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CONTINUITY OF THE WEIL-PETERSSON POTENTIAL *

JIAN SONG*, JACOB STURM**, XIAOWEI WANG

ABSTRACT. Let Mxsp (resp. Mxksg) be the the moduli space of n-dimensional Kihler-Einstein
manifolds (resp. varieties) X with Kx ample. We prove that the Weil-Petersson metric on Mgksp
extends uniquely to the projective variety Mksg, as a closed positive current with continuous local
potentials. This generalizes a theorem of Wolpert [26] which treats the case n = 1, and also confirms a
conjecture of Berman-Guenancia [4]. In addition, we derive uniform estimates for the volumes of sublevel
sets of Kéahler-Einstein potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Deligne-Mumford moduli space M, is a quasi-projective variety which parametrizes
(isomorphism classes of) smooth curves of genus g. If X € M,, then the tangent space
of M, at X is the space of quadratic differentials H°(X,2K ). The length of a tangent
vector n with respect to wywp, the Weil-Petersson metric, is its L? norm with respect
to the hyperbolic metric on X, and measures the rate at which the complex structure
changes in the direction 7. The metric has negative holomorphic sectional curvature and
finite diameter. Wolpert [26, 27] proved that wwp extends to a Kahler current on Mg, a
projective variety which parametrizes stable curves of genus g, and he showed that locally
on Mg we have wywp = \/—_105g0 for some continuous plurisubharmonic function ¢.

In dimension n > 1, the generalization of M, is Mkgg, which parametrizes smooth
projective varieties X with Ky ample (i.e. Ké&hler-Einstein manifolds with Kx ample,
by the theorem of Aubin, Yau). The Weil-Petersson metric wwp on the tangent space of
Mxsg at a point X € Mksp is the L2-metric on the space of harmonic (0, 1)-forms with
coefficients in the tangent bundle of the manifold X. Here the theory is not as complete as
the Riemann surface case, but much is known. An early key result was the computation
of the holomorphic bisectional curvature of wwp which was achieved by Siu [19]. A second
important advance is the result of Schumacher [18] which can be formulated as follows.
Suppose ™ : X — B be a smooth family of Kahler-Einstein manifolds X of dimension
n and Kx ample. The relative canonical bundle Ky /g has a canonical metric h, given
by the Kéhler-Einstein volume form on each fiber. The main result of [18] shows that
w, the curvature of h, is a positive (1,1) form on X. Moreover, m,(w"™) = wwp. Let
7 : X — B be a flat family of Kéhler-Einstein varieties X of dimension n and Kx ample

(i.e. “stable”” varieties X - cf. [1] for background and precise defintions) extending the
smooth family 7 : X — B. Then w can be extended to a closed positive current on X’ with
analytic singularities. In [21], we show that this positive current has vanishing Lelong

number and hence K5 /B the relative canonical bundle, is nef on X'. As a consequence,

the Weil-Petersson volume of Mkgg is a finite rational number.
The goal of this paper is generalize Wolpert’s result [26, 27] to higher dimensions, i.e. to
establish the continuity of the local Kahler potential of wwp on the compactified moduli
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space Mksg. In the process, we establish uniform estimates for the volumes of sublevel
sets for the Kahler-Einstein potential, which may be of independent interest.

In order to state our results precisely, we first review some necessary background. By
the classical results Aubin and Yau, [3, 28], a Kéhler manifold with Kx ample has a
unique negatively curved Kéhler-Einstein metric. In [21], we prove that the Gromov-
Hausdorff completion of the moduli space of n-dimensional negatively curved Kahler-
Einstein manifolds is canonically identified with the KSB compatification of the moduli
space of smooth canonically polarized manifolds. In addition, we show the local potentials
of the Weil-Petersson metric are bounded: Let Loy — Misg be the CM line bundle (as
described in [16, 21]) and let h be a fixed smooth hermitian metric on Loy. Since Loy is
ample [16], we can choose h = hgg to be the Fubini-Study metric restricted to Lcy and
wrs = Ric(hpg). Then wwp, the Weil-Petersson metric on Mysp, is the curvature of a
hermitian metric

(1.1) hwp = hpge™ #WF

and

(1.2) wwp = wrs + vV —100¢pwp € c1(Lom)

for some pwp € PSH(Mkxksp, wrs) N L=®(Mksg), as shown in [21]. Our main result is the
following.

Theorem 1.1. The hermitian metric hyy p is continuous and
pwp € C° (Mxkss) -

__In particular, the Weil-Petersson metric extends to a closed positive current wwp on
Mksg, i.e., for any point p € Mkgsg, there exist an open neighborhood U of p and
Py p € PSH(U) N C°(U) such that in U,

Wwp = V —185®Wp

Theorem 1.1 confirms a conjecture of Berman and Guenancia [1]. The estimates we
need use the approach of [21], but sharper bounds are required. Our argument should
generalize to the case of stable families of klt pairs whose general fibres are not necessarily
smooth. We conjecture that the Weil-Petersson current can still be still defined for the
moduli space of canonically polarized projective varieties with klt singularities and it can
be extended to a Kéhler current with continuous local potentials on the compactified
KSB moduli space. Let (Mgkggp)® be the smooth interior part of Mysg. Then as we
conjectured in [21], ((Mxsp)®, wwp) should have finite diameter and its metric completion
should be homeomorphic to Mygg. The conjecture always holds for a stable family of
Kahler-Einstein manifolds over a one-dimensional disk where the central fibre has only
singularities of complete simple normal crossings [22, 17].

Next we introduce the notions of stable varieties and stable families. The following
equivalent characterizations of “stable variety” are established in [1]. A projective variety
X is stable if Ky is ample and it satisfies any one of the following additional conditions.

(1) X7 has a Kéhler-Einstein metric whose volume is ¢; (Kx)".

(2) X is smooth or X has a worst semi-log canonical singularities.
(3) X is K-stable (in the sense of [23, (])



Now we can define stable families as follows.

Definition 1.1. A flat projective morphism 7w : X — B between normal varieties a stable
famaly if the following holds.

(1) The relative canonical bundle Ky /g is Q-Cartier and is m-ample.

(2) The fibres of ™ are stable and the generic fiber is smooth.

We let B° be the set of smooth points of B over which 7 is smooth and X° = 7~1(B°).
For each t € B°, there exists a unique Kéhler-Einstein metric w; € ¢;(X;) on the fibre
X, = 7 1(t) and one can define the hermitian metric on the relative canonical bundle
Kxoypo by hy = (w}")~'. It is proved by Schumacher [18] and Tsuji [24], using different
methods, that

Ric(h) = —v/—190log h
is nonnegative on X'° and it is strictly positive for a nowhere infinitesimally trivial family.
It is further shown in [1&] that h can be uniquely extended to a non-negatively curved
singular hermitian metric on Kx,p with analytic singularities. In [21], we prove that h
has vanishing Lelong number everywhere on X and it tends —oo exactly at the non-klt
locus of the special fibres of 7 : X — B. In particular, our result gives an analytic proof
of Fujino’s theorem [3] that the relative canonical bundle Ky, is nef.

