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UNIQUE ERGODICITY FOR FOLIATIONS ON COMPACT KAHLER SURFACES
TIEN-CUONG DINH, VIET-ANH NGUYEN, AND NESSIM SIBONY

ABSTRACT. Let .# be a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces on a compact Kdhler
surface X. Assume it is generic in the sense that all the singularities are hyperbolic and
that the foliation admits no directed positive closed (1,1)-current. Then there exists a
unique (up to a multiplicative constant) positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current directed by .%.
This is a very strong ergodic property of .%. Our proof uses an extension of the theory
of densities to a class of non-dd“-closed currents. A complete description of the cone of
directed positive dd°-closed (1,1)-currents is also given when .%# admits directed positive
closed currents.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a compact Kéhler surface endowed with a Kdhler form w. Let .%# be a (possibly
singular) holomorphic foliation on X. Recall that the foliation .# is given by an open
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covering {U;} of X and holomorphic vector fields v; € H°(U;, Tan(X)) with isolated
singularities (i.e. isolated zeros) such that

v; = gjpvry on U; n Uy

for some non-vanishing holomorphic functions g;; € H(U; n Uy, 0%). Its leaves are
locally integral curves of these vector fields. The set of singularities of .# is precisely the
union of the zero sets of these vector fields. This set is finite.

Using rational vector fields, we see that projective complex surfaces admit large fami-
lies of foliations. Foliations can be also given locally by a non-zero holomorphic 1-form
and the leaves are Riemann surfaces on which these forms vanish. In the case of com-
plex dimension 2 that we consider, these leaves always exist without any integrability
condition, i.e. the Frobenius condition is always satisfied for bi-degree reasons.

If a holomorphic vector field has an isolated zero at some point p, we say that the
singularity p is hyperbolic if the two eigenvalues of the linear part of the vector field at
p have non-real quotient. According to Poincaré, if p is such a singular point, then there
are local holomorphic coordinates centered at p such that the vector field has the form

0 0
+ I9

2
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where (71, 25) € C?, n = a +ibwitha,be R and b = 0.

In order to develop an ergodic theory for foliations, in the Riemannian case, L. Gar-
nett [20] introduced the notion of harmonic measures for nonsingular foliations which
are generalizations of the foliation cycles of Sullivan [40]. According to Sullivan [40],
the existence of a positive closed current, directed by the foliation, corresponds to the
existence of measures on transversals, invariant by the holonomy maps.

In the complex case, it is more fruitful to consider rather the formalism of directed
dd-closed currents. This permits to use the interplay between cohomological intersection
and geometric intersection. In the present article, we use the cohomological properties
of tangent currents.

Recall that d and d° denote the real differential operators on X defined by d := 0 + ¢,
d® = 5-(0— 0) so that dd® = £00. A positive dd°-closed current T of bi-dimension (1, 1)
is directed by the foliation .7 if T' A Q2 = 0 for every local holomorphic 1-form (2 defining
7. Let U be any flow box of .% outside the singularities and denote by V,, the plaques of
Z in U parametrized by « in some transversal > of U. On the flow box U, such a current
has the form

(1.1) T\sz halValdu(a),
aEeY

where h,, is a positive harmonic function on V,,, and [V, ] denotes the current of integra-
tion on the plaque V, (see e.g. [9, Prop.2.3]). In [3] it is shown that for a foliation .7
by Riemann surfaces with finitely many singular points as above, there exists a non-zero
directed positive dd“-closed current. If T' is a positive dd‘-closed current of bi-dimension
(1,1) directed by .#, then it has no mass on the singularities of .# because this set is
finite, see e.g. [3,[39].

One of our main results gives the unique ergodicity for foliations .# which do not admit
a positive directed closed current. This hypothesis implies that there are no invariant
closed curve, and that .# is hyperbolic, i.e. the leaves are hyperbolic or equivalently



uniformized by the unit disc, see [6]. Unique ergodicity for the case where there is an
invariant closed curve was studied in [12].

Now we briefly discuss the family of holomorphic foliations on P? with a given degree
d > 1. Foliations on IP? are always singular. Recall that the (geometric) degree d here is the
number of tangencies of the foliation with a generic line. This family can be identified
with a Zariski dense open set %, of some projective space. We will say that a property
is typical for this family if it is valid for .# in a set of full Lebesgue measure of %;. Here
are some typical properties of a foliation in %}, see also Ilyashenko-Yakovenko [22],
Shcherbakov [35]] and [[37]].

(1) (Jouanolou [24] and Lins Neto-Soares [28]) all the singularities of .%# are hyper-
bolic and .# does not possess any invariant algebraic curve.

(2) (Glutsyuk [21] and Lins Neto [27]) . is hyperbolic.

(3) (Brunella [5]) .# admits no directed positive closed current.

Let .% be a hyperbolic foliation in a compact complex manifold. Denote by L, the leaf
of .% through a point z. Fornass and the third author in [16] introduced an average on
each leaf L, which allows us to get another construction of directed positive dd“-closed
currents.

More precisely, let D and r[D denote the unit disc and the disc of center 0 and radius
rin C. Let ¢* : D — L, be a universal covering map for L, with ¢*(0) = z. Define the
Ahlfors-Shimizu characteristic function for ¢* by

1= [ ] @)

where we recall that w is a fixed Kdhler form on X. Define the Nevanlinna current of
index r, 0 < r < 1, associated with L, by

(1.2) 7Y = T;(T) (%), [1Og+ "f’?‘] _ Tmlm JO?" %(gbx)*[ﬂ@]-

Here, log™ := max(log, 0) and ( is the standard coordinate of C so that the unit disc D is
equal to {|¢| < 1}. Note that for each x, the map ¢” is uniquely defined up to a rotation
in D. So the above definitions do not depend on the choice of ¢*.

When the singularities of .# are all isolated (not necessarily hyperbolic), it was shown
in [[16] (see also [12]) that 7*(r) — oo as r — 1 (this result still holds on manifolds
of higher dimension). Consequently, the cluster points of 77 are all dd°-closed currents
directed by .# . It turns out that a Birkhoff type theorem implies that for a generic foliation
all extremal directed positive dd-closed currents of mass 1 can be obtained in this way
[9]. General directed positive dd‘-closed currents are averages of the extremal ones.

Here are the main results of the present paper which also hold for bi-Lipschitz lamina-
tions by Riemann surfaces (without singularities) in X. Recall that such a lamination is a
compact subset of X which is locally a union of disjoint graphs of holomorphic functions
depending in a bi-Lipschitz way on parameters, see Subsections [2.1]and 4.2] for a precise
local description.

Theorem 1.1. Let .% be a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces with only hyperbolic
singularities or a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann surfaces in a compact Kdhler surface
(X,w). Assume that .# admits no directed positive closed current. Then there exists a
unique positive dd‘-closed current T of mass 1 directed by .% . In particular; if ¢* : D — L,



is a universal covering map of an arbitrary leaf L, as above, then 7* — T, in the sense of
currents, as r — 1. Moreover, the cohomology class {T'} of T is nef and big, i.e. it belongs
to the closure of the Kdhler cone of X and can be represented by a strictly positive closed
(1,1)-current.

Note that the current 7' is necessarily extremal in the cone of all positive dd°-closed
currents on X. Indeed, if 7" is such a current and 7" < T', then 7" is necessarily directed
by the foliation and according to the theorem, 7" is proportional to 7. Note also that
the nef property of {T'} is a consequence of a general result of independent interest, see
Corollary 2.4 below. That corollary is a byproduct of our theory of densities of currents.

When X = P? the theorem was proved by Fornass and the third author in [18]. In that
case according to [5], if all the singularities of .# € %, are hyperbolic and .% does not
possess any invariant algebraic curve, then .%# admits no directed positive closed current.
So the conclusion of Theorem [I.1]is a typical property of the family %/,. The proof in
[18] is based on two ingredients. The first one is an energy theory for positive dd°-
closed currents which was previously developed in [16]]. The second one is a geometric
intersection calculus for these currents. For the second ingredient, the transitivity of the
automorphism group of P? is heavily used. Moreover, the proof is quite technical. The
computations needed to estimate the geometric intersections are quite involved. Using
these techniques, Pérez-Garrandés [33] has studied the case where X is a homogeneous
compact Kahler surface.

The new idea in the proof of Theorem [1.1]is to introduce a more flexible tool which is
a density theory for tensor products of positive dd°-closed currents. The method allows
us to bypass the assumption of homogeneity of X. The proof is more conceptual and also
far less technical. The strategy is as follows. Given a positive dd°-closed current 7" on a
surface X, we consider the positive current 7' ® 7" near the diagonal A of X x X which,
in general, is not dd°-closed. We study the tangent currents to 7'® 7" along the diagonal
A. As one can expect this is related to the self-intersection properties of the current 7.
It turns out that the geometry of the tangent currents is quite simple. They are positive
closed currents and are the pull-back of positive measures ¢ on A to the normal bundle
of A in X x X. We relate the mass of ¥ to a cohomology class of the current 7" and its
energy.

The foliation or lamination enters in the picture to prove that v is zero when 7' is di-
rected by a foliation or lamination as above. This is done using the local properties of
the foliation or lamination, the local description of 7" and in particular, that the singu-
larities are hyperbolic. The vanishing of ¢} gives easily the uniqueness using a kind of
Hodge-Riemann relations.

We expect that our results could have numerous applications. Using Theorem [1.1] the
second author has very recently shown in [32] that under the assumption of this theorem
with the extra assumption that X is projective, the Lyapunov exponent of .% defined in
[29]31] is strictly negative. Moreover, when X = P? the Lyapunov exponent of a typical
foliation .# € %, is equal to —%- The following result gives us a more complete picture
of the strong ergodicity obtained in the present study.

Theorem 1.2. Let .% be a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces with only hyperbolic
singularities or a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann surfaces in a compact Kdhler surface
(X,w). Then one and only one of the following three possibilities occurs.



(a) .Z admits invariant closed analytic curves and all positive directed dd°-closed (1,1)-
currents are linear combinations, with non-negative coefficients, of the currents of
integration on those curves. In particular, these currents are all closed.

(b) # admits a directed positive closed (1,1)-current T of mass 1 having no mass on
invariant closed analytic curves (this property holds when there is no such a curve).
Every directed positive dd°-closed (1,1)-current is closed, and if it has no mass on
invariant closed analytic curves, then it has no mass on each single leaf and its
cohomology class is proportional to {T'}. Moreover, {T'} is nef (i.e. it belongs to the
closure of the Kdhler cone of X) and {T}? = 0.

(c) # admits a unique directed positive dd°-closed and non-closed (1,1)-current T' of
mass 1 having no mass on each single leaf. Every directed positive dd-closed (1, 1)-
current is a combination, with non-negative coefficients, of 1" and the currents of
integration on invariant closed analytic curves. Moreover, {T'} is nef and big.

A polynomial vector field in C? induces a holomorphic foliation in P?. When we fix
the maximum of the degrees of its coefficients, if the vector field is generic, the line at
infinity L,, := P?\C? is an invariant curve, see Ilyashenko-Yakovenko [22]. The current
[Lo] is the only directed positive dd®-closed (1, 1)-current of mass 1. So Property (a)
holds in that case, see [12] for details and also Rebelo [[34] for a related result. Note also
that when Property (a) holds, a general theorem by Jouanolou says that there are only
finitely many invariant closed analytic curves [23].

If .% is a smooth fibration on X, then the directed positive dd°-closed currents are all
closed and are generated by the fibers of .%. They belong to the same cohomology class
which is nef with zero self-intersection. So Property (b) holds in that case. Using a sus-
pension one can also construct examples satisfying Property (b) which are not fibrations,
see [19, Ex. 1] and replace the circle there by P!. In such examples, there are two in-
variant closed curves and infinitely many directed positive closed (1, 1)-currents of mass
1 having no mass on those curves.

Property (c) holds for foliations which are, in some sense, generic. There are many ex-
amples of such foliations in P? without invariant closed analytic curves. The cohomology
class of the unique directed dd°-closed (1, 1)-current here is Kahler because H?(P?, R) is of
dimension 1. If we blow up the singularities of the foliation, we get examples satisfying
the same property and having invariant closed analytic curves. Then, the cohomology
class of the unique directed dd“-closed (1, 1)-current is no more Kéhler but it is big. In
fact, we have the following general result which is a direct consequence of Theorem [1.2l

Corollary 1.3. Let .% be a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces with only hyperbolic
singularities or a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann surfaces in a compact Kdhler surface
X. Let T be a positive dd-closed current directed by .# having no mass on invariant closed
analytic curves. Then the following properties are equivalent :

(1) T is not closed; (2) {T} is big; (3) {T}*>0; and (4) {T}*=0.

Note that the hyperbolicity of the singularities is necessary in this result. The foliation
on P2, given on an affine chart by the holomorphic 1-form z,dz; — azx,dz, with a € R,
admits a non-hyperbolic singularity at 0 as well as diffuse invariant positive closed (1, 1)-
currents whose cohomology classes are Kihler. See also Corollary [2.4] and Theorem
below which apply for foliations with arbitrary singularities.



The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the densities for the
tensor product of positive dd°-closed currents using a notion of tangent current which is
described in Theorem [2.2 Then we state Theorem [2.5] dealing with the tensor square
power of a positive dd°-closed current directed by a foliation or a lamination. These are
the key ingredients in the proofs of the main theorems which will be presented at the
end of this section. The proof of Theorem [2.2] occupies Section[3l Section[4]is devoted to
the proof of Theorem 2.5 In Appendices|[Al Bl [C, we present some basic facts on Young’s
inequality, dd°-closed currents, directed dd°-closed currents, Harnack’s inequality and
their consequences that we use in the previous sections.

Note that after we had finished the article, Deroin informed us that with Kleptsyn, they
had independently obtained a result similar to our first main theorem under stronger
hypotheses on the foliation and on the surface.

Main Notation. For the reader’s convenience, we list here the main notations which are
used through the paper. We consider a compact Kihler surface (X,w) and denote by
7 a foliation by Riemann surfaces or a bi-Lipschitz lamination without singularities on
X. Denote by II : X x X — X x X the blow-up along the diagonal A of X x X and
A := II"!(A) the exceptional hypersurface. The Kahler form & on X x X, the negative
quasi-potential ¢ of I, (@) will be chosen in Subsection 3.1l Denote by 7; : X x X — X
the projection onto the j-th factor and we use the Kahler form @ := 7} (w) + 75 (w) on
X x X. The constants ¢ and ¢, that we will use depend only on the above choices of
w,w, ¢ and some other auxiliary parameters.

Let D and rD denote respectively the unit disc and the disc of center 0 and radius
r in C, B and rB the unit ball and the ball of center 0 and radius r in C2. When we
use local coordinates x = (21, x2) (or y = (y1,92)) on X, we often identify a chart of X
with 10B = {|z|| < 10} and we work with a fixed finite covering of X by open subsets
of the form 1B. The diagonal A is then covered by a finite number of charts which are
identified with 1B x 1B; they are contained in the chart 10B x 10B. With the above local
coordinates = on X, denote also by B(x, r) the ball of center x and of radius r.

On the chart 10B x 10B, we use two local coordinate systems: the first system is the
standard one (z,y) = (z1, 2, 1, y2) and the second system is (z, w) := (z —y, y) on which
A is given by the equation z = 0. The tangent bundles of X x X and A are denoted
by Tan(X x X) and Tan(A). The normal vector bundle of A in X x X is denoted by
E := Tan(X x X)|n/Tan(A), where A is also identified to the zero section of E. Denote
by 7 : E — A the canonical projection. The fiberwise multiplication by A € C* on E is
denoted by A,. Over An (5B x 5B), with the coordinates (z,w), E is identified to C* x 5B,
7 is the projection (z,w) — w and A, is equal to the map a,(z,w) := (Az, w).

The notations < and > stand for inequalities up to a positive multiplicative constant.
The pairing (-, -) often denotes the value of a current on a test form. This is often an
integral on the manifold where the current is defined. We will also use some test forms
which are smooth outside a point in X or outside the diagonal A in X x X. The paring
(-, )0 denotes an integral taken outside these singularities.

