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STRONG HOLOMORPHIC MORSE INEQUALITIES ON NON-COMPACT COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

WITH OPTIMAL FUNDAMENTAL ESTIMATE

MANLI LIU, GUOKUAN SHAO, AND WENXUAN WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish strong holomorphic Morse inequalities on non-compact manifolds

under the condition of optimal fundamental estimates. We show that optimal fundamental estimates are

satisfied and then strong holomorphic Morse inequalities hold true in various settings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Holomorphic Morse inequalities was established by Demailly [4]. One motivation was Siu’s solution

of Grauert-Riemenschneider conjecture [16] and the proof was inspired by Witten’s analytic proof of

the classical Morse inequalities. Holomorphic Morse inequalities are global results which encode local

datas, which can be studied by the behaviors of heat kernels, Bergman kernels or Szegő kernels. It

provides a flexible way to produce holomorphic sections of high tensor powers of line bundle under

mild positivity assumptions. Variants of the holomorphic Morse inequalities have been intensively

studied during recent years, see [11] and the references therein for a comprehensive exposition. The

inequalities have profound applications in complex geometry and algebraic geometry. Morse inequal-

ities have been generalized to new settings, such as [7, 6, 5] for CR manifolds by using CR scaling

technique and complex manifolds with boundary by developing reduction to boundary technique.

Recently Li-Shao-Wang [10] introduced a new concept of optimal fundamental estimate and gave

a unified proof of the weak holomorphic Morse inequalities on various settings of non-compact man-

ifolds. Moreover, they established asymototics of spectral function of lower energy forms and proved

versions of weak holomorphic Morse inequalities for lower energy forms on complete Hermitian man-

ifolds. Based on the previous work, Peng-Shao-Wang [14] studied weak holomorphic Morse inequali-

ties for lower energy forms on weakly 1-complete manifolds and q-convex manifolds.

Note that the main results in [10, 14] focused only on weak holomorphic Morse inequalities. The

motivation of this paper is to explore strong holomorphic Morse inequalities with optimal fundamental

estimate. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n and (L, hL) a holomorphic Hermitian

line bundle on X. Denote by RL the curvature form of (L, hL) and c1(L, h
L) :=

√
−1
2π RL the first Chern

class of (L, hL). Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Strong holomorphic Morse inequalities). Let 0 ≤ q ≤ n. Suppose there exist a compact

subset K ⊂ X and C > 0 such that, for sufficiently large k, any s ∈ Dom(∂k) ∩Dom(∂
∗
k) ∩ L2

0,j(X,L
k),

where 0 ≤ j ≤ q,

(1.1)

(

1− C

k

)

||s||2 ≤ C

k

(

||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗ks||2
)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX .
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Then for any 0 ≤ r ≤ q, we have the estimate for alternative sum of the dimension of L2-Dolbeault

cohomology,
r
∑

j=0

(−1)r−j dimCH
j
(2)(X,L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(≤r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn),

where K(≤ r) := ∪r
j=0K(j) and K(j) := {x ∈ K : RL

x has exactly j negative eigenvalues and n −
j positive eigenvalues} . If (1.1) holds for any q ≤ j ≤ n, then for any q ≤ r ≤ n, we have,

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(X,L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn),

where K(≥ r) := ∪n
j=rK(j). In particular, if (1.1) holds for any 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we have the Riemann-Roch-

Hirzebruch formula

n
∑

j=0

(−1)j dimCH
j
(2)(X,L

k) = kn
∫

K

c1(L, h
L)n

n!
+ o(kn).

In particular, we can deduce weak Morse inequalities from Theorem 1.1 as a corollary.

Corollary 1.2 (Weak Morse inequalities [10, Theorem 1.1]). Let 0 ≤ q ≤ n. Suppose there exist a

compact subset K ⊂ X and C > 0 such that, for sufficiently large k, we have
(

1− C

k

)

||s||2 ≤ C

k

(

||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗ks||2
)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX

for s ∈ Dom(∂k) ∩Dom(∂
∗
k) ∩ L2

0,q(X,L
k). Then we have

dimHq
(2)(X,L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(q)
(−1)qc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

With the optimal fundamental estimate (1.1) at hands, combined with also asymptotic estimates of

Bergman kernel functions, we can integrate the Bergman kernel function over a compact subset to get

the dimension of harmonic spaces. The “optimal” means the coefficient of the term
∫

K
|s|2dvX is 1.

Suppose the coefficient is less than 1, the harmonic forms vanish as k → ∞. So the coefficient 1 rep-

resents the precise interface of the vanishing everywhere and the concentration on a compact subset

for harmonic forms. See Sec. 2.3 for definitions of the optimal and the usual fundamental estimate.

It is remarkable that our approach is direct. Moreover, the upper bound of asymptotic dimension of

cohomology are sharper than the previous in literatures (Explicitly we can replace relatively compact

domain U in [11, (3.2.58)] including K inside by K itself). There are some results of optimal fun-

damental estimate for non-compact manifolds, such as [10, 14]. Based on these results, we establish

strong holomorhpic Morse inequalities in various situations as follows and give a uniform and simple

proof.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a weakly 1-complete manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic

Hermitian line bundle on X. Assume K ⊂ Xc := {ϕ < c} is a compact subset and (L, hL) is Griffith

q-positive on X \K with q ≥ 1. Then, there exits a Hermitian metric ω on X and as k → ∞, such that

for any q ≤ r ≤ n,

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(Xc, L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

In particular, if L > 0 on X \K, for any 1 ≤ r ≤ n we have,

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j(X,Lk) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).
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Note that Marinescu[12] gives a proof of weak Morse inequalities (Corollary 1.2) in this setting,

but the results can be improved to strong Morse inequalities using our methods.

Theorem 1.4 (Ma-Marinescu[11]). Let M ⋐ X be a smooth pseudoconvex domain in a complex mani-

fold X of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let (L, hL) be positive

in a neighbourhood of the boundary bM of M . Then there are a compact subset K ⋐M and a Hermitian

metric ω on X, such that for any 1 ≤ r ≤ n,

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j

(2)(M,Lk) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

Theorem 1.5 (Bouche[3]). Let X be a q-convex manifold of dimension n and 1 ≤ q ≤ n. Let (L, hL) be

a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Suppose RL has at least n− s + 1 non-negative eigenvalues

on X \M for a compact subset M with 1 ≤ s ≤ n. Then for any s+ q − 1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j(X,Lk) ≤ kn

n!

∫

M(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

Theorem 1.6. Let (X,Θ) be a complete Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic

Hermitian line bundle on X such that Θ = c1(L, h
L) on X \M for a compact subset M . Then for any

1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have
n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j

(2)(X,L
k ⊗KX) ≤ kn

n!

∫

M(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

Ma-Marinescu [11] give a lower bound of dimCH
0
(2)(X,L

k ⊗ KX) in this case, but our methods

could get strong Morse inequalities.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce some definitions and elementary facts

related to L2-cohomology and L2 Hodge decomposition, some useful estimates will be mentioned. In

Sec. 3, we recall Berman’s scaling technique and prove a local version of strong Morse inequalities for

non-compact manifolds. Strong holomorphic Morse inequalities (Theorem 1.1) will be proved in Sec.

