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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 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 Szeg6 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 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 studied weak holomorphic Morse inequali-
ties for lower energy forms on weakly 1-complete manifolds and ¢-convex manifolds.

Note that the main results in [10] 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,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n and (L, k") a holomorphic Hermitian
line bundle on X. Denote by R the curvature form of (L, h*) and ¢; (L, ht) := gRL the first Chern
class of (L, h*). Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Strong holomorphic Morse inequalities). Let 0 < ¢ < n. Suppose there exist a compact
subset K C X and C > 0 such that, for sufficiently large k, any s € Dom(d;,) N Dom(d},) N L§ (X, LP),
where 0 < j < g,

C C /= =
(11 1= ) IsiP < T (sl 183s17) + [ IsPava,
k k K
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Then for any 0 < r < g, we have the estimate for alternative sum of the dimension of L?-Dolbeault

cohomology,

Y (=17 dime HY, (X, IF) <
=0

K

] ety o,
e JK(<r)

where K(< r) = Uj_oK(j) and K(j) = {z € K : RE has exactly j negative eigenvalues and n —
Jj positive eigenvalues} . If (II) holds for any q < j < n, then for any ¢ < r < n, we have,

S (1P dime By (XL < [ (1 ey ok,

= nt Sk (r)
where K (> r) := U}_ K (j). In particular, if (LI holds for any 0 < j < n, we have the Riemann-Roch-
Hirgebruch formula

n

> (=1)/ dime H(jZ) (X,LF) = k" /

§=0 K

C1 (L7 hL)n
n!

+o(k™).

In particular, we can deduce weak Morse inequalities from Theorem [I.T]as a corollary.

Corollary 1.2 (Weak Morse inequalities [10, Theorem 1.1]). Let 0 < ¢ < n. Suppose there exist a
compact subset K C X and C' > 0 such that, for sufficiently large k, we have

c 2 C ) 2 % 112 2
(1= 5 ) 1slP < 5 (1B 4 1@s12) + [ v

for s € Dom(dy,) N Dom(dy,) N L3 ,(X, L*). Then we have

dim HY, (X, L*) < k—/ (=1)%ey (L, K5 + o(k™).
(2 n! Jrw

With the optimal fundamental estimate (I.I]) 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 [ |s|*dvx is 1.
Suppose the coefficient is less than 1, the harmonic forms vanish as & — oo. 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,h™) be a holomorphic
Hermitian line bundle on X. Assume K C X, := {¢ < c} is a compact subset and (L, h") is Griffith
g-positive on X \ K with q > 1. Then, there exits a Hermitian metric w on X and as k — oo, such that
forany g <r <n,

n n

> (=17 dimge H{Q)(XC,L’“) < —'/ (=171 (L, k)™ + o(k™).
= ! K(ZT)

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

> (=1 " dime H (X, L) < k—'/ (=1)7er (L, K™ + o(k™).
= n. K(ZT)
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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, h") be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let (L, h") be positive
in a neighbourhood of the boundary bM of M. Then there are a compact subset K € M and a Hermitian
metric w on X, such that forany 1 <r <n,
n kn

> (=1 7" dime H{Q)(M, LF < = / (—=1)"cr (L, k2™ + o(k™).

j=r K(>r)
Theorem 1.5 (Bouche[3]). Let X be a g-convex manifold of dimension n and 1 < q < n. Let (L, hL) be
a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Suppose R 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 n
> (=1 " dime H (X, L) < k—' / (=) er (L, k2™ + o(k™).
j=r nJm (=r)
Theorem 1.6. Let (X, ©) be a complete Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, h") be a holomorphic
Hermitian line bundle on X such that © = c;(L,h") on X \ M for a compact subset M. Then for any
1 <r <n, we have
Z(—l)ﬂ”’ dim¢ Hé) (X, LF o Kx) < — / (=1) e (L, hE)™ + o(k™).

j=r L) (>r)

Ma-Marinescu [[11]] give a lower bound of dim¢ H ?2) (X, L* ® 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 L?-cohomology and L? Hodge decomposition, some useful estimates will be mentioned. In
Sec. 3l we recall Berman’s scaling technique and prove a local version of strong Morse inequalities for
non-compact manifolds. Strong holomorphic Morse inequalities (Theorem [I.1)) will be proved in Sec.
@ In Sec. Blwe give some applications and examples of our results and prove Theorem [[.3HI.6]

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Let (X, w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension » and (F, ") and (L, h") be holomorphic Hermit-
ian vector bundles on X with rank(L) = 1. Let QP?(X, F') be the space of smooth (p, ¢)-forms on X
with values in F for p, ¢ € N. If rank(F) = 1, the curvature of (F, h"") is defined by R* = 99 log |s|? »
for any local holomorphic frame s and the Chern-Weil form of the first Chern class of F' is denoted by
c1(F,ht) = gRF, which is a real (1, 1)-form on X. The volume form is given by dVy := w, := “;

We identify the two-form R’ at every # € M with a linear endomorphism Qr given by

Rf(aaﬁ) = <QFQ7B>UJ7 Ya,B € Tml’OX.

2.1. L?-coholomogy. Let 25?(X, F') be the subspace of Q4(X, F) consisting of elements with com-
pact support. The L?-scalar product on Q5(X, F) is given by

(51, 52)x = /X (51(2), 52(2))ndVix ()

where (-,-); := (-,),r , is the pointwise Hermitian inner product induced by w and h*". We denote by
L2 (X, F), the L* completion of Qf?(X, F).

