahler metric (g;7) is induced by a function u € C? (U), called a (Kéhler) potential
for (gij), if (uli) = (gij) inU.
If v =(v;) €C", w= (wj) € C", f,g € C?>(U) and g is a Kihler potential in U, we define the
following quantities:
o (v;w)y = (v; w>(g ) = 9iviy: the scalar product of v and w, for the metric (gij).

1

e [v]g := (v;0)3: the norm of v for (g;3).
e Ric(g) :== —Log (Det (gﬁ)): the Ricci form of (gﬁ).

_ 1
° |Vf|g — |(fi)|(gi3) = (gijfifj) *. the norm of the complex gradient of f for (gﬁ).
o Ayf:=Tr ((gii) (fij)) = gﬁfﬂ: the Laplacian of f for (9@3)'

Moreover, if g € C*(U) and v,w # 0, we also define:
o V1 <i,j k1 <n, Rgu(9):=—95a+ Z 9ikpg"9 57 the curvature coefficients of (g;7).
1<p,q<n
Riji(g)vivjwetdy
vl5lwlz

e Bisg(v,w) := : the holomorphic bisectional curvature of (gl-j), between direc-

tions v and w.

e Hy(v) := Bisg(v,v): the holomorphic sectional curvature of (gzj), in the direction v.

If needed, we will specify the point z at which these quantities are computed by using the following
notations: (v;w)y ., Ric(g)(2), V|, ., Bgf(2), Rij11(9)(2), Bisg.(v,w), ete.

In the special case of the usual metric on C", that is to say § = |-|? (or, equivalently, (gi;) =1), we
simply note (v;w), respectively |V f|, instead of (v;w)g, respectively |V f| 5~ We proceed likewise
with the other notations.

Recall that the metric induces a distance function, that we denote by d,. We say that the metric
is complete if the space (U, d,) is complete.

We say that a Kihler metric induced by a potential g € C*(U) is Kihler-Einstein if there exists
A € R such that (Rz'c(g)i3) = A (gij). We point out that in this paper, all the involved Kahler-
Einstein metrics satisfy (Ric(g)ij) =—(n+1) (gij).

Note that by definition every strictly plurisubharmonic function in U induces a Kéahler potential
in U. There is another way to construct Kéhler potentials from strictly plurisubharmonic negative
functions in U:

Proposition 1.3. Let 1 € C?(U) be a negative strictly plurisubharmonic function. Set g :=
—Log (—1). Then g is a Kdhler potential in U, and the following formulas hold in U :

(4) (=) (97) = () + (252).
) (67) = () () = (- 0000,
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Proof of Proposition 1.3. The function g is well defined and of class C2 in U by construction, and
formula (4) directly comes from the chain rule.
Let R be a square root of (¢;;). Then R is invertible because Det (R)? = Det (¢i;) # 0. Set

B:=R! (%) R'and A := (—¢)R™! (9;7) B! = I 4+ B. Since the rank of B is 1, we have
B? =Tr(B) B. Since Tr (B) = \V_szp = Wj_zi;-} J > (0 > —1, we can do the following computation:
and likewise we have (I — l—l—;i“(B)> A = I. Hence A is invertible, and its inverse is A~! =
(I - I—F;;(B)> =1- R_lmﬂ}%_l. Therefore we obtain the formula (5):

() = o tacimet oo (97) - o LD 0)

O

Let Q € C™ be a domain, let & > 1 be an integer, and let ¢ € Q. We say that 9Q is of class C* in
a neighborhood of ¢ if there exists a defining function of class C* of © in a neighborhood of ¢, that
is, an open set V C C" containing ¢, and a function ¢ € C* (V) satisfying Q NV = {1 < 0} and
V2 e dNNV ={¢ =0}, VY|, # 0. If k > 2 and 99 is of class C* in a neighborhood of ¢, we say
that 99 is strictly pseudoconvex in a neighborhood of ¢ if there exists a bounded open set V C C"
containing ¢, and a function ¢ € C* (V) satisfying QNV = {¢ < 0}, V2 € 00NV = {¢ = 0},
V|, # 0 and (wi;) > 0 in V. The function 1 is a strictly plurisubharmonic defining function for
onNnNv.
The two following results will be needed in Sections 2 and 3:

Proposition 1.4. Let 2 C C" be a domain, let n > 2 be an integer, and let ¢ € 2. Assume that
there exists a neighborhood of ¢ on which 9 is of class C'. Let V- C C" be an open set containing q,
let ¢ € CL (V) be a defining function for 9QNV. Let U C U C V be a bounded open set containing

q. Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that _ inf |V| > 0.
Un{ly|<e}

iy _ : =N
Proof of Proposition 1.4. We argue by contradiction. Then there exists a sequence (z;);cy € U
such that lim (z;) = lim |V, = 0. Since U is compact, we can assume, up to extracting
1—+00 1—+00

a subsequence, that (z;);en converges in U. Denote by z its limit. By continuity of ¢ at z, the
condition ,liin ¥ (z;) = 0 implies 1(z) = 0, which means that z € 9QNU C 92N V. On the
1—+00

one hand, it implies that |Vi|, > 0 because ¥ is a defining function for 92 N V. One the other
hand, the continuity of the function |Vi| at z implies that |Vi|, = ‘liin V|, = 0. Hence the
1—+00

contradiction. I

Proposition 1.5. Let Q) C C" be a domain, and g € 0S2. Assume that there exists a neighborhood of
q on which 0S) is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C2. Let V C C™ be a bounded domain containing

q, ¥ € C2(V) be a strictly plurisubharmonic defining function for 9QNV. Let g := —Log (—1).
5



Then for every bounded open set U C U C V there exist 0 < X < A such that the following
inequalities hold on QN U :

(6)

2
NI
—U+ |V
Proof of Proposition 1.5. We use formula (5) and notations of Proposition 1.3 with U replaced with

QNU. We also use the notations introduced in the proof of Proposition 1.3.