4. In Sec. 5 we give some applications and examples of our results and prove Theorem 1.3–1.6.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n and (F, hF ) and (L, hL) be holomorphic Hermit-

ian vector bundles on X with rank(L) = 1. Let Ωp,q(X,F ) be the space of smooth (p, q)-forms on X

with values in F for p, q ∈ N. If rank(F ) = 1, the curvature of (F, hF ) is defined by RF = ∂∂ log |s|2
hF

for any local holomorphic frame s and the Chern-Weil form of the first Chern class of F is denoted by

c1(F, h
F ) =

√
−1
2π RF , which is a real (1, 1)-form on X. The volume form is given by dVX := ωn := ωn

n! .

We identify the two-form RF at every x ∈M with a linear endomorphism QF given by

RF
x (α, β) = 〈QFα, β〉ω, ∀α, β ∈ T 1,0

x X.

2.1. L2-coholomogy. Let Ωp,q
0 (X,F ) be the subspace of Ωp,q(X,F ) consisting of elements with com-

pact support. The L2-scalar product on Ωp,q
0 (X,F ) is given by

(s1, s2)X :=

∫

X

〈s1(x), s2(x)〉hdVX(x)

where 〈·, ·〉h := 〈·, ·〉hF ,ω is the pointwise Hermitian inner product induced by ω and hF . We denote by

L2
p,q(X,F ), the L2 completion of Ωp,q

0 (X,F ).

Let ∂
F

: Ωp,q
0 (X,F ) → L2

p,q+1(X,F ) be the Dolbeault operator and let ∂
F

max be its maximal ex-

tension. From now on we still denote the maximal extension by ∂
F

:= ∂
F

max and the corresponding

Hilbert space adjoint by ∂
F∗

:= ∂
F∗
H := (∂

F

max)
∗
H . We write ∂

F

k := ∂
Lk⊗F

for simplification. Consider
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the complex of closed, densely defined operators L2
p,q−1(X,F )

T=∂
F

−−−−→ L2
p,q(X,F )

S=∂
F

−−−−→ L2
p,q+1(X,F ),

then (∂
F
)2 = 0. By [11, Proposition 3.1.2], the operator defined by

Dom(�F ) = {s ∈ Dom(S) ∩Dom(T ∗) : Ss ∈ Dom(S∗), T ∗s ∈ Dom(T )},
�F s = S∗Ss+ TT ∗s for s ∈ Dom(�F ),

is a positive, self-adjoint extension of Kodaira Laplacian, called the Gaffney extension. The space of

harmonic forms H p,q(X,F ) is defined by

H
p,q(X,F ) := Ker(�F ) ∩ L2

p,q(X,F ) = {s ∈ Dom(�F ) ∩ L2
p,q(X,F ) : �

F s = 0}.

The q-th reduced (resp. non-reduced) L2-Dolbeault cohomology are defined by, respectively,

(2.1) H
0,q
(2)(X,F ) :=

Ker(∂
F
) ∩ L2

0,q(X,F )

[Im(∂
F
) ∩ L2

0,q(X,F )]
, H0,q

(2)(X,F ) :=
Ker(∂

F
) ∩ L2

0,q(X,F )

Im(∂
F
) ∩ L2

0,q(X,F )
,

where [V ] denotes the closure of the space V . According to the general regularity theorem of elliptic

operators, s ∈ H p,q(X,F ) implies s ∈ Ωp,q(X,F ).

2.2. L2-Weak Hodge decomposition. It is obvious that H 0,q(X,F ) = Ker(S) ∩Ker(T ∗) by the defi-

nition of �F . It is well known that

Im(T )⊥ =Ker(T ∗) = (Ker(T ∗) ∩Ker(S)) ⊕ (Ker(T ∗) ∩Ker(S)⊥)

=H
0,q(X,F ) ⊕ (Ker(T ∗) ∩Ker(S)⊥) = H

0,q(X,F )⊕ (Ker(T ∗) ∩ [Im(S∗)])

=H
0,q(X,F ) ⊕ [Im(S∗)],

where Im(T )⊥ denotes orthogonal complement of Im(T ) in L2
0,q(X,F ) and the last equality comes

from T ∗S∗ = 0.

We also have

Ker(S) =([Im(T )] ∩Ker(S))⊕ (Im(T )⊥ ∩Ker(S)) = [Im(T )]⊕ (Im(T )⊥ ∩Ker(S))

=[Im(T )]⊕ (Ker(T ∗) ∩Ker(S)) = H
0,q(X,F )⊕ [Im(T )],

the second equality comes from ST = 0. Since L2
0,q(X,F ) = Im(T )⊥ ⊕ [Im(T )], we get weak Hodge

decomposition[11, (3.1.21)]

L2
0,q(X,F ) =H

0,q(X,F )⊕ [Im(∂
F∗

)]⊕ [Im(∂
F
)],

Ker(∂
F
) =H

0,q(X,F )⊕ [Im(∂
F
)].

(2.2)

From weak Hodge decomposition (2.2) and definition of L2-Dolbeault cohomology group (2.1), we

get a canonical isomorphism

H
0,q
(2)(X,F )

∼= H
0,q(X,F ),

which associates to each cohomology class its unique harmonic representative. Set H
q

(2)(X,F ) :=

H
0,q
(2)(X,F ) and Hq

(2)(X,F ) := H0,q
(2)(X,F ). The sheaf cohomology of holomorphic sections of F is

isomorphic to the Dolbeault cohomology, H•(X,F ) ∼= H0,•(X,F ).

2.3. Fundamental estimates and strong Hodge decomposition. We say the fundamental estimate

holds in bidegree (0, q) for forms with values in F with 0 ≤ q ≤ n, if there exist a compact subset

K ⊂ X and C > 0 such that, for s ∈ Dom(∂
F
) ∩Dom(∂

F,∗
) ∩ L2

0,q(X,F ), we have

‖s‖2 ≤ C

(

‖∂F s‖2 + ‖∂F∗
s‖2 +

∫

K

|s|2dVX
)

.

Then we claim the strong Hodge decomposition under the fundamental estimate.
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Theorem 2.1 ([11, Theorem 3.1.8]). If the fundamental estimate holds in bidegree (0, q), then ∂
F

on

L2
0,q−1(X,F ) and �F on L2

0,q(X,F ) have closed range and we have the strong Hodge decomposition

L2
0,q(X,F ) =H

0,q(X,F ) ⊕ Im(∂
F∗

)⊕ Im(∂
F
),

Ker(∂
F
) =H

0,q(X,F ) ⊕ Im(∂
F
).

(2.3)

Moreover, H 0,q(X,F ) is finite-dimensional. We have a canonical isomorphism

H
0,q(X,F ) → H0,q

(2)(X,F ), s 7→ [s].