Finally, several notations introduced in Appendix[Cl are heavily used in Subsection [4.3]
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2. THEORY OF DENSITIES AND STRATEGY FOR THE PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we will present the main tool used in this article: the theory of densities
for a class of non dd°-closed currents. We refer the reader to [12] [13] for the case of
dd-closed currents. The proofs of the main theorems stated in the Introduction will
be provided in this section modulo Theorems [2.2] and [2.5 whose proofs will be given
respectively in Section [3]and Section 4l

2.1. Tangent currents of tensor products of positive dd°-closed currents. Consider
two positive dd‘-closed (1,1)-currents 7} and 7> on X. We will study the density of
T ® T near the diagonal A of X x X via a notion of “tangent cone” to 77 ® T» along A
that we introduce now.

Definition 2.1 (see also (3.4), (3.5), (3.6)). A smooth admissible map is a smooth bijec-
tive map 7 from a neighbourhood of A in X x X to a neighbourhood of A in E such
that

(1) The restriction of 7 to A is the identity map on A; in particular, the restriction
of the differential dr to A induces a map from Tan(X x X)|a to Tan(E)|a; since
A is pointwise fixed by 7, the differential dr also induces two endomorphisms of
Tan(A) and E respectively;

(2) The differential dr(z,z), at each point (z,z) € A, is a C-linear map from the
tangent space to X x X at (z, x) to the tangent space to E at (z, z);

(3) The endomorphism of [, induced by dr (restricted to A), is the identity map.

Note that the dependence of dr(z,z) in (z,z) € A is in general not holomorphic.
Consider the exponential map from E to X x X with respect to any Hermitian metric
on X x X. It defines a smooth bijective map from a neighbourhood of A in E to a
neighbourhood of A in X x X. The inverse map is smooth and admissible, see also [[13]
Lem. 4.2].

Let 7 be any smooth admissible map as above. Define

(T1 ®@T)x i= (Ax) T (Th @ T7).

This is a current of degree 4. Its domain of definition is some open subset of E containing
A which increases to E when || increases to infinity.

Observe that (77 ® 1), is not a (2,2)-current and we cannot speak of its positivity.
Moreover, it is not dd“-closed in general and we cannot speak of its cohomology class.
The present situation is more involved than the case where 7} and T are closed because
in this case the current (7} ® T3), is also closed.

By from Appendix[B], we can write for j € {1, 2},

2.1 T; = Q; + 0S; + 0S; + idou;,

where ); is a closed real smooth (1, 1)-form, S; is a current of bi-degree (0,1) and u; is
a real current of bi-degree (0, 0). Note that S, and 0S; are forms of class L? which are
independent of the choice of €2;, S;, u;. It turns out that a crucial argument in the proof



of Theorem [2.2] below is a result on the regularity of the potentials u; and their gradients,
see Proposition in Appendix (Bl

The following theorem will be proved in Section Bl We refer to Appendix [Bl for the
notion of Lelong number v(7}, -) and the energy E(T).

Theorem 2.2. Let 77 and T; be two positive dd-closed (1, 1)-currents on a compact Kdhler
surface (X,w). Assume that T} has no mass on the set {v(T5,-) > 0} and T has no mass on
the set {v(T},-) > 0}. Then, with the above notations, we have the following properties.

(1) The mass of (T; ® Tz), on any given compact subset of E is bounded uniformly on
A for || large enough. If T is a cluster value of (11 ® T,), when A — o, then it is
a positive closed (2, 2)-current on E given by T = 7n*(¢) for some positive measure
on A. Moreover, if ()\,) is a sequence tending to infinity such that (T} ® T»),, — T,
then T may depend on ()\,) but it does not depend on the choice of the map .

(2) The mass of ¥ does not depend on the choice of T and it is given by

(22) H’l9” = J Ql VAN QQ — J 551 N 532 — J 552 VAN &gl
X X X
In particular, if Ty = To = T with T = Q + 05 + 0S + id0u as in (B.3), then
2.3) 9] :f 02 _zf 35 A a?;f Q2 — 2B(T).
X X X

Note that in general T is not unique as this is already the case for positive closed
currents, see [[13]] for details. However, the mass formula shows that if one of such
currents is zero then all of them are zero. We can now introduce the following notion.

Definition 2.3. Any current T obtained as in Theorem is called a tangent current to
T} ® T, along the diagonal A.

We have the following result and refer to McQuillan [26] and Burns-Sibony [6] for
some related results in the foliation setting.

Corollary 2.4. Let T be a positive dd‘-closed (1, 1)-current of a compact Kdhler surface
X. Assume that the set {v(T,-) > 0} is of Hausdorff 2-dimensional measure 0. Then the
cohomology class {T'} of T is nef, and when T is not closed, {T'} is also big. In particular,
if T is a positive closed (1, 1)-current having no mass on proper analytic subsets of X, then
{T} is nef.

Proof. We consider the first assertion on the nefness of {T'}. Let Z be any irreducible
analytic subset of dimension 1 of X. Denote by [Z] the positive closed (1, 1)-current of
integration on Z and {Z} its cohomology class. To prove the nefness, we only need to
check that {T'}> > 0 and {T'} -« {Z} > 0, see Demailly-Paun [8, Cor. 0.3].

We first show that 7" has no mass on Z. Let 7" denote the restriction of 7' to X\ Z. Since
T’ is positive dd°-closed with finite mass, we can extend it by zero through Z and we still
denote by 7" the extended current. This current 7" is positive and we have dd“T” < 0, see
[1,[11]. On the other hand, by Stoke’s theorem, we have

|ddT"| = {—dd°T", 15 = (~T",dd°1) = 0.

It follows that dd°T” = 0. Therefore, 7' — 1" is a positive dd°-closed current supported by
Z. So it is equal to h[Z] for some non-negative harmonic function 4 on Z. By maximum



principle, h should be constant. If h = 0, we see that 7" has a positive Lelong number
at each point of Z. This contradicts the hypothesis on 7. So h = 0 and we deduce that
T =T’ or equivalently 7" has no mass on ~.

Since {v(T,-) > 0} is of Hausdorff 2-dimensional measure 0, we also deduce that [ Z]
has no mass on {v(7,-) > 0}. Therefore, we can apply Theorem to 7y := T and
Ty := [Z]. From (2.1)), since [Z] is closed, we get that 059, = 0, see the discussion after
(B.4). Hence

(T} < {2} = L QA Q= 9] > 0.

Since {v(T, -) > 0} is of Hausdorff 2-dimensional measure 0, 7" has no mass on this set,
see [3]]. By the last assertion in Theorem [2.2] since E(7") > 0, we also have

Ty — L Q? = 9] + 2E(T) = 0.

So {T} is nef. Moreover, if T is not closed, then F(T') > 0, see the discussion after
(B.4). Therefore, {T'}> > 0 and hence {T'} is big, i.e. it can be represented by a strictly
positive closed (1, 1)-current, see Demailly-Paun [8, Th. 0.5]. This ends the proof of the
first assertion.

For the second assertion, since 7" is closed and has no mass on proper analytic subsets
of X, by Siu’s theorem, the set {v(T,-) > 0} is countable, see [38]. So we can apply the
first assertion to such a current 7'. Note that in this case, Demailly-Paun theorem implies
that {T'} is not big if and only if {T}?> = 0. The last property also implies that 7" has no
positive Lelong number. O

The following result gives us the vanishing of the tangent currents in the setting of
foliations and laminations. Its proof will be given in Section 4l

Theorem 2.5. Let .% be either a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces with only
hyperbolic singularities, or a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann surfaces, in a compact
Kdhler surface X. Then for every positive dd°-closed current T directed by . which does not
give mass to any invariant closed analytic curve, zero is the unique tangent current to T ® T
along the diagonal A.

Recall that if a closed subset Y of a complex manifold X is laminated by Riemann
surfaces, then it admits an open covering U; and on each U; there is a homeomorphism
v; = (hj, ;) : U;nY — D x T;, where T; is a locally compact metric space and the
maps ¢; '(z,t), with (z,t) € D x T, are holomorphic in z. Moreover, on their domains of
definition, the transition maps have the form

Pk © @;1(27 t) = (hjk(zv t>7 )‘jk<t))7

where h,;(2,t) is holomorphic with respect to z and \;;(¢) do not depend on 2. We can
choose T, as the intersection of a holomorphic disc with Y and ¢; such that its restriction
to T; is the canonical map from T, to {0} x T;. With this choice, when all ¢;(z,t) are
bi-Lipschitz maps, we say that the lamination is bi-Lipschitz.

The last theorem expresses that the current 7®7" is not too singular along the diagonal
of X x X as its density along the diagonal is zero.
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2.2. Sketch of the proofs of the main theorems. The following result holds in a more
general setting but we only state it in the case we use, see also [12] 16]. Here, we don’t
need to assume that the singularities of the foliation are hyperbolic.

Theorem 2.6. Let T be a positive dd-closed (1, 1)-current, on a compact Kdhler surface
X, which is directed by a holomorphic foliation or by a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann
surfaces.

(a) If T has a positive mass on a leaf L, then L is a closed analytic curve and L\L is
contained in the set of singularities of the foliation. Moreover, we can write T =
T" + T,,, where T" is a directed positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current which is diffuse,
i.e. having no mass on each single leaf, and T,,, is a finite or countable combination,
with non-negative coefficients, of currents of integration on invariant closed analytic
curves.

(b) Assume that T gives no mass to any invariant closed analytic curve. Then T is
diffuse and its cohomology class {T'} is nef. Moreover, {T'} is also big when T is not
closed.

Proof. (a) Let T” be the restriction of 7' to L. Then, on a flow box outside the singularities,
T” is defined by positive harmonic functions on plaques. So 7" is positive dd®-closed
outside the singularities of the foliation (in the case of a lamination, this set is empty).
Since T” < T, the mass of 7" is finite. Hence, as in Corollary [2.4] one can extend it by
zero to a positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current on X that we still denote by 7”. As in [12}
Prop. 2.6], we obtain that L is a compact analytic curve, L\L is contained in the set of
singularities of the foliation and 7" = ¢[ L] for some constant ¢ > 0.

We define T, as the restriction of 7" to the union of leaves of positive mass. We have
seen that these leaves are contained in invariant closed curves and we deduce from the
above discussion that T, is positive and closed. Since the mass of T is finite, this family
of leaves is at most countable. It is now enough to define 7" := T' — T,,. Clearly, this is a
directed positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current which is diffuse.

(b) Assume now that 7" gives no mass to any invariant closed analytic curve. Clearly, T
is diffuse. It follows that 7" has zero Lelong number at any point outside the singularities
of the foliation, see also (B.I). By Corollary 2.4} the cohomology class {T} is nef and it
is also big when T is not closed. This ends the proof of the theorem. O

The first step of our proof consists in proving the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let .% be either a holomorphic foliation by Riemann surfaces with only hy-
perbolic singularities, or a bi-Lipschitz lamination by Riemann surfaces in a compact Kdhler
surface (X,w). Let T} and T, be two positive dd‘-closed currents of mass 1 directed by .#
such that neither of them gives mass to any invariant closed analytic curve. Then Ty —T5 is a
closed current. If both Ty and T, are closed, then we have {T}? = {T5}* = {T1} — {T>} = 0.

Proof. Since both 7} and 75, do not give mass to any invariant closed analytic curve, it
follows from Theorem that v(71,x) = v(T5,z) = 0 for all x outside the singularities
of .%. Since T; and T; do not give mass to this finite set, we see that 7} and 75 satisfy the
assumption of Theorem [2.2]
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By (2.1) and Stokes’ theorem, we have (the second integral is the mass of 7; which is
assumed to be 1)

2.49) JQjAw:JTj/\wzl for j=1,2.
X X

Applying Theorems and [2.5] to each one of the three directed positive dd°-closed
currents 77, T, and T} + T», we obtain that all 73 ® 71, To ® T» and (T} + T2) ® (11 + Tz)
admit zero as the unique tangent current along the diagonal A. This, combined with

(2.1) and (2.3), implies that

fgfzzf 35, A 05, fggzgf 38, A 05,
X X X X

(2.5)
and J‘ (Ql + 92)2 = QJ‘ 5(51 + SQ) A 5(31 + gg)
X X

If both T}, and 75 are closed, we deduce from the discussion after that S, = 05, = 0
and hence all integrals in (2.5) vanish. This implies {T}}*> = {T>}?> = {T1} « {Tz} = 0 as
stated in the second assertion of the lemma.

LetT =T, — Ty, Q:=Q —Qy, S := 5, — 5 and u := u; — us. We infer from (2.1) and
(2.4) that

(2.6) T=Q+0S+0S +i0du and JQ/\wzo.
X

Moreover, it follows from (2.5 that

2.7) J(ZQ:f(Ql—QQ)Q:QJ Qf+2f Qg—f((zlﬂzg)?:zf 25 A 0S.
X X X X X X

On one hand, since 05 is an L? (0, 2)-form, the current 0S5 A S = 05 A 0S is a positive
measure. So the last integral in (2.7) is non-negative and it vanishes if only if 05 = 0
almost everywhere. On the other hand, since we know by that SX QA w =0, the
cohomology class of ) is a primitive class of H%!(X,R). Therefore, it follows from the
classical Hodge-Riemann theorem that the first integral in (2.7) is non-positive, see e.g.
[41]. We conclude that S = 0 almost everywhere. This and imply that d7" = 0.
The proof of the lemma is thereby completed. O

End of the proof of Theorem (see also [[16]). We only consider the case of a foliation
because the case of a lamination can be obtained in the same way. It is clear that not
more than one property in the theorem holds. By [3, Th. 1.4], there exists a positive
ddc-closed current 77 directed by .%#, see also [[17, Th. 23]. We can assume that Property
(a) in the theorem does not hold. So we can find a current 7; of mass 1 which has no
mass on each single leaf of .%, see Theorem [2.6] We show that either Property (b) or (c)
holds.

Case 1. Assume that there is such a current 77 which is not closed. We show that the
foliation satisfies Property (c) in the theorem. By Theorem 2.6, the class {7;} is nef and
big. It remains to prove the uniqueness of 7;. Assume by contradiction that there is
another positive dd‘-closed current 7, of mass 1 directed by .%. If there is such a current
which is closed, then we assume that 75 is closed. So we have

le/\uJ:ng/\w:l.
X X
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We need to find a contradiction.
Consider a flow box away from the set of singularities Sing(.%#) of .# that we identify
with D x ¥. As in the Introduction, we have

7= [ i), =12
%

Let yo = p11 + po and write p; = r;p with a non-negative bounded function r; € L* ().
Then we have

T —T, = fz (A1) = hgra(@))[Valdu(a).

Since we know by Lemma [2.7] that 77 — T is a closed current, hri(a) — h§re(a) is
constant, for p-almost every «, that we will denote by ¢(«).

We decompose c(a)u(«) on the space of plaques > and obtain that c(a)u(a) = v — v
for mutually singular positive measures v, and v,. Then

Ty =Ty = [VoJu(a) = [Va]rela) =T =T~

for positive closed currents T+. These currents fit together to a global positive closed
currents on X\ Sing(.% ). Observe that the mass of T+ is bounded by the mass of T} + T5.
So the mass of T* is bounded near Sing(.#). Since Sing(.%#) is a finite set, T+ extend
as positive closed currents through Sing(.%), see e.g. [36, 39]. Recall that positive dd°-
closed (1,1)-currents have no mass on finite sets. Therefore, since we assumed above
that 77 = T5, we have either Tt = 0 or T~ = 0. It follows from our choice of 75 that 75
is closed and hence 7] is closed as well. This is a contradiction which shows that such a
current 75, as above doesn’t exist.

Case 2. Assume now that all directed positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-currents are closed. Con-
sider arbitrary directed positive closed (1, 1)-currents 7} and 75 of mass 1 which are dif-
fuse. So by Theorem applied to T}, T, the classes {7} } and {75} are nef. By Lemma
2.7, we have {T}? = {Tx}* = {T1} — {T»} = 0. We show that Property (b) in the theorem
holds. It is enough to show that {73} = {T5}.

Since 73 and 75 are of mass 1, we have ({11} — {T5}) « {w} = 0. So {11} — {T»} is a
primitive class in the Hodge cohomology group H!(X, R) of X. By the classical Hodge-
Riemann theorem, we have ({71} — {T»})? < 0 unless {T;} — {Tz} = 0, see e.g. [41].
Using that {T}}* = {T}* = {T\} « {T»} = 0, we deduce that {T}} = {T»}. This ends the
proof of the theorem. O

End of the proof of Theorem[L.Il We only consider the case of a foliation because the case
of a lamination can be obtained in the same way. By hypothesis, the foliation has no
invariant closed analytic curve. Moreover, by Theorem [1.2] Property (c) in that theorem
holds. It follows that the foliation admits a unique directed positive dd®-closed current T’
of mass 1. This current is not closed and {7’} is nef and big. Since every cluster point of
7% as r tends to 1 is a positive dd“-closed current of mass 1, 7¥ converges necessarily to 7'
as r tends to 1. O

3. EXISTENCE AND PROPERTIES OF TANGENT CURRENTS

In this section, we prove Theorem[2.2l In the first subsection, we obtain some estimates
which are important in our study. In the second subsection, we prove the existence of
tangent currents and explain how to compute tangent currents using local coordinates,
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see Proposition The proof of this proposition is given in the same subsection. Part
(1) of Theorem [2.2]is a consequence of Proposition[3.9 and Lemma (3,15l Part (2) of that
theorem will be obtained in the last subsection.