Let 9 QUX,F) — L2 . ,(X,F) be the Dolbeault operator and let 0

. . . . =F  =F
tension. From now on we still denote the maximal extension by 0 := 0,
. .. =F =F =F
Hilbert space adjoint by &' := 8, := (8

max )

w
n!*

P

max

and the corresponding

be its maximal ex-

. =F  aLFQF TP .
7~ We write 0, := 0 “ for simplification. Consider
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=F =F
the complex of closed, densely defined operators L2 . (X, F) 1=0, L2 (X, F) 5=0 L2 (X, F),
then (EF)2 = 0. By Proposition 3.1.2], the operator defined by

Dom(CF) = {s € Dom(S) N Dom(T™) : Ss € Dom(S*), T*s € Dom(T)},

OFs = §*Ss+TT*s for s € Dom(0F),

is a positive, self-adjoint extension of Kodaira Laplacian, called the Gaffney extension. The space of
harmonic forms #749(X, F') is defined by

HAPUX,F) :==Ker(OF)N L] (X, F) = {s € Dom(O")N L. (X, F) : O"s = 0}.
The ¢-th reduced (resp. non-reduced) L?-Dolbeault cohomology are defined by, respectively,
 Ker(@")NL3,(X,F)

—F 2
Ker(0" ) N L ,(X, F) HYYX,F) = — )
Im(0" )N Laq(X’ F)

2.1) HA(XF) = —— ,
@) @) nz, x,r) @

where [V] denotes the closure of the space V. According to the general regularity theorem of elliptic
operators, s € #P9(X, F') implies s € QP9(X, F').

2.2. L?*-Weak Hodge decomposition. It is obvious that 5#%9(X, F') = Ker(S) N Ker(T*) by the defi-
nition of (%, It is well known that
Im(T)* =Ker(T*) = (Ker(T*) N Ker(S)) @ (Ker(T*) N Ker(S)1)
= (X, F) ® (Ker(T*) N Ker(S)') = #%(X, F) ® (Ker(T*) N [Im(S*)])
—AO(X, F) & [Im($7)),
where Im(7)" denotes orthogonal complement of Im(7") in Laq(X , ') and the last equality comes

from T*S* = 0.
We also have

Ker(S) =([Im(T)] N Ker(S)) @ (Im(T)* N Ker(S)) = Im(T)] & (Im(T)* N Ker(S))
=[Im(7T)] & (Ker(T*) N Ker(5)) = (X, F) ® [Im(T)],

the second equality comes from ST = 0. Since Laq(X, F) = Im(T)* @ [Im(T)], we get weak Hodge
decomposition[[11}, (3.1.21)]

12 (X, F) ="YX, F) & [m@ )] & [Im@ )],

)

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

(2.2) _p _
Ker(9" ) =%(X, F) @ [Im(0

_0, ~
H( g(X’ F) = ‘%ﬂO’q(X’ F),
which associates to each cohomology class its unique harmonic representative. Set H?Q) (X, F) =

ﬁ?ﬁg(X ,F) and Hé) (X, F) := H?Q’SI(X , ). The sheaf cohomology of holomorphic sections of F is

isomorphic to the Dolbeault cohomology, H*(X, F) = H%*(X, F).

2.3. Fundamental estimates and strong Hodge decomposition. We say the fundamental estimate
holds in bidegree (0, ¢) for forms with values in F' with 0 < ¢ < n, if there exist a compact subset
K € X and C' > 0 such that, for s € Dom(d" ) N Dom(3"*) L§ (X, F), we have

Is|* < C (HEFSHQ + 372 +/ ysy%zvX) .
K

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 EF on
Lg,q—l(X , ) and OF on Laq(X , ') have closed range and we have the strong Hodge decomposition

L3 (X, F) = (X, F) & Im(@ ") & Im(@" ),

(2.3) . .
Ker(0' ) =#"(X,F) ®Im(d ).

Moreover, #%9(X, F) is finite-dimensional. We have a canonical isomorphism

AKX, F) = HR(X,F), s [s].

Define Hé) (X, F) = H?Q’;J(X, F), hence, HE]Q)(X, F) =2 #%9(X, F), under the fundamental esti-
mate condition. We say the optimal fundamental estimate holds in bidegree (0, ¢) for forms with
values in L* with 0 < ¢ < n, if there exist a compact subset K X and Cy > 0 such that, for

sufficiently large k we have for s € Dom(d,. ) N Dom (3 ) N L§ (X, LF),

C() Co =F =Fx
1= ) Il < G2 (1B sl + 10k 7s17) + [ IsPavac
k k X«

Note that the condition of Theorem [I.1]is optimal fundamental estimate holds for some (0, j) form.
With respect to forms with values in L*, optimal fundamental estimate holds implies fundamental
estimate holds for sufficiently large k. The optimal means the coefficient of the term [, |s|*dvx 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,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n.
Let (L, h") be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let {Sf}jzl be an orthonormal basis of
HA(X,LF),0< qg<mn,and || := |- |p, . the point-wise Hermitian norm. The Bergman kernel
function on X is defined by