Define Hq
(2)(X,F ) := H0,q

(2)(X,F ), hence, Hq
(2)(X,F )

∼= H 0,q(X,F ), under the fundamental esti-

mate condition. We say the optimal fundamental estimate holds in bidegree (0, q) for forms with

values in Lk with 0 ≤ q ≤ n, if there exist a compact subset K ⊂ X and C0 > 0 such that, for

sufficiently large k we have for s ∈ Dom(∂
F

k ) ∩Dom(∂
F∗
k ) ∩ L2

0,q(X,L
k),

(

1− C0

k

)

||s||2 ≤ C0

k

(

||∂Fk s||2 + ||∂F∗
k,Hs||2

)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX .

Note that the condition of Theorem 1.1 is optimal fundamental estimate holds for some (0, j) form.

With respect to forms with values in Lk, optimal fundamental estimate holds implies fundamental

estimate holds for sufficiently large k. The optimal means the coefficient of the term
∫

K
|s|2dvX is 1,

the above optimal fundamental estimate was introduced in [10].

3. ASYMPTOTICS OF BERGMAN KERNEL FUNCTIONS FOR LOWER ENERGY FORMS

Berman proved a local version of weak holomorphic Morse inequalities, which holds regardless of

compactness or completeness. Refer to [2, Theorem 1.1, Remark 1.3] and [8, Corollary 1.4] for details.

In this section, we use Berman’s technique and prove a local version of strong Morse inequalities for

non-compact manifolds.

3.1. Kernel function and extremal function. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n.

Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let {skj}j≥1 be an orthonormal basis of

H 0,q(X,Lk), 0 ≤ q ≤ n, and | · | := | · |hk,ω the point-wise Hermitian norm. The Bergman kernel

function on X is defined by

Bq
k(x) :=

∑

j

|skj (x)|h, x ∈ X.

The extremal function on X is defined by

Sq
k(x) := sup

α∈H q(X,Lk)

|α(x)|2h
||α||2 , x ∈ X.

Let �E
k be the Gaffney extension of Kodaira Laplacian. Let 0 ≤ q ≤ n and λ ≥ 0. Let Eq

≤λ(�k) :

L2
0,q(X,L

k) → E q(λ,�k) := ImEq
≤λ(�k) be the spectral projection of �k. By the elliptic property

of �k, it’s not difficult to deduce E q(λ,�k) ⊂ Ω0,q(X,Lk). Let {sj}j≥1 be an orthonormal frame of

E q(λ,�E
k ). Let

Bq
≤λ(x) :=

∑

j

|sj(x)|2h, x ∈ X

be the Bergman kernel function for lower energy forms. Let

Sq
≤λ(x) := sup

α∈E q(λ,�k)

|α(x)|2h
||α||2 , x ∈ X

be the extremal function for lower energy forms. We denote the spectrum counting function of �k

by N q(λ,�k) := dimE q(λ,�k). By the spectral theorem,

H
0,q(X,Lk) = E

q(0,�k) ⊂ E
q(λ,�k) ⊂ Dom(�k) ∩ L2

0,q(X,L
k).
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We can also define component versions of Sq
k and Sq

≤λ. For a given orthonormal frame eIx in

Λ0,q
x (X,Lk), let

Sq
k,I(x) := sup

α∈H q(X,Lk)

|αI(x)|2h
||α||2 , x ∈ X

be the I- component of Sq
k(x), where αI(x) denotes the component of α along eIx. And let

Sq
≤λ,I(x) := sup

α∈E q(λ,�k)

|αI(x)|2h
||α||2 , x ∈ X

be the I- component of Sq
≤λ(x).

For computing Bergman kernel function, we need the relation as follows.

Lemma 3.1 ([2, Lemma 2.1]). With notation as above, we have

Sq
k(x) ≤ Bq

k(x) ≤
′
∑

I

Sq
k,I(x), ∀x ∈ X.

We also have the relation between Bergman kernel function and extremal function for lower energy form

Sq
≤λ(x) ≤ Bq

≤λ(x) ≤
′
∑

I

Sq
≤λ,I(x), ∀x ∈ X,

where the summations above are summing for strictly increasing index I.

3.2. The scaling technique. In this subsection, we will recall the scaling technique in [2]. Let (X,ω)

be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on

X. Fix x ∈ X, we can take a local complex coordinate {zi} around x and a holomorphic trivializing

section s of L such that[18]

ω(z) =
i

2

∑

i,j

hij(z)dzi ∧ dzj , hij(0) = δij ,

|s(z)|2 = e−φ(z), φ(z) =

n
∑

i=1

λi,x|zi|2 +O(|z|3).

It is not difficult to check that

(3.1)

n
∏

i=1

(λi,x)dVX,ω(x) =
1

n!
(
i

2
∂∂φ)nx = detω(

i

2
∂∂φ)xdVX,ω(x).

Let’s define

φ0(z) :=
n
∑

i=1

λi,x|zi|2.

We will introduce some scaling notation. Let BR := {z : |z| < R} in C
n and let Rk := log k√

k
. Under

the local coordinate around x, BR is identified with a subset of X for some R << 1. Given a function

f on the ball BRk
, we define the scaled function of f by

f (k) : B√
kRk

= Blog k −→ C, z 7→ f(
z√
k
).

Differential forms are scaled by scaling the components. We can compute that scaling the fiber metric

on Lk gives

(3.2) (kφ)(k)(z) =

n
∑

i=1

λi|zi|2 +
1√
k
O(|z|3).
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The radius Rk := log k√
k

has been chosen to make sure that the fiber metric on Lk tends to the model

fiber metric φ0 with all derivatives on scaled balls

(3.3) sup
|z|≤

√
kRk

∣

∣

∣
∂α((kφ)(k) − φ0)(z)

∣

∣

∣
→ 0,

since (3.2) and for any n ∈ N,

sup
|z|≤

√
kRk

1√
k
O(|z|n) ≤ C

(log k)n√
k

→ 0.

Moreover,
√
kRk = log k tends to infinity, so that the sequence of scaled balls B√

kRk
exhausts C

n.

Let’s denote by �(k) the Laplacian, taken with respect to the scaled fiber metric (kφ)(k) and the scaled

base metric ω(k). One can check that

(3.4) �(k)α(k) =
1

k
(�kαk)

(k), ∀αk ∈ Dom(�k) ⊂ L2
0,q(X,L

k),

where we use the notation α(k) to replace α
(k)
k for simplifying the notation. Therefore, for any αk ∈

H q(X,Lk), then the scaled form α(k) satisfies

�(k)α(k) = 0

on the scaled ball B√
kRk

. Furthermore, by (3.3), it’s not hard to check that

(3.5) �(k) = �φ0
+ εkDk,

where �φ0
is the Laplacian with respect to the model metric φ0 and the scaled base metric ω(k), Dk

is a second order partial differential operator with bounded variable coefficients on the scaled ball

B√
kRk

and εk is a sequence tending to zero. In fact, we can also check that all the derivatives of the

coefficients of Dk are uniformly bounded. By changing of variables, one can also check that for any

αk ∈ L2
0,q(X,L

k),

(3.6) ‖αk‖BRk
∼ kn

∥

∥

∥
α(k)

∥

∥

∥

φ0,
√
kRk

.