If we let £, be the union of semi-log and log canonical locus of special fibres of X (or
equivalently, the non-klt locus), then by [1, 20],

gslc = {¢ = _OO}

where ¢ is the Kéhler-Einstein potential. Our next theorem establishes the continuity of
hon X\ Ege.

Theorem 1.2. Let w: X — B be a stable family of n-dimensional canonical models over
a normal variety B. Let w; be the unique Kdhler-Einstein metric on X; fort € B° and h
be the hermitian metric on the relative canonical sheaf Kyopo defined by

he = (W)~

The curvature § = /—1900log h of (Kxo/po, h) extends uniquely to a closed nonnegative
(1,1)-current on X satisfying the following.

(1) 6 has vanishing Lelong number everywhere in X.
(2) 0|x, = wy fort e B°.

(8) h is continuous on X \ Ege.

Moreover, if all the fibres of m : X — B have at worst log terminal singularities, then h
s continuous on X .

The variety Mksg is a coarse moduli space, and as such does not support a universal
family, but (cf. [21]) there exists a projective variety B, a finite cover F' : B — Mksp
and a stable family Xz — B such that if t € B then [X;] = F(t). Let K(n,V) be
the set of all negatively curved Kéhler-Einstein manifolds of dimension n and volume at
most V. Matsusaka’s big theorem implies that every X € K(n, V) lies in one of a finite
number of such families. In other words, there is a single projective family X C B x PVm
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pluricanonically imbedded, which contains every element of K(n,V). Let x = %wps
where wys is the Fubini-Study metric on PV, For X € K(n, V) let

Wy = Xy +V—100¢,
denote the unique Kéhler-Einstein metric on X ([4, 20, 21]) . It is necessary to estimate
decay rates of ¢x in order to understand the asymptotic behavior of the Weil-Petersson
metric near the boundary of the KSB moduli space . More precisely, we shall need the
following volume estimate for the sublevel sets of the Kéahler-Einstein potentials.

Theorem 1.3. Fizn,V >0 and x — B as above. Then there exists C = C(n,V,x) > 0
such that for all negatively curved Kdhler-Einstein manifolds X of dimension n and vol-
ume at most V' the following holds. For all0 < m <n and all K > 1 have

(1.3) / (Xx +V=100p )™ A X" < CKeF/U2),

Moreover, the estimate (1.3) holds for all smoothable negatively curved Kdihler-FEinstein
varieties of dimension n and volume at most V.

Theorem 1.3 implies a uniform exponential decay for the volumes of sub-level sets of
the Kéahler-Einstein potentials. We believe that these estimates will be useful in under-
standing the incompleteness of the Weil-Petersson metric. One would also like to derive
a geometric version of Theorem 1.3 by replacing the Kahler-Einstein potential by the
distance function.

We give a brief outline of the paper. In section 2, we review semi-stable reduction and
in section 3, we establish the C%-estimate for the Kihler-Einstein potentials. In section 4,
we prove Theorem 1.3 for the exponential decay of the volume measure of the level sets of
the Kéhler-Einstein potentials. In section 5, we give an alternative proof for an integral
estimate derived in [21]. In section 6 and 7, we prove the continuity of Weil-Petersson
potentials for stable families and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Finally, we prove
Theorem 1.2 in section 8.

2. STABLE FAMILIES AND SEMISTABLE REDUCTION

In this section, we will review the semi-stable reduction theorem and follow the discus-
sion in [21] (section 4) with some simplification. Let 7 : X — B be a stable family with
dim B = d > 1. The theorem of Adiprasito-Liu-Temkin [2] says that there is a smooth
variety S’, a finite base change B’ — B, and a birational map ¥ : X’ — X xg B’ such
that the projection n’ : X' — X x g B’ is a semistable reduction. By abuse of notation,
we shall write B for B and X for X’ — X xp B’. We obtain a diagram

(2.4)




where X and ® are to be defined later.

Semistable reduction means that there are local coordinates t = (¢4, ...,t4) on B and
(21, .., Tnyq) on X’ such that the t;o7" are multiplicity free monomials in . We introduce
some additional notations for more precise statements. For simplicity, we assume that B
is a Eculidean ball in C? and so we can choose t = (t1, ..., t4) as global coordinates on B.

Let

To say that 7 : X’ — B is a semistable reduction means that for 1 < ¢ < d, the Cartier
divisor U* H;, the pullback of the Cartier divisor H;, is a divisor of simple normal crossings
whose components F}, Fy, ... all have multiplicity one. Note that these components may
not be smooth since they can intersect themselves.
We write
\I]*HZ = {tio’]T,:O} = Z F
FeA;
where A; is the set of irreducible components of ¥*H;. Observe that

7' (F) = {t; =0} for all F' € A;,

so in particular, if i # j,
AZ’ N .Aj - ¢

There is a disjoint partition A; = D; L V; such that the elements of D; are non-
exceptional and those of V; are exceptional satisfying

(2.5) V'H, = H +V, =Y D+ Y E
DeD; EeV;
Here H! is the strict transform of H;.
Let Exc(¥) be the exceptional set of ¥ and F C Exc(V) the union of divisorial com-
ponents of Exc(V). Then F can be written as a disjoint union as follows

(2.6) F=VUH,

where H is the set of horizontal exceptional divisors, that is, £ € H if and only if
7'(E) = B, and V is the set of vertical exceptional divisors.

We can write X' = U,U?, a finite covering by coordinate neighborhoods and choose
local coordinates x € U with the following properties. Fix a and let U = U?®. Let
I ={1,2,....,n+d}. Then there exist a disjoint decomposition I = A; LU A, U...UUA;UR
such that

and
/ —_— . — .. 3
tiOﬂ'—HSL’J—HSL’J Hl’].
JEA; JED; JEV;

Here D; and V; are the set of indices associated to D; and V; given by the following:

j — {z; = 0} defines maps v : A; = A;, D; = D, and V; — V; which need not be one to

one since if j, k € D; with j # k, then v(j) = v(k) = D if the divisor D intersects itself.
The following lemma gives the construction of for 7 : X — B in diagram (2.4).



6

Lemma 2.1. There exist ® : X — X', a series of locally toric blow-ups, and local
coordinates on open charts {U%}, of X such that

(2.7) (Wo®)Hi=H;+Vi=Y D+ Y agE,

DeD; EeV;
where fIi, Vi, D; and V; are defined for @ similarly as in (2.5), and on each U= Ua,
tioﬁ': Hl’j'HI?ij, DZU%:DZU‘Z, and #Dlgl,

jeb; Jev;

where a;; € ZTU{0}, [)Z- and f/Z are the set of indices associated to 151- and f}, Moreover,
the map ™ : X — B is flat.

