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MONOTONICITY OF NON-PLURIPOLAR MONGE-AMPERE MASSES

DAVID WITT NYSTROM

ABSTRACT. We prove that on a compact Kéhler manifold, the non-pluripolar Monge-
Ampéere mass of a 0-psh function decreases as the singularities increase. This was conjec-
tured by Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi who proved it under the additional assump-
tion of the functions having small unbounded locus. As a corollary we get a comparison
principle for 6-psh functions, analogous to the comparison principle for psh functions due
to Bedford-Taylor.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X,w) be a compact Kihler manifold and 6 be a smooth real (1,1)-form on X.
Recall that a function ¢ : X — [—00, 00) is said to be §-psh if it is upper semicontinuous,
Lj,. and 0 4+ dd°¢p > 0 in the sense of currents. Note that by the dd°-lemma any closed
positive (1, 1)-current 7" in the class [f] can be written as T' = 6 + dd°¢ where ¢ is 6-psh.

When ¢ is smooth one defines the Monge-Ampere measure M Ag () := (6 + dd°¢)™,
which will be a semipositive (n, n)-form, and clearly

[aso~ [ o

By the fundamental work of Bedford-Taylor one can still define a Monge-
Ampere measure M Ay(¢), which will be a finite positive measure, only assuming ¢ to
be locally bounded. Even when ¢ is not locally bounded one can define a positive mea-
sure M Ag(¢) called the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampere measure, but a priori this could
fail to be locally finite. However, Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi established in
the finiteness of M Ay(¢), the mass being bounded by the volume of the class
0] (for 6 Kiihler this was first shown by Guedj-Zeriahi [GZ07]]). But in contrast
to the case when ¢ is smooth (or locally bounded) the mass | « M Ag(¢) does not only
depend on [6]. To describe the dependence of the Monge-Ampere mass on ¢ we recall the
following definition.

Definition 1.1. If ¢ and ) are two 6-psh functions we say that ¢ is less singular than ) if

¢ >y +0(1).

Also recall that ¢ is said to have small unbounded locus if it is locally bounded away
from a closed complete pluripolar subset of X. In Thm 1.16] Boucksom-
Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi proved that if ¢ is less singular than ¢/ and both ¢ and ¢ have
small unbounded locus then

LMm@zLMmm.

They conjectured this to be true even without the assumption of small unbounded locus. In
this paper we prove their conjecture, i.e.:
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Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ and 1) be two 0-psh functions. If ¢ is less singular than 1) then

/MMWE/MMW- (1)
X X

Remark 1.3. In fact, Thm 1.16] contains a more general statement about the
pseudoeffectivity of certain differences of cohomology classes of non-pluripolar products
(see Theorem [2.2).

Let us the recall the fundamental comparison principle for psh functions due to Bedford-
Taylor [BT82, Thm. 4.1]:

Theorem 1.4. Let ) be a bounded open set in C™ and u and v two locally bounded psh
Sunctions on U such that iminf,_, 5o u(z) — v(z) > 0 (i.e. u > v on ON). Then

/{ . MA®@) < /{ . MA(u).

As was observed in [BEGZ10)], Theorem[I.2]implies an analogous comparison principle
for 6-psh functions:

Corollary 1.5. Let ¢ and ) be #-psh and assume ¢ is less singular than ). Then

/ mes/ MA(6).
{p<v} {p<v}

In order to prove Theorem [[.2] we will, given 6, ¢ and 1), construct a related form ]
together with #-psh functions ® and ¥ on X x PY for large N. By construction ® will
be less singular than W and they will also have small unbounded locus so we know from

Thm 1.16] that
/ MA;(®) > / MA;(P). )
X xPN

X xPN

We will then establish a formula for the Monge-Ampere masses of ® and W involving the
Monge-Ampere masses of ¢ and ) (Prop. B:1), so that invoking @) for larger and larger
N yields the desired inequality (I).

1.1. Related work. In Darvas proved that if 6 is Kéhler then a 6-psh function 1
has full Monge-Ampére mass (i.e. fX MAy(¢) = fX 0™) iff whenever ¢ is 6-psh and
locally bounded we have that Py (¢) = ¢. Here Pyy(¢) is a certain kind of envelope
introduced in [RWN14], defined as the usc regularization of the supremum of all §-psh
functions ¢’ such that ¢’ < ¢ and ¢’ < ¢ + O(1). Recently Darvas-Di Nezza-Lu general-
ized this result to the case when [6] is just big.