3.3. The upper bound of Bq
≤λ. In this subsection, we give a proof of [2, Proposition 5.1] for non-

compact Hermitian manifolds (Proposition 3.2). In fact, we observe that the proof in [2, Proposition

5.1] is also valid in non-compact case and the methods used are similar to [2, Lemma 3.1, Theorem

3.2].

Proposition 3.2. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic

Hermitian line bundle on X. Assume that µk → 0, then for any x ∈ X, the following estimate holds

Bq
≤µkk

(x) ≤ kn1X(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ o(kn),

where X(q) is the subset of X consisting of points on which the curvature of the holomorphic Hermitian

line bundle (L, hL) has exactly q negative eigenvalues and n− q positive eigenvalues.

We adjust the proof of [2, Lemma 3.1] and get the following Lemma 3.3, which is necessary to

prove Proposition 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. For each k, suppose that β(k) is a smooth q-form on the ball B√
kRk

such that β(k) =

k−
1

2α(k), where αk ∈ E q(kµk,�k) has a unit norm. Identify β(k) with a form in L2
φ0
(Cn) by extending

with zero. Then there is constant C independent of k such that

sup
z∈B1

∣

∣

∣
β(k)(z)

∣

∣

∣

2

φ0

≤ C
∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2

.

Moreover, there is a subsequence of {β(k)} which converges uniformly with all derivatives on any ball in

C
n to a smooth form β, where β is in L2

φ0
(Cn).
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Proof. Fix a ball BR in C
n. By Gårding’s inequality for the elliptic operator (�(k))m, we have the

following estimates for the Sobolev norm of β(k) on the ball BR with 2m derivatives
∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,BR,2m
≤ CR,k

(

∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

+
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mβ(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

)

,

for any positive integers m. Since �(k) converges to �φ0
on B2R, we find that CR,k is independent of

k, therefore, for any m ∈ N,

(3.7)
∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,BR,2m
≤ CR

(

∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

+
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mβ(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

)

.

By changing of variables, we get
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mβ(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

≤ k−n
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mα(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B√
kRk

. k−2m ‖(�k)
mαk‖2X .

Since αk ∈ E q(kµk,�k) and αk have unit norms, we have

k−2m ‖(�k)
mαk‖2X ≤ µmk ‖αk‖2X = µk → 0.

Hence we find the last term
∥

∥(�(k))mβ(k)
∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R
→ 0 in (3.7). Therefore, we get

(3.8)
∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,BR,2m
≤ CR

∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B2R

,

in particular,
∥

∥β(k)
∥

∥

2

φ0,B1,2m
≤ C

∥

∥β(k)
∥

∥

2

φ0,B2

. The continuous injection L2,k →֒ C0, k > n, provided

by the Sobolev embedding theorem, proves the first statement in the lemma. Next, we will prove the

second statement, since αk have unit norms and (3.6), we get

sup
k

∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0

= sup
k

k−n
∥

∥

∥
α(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B√
kRk

≤ sup
k

‖αk‖2X = 1.

By (3.8), we deduce that for any R > 0,
∥

∥

∥
β(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,BR,2m
≤ CR.

Since this holds for any m ≥ 1, Rellich’s compactness theorem yields, for each R, a subsequence of

{β(k)} , which converges in all Sobolev spaces H
k(BR) for k ≥ 0. The compact embedding H

k →֒
C l, k > n+ 1

2 l, shows that the sequence converges in all C l(BR). Choosing a diagonal sequence, with

respect to a sequence of balls exhausting C
n, completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now we can give a proof of Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. First we will prove that

lim sup
k→∞

k−nSq
≤µkk

(x) ≤ 1X(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By definition, there is a sequence αk ∈ E q(kµk,�k) of unit norm such that

lim sup
k→∞

k−nSq
≤µkk

(x) = lim sup
k→∞

k−n|αk(x)|2.

Let’s consider the β(k) := k−
1

2α(k). By definition, β(k) is a form on B√
kRk

and identify β(k) with a

form in L2
φ0
(Cn) by extending with zero. Using Lemma 3.3, we can find a subsequence of {βkj} that

converges uniformly with all derivatives to β on any ball in C
n, where β is smooth and ||β||2φ0

≤ 1.

Since αk ∈ E q(kµk,�k), we get β(k) ∈ E q(µk,�
(k)), moreover, from (3.5), we get �φ0

β = 0. Hence,

we get

lim
k

sup k−nSq
≤µkk

(x) = lim
j

∣

∣

∣
β(kj)(0)

∣

∣

∣

2
= |β(0)|2 ≤ |β(0)|2

‖β‖2φ0

≤ Sq
x,Cn(0),
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Berman [2, Proposition 4.3] computed explicitly Sq
x,Cn(0), B

q
x,Cn(0) on model case C

n

Sq
x,Cn(0) = Bq

x,Cn(0) = 1X(q)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

The first step of this proof is done. By Lemma 3.1, we also get lim supk→∞ k−nBq
≤µkk

(x) = 0, for

any x /∈ X(q). Next, let’s consider x ∈ X(q), we can assume that λ1 · · ·λq are negative eigenvalues.

Berman [2, Proposition 4.3] proved

Sq
I,x,Cn(0) = 0, ∀I 6= (1, 2, . . . , q).

Therefore, we have βI = 0 for any I 6= (1, 2, . . . , q). Moreover, for any I 6= (1, 2, . . . , q), we deduce

that

lim
j
k−n
j Sq

≤λ,I(0) = lim
j
k−n
j

∣

∣αkj ,I(0)
∣

∣

2
= |βI(0)|2 = 0.

This proves that

lim
k
k−nSq

≤λ,I(0) = 0, ∀I 6= (1, 2, . . . , q).

Finally, by Lemma 3.1,

lim sup
k

k−nBq
≤µkk

(x) ≤ 0 + 0 + ...+ Sq
x,Cn(0) = 1X(q)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

finishes the proof of the theorem. �

3.4. The lower bound of Bq
≤λ. In this subsection, we will prove the following lower bound of Bq

≤λ

on any compact subset of Hermitian manifolds (whether compact or not).

Proposition 3.4. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic

Hermitian line bundle on X. Suppose K is a compact subset of X. Then there is a sequence µk → 0 such

that

lim inf
k→∞

k−nBq
≤µkk

(x) ≥ 1K(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

, ∀x ∈ K.

The following Lemma is needed when we prove Proposition 3.4. The proof comes from modify-

ing [2, Lemma 5.2]. Then we extend the results to any compact subsets of non-compact Hermitian

manifolds.

Lemma 3.5. For any x ∈ X(q), there is a sequence {αk} ⊂ Ω0,q
0 (X,Lk) such that

|αk(x)|2 = kn
∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

lim
k

‖αk‖2X = 1,

lim
k

‖k−m(�k)
mαk‖2X = 0, ∀m ∈ N.

