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Kihler SHEOERS SHECHT S
IR IEERERA D g-convexity

KBtk - %% WA M F (Kazuko ‘MATSUMOTO)

1. [ZLHIC

BERERBED g-convexity, g-completeness OBEIL, Andreotti-Grauert [1] IZ& > TH
AZh, ZD & 5 5B KK LT cohomology BOFRYE, HEEENRINI. TO%, 8
FRERE M D open subset D D g-convexity, g-completeness ZH|FEJ 57 DDEOND
BRIMNONTNS. D OBER 0D 8 M @ C? D real (and regular) submanifold T
HBHEITHRB &, RD 2 DOEEFRENTH 5.

EIE A (Barth [2]). S 2% n RITERHEZEH P,, © complex submanifold T, &
B DRITT n—q UEDEE, #%E P, \ S 13 strongly g-convex TH 5.

EH B (Eastwood-Suria [5], Suria [23]). Stein Zifik M OH D C?-boundary ZHD
open subset D A% weakly Levi g-pseudoconvex (EZiT §2 2B) DL %, D I3 strongly
g-complete TH 5. "

EZ AT, n RIGERZRMED open subset D {3,

(1) HERERDDRITH n — q LLED complex submanifold DFEE

(2) C?-boundary Z#F2 weakly Levi q—pseudocohvex open subset
DONTNDEHE b, locally g-convex 12755, M 23 P,, £7213 Stein ZARAE, BHE D Levi
MENRT AERLHEAEDEZ, M D open subset D 2% locally g-convex £ & D (&
(globally) g-convex 9?) &1 BB ¢-Levi M8 & FI, g-convex domain BEFHRDH
bk B RIRAED 1 DTHS (M = C* OBATEAKBRTHS). ORI, ¢=1
DIFEITHY T BEED Levi RIBHEOBREIERTIZH 2D, HZAIE, M=P, Tq=22D
& &, g-Levi BEEIZEEMICIIBITITOTHA D &, &, ~HBTRFEINATHS (XF
DB EDIERNH M, RHEZETHB).

—7, B4R, 378D 5, locally 1-convex domain DEEED (FIEEKRTOD) BRI
#E3E & LT, Tadokoro [25] & V¥ n — ¢ O#EM#EHE, Diederich-Fornaess [4] 1T &
Y g-convex domain with corners DEEENBAINT.. CHOoDHEKIZ, ¢ =22 DEX
g-convex domain & Y bW D FOHEERFOTEHTH D, ThZh, i n— q OHHNE
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¥, g-convex function with corners RV THEMN T Sh3. Tho OB ONTOR
Eho, C" @%ﬁﬁﬁll’)b‘f, B n — q DEMBEIKE g-convex domain with corners
B—HTsILbAOSNTNAS.

KIZ, M % C® D Kihler 3H& G 2R OEBERERE, D = M OFRELT S,
HEGCHSHRICRES, M D2 5 P,Q DEM% d(P,Q) TEL,D OL P HholER
8D  TOEME dyp(P) = inf{d(P,Q); Q € 8D} &F53.

M P n RITERHEZM P, T, G ' Fubini 5F8D& %, D ' M T (BEDEKRT)
gEMTHNIE, BB —logdop 1 D THREESHRMIC/LS (Takeuchi [26]). ~ DFERII,
—f&1Z, M %% holomorphic bisectional curvature NIED5E/# Kihler £ T HAIUTEAL
U, Greene-Wau [9] iZ & 9, Kahler F4kf& M O#MEE D 12Xt U, BI¥( —logdsp O ‘%
BEHRAIKOES 2K TEN, M D holomorphic bisectional curvature % i T X
N T35 (cf Takeuchi [27], Suzuki [24]).