3.1. Some test forms and mass estimates. In this subsection, we will construct some
special test forms and also give some estimates for positive dd°-closed currents and their
tensor products. We have the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let T} and T5 be as in (2.1). Then for every closed smooth form ® of bi-degree
(2,2) on X x X, we have

(T @ Ty, ®) = () ® Ny, ®) — (05, ® 05, @) — (0S5 ® 05,, D).
If, moreover, ® is d-exact, then

(T' ®@Ty, ®) = —(05; ® 0S5, ®) — (05, ® 05,, P).

Proof. Observe that when @ is d-exact, since (2, are closed, by Stokes’ theorem, we get
() ® £y, ®) = 0. Hence, the last identity of the lemma follows from the first one. We
prove now the first identity.

Observe that ® is 0-closed and o-closed. It follows that if R is d-closed or J-closed, by
Stokes’ theorem, we have

(i00u; @ R,®) =0 and (R®idduy, ®) = 0.
Therefore, from (2.1), we get
(Ty @ Ty, @) = () ® Uy, @) + (05 ® 0S4, P) + (0S; ® 05, D).

On the other hand, by Stokes’ formula again, we have

(05 ® 089, ®) = (005, ® S, @) = —(05) ® S, )
and

(051 ® 055, ®) = (0051 ® Sy, D) = —(051 ® 053, D).
Hence, the first identity in the lemma follows easily. O

By Blanchard’s theorem [4]], X x X can be endowed with a Kihler form &. The current

I1,(@) is positive closed and has positive Lelong numbers along A and is smooth outside

A. Multiplying & by a positive constant allows us to assume that the Lelong number of
I1.(©) along A is equal to 1. So we have

(3.1) I*(IL,(@)) = & + [A].

Choose a quasi-psh function ¢ < —1 on X x X such that dd°¢ — I1,(©) is a smooth
form ThlS function is smooth outside A. Define <$ := ¢ o II. We deduce from (3.I) that
dd° — [ ] is a smooth form.
Recall that we only work with a fixed finite atlas of X as mentioned at the end of the
Introduction. Consider a chart 2B x 2B in coordinates (z, w) and cover I~ 1(2B x 2B) with
two charts denoted by IU1 and IUQ The first one U1 is given with local coordinates

(u,w) = (ug, ug, wy,wy) with |lw| <2 and |ui| < 2,|us| <2

such that
H(u7 w) = (ula U1Ug, W1, w2) = (Zla Z9, W1, w2)~
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Note. The second chart Us is defined exactly in the same way, except that the map II is
given there by

M(u, w) = (uguz, ug, wy, wy) = (21, 29, W1, Wa).
When we work with local coordinates near A, we will only consider the chart U;. The
case of U, can be treated in the same way.

The function ¢ and the forms II, (), I1,(@?) are defined globally on X x X. Their
singularities along A will play an important role in our study. Using local coordinates,
we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. There is a constant ¢; > 0 such that for (z,w) € 2B x 2B we have
;' < (@) < er(ddlog |z| + @) and (&%) < ci(ddlog ||z A & + &?).
We also have the following estimates on 2B x 2B and (2B x 2B)\A respectively
I1(0) — 1@ < dd°¢ < TL(D) + i@ and  i0p A 06 < ¢ (||z]2dd°|2|* + D).

Proof. S1nce IT*(@) is a smooth form, it is bounded by a constant times ©. This and (3.1)
imply ¢;'@ < I1,(®) for some constant ¢; > 0. We use the coordinates (u,w) on U, as
above. It is not difficult to see that

& < ddlog(1 + |ugl®) + dd°|us|* + dd°|w]|.

This implies the first (double) inequality in the lemma by using the action of II,.

We obtain the second inequality on (X x X)\A from the first one by observing that
(dd°log|z])? = 0 outside A. The inequality holds on X x X because II,(%?) has no mass
on A. To see the last point, one can observe that over each point of A the fiber is a P*
and o2 gives it zero mass.

The third (double) inequality is a direct consequence of the definition of ¢. It remains
to prove the last inequality. We will only check it on H(@l) because the same proof also
works for H(EAJQ).

Recall that ¢ := ¢ o IT and define 1 := ¢ — log |uy|. Since dded — [ ] is smooth and . Ais
given by the equation u; = 0, we deduce that ddet) is smooth on U1 It follows that Yisa
smooth function on Ul. Therefore, there are bounded functions h, g1 and g, on [U1 such
that

~ 1 ~ N N
8(b = 2—du1 + hdUQ + gldwl + ggdwz.
Uy

Hence, if we define h := ho I}, g; := g1 o II"! and go := G o [I"1, we get
1
8(b = gdzl + hd(ZQ/Zl) + gldwl + ggdwz.
1

Now, using that |z| < 2|z | on II(U;), we get |z| < |z | and we can find bounded
functions %; and h, such that
P(b = HzH’l(hldzl + hdeg) + (gldwl + gzdwz).
Finally, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can bound id¢ A d¢ by

2|2l 2(hydzy + hadzy) A (hidzy + haodzs) + 2(gidwy + gadws) A (grdwy + godws)

and the desired inequality follows easily. O
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In the following lemma, we only need to consider the integral of the term containing
dy, A dy, A dys A dy, because the other terms vanish on {z} x X.

Lemma 3.3. Let T be a positive dd‘-closed current of mass 1 on X. Then there exists a
constant ¢y > 0, independent of T, such that for all x € X, we have

f T(y) A IL(D)(x,y) < cs.
yeX\{x}

Proof. Observe that the intersection I1, (&) A [{z} x X] is a current and we can identify
it with a positive closed (1, 1)-form S, on {z} x X which is smooth outside z. Since the
cohomology class of [{z} x X] is independent of z, the cohomology class of S, is also
independent of z. The integral considered in the lemma is equal to

f T(y) A S,.
yeX\{z}

So it is enough to check that the last integral is bounded from above.

Using a regularization of dd°-closed currents with mass control [10], it is enough to
consider the case where 7" is smooth. The last integral is then equal to (7, S,) and
depends only on the cohomology classes of 7' and of S,. Since all these cohomology
classes are bounded, the result follows easily. O

Lemma 3.4. Let T} and T, be two positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-currents of mass 1 on X. Then
<T1 ®T2, H*((:}) VAN LTJ>O < 2C2.

Proof. We refer to the end of the Introduction for the definition of (-, ),. Since & =
77 (w) + 75 (w), a bi-degree consideration shows that the considered pairing is equal to

(L rew) | T aAL@ @)+ (T rw@). [ ) AL@(@).

zeX\{y} yeX\{xz}
On the other hand, by Lemma(3.3] the integrals in the last line are bounded by ¢, because,
by hypothesis, the measures 77 A w and 75 Aw have mass 1. The lemma follows easily. [

We will now construct a family of test forms R,, and prove some estimates. In the
chart U; as in the last subsection, the hypersurface A is equal to {u; = 0} and we have
dd?log|u;| = [A]. Moreover, since dd°(¢ o II) — [A] is a smooth form, the function
¢ oIl — log|u,| is also smooth. We deduce that ¢ — log ||z| is bounded in 2B x 2B. Choose
a constant M >» 1 large enough such that |¢ — log |z|| < M on each chart 2B x 2B of
X x X.

Let x : R — R be an increasing convex smooth function such that y(¢) = 0 for
t < =3M, x(t) =tfort>3M, i < X'(t) < 1,and X"(t) € 5k, 17| for ¢t € [-2M,2M].
Fix also a constant A » 1 large enough. Define for m € N

R, = dd°[x(¢ + m)] + AD.

This is clearly a smooth closed (1, 1)-form on X x X. We first show that it is positive and
has bounded mass. A direct computation gives

(3.2) R, = X'(¢ +m)dd°¢ + %X"@ +m)idp A 09 + AR.

The second term is positive. The first term is bounded below by —c,&, see Lemma [3.2]
We then deduce that R, is positive since A is chosen large enough. Furthermore, since
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R, is cohomologous to Aw, its mass is equal to the mass of A and hence is bounded
independently of m.

We have the following lemmas. The goal is to understand the mass repartition of
T) ® Ty near A and to prove the basic estimates given in Lemma
Lemma 3.5. There is a constant c3 > 0 such that the following properties hold.
(1) For every integer m = 0, we have

e(idzy A dZy + idz A dZ) < 3R, on {eT™T < 2] < e |w| < 2}

(2) Foreach 0 < r < 1, if m is the integer such that e=™ ! < r < e™™, then

ir~2(dzy A dZ) + dz A dZ)) < c3 Z € " Rnen on {0 < |z <r, |w|<2}.

Proof. (1) In the considered domain, we have [¢ +m| < 2M. Therefore, x'(¢ +m) > o
and \"(¢ + m) € [gir, 17]- Define ¢ := ¢ oIl and ) := ¢ — log |uy|. So ¢ is a smooth
function on U, because dd* is smooth. Observe that |u;| < |z| and hence [u;|™* > ™
on the region II'{e™"! < |z| < e™, ||w| < 2}. We then obtain on the same region
that the form id¢ A 0¢ is equal to
i0( + logual) A (1) + log [us )
M+1~ M
= 40 1
2([ i (s M1 og\ul\] /\0[
2M +1
M?

M+1~
M

w + log‘ul‘]

M+1

2M + 1
Z(/gb/\(}w‘i‘m

3 .~ =~ 1 . . . . ..
> —Mz'@@b A OY + memidul A duy since the first term in the last sum is positive.
Observe that the first term in the last line is bigger than —e& for some small constant
¢ > 0 because M is big. By Lemma(3.2] we also have I1*(dd°¢) > & — ¢;11*(©). Therefore,
for A » 1, using (3.2)), we have

i0log |ui| A 0log |u;]

1
200012 (

Recall that e™|us| < 1 on {e™ ! < [z| < e™, |w| < 2}. So using that z = u;
and 2z, = ujuy, we can find a bounded function ¢, and bounded forms 6; on the region
M- Ye ™ < |z| <e™, |w| < 2} such that

I*(R,,) = e*iduy A duy + 0).

IT* (i€2m(d21 A dEl + dZQ VAN d§2)) = ezmﬁoidul VAN dﬂl + emdu1 7AN 91 + €mdﬂ1 VAN 092 + 93.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the last sum is bounded above by e*"0}idu; A du; + 6}
for some bounded function ¢, and bounded form ¢4. This, combined with the previous
estimate for I1*(R,,), implies the inequality in (1) for a suitable constant c3.

(2) Observe that r—2 < ™2, Applying the first assertion for m + n instead of m yields
the desired estimate for a suitable constant c;. O

Lemma 3.6. Let 77 and T» be two positive dd‘-closed (1, 1)-currents of mass 1 on X. Then
there is a constant ¢4 > 0, independent of 11, T5, such that

<T1 ®T2,Rm AN (T)> S fOT' all m > 1.
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Proof. Since x” is supported on [~3M, 3M], we see that the factor in front of id¢ A 0¢
in (3.2) is non-zero only if |¢ + m| < 3M. Moreover, we know that |¢ — log |z|| < M.
So the above factor is non-zero only if |m — log | z|| < 4M, that is, z belongs to the ring
{e7m M < |z| < e"™M} Therefore, it is enough to prove an estimate, similar to the
one in the lemma, for an integral on a chart B x B as above because these charts cover a
neighbourhood of A and hence the support of R,, for m large enough.

By Lemma [3.2] outside the diagonal A, we have

i0p A 0p < ||z 2dde| 2| + &.
This, coupled with the expression of R, in (3.2]), implies that
(MOTo, Ry Ay S (1T, &) + {(T1 @ T, dd°¢ A &)

v (1) @ To(w)) A | — yl2dd |z — g £
e—m—4]\xI<H1.7y”<e—m+4]\J

where we recall that (z,w) = (z — y, y).

It is clear that the first term in the last sum is equal to (7', w){T5,w) = 1. By Lemma
the second term is also bounded. So it remains to check that the last term is bounded
by a constant independent of 77,75 and m.

Setting r := e~ ™M since |x — y| ~ e™ and & = 7} (w) + 7} (w), the considered term
is bounded above by a constant times

|G m) nddgle - 5T £ e
[z]<1 yeB(z,r)

Fl ] B addsle ) ) 8 wl)
lyl<1 zeB(y,r)

which is equal to

| vmenne@ ae@ + [ nynno) aw)

o<1 [yll<1

Thus, the lemma follows from Lemma [B.1l and the fact that both 7} and 7, have mass
one. O

Lemma 3.7. Let Ty and T, be two positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-currents of mass 1 on X. Then
there is a constant c; > 0, independent of T} and T5, such that

<T1 ®T27Rm A Rn> < ¢j for all m,n = 1.

Proof. Since R,, A R, is a closed smooth form of bi-degree (2,2) on X x X, it follows
from Lemma BTl that (T} ® Ts, R,n A R, ) is equal to

<Ql ® QQ, Rm VAN Rn> - <551 ® 8?2, Rm VAN Rn> — <(3§1 ®552, Rm 7AN Rn>

Denote the three terms in the last sum by [, I, and I3 respectively. We will show that
they are bounded independently of 77,75, m and n.

Since (2; is cohomologous to 7; which is of mass 1, the cohomology class of (; is
bounded. The forms R,, and R, are both cohomologous to A%%. Therefore, the integral
I,, which depends only on the cohomology classes of €2;, R, and R,,, is clearly bounded.
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In order to show that the sequences I, and /3 are bounded, we only need to prove that
for every L? functions f;, f, on X and a bounded smooth (2,2)-form o on X x X :

(3.3) [(fi® fo)a, R A Ro)| < | fillz2] f2]z2  for a constant ¢ independent of m, n.

We only need to consider the case where either n or m is big. Assume for simplicity
that m is larger than a fixed constant large enough. So R,, A R, has support near the
diagonal A. Therefore, using a partition of unity, we can assume that both f; and f; have
support in the same chart B as above. Since we can write f, f as linear combinations
of non-negative functions with bounded L? norm, we can assume that both f; and f, are
non-negative. Moreover, since o can be written as a combination of bounded smooth
positive (2, 2)-forms, we can also assume that « is positive.

Observe that the factor before i0¢p A d¢ in (3.2) vanishes outside the region W,, :=
{e7mH M < | z| < e™ M}, Using (3.2) and Lemma [3.2] we obtain

Ry STL(®) + 1yw,,i0¢ A 09 and similarly R, <T1.(®) + 1y, 06 A 0¢.
Using these inequalities, Lemma [3.2] and the identity d¢ A d¢ = 0, we obtain
Ry AR, < TL(G?) + 1w, (100 A 06) A TL(D) + 1y, (100 A ) A T1, (D)

S =17+ T 270 + w2782

Consider the integral operator P acting on forms on B x B with a suitable kernel
K(z,y) obtained from the coefficients of the product of o with the last sum. Here, we
invoke Examples[A.2]and from Appendix[Al by taking into account that ||z| = |z — y/|
and setting r := e ™M or r := e ™M Applying Lemma AT to K for § = 0, we get
IP(f2)l12 S ol Hence,

((fr® fo)a, R A Ro) S f1, P(f2)) S ML fillzell foll e
This completes the proof of (3.3)). O

Lemma 3.8. Let 71 and T, be two positive dd‘-closed (1, 1)-currents of mass 1 on X. Assume
that Ty has no mass on the set {v(T3,-) > 0} and T, has no mass on the set {v(1},-) > 0}.
Then there is a constant cg > 0, independent of 11,15, and for each 0 < r < 1, there is a
constant ¢, > 0 depending on T}, T, such that ¢, — 0 as r — 0 and the following estimate
holds. For any continuous function f(z, w) with compact support in (rB) x B, we have

KTy @ Ty, fv)| < | f]leo max(e,r®, cgr?).