Bl(z) == Z ]sf(m)]h, xeX.
J
The extremal function on X is defined by

2
Si(z):=  sup ]oa(x)z\h’ z e X.
aca(x,rr) llall

Let DE be the Gaffney extension of Kodaira Laplacian. Let 0 < ¢ < n and A > 0. Let E% NESE
Lg,q(X, LF) — &1\ 0O) = ImE%A(Dk) be the spectral projection of [J;. By the elliptic property
of Oy, it’s not difficult to deduce &9(\,0;) C Q%4(X, L¥). Let {s;},;>1 be an orthonormal frame of
&I\, 0F). Let

BL(2) =3 |s;(@)l}, z € X
J

be the Bergman kernel function for lower energy forms. Let

2
S%A(x) ‘= sup @)l

5, L€ X
ac&a(\,0y) [e|

be the extremal function for lower energy forms. We denote the spectrum counting function of [Jj
by N%(\,O) := dim &9(\, ). By the spectral theorem,

(X, LF) = £10,0;) C &%\, Ox) € Dom(0) N L§ (X, L¥).
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We can also define component versions of S} and S%,. For a given orthonormal frame e

ALY(X,LF), let

in

s ()]
SZJ(x) ‘= sup W, reX
ac1(X,LF) Y

be the I- component of S{(z), where a;(z) denotes the component of « along e£. And let

o ()
S%)\J(:U) ‘= sup 72]1, reX
ac&a(\,0) [

be the I- component of S, (z).
For computing Bergman kernel function, we need the relation as follows.

Lemma 3.1 ([2| Lemma 2.1]). With notation as above, we have
S¥(z) < Bl(x <ZS,3] ), VzeX.
We also have the relation between Bergman kernel function and extremal function for lower energy form

SLy(x) < <ZS<M , VYzeX,

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, w)
be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L,h") be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on
X. Fix x € X, we can take a local complex coordinate {z;} around x and a holomorphic trivializing
section s of L such that[[18]]

Zhw 2)dz Adz;,  hig(0) = 8ij,

[s(z)* = e ), 6(z) = Z Niglzil* + O(|2).

It is not difficult to check that

n

(3.1) [T 2)dVx () =

i=1

L (L000); = detu(5000)edV ().

Let’s define
n
= Z )\i7$‘zi’2.
i=1

We will introduce some scaling notation. Let Br := {z : |z| < R} in C" and let Ry, := 1‘\’%‘“. Under
the local coordinate around z, By is identified with a subset of X for some R << 1. Given a function
f on the ball Bg,, we define the scaled function of f by

N

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

™ B g, = Bogk — C, 2 f(

(3.2) (ko)™ ( ZA |2i]* + TO(Izl ).
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The radius R;, := 1‘35; has been chosen to make sure that the fiber metric on L* tends to the model
fiber metric ¢, with all derivatives on scaled balls
(3.3) sup  |9%((ko)® — ¢o)(2)| — 0,

|2|<VkRy

since ([3.2) and for any n € N,

(log k)"
\/E —

Moreover, VkR;, = logk tends to infinity, so that the sequence of scaled balls B VER exhausts C".

1
sup  —=O([z|") < C
|2|<VERy vk

Let’s denote by [J(*) the Laplacian, taken with respect to the scaled fiber metric (k¢)*) and the scaled
base metric w*). One can check that

1
(3.4) O® k) = E(Dkak)(k), Vo € Dom(Cy) C L (X, L"),
where we use the notation a*) to replace ozl(f) for simplifying the notation. Therefore, for any «;, €
(X, LF), then the scaled form (k) satisfies
O a®) — o
on the scaled ball B VERL" Furthermore, by ([3.3), it’s not hard to check that
(3.5) O® = Oy, + ex Dy,

where [J,, is the Laplacian with respect to the model metric ¢y and the scaled base metric w®) Dy
is a second order partial differential operator with bounded variable coefficients on the scaled ball
B /iR, and ¢, is a sequence tending to zero. In fact, we can also check that all the derivatives of the
coefficients of Dj, are uniformly bounded. By changing of variables, one can also check that for any
ay € L§ (X, L¥),

¢o,VERy,

3.3. The upper bound of BZ,. 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,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L,h") be a holomorphic
Hermitian line bundle on X. Assume that p — 0, then for any x € X, the following estimate holds
Bq

n i s
Sﬂkk(x) < k 1X(q) detw(%aa(ﬁ)x

where X (q) is the subset of X consisting of points on which the curvature of the holomorphic Hermitian
line bundle (L, h") has exactly q negative eigenvalues and n — q positive eigenvalues.

We adjust the proof of Lemma 3.1] and get the following Lemma which is necessary to
prove Proposition

Lemma 3.3. For each k, suppose that 3%) is a smooth g-form on the ball B /i, such that g% =

k= 2a®), where oy € &(kpg, 0;) has a unit norm. Identify 3¥) with a form in L;O(C") by extending
with zero. Then there is constant C' independent of k such that

B®(z)

2

0, B2

zo < CHﬁ(k‘)

sup
z€B1

Moreover, there is a subsequence of {3%)} which converges uniformly with all derivatives on any ball in
C™ to a smooth form 3, where (3 is in L;O(C").
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Proof Fix a ball By in C". By Garding’s inequality for the elliptic operator ((J*))™, we have the
following estimates for the Sobolev norm of 3(*) on the ball Br with 2m derivatives

o )
¢0,B2r

for any positive integers m. Since ) converges to [y, on Bag, we find that Cg . is independent of
k, therefore, for any m € N,

2 )

¢0,B2r)

SR |(O) ™ol -

2 2

< CRry (Hﬁ(k)

n H(D(k))mﬂ(k)

¢0,BR,2m ¢0,B2r

2 2

(3.7) Hﬁ(k’

< Cpr <H5(k)

¢0,BRr,2m

+ H(Dw))mﬁ(k)

¢0,B2Rr

By changing of variables, we get

H (Okym g | O®yma®|”

¢07B\/ER]€

< k™"

¢0,B2r

Since oy € &(kuy, k) and oy have unit norms, we have

— 2 2
K22 1(Ok) ol < i lewllx = e — 0.