AR TIZ, D 28 n KT Kihler ZHE M Oiin—q (1S q < n) OBRMNEBTH S5
A1, B3 —logdsp D ‘NH n— q OBMEDOE S 2R TEREZFA LU THELZIT, £
DRERERIC, FIHDER 0D W% C? D real submanifold THAEHAIHEHAT S &, kb
DOFERE A, B, 97ib b, P, ® Stein ZLRREDIPSFEIHD g-convexity, g-completeness T
B89 % Barth [2], Suria [23] (Eastwood-Suria [5]) FORR (RUZN S DRIEER) 2175
NBEILEBRBIEILTS.

2. —BRMHOEOEE S BN

§2 Tl, M % n IKJT paracompact MEREERELHE, D & M OBEEETS. D (C M)
&, K&, £ DHEE M\ D %6 n — ¢ IKTLO analytic set & UREERHEERFOL &,
M THH n— q DEMTH B ENS ([25]). M3 n — g DEOPE, R 9D ORI
HETHS. BEOEROEMNFERIINE n— 1 OBMNTH Y, EEOFHBIIAIE 0 DR
NThD. M ODFOHEE D % (weakly) g-convex THhiT, D 13 M THE n — g DERY
IKIE35,25qSn—10DEE, M=C" OBFAETIZ, TOFIIRL LW ([4], [11)).

#l 1. S A M D analytic subset T S DBEMIBS ODXRITOBR/MER k(0 k<n-1)
DEX, BES M\ S I n—q ODBRMNIHEBIDDOLEFREERL, k2n—q &
5Z&ETH5.

# 2. D %% C%-boundary ZH> M D open subset D& X (F4 b5, BR 0D ' M
D C? D real hypersurface D & ¥), D Y n — ¢ DENITIL B 7D DLEA-3%H
i3, D %% weakly Levi ¢-pseudoconvex TH 5 Z &, T8 H D D% defining function p
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@ Levi form 88p &% 8D D% holomorphic tangent space LT &b n—q BOIHEH
DEFEZFOIELTH 5.

#3 Cto a.na.lytxc subset S = {21 =20 =0}U{23 =24 = 0} L, wEs C4\S
(¥ 2-convex with corners (A3 2(= 4 — 2) DOHE™NM) TiddH 5 0% 2-convex T,

Fujita [8] iIC&k O, C* DS D ¥ n — q DEEMNCK 37 DDOBE+HFEEIZ, D
DI n — ¢ DEEMBIRIC & - T exhaust INBZ ETH 5. OB, Hunt-Murray
[10] 2% A L 72 (¢ — 1)-plurisubharmonic function & bFMETH 228, & & Tid, &E (51N
( Slodkowski [21] iIZ& %, RDFETEZHRZEZBRTHK.

B 1 (cf [21], [8], 14]). ¢: D — RU{~co} L}l PcD L95. o' P
Th# n— q DEMNTH S &1L, P DL TEHIN/AEED weakly (n — g + 1)-convex
function f iZXf U, P Dtk U(f) T, Pe A, A€ U(f) THHEEDHEE A 1Tl

(¢ + ))(P) = max{(¢ + f)(Q); Q € 0A}

LB OONFET B LRV, £, ¢ 13, D DEH P THHM n— g DEMICES &
&, D T n— g DROTHEENS. |

WHDOEROLZELRABLIINE n -1 OBNTHB. C2 BOBEK o 2%, M n—gq
DEMIZIE B 1D DLBEA %ML, ¢ DY weakly g-convex B2 &, THbb o @
Levi form 80y & HTHRE Eb n—q+ 1 BOFADEFMERE > LTHS. L
IS B ELRAMBEED C2 OO TEMINE ZERZRCASN TS, Miin—q
OBMBIEUE, —RICIE C? O bDOTEMT B Z ENTERL.

EH 2 (cf [3]). o: D —RU{-00} &, DDEKEPIINL, POFEFEU & U LD
strongly 1-convex function h T, o —h U THE n—q OBMERBE SO0 EHAT S
EE&, D THEn—q DEENTHEENS.