These results have had important applications to the study of the geometry of the space
of full mass currents, but are not in an obvious way connected to the monotonicity on the
Monge-Ampere masses. However, interestingly their proof uses so called geodesic rays
constructed from the 6-psh function 7). A geodesic ray can be thought of as a 7% 0-psh
function on X x DD, where D is the unit disc, and one could also extend it to a 0 =
750 + mprwrs-psh function on X x P!. This is similar to our construction of a é-psh
functions ® on X x PY when N = 1. Note though that in contrast to our proof the
methods in do notrely on the calculation of the Monge-Ampere mass of
the geodesic ray, as this is automatically zero. Nevertheless our construction was initially
inspired by these papers and it would be very interesting to know if
possibly there are more links between the results.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X,w) be a compact Kihler manifold and 6 be a smooth real (1,1)-form on X.
Recall from the introduction that a function ¢ : X — [—00, 00) is said to be f-psh if it is
upper semicontinuous, L}, . and 6 + dd°¢ > 0 in the sense of currents, and that by the dd°-
lemma any closed positive (1, 1)-current 7" in the class [f] can be written as T = 6 + dd“¢
where ¢ is 6-psh.

The set of #-psh functions is denoted by PSH (X, ). The cohomology class [0] is
called pseudoeffective if it contains a closed positive current, i.e. if PSH (X, ) is nonempty,
while [0] is said to be big if for some € > 0, [# — ew] is pseudoeffective.

A 60-psh function is said to have analytic singularities if locally it can be written as
cIn(>>, |9i|*) + f where ¢ > 0, g; is a finite collection of local holomorphic functions
and f is smooth. By a deep regularization result of Demailly [Dem92]], if [6] is big then
there exists a #-psh function with analytic singularities. Since any proper analytic subset
is closed and complete pluripolar we note that if ¢ is less singular than some function with
analytic singularities then ¢ has small unbounded locus.

A 6-psh function is said to have minimal singularities if it is less singular than all other
0-psh functions.

We now come to the notion of non-pluripolar positive products of closed positive cur-
rents. This theory was first developed in the local setting by Bedford-Taylor
and later in the geometric setting of compact Kihler manifolds by Boucksom-Eyssidieux-
Guedj-Zeriahi [BEGZ10].

If T;, i = {1,...,p} are closed positive (1, 1)-currents there is a closed positive (p, p)-
current (T3 A ... A T) called the non-pluripolar positive product of T; (see
for the definition). The product is symmetric and multilinear Prop. 1.4(c)])).
Importantly non-pluripolar products never puts mass on pluripolar sets.

When p = n = dime X, (T1 A ... AT,) is a positive measure, and when the n cur-
rents are all equal T; = 6 + dd®i), then ((6 + ddt))™) is known as the (non-pluripolar)
Monge-Ampere measure of 1), which we also denote by M Ay(1)). From the symmetry and
multilinearity of the non-pluripolar product we get that if ¢ and 1) are -psh the measure
MAp((1 —t)¢p + tv) depends continuously on ¢ € [0, 1].

A basic fact is that if on some upen set U 1) is C*! (or more generally if dd®i) has
coefficients in L°°) then

]].UMA9 (1/)) = ]].U(9 + ddcu)n (3)

Here the right hand side simply denotes the measure one gets by taking the appropriate
determinant of the coefficient functions.

The following convergence result for Monge-Ampere measures by Bedford-Taylor [BT82]
Thm. 2.1] is absolutely fundamental.

Theorem 2.1. Let U be an open set and uy, be a decreasing sequence of 0-psh functions
such that v := limy_, o u is locally bounded on U (u will then automatically by 0-psh on
U). Then on U the measures M Ag(uy) converge weakly to M Ag(u).

Recall from that the plurifine topology is the one generalated by sets
of the form UN{v > 0} where U is open and v is some psh function on U. Monge-Ampere
measures are local in the plurifine topology Prop. 1.4(a)],i.e. if = 1 ona
plurifine open set O then 1o M Ag(¢) = LoM Ag(¢)) .
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Let us state the full version of monotonicity result of Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Gued;j-
Zeriahi from Thm. 1.16] mentioned in the Introduction.