Proof. We use induction: Fix i suppose there exists « such that in U = U® we have
#D > 1. Choose a such that #D is maximal. Then we blow up the smooth variety
Njepe v(j) (smoothness is a consequence of the fact that #D§ is maximal). In other
words, if D; = D¢ = {ji, ..., Jm} then we make the changes of variables of the form

xj, —xj and z; — x5, if p>1

In these new coordinates, j; ¢ D;. Instead, j; € V;. Thus we have reduced #D; by one.
Continuing in this fashion we prove the first part of the lemma. To see that 7@ : X — B’
is flat we observe that both X and B’ are smooth and 7 is equi-dimensional. The ‘miracle
flatness theorem’ (cf. 26.2.11. of [25]) implies 7 is flat. O

We remark that in Lemma 2.1, v(j) C X is in the strict transform of H; if and only
if j € D;. In other words, in the local coordinate chart U C X at most one component
of the total transform of H; is non-exceptional. Lemma 2.1 is an improvement of the
procedure in [21] and helps to simplify future calculations.

Finally, we recall the following adjunction lemma proved in [21].

Lemma 2.2. There exist a, < 1 and b; <0 such that
d d

(2.8) Kg+ Y Hi=(¥od) <KX+ZHZ-> > @B~ ) bF.
i=1 i=1 Ekef) Fl€7:l

3. THE CY-ESTIMATE FOR THE KAHLER-EINSTEIN POTENTIAL

In this section, we will prove a sharp CC-estimate for the Kiahler-Einstein potential.
We will follow the notations in section 2 and replace B (or B’) by B, a Euclidean ball in
C<. Let g, ..., mar be a basis for the pluricanonical system |mK y /| for some sufficiently
large m € Z so that mKyp is globally generated. Let

M 1/m
(3.9) Q = (Z |7]j|2> and x = v—1091og.
=0

We can immediately translate the algebraic adjunction formula (2.8) into the following
analytic local formula with coordinates on X.



Lemma 3.1. There exists C > 0 such that on each open chart U = U®,

(V=1)"T(W 0 @) Oy AL, (V—1dt; A dE;) _c N (V=Tdxy, A dzy)

ik ~ 1Lz e 2P Tlayep Lol

where {x; = 0} corresponds to the divisor in D=U;D; orV =UV,.

(3.10)

For t € B, we let ¢; be the solution to the following complex Monge-Ampere equation
(3.11) (xe +V—100¢,)" = €' Q,
where x; and € are the restrictions of y and 2 to X; = 7~ *(¢). By [20], equation (3.11)
admits a unique solution ¢; with vanishing Lelong number along the semi-log and log
locus of X, for each t € B. Fort € B, w; = x; + v —100¢; is the Kéhler-Einstein metric
on X, satisfying

Ric(w;) = —wy,

including those t for which &; is a singular semi-log canonical model. We define X*°® be
the union of smooth points of &; for all ¢ € B and ¢ € L (X"®) such that

loc
S0|Xt = Pt-

It is proved in [21] that ¢ extends globally to X in PSH(X,y) with vanishing Lelong
number. In particular, ¢ is bounded above, and locally bounded below away from the
non-klt locus of &, for all t € B. In fact, y + +/—100¢ is the curvature of the relative
canonical line bundle Ky, p.

Let £ be any divisor of X' containing the exceptional locus of ¥ o ®. Theorem 4.7 of [2]
says that we may choose ¥ in (2.4) to be an isomorphism over any open subeset of B for
which 7 is smooth (in particular in (2.6) we have H = (). Thus, we may choose £ C X
in such a way that

(3.12) B\B° C () and 7(€) C B has codimension one

We let o¢ be a defining section of £ and he be a smooth hermitian metric on the
line bundle on X associated to £. Then the function log |o¢|? . is defined on X and by
abusing the notations, we identify it with its push-forward onto X. The following is the
main result of this section and it is a sharp improvement of the C%estimate in [20, 21].

Proposition 3.1. For any € > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that on X, we have
(3.13) ¢ > —(2n+¢)log (—logloel;.) — Ce
Remark: If we choose &1, ..., &, as in (3.12) such that B\B°® = (,_, 7(&;) we obtain

(3.14) ¢ > —(2n+€)log (—log (z”:‘a& i8>> - C..

Note that the right side of (3.14) is finite on each smooth fiber.

In the case where the base has dimension 1 and the central fibre is irreducible, a sharper
estimate is achieved in [15] with a coefficient of —(n + 1+ ¢€). However, any constant will
suffice for our application to the estimates of Weil-Petersson potentials.



Before proving Proposition 3.13, let us have a quick review on a standard procedure
for constructing plurisubharmonic functions from convex functions.

Definition 3.1. A continuous convex function H : R~ — R is said to be an admissible
function if

H >0, H >0
on R™.

For example, H(z) = — log(—x) is an admissible function and H(z) = —(—z)'° is an

admissible function whenever § € (0,1).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ¢ is a negative plurisubharmonic function on a domain in C"* and
H is an admissible function. Then H o ¢ is also plurisubharmonic.

Proof. Straightforward calculations show that
V—=100(H o ¢) = H'\/=100¢ + /—1H"d¢p N dp > 0.
O
If v = log |2|? on the unit ball in C and Fs(z) = —(—x)*° for some 0 < § < 1, then
Fi(a) = (1= 0)(~2)™", Fj(x) = 6(1—8)(—2)"'™".
On C*, we have

vV—=1dz Ndz

(—log [2[?)1*2 - [2[?

Let ¢ be a smooth function and v = log(|z|?e™?) = log|z|*> — ¢ on the unit ball, then for
|z| sufficiently small, we have

_ s 1. V—1dz Ndz
(3.15) V=100(~ (—v)'™) = 50(1 5)(_1Og(|z‘2e—e&))1+5.(|Z‘26—80)'

If x ++/~190u > 0 for some Kihler form x and if H'(u) < 1 for some admissible
function H, then

(3.16) X+ V—100H (u) > x + H'(u)v/—100u > H'(u)(x + vV —100u).

V=100( — (~log|2)%) = 6(1— )

We now begin to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We will follow the same approach in [21] with some simplifica-
tion. Let Exc(¥ o @) be the exceptional locus in the diagram (2.4) and Lemma 2.1 for
Vo ®. By Kodaira’s lemma, there exists an effective Q-Cartier divisor £ whose support
contains Exc(¥ o ®) and the class (¥ o ®)*[x] — [E] is ample on X. Furthermore, we let
og be a defining section of E and hg be a smooth hermitian metric on X such that

lo5lh, <1/2
and B
(W o @) x + vV—19dlog|ogl;, >0
is a Kahler form on X.
We now define for € > 0 sufficiently small,

(3.17) ue = eloglogl;, — € (—log |0E|iE)1_5 —3n < —3n



and
1-6
(3.18) fo=H(u)=H (E log [og|2, — € (—loglogl2,) ™ — 3n> .