B Tr(B)
* h < :
€ My, hence 0 < 97n By < T T(B)

1 Tr(B) » ,
— | = [ S A— < < .
1+ Tr(B) (1 1+Tr(B)) I's A < I. Since

< (gij) <SA(-9) I

According to Proposition 1.1, we have

B
Since 1+ Tr(B)
—1p > 0, we deduce the following;:

B
1+Tr(B)

, we deduce

—1 1 ~
—— _I<—R(g")R<I,
—p+ VYL, T Y (o) <

—wﬁw@ (v7) < (¢7) < (=) (7).

Moreover, since <1/1i3 ) is continuous on the compact set U, there exist 0 < A < A such that

M < (1#15) < AI on U. Hence:

¢2

p R S W) < A(=p) 1.
S+ VR S(g)é (=¢)

2. CONSTRUCTION OF LOCAL ASYMPTOTICALLY KAHLER-EINSTEIN METRICS

Let V be an open set. Let k> 2 be an integer. If ¢» € C¥(V), its Fefferman functional is defined

by
J() = (=1)"Det < t(:ii) (%5)) '

Then J(v)) € Ck=2(V'). We observe that,

J() ="' Det ((—Log(v);5)) on { > 0},
and that the function

F = Log (J(¢)) = —Ric(=Log(¥)) — (=(n + 1)Log(¥))
is well defined on {¢) > 0} N {Det (—Log();;) > 0}. Especially, if (—Log(¢);;) > 0, F is well
defined and measures the defect of (—Log(1))) to be the potential of a K&hler-Einstein metric: the
metric (—Log(1));;) is Kéhler-Einstein if and only if J (¢) = 1.
Let Q C C™ be a domain and ¢ € 92. Assume that there exists a neighborhood V of ¢ such that
00 NV is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C* with k > 2n + 4. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that V is a bounded domain. We describe Fefferman’s iterating process in V.
Let ¢ € C*(V) be a strictly plurisubharmonic defining function for 92NV Let Uy := {J(—¢) > 0}.
Since ¢ € C? (V) and J(—¢) > 0 on 92NV, the set Uy contains OQ2 NV and is open. Consider the
following constructions on Up:

— J(—-1)
4,0(1) = Ll and, for 2 <[ <n-+1, Lp(l) = go(lfl) 1+ —1 J(=p ) .
J(—)ntt I(n+2-1)
6



Then, for every 1 < I < n+ 1, o is well defined on Uy and ¢ € —2l(Uy). Moreover,

J (= )1 b2
o c¢ (Up).

1
This ensures that for every integer 1 < | < n + 1, the sets U; := ‘1 — J(—go(l))‘ < 5[ @re

open and contain 92 N V. Consequently, there exist positive constants 7 and R such that the set
U = (M 0)n((B(q, R) N 0Q) + B(0, 7)) is open, contains g, satisfies U C V, and on which every

©® is a CF—2! defining function for 8QNU. Then according to Proposition 1.4, we can assume (by

according to the computations done by C. Fefferman in [5], we have

taking smaller r and R if necessary) that min _inf |[Ve®|, > 0 and also inf |[V|, > 0.
<I<nt1 €U zeU

Since 9Q NV is strictly pseudoconvex, we can (by changing ¢ to ¢® (1 + tcp(l)) with ¢ > 0 small

and taking smaller r and R if necessary) assume that each ¢ is strictly plurisubharmonic on U.
Finally, the above construction gives, for every 1 <[ <n + 1:

Log (J (—¢™)) _ Log (1+ (J (=) —1))

(—¢)! a (—¢p)!
() 0] e @)

Let us summarize all these facts:

Proposition 2.1. Let Q) C C" be a domain and let ¢ € ). Assume that there exists a neighborhood
V of q such that 9QNV is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C* with k > 2n+4. Then there exists
a bounded domain U containing q, and a collection of functions (go(l)) satisfying, for every
1<i<n+1:

(1) ‘P(l) e Ck—QZ (U),
(2) QNTU = {e¥W <0} NT,
(3) inf|Vel)]. >0,

zelU

1<i<n+1

(4) oW is strictly plurisubharmonic on U,
(5) [1- 7 (~0) < } on .
(6) ( 90( >) e Cck—2-2 (U),
(7) % € Ck_% (U) and is positive on U,

Log(J(—® _91—9 (77
(8) LeollCeD)) ¢ er-ai-2 (),
Moreover, we have inf |[Vpl|, > 0.
zeU

Remark 2.2. e Especially, conditions (1) to (4) imply that for every integer 1 <1 < n + 1, the
function ©® is a strictly plurisubharmonic defining function of 92N U of class CF—2L.
0 1) 1G0T (7 ()

(—¢p)! @ (=) B
cnt (U ( ) Ifk > 3n+6, then all the aforementionned functions belong to C"2 (U) C 00§5§1C”+1+5 (U)

e If k > 3n + 5, then all the functions ¢ belong to

o The metrics (—Log (—(p%))) are called “asymptotically Kihler-Einstein” on 0QNU, since they
7



satisfy the condition J (—go(l)) (2) — 1 (recall that (—Log (—@5?)) is Kdhler-FEinstein on
z—0QNU

QNU if and only if J (—cp(l)) =1onQnNU).

3. LOCAL BOUNDARY REGULARITY

In this Section, we fix an integer n > 2, a domain €2 C C" and a point g € 2. We assume that
Q) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 1. Namely, there exists a complete Kéhler-Einstein metric
induced by a potential w’ € C¥ () that satisfies conditions (1) and (2), and there exists a neighbor-
hood V of ¢ such that 9QNV is strictly pseudoconvex and of class C* with k& > max (2n + 9, 3n + 6).
Thus, we can apply Proposition 2.1, and use the same notations introduced therein.