Hence we find the last term H(D(k))mﬁ(k) H;O B,, — 000 (3-7). Therefore, we get
2 2
3.8 H (k) < Crllg® ,
(3.8) p ¢0,Br,2m r HIB ®0,B2r

/B(k)HiO,BL <C Hﬁ(k)HiO’BQ. The continuous injection L>* < C9 k > n, provided

2m —
by the Sobolev embedding theorem, proves the first statement in the lemma. Next, we will prove the

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

in particular,

2 2
sup [ 80 = sup k= [a® < sup g} = 1.
k @0 k ¢°’B\/ER1@
By (3.8), we deduce that for any R > 0,
2
Hﬁ(k) < Cg.
¢0,BR,2m

Since this holds for any m > 1, Rellich’s compactness theorem yields, for each R, a subsequence of
{B®)} | which converges in all Sobolev spaces H*(Bpg) for k > 0. The compact embedding H* —
Chk>n+ %l, shows that the sequence converges in all C!(Bg). Choosing a diagonal sequence, with
respect to a sequence of balls exhausting C", completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now we can give a proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition First we will prove that

hiisogp SL, (@) < 1x(g)

detw(%agtb)l,
T

By definition, there is a sequence oy, € &%(kug, y) of unit norm such that

lim sup k‘_"Siukk(x) = limsup k™ "|ay(z)

k—00 k—o00

i

Let’s consider the g%) = k3, By definition, 3*) is a form on B VER, and identify 3*) with a
form in Lio((C") by extending with zero. Using Lemma [3.3] we can find a subsequence of {3} that
converges uniformly with all derivatives to 5 on any ball in C”, where g is smooth and || Hio < 1.
Since ay € & (kug, OJy), we get 5) € &9y, O*)), moreover, from (3.5), we get Ty, 3 = 0. Hence,
we get

180)[?
18113,

2
hinsupk: SEk(T) = hjm ‘ﬂ i (0)‘

— 1BO)P < < S1,(0),
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., . . . q q n
Berman [2 Proposition 4.3] computed explicitly S; ¢.(0), B; ¢.(0) on model case C

i
§2 e (0) = BY £ (0) = Ly () () |detu(5-09).

The first step of this proof is done. By Lemma [3.I] we also get limsup;_, . k™" B% k(@) = 0, for

any = ¢ X(q). Next, let’s consider x € X (g¢), we can assume that \; - - - \, are negative eigenvalues.
Berman [2, Proposition 4.3] proved

S7,ca(0) =0, VI#(1,2,....q).

Therefore, we have 5; = 0 for any I # (1,2,...,q). Moreover, for any I # (1,2,...,q), we deduce
that

. —n . —n 2
lim k5%, ;(0) = lm k5™ [, 1(0)] = [B1(0)]* = 0.

This proves that
111?114*"5%A L0)=0, YI#(1,2,...,q).

Finally, by Lemma 3.7}

. Y i
limsupk™"BL, 1 (2) 0+0+ ...+ 5] cu(0) = 1x( (@) detw(%a&b)gc

k

finishes the proof of the theorem. O

3.4. The lower bound of B%,. In this subsection, we will prove the following lower bound of B%,
on any compact subset of Hermitian manifolds (whether compact or not).

Proposition 3.4. Let (X,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L,h*) be a holomorphic
Hermitian line bundle on X. Suppose K is a compact subset of X. Then there is a sequence i, — 0 such
that

liminf k™" BY

7 —
k00 Sﬂkk‘(:ﬂ) > Lk(g detw(ga&ﬁ)x

, Vo e 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 {ay} C Qg’q(X, L*) such that

i
\ak(x)\Z = k" detw(%a&b)gc

lim k% = 1,
lim |&~™(Op) u]|% =0, Vm eN.
Moreover, for any compact set K of X, there is a sequence 6, — 0, such that
(k™ 'O, o) ¢ < 6y, Vo € K(q), k €N.
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that the first ¢ eigenvalues at x, A ,, ... A\, , are negative,

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

1
Atl|A2] Al ) 2 s
/B(w) = (M) e+zg:1 Az\wz|2d—wl A dwy A ... A diy.
s
Observe that ]ﬁ@o = Ml”’\;%e*ﬂ;l illwil* and |8]lo,cr = 1. It is not hard to check that g €
o (C™) for any m € N. Define oy, on X by

ar(z) = k2 xp (VE2)B(VE2),
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where xi(w) = X(\/ELR) and y is a smooth function supported on the unit ball, which equals one on
k
the ball of radius % By ([@B.1), it is easy to find that

o ()] = k" detw(ziaggb)m
s

To compute ||ay||?, note that
ol = kBB cr = 1812, 1 e, + IBI2, 51 2

Since 3 € L7 (C"), we get the last term HXkﬁHiO -1 g, — 0. And by VkRy, tends to infinity, the first
P>y k

term ||5H207%\/ER16 — |||l ¢,c» = 1. Then combining above, we get
li =1
im o

From (3.4) and (3.5), we get

2 2

-m (7], 2 <p-n D(k) m (k) _ N D(k) mye
= @) el sk~ [@F)ma® OOk Cab)|, o
(39) =@, e = OO+ cP0uB),
0, VRRy ’ 0. VERy,
2 2
< (k)ym—1 2 (k)ym—1
<@y Tacat)|, e, +e] @ D),

where D, is a second order partial differential operator, whose coefficients have derivatives that are
uniformly bounded in k and ;, — 0. Note that the first term ||(O®)™~10, (x,.53))|