Moreover, for any compact set K of X, there is a sequence δk → 0, such that
(

k−1�kαk, αk

)

X
≤ δk, ∀x ∈ K(q), k ∈ N.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that the first q eigenvalues at x, λ1,x, . . . λq,x are negative,

while the remaining eigenvalues are positive. Define the following form in C
n:

β(w) =

( |λ1||λ2|· · · |λn|
πn

)
1

2

e+
∑q

i=1
λi|wi|2dw1 ∧ dw2 ∧ ... ∧ dwq.

Observe that |β|2φ0
= |λ1||λ2|···|λn|

πn e−
∑n

i=1
|λi||wi|2 and ‖β‖φ0,Cn = 1. It is not hard to check that β ∈

H
m
φ0
(Cn) for any m ∈ N. Define αk on X by

αk(z) := k
n
2 χk(

√
kz)β(

√
kz),
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where χk(w) = χ( w√
kRk

) and χ is a smooth function supported on the unit ball, which equals one on

the ball of radius 1
2 . By (3.1), it is easy to find that

|αk(x)|2 = kn
∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

To compute ‖αk‖2, note that

‖αk‖2X = ‖χkβ‖2φ0,Cn = ‖β‖2
φ0,

1

2

√
kRk

+ ‖χkβ‖2φ0,≥ 1

2

√
kRk

.

Since β ∈ L2
φ0
(Cn), we get the last term ‖χkβ‖2φ0,≥ 1

2

√
kRk

→ 0. And by
√
kRk tends to infinity, the first

term ‖β‖2
φ0,

1

2

√
kRk

→ ‖β‖φ0,Cn = 1. Then combining above, we get

lim
k

‖αk‖2 = 1.

From (3.4) and (3.5), we get

∥

∥k−m(�k)
mαk

∥

∥

2

X
.k−n

∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mα(k)

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

= k−n
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mk

n
2 (χkβ))

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

=
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m(χkβ))

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

=
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1(�φ0

+ εkDk)(χkβ))
∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

≤
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1�φ0

(χkβ))
∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

+ ε2k

∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1Dk(χkβ))

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

,

(3.9)

where Dk is a second order partial differential operator, whose coefficients have derivatives that are

uniformly bounded in k and εk → 0. Note that the first term
∥

∥(�(k))m−1�φ0
(χkβ))

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

tends to 0

as k → ∞. Indeed, it is easy to check �φ0
β = 0, hence ∂β = ∂

∗,φ0

β = 0. By Leibniz’ rule

�φ0
(χkβ) = ηkβ,

where ηk is a function, uniformly bounded in k and contains second derivatives of χk. It is not hard

to find supp ηk ⊂ B√
kRk

\B 1

2

√
kRk

. Using (3.5) repeatedly, we find

(3.10)
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1�φ0

(χkβ))
∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

. ‖ψkPβ‖2φ0,Cn ,

where ψk is a function and suppψk ⊂ B√
kRk

\ B 1

2

√
kRk

, P is a polynomial. Indeed, coefficients of Dk

and its derivatives are uniformly bounded in k and if we take any derivatives to β, it should be polyno-

mials multiply with β. Since suppψk ⊂ B√
kRk

\B 1

2

√
kRk

and Pβ ∈ L2
φ0
(Cn), we get ‖ψkPβ‖2φ0,Cn → 0,

thus
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1�φ0

(χkβ))
∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

−→ 0.

Use the same method as (3.10), we get a estimate of last term of (3.9)

∥

∥

∥
(�(k))m−1Dk(χkβ))

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

. ‖Qβ‖2φ0,Cn ,

where Q is a polynomial. Since Qβ ∈ L2
φ0
(Cn), we get

∥

∥(�(k))m−1Dk(χkβ))
∥

∥

2

φ0,
√
kRk

is uniformly

bounded. Combining (3.9),(3.10), we get

lim
k

‖k−m(�k)
mαk‖2X = 0, ∀m ∈ N.
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To prove the last statement, observe that

(

k−1�kαk, αk

)

X
=

∥

∥

∥

∥

1√
k
(∂ + ∂

∗
)αk

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

X

∼
∥

∥

∥
(∂ + ∂

∗(k)
)(χ√

kRk
β)
∥

∥

∥

2

√
kRk

.
∥

∥

∥
(χ√

kRk
(∂ + ∂

∗(k)
)β
∥

∥

∥

2

√
kRk

+ ‖β‖2(B√
kRk

\B 1

2

√
kRk

)

.εk

(

‖β‖2 +
2n
∑

i=1

‖∂iβ‖2
)

+ ‖β‖2(B√
kRk

\B 1

2

√
kRk

),

where εk → 0, the third inequality comes from Leibniz’ rule and the last inequality holds since there is

an expansion for the first order operator (∂+∂
∗,(k)

) as in (3.5) and (∂+∂
∗,φ0

)β = 0. Observe that ∂iβ

depends on the eigenvalues of ∂∂φ at x, hence it depends on x. But for any compact set K of X, there

is an upper bound of absolute value of eigenvalues of ∂∂φ on K, we also have ‖β‖2 = 1, therefore
(

‖β‖2 +∑2n
i=1 ‖∂iβ‖2

)

< 1 + C. By the same argument, we can deduce εk is independent of x. Since

‖β‖2(B√
kRk

\B 1

2

√
kRk

) → 0, we can find δk → 0, such that for any k,

(

k−1�kαk, αk

)

X
≤ δk, ∀x ∈ K(q), k ∈ N.

The proof of this lemma is completed. �

Now we can prove Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Take µk → 0, such that δk
µk

→ 0, where δk is the sequence in Lemma 3.5. Let

{αk} be the sequence that Lemma 3.5 provides. Define

α1,k := Eq
≤µkk

αk, α1,k := αk − α1,k,

where Eq
≤µkk

is the the spectral projection of �k. By the definition, αk ∈ Ω0,q
0 (X,Lk) ⊂ L2(X,Lk).

Hence α1,k ∈ E q(µkk,�k). By the elliptic property of �k, α1,k, α2,k ∈ Ω0,q(X,Lk) ∩ L2(X,Lk).

Moreover, we can check

(3.11)
(

Eq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X
= 0, ∀λ ≤ µkk.

First, we prove the claim

(3.12) lim
k
k−n

∣

∣

∣
α
(k)
2 (0)

∣

∣

∣

2
= 0.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.3,

(3.13) k−n
∣

∣

∣
α
(k)
2 (0)

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ C

(

k−n
∥

∥

∥
α
(k)
2

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B1

+ k−n
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mα

(k)
2

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B1

)

.

From (3.11), we observe that

(�kα2,k, α2,k)X =

(
∫

R

λdEq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X

=

∫

R

λd
(

Eq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X

=

∫

(µkk,+∞]
λd
(

Eq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X
≥ µkk

∫

R

1d
(

Eq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X

=µkk

(
∫

R

1dEq
≤λα2,k, α2,k

)

X

= µkk‖α2,k‖2X .

Hence, by Lemma 3.5, we find the first term of (3.13)

k−n
∥

∥

∥
α
(k)
2

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B1

. ‖α2,k‖2X ≤ 1

µkk
(�kα2,k, α2,k)X ≤ 1

µk

(

k−1�kαk, αk

)

X
≤ δk
µk

→ 0.