Here, ~y is the wedge-product of four 1-forms among dzi, dz,, dwy, dwy or their complex con-
jugates, and k is the total degree of dz,,dzy, dz1, dzy in 7.

Proof. Note that for a bi-degree reason, the pairing in the lemma vanishes unless + is of
bi-degree (2,2). Since the real and imaginary parts of f can be written as differences
of bounded non-negative functions, we can assume that f is a non-negative real-valued
function. For simplicity, we can also assume that | f|, = 1. We distinguishes 5 cases
according to the value of k.

Case 1. Assume that £ = 0 and hence v = +dw; A dw; A dwy A dw,. Observe that
positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-currents on X have no mass on finite sets. Then, by applying
Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that 77 ® 7; has no mass on A. Therefore, the positive



19

measure (77 ® Ty) A idwy A dwy A idwy A dwy has no mass on A. It follows that its mass
on {|w| < 2,||z|| < r} tends to 0 as » — 0. Hence,

Ty ® Ty, fdwy A dwy A dws A dWa)| < €,
for a suitable choice of ¢, satisfying the properties in the lemma.

Case 2. Assume that k = 4 and hence v = +dz; A dZ; A dzy A dZy. Let m be the integer
such that e ! < r < e™™. So fidz; A dzZ; A idzy A dZ, is a positive form bounded by
e2rt(ir=2(dzy A dz, + dzy A dZ,))%. Since Ty ® T, has no mass on A, it follows from Lemma

[3.5] that

o0
‘<T1 R Ty, fdzy A dZy A dzy A d§2>‘ < e?rd Z 6_2"_2”/<T1 QR T, Ryyin A Rm+n/>.

n,n'/=0
The last sum is bounded according to Lemma[3.7] This proves the lemma for Case 2.

Case 3a. Assume that £ = 2 and the bi-degree of v in dz;, dzy, dz1,dzs is (1, 1). It follows
that the bi-degree of ~y in dw,, dw,, dw,, dw, is also (1,1). Observe that dz; A dzj is a linear
combination of the positive forms

idz; A dZj, id(z; £ 2) Ad(z; + 2) and  id(z; £iz) A d(z5 £iz).

Moreover, the last forms are bounded by a constant times idz; A dZ; + idzs A dZy be-
cause this form is strictly positive. A similar property holds for the variables w; and ws.
Therefore, it is enough to consider the case where v = dz; A dz; A dwy, A dwy,.

Recall that (z,w) = (x — y,y). So we have

(LTl € | (72| D) nddile - yP) ) A wly)
lyll<1 zeB(y,r)

~ T2J| - v(Ty,y,m)To(y) A w(y).

Applying Lemma and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to the expression
in the last line, we see that it converges to the limit

f _ TLT) A el

when r tends 0. By hypothesis, the last integral is equal to 0. This ends the proof of Case
3a for a suitable choice of ¢,.

Case 3b. Assume that k£ = 2 and the bi-degree of v in dz, dzy, dz1, dzs is (2,0). It follows
that v = +dz; A dzy A dw; A dws. Let x be a smooth function with compact support in
{|lw] < 2,||z| < r} such that 0 < x < 1 and x = 1 in a neighbourhood of the support of
f. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can bound [(7} ® T», f+)| from above by

KTy @ To, X°dz1 A dZy A dzo A d22>\”2}<T1 Q@ Ty, f2dwy A dWy A dwy A dw2>\1/2,

According to Cases 1 and 2, the last product is bounded by ¢,7? for a suitable choice of
¢,. This ends the proof of Case 3b.

Case 3c. Assume that & = 2 and the bi-degree of 7 in dz1, dzs, dz;, dZ5 is (0, 2). This case
can be treated in the same way as Case 3b.
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Case 4a. Assume that k£ = 1 and the bi-degree of + in dz;, dzs, dz;, dzs is (1,0). So v has
the form v = +dz; A dwy, A dw, A dw,. With x as before, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Ty ® Ty, f~y)| is bounded from above by

}<T1 X Ts, dezj A dzZj A dwp A d@l>}1/2‘<T1 ® Ty, f2dwy, A dwy, A dwy A d@l>}1/2.
So Case 4a is a consequence of Cases 1 and 3a.

Case 4b. Assume that £ = 1 and the bi-degree of ~y in dz;, dz, dZz1, dZ5 is (0, 1). This case
can be treated in the same way as Case 4a.

Case 5. Assume that £ = 3. This case can be treated as in Cases 4a and 4b using
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the previous cases. O

3.2. Tangent currents in the local setting. We use the notations introduced earlier. In
particular, over A n (5B x 5B), with the coordinates (z,w), E is identified with C? x 5B,
7 is the projection (z,w) — w and A, is equal to the map a,(z,w) := (Az,w). Tangent
currents can be computed locally according to the following result.

Proposition 3.9. The mass of (11 ® 1»), on any given compact subset of E is bounded
uniformly on A\ with |A\| > 1. Moreover, if ()\,) is a sequence tending to infinity such that
(Ty ® T),,, converges to a current T, then in the above local coordinates (z,w), we have

T = lim (ay,)«(T1 ®Ty) on C? x B.
n—00
In particular, T does not depend on the choice of 7.

Note that the last assertion in the proposition is a consequence of the second one
because the identity in the proposition doesn’t involve the map 7. For the proof of this
proposition, we need some notions and results.

Definition 3.10. Let («,) be a family of differential p-forms on X x X or E, depending
on A € C with |)\| larger than a fixed constant. We say that this family is fine and we write
ay € Fin(X) (resp. negligible and we write «, € Neg())) if the support supp(a,) of a,
tends to A as A\ — o and if Properties (1) (2) (resp. (1) (2) (3)) below hold for all local
coordinate systems (z,w) we consider.

(1) supp(ay) N (B x B) is contained in (A|\|~'B) x B for some constant A > 0 inde-
pendent of \;

(2) The sup-norm of the coefficient of v in «, is bounded by O()\*), where v is a
wedge-product of 1-forms among dz, dzs, dw, dw, or their complex conjugates,
and k is the total degree of dzy, dzs, dZ;, dz, in v, see also Lemma [3.8]

(3) (only for negligible families) The sup-norm of the coefficient of v is o(\*) when
~ is of maximal degree in dz, dzs, dZ1, dzs, or equivalently, when k = p.

Note that Properties (1) and (2) are often easy to check. Properties (2) and (3) are
easier to obtain if we use the coordinates (\z, w) instead of (z,w). To check that a family
is negligible, it is often enough to understand the leading coefficients of the terms of
maximal degree in dzy, dzy, dZ;, dZ,, see also the proof of Lemma below.

Negligible families will be used in our study of tangent currents. They enter into the
picture in order to handle non-holomorphic changes of variables, i.e. the use of the map
7. The following lemma will be used in order to establish properties of tangent currents.
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Lemma 3.11. Let («,) be a negligible family of smooth 4-forms in X x X. Let T} and T be
as in Lemma (3.8l Then we have

(T @Ty,ax)y >0 as A — .

Proof. We can use a partition of unity in order to work in local coordinates (z,w) as
above. So we can assume that the forms a, have supports in (3B) x (;B). Lemma [3.8]
applied to r := A|\|~! with A from Definition [3.10, gives the result. O

To study tangent currents, we need a description of 7 in local coordinates (z,w) in
B x B. Consider the Taylor expansion of order 2 of 7 in z,Z with functions in w as
coefficients. Since 7 is smooth admissible, when = tends to O, this map and its differential
can be written as

(3.4) T(z,w) = (z +O0(| 2|3, w + a(w)z + O(HZHQ)),
and
(3.5) dr(z,w) = (dz + O*(|2|?), dw + O(1)dz + O(HzH)),

where a(w) is a 2 x 2 matrix whose entries are smooth functions in w and O*(||z|*) is any
smooth 1-form that can be written as

O*(|21*) = O(|=1*")dz + O(|[*)dz + O(||[*).
We also have
(3.6) dr='(z,w) = (dz + O*(||z]?), dw + O(1)dz + O(| z])).

Lemma 3.12. If («,) is a fine (resp. negligible) family of 4-forms on E, then (7*(«)) is
also a fine (resp. negligible) family of 4-forms on X x X.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the above local description of dr. O

Recall that 7 is not holomorphic in general but it is close to a holomorphic map near
the diagonal A. The following lemma suggests that the non-holomorphicity of 7 doesn’t
affect the computation of tangent currents.

Lemma 3.13. Let ¢ be a smooth function with compact support in B x B. Then the family
dd*(poay) is fine and the families dd°(poayoT) — dd*(poay), T*(dd*(poay)) — dd*(¢oay)
and dd(¢ o ay o 7) — 7%(dd*(p 0 a,)) are negligible, see Definition

Proof. Observe that Property (1) in Definition [3.10Q] is satisfied for all these families of
forms. In particular, on the supports of the above forms we have ||z < |\|7!. In order to
check Properties (2) and (3) of this definition, we use the following rules of computation

Fin(\) A Fin(\) = Fin()\), Fin(A) A Neg(\) = Neg(\) and A 'Fin()\) = Neg()).

When expanding the forms in the lemma using the coordinates (z, w), the definition
of ay and (3.4), (3.5), ([B.6), we only have fine families of forms and for the non-leading
terms, an extra factor O(A™!) or O(||z||) gives us negligible forms. We leave the details to
the reader and only highlight some points in the computation.

For SlmphClty, write C = (Cla CQ, Cg, C4) = (2’1, Z9, W1, ’LUQ) and s = (81, S9, 83, 54) =
ax(7(z, w)). Recall that dd® = 290 and we have
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B 4 (’/32@ B 4 02 B
00(poayor) = Zl (}Cmagn(s)(?sm A0Sy + Zl T ()08 A 05,
24: % Z 2 _
+ — (5)05, A 08y + ($)08m A 05,
m,n=1 aCmaCn m,n=1 &Cmac
L O
+ 3 &g‘m m+ Z §)005,,.

In the same way, we can expand dd°(¢ o ay) and 7 (ddc(gp oay)). It is easy to compare
them with dd“(p o ay o 7). For example, using (3.5)), we easily see that ds; — d(\z) is
negligible where s; and \z; are seen as the first coordinate of a,(7(z,w)) and a,(z, w)
respectively. So the role of 7 is negligible here.

Another point involved in the computation is the comparison between the coefficients
of the above forms. For example, using (3.4), we can observe that

e (ax(T(z, w))) — e (ax(z,w))] < Jax(r(z,w)) — ax(z, w)| S |2 < A7
n0C, 6n0C, - ’ T
Here again, we see that the role of 7 is negligible. The lemma is then obtained by a direct
computation. 0J

The following proposition establishes some properties of tangent currents.

Proposition 3.14. Let ¢ be a continuous 4-form with support in a fixed compact subset of
E. Define ®) := A5(®) and ¥, := 7*A5(®P). Then, we have the following properties.

(1) If & A *(2) = 0 for any smooth (2,2)-form Q on A, then the families of (®,) and
(W) are negligible.

(2) If |®||x < 1, then limsup,_,, [{T\, ®)| is bounded above by a constant which does
not depend on ®.

(3) If ® A m*(Q2) = 0 for any smooth positive (2,2)-form Q on A, then any limit value
of (T, ®), when A\ — o, is non-negative. In particular, this property holds when ®
is a positive (2, 2)-form.

(4) If & = dd°¢ for some smooth (1, 1)-form ¢ with compact support in E, then we have
(T\,®) > 0as A\ — .

Proof. We continue to use the local coordinates (z,w) as above. Observe that if (x;) is
a finite partition of unity for A, then (x; o ) is a finite partition of unity for E. Using
such a partition, we can reduce the problem to the case where ® and ¢ have supports in
(roB) x (3B) for some constant 7y > 0.

(1) The hypothesis in (1) implies that the coefficient of dz; A dz; A dzs A dZy in ®
vanishes. Then, a direct computation shows that (®,) is negligible. By Lemma [3.12] the
family (W, ) is also negligible.

(2) Modulo a negligible family of forms, thanks to the first assertion, we have

Dy ~ fi(z, w)|\*(idzy A dZy A idzy A dZ),

where f is a smooth function supported by (ro|A|'B) x (3B) and |f,| is bounded by a
constant. Then, we deduce from (3.5) that ¥, satisfies a similar property and has support
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in (2ro|A|7'B) x (3B) when X is large enough. By Lemma[3.17], negligible families of forms
do not change the limit we are considering. Thus, Lemma implies the result.

(3) We can assume that @, is as in (2). The hypothesis of (3) implies that the coeffi-
cient of idz; A dzZ; A idzy A dZy in ® is non-negative. It follows that fy > 0. Using (3.4),
we can see that U, is the product of a positive function gy with idz; A dz; A idzo A dZs
plus a form in a negligible family. Since 7} and 715 are positive, we have

<T1 ®T2,g)\id21 AN dgl AN ZdZQ VAN d52> = 0.
The result follows easily.

(4) Using local coordinates, we can write ¢ as a finite combination of forms of type
udd®v, where u and v are smooth functions supported by (roB) x (3B). For simplicity, we
can assume that ¢ = uddv. Define

Ox:=a}(¢) = (uoay)dd(voay) and 1y = (uoayoT)dd(voayorT).
Write 7 = (11, 7») in the natural way with 7, 7, having values in C%. We have
uoay=u(Az,w) and woayoT =u(Ar(z,w), (2, w)).

Similar identities hold for v instead of .
Now, observe that 7*(dd®¢,) — dd, is equal to

7*dd(u o ay) A Tdd(voay) —dd(uoayoT) Add(voayoT)
= [r*dd°(uoay) —dd(ucayor)| A[r*dd(voay)]
+[dd(woayoT)| A [T*dd(v o ay) — dd*(voayoT)].

Using Lemma [3.13] Definition and the rules of computations given in the proof of
Lemma [3.13] we can check that both terms in the last sum belong to negligible families
of 4-forms.

It follows from Lemma [3.17] that

(T @To), dd¢y = (T @ To, 7*(dd’$y) ) = (Tt @ To,dd“y + o(1) as A — .
It remains to show that {7} ® T3, dd“t), ) tends to 0. Using Lemma [3.1], we have

<T1 ® T3, ddc?/b\> = —(0S1 ® 08, ddyy — (IS ® 0Sa, dd°y).

By Lemmas [3.12] and [3.13] the family (dd“¢,) is fine. Therefore, by Lemma [A.4] it is
enough to show that dd“y, tends to 0 weakly.

Since the family (dd“v,) is fine, the mass of dd“y, is bounded. So, when A tends to
infinity, this sequence accumulates to 4-currents of finite mass supported by A. Moreover,
since dd, is d-exact, any limit R of dd“y, is a d-exact 4-current. In particular, R is a
normal 4-current supported by A. Thus, we can identify it to a O-current on A, according
to the classical support theorem, see [14]. Finally, since the only d-exact O-current on A
is zero, we get R = 0. The result follows. O

We continue the proof of Proposition [3.9] The second assertion in Proposition [3.14]
implies that the mass of (77®75), on any given compact subset of E is bounded uniformly
on \ with A large enough.

Consider any sequence (),) of complex numbers tending to infinity. After extracting
a subsequence, we can assume that (77 ® 71»),, converges to a 4-current T of locally
finite mass in E. The first assertion in Proposition [3.14] shows that in the above local
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coordinates (z, w), if the coefficient of dz; A dZ; A dzs A dZ5 in ® vanishes then (T, &) = 0.
Consequently, we have T A dw; = 0 and T A dw; = 0. Hence, T is a current of bi-degree
(2,2).

The third assertion of Proposition [3.14] implies that T is positive. Finally, the fourth
assertion in that proposition is equivalent to saying that T is dd°-closed.

Lemma 3.15. There is a positive measure ¥ on A such that T = 7*(¥). In particular, the
current T is closed.

Proof. We follow the argument in the proof of [12] Lem. 3.7]. Consider the family ¢ of all
positive dd°-closed (2, 2)-currents R on E which are vertical in the sense that RA7*(§2) = 0
for any smooth form € of positive degree on A.

Claim. If R is any current in ¢ and v is a smooth positive function on A, then (v o m)R
also belongs to ¢.

Indeed, it is clear that (v o m)R is a positive and vertical (2, 2)-current. The only point
to check is that (v o 7)R is dd°-closed. Define v := v o m. We have dd°R = 0 and since
R is vertical, we get that do A R = 0, d°0 A R = 0 and dd0 A R = 0. Consequently, a
straightforward calculation shows that

dd°(VR) = d(dU A R) —d°(d0 A R) — ddD A R + 0dd°R = 0,
which completes the proof of the claim.