2
o/FRy tends to 0
as k — oo. Indeed, it is easy to check [, 3 = 0, hence 93 = 5*’¢°5 = 0. By Leibniz’ rule

Ogo (X8) = i,

where 7, is a function, uniformly bounded in k£ and contains second derivatives of yj. It is not hard
to find suppn, C B, /5, \B% ViR, Using ([B.5) repeatedly, we find
‘2

(3.10) H(D(’“)m*lD@(xkﬁ))‘ boVRR

< I PBlI gy e

where 1y, is a function and supp v, C B VER, \ B1 VER P is a polynomial. Indeed, coefficients of Dj
2

and its derivatives are uniformly bounded in % and if we take any derivatives to 3, it should be polyno-

mials multiply with 3. Since supp ¢ C N \B%\/ERk and PS¢ Lzo((C"), we get HzkaﬁHian — 0,

thus

2

D(k) m_1|:| )
| @O 0s 0B, — 0

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

|@®ym1Dy )|

< 2
i, S1QBIZ e

where () is a polynomial. Since Qf € LQO(C"), we get H(D(k))m_ll)k(mﬁ))“zo ViR, 18 uniformly
bounded. Combining (3.9),(3.10), we get

lim =™ (Op)™ax|% =0, Vm €N.
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To prove the last statement, observe that

1~ e P S 2
-1 . * - *(k)
(k'O o) 5 _H—\/E(am | H(a+a )(X\/ERkﬁ)H\/ERk
N H(X\/mk( + ) JER, + 1l H(B\/ERk\B%\/ERk)

2n
<eg (HﬁHQ + Z ||8zﬁ||2> + HﬁH%B\/ERk\B%\/ERk)’
i=1

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

an expansion for the first order operator (0 +5*’(k)) asin (35 and (3 +8"°)3 = 0. Observe that 9,3
depends on the eigenvalues of 90¢ at z, hence it depends on z. But for any compact set & of X, there
is an upper bound of absolute value of eigenvalues of d0¢ on K, we also have ||3]|?> = 1, therefore

<HﬁH2 + zf;q HBZ-ﬁHQ) < 1+ C. By the same argument, we can deduce ¢, is independent of z. Since
2 find 6 h that fi k
HﬁH(BﬁRk\B%\/ERk) — 0, we can find §;, — 0, such that for any &,

(k™ 'O, o) ¢ < 6y, Vo € K(q), k €N.
The proof of this lemma is completed. O
Now we can prove Proposition [3.4

Proof of Proposition[3.4] Take u; — 0, such that % — 0, where dy, is the sequence in Lemma[3.5] Let
{ay} be the sequence that Lemma [3.5] provides. Define

)

N Nl R
= B2 ok, o= ap — apg,

where EZ is the the spectral projection of (.. By the definition, «y, € Qo’q(X ,LF) ¢ L2(X,LF).
<pik 0

Hence ay € &9(urk,0;). By the elliptic property of Oy, aqx,azx € QO9(X,LF) N L2(X, LF).

Moreover, we can check

(3.11) (E%)\azk,ag,k)X =0, VA< k.

First, we prove the claim

| R |2
(3.12) lipn i~ [ (o)( — 0.
As in the proof of Lemma[3.3]
2 2 2
3.13 K ad?(0)] < </<:" PN k| @®ymal) ) .
( ) ay )‘ > Qg 0.5 ( )"y 60,51

From (3.11)), we observe that

(Opogp, o k) = (/ )\qu<>\062,k7042,k> = / Ad <Ei)\a2,kaa2,k>
R = X R = X

= [ ad(BLasane) = mh [ 10(EL e an)
(pk,+00] =X R =X

=k </ 1dEi>\042,k,0427k> = pikllon %
R - X

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

®|? < 2 1 Lo Ok
« o < Upag g, < k™ Upag, < — 0.
2 |l ™ [ 2,k‘HX = Mkk( X2,k 27’?)X m ( kEXE k)X m

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

k—n

k*'ﬂ

2
OOyl < kO sl < kO e} -0
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Now we finish the proof of claim (3.12)).
Finally, combining Lemma [3.T] Lemma [3.5] and claim (3.12), for any = € K(q)

0 2
FBY (1) 2k St (o) 2 kB OD s om0

ik [
-n -n i om
=k o (0) — g 1 (0)] — k7" [ (0))* = detw(%&?gb)m .
Since B (z) = 0 for any ¢ K(q), we finish the proof. O

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,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L,h") be a holomorphic Her-
mitian line bundle on X. Suppose K is a compact subset of X. Then there is a sequence i, — 0 such
that

lim k7"BL, () = 1x(q) ; Vz € K.

k—o0

detw(Qia%)x
T

Proof. Take py := /0, where ¢, is the sequence in Lemma Then the theorem comes from
Proposition and Proposition 3.4] directly. O