Theorem 2.2. Assume we have two p-tuples of currents T; = 0; + dd°¢; and T] =
0; + dd°i; such that for each i ¢; is less singular than 1;, and furthermore each ¢; and
¥ has small unbouded locus. Then the cohomology class

(Ty A NTp) = (Ty A .. AT)

is pseudoeffective, i.e. contains a closed positive (p, p)-current. In the particular case that
p=mn,0; =0, ¢; = ¢ and ; = 1) this means precisely that

LMMWELMMW

Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi also proved a comparison principle
Cor. 2.3]:

Theorem 2.3. For any two 0-psh functions ¢ and 1) we have

[ manwy< [ arane)+vaiie) - [ Ao,
{p<} {p<vp} X

If ¢ has minimal singularities then [ M Ag(¢) = vol([0]) and thus

/ Mmms/ MA(6).
{op<v} {p<v}

In Rem. 2.4] Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi also noted that when ¢
is less singular than v and both have small unbounded locus, Theorem [2.2] can be used to

show that
[ maw < [ M)
{p<v} {p<v}

Let us finally mention the domination principle [BEGZ10\ Cor. 2.5]:

Theorem 2.4. Let ¢ and 1) be 0-psh. If ¢ has minimal singularities and v < ¢ a.e. with
respect to M Ay () then 1p < ¢ everywhere.

3. A CONSTRUCTION ON X x PV

Assume [6] is big.
Pick N € N and let wrg denote the Fubini-Study form on lP’N . If mx and 7mpn~ are the
projections from X x PN to X and PV respectively we let 6 := 750 + mhywrs. We

clearly have that [0] also is big.
Let Z; be the homogeneous coordinates on PV and denote

|Zi|?
In|Z;|%4 :=1In <N7 .
ijo |Zj|2

Then In |Z;|%.¢ is wps-psh with wgg +dd° In | Z;|% ¢ being the current of integration along
the hyperplane {Z; = 0}.

Let ¥ denote the N-dimensional unit simplex Xy := {z € R : 2; > 0, x; < 1}.
To ease notation we will write |z| := >, ;.
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Since [0] is big we can pick a ¢g € PSH (X, ) with analytic singularities and we now
define
N N
@ = sip {(1~[a)(60 +In|Zoffs) + lal + 3 wiln | Zilps — D at)
TELN i=1 =1
Here * means that we take the usc regularization of the supremum. We see that @ is a
6-psh function and since ¢ + In | Zp| %4 has analytic singularities and ® > ¢y +1n|Zy|% g
it follows that ® has small unbounded locus.
Key to the proof of Theorem[I.2] will be the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. We have that

1
/ MA;(®) =N (/ MAg((1 —t)po + t¢)> tN1ae.
X xPN t=0 \J X
To prove Proposition 3.1l we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let U be an open set in C", u and v two psh functions on U, and we assume
that u is smooth while v is locally bounded. Let ® be the psh function on U x CV defined
as

TELN

N N
& := sup {(1—|z)u+ |z|v+ in In|z;|? — fo}
z i—1 i—1
Then we have that
1
(). MA(®) = N/ MA((L = |al)u+ |efo)eN .
t=0

Proof. First we assume that v is smooth.

Clearly @ is invariant under the standard torus-action on CN soif we write y; := In |2
then for each p € U, f,(y) := ®(p, 2) is a convex function on R™V. One notes that f, is
C1! (e.g. by observing that it is the Legendre transform of a strictly convex function and
using Thm. 26.3]) and since f, varies smoothly with p it follows that ® itself is
Cchl.

The gradient of f, will map RY to ¥, indeed V f,(y) = z iff

| 2

N N
Foy) = (L= lalu+[zlv+ Y ailn|z> =) af.
i=1 i=1

Let us write Z(p, z) := V f,(y), hence we have that

N N
O(p,z) = (1= |@)u+ 2o+ &z = a7
i=1 i=1
Let V := 271(X%). Using the fact that ® is C*! and OV has measure zero we get
that MA(®) = Ly (dd°®)" N + Liyeyo (dd°®)" ™. Now f, fails to be strictly convex
outside of V f~(33) thus Liyeyo (dd°®)" N = 0,i.e. MA(®) = Ly (dd“®)" .
On V we have

Zi(p, 2) = = (v(p) — u(p) + In|z|*)

N | =

and so there

D(p,z) = u—l—zgﬁi((v —u+1In|z? —2;)) = u—i—zgﬁf

%
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We get then on V
dd°® = ddu+» _ &:(dd°(v —u) — dd°d;) + > di; Ade; + Y didd°E; =
= (1 - |&|)ddu + |#|dd°v + > di; A d°;.
Since (>°, di; A d°d;)* = 0 forany k > N it follows that
MA(®) = Ly ((1 — [2])ddu + |&|ddv)" A (Y dis A d°a;)N. (4)
Let V, := V N ({p} x CV). Since dd°u and dd°v do not contain any terms with dz; or

dz;, only the derivatives of &; in the V),-directions will enter into the expression of M A(D).
One easily checks that