It is straightforward to verify that there exist ¢y and dy > 0 such that for any 0 < € < ¢
and 0 < 0 < dg, we have

u, € PSH(X, )

since (—log|ogl;, ) is bounded below by log2 > 0.
The admissible function H will also be chosen later and it has to satisfy the condition
that H'(u,) < 1.
We let
Pe = @ — f67 Pte = SOE|Xt =Yt — ft,eu ft,e = fﬁ‘/\’t'
Then the complex Monge-Ampere equation (3.11) can be rewritten as

(3.19) (Xt + 83]‘}76 + ‘/_18590t75)n — 6<Pt,seft,th

Note that since ¢, tends to co near the exceptional locus of Vo® or E, we may conclude
that ¢, achieves its minimum. Suppose ¢ achieves its minimum at p, we have at p,

—1)d -2 _ft,e _ P n d . .
(3.20) efte > (V 1) ‘t| e (Xt + 188]%76) /\_221 dt; A\ dt;
(V=1)2t]72Q, AL, dt; A dE;
Applying (3.15) and (3.16), there exists ¢1, co > 0 such that

1 —
vV —1090f.

> x4+ V—190u,

d dz; A dz; sl

J J =

> qv-1 E E dx; N dx; + E “og ;) 2 +cav-1 E dx; A dz;

=1 \jeD; j=1

| dz; A di; ey
> epv/—1 R V=1 A dT;
SR P PP el R PR

1= _‘]e il =

where ‘7;’ C V; with equality if and only if D; # ¢, otherwise, ‘7;’ equals V; with one
element removed. On the other hand,

dt; dx; dx;
W
j€D; JEV;
and
(X + V=100 f)" > (H'(ue))"(x + v—100u,)".
Therefore,

(V=1)de e (x + /=100 f)" AL, dt; A dE;
22
H(u) (H'(ue))" (vV=1)"*+ AP da; A dz
HjeV’(_ log |2;[?)'*° HjeD |25 ]? HjeV |12,

> e
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where V' = UL V7, D' = UL, D!. Immediately, there exists C' > 0 such that

- e—H(ue)H/(ue)n

— jew (=log|z;[?)'+
M (H )"

= Clucr+e)

e¥e

If we now let
H(z) = —(2n + ¢€) log(—x),

then
2n+e€
H'(u.) = ] 1
and at the minimal point p, we have
H'(u )™ 1 1
—H (ue) € 2n+e .
[ [PF0) > fu o [2rnd T e > 1,

if we choose € > nd. . Therefore there exists C, > 0 such that
e = —C.

or equivalently,

(3.21) p > fo—C..

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.13 by combining (3.21) and the definition of
£ in (3.18). O

4. INTEGRABILITY OF log |o¢l;.

Let o¢ and he be the holomorphic section and hermitian metric of £ in Proposition
3.1. For t € B' = B\Z We will prove a uniform estimate for the integrals of log|oe|}. .
This can be proved by local calculations from the argument in [21]. In this section, we
give an alternative proof using a result of Morikawi ([13]).

Proposition 4.1. Fort € B'= B\Z, let

(4.22) 1(t) = /X (—log |0 ) v7-

Then I(t) extends to a continuous function B — R. In particular, I(t) is uniformly
bounded for allt € B.

The proof is an application of the following theorem of Morikawi ([13]).

Theorem 4.1. Let fx : X — B be a flat projective morphism of algebraic varieties over
C of relative dimension n, let Ly, ..., L, be line bundles equipped with smooth hermitian
metrics hg,...,h,. Then (hg,...,h,) is a continuous hermitian metric on the Deligne
pairing (Lo, ..., L,)(X/B) — B. Thus, ifly, ..., l, are generic rational sections of Ly, ..., Ly,
such that N}_, div(l;) = ¢, then [(lo, ..., In)| is a positive continuous function on B.
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Note that the fibers X; are all projective varieties, but X and B need not be projective.

For details on the definition and properties of Deligne pairings see [29] and [13], but let
us here recall the basic framework. If fx : X — Bis as above, and Ly, ..., L,, are hermitian
line bundles on X, then (Ly, ..., L,,)(X/B) is a hermitian line bundle on B. For example,
if n = 0 then (L) is the “norm” of L = Ly. Thus, the fiber of (L) at b € B equals
®pesitpla and if [is a rational section of L then () = ®pepitple is a rational section of
(L) and [(I)n) = ®yeppllaln- In general, (Lo, ..., Ln)(X/B) = (Lo, ..., Ln-1)(div(l,)/B),
and the restriction of (ly, ..., 1,) to div(l,) is just (lo, ..., l,—1). Moreover the formula for
the norm of the restriction is given below by (4.23). In fact these properties give an
inductive characterization of the Deligne pairing.

Let fx : X — B be as in Theorem 4.1, let B® = {t € B : fy'(t) is smooth} and
B’ C B° a Zariski open subset. We shall need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Fiz ly, ...,1,, rational sections of Lo, ..., L, such that N;_,div(l;) = ¢. As-
sume that one of the following conditions holds

(1) div(ly) — B is flat or
(2) f(div(lp)) N B' = ¢ and div(l;) — B is flat for 1 < j <n.
Then the map I' : B' — R given by
t log|l0\io c1(hy) A+ cn(hy)
Xt

s continuous and extends to a continuous function B — R.

Proof. Assume div(ly) — B is flat. Then the result follows from Theorem 4.1 and the
induction formula for Deligne pairings:

(4.23)
log [(lo, -, 1n)(X/B)| = log|(ly, ... 1x)(div(ly)/B)| — /X10g|lo|i001(h1)A'-'Cn(hn)
on B'.

Now assume f(div(lp)) N B’ = ¢ and div(l;) — B is flat for 1 < j < n. We proceed
using induction on n. Let Y = div(l;). Then fy : Y — B is flat with fiber dimension
n — 1. Writing [L;] := div(l;) we compute, for t € B’,

/ log [Io[2, ¢1 () A- - cu(hy) = / log [lo[2, ([L1]—v/ =108 log [L[2,)) At (ha)A- - - ()
Xt Xt

= / log [lo[f, c1(h2) A -+ cnlhn) — / log |l [*([Lo] — c1(ho)) A ci(ha) A -+ colhn)
Yt Xt
Now the first integral is continuous by induction and the second is continuous by part (1)
of the lemma (note that [Lo] N X; = ¢ for t € B’ by assumption).
O
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. We wish to apply Lemma 4.1 as follows (see (2.4) for the
notation). Let X = X, Ly = O(€),ly =0¢,and Ly = Ly = --- = L, = (Vo ®)" (mKx/p).
Then the hypotheses of part (2) of Lemma 4.1 apply by virtue of (3.12). O

5. LEVEL SETS OF THE KAHLER-EINSTEIN POTENTIALS

Let X — B be a stable family of canonically polarized manifolds, where B C C? is a
Euclidean ball. Let
B° ={t € B : A, is smooth }
and
X° =71Y(B°).
For t € B°, we let ¢; be the solution of the complex Monge-Ampere equation induced by
the Kéhler-Einstein equation satisfying

wf = (Xt —+ v _185@t)n = €@tQt,
where x; and 2; are defined in (3.9). The main goal of this section is to bound the volume

of the level sets of the Kéhler-Einstein potentials ¢;.
We first recall the definition of capacity in pluripotential theory.