We infer from the claim that every extremal element in ¢ is supported by a fiber of
7 which is a complex plane. A positive dd°-closed (2, 2)-current on a complex plane is
defined by a positive pluriharmonic function. On the other hand, positive plurisubhar-
monic functions on a complex plane are necessarily constant. Hence, extremal elements
in ¢ are proportional to the currents of integration on fibers of 7. In order to get the
lemma, we only need to show that any R in ¢ is an average of those extremal currents.

Consider the convex cone of positive dd°-closed vertical currents R as above. Observe
that the set of currents with mass 1 is compact and is a basis of the considered cone.
Therefore, Choquet’s representation theorem implies that any current in the cone is an
average on the extremal elements. The lemma follows. O

End of the proof of Proposition[3.9] Consider a smooth test 4-form 2 with compact sup-
port in C? x B. Denote by f(z,w) the coefficient of dz; A dz; A dzy A dZy in Q. By the
definition of T, Proposition[3.14] and the above discussion on negligible families of forms,
we see that only the component f(z,w)dz; A dzZ; A dzs A dZy of Q matters in computing
the limit. So we have

(T, = lim (71 @1, 7" A} (f(z,w)dz1 A dZ1 A dzo A dZ2))

n—00
= lim <T1 ®T2, ‘)\n"lf()\nTl, 7'2)’7'1*(le A\ dEl A\ dZQ A\ d§2)>
n—00
and
<T1 ® TQ, a}“\n Q>

lim <T1 ®Ts,ay, (f(z,w)dz A dzy A dzg A d22)>

n—0o0

= lim <T1 R To, | M|  f(Apz, w)dzy A dZ1 A d2zy A d§2>.
n—o0

Thus, it is enough to check that the family of forms
|)\n|4f()\n7'1, )71 (dz1 A dZy A dzy A dZo) — |)\n|4f()\nz, w)dz A dzZy A dzg A dZo
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is negligible. But this can be easily obtained using the same computation as in the proof

of Lemma [3.13l O
Proof of Theorem [2.2](1). This is a direct consequence of Proposition[3.9/and Lemma(3,15]
above. O

3.3. Proof of the mass formula. In this section, we prove Part (2) of Theorem For
this purpose, we will use families of smooth test closed 4-forms ®, and ¢, on E and on
X x X that we construct below.

Lemma 3.16. There is a smooth closed (2, 2)-form ® with compact support in E which is
cohomologous to A. In particular, we have

f =1 for every point (x,z) € A.
7~ 1(z,z)

Proof. Observe that we can compactify E in order to get a compact Kiahler manifold
E. According to [10], we can regularize the current [A] on E. More precisely, there
is a sequence of smooth closed (2,2)-forms 7, on E converging to [A] in the sense of
currents. Each form 7, can be written as the difference of two positive closed (2, 2)-
forms. Moreover, the support of 7}, tends to A as n tends to infinity, see [10, Rk 4.5]. So,
for the first assertion in the lemma, it is enough to choose ® = T,, with n large enough.
For the second assertion, observe that the measure ® A [7~!(z, z)] is cohomologous to
the Dirac mass [A] A [r7!(z, z)]. Hence, the integral of ® A [7~!(z, z)] is equal to 1. This
ends the proof of the lemma. O

Define for |A\| > 1
@A = (A)\)*((I)) and qD)\ = T*(q)A).
Clearly, ®, is a smooth closed (2,2)-form and @, is a smooth closed 4-form.

Lemma 3.17. The form ®, converges to [A] in the sense of currents when )\ goes to infinity.
Moreover, the three families (®y), (\0®,) and (\0®)) are fine.

Proof It is not difficult to see that ®, converges to [A] in the sense of currents. The first
assertion in the lemma follows easily. The second assertion is obtained as in Subsection
B.2/by using that 0®y, = 0, 0®, = 0, and also o7 = O(|]A\|™'), 07 = O(|]\|™!) on the support
of @A. ]

End of the proof of Theorem 2.2/(2). Recall that in (B.3), the form 05; and 0S; are uniquely
determined by 7;. Therefore, we will use here the following decomposition given by
Proposition [B.4]

(3.7 T; = Q; + 0S; + 0S; + idouy,

where () is a smooth closed (1, 1)-form, S}, S;,0S;,0S;,05;,0S; are forms of class L?
and u;, du;, ou; are forms of class L for every 1 < p < 2.
By Lemma [3.16, we have

[9] = {(7*(9), @) = lim (11 @ Ty)x,, ®) = lim (T1 @ T, D, ).

We use now (3.7), Stokes’ theorem and the fact that ®,, is closed (but not necessarily
0-closed or d-closed) in order to expand the last integral <T1 QKT ¢ A"> as in Lemma[3.1]
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Since ®,,, is closed, the terms like (Q; ® iddusy, 5, ) or (i0du; ® i0dus, ,, ) vanish. We
have

(I ®@Ts, @y, ) = {1 @y, By, ) — (051 ® 053, Dy, — (0S1 ® 052, D),,)
—(081 ® Sy, 0Py, — i(uy ® 05y, 0P, ) + similar terms involving du;, du;, 0Py, or 0P,,,.

We can now apply Lemma [3.17] and then Lemma[A.4 with ¢ = 1 for the first three terms
in the last sum. Their sum converges to

J‘ QlAQQ—f 551/\8?2-\[ (}gl/\gSQ.
X X X

Then, Lemma [A.5] shows that the other terms in the above expression of <T1 R Ty, An>
tend to 0. Recall that we use (3.7) given by Proposition[B.4. This completes the proof of
the theorem. O

4. VANISHING OF THE TANGENT CURRENTS IN THE FOLIATION SETTING

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [2.5l The proof is given in the first
subsection modulo two auxiliary propositions which will be proved in the last two sub-
sections.

4.1. Main steps of the proof of the vanishing theorem. Let .% be as in Theorem [2.51
Consider a positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current 7" directed by .%. Recall that if 7" has positive
mass on a leaf, then this leaf is an invariant closed analytic curve of .#, see Theorem
So for Theorem [2.5] we can assume that 7" has no mass on each single leaf of .%.
It follows from (1.I) and that v(T,z) = 0 for all = outside the singularities of
Z . Since positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-currents have no mass on finite sets, we can apply
Theorem [2.2]to the tensor product T ® T

Consider a tangent current T to 7' ® 7" along A. With the notation as in the above
sections, there is a sequence )\, converging to infinity and a positive measure ¢ on A ~ X
such that

T = J%(T@T)An = 1*(1).

We can identify 9 with a positive measure on X. Recall that by Theorem [2.2] the mass m

of ¥ does not depend on the choice of T. The following propositions will be proved in
the next subsections.

Proposition 4.1. For every choice of the tangent current T, the measure ¥ is supported on
the singularities of 7.

Throughout this section, we consider A real such that A > 1 and s := logA > 0. We
refer to (C.4) for the notion of expectation E(-).

Proposition 4.2. We have
Iim E(T®T),) =0
S§—00
in a neighbourhood of each point (p,p) € A, where p is any singular point of .%.
End of the proof of Theorem 2.5] Let T’ be a limit current of E((T'® T'),) when s = log A
tends to infinity. This current belongs to the convex hull of all the above tangent currents

T. So we have T' = 7*(¢') for some positive measure ¢’ of mass m on A ~ X. By
Propositions 4.1l and [4.2] we have ¢/ = 0. Therefore, we get m = 0 and hence, by
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the mass formula in Theorem [2.2] we have T = 0 for any choice of T. This proves the
theorem. [

4.2. Vanishing of the tangent currents outside the singularities. We follow the same
lines as in Kaufmann’s work [25]. Consider any flow box U of .# outside the singularities,
see Subsection 2.1l So we can choose holomorphic coordinates = = (x4, z2) in which the
plaques of .% in U are given by

L, = {xQ = (ba(xl)}a
where ¢, : 3D — 3D is a holomorphic function such that ¢,(0) = a and

(4.1) ko oo — B] < |alar) — pplar)| < rola — B

for all 21, o, 8 in 3D and for some constant xq > 1.
Since T is a diffuse positive dd‘-closed current directed by .%, as in (1.1)), we have the
following decomposition in the flow box U,

T- fha[LaJdum),

where [L,]| denotes the current of integration along the plaque L,, A, is a positive har-
monic function on L, for p-almost every o € 3D, and p is a diffuse positive measure
of finite mass on 3. We multiply x by the positive function h,(0, «) and divide h, by
ha(0, ) in order to assume that h, (0, «) = 1 for u-almost every « € 3D. By Harnack’s in-
equality, there is a constant x > 1 such that (we reduce slightly the flow box if necessary)

(4.2) k' < ho(z) <k for u-almost every a e 3D and for x € L.

Consider the product foliation .# x .% on X x X. The above coordinates on the flow
box U induce natural holomorphic coordinates (x,y) = (21, xa, y1,y2) on U x U in which
the plaques of .# x .% are given by

Log:= Lo x Lg= {ZEQ = Pu(r1), Y2 = ¢B(yl)}-

The tensor product 7'® T is a positive current of bi-dimension (2,2) on X x X directed
by .# x % which is given on U x U by

TOT = (10 ® 1) (Lo © e ).

Since p has no atoms, by Fubini’s theorem, 1 ® p gives no mass to the set {« = f} in
3D x 3D, or equivalently, 7" ® T gives no mass to the diagonal A of X x X.

To investigate the tangent currents of 7'x 7" along A = {x = y}, it is convenient to work
in the holomorphic coordinates (z, w) := (z—y, y) and to use new parameters ¢ = ((, (2)
with ¢(; := o — f and (, := (. Write z = (z1,22) and w = (wy,ws). In the coordinate
system (z,w), the diagonal A is given by the equation z = 0. Since z = z + w, y = w,
a = ( + ¢ and B = (,, the plaque L, s transforms to (here, we are only interested in
parts of L, g near the origin)

Fg = {(ZlafC(Zlvw1)>w17¢C2(w1)) with 21, Wy € ]D)}’
where
fe(zi,w1) 1= @16 (21 +wi) — d¢, (wn).
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Always in the coordinates (z,w), the decomposition of 7' ® T' becomes

TOT = [ hiec( + whes ()Ll © )(C).

The dilation A, in the direction normal to A is equal to the map a,(z,w) := (A\z, w). Note
that (4.1I) implies that the distance between I'; and A is bounded below by a positive
constant times |(;|. Such properties allow us to obtain as in [25, Lem. 4.4, 4.5] the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. (1) The mass of (ay)«[I'¢] on any given compact set is bounded uniformly
in (\, ¢) with |(1] < M7
(2) There exists a ball W centered at the origin such that (ay).[I'¢] has no mass on W
for every pair (), ¢) such that |(;| > |\~ .

Proof of Proposition We only need to show that any limit of the current (a,).(T ® T')
is zero in W when ) tends to infinity. Using the estimate (4.2]), we see that

(a\)«(TR®T) < k*Sy, where S, := J(GA)*[FC]CZ(M@@M)(O-

Write S, = S + S} with
S, = f (a)u[TJd(u®)(C) and S = f (STl ® ) ().
[C1]<IA| 7T [C1]>]A] 7T

By Lemma [4.3|(2), we have S{ = 0 on V. By Lemma [4.3|(1), the mass of S} over W is
bounded by a constant times (1 ® u)({|¢i] < |A|7'}). The last quantity tends to O as \
tends to infinity because 1 ® p gives no mass to the set {(; = 0} = {« = }. Therefore,
S4 tends to 0 on W when ) tends to infinity. This ends the proof of the proposition. [

4.3. Vanishing of the tangent currents near the singularities. In this subsection, we
will give the proof of Proposition 4.2l From now on, we only consider real positive
parameters A = ¢° with s > 0 and place ourselves in the setting of Appendix [Cl In
particular, the properties of some segments and half-lines in the sector S, described after
Lemma [C.2] are important in our study. We continue to use the notations introduced at
the end of the Introduction.

As in (C.1)), we will use the following parametrization of £,

4.3) 21 = aeCHoslel/t) gangd gy = CHoslY)  with ¢ =wu+iveC
and similarly, we will use the following parametrization of L
(4.4) Yy = ﬁei”(@rlogw'/b) and oy, = ei(CHIos181/D)  with (=a+iveC.
For 0 = (01,0,) e D*, A = ¢* > 1, and «, 8 € A, consider the intersection

Z350 ={((. Q) eS xS, (2,y)€ (Lo x Lg) n {z=0/A}},

where the points are counted with multiplicity.
In D? x D?, the intersection of the current T, ® T with the current of integration on
the 2-dimensional complex plane {z = /\} is equal to the positive measure

4.5  Onpe = (Ta®Ty) Alz=0/N= 3 Haler,22)Hs(y1,42)00),

(Cvé)ezé,ﬁye
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where ¢, ) is the Dirac mass at the point (z, y). Consider also the open set
(46) O = {9: (91,92)6]1)2, ‘91—1’ <€0,‘92—1’ <€0},

where ¢, > 0 is a fixed small enough constant depending only on n. We will show that
the masses of the measures 97, 5.0 satisfy the following property.

Proposition 4.4. The following property holds for all singularities of .%. There is a constant
¢ > 0 such that for p-almost every o, 5 € A and all s = log A > 0 we have

sup f E (|9 5,l)du(a)du(8) < and lim sup f E (|92 5,1 dpu(e)dpu(B) = 0.
00 Ja,BeA 570 90 Jqo,BeA

Taking into account this result, we first complete the proof of Proposition [4.2]

Proof of Proposition Consider a cluster value T’ of the family E((7'® T'),) when s =
log A tends to infinity. We need to show that T = 0. By Proposition [4.1], we only need to
check this property near a singularity of the foliation. Moreover, by Theorem [2.2], in the
local setting we consider, T’ is a cluster value of E((a,).(7T ®T)) when s = log A tends to
infinity. We also have T’ = ¢[r~!(0)] for some constant ¢ > 0. Our goal is to show that
c=0.

For this purpose, on the open set

O xD? = {(z,w) e D? x D?, ze@},
we consider the following measures
Iy = (a))«(TQT) A (idzy A dz1) A (idze A dZy) and ¥ := E(0,).

It is enough to show that the mass of ¢, tends to 0 as s = log A tends to infinity. Indeed,
since T" = ¢[7~1(0)], this property implies that T’ vanishes on © x D? and hence ¢ = 0.

Observe that the mass of ¥, is equal to the mass of (a))*(),). The last mass is equal to
a constant times the average of

m0):= [ W aoldn(ein)

with respect to the Lebesgue measure on § € ©. The involved constant is the integral of
(idzy A dZy) A (idze A dZ9) on ©. We deduce that the mass of ¥, is equal to a constant
times the average of

! (6) = f B (o))

The estimate in Proposition [4.4] and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem imply
that m/(f) tends to O uniformly on #. Thus, the mass of ¥ tends to 0. The result
follows. O

The rest of this section is devoted to prove Proposition 4.4 We need to understand
the set Z), ; , which is the set of all solutions of the following system of equations with

unknown (¢, {“) inS x S, see also (4.3) and (4.4)
1 —y1 = 01/ yi(pr — 1) = 01/ { (1 —1/p1) = 61/
4.7
“4.7) { A N W { palps—1) = 0o/A | wa(l—1/pa) = B/A,
where the ratios p; and p, are defined by

(4.8)  pp o= 2o em=Crloglalp-loglBIb)  and  p, = T2 = pilC=Ctloglal/b-log|Bl/b)
v B Y2
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Observe that these ratios are not equal to 0 and nor to 1 because 6 € ©.

Lemma 4.5. There is a constant N > 0 such that Z}, ; , is N-sparse for all o, f € A, § € ©
and \ = e* > 1, see also Definition [C.6]

Proof. Let (¢*,(*) € Sx S be any point in Z2 5.0~ Denote by x*, y*, pf, p5 the corresponding
values of z,y, p1, po. We only consider |, p2| < 1 because the opposite case can be treated
in the same way. Write ¢ = ¢* + € and { = ¢* + £. Using (4.3) and (4.4), we see that the
system (4.7) is equivalent to

P — 1) (e — 1) =0 P 1) = (% 1) =0
a9 e ) ey = el

We are interested in the case where both ¢ and £ are small.
Since |p}| < 1, from the second equation of we get

€= f(€) with fe(&):= —ilog[1+ p5(e — 1)],

where we use the principal branch of the function log. Substituting this value of ¢ to the
first equation of (4.9) gives

p>11<<€in§ . 1) . (einfpg(f) . 1) =0.