(Z d(&:)v, A d° (&))" = MA(®y,)

and hence from @) we get

MA(®) = 1y ((1 — [2|)dd°u + |2|dd“v)" N M A(®)y,). 5)
It is standard fact that if we let Y denote the map z — y then
Yi(MA(®(pyxcv)) = NIM Agn (fp)- (6)

It is also well known that the real Monge-Ampere measure is connected with the gradi-
ent map so that

(pr)*(MARN (f;o)) = dx\ZN' (N
let 12 be the “moment” map from U x CV to U x Xy given by u(w, z) := (w, #(w, 2)).
Using (@), (6) and () then gives us that

o (MA(®)) = MAy((1 = le])u + [2]o) N1dass . ®)

If we let 7’ denote the projection from U x X to U we can write 7y = 7’ o i and
hence by ()

()« MA(®) = 7, MA((1 — |z)u + |z|v)Ndz|s,, =

= N! MA((1 — |z])u + |z|v)dz. )
XN
By homogeneity the volume of X5 N {|z| <t} is " /N! and it follows that
1
N! MA((1 - |z))u + |zjv)de = N MA((1 — t)u + to)tN L,
YN t=0
with @) proving the Lemma in the case when v is smooth.
Recall that on V' we had that
. 1
2i(p,2) = 5(v(p) = ulp) +Inz").
Since clearly 0 < #; < 1 this implies that if v > u — C for some constant C' then the
closure of V' is contained in U x e“/?>*'DN_ But recall that M A(®) was supported on the
closure of V, hence M A(®) is supported on U x e“/?>+1DN where ¢©/?*1DV denotes
the polydisc {2 : Vi, |z;| < e©/?+11.
Now let v be just locally bounded. Without loss of generality we can assume that v is
in fact bounded, and that say v > u — C' for some contant C'.
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Let v; be a sequence of smooth psh functions on U decreasing to v and write

N N
®; = sup {(1— |z|)u + |z|v; + Z:vj In|z;|* — fo}
TEXN i=1 i=1
By what we have established
1
()« MA(®;) = N MA((1 — t)u + to; )tV ~1dt. (10)
t=0

We have that ®; decreases to ® and so by Theorem ?? M A(®;) will converge weakly to
MA(®). Also note that v; > v > u — C so as a consequence each M A(®;) is supported
on U x e©/?*1DN | which implies that (7). M A(®;) corverge weakly to (77 ). M A(®).
Since again by Theorem2.Tleach M A((1 —t)u+tv;) converge weakly to M A((1—t)u+
tv), this proves the Lemma.

O
We now prove Proposition[3.11
Proof. We wish to show that
1
(mx ) MAG;(®) = N MAp((1 —t)po + tp)t™ ~1at. (11)

t=0
The Monge-Ampere measure M A;(®) will not charge the analytic set {¢g = —o0} so
let us pick a coordinate chart U C X \ {¢pg = —oo} where § = dd°h for some smooth
function h. Then u := ¢g + h is a smooth psh function on U while v := ¢ + h is simply
psh on U. We thus need to show that
1

(m0)« MA(® + h) = N MA((1 - t)u + to)tN Lt (12)
t=0

where
N N

®+h= sup {(1—|z|)u+|z|v+ le In|z|? — Zx?}
TEXN i=1 i=1
Pick a constant C' and let ¢¢ := max(¢,u — C), ve := o + h and

N N
®c+h= sup {(1 —|z|)u+ |z]vc + in In|z;|? — fo}
TEXN i=1 i=1

Since u is smooth and v¢ locally bounded on U Lemmal[3.2] says that
1
(m0)« MA(®c +h) = N MA((1 = t)u + toe )t ~tdt.
t=0
By the fact that the Monge-Ampere measures are local in the plurifine topology we thus
get that
1
Ligsu—cy(mu)s MA(® + h) = Ligsy-cy N MA((1 = t)u + to)tV ~tdt.
t=0

Observing that neither (7 )« (M A(® + h)) nor N ftlzo MA((1 — t)u + tv)tN~1dt puts
any mass on the pluripolar set {v = —oo} we get (I2)) by letting C' — oo. This establishes
(II) while integrating it over X finally yields the Proposition.

O
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4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

We can now prove Theorem[I.2]

Proof. Let ¢ and 1) be as in the statement of Theorem [[.2] By Prop. 1.22], if
[0] is not big then both Monge-Ampere masses are zero, thus we can assume that [6] is big.