One of the main ideas to prove Theorem 1 is to compare the complete Kahler-Einstein metric (w%)

to the aymptotically Kéhler-Einstein metrics induced by the strictly plurisubharmonic defining

functions (90(1))1<l<n+1 as follows.

Let 1 <1 <n+1, and set

O]

. — _ —_oM) = _ _ — —_oM)) = _
=T W Log< @ ) Log (—=ny), F': Log(J( @ )) Log (J (=n¢)) -
Then, according to points (5), (6), (7), (8) of Proposition 2.1, n € C¥=2 (U), w € C¥=2(QnU),

F e k22 (U), (f;)l € ck—2-2 (U) and w and F' are related on Q NU by the condition

(7) Det (wﬁ) = e(twel

Let u := w’ — w. Then, on QN U, u solves the Monge-Ampere equation
(8) Det (w;j + u;5) = """ Det (wy)

Since w' is real analytic in  and w € C¥=2/ (QNU), then u € C*21(QNT).

So, for each integer 1 <1 < n + 1, we have an asymptotically Kahler-Einstein metric (wﬁ) on
QN U, for which the defect of being Kéhler-Einstein is encoded in the function F', and we study
the difference between this metric and the Kéhler-Finstein metric (w%) on QN U. More precisely,

we study the boundary regularity of the difference of their potentials, namely the function wu.

3.1. C! estimate and consequences. Whether global (see [3]) or local (see [1]), the study of the
boundary behavior of u relies on its gradient estimate, which relies on the comparison between

the metrics (w%) and (w;;) (see condition (10)). The gradient estimate enables to deduce the

boundary behavior of u, and then the boundary behavior of the higher order derivatives of u by

F
use of Schauder theory. All these estimates depend on the regularity of the gradient of ——, for

which we have the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1, and with the notations introduced at the

2
beginning of Section 3, we have |72|;”71 e ck-2=3 (Q N U). In particular, there exists a positive
—¥
constant cy, such that the following holds on QN U:
(9) VE[, < ev(—¢)*

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < 4,7 < n. Then, according to point (8) of Proposition 2.1,

F,  Fy; F
ot~ e T <(—s0)l

> c ck—2-3 (U) , and according to equation (5) as well as point
i
8



(7) of Proposition 2.1,

(%) ) (),

wi  Yuwd [ s k—21-2 (O A TT
¥ =2 |+ eC anU),
R —y + VY[, ( )
where ¢ := go(l). )
F|? A F: .
Hence & =Y I e kU3 (Q N U) . O

(=)t = (=) (—p) !
We improve the gradient estimate obtained in [1] by using the computations of [3] in a different
way. Then we proceed exactly as in [1] to obtain the estimates of the other derivatives of w.

Proposition 3.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1, and with the notations indroduced at the
beginning of Section 8 and in Proposition 3.1, for every v €]0;min(2n + 1,21 — 1)[, there exist
positive constants ¢ and € such that |Vul?2, < c(—¢)” on QNU N {|p| < €}.

Remark 3.3. e Proposition 3.2 improves the results obtained in [1] in the sense that 9QNU is not
required to be “nice”.

e Proposition 3.2 is a local version of Proposition 6.4 in [3].

e The proof of Proposition 3.2 will use the fact that |Vu\?u € C?(QNU) and is bounded from above,
which is true as long as k > 2n+5 (see page 297 of (1] for further details).

o It will also use the fact that Lemma II in [1] actually works for C* functions that are bounded
below (see Lemma 3.4 for a version that fits to our situation).

Proof of Proposition 3.2. The strategy of the proof of Proposition 6.4 in [3] is first to show that
there exists dg > 0 such that for every 0 < a < n, 0 < g <n+1and 0 < § < g satisfying
a+ B4 6 <21 —1, there exist positive constants € and ¢ such that the following inequality holds
on QN {|g| <e}:

|Vul? o n+1+np—p% [ |Vul? o
s (s - etoor) > P (g -,

and then to apply the generalized maximum principle and choose suitable constants a and 3 to get

the conclusion.

In our case, we wish to follow the same strategy when we restrict our considerations to QN U.

We focus our attention on explaining the necessary modifications in the proof of Proposition 6.4

in [3], keeping in mind that we look for local estimates in a neighborhood of 9Q N U. For that

purpose, we first explain the dependence of the constants ci, ..., cq with respect to the local data

in order to obtain conditions (15) and (16). Then we use formulas (15) and (16) to complete the

proof. For each constant, we refer precisely to the condition in [3] where it is defined.

In the sequel, 0 < a<nand 0 < B <n+1.

e We apply the first Proposition of page 297 in [1] to derive the existence of positive constants e

and &y such that we have the following on Q N U N {|p| < €}:

(10) (w5) = (1+0 (=) (wy).
which means that there exists a positive constant ¢} such that:
(1= (=0)) (wg) < (w) < (14 (~9)) (wg)

Hence by inverting it we obtain:

(14 (—s0)50>_1 (w7) < (7)< (14 (—90)‘5())_1 (w7).
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% on the set

1
Since :1+1L§1+2:nif:v6[O,%],Wehavel—%gl—l—%'l(—go)

-7 - 1=c(=p)

1
QNUN{|p| < e} whenever e < (ﬁ)%
1
L+ (=)™
1—2¢ (=) on QN U N {|g| < €}. Thus, there exist positive constants ¢ and ¢; such that we
have, on QN U N{|p| < €}:

(101 -0) (47) = () = (11 o1¥) ().