E# 3 (Diederich-Fornaess [4]). ¢: D — R I3, D OKS P ixtL, P DEFE U &
U L® g-convex function 1, s, ... ,pr BEIELT ply = max{p;, @s,... , 0} EBIF
%<& %, D T g-convex with corners TH5 & 9.

Bungart & Diederich-Fornaess IZ& %, IROEUERIH SN TN 5.

Bungart OELRE ([3], 1990 £F). ¢: D — R ZHEELAE n— ¢ OBENERE
95 ZDEE, D LOEEDHEGE ¢ > 0 12X L, D T g-convex with corners TH 3
B% ¢ T, D Llp—9|<e LBBHONEET 5.
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Diederich-Fornaess O:E{EIEE ([4], 1985 ££). ¢ : D — R % g-convex function
with corners &3 %. ZDEX, D LOEFEDOESGESE ¢ > 0 1L, D £D Fconvex
function ¢ T, D Lk |p—9| <e ERNBIOPEETS. T, g=n—[n/q)+1 T, [ ]
i3 Gauss iLEZERT.

Diederich-Fornaess 13, X5, £ED pair (n,q) iKW L, LOEMUERDOFD 713, &
BOETHBEEERLTNS. 25¢gSn—10DEE, G>q THHIEILHEETS.

Bungart OITUER L D, C* OBES D Io# LTI, D 21 C" THH n—q OEFMITK
% Z & &, gcomplete with corners 1232 & EIZRMETH 3. F 1, Diederich-Fornaess
DOEPEER LD, CDEE, D (C C") i gcomplete iIZ785.

M DOB%4 D 13, 0D OKE Q IZHL, Q DELS TEHRI N/, Q %5 n—q KT
@ complex submanifold S T, S CM\D &EB2HDONFET B EE, 7 (Cg) ZiiT
T ENH I EICT S, Bungart OEMERDIGHE LT, C* OME n — ¢ DEMEBEIZ,
&M (C,) R THAEBOMATOBBE LTHEN T ONS Z L0 5.

3. BAMO “BOMENES’ £83 operator

83 TiZ, M % C™ #&D Hermite 58 G 2> n KERKERLZ/KRE, D & M Db
BRELTS. ‘
M D& P ORI ORFFEER (21,. .. ,2,) &, ROFH

z;(P) =0, G(baz,—é%) (P) = 6;j (124,755 n)
AW &%, P T normal TH B LMK LT 5,

M DO%5 P id, P T normal XRAMEBEREZRD. 2 DORMEER (21,... ,2)
& (wy,... ,w,) BFIT P T normal L& &, P TOZEHITH| (02;/0w;)(P) I3 unitary
Thb. LIchoT, ¢ B8 P OEL T C? D & &, Hermite 1751 (8%p/02,0z;)(P) &
(0%p/0w;0w;)(P) D, $XTOEFMBEIR—HT 3. :

¥ 4 ([14]). ¢: D — RU{—co} 2 LR EEE, PE DD 1K, 2= (21,.-- ,2n)
% P T normal WRFEERETS. COEE, W, [0(P) %, ¢ — af2||? 2 P TE
n—qDEMENLBLIBL ac ROLBELVTEHETS. ZIT, 2|2 =0, |z/> TH
3. 205K a € R BEELENEER, W, [p|(P) = —c0 E5X.

W,[¢|(P) #% P T normal ZRFEERDOBUHIKSTICRE S &, P T normal
BEEORFEER 2 = (21,... ,22) &, BED a < Wy[p|(P) iIZX L, ¢ —allz|? 2 P
THE n— q DBNICH A Z ENENDONS.
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o AP DELT C? JDEE, ¢ D Levi form L[p] D, P T normal 73 RFTEEER
ICBd %, P TOTNTCOEBEMEE o,...,0, BLU oy 2 a2 2 -+ 2 o) TEKTE,
Wopl(P) = atp—gi1 &5,

operator W, ICB 3= MHHEEZET 5.