Definition 5.1. Let X be an n-dimensional compact Kahler manifold and let w be a
smooth closed nonnegative (1,1)-form on X. The capacity for a Borel subset K of X
associated to w is defined by

(5.24) Cap,,(K) = sup {/K(w +v/—=100u)" | u € PSH(X,w), —1 <u < O} :

The following lemma is well-known [12].

Lemma 5.1. Suppose X is a compact complex manifold, w > 0 a closed nonnegative
(1,1)-form and ¢ € PSH(X,w) N L®(X) with ¢» < 0. Then for K > 1, we have

/ (w+ V=T000)" < K" Cap, (1 < —K)
{y<-K}

Proof. Let ¢ = max(y), —K) and ugx = K '¢g. Then ugx € PSH(X,w) and
Then

/¢<—K(w 108y = /X“’" - /w>_K(w +V/=100y)"
- fur= [ VTt
[ G VT

IA

Kn/ (w + v —18511[()”
Y<-K
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The following lemma is proved in [9] (Proposition 2.6).
Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ € PSH(X,w) with ¢ < 0. Then for K > 1

Cop(p < —K) <K ([ (= 0 [ ).

The following proposition is the main result of the section and is equivalent to Theorem
1.3. It implies the exponential decay for the measure of the level set of the potential ;.

Proposition 5.1. There exists C' > 0 such that for 0 < m <n and allt € B°,

/ (x¢ + V—=100p)™ A X}~™ < CK"e H/Un+2)
{pt<—K}

Proof. The uniform C%estimate of Proposition 3.1 implies that there exists C; > 0 such
that for all t € B°,

o > —(2n+ 1) log(— log \05\25)\% —C1 = —(2n+1)log(—6;) — C4.

We define 1; by
Yy = —2(2n + 1) log(—6;) —2C}.
By the upper bound estimate for ¢, in [21], there exists A > 0 such that for all t € B,

sup py < A.
Xy

Then supy, ¢y < A. We let
'lvbt,Mt = max(@bt, _2Mt)>
where —M,; << infy, p;. Obviously, we still have

20 2> ¢t,Mt~
Thus

/ (2x + V=T005)" < / (230 + V100"
{pi<—K} {¥t, M, <—K+pt}
< / (2x¢ + V—100¢ya1,)"
{e, v, <—K+pi}

< / (2x¢ + v —185¢t,Mt)n>
{t,m, —A<—-K}

where the second inequality follows from the comparison principle for plurisubharmonic
functions. We now may replace ¢; by 1 », in proving the proposition. By Lemma 5.1
and Lemma 5.2, we have

/ (2Xt + v _185wt)n S K" CapXt (¢t,Mt < —-K -+ A)
{t,m, —A<—-K}

K" Cap,, (Vs < =K + A)
K" Cap,, (—(4n + 2)log(—0;) < —K + A+ 2C})

K—A—2C
= K" Cap,, <9t < —e Ant2 )

_ K—-A-204
K" e” 2 /(—9t)x?+n/ Xt | -
Xt Xt

IN
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By letting M; — oo, we have, by Proposition 4.1, that there exists C5 > 0 such that

K—A-2C;

/ (2Xt + V _185(pt)n S Cane_ 4An+2
{pt<—K}

The proposition now follows from

> / (x¢ +V—=190¢,)™ A X7 ™.

m=0 {5075<_K}

/ (2x: + V—100p,)™ >
{pt<—K}

Corollary 5.1. There exists C' > 0 such that for 0 <m <n and allt € B°,
/ |1l (e + V=100 ™ A ™™ < Cem K/,
{pt<—K}
Proof. We apply Proposition 5.1 and there exist C7, Cy > 0 such that for any t € B°,

/ (=) (e + V=T0Bg)™ A ™
{pt<—K}

= > / (=) (Xt +V=109p,)™ A Xy ™™
iTr ) —im1<e<—g
< Y G+ 1)/ (x¢ + V=100)™ AP
j=K pr<—j
< Gy (j+ 1) e/
=K

Cy oK/ ant4),

IN

O

Finally, we remark that Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.1 also hold uniformly for all
t € B. If t € B\ B°,we can always approximate X; by a smooth K&hler manifold of
dimension n after normalization and resolution of singularities. The constants in the
proposition and corollary are uniformly controlled. This can also be achieved by applying

continuity of ¢ on A° from section 8.

6. CONTINUITY OF THE WEIL-PETERSSON POTENTIALS FOR STABLE FAMILIES

In this section, we will prove the continuity of the Weil-Petersson potentials for stable
families of Kéahler-Einstein manifolds. As before we consider a stable family 7 : X — B
of n-dimensional Kéhler-Einstein manifolds over a Euclidean ball B € C? whose general

fibre is smooth. We will use the same notations as in the previous sections.
We define the relative Weil-Petersson potential vy p by

1

(6.25) Ywp (n n 1)V Jz:; /Xt QPt(Xt + Vv 188@) A X
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The the Weil-Petersson metric on B is given by (c.f. [18, 21])
wwp = / X"+ V=100¢wp.
Xy

The following is the main result of this section.
Proposition 6.1. yYwp is continuous in B.

It is proved in [14] that [, x"*' is a nonnegative closed (1,1)-current on B with con-
tinuous local potentials. Then Proposition 6.1 immediately implies wwp has continuous
local potentials.

Let X" be the set of all smooth points of X; for t € B and let X} be the smooth points
of ;. Before proving Proposition 6.1, we first prove that the Kéhler-Einstein potential ¢
is continuous on X** which is slightly weaker than the conclusion in Theorem 1.2. The
following lemma is implicitly proved in [21] (Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3).

Lemma 6.1. Suppose t; € B and t; — to € B. Then @t‘xg?g converges smoothly to
J

Proo | a7
Proof. By Lemma 5.2 in [21], for any k£ > 0 and compact set K C X8, ¢, is uniformly
bounded in C*(K N &,) for all t € B. Therefore for all ¢t; — t,, € B, ¢y, converges
smoothly to ¢, away from K, after taking a subsequence. However, by the uniform
L*>-estimate, ¢ is bounded above and bounded below by any log poles. By uniqueness
of the canonical Kéahler-Einstein current on X, (Theorem 1.1. in [20]),

41000 = gptoo’

The lemma follows immediately.

Lemma 6.1 immediately implies continuity of ¢ on X"°8.
Corollary 6.1. ¢ is continuous on X*.