The solutions of this equation are the zeros of the function

1 ; inf (&)
9ra€) = P = 1) = (T =)
[ max (|pf — p3l, |05 _052‘)[ ' ]
1

i i inf s« ()
- (51— P3)(E — 1) + (e — 1) = (O 1)
max(|p} — p3], IpS—p§2l)[ b ? |

e @]
Z (1, P5)E",

where a,(p7, p3) are the Taylor coefficients of g, ,x at 0.

Fix a constant » > 0 small enough. The sum of the second and third terms in the last
brackets can be seen as a holomorphic function in pj and £ with |pj| < 3 and £ € 2rD.
Moreover, this function vanishes when pi = 0 or p5 = 1. We easily deduce that

= {9p,1(6), ph.p5 e Clp3l < 2,05 = 0,1}
is a normal family of holomorphlc functions in ¢ € 2rD. Note that this family does not
depend on «, 3,6 and \.

Claim. No sequence in & converges to the zero function.

Taking into the account the claim, we first complete the proof of the lemma. We show
that there is M > 0 such that all g,  in & admit at most M zeros in rD, counting
multiplicity. Assume by contradiction that there is a sequence of functions g, in & such
that g,, has at least n zeros in rD. By the claim, taking a subsequence allows us to assume
that g, converges locally uniformly on 2rD to a non-zero function g. By the classical
Hurwitz’s theorem ¢ has infinitely many of zeros in D which is not possible.

We have shown that if (¢*,{*) is a point in Z2 2 5. then Z7 5, admits not more than M
points in the ball of center (¢*, *) and of radius r, counting multiplicity. It is not difficult
to deduce that Z ; , is N-sparse for some constant N > 0 depending only on A and r.
The lemma is then proved.
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It remains to verify the claim. Assume by contradiction that there is a sequence in &
converging to 0. We only consider (pi, p3) in that sequence. In particular, for each n,
the coefficient a,(p}, p3) tends to 0. Using a direct computation, we obtain the following
Taylor approximations of order 2 of f,(¢)

Fo (&) ~ —iph (e — 1) + 5[1)5(65 —D)]* ~ pié + 55 = p32)E%.
We then deduce that
o
max(|pf — p3l, |p5 — p52)

ai(py, p3) = in

and

_ *+ * + _1 *2 . k%2
( 77/)1 p2) (77 )pQ ZZnal(PT,P§)+77(1—77) p2 p2 .

max(|pi — P3|, |p5 — p5°l) max(|p} — p5, [p5 — p5?()

Clearly, a;(p}, p5) and as(pf, p5) cannot tend to O together. This is a contradiction
which ends the proof of the lemma. O

2a5(pY, p5) = 1

Let 0 < € < 1 be a constant small enough whose value will be specified later. We divide
the set Z,, 4, of solutions of (4.7) into three disjoint subsets

Ae B,e,A CLe A
Zajgy  Zapy and  Zggg

corresponding to the following conditions (see also (4.8)):

lp1 — 1| <e either |p; — 1| <eand |p; — 1| > ¢ lp1 — 1] > €
(A) { lpp — 1| < e (B) or |pp—1]>e€and|ps—1|<e¢ © lp2 — 1] > €.

In the following lemmas, we will use the notations such as the sector S and the half-lines
Q, A1 5, A s introduced in Appendix[C] see the discussion after Lemma[C.2] and Definition
For every set X denote by Ay the diagonal of X x X.

Fix a constant N > 1 large enough which depends only on n. We will only require it
to satisfy Lemma [4.6] below and we only consider e such that 0 < ¢ « N~'e~". Consider
also the following condition

(AA) |005] < Ne with 6,5 := (arga — arg 8) — i(log |a| — log|5]) — 2nm + 2mnw

for some n,m e Z.

For simplicity, we choose the values of arg« and arg 5 in [0,27). Note that since «, 3
belong to A, by considering the imaginary and real parts of 4, 5, we see that if n, m exist,
they are unique and both |n|, |m| are bounded by a constant independent of «, 5, e. When
the condition (AA) fails, we define
Q =2, A'l’s =@ and A/Z,s = .
Define also
s = s+ log|dap| + N < s.
When the condition (AA) holds, we set

Q:=Q and for &' <0 A ,=A, =0, for >0 A ,=Ay, Ay, =Ny
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Lemma 4.6. There are constants N > 0 and x > 0, independent of ¢, such that when e is
small enough, the set Zig:g)\ is k-dominated by Aq U Ay, U Ay, foral a,f e A 00O

and \ = e® > 1.

Proof We only consider points (¢,¢) in the set Zig‘zg which satisfy (4.7) and the above

condition (A). We first study the dependence of Z 2’5:3 on ¢ when € goes to 0. So consider
¢ small enough and tending to 0. All constants we use are independent of .

Observe that p; —1 and p,—1 can be expressed in terms of ( —( using (4.8). Then, using
the fact that e’ — 1 ~ ¢ for |¢| small, the condition (A) gives us the following estimates for
some integers n’ and m’

(4.10) {”<< — {4 lowleloteslil) 4 (arg o — arg §) — i(log o] — log |B]) — 2nm = O(c)

(—C+ 10g|04\;10g|5\ — O = O(G)
Taking a suitable linear combination of these equations gives
(4.11) (arg o — arg 8) —i(log || — log |B]) — 2n'm + 2m/nm = O(e).

Observe that (4.11) cannot be true if «, 5 do not satisfy the condition (AA). We used
here that N is large and ¢ is small. In other words, the set Zi’g”g is empty when the
condition (AA) fails. Clearly, the lemma is true in that case. From now on, assume that
the condition (AA) is satisfied. By considering the real and imaginary parts of the left
hand side of (4.11) and of ¢, 3 in (AA), we obtain that n’ = n and m’ = m. Since |m|,
|n| are bounded, it follows from (4.10) and (4.11) that [ — ¢ | is bounded by a constant.
So, in order to complete the proof of the lemma, we only need to show that the distance
between ¢ and Q' U A ;U Ay is bounded by a constant.

As in (4.10), we obtain

{/)1 —1~(— é + 10g|04\;108;|5\ — 9

(4.12) z _
/)2—1%?7(C—C+M—2m7)+5a,5-

It follows that one of the following three quantities is bounded below and above by
positive constants

i S I S S R U
P2 — 1] [0cc5] [0cc 5]

We consider separately the three cases corresponding to the last three quantities. In
the first case, using (4.7), we get that |y, /y>| is bounded from below and above by pos-
itive constants. Therefore, |Re(i(7 — 1)¢)| is bounded by a constant, or equivalently, the
distance between ¢ and Q is bounded by a constant. So the lemma is true in this case.

In the second case, the first equation in (4.7) implies that \|y,||d. | is bounded from

below and above by positive constants. Therefore, we obtain
(4.13) IRe(inC) + s + log |du.s|| < c

for some constant c¢. Observe that Re(in{) < 0 for ( € S. Therefore, when s’ < 0,
s + log|da,| is negative with a large absolute value. So the inequality (4.13) is not
satisfied for any ¢ € S and this second case does not occur. Assume now that s’ > 0.
Recall that the equation of A} | is Re(in¢) + s’ = 0, see Appendix [C. So, by (4.13), the
distance between ( and A5, is bounded by a constant. The lemma is then true as well.
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The last case can be treated in the same way as for the second case. We obtain from
the second equation in (4.7) that A|ys||d, s| is bounded from below and above by positive
constants. It follows that

|Re(i§v") + s +log |da gl <c

for some constant c. We conclude as above that the distance between ( and A is
bounded by a constant. This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Recall that we only consider ¢ small enough. Define
A% := {(a, B) € A” satisfying the condition (AA)}.

Lemma 4.7. There is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of e such that for u-almost every o, 5 € A
and for s = log A\ > 1, we have

supE( Z Ha(C)HB(f)) <ec

00 .
C ezt
Moreover, the last expectation vanishes when («, () is outside A% and we have

lim(p ® ) (A*) = 0.

e—0

Proof. By Lemma [4.6), it is clear that the considered expectation vanishes when («, 3) is

outside A%¢. So we will only consider the case where (o, 3) is inside A*¢. By Lemma [4.6]

again, we can divide 7 352 into three sets Z, Z,, Z, which are x-dominated by Aq/, Ay,

and Ay, " respectively. We prove now the first assertion. It is enough to prove similar

estimates for Z, 7, and Z, instead of Z 352 The following estimates are uniform on 6.
By Lemmas and [C.10, we have for some constant ¢ > 0

> HulQHs(() <c andhence E( Y Ho(QHs(O) <c
¢.0ez (¢,Oez

This is the desired estimate for Z. Now, we only consider the case of Z; because the case
of Z, can be obtained in the same way.
By Lemmas [C.10land (C.5), we have

N Ho(OHs() S Grals).
(¢,$)ezr

Recall that the last sum vanishes when s’ < 0. Since s’ is equal to s plus a constant
(depending on «, 8) and s’ < s, we deduce from the last inequality that

E( Y HaOHs(0)) S BGrals)).
(€02
By Lemmal|[C.4] the last expectation is bounded. This ends the proof of the first assertion
in the lemma.
It remains to prove the last assertion in the lemma. Consider (a, 8) in A%€. By using
the imaginary part of 4, 5, the above condition (AA) implies that

|(log || — log|8]) — 2mbr| < Ne.
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Since « and S are in A, we deduce from the last inequality and the definition of A in
Appendix[C that one of the following inequalities holds (these inequalities correspond to
m=1,m=—1and m = 0)

(4.14) la| <eMNe™™® |8 < eMNe ™ and |log|a| —log|B|| < Ne.
Consider the first two inequalities. Observe that when ¢ goes to 0, the two sets
{(@,8) € A%, |o] < Ve 2} and {(a,B) € AZ, |8] < Ve 2}

tend to the empty set. So their y ® p measures tend to 0. Therefore, we only need to
consider now the set of («, 3) in A*€ satisfying the last inequality in (4.14). Note that in
this case the integer m is necessarily equal to 0.

By using the real part of ,, 3 and the condition (AA), we obtain

|(arg o — arg 3) — 2n7| < Ne.

The set A% of all (a, B) € A? satisfying this inequality and the last inequality in (4.14)
with m = 0 tends to the diagonal of A? when € goes to 0. As y contains no atom, the
measure ;4 ® p has no mass on the diagonal of A2. Thus, the measure (1 ® 1)(A2€) tends
to O as e tends to 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We refer to Appendix [ for the definition of A%, and A} ,. Consider the following
subsets of S x S

Kl ={(¢¢), ¢e N and e ¢ —TR=}, Kl :={(¢,{), (€Al and (e — 7R}
and
K2 = {(¢,0), Ce Ny, and Ce ¢+ Rap}, K2:i={(¢,0), Ce M), and ¢ e { + Rl
The constants used in the following lemmas may depend on e.

Lemma 4.8. For every 0 < € < 1, there is a constant k. > 0 such that for s = log A\ with
\ large enough, the set Zﬁgﬁ is k-dominated by K! v K! U K5 U K2 for all a, 8 € A and
f e 0O.

Proof. Consider (¢, () in Zﬁ 52 So the above condition (B) is satisfied. For simplicity,
we assume that the second line in (B) holds. The case where the first line holds can
be treated in the same way. We deduce that p, is bounded from above and below by
positive constants. Then, by (4.8), we have that |Im(¢ — {)| is bounded by a constant.
Furthermore, by the second line of (4.7), both A|z,| and A|y»| are bounded from below by
a positive constant. Thus, Im(¢) and Im(¢) are bounded from above by s plus a constant.

Now, we have either |z1| > |y| or |z;| < |y1]. We only consider the first case as the
second one can be obtained in the same way. We deduce from the inequality |z1| > |y
and (4.8) that Re(in(¢ —¢)) is bounded from below by a constant. Recall that in = ia — b
with b > 0. Since [Im(¢ — {)| is bounded by a constant, we easily deduce that Re(()
is larger than Re(¢) minus a constant. It follows that the distance from ¢ to ¢ + R is
bounded by a constant.

Since |p; — 1| > € and |z;| > |y1], from the first line of (4.7), we obtain that |z;|
is bounded from below and above by positive constants times A~!. Since s = log \, we
deduce that |Re(in¢)+s| is bounded by a constant, see also (4.3). Recall that Re(in{)+s =
0 is the equation of the real line containing A, ;. So, the distance from ( to this line is
bounded. Since ( is in S and Im(() is smaller than s plus a constant, we deduce that the



35

distance from ( to A027S is bounded by a constant, see the discussion after Lemma [C.2l
Now, it is not difficult to conclude that the distance from (¢, () to K? is bounded by a
constant. This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.9. For every fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that for u-almost
every a, 5 € A, we have

supE( Z Ha(C)HB(f)) <c and lim supE( Z Ha(C)HB(§)> = 0.

PcO 520 gcO

X B,e, A X B,e, A\
€.Qezls (€025

Proof. By Lemma[4.8] we can divide Z 3 52 into 4 disjoint subsets Z', Z', 72, Z2 which are
respectively r.-dominated by K1, K1, K3, K2. It is enough to show the properties similar
to the ones in the lemma but for the sets Z!, Z!, 72, 7?2 instead of Z 3 52 For simplicity,
we only consider the case of Z!. The other cases can be treated in the same way.

Consider the following lattice of K
7zl = {(—ﬁb‘ls +m,-7b 's+m —7n), withn,me N, m < b_ls}.

Since K! is (|n| + 1)-dominated by Z!, the set Z' is (k. + |n| + 1)-dominated by Z!. By
using Lemmas|[C.8]|, and then Lemma[C.3] (applied to i := b~! and s := mb) together
with (C.5), we obtain

Y HolQHs(Q) S D) HalQOHs(Q)

(¢,Q)ezt (¢ Qezl
= Z Ho(-7b s +m) Z Hg(—7b~'s + m —7n)
0o<m<b—1s neN

N

> Ho(=b's +m) J Hg(m —7l)dl

o<m<b—1s 1=b7"s

S ) Ho(-mb's+m) | Hg(m —ql)dl

o<m<b1s Izm

S ) Ho(-mbl's+m) S Grals).

o<m<b1ls

Now, Lemma [C.4] implies the desired properties. O
We continue to refer to Appendix[C] for the notations such as @, Q¥ and (.

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < € < 1 be any fixed constant. Then, there is a constant k. > 0 such
that for s = log A with X large enough the following property holds for all o, € A and
0 € ©. There are positive numbers sy, o, S3, s4 (Which may depend on «, (3,0, \) such that
the set Zf;g is k.-dominated by the union of the following 10 sets

Aoﬁs X A2737 Al,s X A02(>,s7 Aozo,s X Al,s A2,s X Aolo,s
and
{CS} X Q,;.O7 {<S} X A(f317 {CS} X AOQ(D,,SQ? Q? x {C3}7 AQIC,SS X {<3}7 AQ2,>784 X {CS}

Proof We only consider (¢, ¢) in Zs’gzg. So they satisfy (4.7) and the condition (C) above.
For simplicity, we assume that |p;| < 1 because the opposite case can be treated in the
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same way. We fix a constant » > 0 small enough, depending only on 7. Fix also a constant
k. big enough depending on € and r.

We deduce from the first equation of (4.7), Condition (C) and the inequality |p;| < 1
that |\y,| is bounded from below and above by positive constants. Therefore, Re(in¢) +
log \ is bounded from below and above. Since s = log A and  is in S, the distance from
( to A, is bounded.

Case 1. Assume that |p,| > r. We obtain from the second equation of (4.7) and Condition
(C) that |\z5| is bounded from below and above by positive constants. It follows that
|Im¢ — s| is bounded by a constant. So the distance between ¢ and A, ; is bounded by a
constant. Thus, (¢, f) is k.-dominated by A, ; x A, ; for a suitable choice of x.. Moreover,
by (4.8), using |p,| > r, we also obtain that Im(() is larger than Im({) minus a constant.
Thus, Im(¢) is larger than s minus a constant. We conclude that (¢, ¢) is x.-dominated by

0
A17s X A27S'

Case 2. Assume that |p;| < r. This, Condition (C) and the second equation of (4.7)
imply that |\ys| is bounded from below and above by positive constants. It follows that
the distance between ¢ and A, , is bounded by a constant. We conclude that the distance
between ( to ¢, which is the intersection of A1 s with A, 4, is bounded by a constant.