Lemma 3.5 also tells us the second term of (3.13) tends to zero,

k−n
∥

∥

∥
(�(k))mα

(k)
2

∥

∥

∥

2

φ0,B1

≤
∥

∥k−m(�k)
mα2,k

∥

∥

2

X
≤
∥

∥k−m(�k)
mαk

∥

∥

2

X
→ 0.
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Now we finish the proof of claim (3.12).

Finally, combining Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.5 and claim (3.12), for any x ∈ K(q)

k−nBq
µkk

(x) ≥k−nSq
µkk

(x) ≥ k−n |αk,1(0)|2

‖αk,1‖2X
≥ k−n |α1,k(0)|2

=k−n |αk(0) − α2,k(0)|2 −→ k−n |αk(0)|2 =
∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Since Bq
µkk

(x) = 0 for any x /∈ K(q), we finish the proof. �

At the end of this section, we give a local version of strong holomorphic Morse inequalities on

any compact subsets of non-compact Hermitian manifolds. In fact, it can be directly deduced from

Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4.

Theorem 3.6. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Her-

mitian line bundle on X. Suppose K is a compact subset of X. Then there is a sequence µk → 0 such

that

lim
k→∞

k−nBq
≤µkk

(x) = 1K(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

, ∀x ∈ K.

Proof. Take µk :=
√
δk, where δk is the sequence in Lemma 3.5. Then the theorem comes from

Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4 directly. �

4. STRONG HOLOMORPHIC MORSE INEQUALITIES

In this section, we will prove L2 strong holomorphic Morse inequalities on non-compact manifolds

(Theorem 1.1). The main tools we used are based on Section 3. First, we will give an asymptotic

property of dimension of lower energy form Bergman spaces N q(µkk,�k) = dimC E q(µkk,�k). The

point of passing from the compact manifold to the non-compact is, under appropriate assumption, the

norm of lower energy forms with values in Lk decay to zero as k → ∞ outside of a compact subset.

As a consequence, the computation of N q(µkk,�k) concentrates on a compact subset.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,ω) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n and let (L, hL) be a holomorphic

Hermitian line bundle on X. Let 0 ≤ q ≤ n. Suppose there exist a compact subset K ⊂ X and C > 0

such that, for sufficiently large k, we have
(

1− C

k

)

||s||2 ≤ C

k

(

||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗ks||2
)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX

for s ∈ Dom(∂k)∩Dom(∂
∗
k)∩L2

0,q(X,L
k). Then we have the estimate for the dimension of the q-th lower

energy form Bergman spaces N q(µkk,�k),

lim
k→∞

n!k−nN q(µkk,�k) =

∫

K(q)
(−1)qc1(L, h

L)n.

Note that the condition in Theorem 4.1 is the q-th optimal fundamental estimate.

Proof. First, by the spectral decomposition theorem, using the optimal fundamental estimate, for any

s ∈ E q(µkk,�k) ⊂ Dom(�k) ∩ L2
0,q(X,L

k),

(1− C

k
)||s||2 ≤C

k
(||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗ks||2) +

∫

K

|s|2dVX

=
C

k
(�ks, s) +

∫

K

|s|2dVX =
C

k

((
∫

R

λdEq
≤λ

)

s, s

)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX

=
C

k

∫

[0,µkk]
λd(Eq

≤λs, s) +

∫

K

|s|2dVX ≤ C

k
µkk

∫

R

1d(Eq
≤λs, s) +

∫

K

|s|2dVX

=Cµk

((
∫

R

1dEq
≤λ

)

s, s

)

+

∫

K

|s|2dVX = Cµk‖s‖2 +
∫

K

|s|2dVX ,
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where Eq
≤λ is the spectral measure of �k. Thus, it follows that ‖s‖2 ≤ ck

∫

K
|s|2dVX , where ck :=

k
k−µkk−C

and ck → 1, as k → ∞. By Fatou’s lemma, Hölder’s inequality and Theorem3.6, we get

lim sup
k→∞

(

k−nN q(µkk,�k)
)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

(

k−nck

∫

K

Bq
≤µkk

(x)dVX (x)

)

≤
(

lim sup
k→∞

ck

)(

lim sup
k→∞

∫

K

k−nBq
≤µkk

(x)dVX(x)

)

≤
∫

K

lim
k→∞

k−nBq
≤µkk

(x)dVX(x) =

∫

K

1K(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

dVX(x)

=

∫

K(q)
(−1)q

c1(L, h
L)n

n!
.

(4.1)

Therefore, we get the upper bound of k−nN q(µkk,�k). Note that the idea of estimating the up-

per bound of k−nN q comes from [10, Proposition 4.2]. Next, let’s consider the lower bound of

k−nN q(µkk,�k), by Fatou’s lemma and Theorem 3.6,

lim inf
k→∞

(

k−nN q(µkk,�k)
)

= lim inf
k→∞

(

k−n

∫

X

Bq
≤µkk

(x)dVX(x)

)

≥ lim inf
k→∞

(

k−n

∫

K

Bq
≤µkk

(x)dVX(x)

)

≥ k−n

∫

K

lim
k→∞

Bq
≤µkk

(x)dVX(x)

=

∫

K

1K(q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

detω(
i

2π
∂∂φ)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

dVX(x) =

∫

K(q)
(−1)q

c1(L, h
L)n

n!
.

(4.2)

Finally, combining (4.1) and (4.2), we finish the proof. �

We can use Theorem 4.1 to deduce the weak Morse inequalities (Corollary 1.2) directly.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Using the canonical isomorphism of the weakly Hodge decomposition (2.2)

H 0,q(M,E) ∼= H
0,q
(2)(X,L

k), and the fact that we have H
0,q
(2)(X,L

k) ∼= H0,q
(2)(X,L

k), when the funda-

mental estimate holds, we have dimHq
(2)(X,L

k) := dimH0,q
(2)(X,L

k) = dimH 0,q(X,Lk) ≤ N q(µkk,�k).

This allows us to get the weak Morse inequalities directly by Theorem 4.1. �

To prove Theorem 1.1, we need the following Lemma [11, Lemma 3.2.12].

Lemma 4.2. Let

0 −→ V 0 d0−→ V 1 d1−→ · · · dn−1

−−−→ V n −→ 0

be a complex of vector spaces. Let H i(V •) = Ker(di)/Im(dj−1) with Im(d−1) = 0. If dimV q < +∞ for

any q ≤ m, then

q
∑

j=0

(−1)q−j dimHj(V •) 6
q
∑

j=0

(−1)q−j dimV j,

n
∑

j=q

(−1)j−q dimHj(V •) 6
n
∑

j=q

(−1)j−q dimV j .

In particular, we also have
n
∑

j=0

(−1)j dimHj(V •) =
n
∑

j=0

(−1)j dimV j.