Pick a large N and let ® and ¥ be defined as above. From the construction it is clear
that @ is less singular than W. Since they also have small unbounded locus we know from

Thm. 1.16] that

/Xxw M Ay (D) Z/Xxw MA, (D).

Combined with Proposition[3.1] we get that
1
N (/ MAg((l—t)gbo—l—t(b)) tN=1dt >
t=0 \Jx

1
>N (/ MAp((1 —t)po + tw)) tN1at. (13)
t=0 \JX
Recall from Section [2]that the function
:/ MAg((1 — t)u + tp)
X

is continuous in ¢t € [0, 1]. It follows that

1

lim N (/ MAy((1—t)po + t¢)) tNldt = / MAp(¢), (14)

N—oo  Ji—o \UXx X

and similarly for 1. The theorem follows from combining (13) and (I4). O
Let us recall and prove the corollary stated in the Introduction.

Corollary 4.1. Let ¢ and v be 0-psh and assume ¢ is less singular than ). Then

/ MAg(¥) < / MAg(6).
{p<v} {p<v}

Proof. Here we precisely follow Cor. 2.3, Rmk. 2.4].
Let e > 0 and ¢, := max(¢,1) — €). By Theorem [[.2] we have that [, MAy(¢.) =
+ M Ag(¢) and so using the plurifine locality of Monge-Ampére measures we get

MAg(¢) = | MAg(¢e) > M Ag(oe MAg(¢e) =
/ o(o) /X 0(¢c) /{¢<we} 9(¢)+/{¢>¢5} 0(de)
-/ M) + JIRZICE
{op<v— {¢p>h—e}

= / MAQ / M Ag(¢ / M Ag(¢),
{o<y— {p<tp—e}

and hence

/ MAy() < / MAy(9) < / MAy(9).
{p<rp—e} {p<yp—e} {o<9p}

The result now follows from letting e tend to zero. (]

We will also mention a second corollary, namely the following domination principle:
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Corollary 4.2. Let ¢, 1) and p be 6-psh, and assume that ¢ is less singular than ¢) and p.
Then if ¢ > 1 a.e. with respect to M A(¢) it follows that ¢ > 1 a.e. also with respect to
MA(p).

Proof. Here we precisely follow [BEGZ10, Cor. 2.5].
We can assume that p < ¢. Let € > 0. By Corollary &1 we get that

e / MAq(p) < / MAg((1 = ey + €p) <
{¢<(1—€)p+ep} {o<(1—€)+ep}

< MAy(d). (15)

/{¢<(1—e)w+ep}
Butsince {¢ < (1 — €)1 + ep} C {¢ < 9} it follows that

/ M Ag(6) =0
{¢<(1—e)¢p+ep}
and hence by (13)
/ MAg(p) = 0.
{#<(1=e)¢p+ep}
Letting € tend to zero yields the result. (]
REFERENCES
[BT82] E. Bedford and B.A. Taylor A new capacity for plurisubharmonic functions Acta Math. 149 (1982),
1-40.
[BT87] E. Bedford and B.A. Taylor Fine topology, Shilov boundary, and (dd°)™ J. Funct. Anal. 57 (1987),
225-251.

[BEGZ10] S. Boucksom, P. Eyssidieux, V. Guedj and A. Zeriahi Monge-Ampére equations in big cohomology
classes Acta Math. 205 (2010), no. 2, 199-262.

[Dar13] T. Darvas Weak Geodesic Rays in the Space of Kihler Metrics and the Class E(X, w)larXiv:1307.6822|
To appear in J. Inst. Math. Jussieu.

[DDNL16] T. Darvas, E. Di Nezza and C. H. Lu On the singularity type of full mass currents in big cohomology
classes |arX1v:1606.01527.

[Dem92] J.-P. Demailly Regularization of closed positive currents and intersection theory J. Algebraic Geom., 1
(1992), 361-409.

[GZ07] V. Guedj and A. Zeriahi The weighted Monge-Ampére energy of quasiplurisubharmonic functions J.
Funct. Anal., 250 (2007), 442-482.

[Roc70] R. T. Rockafellar Convex analysis Princeton Mathematical Series, No. 28 Princeton University Press,
Princeton, N.J. 1970 xviii+451 pp.

[RWN14] J. Ross and D.Witt Nystrom Analytic test configurations and geodesic rays J. Symplectic Geom. 12
(2014), no.1, 125-169.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6822
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01527

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Related work
	1.2. Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries
	3. A construction on XPN
	4. Proofs of main results
	References