Case 2a. Assume that |p;| > r. As above, the first equation of (4.7) and Condition (Q)
imply that |\z;| is bounded from below and above by positive constants and hence ((, ()
is k.-dominated by A, x {(,} and hence by Ay, x AT,.

Case 2b. Assume that |p,| < r. So, from now on, we only consider (¢, {) satisfying (4.7)
and the two inequalities |p;| < r and |p;| < r. By (4.7), both |A\z;| and |A\z| are bounded
from above by a small constant. Arguing as above, we deduce that { belongs to (, + S.

We know that the distance between ( to (, is bounded by a constant. If [p;| > r|p]|
and |py| > 7|p1|, by considering p,/p., we deduce from (4.8) that [Re(i(n — 1)(¢ — ¢))|
is bounded by some constant. It follows that |Re(i(n — 1)({ — (,))| satisfies the same
property. Hence, the distance between ¢ — ¢ to the real line () containing @ is bounded.
Since (, belongs to (), the distance between ¢ and Q is bounded. As ¢ belongs to (, + S,
we see that ( is k.-dominated by Q¥. It remains to consider the cases where |p;| < r|p2]
or |pa| < r|p1|. We only study the first case as the second one can be treated in the same
way.

Denote by Z the set of all ((, () satisfying (4.7) and the inequalities |p;| < 7, |ps| < 7,
|p1| < 7|po|. The inequality p; < rp, and (@8) imply that |¢{@~D(¢=O] is small and hence
|le?(=1(C=¢)| is small as well. The last number is equal to |e!"~1)¢| because (, belongs to
(). Hence, ( is in the angle limited by ) and R, see Appendix[Cl

Claim. 7 is x.-dominated by A x {(,} for some real line A on the upper half-plane which
is parallel to R.

Clearly, the claim implies the lemma. Indeed, the intersection of A with S is equal
to A, ,, for some positive number s;. Since ( is in the angle limited by () and R, the
claim implies that (¢, () is x.-dominated by AT,, x {¢s} (we increase the value of & if
necessary). This is the desired property. So, it remains to prove the claim.

We can assume that Z contains at least two points since otherwise the claim is obvious.
Let (¢*,¢*) be a point in Z such that the distance from ¢* to the edge —7R~, of S is
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smaller than the infimum of all such distances plus a small positive constant. We also
denote by pi, pi the corresponding values of p;, p, for the chosen point of Z. As in the
proof of Lemma 4.5} any (¢, ) in Z satisfies the equations in (4.9) with ¢ := ¢ — ¢* and
£:=(—(n,

By the choice of (¢*,(*), we have that |¢| < 2. Recall that the above constant r
and the constant ¢, in (4.6) are small. Therefore, the inequalities |p;| < r and |py| < r
imply that (yy,1,) is very close to (—6;/\, —6,/)). It follows that ( is very close to (,. In
particular, this also holds for (*. We then deduce that ¢ is small. This and imply
that )

P —1) (€ -1)

e —1) (@1 "
The first numerator is small in comparison with p3 because p? < rpi and |e™¢] < 2.
Hence, |¢®® — 1| should be small. It follows that Im(¢) is bounded from above and below
by some constants. We conclude that ¢ has a bounded distance to the real line A passing
through ¢* and parallel to R. Thus, (¢, ¢) has a bounded distance to A x {(,}. This ends
the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.11. For every fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that for u-almost
every a, 5 € A, we have

supE( Z HQ(C)HB(é)) <c¢ and lim supE( Z Ha(()H5(§)> = 0.

0O y . 570 9e@ 8 .
€Oez5n €0zl

Proof. We can divide ZS;? into 10 disjoint subsets 7, ..., Z;, which are respectively «.-
dominated by the 10 sets in Lemma[4.10] It is enough to prove the properties similar to
the ones in the lemma for each Z; instead of ngg We only consider the cases where
i = 1,5, 6 because the other cases can be obtained in the same way. The estimates below
are uniform on 6 € ©.

For Z,, we will use Lemma and a suitable lattice in AT, x Ay, as in Lemma
After that, by using Lemma and then Lemma (for h = 1) and (C.5), we obtain

S HAOHG) S ([l 0a)Gaslo) S Gl

(¥

Thus, Lemmal[C.4] gives us the desired property for Z;.

For Zs, observe that if (¢,¢) is in Z; then the distance between ¢ and ¢, is bounded
by k.. By Harnack’s inequality, H,(¢) is bounded by a constant times H,((,). Therefore,
using the second assertion of Lemmal|[C.9 for 3 instead of «, we obtain

N HL(OH(O) S HalCy).
(¢,$)ezs

So the desired property for Z; follows from the second assertion of Lemma [C.4l.
Finally, for Zg, arguing as above, using the first inequality in Lemma for /3 instead
of o, we have

Z Ha(oHﬁ(é) f, Ha(CS) HB(CS + l>dl SJ Ha(CS)'
(¢,0)eZ6 120

We then obtain the result by using again the second assertion of Lemma [C.4] O
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End of the proof of Proposition By (4.5), we have
| B dn@yins) = [ B 5 Halwn ) ol ) dne)an(s).
a,pe

a’BEA (Caé)ezé’ﬂ’@

We can split the last expression into the sum of the following three terms

JrC S ) o0 % )ef B %)

€0z (S (0257

By Lemmas (4.7, and [4.11] when ¢ is fixed, all these three terms are bounded by a
constant independent of «, 3, # and the last two terms tend to 0, uniformly on #, when A
tends to infinity. This already gives us the estimate in the proposition. Moreover, given
any ¢ > 0, by taking ¢ small enough, the last assertion in Lemma [4.7] shows that all limit
values of the first term are smaller than §. The second property in the proposition follows
easily. O

APPENDIX A. YOUNG’S INEQUALITY AND APPLICATIONS

In this appendix, we recall the classical Young’s inequality for integral operators. We
apply this inequality in the charts of X x X which cover the diagonal A.

Let k(x,y) be a function on B x B, smooth in (B x B)\A. Assume that there is a constant
¢ > 0 and a number § > 0 such that for every (z,y) € B x B,

(A1) 1k(z, Y pies <c and k()]s < c.

Here, we use the norm L” with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure on B.
Define a linear operator P on the space of measures i of bounded mass on B by

(Pu)(a)i= | Ko v)dnty)
yeB

We are also interested in the case where 1 is given by an L? function.

Lemma A.1 (Young’s inequality). The operator P maps continuously measures of bounded

mass into L'*°(B), LP(B) into L4(B), and L™ into €°; all with norm bounded by c, where
g=0ifpt+(1+d§) ' <landp™ + (1+8)~' =1+ q ! otherwise.

We list here two examples of kernels needed in our study.

Example A.2. Consider a kernel k(z,y) of modulus bounded by some constant times
|z — y| 2. In this case, we can choose any 0 < § < 1.

Example A.3. Consider a family of convolution kernels

ke(z,y) = 1749, (2,9) Loy <r)

where 1,y is the characteristic function of the set {|z —y| <}~ (B x B) and (g,) is
a uniformly bounded family of functions. Consider § = 0 and the operator P, with kernel
k.. It maps L?(B) to itself with norm bounded by a constant independent of r.

Consider now a family (K,) of smooth 4-forms on X x X depending on a parameter
A € Cwith |)\| larger than a positive constant. Assume that there is a constant A > 0 such
that K, (z, y) vanishes when the distance between x and y is larger than A|\|~L.
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Lemma A.4. Assume that |Ky|., = O(|A\?) and that K\ converges weakly to c[A] as A
tends to infinity, where c is a constant. Then, for all 2-forms f; and f, of class L?, we have

Ahfologl ® fo, Kn) = f1, fo).

Proof. Define the integral operator P, associated to K, by

P = | Kalz,)f@
for all 2-forms f on X. Observe that P,(f) is also a 2-form and we have

<f1 ®f27K>\> = <f27P>\(f1>>'

By hypothesis on the support of K, and its sup-norm, in local coordinates, the coeffi-
cients of K, satisfy estimates in (A.I) for 6 = 0. By Lemma[A.1l for § = 0, the operator
Py from L? to L* has a norm bounded independently of \. Therefore, in order to obtain
the result, we can assume that f; is smooth because smooth forms are dense in the space
of L? forms. Similarly, we can also assume that f, is smooth. Now, by hypothesis, P(f1)
converges weakly to ¢f; and the result follows easily. O

Lemma A.5. Assume that | K|, = O(|\|?). Then we have
hm <f1 ®f2, K)\> S 0
A—00

if f1is of class LY with ¢ > 4/3 and f, is of class L>.

Proof By hypothesis, K, tends to 0 in L' when )\ tends to infinity. Moreover, in local
coordinates, we can check that the coefficients of K, satisfy estimates in (A.I) for all
0 < 0 < 1/3. We obtain the result exactly as in the last lemma using that P,(f;) has a
bounded L? norm, thanks to Lemma [A. ]l O

APPENDIX B. SOME PROPERTIES OF dd¢-CLOSED CURRENTS

We recall some basic notions and properties on positive dd°-closed currents on a com-
plex surface and refer the reader to [3] (10} [39] for details.

Let T be a positive dd°-closed (1, 1)-current on X and let = be a local coordinate system
around a point a of X. It is well-known that such a current gives no mass to sets of zero
Hausdorff 2-dimensional measure, see e.g. [3] p.389]. Define

1
v(T,a,r) = — T Add|z|* and o(T,a,r):=

2 2 |—
= JB(a,r) e JB(a,r)

T A dde|z?.

By Skoda [39]], the function r — v(T, a,r) is increasing and the limit
(B.1) v(T,a) = rlirglJr v(T,a,r) = Tlir& v(T,a,r)

is a non-negative finite number which is called the Lelong number of T' at a. Indeed,
thanks to Lelong-Jensen identity [[39, Prop. 1], we have

(B.2) v(T,a,r) —v(T,a) = QJ T A ddlog |z|.
B(a,r)\{a}
It is known that the notion of Lelong number does not depend on the choice of local
holomorphic coordinates x. Moreover, it follows from the definition that the functions
a— v(T,a,r)and a — v(T,a) are upper-semi-continuous. We have the following result.



40

Lemma B.1. Let T be a positive dd°-closed current of mass 1 on X. Then there is a constant
¢ > 0 such that

v(T,x,r) <c and v(T,z)<c for |z| <5 and r <4.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the inequality v (7T, z,r) < (T, z,r) upper-semi-
continuity of x — 7(T, x,r) and the monotone dependence of v(7T', x,r) on r. O

The following result was obtained in [16], see also Proposition [B.4] below.

Lemma B.2. Let T be a positive dd-closed current on X. Then it can be represented as
(B.3) T =Q+0S+dS +idou

with Q a smooth real closed (1, 1)-form, S a current of bi-degree (0, 1) and u a real function
in L? for p < 2. Moreover, for every such a representation, the currents 0S and S do not
depend on the choice of Q, S, u and they are forms of class L?, uniquely determined by T.

Proof. See [16, Prop. 2.6, 2.7 and Thm. 2.9]. O

Note that the representation (B.3) is not unique but the uniqueness of 0S and 05
allows us to define the energy E(T) of T as

(B.4) E(T) := f 0S A0S,
X

This is a non-negative number which is independent of the choice of 2, S and w. It is not
difficult to see that E(T) = 0 if and only if 0S = 0 and if and only if T is closed, see [16]]
for details.

Consider a local coordinate system x = (21, z3) in X with |2;| < 3 and |z3| < 3. Then
for almost every x, € 3D the slice T' A [(3D) x {x2}] exists and is a positive measure, see
[2, Th.1.18]. Denote by ¥J,, the restriction of this measure to the disc (2D) x {z,}. We
have the following lemma.

Lemma B.3. The mass m(x3) of V., is an L? function in x5 € 2D forall 1 < p < 2.

Proof. It is enough to consider the case where p = 2. Let 0 < y < 1 be a smooth function
on (3D) x (3D) such that x = 1 when |z;| < 2 and x = 0 for |z;| > 5/2. If  denotes the
projection (x1, z5) — 9, then the function m(z,) satisfies

m < O, (xT).
So, it is enough to prove that the function m := ®,(xT) is in L?*(2D).
Using the above representation of 7' and the fact that iddT = 0, we have
i0om = ®,(i00x AT) + ®,(i0x A OT) — @, (i0x A OT)
= ®,(i00x AT) — @, (i0x A 00S) + P, (i0x A 00S).
The first term in the last sum is a measure of finite mass. The two other terms belong to
the Sobolev space H~!(3D) because 05 and 0S are in L2. So we can write the last sum as

ut — p~ + h, where p* are positive measures of finite mass on 3D and h is a distribution
in H~1(3D). Solving the following Laplace’s equations

i00¢p™ = u* and i00p = h
gives us two subharmonic functions ¢* on 3D and a locally L? function ¢ on 3D, see e.g.
[42] p.355]; indeed, ¢ is a locally H' function.
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Observe now that both functions m and ¢t — ¢~ + ¢ satisfy the same Laplace’s equation
i0om=pu" —pu~ +h and id(¢pT — ¢ +¢)=p" —pu +h.

Therefore, their difference m — (¢* — ¢~ + ¢) is a harmonic function. Recall that harmonic
and subharmonic functions are locally L? functions. So, we easily deduce from the above
discussion that m is in L?(2D). This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Using the last lemma, we obtain the following result.

Proposition B.4. There is a representation as in (B.3) such that all currents S, S, 05, 0S, 05,
0S are forms of class L? and u, du, du are functions or forms of class L? for every 1 < p < 2.

Proof. It was shown in [16] that there is such a representation with S, S, 09, 05,09, 0S
in L? and u in L? for every 1 < p < 2. Consider such a representation. With the above
notations, it is enough to show that du belongs to L?(ID x D) as its complex conjugate ou
should satisfy the same property as well. We will only show that du/dz; is in LP(D x D)
because the same proof works for du/dx,.

We deduce from (B.3) that

i0ou =R with R:=T—-Q—0S—208S.

For almost every z; € D, the slice R A [(2D) x {x,}] exists and is a measure of finite mass.
Denote by R,, this measure and by n(z,) its mass. Since (2 is smooth and 05, dS are
of class L?, we deduce from Lemma that n(x,) is an L? function (and hence, an L?
function for 1 < p < 2) on D.

Consider the following function

1
v(xy, xg) 1= - Jlog |z1 — ¢|dR,,(¢) for z; € 2D and z, € D.

For each fixed z,, this is the standard logarithmic potential of R,,. It is not difficult to
see that there is a constant ¢, > 0 depending only on p such that for each fixed

ov

|vllzr@m) < epn(z2) and < ¢pn(za).

Lr(D)

(%L’l

Since n(z5) is an L function, we deduce that v is a function in L?((2D) x D) and dv/dx
isin L?(D x D). In particular, u — v belongs to L”((2D) x D) because « is an L? function.
Observe now that when z, is fixed, both u and v satisfy the same Laplace’s equation

(100)g,u = Ry, and  (i00),,v = Ry,.

We deduce that u—v is harmonic in 7. In particular, there is a constant ¢, > 0 depending
only on p such that for each fixed x, € D we have

o(u —v)

< C;Hu — UHLp(QD).

ox, llLe(p)

Finally, since u—uv is in L”((2D) x D), we deduce from the last estimate that d(u—wv)/0z;
belongs to L”(D x D). It follows that du/dx, also belongs to L”(D x D) because we have
seen that dv/0x; satisfies the same property. This ends the proof of the proposition. [
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APPENDIX C. DIRECTED dd°-CLOSED CURRENTS AND HARNACK’S INEQUALITY

Let T be a positive dd®-closed (1,1)-current directed by .# which is a foliation with
only hyperbolic singularities or a bi-Lipschitz lamination. Assume that 7" has no mass on
every single leaf of .%#. The local description of 7" on a regular flow box is given at the
beginning of the Introduction. It also holds in the case of a bi-Lipschitz lamination. We
now discuss the case of a singular flow box, see also [12][18,[30].

Let p be a hyperbolic singular point of the foliation. So, there are local coordinates
r = (w1, 1) centered at p such that in the bidisc (3D)? := {|x;| < 3,|xs| < 3}, the
foliation .# is defined by the form

Todry — nr1dasy

for some complex number n = a + b with a,b € R and b = 0. Note that if we flip z;
and x, then 7 is changed to 1/n = 7/|n|* = a/(a® + b*) — ib/(a® + b*). Therefore, we can
assume from now on that the axes are chosen so that b > 0.