Now, we are in the position of proving Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We only prove the first statement of Theorem 1.1, the proof of other statements

are same as the first. Since [∂k,�k] = 0, we get ∂k(E
q(µkk,�k)) ⊂ (E q+1(µkk,�k)). Consider the

chain complex

0 −→ E
0(µkk,�k)

∂k−→ E
1(µkk,�k)

∂k−→ · · · ∂k−→ E
n(µkk,�k) −→ 0.
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Suppose 0 ≤ q ≤ n. If there is a compact set K in X, such that j-th optimal fundamental estimates

hold for any 0 ≤ j ≤ q. By Theorem 4.1, we get

lim
k→∞

n!k−nN j(µkk,�k) =

∫

K(j)
(−1)jc1(L, h

L)n, ∀0 ≤ j ≤ q.

By the first statement of Lemma 4.2, for any 0 ≤ r ≤ q, we get

lim
k→∞

n!k−n
r
∑

j=0

(−1)r−j dimHj(E •(µkk,�k)) ≤ n!k−n
r
∑

j=0

(−1)r−j lim
k→∞

dimE
j(µkk,�k)

=
r
∑

j=0

(−1)r−j lim
k→∞

N j(µkk,�k) ≤
r
∑

j=0

(−1)r−j

∫

K(j)
(−1)jc1(L, h

L)n =

∫

K(≤r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n.

(4.3)

Next, we will prove that Hj(E •(µkk,�k)) ∼= Hj
(2)(X,L

k). Since the fundamental estimates hold, using

strong Hodge decomposition Theorem 2.3, for any 0 ≤ j ≤ q, we get

E
j(µkk,�k) = E

j(µkk,�k) ∩ L2
0,j(X,L

k) = E
j(µkk,�k) ∩ (H 0,j(X,Lk)⊕ Imj+1(∂

∗
k)⊕ Imj−1(∂k)).

Since [∂k,�k] = 0, we get

E
j(µkk,�k) = H

0,j(X,Lk)⊕ Imj+1(∂
∗
k|E •(µkk,�k))⊕ Imj−1(∂k|E •(µkk,�k)).

It’s not hard to check

Kerj(E •(µkk,�k)) = H
0,j(X,Lk)⊕ Imj−1(∂k|E •(µkk,�k)).

Hence, by strong Hodge decomposition Theorem 2.3,

Hj(E •(µkk,�k)) := Kerj(E •(µkk,�k))/Im
j−1(∂k|E •(µkk,�k))

∼= H
0,j(X,Lk) ∼= Hj

(2)(X,L
k).

Combining with (4.3), we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

�

5. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we give some examples and prove Theorem 1.3–Theorem 1.6. The main materials

rely on Li-Shao-Wang [10], Peng-Shao-Wang [14] and Ma-Marinescu[11].

5.1. weakly 1-complete manifolds. In this subsection, we follow [14] to prove Theorem 1.3. The

strong holomorphic Morse inequalities for weakly 1-complete manifolds appeared in [3, 12, 11]. In

particular [12] answered an open question of Ohsawa [15] affirmatively. We give some necessary

definitions firstly.

Definition 5.1. A complex manifoldX is said to be weakly 1-complete [13], if there is a plurisubharmonic

function ϕ ∈ C∞(X,R), such that Xc := {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) < c} ⋐ X for any c ∈ R. A Hermitian line

bundle (L, hL) on a complex manifold X is said to be Griffiths q-positive at x ∈ X, if the curvature form

RL has at least n− q + 1 positive eigenvalues at x, where n = dimCX, 1 ≤ q ≤ n.

We suppose that X is a weakly 1-complete manifold of dimension n and ϕ is the exhaustion function

of X. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X and K be a compact set of X. Assume

(L, hL) is Griffiths q-positive on X \ K with q ≥ 1. Fix some Xc = {x ∈ X : ϕ(x) < c} and assume

K ⊂ Xc ⋐ X.

Peng-Shao-Wang [14] prove that optimal fundamental estimate holds for Xc as follows.

Proposition 5.2 ([14, Proposition 4.3]). Let X be a weakly 1-complete manifold of dimension n, (L, hL)

be a Hermitian line bundle on complex manifold X, which is Griffiths q-positive on the outside of the
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compact set K ⊂ Xc . Then there exist a compact subset K ′ ⊂ Xc with K ⊂ K ′ and C > 0 such that for

sufficiently large k, we deduce that

(1− C

k
)||s||2 ≤ C

k
(||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗k,Hs||2) +

∫

K ′
|s|2dVX

for any s ∈ Dom(∂k) ∩Dom(∂
∗
k,H) ∩ L2

0,j(Xc, L
k) and q ≤ j ≤ n, where the L2-norm is given by ω, hL

k

on Xc.

Using the optimal fundamental estimate, we can give a proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 1.1, we deduce that for any q ≤ r ≤ n,
n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(Xc, L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K
′(≥r)

(−1)rc1(L, h
L)n + o(kn).

It only needs to prove that K(j) = K
′
(j) for j ≥ q. Since K ⊂ K

′
, we have K(j) ⊂ K

′
(j). For the

opposite direction, since L is Griffiths q- positive on M \K, RL has n − q + 1 positive eigenvalues in

M \K at least. So RL has n − (n − q + 1) = q − 1 < j negative eigenvalues at most. In particular,

when L > 0, by[17, Theorem 6.2], we have Hj(M,Lk) ∼= H 0,j(Xc, L
k) ∼= H0,j

(2)(Xc, L
k) for k ≫ 1 and

every i ∈ N
+. This completes the proof. �

5.2. Pseudoconvex domains. Let M be a relatively compact domain with smooth boundary bM in

a complex manifold X. Let ρ ∈ C∞(X,R) such that M = {x ∈ X : ρ(x) < 0} and dρ 6= 0 on

bM = {x ∈ X : ρ(x) = 0}. We denote the closure of M by M = M ∪ bM . We say that ρ is a defining

function of M . Let T (1,0)bM := {v ∈ T (1,0)X : ∂ρ(v) = 0} be the analytic tangent bundle to bM .

The Levi form of ρ is the 2-form Lρ := ∂∂ρ ∈ C∞(bM, T (1,0)∗bM ⊗ T (0,1)∗bM). A relatively compact

domain M with smooth boundary bM in a complex manifold X is called pseudoconvex if the Levi

form Lρ is semi-positive definite.

In [10], the authors give a proof of optimal fundamental estimate in pseudoconvex domain M .

Proposition 5.3 ([10, Proof of Theorem 1.4]). Let M ⋐ X be a smooth pseudoconvex domain in

a complex manifold X of dimension n. Let (L, hL) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let

(L, hL) be positive in a neighbourhood of the boundary bM ofM . Then there is a compact subsetK
′
⋐M ,

a constant C > 0 and a Hermitian metric ω on X, such that for sufficiently large k

(1− C

k
)||s||2 ≤ C

k
(||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗ks||2) +

∫

K ′
|s|2dVX

for any s ∈ Dom(∂k) ∩Dom(∂
∗
k) ∩L2

0,j(M,Lk) and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, where the L2-norm is given by ω, hL
k

on

M .