We also take € < 1 so that for every 6 > 0 we have |p|® < 1. Consequently, we deduce the
existence of constants € €]0, 1], dp, 1 > 0 such that for every 0 < ¢ < dp, we have the following on
QNUN{|g| <€}

my (1) (u7) = () = (11 1) ().

This is the same as condition (6.18) in [3], except that it holds in a neighborhood of 92N U in our
situation (in [3], due to the global assumption of strict pseudoconvexity of 92, the inequalities in
(11) are valid in a neighborhood of 992).

From now on, we let § €]0, do).

e The constant ¢y (see condition (6.19)) depends only on ¢;.

e The constant c3 (see conditions (6.22) and (6.23)) depends only on ¢;. Especially we have the
following on QN U N {|p| < €}:

1
2

Moreover, since >1—x > 1—2x for every x € [O ], we also have
x

V|2,
1—03(—90)5S| ;ﬂw <1+4c3(—p)°.

=

In our situation we also assume that € < (ﬁ) ° 5o that we have the following on QNUN{|p| < €}

IVol2, s
SOQw S 1 +C3 (_SO) *

(12) <l-cs(—¢) <

N | —

o Set ¢4 := 2nc3 (see condition (6.24)). B
e According to inequality (6.25), we have, on QN U N {|p| < €}:

2
(-0 2 al-0)" [(n— )T — ey

1

If we assume that € < (%;4“)3, then we derive the inequality @|Vgp\i}, — c4(—¢)**% > 0 on

QN UN{|p| < e}, which leads to the following:

a(n—a) |[Vels, .o

This is the same as inequality (6.26) in [3], but with ¢5 = 0.

o Set ¢g := [ea + c2 (see condition (6.28)).

e The constant ¢7 depends only on ¢4 (see condition (6.29)).

e The constant cg depends only on c3 and ¢7 (see condition (6.30)).
10
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=

e lfe< (7n+l+nﬁ_ﬂ2>

Do , then we have, on QN U N {|p| < €}:

n+1+n8— B>
2
so that in our case inequality (6.31) becomes the following:

2 32 2
A, (]VULE) - n+1+np—p ]Vu|1g B
(=) 2 (=)
Combining (13) and (14), we obtain, on QN U N {|p| < €} and for every ¢ > 0:
2 1 _ 32 2
A, (|Vu1g (- )a) S n+1+n8—p |Vu|uB) B
(—¢) 2 (—¢)
This is exactly the same as inequality (6.31) in [3], but with ¢ = 0.

e Using condition (9) (Proposition 3.1), we observe that |VF|? < cy(—¢)*to+F8 whenever |p| <1
and a + 6 + § < 2l — 1. Therefore, according to (12), the following holds on QN U N {|¢| < €}:

08(_80)5 > 07

(14) VEP (—p) ).

a(n—a) [Ve|2, a
5 2 (=)

IVE (=) ) 1 c

an—ao 2
( )|V<P2\w (—p)

_ aln —a) [Vel?, o o
CVER (=) 048 1 2O VOl va s (e e

2 P2 - 2 ©
an —«
> <—CV + C(4)> (=)
In particular if we take ¢ > a(iffa) the right-hand side is non-negative. This is exactly what is

derived from relation (6.32) in [3] (see the explanation below relation (6.33) in [3]), except that in
our case it holds on QN U N {|p| < €}.

For short, we have proved that there exists dp > 0 such that for every 0 < a<n,0< g8 <n+1
and 0 < § < dp satisfying oo+ 5+ 0 < 21 — 1, there exist € €]0,1] and ¢ > 0 such that the following
inequalities hold on Q N U N {|p| < €}:

Vul? o
(15) A ({28 = e=)*) >0,
[Vl > n+1+ng—p? <\Vu!2 >
16 Aw/< L —c(—p)* ) > L — (=) | .
1o ()7 ~ ¥ 2 EOE
Inequality (15) implies that the function f := ZZ';; — ¢(—p)® cannot achieve its maximum on

QNUN{|p| < €}, provided it is bounded from above on the set D, := QN U N{|p| < €}. Hence we
can find a sequence (2;);cy € DY such that lim f (z;) =sup f and dy (z;,0D.) — +o00. Note
i—+400 D z—+00

that this implies that there exists a positive number R and an integer ig € N such that for every
i > ig we have dy (2;,0D.) > R.

The last step to conclude is to apply the local maximum principle due to J. Bland (see Lemma II in
[1]) and use inequation (16). For completeness, we recall the local maximum principle in a version
that fits our situation:

Lemma 3.4. Let Q C C" be a domain. Assume that there exists a Kdihler-Finstein metric induced

by a potential w' on Q. Let D C Q be a domain. Let f € C? (D) bounded from above. If there exists

a sequence (z;);cy € DN such that lim f (z;) = sup f and there exists R > 0 such that for every
D

1—-+00

integer i, dyy (2i,0D) > R, then there exists an other sequence (2}),.y € DY such that
lim f (z;) =supf, limsupA, f(z) <O0.
t—+oo D i—+00
11



[Vuls,
(—¢)P
a, 3,96 to conclude. We may argue as follows.
(1) If 2n 4+ 1 < 2] — 1, we first apply Lemma 3.4 with 8 =0, a =n — g and ¢ € ]0, min (dg, 4n)[ to
deduce the existence of constants € €]0,1] and ¢ > 0 for which we have |Vu|2, — c(—gp)”_% <0on
QN D,. Since (—p) < e <1 on QN D, this directly implies: |Vul|?, — c(—gp)”_g <0on QN D,
(2) Hence we may apply Lemma 3.4 with a = 8 =n — g and 0 € ]0, min (o, 2n)[ to deduce the
Vul?