It suffices to prove continuity of the Weil-Petersson potential at one point. We will fix
t € B. By Corollary 5.1, there exists sufficiently small ¢y > 0 such that for any 0 < € < ¢
and t € B, we have

n

(6.26) S [ el VI A G <
{pt<—e—1}

m=0

Lemma 6.2. For any 0 < € < ¢, there exists an open neighborhood U C X; of Xg\Xgeg,
such that

3 / (i + VT0B)™ A ()" < &
m=0

and

{o; <=} CU.
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Proof. ¢; is uniformly bounded on &; \ {¢; < —e~'}. Therefore there exists an open set
U containing &7 N {; > —e '} such that

> /U(Xf +V=1800;)™ A (xp)" ™ < €,
m=0

where A7 e\ Xgeg is the singular set of X}, since Xfing is a closed pluriclosed set.

The lemma is then proved by choosing U = U U {¢; < —e '}
0J

We choose open neighborhoods U and V of X \ ™ in X such that
(6.27) {p<—YccUccV,VnxcU.

Since X' is locally a smooth holomorphic product, by partition of unity there exist an
open neighborhood By, of £ in B and a collection of finitely many smooth functions

(6.28) {Pata
on X satisfying

(1) the support of p, is biholomorphic to {|t — | < &} x B C (X \ U), where B is a
unit ball in C* with {t} x B C AX;.

(2) 0<p, <1
(3) For any p € 7~ (Bs,) \ 'V,

Z pa(p> =1.

Since ¢ converges smoothly to o; as t — ¢ on X", by straightforward calculation on
local Euclidean spaces, for each «, we have

lim | pa(xe +V=100)"™ A ()" = / pa(Xi +V=10001)" A (x;)" "
— X XE
uniformly for ¢ € By,. Since Un{supp pn} C (X \ U), we have

lim (Xt + V=10dp)™ A (x)" ™

t—t Xt\U

> / (i + v "10Bg)™ A ()™
XV
> /X (i + v "100)™ A ()" — / (i + V100" A ()™

t
> [x"—¢

by Lemma 6.2. In particular, [y;]” is a topological number independent of ¢ and by

Proposition 5.1 or the fact that ¢; € E' (c.f. [1]), we have
[ 0w VT A 0 =
Xt

We then have the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.3. For any 0 < € < €, there exists 0 < § < &y, such that for any t with
|t —t] <6 and 0 < m < n, we have

/ (Xt + v —1358015)7” A" ™" < 2¢?
XNU

and

/ (Xe +V=10000)™ A (x)" ™ = [xil" — 2¢€%,
X\U
where U is constructed as in (6.27).

Corollary 6.2. For any 0 < € < €, there exists 0 < d < g such that for any t with
|t —t| <0, we have

Z/ loe|(xe +V—=1900)™ A (xe)" ™™ < 2(n + 1)e.
m=0 xnU

Proof. By Lemma 6.3, we have

/ el (e + V=T0F00)™ A ()™ ™
XeNUN{pt>—e—1}

< / e(xt + V—=190p)™ A (x)" "
XeNUN{pt>—e—1}

< 2e.
The corollary follows by combining the above estimate and the assumption (6.26).
([l
Lemma 6.4. For any 0 < € < ¢y, there exists 0 < § < & such that for |t —t| < §,
> / pi(xe +V=1900)™ A (x:)" ™™ — / pi(xi +V=109p)™ A (x))" ™| <,
m=0 |7 Xt X
1.e.,
[bwp(t) — Ywe(t)] <e
Proof. By the same partition of unity as in (6.28), we have
lim [ pagi(xe + V —190¢)™ A (xe)" ™" = / papi(Xi + V=109p)™ A (x;)" ™
=t J X;
uniformly for ¢t € By,. Let U’ = X \ Ua{supp pa}. Then
lim (e + V=1990)™ A (xo)" ™
t—t X \U’
> [ il V100" A ()" - ¢ Him (e + VT0p)™ A ()"
X\U’ t—=t JnU'N{p>—e1}
+lim ei(xe + V=190p,)™ A ()"

t=t J x,n{p<—e-1}

> / \ eil(xi + V—100¢;)™ A (x;)" ™ — 3e
X\U
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and by similar argument,

lim oi(x¢ + V—=1000)™ A (x))"™

t—i X\U’

< / i+ V/100)™ A ()" + ¢ lim (e + V=10B)™ A (xe)"™™
XA\U

t—=t Jx,nU'n{p>—e1}

—lim oi(xe +V—=1900)" A (x)" ™™

t=t J xn{p<—e1}
< / \ ei(xi + V—=100¢:)™ A (xp)" ™ + 3e.
X\U

On the other hand, by Corollary 6.2, for any 0 < € < ¢y, there exists 6 > 0 such that for
It —t <6,

/ e (Xt + V=190¢)™ A (xe)" ™™ < (n+ 1)e.
xX:NU

Combining the above estimates,

lim/ ei(xe +V—=100p1)™ A (x)" ™ — / eilxi + V—=100¢:)™ A (xp)" ™™
Xt i

t—t X;

< 2+ / |0il (xi +V=10dp)™ A (x;)" ™™
XEOU

< e
The lemma is proved by choosing ¢ sufficiently close to .
O
Now Proposition 6.1 immediately follows from Lemma 6.4 and the result in [11] that

S X = V=190, for some v, € PSH(B) N CY(B).
Corollary 6.3. There exists Py p € PSH(B) N C°(B) such that
Wwp = V —185®Wp

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we have to replace the smooth base by the compactified
KSB moduli space in Corollary 6.3. As in section 7 of [21], we will replace Mksp by a
smooth model as follows. There exists a finite map

(b:B—)MKSB

together with a stable family
m: X —B

such that for any p € Mxgg, the fibres (¢ o m)~!(p) are Kihler-Einstein varieties cor-
respond to the point p in the moduli space. After normalization and resolution of sin-
gularities we can assume B is smooth and ¢ is generically finite. We can define wwp
globally on Mxgp by pushing forward the Weil-Petersson current wy pp on B by ¢. It
is shown in [21] that the Weil-Petersson current on Misg has bounded local potentials
and is independent of the choice of B. Furthermore, wwp is the curvature of the CM line
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bundle Loy — Miss. Let h be the smooth hermitian metric on Loy with wpg = Ric(h)
being the Fubini-Study metric induced by a projective embedding from the linear system
of a sufficiently large power of Lsy,. Then by Corollary 6.3, we have

P*wwpp = ¢*wrs + V—1000wp.p

for some pwpp € PSH(B, ¢*wrs) N C%(B). In particular, it is proved in [21] that owpp
coincides with the pullback of a bounded function ¢y p € PSH(Mksp, wrs) N L>®(Mkss)
on the regular set of 7. Let F' be an irreducible component of a fibre of 7 : B — Mgksp
with dim F' > 1. Obviously, ¢*Leoum|r = 0 and wrs|p = 0. This implies that gwpp is
plurisubharmonic and continuous on F', hence ¢y p g must be constant along F'. Therefore

ewpp can descend to a continuous function on Mysp. This completes the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section, we will complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let X — B be a stable
family of canonically polarized manifolds, where B C C¢ is a ball. Let &£, be the set of
all non-klt locus of X} for t € B.