Since optimal fundamental estimate holds on M for any (0, j)-forms (1 ≤ j ≤ n), using Theorem

1.1, under the same conditions as in Proposition 5.3, for any 1 ≤ r ≤ n, we get
n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(M,Lk) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K
′(≥r)

(−1)rc1(L, h
L)n + o(kn).

Let K := K
′
, we can get Theorem 1.4 directly.

5.3. q-convex manifolds. A complex manifold X of dimension n is called q-convex (see [1]) if there

exists a smooth function ̺ ∈ C∞(X,R) such that the sublevel set Xc = {̺ < c} ⋐ X for all c ∈ R

and the complex Hessian ∂∂̺ has n − q + 1 positive eigenvalues outside a compact subset K ⊂ X.

Here Xc ⋐ X means that the closure Xc is compact in X. We call ̺ an exhaustion function and K

exceptional set.

From now on let X be a q-convex manifold of dimension n. Let u0 < u < c < v such that the

exceptional subset K ⊂ Xu0
:= {x ∈ X : ̺(x) < u0}. Then, we modify the prescribed hermitian
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metric hL on L. Let χ(t) ∈ C∞(R) such that χ′(t) ≥ 0, χ′′(t) ≥ 0. We define a Hermitian metric

hL
k

χ := hL
k

e−kχ(̺) on Lk for each k ≥ 1 and we set Lk
χ := (Lk, hL

k

χ ). Thus

RLk
χ = kRLχ = kRL + kχ′(̺)∂∂̺+ kχ′′(̺)∂̺ ∧ ∂̺.

Li-Shao-Wang[10] prove the optimal fundamental estimate on q-convex manifolds as follows.

Proposition 5.4 ([10, Proposition 3.4]). Let X be a q-convex manifold of dimension n with the excep-

tional set K ⊂ Xc. Then there exist a compact subset K ′ ⊂ Xc with K ⊂ K ′, C0 > 0 and C1 > 0 such

that for any sufficiently large k and χ(t) ∈ C∞(R) satisfying χ′(̺) ≥ C1 on Xv \Xu, we have

(1− C0

k
)||s||2 ≤ C0

k
(||∂ks||2 + ||∂∗k,Hs||2) +

∫

K ′
|s|2dvX

for any s ∈ Dom(∂k) ∩Dom(∂
∗
k,H) ∩ L2

0,j(Xc, L
k) and q ≤ j ≤ n, where the L2-norm is given by ω, hL

k

χ

on Xc.

Then using results above, we can give a proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u0 < u < c < v such that K ⊂ Xu0
⋐ K ′ ⋐ Xc ⋐ Xv. We can suppose

K ∪M ⊂ Xu0
by choosing a suitable u0, where M is a compact set in the condition of Theorem 1.5.

We choose now χ = χ(t) ∈ C∞(R), χ′(t) ≥ 0, χ′′(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ R such that χ = 0 on (−∞, u0)

and χ′(̺) ≥ C3 > 0 on Xv \Xu. From Proposition 5.4 and Theorem 1.1, there exists a compact subset

K ′ ⊂ Xc with K ⊂ K ′ such that for any s+ q − 1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have

(5.1)

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(Xc, L

k) ≤ kn

n!

∫

K ′(≥r,hL
χ)

(−1)rc1(L, h
L)n + o(kn).

We have
√
−1RLχ =

√
−1RL +

√
−1χ′(̺)∂∂̺+

√
−1χ′′(̺)∂̺ ∧ ∂̺ ≥

√
−1RL +

√
−1χ′(̺)∂∂̺.

Since RL has at least n − s + 1 non-negative eigenvalues (thus at most s − 1 negative eigenvalues)

on X \M , χ′(̺) ≥ 0 on X and ∂∂̺ has at least n − q + 1 positive eigenvalues (thus at most q − 1

negative eigenvalues) on X \K, the number of negative eigenvalues of RLχ is strictly less than j on

X \ (M ∪K) for any j ≥ s+ q − 1 (note s+ q − 1 > s− 1 and > q − 1), and thus

K ′(j, hLχ) ⊂ K ∪M ⊂ Xu0
.

However, by χ = 0 on (−∞, u0), we have hLχ = hL on Xu0
and c1(L, h

L
χ) = c1(L, h

L) on Xu0
. Thus

K ′(j, hLχ) = Xu0
(j, hLχ) = Xu0

(j, hL) = K ′(j, hL) \ (K ′ \Xu0
)(j, hL) = K ′(j, hL) for j ≥ s + q − 1. It

follows that
∫

K ′(≥r,hL
χ)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L
χ)

n =

∫

K ′(≥r,hL)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n

for q + s− 1 ≤ r ≤ n. Finally, by (5.1), it follows that for q + s− 1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(Xc, L

k) ≤k
n

n!

∫

K ′(≥r,hL)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn)

=
kn

n!

∫

M(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

(5.2)

Here the last equality is from that K ′(j, hL) =M(j, hL) for any j ≥ r ≥ q + s− 1.

By [11, Theorem 3.5.6 (Hörmander), Theorem 3.5.7 (Andreotti-Grauert)], we have, for any j ≥ q,

Hj
(2)(Xc, L

k) ∼= Hj(Xv , L
k) ∼= Hj(X,Lk).

Since s ≥ 1, we can apply the above identification in (5.2) to complete our proof. �
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5.4. Complete manifolds. A Hermitian manifold (X,ω) is called complete, if all geodesics are de-

fined for all time on the underlying Riemannian manifold. In [10], the authors find optimal funda-

mental estimate on complete manifolds as follows.

Lemma 5.5 ([10, Lemma 3.6]). Let (X,ω) be a complete Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, hL)

be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X such that ω = c1(L, h
L) on X \M for a compact subset

M . Then there exist C0 > 0 and M ⋐M ′ such that for each 1 ≤ q ≤ n, we have for sufficiently large k,
(

1− C0

k

)

‖s‖2 ≤ C0

k

(

‖∂KX

k s‖2 + ‖∂KX∗
k s‖2

)

+

∫

M ′
|s|2dVX

for s ∈ Dom(∂
KX

k ) ∩Dom(∂
KX∗
k ) ∩ L2

n,q(X,L
k).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let q ≥ 1. From Lemma 5.5, the optimal fundamental estimate holds in bidegree

(0, q) for forms with values in Lk ⊗KX for k large. Then Theorem 1.1 tells us that for any 1 ≤ r ≤ n,

n
∑

j=r

(−1)j−r dimCH
j
(2)(X,L

k ⊗KX) ≤ kn

n!

∫

M ′(≥r)
(−1)rc1(L, h

L)n + o(kn).

Noticed that M(q) =M ′(q) for any q ≥ 1, we complete the proof. �
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[7] C.-Y. Hsiao and G. Marinescu. Szegő kernel asymptotics and Morse inequalities on CR manifolds Math. Z. 271,

509–553 (2012).

[8] C.-Y. Hsiao and G. Marinescu. Asymptotics of spectral function of lower energy forms and Bergman kernel of

semi-positive and big line bundles. Comm. Anal. Geom. 22(1):1–108, 2014.
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