)
n—3

We apply Lemma 3.4 to f = — ¢(—¢)* with D = D, and choose the suitable constants

existence of constants e €]0,1] and ¢ > 0 for which o) — C(—go)n_% < 0on QN D, Again,
-
since (—p) < € <1 on QN D, this directly implies: |Vul|? — c(—np)”“‘g <0onQND,.
(3) Hence we may apply once more Lemma 3.4 with g =a+l=n+1- g and 0 € |0, min (dg, 2n)]
[Vl

)
— — n—s .
nt1-3 c(—p)"72 <0 on QN De. Finally, we

to deduce the existence of ¢,e > 0 for which o)
—¢
directly deduce that |Vu|? < c¢(—¢)?"*1=% on QN D,.

1
(4) If 2l — 1 < 2n + 1, we can proceed likewise: first taking 5 = 0, = min (n,l —5) g
1 0
with 0 € ]O,mln (50,8m1n (n,l — 5)) [, then considering @ = f = min <n,l — 2) — 1 with § €

1 9
}O,min ((50,4111111 (n,l — %)) [, and finally taking a = =1 — 5735 with 0 € |0, min (dg, 20 — 1)][.
In both cases, we obtain the desired conclusion by letting § tend to 0. Hence the result. ]
In the rest of Subsection 3.1, we use Proposition 3.2 first to derive the estimates of u of order 0
(Proposition 3.5), second to derive estimates of higher order (Proposition 3.7), and finally to obtain
a regularity result for pe™" (Proposition 3.8).
Proposition 3.5. Under the hypothesis and notations of Proposition 3.2, we have:
(1) For every~ €]0,min (2n + 1,21 — 1) [, there exist positive constants € and ¢ such that |Vu| <
c(—go)%f1 on the set QN U N {|¢| < €}. In particular, if v > 2, one has v € C' (AN T).
(2) For every z € 00 NU, Ve*w/‘ # 0.
4
(8) For every v €]0,min(2n + 1,20 — 1)[ there exist positive constants ¢ and € such that |u| <
c(—go)% on QNUNA{|p| < €}.

Remark 3.6. e Observe that relation (10) already gives a control on u. Indeed, by applying Log o
Det on both sides, using equation (8), and simplifying both sides, we may successively obtain, on
QNUN{|g| <e€}:

e Det (w;5) = (1 +0 <|S0|60)>n Det (w;3),

n S F
= " Log (1+0 (¢l”)) + —
u=_—Log(1+0(J¢l™))+ ——
Thus, part (3) of Proposition 3.5 only improves the exponent Jy.
e Part (3) of Proposition 3.5 is exactly as in [1], the only difference being that we have it for
every v € |0, min (2n + 1,20 — 1)[. We prove it a slightly different way by first proving part (1) of
Proposition 3.5.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. (1) We apply Proposition 3.2, and use Proposition 1.5 with ¢ = nep,
g = w and U replaced with U N {|p| < €}. With notations of Propositions 3.2 and 1.5, we have
12



2 _
5 > 0. Moreover we know that — + \Vzﬁ@, (%) eC (U) and are positive functions. Hence they
are bounded from above, so that there exist positive constants M7, My such that — + |V¢|i < M

2 _ _
and (%) < M5 on U. Thus, we have the following on QN U:

1 -+ |Vyf;
‘VU|2 < XTw

2
= Swr vl (5) o,

C _
< S MMy ()7

2
Vaf; < $(=+ Vo) (ZZ) (=)™,

Therefore we obtain the conclusion by setting ¢’ = /{Mi1 M. Especially, if v > 2, then all
the derivatives of u of order 1 extend continuously to QN U (and equal 0 on 922 N U), hence
weCl (@n).

(2) To prove part (2) of Proposition 3.5, we let | = n+1. Then by construction e™ = —¢p
Moreover, according to point (1) of Proposition 2.1 and to point (1) of Proposition 3.5, we have
et 4 e 1 (Q N U). Thus e~ € C! (Q N U) so that we can differenciate in Q N U and let z
tend to any point in 92 N U to deduce

w’ (n+1) g—u

. _ A
lim ‘Ve w
z—0QNU

_ Mn7V¢MU‘#Q
z z—00NU z

because of points (2), (3) of Proposition 2.1.
(3) Fix v € ]0,min (2n 4+ 1,20 — 1)[.
Let z € UNA{|g| < €}. Let z0 € 02N U N{|p| < €} such that d(z,00) = |z — 29| =: s. Set

:= z — z9. Define the following function:

f: 0,1 — R
t — u(z+tv).

According to point (1) of Proposition 3.5 we have f € C! (|0, s]). Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality we have |f'(t)] < |Vul, ;= V| =s Vul, - From point (1) of Remark 3.6 we also
have u(zp) = 0. Using the fundamental theorem of calculus we deduce:

1
/ F(t) dt
0
1

< S/ Vul, = dt,
0

[u(z)] = [f(1) = £(0)| =

9

1 1
< cs/o (—p (20 + 7)) dt,

1
CS ol
< ——— | W) (ht)2 T dt,
S W JRECIE)
2cs LN
N ’Yinf[o’l] h/(t) /0 (h2) (t) dt’
2cs x
= < (— z 2 ,
yinfig ) R'(t) #(2))
2cs

S 7
7 infjo 1 7'(2)
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where h := —p (20 +-7) € C* ([0, 1]). According to point (3) of Proposition 2.1 we have inf &’ > 0.

)

Hence the result.
O

Proposition 3.7 is exactly as in [1], the only difference being that we have the estimates for every
v €10, min (2n 4+ 1,2 — 1)].

Proposition 3.7. Under the hypothesis and notations of Proposition 3.2, we have: for every v €
10; min(2n+1,21—1)], there exist positive constants € and ¢ such that for every integer 0 < p < k—2I,
the following holds on QN U N {|p| < €}:

DPul,, < clgl?
where |DPul,, is the length of the p-th covariant derivative of uw with respect to (wﬁ).