For t € B°, let ¢, satisfy w? = (x + v/—109p,)" = e#*€);. The following is the main
result of of this section to bound the volume of the level sets of the Kahler-Einstein
potentials ;. We let g; be the Kahler-Einstein metric associated to w;.

The following theorem is proved in [21].

Theorem 8.1. For any t; € B° with t; — t, (Xi,,g:,) converges in pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology to the metric completion of (X?_, g:..), where X is the smooth part
of X, and g, 1is the smooth Kdhler-Einstein metric on X _ that extends to the unique

o

Kdhler-FEinstein current on X,_. In particular, the metric completion of (X:_, g:..) s
homeomorphic to X, \ Esa and the convergence is smooth on (X2_, gi..).

In fact, it is proved in [20] (that ¢; is always bounded away from .
Lemma 8.1. Let p; € X; be a continuous section of m: X° — B° such that
{pitien N Ege = ¢.
Then for any R > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that for any t € B,

sup i < Chr.
Bgt(pt,R)

Proof. We prove by contradiction. By assumption, geodesic unit balls centered at p; are
uniformly non-collapsed, i.e., there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all t € B°,

VOlgt(Bgt(pta 1)) Z C.

Suppose there exist a sequence t; € B° with t; — t,, € B and a sequence x; € X},
with z; = 2o € X \ &g in Gromov-Hausdorff distance such that for any A > 0, there
exists J > 0 so that for all j > J, we have

Pt (LU]) < —A.
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We can assume that for some fixed sufficiently small » > 0, By, (xj,7) converges in
Gromov-Hausdorff topology to By, (#s,r). By the local L*-estimate and partial C°-
estimate in [21], there exists a sequence of 0; € H(X, ,mK th) for some fixed m >> 1
satisfying the following.

(1) For each j,

| leligava, =1,
t

i
where h; = (w]') ! is the hermitian metric on the relative canonical bundle Ky, p
induced by the Kahler-Einstein metrics on the fibres.

(2) There exists C' > 0 such that for each 7,

sup |Vaj|i?; < C.

Bgy, (zj5,7) 9
(3) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for each j,
|0j|;21;?(93j) 2 c
By passing to a subsequence, we can assume that o; converges to an L*-integrable

pluricanonical section oo, on By, (7o, 7). Since hy; converges smoothly to hy,, on the
smooth part of A;_, by the uniform gradient estimate, |04 i;n extends to a continuous

function on By, (T, ) and there exist € > 0 and 0 < 20 < r such that

inf olim > €.
s 0 |Oocliun, > €
We fix a projective embedding ® : X — CP™™ by mKx v for an affine neighborhood U
of to in B such that y = m~'/~1991og(1 + Zfi"{ |2;?) in an affine and bounded open
set of CPM™ containing B, (7, 7) and By, (xj,7) for all j. Then there exist a;; € C
and C > 0 such that

Nm
O'j = aj70 + E amzi
=1

and for all 7, 7, we have
|ai;| < C
and

_111'[1 Qji = Qoo,i-
j—o0

In particular, a. o 7 0. Since

N,
0,2, = <%,0 + > i aj,i\zi\2> e,
J

1+ 30,0 a2
is uniformly bounded above for in Bgtj (z5,7), ¢y, must be uniformly bounded from below
in By, (xj,7). This leads to contradiction.

O

The proof of Lemma 8.1 already implies the continuity of . However, we include the
following two estimates as first and second order control of ¢;.
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Lemma 8.2. For any relative compact K CC X \ Esy, there exists Ci > 0 such that
(8.29) sup try, (x) < Ck.
K

Proof. We will pick base points p; for t € B° and we can assume that there exists ¢ > 0
such that

VOZ(Bgt(pta 1)) Z c

for all t € B°. Let r(x) be the distance function from z to p; on &;. Immediately we
have

IVrilg =1, Agry < (7' +1).

We define the cut-off function ¢; gr(x) = p(r:(x)) satisfying

pr(r) =1, if r <R, pr(r) =0, if r > 2R,
where smooth nonnegative decreasing function p satisfies

pr >0, 0 < pp'(pp)* < CR™?, |py| < CR™?
for a fixed constant C' > 0.

We let
Hi g = ¢r(logtry,(x:) — 3Ap,).

Straightforward calculations show that for some fixed and sufficiently large A >> 1, we
have

AvHy g
2
Or <—3An | Vtrg ()P + QAtf,wgt(Xt)) _ 9Re <V¢R .
t?“gt (Xt)
+ (Avpr) (logtrg, (x:) — 3Ap,)
> 2A¢rtry, (xi) — A(Prtry,(xe)) " — 4An — Alogtry, (x.).

Since xlogr < e for x > 0 and ¢, is uniformly bounded in the support of ¢ for all ¢, we
can apply the maximum principle and conclude that H; g is uniformly bounded for all
t € B° for any fixed R > 1. The lemma then immediately follows.

v

M)

t?“gt (Xt)

O

We remark that Lemma 8.2 can also be used to prove continuity of the Weil-Petersson
potentials in section 6.

Proposition 8.1. For any relatively compact K CC X \ Esy, there exists Ci > 0 such
that

(8.30) up Vi, < Crc

Proof. The proposition can be proved by the partial C%-estimate and L*-estimate. We
give an alternative proof using the maximum principle. Let A; be the Laplace operator
of g; on X;, where t € B°. Straightforward calculations show that

A (IVerly,)
= —|Vg; fh + |V zt + |V7got\fh +2Re (V(try, (xt) - V@t)gt .
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We will pick base points p; for ¢t € B° and the cute-off function ¢ as in the proof of
Lemma 8.2. By the C%estimate of ¢, there exists Ap > 1 such that

2/|@el| Lo (B, pr2r) < Ar
for all t € B°. In By, (p:, 2R), we have

v 2
At<‘ SOtgt>
A— oy

2 Vo2 (A V|2
_ At(|V(pt| ) ‘ Pt gt( tSOt) +2Re <V|V@t|2 VQOt ) _'_2(‘ Pt gt
gt

AR — ¢y (AR — @1)? (Ar — ¢1)? A=)
B |V, 52,,5 + V2, fh +|VV §t + 2Re (V(try, (xt) - V%ﬁ)gt
AR — ¢y
IVr]?, (n —trg,(x:)) ( ) Ve ) IV,
+ . 4+ 2Re | V|V — +2—19
(Ar — p1)? Ve (Ar—w)* ),  (A—w)?