(1) ¢ % D TL¥EGLERLETS. CDLE, o 08D Th¥lin— q DEMITIEST
DOLEFIEME, D L Wp] 20 E18BZETHS. £72, o 28D THFin—q DA
B B DBLEFEEFL, D OZEE PICHL, POEFEU EEBe>0T,U
LW g2 ERBbONEHETHETHS.

(2) a% D LOEEEYE, o, (v € N) % D TL¥EGEITIET, Wolp,] 2 a 27T
bDET 3. {p,}ven B D LO—RUIGRF, E13BDFITHBEX, D EW,llimyp,] 2 «
ERB.

(3) o, v Zdkic D TE¥#ESE PeD &35 CDEE, o(P)=9(P) > D L
@ 2 THNT, Wy[p|(P) 2 Wo[p|(P) £755.

4. BEDIANDER

§4 LIki, M % C™ D Kihler 58 G {2 n KILERBERZHRELTS. M i
HARIZ, C° @ Hermite & g = ReG 2 D% 2n IRJT Riemann ZikAE L bAHIEIN
5. ZDE X, Greene-Wu (9] DIEAFEETHELT, RERT I ENTES.

#WiE. D % M OR%SE, P %, ROWHEERTT (D1 Ld 1DOD) Q € 0D HHE
T5L97 DDEET S:
(i) dap(P)=4d(P,Q).
(i) P& Qi M AORHR ¢ TH~NS.
(iii) Q %3 n — q IRIGD complex submanifold S T, S C M\ D &12% bOLE
#95.
D&,

1
(¥ Wal-logdapl(P) 2 3 min{ 5.6}
EVIHFMHEILT B. 2T, 0 =0O(P) I3, (i) OFORHAR ¢ 1D M D holomorphic

bisectional curvature O&/METH 5.

SEIC I3, Riemann $F2 TR A SN, MHBOESICHTBE 1, 5 2 ZHAR
&, operator W, O¥H (3) ZF 5. B —logdap %, P ICHBWVT ‘(x) OHLOMEL L
OBEEEEED 5% n—q+1 RKTGOHAERDTELEND LM, ZOHMIT, S D Q
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T® tangent space %, £ IZit> T P £ CTHTBE LTHE OB 8EE n—q IRTTD tangent
space &, BHIMR £ D P T® tangent vector & TROGNBHMICIES.

D  §2 %M (C,) %=#il-T M OBEEDEE, M I complete TH S, izid
D € M TH B DN OFRENHNIE, D OFK P ITHL, LOMEDOEHE (i), (ii),
(iii) Z#ET5 Q € 0D BEICHFHET 5.

PeM&Er>0iZ8L, B(Pr)={Q € M;d(P,Q) <r} &BL. Pe DicxtL,
B(P) i2&® DN B(P,dsp(P)) LD M @ holomorphic bisectional curvature @ TR %
EITLIZTB.

D " M THH n— q OBND & &, RFTIICIE, &8 (C,) ZHiTzd D DBERT| DR
BEELTEIF S EICHERET B &, operator W, ODHHE (2) &L LOWEN S, 0D 23T
#£HA(CM)DEHELT, DNA OEE PIZEOT, RFER (x) B ILOI LG50
3. X5IC, COFERE Bungart OEMERERH NS &,

(1) M O holomorphic bisectional curvature 2NIEDEE

(2) 0D %288 M DHAHH%EE L (strongly) 1-convex function WEFET 254

DEFEITIE, DEe M TH3Bh, M I complete THAEND—HDEHEDT T, HER 6D
DL 7213 T/ D L global IZA%R (x) KILT 3 2 EAVRIN 5.

5. BEAED Kihler $HEOHAERIZHNT SRR

85 Ti¥, M *IEZ /2133EA D holomorphic bisectional curvature 2D n KR4
Kihler Z#M&, D % M O n — q OBMHAEE LT 5. B —logdyp IS LT, #
RiIroIcH~6N 5.