Proof of Proposition 3.7. We fix v € |0, min (2n + 1,20 — 1)[ and follow line by line the proof at the
beginning of page 300 in [1], the only thing that changes being the range in which ~ can be choosen.
Namely, we apply Log o Det to equation (8) to obtain the following partial differential equation of
second order:

1 R
where (h;5) = </ (w+ tu) dt) e CF22(QNnUN{|p| < €}, H, ). We use equation (11)
0
with § = 0 to deduce the existence of constants €, ¢ > 0 such that we have, on QN U N {|p| < €}:

2 (7)< () < ().

Moreover u € CE=21(QNUN{|¢| < €}), and according to Proposition 2.1 we have F, €

_F
()

ck—21-2 (Q NUN{|e| < e}) We conclude by applying Schauder theory. O]

In particular, we deduce the following, exactly as was done in [1]:

Proposition 3.8. Under the notations and hypothesis of Proposition 3.2, for every number v €
10, min (2n + 1,20 — 1) [ and for every 0 <6 <3 — || (where || denotes the integral part of ),

we have: u,e”" € cl3]+o (Q N U). Moreover, if v > 2, we have: pe™™ € cl3l+1+s (Q N U).

Proof of Proposition 3.8. This is exactly as in [1] (or [3] for a global version). Observe that since
k—20>3n+6—-2(n+1)>n+2>2 uel"?(QNU)and ¢ € C"*2 (U) (see Proposition 2.1),

it is enough to prove the existence of a positive constant € such that for every 0 < § < % — PJ,

2
one has u € cL3]+9 (Q NUN{lp| < e}) and pe " € clzl+i+s (Q NUN{|p| < 6})

Let v €]0,min (2n 4+ 1,21 — 1) [. According to Proposition 3.7, there exist positive constants e and
¢ such that for every integer 0 < p < k — 2I, the following holds on QNU N {|p| < €}:

|DPul, < clo|? .

Moreover, according to Proposition 1.5, there exist positive constants A < A such that the following

holds on QN U: )
/\<_¢> B §A<_¢> I
—0) =+ |V —p —
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Since (#) eC (U) is a positive function (see Proposition 2.1) and U is a compact set, we deduce

%)
that there exist positive constants M and M’ such that the following holds on Q N U:

Y

_ ij
AWM—— 1< (25 ) <AM'T
— + VY| —

Together with the expression of |DPul, in terms of the derivatives of v and of w, this implies the
existence of positive constants € and ¢ such that for every integer 0 < p < k — 2/ and every multi-
index (i1, 1, ,%n, jin) € N?" satisfying > p_; (ix+7jk) < p, the following holds on QNUN{|¢| < €}:

U; =

— |%—p
2171 tnJn :

(e_u)zlﬂznﬁ sc |90

e Let p = |1|. Then the derivatives of u of order p extend continuously to QN U N {|¢| < €} (and

are equal to 0 on 9QNT), and these extensions are Hélder of exponent § for every 0 < § < 1— L%J

This gives the desired regularity of v and e™".
e According to the chain rule and the regularity of ¢ and e~

¢ > 0 such that the following holds on QN U N {|p| < €}:

“ we have the existence of a constant

< c,ﬁ%*(ﬁ*l)_

—u o __—u
‘(906 )ilﬁ---inTn Pirji - injn©

—e™ e C! (QﬂUﬂ{|<p| <) € NogssaC? (QHUO{M < e}) be-

Moreover, we have i T
cause we assume that 3 > 1. Let p = L%J + 1. Then the derivatives of we™ of order p ex-
tend continuously to Q@ N U N {|¢| < €} and these extensions are Holder of exponent ¢ for every

0<6d<3—|2]| This gives the desired regularity of e . O
3.2. Proof of Theorems 1 and 2. We deduce Theorem 1 by using Proposition 3.8:

Proof of Theorem 1. We take | = n + 1. Then, according to Proposition 3.1, the range of v is

10,2n+1]. Let a € ]0,1] and take v := 2n+« so that [%J = n. We apply Proposition 3.8 to obtain
(n+1) o

pe € CMTIH (QNT) for every 0 < 6 < &. Since k —2(n+ 1) > n + 2, then LANMNPEN A (U)
¥

(n+1)
by point (7) of Proposition 2.1. We directly deduce that —w' = go("'H)e_U = ((p > pe " e
2
crtits (2N U). This holds for every 0 < 4§ < § < %, hence the result. O
We can also prove Theorem 2:

Proof of Theorem 2. By definition,

E1§i,j,k,lgn Rijkf(g)vivijwkml
v[3,|wl3..

Bisg . (v,w) =

)

where the curvature coeflicients satisfy the following formula which follows from the definition by
direct calculations:

Riga(9) = —(9:5900 + 9i19x7)
(18) 1 1 i i
+j¢ Ri(v) — DI (Vit — ViephP0q) (V57 — P 57)

) igi= Y =
15



Therefore, if v,w € S(0, 1), we have the following on Q N U:

) 2
Bisg(v,w) = — (1 + |<v,w>g|>

|v[2|w]?

=T (v,w)

v 2 w 2

~iw@£i%“”
=T (v,w)
1 1 Ykt 570V W
O VPR -y R
=T (v,w)

Using the proof of Proposition 3.8 with § = n 4§ > 24§ for some fixed 0 < ¢ < % we have the
existence of positive constants ¢, e > 0 such that the following holds on QN U N{|y| < €} for every
1<4,5,k 1 <n:

‘wijki‘ < C“P‘_Hé,

and we also have ¢ € C3 <Qﬂ Un{lel < e})

The rest of the proof consists of estimating |75 (v, w)| and |T5(v, w)|. This will directly follow from
formulas (19) and (20).
e Using the notations of Proposition 1.3 and of the proof of Proposition 1.3, we have 0 < B, hence
I < A, hence (¢;5) =: R* < RAR = (—)(g;5).