Also we have the following calculations because the Fubini-Study metric x; in the ambient
projective space has bounded curvature

Agtrg, (xe) > |Vtrg, (xo)|2, — tre.(xe) — C (trg,(x2))” -

By the result in [21], trg, (x¢) is uniformly bounded away from £, and so there exists
A’ > 0 such that in A} (p;,2R), we have

Astrg, (xe) > |Virg, (xi) 2, — AR

Now we let
V|2 V|2
Hop=on 29 | gy Kop= (22 gy
LR = QR (AR _— + Btrg,(xt) |, Kir An— o + B trg,(xt)

for some sufficiently large C' > 0 to be determined. Then there exist C,Cy,...,C5 > 0
such that on A for all t € B°, we have

AvHy g
V|2 V|2
> (Aidn) Ko+ 2Re (WR v ('Aﬁ)) + ord ('Aﬁ + Otrgxxt))
—¥t) /g — Pt
V|2, (n —trg,(x
> (Avpr) Ky g +2Re(Vor, VK, p — B vtrgt(Xt))gt + ¢R| L2 ( 92( )
(Ar — 1)
|V, f;t + [V ﬁt +|VVg fh + 2Re (V(trg, (xt) - V‘Pt)gt
+or
AR — ¢
Vo ) |V‘P1tzgl
+(2 —2€)¢prRe | VK i - + 2¢pp———= + B ppltry,
(2 200ne (VR 320 ) 2etn s B dniny (0
Vg, ) |V<Pt 3 |V<,0t ?] ‘VgOt ?]
> (2—2¢)Re | VH;p- ——— | +2e¢pp—"= —C - —C. = —C
> ) ( L — . ¢R(A—90t)3 A TR TR
H2
> (2 —2¢)Re (VHLR- AV% ) 12—t ¢y Hir Cs.
gt

— Pt
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By applying the maximum principle, there exists C'r > 0 such that for all t € B°,

sup Hy p < Ck.
Xy

This completes the proof of the proposition.
O

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of the uniform gradient estimate
in Proposition 8.1 as ¢; is uniformly Lipschitz in any compact set X, N X°.

Corollary 8.1. ¢; € CO(X \ E,).

REFERENCES

[1] Abramovich, D. and Karu, K. Weak semistable reduction in characteristic 0, Invent. Math. 139
(2000), no. 2, 241-273
[2] Adiprasito, K., Liu, G. and Temkin, M. Semistable reduction in characteristic 0, arXiv:1810.03131
[3] Aubin, T. E’quations du type Monge-Ampére sur les variétés kihlériennes compactes, Bull. Sci. Math.
(2) 102 (1978), no. 1, 63-95
[4] Berman, R. and Guenancia, H. Kdhler-Einstein metrics on stable varieties and log canonical pairs,
preprint arXiv:1304.2087
[5] Bierstone, E., Da Silva, S., Milman, P. and Pacheco, V. Desingularization by blowings-up avoiding
sitmple normal crossings, Proc. of the AMS, 142, no. 12, (2014), 40994111
[6] Donaldson, S. K., “Scalar curvature and stability of toric varieties”, J. Diff. Geom. 62 (2002), no. 2,
289-349.
[7] Deligne, P. and Mumford, D. The irreducibility of the space of curves of given genus, Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci. Publ. Math., (36): 75-109, 1969
[8] Fujino, O. Semipositivity theorems for moduli problems. Ann. of Math. (2) 187 (2018), no. 3, 639-665
[9] Guedj, V. and Zeriahi, A. Intrinsic capacities on compact Kdhler manifolds, J. Geom. Anal. 15
(2005), no. 4, 607-639
[10] Kolldr, J. Moduli of varieties of general, Handbook of Moduli: Volume II, Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM),
vol. 24, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2013, pp. 115-130
[11] Kolldr, J. Families of wvarieties of general type, https://web.math.princeton.edu/ kol-
lar/book/modbook20170720.pdf
[12] Kolodziej, S. The complex Monge-Ampére equation, Acta Math. 180 (1998), no. 1, 69-17
[13] Masur, H. Extension of the Weil-Petersson metric to the boundary of Teichmuller space, Duke Math.
J. 43 (1976), no. 3, 623635
[14] Moriwaki, A. The continuity of Deligne’s pairing, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1999, no. 19, 1057
1066
[15] Di Nezza, E., Guedj, V. and Guenancia, H. Families of singular Kdhler-FEinstein metrics,
arXiv:2003.08178
[16] Patakfalvi, Z. and Xu, C. Ampleness of the CM line bundle on the moduli space of canonically
polarized varieties, Algebr. Geom. 4 (2017), no. 1, 29-39
[17] Ruan, W. Degeneration of Kdhler-Finstein manifolds, I. The normal crossing case, Commun. Con-
temp. Math. 6 (2004), no. 2, 301-313
[18] Schumacher, G. Positivity of relative canonical bundles and applications, Invent. Math. 190 (2012),
no. 1, 1-56
[19] Siu, Y.-T. Curvature of the Weil-Petersson metric in the moduli space of compact Kihler-Einstein
manifolds of negative first Chern class, Contri- butions to several complex variables, Hon. W. Stoll,
Proc. Conf. Complex Analysis, Notre Dame/Indiana 1984, Aspects Math. E9, 261298 (1986)
[20] Song, J. Degeneration of Kdihler-FEinstein manifolds of negative scalar curvature, arXiv:1706.01518
[21] Song, J., Sturm, J. and Wang, X. Riemannian geometry of Kdhler-Einstein currents I1I: compactness
of Kahler-Finstein manifolds of negative scalar curvature, arXiv:2003.04709


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03131
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2087
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.08178
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.01518
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04709

24

[22] Tian, G. Degeneration of Kdihler-Einstein manifolds I, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathemat-
ics, Vol. 54, Part 2, 595-609
[23] Tian, G., “Kéahler-Einstein metrics with positive scalar curvature”, Invent. Math. 130 (1997), no. 1,

1-37.
[24] Tsuji, H. Dynamical construction of Kdhler-Einstein metrics, Nagoya Math. J. 199 (2010), 107-122
[25] Vakil, R. The rising sea, Foundations of Algebraic Geometry,

http://math.stanford.edu/~vakil/216blog/FOAGdec3014public.pdf

[26] Wolpert, S. On the Weil-Petersson geometry of the moduli space of curves, Amer. J. Math. 107
(1985), no. 4, 969-997

[27] Wolpert, S. On obtaining a positive line bundle from the Weil-Petersson class, Amer. J. Math. 107
(1985), no. 6, 1485-1507 (1986).

[28] Yau, S.T. On the Ricci curvature of a compact Kahler manifold and complex Monge-Ampére equation
I, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 31 (1978), 339-411

[29] Zhang, S., “Heights and reductions of semi-stable varieties”, Compositio Math. 104 (1996) 77-05.

* DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, RUTGERS UNIVERSITY, PI1SCATAWAY, NJ 08854

** DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, RUTGERS UNIVERSITY, NEWARK,
NJ 07102

TDEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, RUTGERS UNIVERSITY, NEWARK, NJ
07102


http://math.stanford.edu/~vakil/216blog/FOAGdec3014public.pdf

	1. Introduction
	2. Stable families and semistable reduction
	3. The C0-estimate for the Kähler-Einstein potential
	4. Integrability of log|E|hE2
	5. Level sets of the Kähler-Einstein potentials
	6. Continuity of the Weil-Petersson potentials for stable families
	7. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	8. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	References