4. STRONG HOLOMORPHIC MORSE INEQUALITIES

In this section, we will prove L? strong holomorphic Morse inequalities on non-compact manifolds
(Theorem [I.I). The main tools we used are based on Section Bl First, we will give an asymptotic
property of dimension of lower energy form Bergman spaces N%(uik, ;) = dimg &9(ugk, Ok ). 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 L* decay to zero as k — oo outside of a compact subset.
As a consequence, the computation of N7(uk, ;) concentrates on a compact subset.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,w) be a Hermitian manifold of dimension n and let (L, h*) 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

CN iz < € (13 12 1 13" o112 2
(1= %) 1elP < 5 (18 4 1@5s12) + [ v

for s € Dom(9;) NDom(),) N L3 ,(X, L¥). Then we have the estimate for the dimension of the g-th lower
energy form Bergman spaces N9(uik, ),

lim n!k_"Nq(ukk,Dk):/ (=1)%¢; (L, 5™
K(q)

k—o0
Note that the condition in Theorem [4.1]is the ¢-th optimal fundamental estimate.
Proof. First, by the spectral decomposition theorem, using the optimal fundamental estimate, for any
s € &9k, 0x) C Dom(0y) N L (X, LF),

C C =k =%
(1= sl® <= (118" s|* + 119s]*) +/ |s[?dVx
k k "

:%(Dks,s)+/ |s|2dVx = % (</ )\quQ) s,s> +/ |s]2dVy
K R - K

C C
= )\d(Ei)\s,s)—k/ |s|2dVx < —ukk/ 1d(Ei/\s,s)+/ |s|2dVx
k J {0,k = K k R = K

=Cuy, <</ 1dEi>\> S,S) +/ ‘s‘QdVX = C,U'kHSHQ _|_/ ‘3‘2dVX,
R - K K
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where EZ, is the spectral measure of 0. Thus, it follows that [|s||* < ¢ [, [s|*dVx, where ¢, :=
k—mc% and ¢, — 1, as k — oo. By Fatou’s lemma, Holder’s inequality and Theorem3.6] we get

limsup (k™" N (uk, O))

k—o0
<lim sup (k:_"ck/ B<u p(@)dVx (z )>
k—o0 K
<[ limsupc lim su /k‘ nB 1% :c)
.1 < i k) < b Jic <pk (D) (@)
n U o=
§/K lin;ok Bq<u p(2)dVx () :/KlK(q) detw(%a&ﬁ)x dVx (z)

_ / (_1)qM.
K(q) n!

Therefore, we get the upper bound of k=" N9(uik,;). Note that the idea of estimating the up-
per bound of £~"NY comes from [10, Proposition 4.2]. Next, let’s consider the lower bound of
k=" N9(uk, ), by Fatou’s lemma and Theorem [3.6]

likn_1>inf (k™" Nk, Oy)) —hmmf (k‘ "/ B<M p(2)dVx (z ))

(4.2) >hm1nf< / B<M p(2)dVx (z )> >k / lim B<M p(2)dVx (z)
K k—oco
- 59 _ _yeculL R
/K L (q) detw(%_(?(?gb)m dVx(x) /K(q)( 1) . .
Finally, combining (4.1) and (4.2)), we finish the proof. O

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

Proof of Corollary- Using the canonical isomorphism of the weakly Hodge decomposition (2.2]

H%(M,E) = H( )(X LF), and the fact that we have H( )(X LF) = H?QSI(X L*), when the funda-
mental estimate holds, we have dim H, (X, L*) := dim H? §(X, LF) = dim s2%9( X, L*) < Nk, O).
This allows us to get the weak Morse inequalities directly by Theorem [4.11 O

To prove Theorem [I.1] we need the following Lemma Lemma 3.2.12].

Lemma 4.2. Let
0 dO 1 dl dn—l
00—V =V — ... — V" —0
be a complex of vector spaces. Let H'(V*) = Ker(d")/Im(d’~1) with Im(d~') = 0. If dim V¢ < +oo0 for
any q < m, then
q
> (1) dim HY (V*) <

j=0

(=) dim VI, > (=1)/ 4 dim B (V) < ) (=1)/ ¢ dim V.

Jj=q Jj=q

-

<
Il
o

In particular, we also have

3

(—=1)/ dim HY(V*) = i(—l)j dim V7,
j=0

<
Il
o

Now, we are in the position of proving Theorem [T.T]

Proof of Theorem [L.1} We only prove the first statement of Theorem [I.1] the proof of other statements
are same as the first. Since [0}, ;] = 0, we get 0(&9(urk,0x)) C (£97 (uxk,Og)). Consider the
chain complex

0 — &k, O) 25 &M ik, Og) 25 - 2y £k, O) — 0.
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Suppose 0 < g < 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

k—o00

lim n!k™" N7 (pk, Oy :/ (=1)ey(L,h")", VO <j<q.
K(j)

By the first statement of Lemma[4.2] for any 0 < r < ¢, we get

k—o00 k—o00

lim nlk™" > "(=1)" dim HY (& (uk, Or)) < nlk™™ Y (=1)"7 lim dim &7 (uk, )
(4.3) =0 =0

s s

_ ~1Y"J lim NV 1\ —J “1)e Lyn _ 1) Lyn.
_JZO( 1) klﬁooN(lukk?,Dk)g (—1) /K(j)( 1Yey (L, hY) /K(ST)( 1)"ci (L, hE)