This means that for every v € C", the following holds on QN U:

(19) ol < (~9)lof2

e Since QN U{|p| < €} is compact and 1 € C? (Q NUNA{|p] < e}), we also have the existence of
a positive constant 0 < A_ such that the following inequality holds on QN U N {|p| < €}:
(20) AT < (¥55)-

We complete the proof as follows. According to inequality (19), we have the following on Q N U
for every vectors v, w € S(0,1):

BN
= Tof2ul2

Moreover, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all 1 < ¢,j,k,l < n we have ‘Rijk; (w)‘ <

< (=) = (—p)e™™.

clel’ "t on QNUN{|p| < €}. Hence there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that |T5(v, w)| < ¢p|®
on QNUN{|g| < €}.
Likewise, using inequalities (19) and (20) we obtain, on QNU and for every vectors v, w € S(0,1):

1 L ) 1 (o) e
—P V7, — o Wlwly T Vel - A2 Vel - A2

Note that (up to taking a smaller positive ¢) ]Vzﬁ\i -ypel (Q NUN{|g| < e}) and is a positive

function thanks to point (2) of Proposition 3.5. Moreover, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
for all 1 < i,7,k,l < n we have ‘w,iklﬁ,ﬂ‘ <con QNUN{|g| < €}. Hence there exists a positive

constant ¢ > 0 such that |T5(v,w)| < c|p| on QNU N {|g| < €}.
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Using the triangle inequality, we deduce the existence of positive constants €, ¢ > 0 such that the
following inequality holds on QN U N {|¢| < €}:

sup | Bisy (v, w) + Ty (v, w)| < c|p|°.
v,weS(0,1)

We obtain the result since lim ¢(z) = 0 and ¢ > 0. O
z—q

Remark 3.9. Regardless that n > 2, the asymptotic curvature behavior (3) does not persist if we
remove the hypothesis of strict pseudoconvezity.

For instance, if m € N*, in the “egg domain” {(z1,22) € C?/|z1|* + |22|*™ < 1}, we can easily
deduce from the computations done in [2] that, at ¢ = (1,0):

o 3
o1 = A Bisg (v, w) < =5

This differs from (3) if m > 2. We also notice that the same approach as in [2] may be adapted to
obtain the same estimates in tube domains {(21, z2) € C?/Re(21) + Re(22)?™ < 1} at ¢ = (1,0) for
m € N*.

Yo, w e S(0,1), —3+

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 4
We recall the definition of the squeezing function of a domain.
Definition 4.1. Let Q C C™ be a domain. For z € Q, let
]:? ={f:Q— B(0,1)/ f is holomorphic, injective and f(z) = 0}.
The squeezing funtion of Q at point z is defined by s*(2) := sup{r > 0/3f € F*, B(0,r) C f(Q)}.

In [4] the authors prove that the supremum in Definition 4.1 is achieved.

In the rest of this Section, every domain that appears possesses a unique complete Kéahler-
Einstein potential which is solution to Equation (1) with condition (2) and we only work with
this one. Moreover, given a domain D with complete Kéhler-Einstein potential g solving Equation
(1) with condition (2), we use the notations (-,-)2,|-?,

(*,)g,2: "l » Bisg,. to avoid confusions.
We need the following Lemma, which is a direct consequence of the proof of Theorem 7.5. in [3]:

BisP instead of the previous notations

Lemma 4.2. Let D C C" be a bounded pseudoconvexr domain. Let (D), oy be an exhaustion of D
by strictly pseudoconvexr domains with boundary of class C*°. Then, up to extracting a subsequence
from (D,), ey, the following holds for every compact set K C D:

D

sup  sup <v,w>ZD” — (v, w);

z€K v,weCn\{0}

— 0,

V—00

sup  sup !Bis?” (v, w) — BisZD(v,w)‘ — 0.

2€K v,weCm\{0} oo
We prove Theorem 4:
Proof of Theorem 4. Let (z(”)) € ON such that lim ) = g. For v e Nlet f) e F2  such
veN Pt 2)

that B (0,8Q (z(”))) c fY(Q), let g = (1 - 2,,1“) f®) and set Q, := ¢ (Q). Since g™ is a
biholomorphic mapping from the pseudoconvex domain 2 to €,, {2, is a bounded pseudoconvex
domain. By construction of ¢g(*), for every integer v € N we have Q, C B (0,1). Moreover we have

li_>m §% (z(” )) = 1 hence up to taking a subsequence we may assume that Q, C Qui1.
14 oo

Let v € N*. Since €, is a bounded pseudoconvex domain, there exists an exhaustion of €, by
17



strictly pseudoconvex domains with smooth boundary, so that according to Lemma 4.2 there exists
a strictly pseudoconvex domain D, with boundary of class C*>° that satisfies 2,1 C D, C £, and

2 2
Q. D,
’<’U7w>0 ’(v,w)o < 1
Sup ol | D, = v’
vweCm\{o} | \ [v]g”[wly [vlo ™ |wlg™ 2
Bisy” Bisb» <2
sup isy” (v,w) — Bisy " (v, w)| < o

v,weC\{0}

)