Observe that the two axes of the bidisc (3D)? are invariant and are the separatrices of
the foliation in the bidisc (3D)?. Consider the ring A defined by

A:={aeC, e < o< 1}.
Define also the sectors S and S’ by
S = {§=u+iveC, v>0 and bu+av>0}

and
S = {C=u+iveC, v>—log3 and bu+av > —log?)}.

Note that the sector S is spanned by the vectors 1, —7, or equivalently, by 1, —n~! because
7 = (a® + b*)n~1. Moreover, S is contained in the upper half-plane H := {u + iv, v > 0}
and in the sector §'. The angle of S is arctan (—b/a) € (0, 7) and the boundary &S of S is
formed by two half-lines starting from 0: one is spanned by —7 (or —n~!) and the other
is R, which is spanned by 1.

For o € C*, consider the following manifold £, immersed in C? and defined by

(C.1D) z1 = aeCHoslel/t) and g, = iCHoglalb)  with ¢ = u+iveC.
So we have
(C.2) 21| = eRelne) — gbu=av and |z, = Re(O = ¢V,

Observe that v and bu + av are equal to constants times the distances from u + iv to the
two edges of S. The map ( — (x1, x2) is injective because n ¢ R. The following properties
are not difficult to check.

(1) L, is tangent to the above vector field and is a submanifold of C*2.

(2) L,, is equal to L, if a;/as = 2™ for some k € Z and they are disjoint other-
wise. In particular, £,, and L, are disjoint if ay, s € A and oy = .

(3) The union of L, is equal to C*? for o € C*, and then also for o € A.

(4) The intersection L, := L, n D? of £, with the unit bidisc D? is given by the same
equations as in the definition of £, but with ¢ € S. Moreover, L, is a connected
submanifold of D*2. In particular, it is a leaf of .% ~ D?.
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(5) Similarly, the intersection L), := L, n (3D)? is given by the same equations with
¢ € S'. Moreover, L, is a connected submanifold of (3D*)? and is the leaf of
Z n (3D)? which contains L,.
Recall that 7" is assumed to have no mass on every single leaf of 7. So, it gives no
mass to the separatrices of the singularities and admits the following decomposition.

Lemma C.1 (see [12, Lem. 4.1]). There is a positive measure j of finite mass on A, without
atoms, and positive harmonic functions h,, on L/, for u-almost every a € A such that we have
in (3D)?

T = f Todp(a), where T, := hy[L,].
Moreover, the mass of T, in (2]]%)2 is 1 for u-almost every a € A.
Using (C.1)), we define
(C.3) Ho(C) := hy (O[ein(ﬁlogIoz\/b)7 ei(<+1og\al/b)).
This is a positive harmonic function on the sector S'. Consider the map

T
q) . — (7 i h =
¢ ¢t with arctan(—b/a) ~

It sends S bi-holomorphically to the upper half-plane H. Define the real variables u, v, U,V
and the function H, by

u+iv:i=C U+iV:=¢ =(u+w) and H,:= Hyod "

1.

The function H, is positive harmonic on ®(S') which contains the closed half-plane H.

Lemma C.2. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for u-almost every a € A, we have the
following Poisson formula

~ 1 ~ V
H, V) =— H,(t)——————F—=dt )V in H
(U +1iV) = o )V2 TG for U +iV in

and the estimates

f A dt <c and F(t) <c forted
teR

Proof. This result was obtained in [12, Lem. 4.2, 4.3,4.4] and [18, Prop. 1] except that
the inequality H,(t) < ¢ was proved for t € R. However, the above Poisson formula
implies that this inequality still holds for ¢ € H. O

We now describe some segments and half-lines in S which play an important role in
our study. Several of them are parallel to the edges of S. We consider a parameter s > 0.
Let A , denote the half-line, starting from the point —7b~'s = —n~'b~!(a® + b?)s on the
boundary of S, which is parallel to the edge R, of S. This is the restriction to S of the real
line is + R which is also the line of equation Re(i¢) + s = 0. Denote by A, ; the half-line
starting from the point 6~'s on the boundary of S and parallel to the other edge —7R~,
of S, i.e. the edge containing the points —77 and —n~!. This is the restriction to S of the
real line b~'s — R which is of equation Re(in¢) + s = 0.

Define (; := (1 —7)b~'s which is the only intersection point of A; ; and A, ;. Denote by
() the half-line starting from O and passing through (;. It does not depend on s. Denote
also by Q¥ the half-line starting from the point (; which is contained in (). Note that
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the equation of @ is Re(i(n — 1)¢) = 0 because (, satisfies this equation. Moreover, the
part of S limited by ) and R is defined by the inequality Re(i(n — 1)) < 0 because this
inequality is true for ( = 1. The quantity |Re(i(n — 1)¢)| is equal to a constant times the
distance from ( to the real line @ containing Q).

Finally, the point ¢, divides A, , into two intervals: the bounded one is denoted by A |
and the unbounded one is denoted by AT,. Similarly, the point (, divides A, ; into two
intervals: the bounded one is denoted by A} , and the unbounded one is denoted by A% ..
So, A] , is the segment joining —7b~'s and (,; A}  is the segment joining b~'s and (,. The
following lemma gives us estimates on some integrals on A; ; and A, ,, see also (C.5).

Lemma C.3. Let i > 0 be any fixed constant. Then there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that for
every s > 0 and p-almost every o € A we have

Ho(—mb~ s+ D)dl < ¢, and Ho (b ts —ql)dl < ¢,
I>=hs I>=hs
Moreover, we have

lim H,(—nb's+1)dl =0 and lim H,(b~'s —7ql)dl = 0.

520 Jisps 57D Jizhs

Proof. We only prove the lemma for A, ; because the case of A, can be obtained in the
same way. We prove now the first inequality in the lemma. The constants we use below
may depend on #.

Write ¢ := u + iv := —7b s + [ and consider U,V as above. By the first assertion of
Lemma [C.2] we have

L[ - %
H,(—=mb s+ )dl = = H,(t f ——dl)dt.
I=hs ( 1 ) T JteRr ( )( I>hs V2 .+ (t — U)2 >

By the second assertion of Lemma [C.2] it is enough to show that the integral between
the parentheses is bounded by a constant times |t|~!+1/7,
Observe that v = s. Define

ri=s', U :=s"U and V' :=s5"V.
Since [ > hs, we have r > h. According to [12, Lem. 5.6], we have
U'=r"+0"") and V' ="'+ 00"?) as r— .

We deduce that the above integral between the parentheses is bounded by a constant
times (we use the variable R := s7|t|~!77)

o0 57+1T771 o0 S
f dr — ,Yl‘t‘lﬂ/wf dR.
B S22 4 (t— s7rY)? gl -1 S2ETYYREEY [tV (£1 - R)?

By the estimate in Lemma|[C.2] we only need to show that the last integral is bounded by

a constant. For this purpose, it is enough to consider the case where the +1 in the last line

is 1. Denote the considered integral by I(s,t). We split it into two parts : [;(s,t) is the

integral for R in [1/2, +o0) and I,(s, t) is the integral for R such that hi7s?|t|™! < R < 1/2.
In order to bound I (s, t), we define R’ := s~ !|t|"7(1 — R). Then we have

e} S e} 1
L(s,1) < dR< | ——-dR.
BCRES J o 2tV + [t (1 — R)? J o 1+ R?
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So I,(s,t) is bounded by a constant. For the integral I5(s,t), observe that the domain
of this integral is non-empty only when [t| > 2h7s7. So we have I5(s,t) = 0 when
|t| < 2h7s7. Moreover, when [t| > 2h7s7, we obtain

1/2 S 1/2 1
Ir(s,t) < dR < —dR.
2(37 ) NJ;) |t|1/7 R J;] h R

Clearly, I,(s, t) is bounded by a constant as well. This ends the proof of the first inequality
in the lemma.
Note that when £, t are fixed and s > 1, the above estimates on [, (s, t) show that

* s « 1
I(s,1) < 4R = dR"
1( ) ~ J;i'ys'ytl—l 82 + R2 L’ys'y—ltl—l 1 + R”2

with R” := s7'R. As v > 1, we see that [,(s,t) tends to O when s tends to infinity. This is
one of the instances where we use v > 1, i.e. the hyperbolicity of the singularities of the
foliation. Since I5(s,t) vanishes when s is large enough, we obtain that /(s,¢) tends to 0
as s tends to infinity.

On the other hand, we have seen in the above discussion that

H,(—nb s + 1)dl < f Ho ()|t~ I (s, t)dt.

l=hs teR

Recall that (s, t) is bounded. Now, we easily deduce the first limit in the lemma from the
estimate in Lemma and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

For any function or more generally a current f(s), depending on the parameter s > 0,
we denote the expectation of f(s) on the interval (0, s| by E(f(s)). This is the mean value
of f on the interval (0, s|] which is given by the formula

(C.49) E(f(s)) := slj f(3)ds.
0
For s > 0, consider also the following integrals of H, on the half-lines A; ; and A,

(C.5) Gial(s) = H,(-mb"'s+1)dl and Gau(s):= H, (b~ s —nl)dl.

=0 =0

We have the following result.

Lemma C.4. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for p-almost every o € A, all s > 0 and for
i =1,2, we have
E(G;n(s)) <c and lim E(G;,(s)) = 0.
§—00

Moreover, we have for u-almost every o € A and all s > 0
E(H.(¢)) <c¢ and lim E(H,(()) =0.
§—00

Proof. We only prove the lemma for : = 1 because the case where i = 2 can be obtained
in the same way. Consider the first assertion. Define

Gl o(s) = J Ho(—mb~'s +1)dl and GY(s) := H,(—mb~ s + 1)dl.
0<i<s I=s
By Lemma applied to 4 = 1, we obtain the same properties as in the first assertion of
the lemma for G7 , instead for G, ,. So we only need to prove such properties for G ,.
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We use the same notations as in the proof of Lemma [C.3] but here, since we consider
0 <1 < s,wehave 0 < r < 1. Define also ¢ := s77¢. According to [12, Lem 5.5], for
some constants p > 0, 3 > 0 and ¢ > 0 depending only on 7, we have

U=-p+0(r), V' =pr+0@F?* and V*+{ -U)=cr*+(p+t)].
As in LemmalC.3] we get

Vel < J H,(t)(s'" VJ " 4 )dt
17a(5) ~ ’ O<r<l1 r + (p + t/>2 '
- 1 AV
< J i 171g-+@+t))ﬁ
(p+ )2
1
< Sog 1+ — )
J (0 —1t'])?
Recall that ¢’ = s77¢. By using s, := |t|’1/'75, we obtain
~ 2y
@5[ H, (1)t g(s,)dt - with y&yziﬂmgﬁ+ Sk 2]
teR (psi—1)
Since s, depends linearly on s, it follows that
E(G] . J H, ()]t E(g(sy))dt with  E(g(s,)) := s;lf 9(34)d3,.
0

Now, observe that ¢(s,) tends to O when s, tends to O or infinity. Moreover, g(s,)
has a unique singularity at the point p~'/7 which is a logarithmic singularity. Therefore,
E(g(s4)) is a bounded continuous function tending to O when s, tends to O or infinity. We
apply now the estimate in Lemma and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
It is not difficult to obtain that E(G' ,(s)) is bounded by a constant and tends to 0 when
s tends to infinity. This completes the proof of the first assertion.

Consider now the second assertion. We apply Harnack’s inequality to positive har-
monic functions on the sector S’ which contains S. So there is a constant x > 1 such that
p-almost every a, we have H,((;) < kH,({) when | — (| < 1. It follows from that

Ha(Cs) < K“Gl,oz(s)'
So the second assertion is a consequence of the first one by replacing ¢ with xc. O
We need the following lemma in order to estimate some integrals on the half-line Q).

Lemma C.5. Let ¢ be any fixed point in the interior of the angle S. Then there is a constant
c¢ > 0 such that for p-almost every a € A we have

Jwﬂﬂ0ﬂ<c
0

Proof. We will use the above notations with ( = u + iv. Note that the constants we use
in this lemma may depend on u, v or equivalently on U, V. Since u + iv is in the interior
of S, we have V' > 0. The integral in the lemma is equal to

L[ & » 4%
— | H. dl |dt.
T Jin (ﬁLZMW+@—mw2]
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Observe that [*7V?2 + (¢t — [7U)? is larger than a positive constant times /7 + ¢2. This is
easy to see by considering |t| > 2{"U and |t| < 2]7U. We then deduce that the integral in
the above brackets is smaller than a constant times

o0 itk 141/ oo 71/7 ~
0 +1 o 2+1

where we use the new variable [ with {7 = ]tﬁ. Since the last integral is finite, we easily
deduce the first estimate in the lemma from the integral estimate in Lemma O

We will describe some applications of Harnack’s inequality which allow us to estimate
some infinite sums used in our computation.

Definition C.6. Let Z and Z’ be two subsets of R”, where the points are counted with
multiplicity. We say that Z is N-sparse for some constant N > 0 if any open ball of radius
1 in R™ contains at most N points of Z counted with multiplicity. We say that Z is k-
dominated by Z' for some constant x > 0 if the distance between A and 7’ is less than s
for every point A in Z.

Note that Z is k-dominated by 7' if and only if each point of Z is k-dominated by Z’.

Lemma C.7. Let Z be an N-sparse subset of S which is k-dominated by another subset Z'
of S. Then there is a constant cy,,, > 0 independent of Z and Z' such that for py-almost every
o € A, we have

D HalQ) < enpe Y HalC):

CeZ ez’

Proof. This lemma can be proved using the same arguments as in the next lemma which
is slightly more complicated. The details are left to the reader. O

Lemma C.8. Let Z be an N-sparse subset of S x S which is k-dominated by another subset
Z' of SxS. Then there is a constant cy ,, > 0 independent of Z and Z' such that for ui-almost
every a, 5 € A, we have

S HAQHE) <one Y Ha(C)Hs(E).
(€34 (¢',")ez’

Proof. By hypotheses, the balls B ¢ of center (¢’,¢’) € Z' and radius « cover the set Z.
Moreover, since Z is N-sparse, the cardinality of By ¢ n Z is bounded by some constant
N’ which only depends on N and «. On the other hand, by Harnack’s inequality, there is
a constant ¢ > 0 independent of Z, 7/, o, 3, (', &’ such that

H,(C) <cH,({') and Hg(€) <cHg(¢') forall (¢,£) e Bog n (S xS).
We easily deduce the lemma by taking cy , := N'c?. O

In the same way, we obtain the following results.

Lemma C.9. Let (, and &, be two points in S with &, = 0. Let Z be any N-sparse subset of
S which is k-dominated by the half-line L := (o + {Rxo. Then, there is a constant cy ,, > 0
independent of (y, &y, Z such that for u-almost every o € A, we have

D UHA() < enwléol | HalGo+ 1&0)dl.

ez =0
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In particular; if L is a half-line starting from 0 in the interior of S (i.e. (; = 0 and &, is in the
interior of S), then there is a constant cy , ; > 0 independent of Z such that for p-almost
every a € A, we have

Z Ha(C) < CN,H,L'
CeZ
Proof. Using the change of variable | =: |§|~'//, we can assume that |£,| = 1. Observe

that the second assertion is a consequence of the first one and Lemma applied to
¢ := &. It remains to prove the first assertion.

By Lemma [C.7] we can assume that 7 is the subset (, + &N of the half-line L. By
Harnack’s inequality, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that H,(¢) < cH,(§) for ¢, € S with
|¢ — &] < 1. It follows that

n+1
Ha(Co + o) < cf Ha(Co + 16o)dl

for every n € N. Therefore, we have

S HA(Q) < f Hao(Co + 1€0)dL

CeZ

This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma C.10. Let L be a half-line as in Lemma|[C.9land let A}, denote the diagonal of L x L.
Let Z be any N-sparse subset of S x S which is k-dominated by Aj. Then there is a constant
¢y > 0 independent of (o, &y, Z such that for pu-almost every oo € A, we have

> Ha(QOHs(6) < evwléol | Halo + o).

(C)ez 120

Moreover, if L is a half-line starting from 0 in the interior of S, then there is a constant
¢z > 0 independent of Z such that for p-almost every o, 5 € A, we have

N HL(OHHE) < enper
¢,z

Proof. We can assume that |¢,| = 1. By Lemma[C.8] we can replace Z by the diagonal Z’
of the set (o + &N) x ((o + £N) because Z is (k + 2)-dominated by Z’. By Lemma
applied for f instead of «, we have that Hz(¢) is bounded by 1. Therefore, the lemma is
a direct consequence of Lemma [C.9l O
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