& 1. M D holomorphic bisectional curvature 2%JEf (resp. IE) D& %, 0D 288
A A (C M) DEELT, BB —logdyp 1 DNA L, Wik n— q DE™Y (resp. HIE
n —q OEELN) 12785,

g8 2. M O holomorphic bisectional curvature XIETC, D € M TH B, M I
complete TH BN DFINIDEE, BAE —logdsp 13 D 2K THE n—q OIEERMICILS.

M OB%E& D O%ER 0D » M D C? D real submanifold (FE#EkT DRIGIZHEH
WICRE>TOWTHEWD) D& &I, 0D Z28THES I (C M) BEEL T, BEAIEHRE
¥ dop 2, DNT L C? HOBEIZ/ES ([12]). LIchi-T, 8 1 05, ROFERIE S
ha.

EH 1. M O holomorphic bisectional curvature % IE (resp. 3£H) &95. DB M
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ThHH n—q DENT,DEM D 8D B M D C? D real submanifold D& X, D
i strongly g-convex (resp. weakly g-convex) TH 5.

M & D DIRGEDHE 2 EF UL %, Bungart DFELEH LY, BBE —logdsp i3 ¢-
convex function with corners T X 5. U7:A%» T, Diederich-Fornaess DTl EEE
EEbE S L, HIED gcompleteness (with corners) ICB 9 2 IRDFERI B LS.

EH 2. M O holomorphic bisectional curvature #1E& U, X512 D e M THBH,
M %% complete THEIND—HZIRETSH. TDEX, D WM THHl n— q DENTH
13, D IF g-complete with corners TH 5. L7ch¥->T, D & G-complete TH 5.

TEH 1, S P, ) complex submanifold T, ZE#EKFDRITLE n—q U LD &
X, #i%E 4 P, \ S 3 strongly g-convex TH 5 &1 9 Barth [2] DFERDILRITIL » T
3. M =P, O &, EH 113 Takeuchi [26] DILIEE LT, BAMSMEHTHRE AL
WHETOHRTIENTES ((13). £/, EH 2 6, S B P, O, HEEHBS ORITH
n — q LL_E®D algebraic set D& X, P, \ S 4% Fcomplete TH 5 & V9 Hartshorne DkE
ZHEHhNbB. S (C Pp) ' non-singular D & ZITPRNIL, Peternell [17] I2L D, P, \ S
{3 min{2q — 1, @}-complete THB L9, & DEATRERPHSN TS,

6. Stein ZHEDEIHEBICHT HER

W%IZ, M % n IRJG Stein &K, D % M OO n—q DEMRAEE LTS, M D5
fili Kihler 3F&0 6, D OEERIE#BIM dyp ZEE LI & X, BAE —logdyp 1KLL, 84 D
AER (x) B D OFEHETHALT S. LI T, h ¥ M D (1 DD) 1-convex exhaustion
function D& &, o' >0,v" >0 THB C? RO u: R — R T, —logdsp +uoh
D ThH¥n—q DEMEREZBDERDIFIBZILENTES. Lo T, ROEREMRONS.

EH 3. M % n IKJT Stein TR, D % M DH¥ n— q OBMNEARE LTS, COD
&%, D I3 g-complete with corners TH 3. L7zd-> T, D i3 Gcomplete TH 5.

D O¥ER 0D ¥ M O C? D real submanifold D & &, BizRDBIE —logdsp +uoh
i&, 0D DL T C? BOBBYICIES. CDZEN S, ROFERIFNNS.

EH 4. M % n IRJG Stein ZHE, D % M O n — q DENEHAEEETS. 0D W
M @ C? D real submanifold D& X, D I3 g-complete TH 5.

0D ¥ M @ C? D real hypersurface TH HH&, FEE 4 T Suria [23] (Eastwood-Suria
[5]) DERTHY, EE 4 1%, ZOREROIGRRUFIFIAICIE - TH 5.
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