Moreover, since each ¢(*) is holomorphic and injective, the linear map Bgz(y) is invertible, hence:

v v Dy
‘ <8gi(u)) (v), 892(3) (w)>0

v v 2
‘ <892(3) (v), 892(3) (w)>0

1
(21) sup [e) Q D D S YR
v.weCn v v v v v v v v 2v
wECT{0} ‘89;3) (v) 0 9 i(g) (w) 0 ’392& (v) 0 892(3) (w) 0
, v v , v 1
(22) sup | Bisg (997, (v), 09, (w)) = Bis (997, (), 090}, (w))| < 5

v,weCn\{0}

Because of the property Q, C D,y1 C Q,1 for every v € N, the sequence (Dy),¢cn is an increasing

sequence of strictly pseudoconvex domains with boundary of class C*°. Since le st (z(”)> =1we
14 o]

have U,enD, = B(0,1), that is (D,),y is an exhaustion of the unit ball by strictly pseudoconvex
domains with boundary of class C>°. Therefore according to Lemma 4.2 we deduce the following
up to extracting a subsequence from (D)), cx:

2
(v, 0" (v, w)g |
L] - — 0,
vawecm\ {0} | \ [0]5 [w|E 0] B0 g BOD || v—oo

sup Bz’sOD” (v, w) — BisOB(O’l)(v,w) — 0.
v,weCn\{0} V=00

)

Moreover, since each g(” ) is holomorphic and injective, the linear map Bgz(y) is invertible, hence:

» D, 5 B(0,1) 2
'<agi(3)( ) 892(3)( )>0 ’<agi(u))( ) agi(g)( )>O
(23) sup o) — 0,
oweC\ {0} (v) g BOD o ) POV | e
29, Jogt) (), 29 )] [og ()]
(24) SUPy, weCn\ {0} ‘Bis(?” (693('3) (U),(?gg(jz) (w)) stB(O b (3921('3)( ), 69((3)( )) hed 0.
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Using triangle inequality we obtain for every integer v € N and every vectors v,w € C™\ {0}:

2
Q ’<U7w>?('/)
Bis ) (v,w) + 1+ [ —5——5—
vl [wlZe)
v v O
0 ) ) ’<892<3) (U),agi(g) (w)>0
= |Bisy" (892@ (v), 99y (w)) +1+ o
06, 0)] " 0 )]
< Eﬁsou(agg%(”%aggg(“0>"f%50"<89§%( )ag;%( ))‘
+ | Bisg (99, (.99, (w)) = Bisg ™ (992, (). 997, () )
v v Dy
B ) ) '<agi(2) (U),agi(g) (w)>0
+ |Bisg Y (99", (0,095 (w)) + 1+ ol
06,0, 0 )|,
14 Q v D,
(0020000, ), (0020005 ),
+ op Dy Dy,
00,0, |00 ()| 09,0 [ogs) ()|,
— 0
V—0o0

From condition (22), respectively condition (24), condition (21), the first term of the right hand
side, respectively the second, the fourth, tends to 0 as v tends to +o0o. Moreover the Kéhler-

B(0,1) 2
3(0,1)(

- : : . . (v}
Einstein metric we work with satisfies Bis —
0 |v|OB(O’1)‘w‘éB(O’1)

v,w)=—1— for every vectors

v,w € C%\ {0}. We combine this remark with condition (23) to deduce that the third term of the
right hand side tends to 0 as v tends to +o00. Hence the result. O

REFERENCES

[1] John S. Bland, Local boundary regularity of the canonical Einstein-Kdhler metric on pseudoconvexr domains.,
Math. Ann. 263 (1983), 289-301 (English).

, The Einstein-Kihler metric on {|z|* 4 |w|*” < 1}., Mich. Math. J. 33 (1986), 209-220 (English).

Shiu-Yuen Cheng and Shing-Tung Yau, On the existence of a complete Kdhler metric on non-compact complex

manifolds and the regularity of Fefferman’s equation., Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 33 (1980), 507—544 (English).

Fusheng Deng, Qian Guan, and Liyou Zhang, Some properties of squeezing functions on bounded domains., Pac.

J. Math. 257 (2012), no. 2, 319-341 (English).

Charles L. Fefferman, Monge-Ampére equations, the Bergman kernel, and geometry of pseudoconvexr domains.,

Ann. Math. (2) 103 (1976), 395-416 (English).

John Erik Fornzess and Erlend Forneess Wold, A non-strictly pseudoconvexr domain for which the squeezing

function tends to one towards the boundary (2016), available at arXiv:1611.04464.

A.V. Isaev, Kdhler-Einstein metric on Reinhardt domains., J. Geom. Anal. 5 (1995), no. 2, 237-254 (English).

Seungro Joo and Kang-Tae Kim, On boundary points at which the squeezing function tends to one, The Journal

of Geometric Analysis (2017).

Kang-Tae Kim and Liyou Zhang, On the uniform squeezing property of bounded convex domains in C".,

Math. 282 (2016), no. 2, 341-358 (English).

John Lee and Richard Melrose, Boundary behaviour of the complex Monge-Ampére equation., Acta Math. 148

(1982), 159-162 (English).

Pac. J.

19


arXiv:1611.04464

[11] Ngaiming Mok and Shing-Tung Yau, Completeness of the Kdihler-Finstein metric on bounded domains and the
characterization of domains of holomorphy by curvature conditions., 1983 (English).

[12] Sai-Kee Yeung, Geometry of domains with the uniform squeezing property., Adv. Math. 221 (2009), no. 2, 547—
569 (English).

E-mail address: Sebastien.Gontard@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr

Univ. GRENOBLE ALPES, CNRS, IF, 38000 GRENOBLE, FRANCE

20



	Introduction
	1. Preliminaries and notations
	1.1. Algebra
	1.2. Functions and Kähler geometry in open sets of Cn

	2. Construction of local asymptotically Kähler-Einstein metrics
	3. Local boundary regularity
	3.1. C1 estimate and consequences
	3.2. Proof of Theorems 1 and 2

	4. Proof of Theorem 4
	References