=0
Next, we will prove that H7 (& (juik, O1)) = H. {2) (X, L*¥). Since the fundamental estimates hold, using
strong Hodge decomposition Theorem [2.3] for any 0 < j < ¢, we get
&k, Ox) = & (upk, Og) N LG (X, LF) = &7 (uik, D) N (2% (X, LF) & T T (3),) @ T 1 (8))).
Since [0, ;] = 0, we get
& (pek, Op) = %7 (X, LF) @ T T (0| o k. 0)) © 10~ (B o gk, ) -
It’s not hard to check
Ker/ (&6 (pupk, Ox)) = %9 (X, LF) & T ™ (9| g0 (e 1)) -
Hence, by strong Hodge decomposition Theorem 2.3]

HI (& ke, O)) = Ker! (& (pk, Og)) /Tm? (O] go o)) = %7 (X, LF) = H(jz) (X, LY.

Combining with (4.3)), we complete the proof of Theorem [L.1l

5. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we give some examples and prove Theorem [[.3+-Theorem The main materials
rely on Li-Shao-Wang [[10], Peng-Shao-Wang and Ma-Marinescu[[11].

5.1. weakly 1-complete manifolds. In this subsection, we follow to prove Theorem The
strong holomorphic Morse inequalities for weakly 1-complete manifolds appeared in [3, 12, 11]. In
particular [12] answered an open question of Ohsawa affirmatively. We give some necessary
definitions firstly.

Definition 5.1. A complex manifold X is said to be weakly 1-complete [13ll, if there is a plurisubharmonic
function ¢ € C*°(X,R), such that X, := {z € X : p(z) < ¢} € X for any ¢ € R. A Hermitian line
bundle (L, h*) on a complex manifold X is said to be Griffiths q-positive at x € X, if the curvature form
R has at least n — ¢ + 1 positive eigenvalues at x, where n = dimc X, 1 < g < n.

We suppose that X is a weakly 1-complete manifold of dimension n and ¢ is the exhaustion function
of X. Let (L, h*) be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X and K be a compact set of X. Assume
(L, h*) is Griffiths g-positive on X \ K with ¢ > 1. Fix some X, = {z € X : ¢(x) < ¢} and assume
KcX.eX.

Peng-Shao-Wang prove that optimal fundamental estimate holds for X, as follows.

Proposition 5.2 ([[14} Proposition 4.3]). Let X be a weakly 1-complete manifold of dimension n, (L, h™)
be a Hermitian line bundle on complex manifold X, which is Griffiths g-positive on the outside of the
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compact set K C X.. Then there exist a compact subset K' C X. with K C K' and C > 0 such that for
sufficiently large k, we deduce that
C C = -~
(= DlIsl? < —(10ksl® + 105 mrs?) +/ |s|2dVx
k k K
for any s € Dom(d;) NDom (D}, ) N L3 ;(X,, L¥) and q < j < n, where the L*-norm is given by w, hL*
on X..
Using the optimal fundamental estimate, we can give a proof of Theorem [T.3]
Proof of Theorem By Proposition [5.2land Theorem [I.1] we deduce that for any ¢ < r < n,
n
S (1) dime Hiy (X, L)) < = / (—1)7 1 (L, hEY" + ofk™).
= LRENED
It only needs to prove that K(j) = K'(j) for j > ¢. Since K ¢ K', we have K(j) ¢ K'(j). For the
opposite direction, since L is Griffiths ¢- positive on M \ K, R* has n — q + 1 positive eigenvalues in
M \ K at least. So R hasn — (n —q+ 1) = ¢ — 1 < j negative eigenvalues at most. In particular,
when L > 0, by[[17, Theorem 6.2], we have H’ (M, L*) = ;7% (X,, LF) = H&g (X,, L*) for k> 1 and
every ¢ € NT. This completes the proof. O
5.2. Pseudoconvex domains. Let M be a relatively compact domain with smooth boundary bM in
a complex manifold X. Let p € ¥°°(X,R) such that M = {z € X : p(z) < 0} and dp # 0 on
bM = {x € X : p(z) = 0}. We denote the closure of M by M = M U bM. We say that p is a defining
function of M. Let T(LObM = {v € THOX : dp(v) = 0} be the analytic tangent bundle to bM.
The Levi form of p is the 2-form %, := 99p € €>°(bM, THO*bM @ TOV*bM). A relatively compact
domain M with smooth boundary bM in a complex manifold X is called pseudoconvex if the Levi
form .7, 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,h") be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X. Let
(L, h*) be positive in a neighbourhood of the boundary bM of M. Then there is a compact subset K & M,
a constant C' > 0 and a Hermitian metric w on X, such that for sufficiently large k

C C = .
(1= 2)Isl1? < = (11ks]* + [|9s]?) +/ |s[?dVx
k i P

for any s € Dom(9y) N Dom(d,) N L3 (M, L*) and 1 < j < n, where the L*-norm is given by w, ht" on
M.

Since optimal fundamental estimate holds on M for any (0, j)-forms (1 < j < n), using Theorem
[L.1] under the same conditions as in Proposition [5.3] for any 1 < r < n, we get

n n

S (=177 dimg Hjyy (M, LF) < = / (=1)"c1 (L, hE)™ + o(k™).
j=r n: K/(ZT)

Let K := K, we can get Theorem [[.4] directly.

5.3. g-convex manifolds. A complex manifold X of dimension n is called g-convex (see [1]) if there
exists a smooth function p € ¢°°(X,R) such that the sublevel set X, = {9o < ¢} € X forallc € R
and the complex Hessian 00p has n — ¢ + 1 positive eigenvalues outside a compact subset KX C X.
Here X, € X means that the closure X is compact in X. We call ¢ an exhaustion function and K
exceptional set.

From now on let X be a g-convex manifold of dimension n. Let ug < u < ¢ < v such that the
exceptional subset K C X,, := {z € X : p(z) < wp}. Then, we modify the prescribed hermitian
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metric A on L. Let x(t) € €>(R) such that x'(t) > 0, x”(t) > 0. We define a Hermitian metric
W' .= nt"e~*x(0) on L* for each k > 1 and we set L¥ := (L*, hL"). Thus

RIX = kRIx = kRE + kx'(0)000 + kX" (0)00 A Do.
Li-Shao-Wang[10] prove the optimal fundamental estimate on ¢-convex manifolds as follows.
Proposition 5.4 ([10, Proposition 3.4]). Let X be a g-convex manifold of dimension n with the excep-

tional set K C X,.. Then there exist a compact subset K' ¢ X, with K ¢ K', Cy > 0 and C; > 0 such
that for any sufficiently large k and x(t) € €>(R) satisfying x'(0) > Cy on X, \ X, we have

Co Co, = —
(1= =l < == (llOws® + 119k msl*) +/ |s[*dvx
2 k »
for any s € Dom(9;) NDom (D}, ) N L3 ;(X,, L) and q < j < n, where the L*-norm is given by w, hf(k
on X..

Then using results above, we can give a proof of Theorem [L.5]

Proof of Theorem[L.5] Let uyp < u < ¢ < v such that K ¢ X,, € K’ € X, € X,. We can suppose
K UM c X,, by choosing a suitable ug, where M is a compact set in the condition of Theorem [L.5]
We choose now x = x(t) € €°(R), xX'(t) > 0, x"(t) > 0 for all t € R such that y = 0 on (—o0, ug)
and /(o) > C3 > 0 on X, \ X,. From Proposition 5.4 and Theorem [T} there exists a compact subset
K’ ¢ X, with K C K’ such that for any s + ¢ — 1 < r < n, we have

1\ s J k N 1\ Lyn n
5.1) ;( 1 dime Hy (X, F) < /K/(ML)( 1 en(L, Y™ + o(k™).

We have
VIR = VZ1RY 4+ V=1x/(0)880 + V—=1X"(0)d0 A Do > V—1R* + V=1 (0)ddo0.

Since R’ has at least n — s + 1 non-negative eigenvalues (thus at most s — 1 negative eigenvalues)
on X \ M, X'(¢) > 0 on X and dJp has at least n — ¢ + 1 positive eigenvalues (thus at most ¢ — 1
negative eigenvalues) on X \ K, the number of negative eigenvalues of R"x is strictly less than j on
X\(MUK)foranyj>s+qg—1(notes+qg—1>s—1and > q— 1), and thus

K'(j,hL) C K UM C Xy,
However, by y = 0 on (—oo, ug), we have h% = h* on X, and ¢, (L, hl) = ¢1(L, k") on X,,. Thus
K'(j,hy) = Xug(7: 1Y) = Xuo (5, ") = K'(j,hP) \ (K" \ Xy ) (j, h") = K'(j,hF) for j > s + ¢ — 1. It

follows that
/ (—1)er (L, BEY" = / (—1) e (L, hEy
K'(>r,hL) K'(>1,hL)

for g + s — 1 < r < n. Finally, by (5.1)), it follows that for ¢ + s — 1 < r < n, we have

n kn
> (=1)77" dime H), (X, LF) < (=1)"ey (L, ™)™ + o(k™)
(5.2) = ” ERES
. k" r L\n n
=— (=171 (L, ™)™ + o(k").
e JM(>r)

Here the last equality is from that K'(j, h*) = M(j,h") forany j > r > g+ s — 1.
By [11], Theorem 3.5.6 (Hormander), Theorem 3.5.7 (Andreotti-Grauert)], we have, for any j > ¢,

J
Hiy,

Since s > 1, we can apply the above identification in (5.2]) to complete our proof. O

(X, LF) = HI(X,, LF) = H (X, L*).
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5.4. Complete manifolds. A Hermitian manifold (X,w) 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, w) be a complete Hermitian manifold of dimension n. Let (L, h")
be a holomorphic Hermitian line bundle on X such that w = ci(L,h*) on X \ M for a compact subset
M. Then there exist Cy > 0 and M &€ M’ such that for each 1 < q < n, we have for sufficiently large k,

C Co (=K =K xx
1= S0 sl < 2 (1RSI + 19 sI) + [ JsPdve
k k "

fors e Dom@fx) N Dom(EkKX*) NLZ (X, LF).

Proof of Theorem Let ¢ > 1. From Lemma[5.5] the optimal fundamental estimate holds in bidegree
(0, q) for forms with values in L* @ Kx for k large. Then Theorem [[.T tells us that for any 1 < r < n,

n n

S (1)~ dime Hy (X, IF & Kx) < / (=1)er(L, B2 + o(k™).
()

, n!
j=r
Noticed that M(q) = M'(q) for any ¢ > 1, we complete the proof. O
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