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BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L? INTEGRALS AND
CONCAVITY PROPERTY II: ON WEAKLY PSEUDOCONVEX
KAHLER MANIFOLDS

QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider minimal L2 integrals on the sublevel
sets of plurisubharmonic functions on weakly pseudoconvex K&hler manifolds
with Lebesgue measurable gain related to modules at boundary points of the
sublevel sets, and establish a concavity property of the minimal L? integrals.
As applications, we present a necessary condition for the concavity degener-
ating to linearity, a concavity property related to modules at inner points of
the sublevel sets, an optimal support function related to the modules, a strong
openness property of the modules and a twisted version, an effectiveness result
of the strong openness property of the modules.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let ¢ be a plurisubharmonic function on a complex manifold M (see [12]). Recall
that the multiplier ideal sheaf Z(y) is the sheaf of germs of holomorphic functions
f such that |f|?e=% is locally integrable, which plays an important role in several
complex variables, complex algebraic geometry and complex differential geometry
(see e.g. [50} [45, 146, [15] 16l (3] (7, 43| 48, 49, 14} 37]).

The strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves [33], ie. Z(p) =
Zi(p) = 6L>JOI((1 + €)¢) (conjectured by Demailly [I3]) is an important feature

of multiplier ideal sheaves and has opened the door to new types of approximation
technique (see e.g. [33] 44, [AT] [\ (5 19 [7, 511 36} 52, (3], 20, 42 §]). Guan-Zhou
[33] proved the strong openness property (the 2-dimensional case was proved by
Jonsson-Mustata [39]). After that, Guan-Zhou [34] established an effectiveness re-
sult of the strong openness property by considering the minimal L? integral on the
pseudoconvex domain D.

Considering the minimal L? integrals on the sublevel sets of the weight o, Guan
[23] obtained a sharp version of Guan-Zhou'’s effectiveness result, and established a
concavity property of the minimal L? integrals (see also [22],[25],[26],28],[27]).

Recall that the minimal L? integrals on the sublevel sets of ¢ in [23] (see also
[22],125], 261, [28],[27]) are related to the modules (ideals) at the inner points of the
sublevel sets. In [2], Bao-Guan-Yuan considered the minimal L? integrals related
to modules at boundary points of the sublevel sets of plurisubharmonic functions
on pseudoconvex domains, and gave a concavity property of the minimal L? in-
tegrals, which deduced a sharp effectiveness result related to a conjecture posed
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by Jonsson-Mustata [39], and completed the approach from the conjecture to the
strong openness property.

In the present article, we consider minimal L? integrals on sublevel sets of
plurisubharmonic functions on weakly pseudoconvex Kéhler manifolds with Lebesgue
measurable gain related to modules at boundary points of the sublevel sets, and
establish a concavity property of the minimal L? integrals.

1.1. Main result. Let M be a complex manifold. Let X and Z be closed subsets
of M. We call that a triple (M, X, Z) satisfies condition (A), if the following two
statements hold:

I. X is a closed subset of M and X is locally negligible with respect to L2
holomorphic functions; i.e., for any local coordinated neighborhood U C M and for
any L? holomorphic function f on U\X, there exists an L? holomorphic function
f on U such that f|; x = f with the same L? norm;

II. Z is an analytic subset of M and M\(X U Z) is a weakly pseudoconvex
Kahler manifold.

Let M be an n—dimensional complex manifold, and let (M, X, Z) satisfy con-
dition (A). Let Kjs be the canonical line bundle on M. Let F' be a holomorphic
function on M. We assume that F' is not identically zero. Let ¢ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on M. Let ¢, be a Lebesgue measurable function on M such that
Yo + 1 is a plurisubharmonic function on M.

Let T' € [—00, +00). Denote that

U := min{¢ — 2log |F|,—T7}.

For any z € M satisfying F(z) = 0, we set ¥(z) = —T. Note that for any
t > T, the holomorphic function F has no zero points on the set {¥ < —t}. Hence
U =1 —2log |F| = ¢ + 2log|+| is a plurisubharmonic function on {¥ < —t}.

Definition 1.1. We call that a positive measurable function ¢ (so-called “gain”)
on (T,400) is in class Pr v if the following two statements hold:

(1) c(t)et is decreasing with respect to t;

(2) There exist Ty > T and a closed subset E of M such that E C ZN{¥(z) =
—oo} and for any compact subset K C M\E, e ¥~c(—W1) has a positive lower
bound on K, where W1 := min{y — 2log |F|, —T1}.

Let 2 be a point in M. Denote that J(¥)., := {f € O{¥ < —t}NV):t R
and V is a neighborhood of zp}. We define an equivalence relation « on J(¥),,
as follows: for any f,g € J(¥),,, we call f «~ g if f = g holds on {¥ < —t}NV
for some ¢ >> T and open neighborhood V' 3 0. Denote J(¥),,/ « by J(¥).,, and
denote the equivalence class including f € J (9).y by fzo-

If zo € Ny {¥ < —t}, then J(¥),, = Op,,, (the stalk of the sheaf Oy at zp),
and f,, is the germ (f, z9) of holomorphic function f.

Let fay, 920 € J(¥)s, and (h, 20) € Opr,z,. We define f,, + g2, := (f + 9)2, and
(h,20)" [z := (hf)z,- Note that (f+¢)., and (hf)., (€ J(¥),,) are independent of
the choices of the representatives of f, g and h. Hence J(¥),, is an Oy, ,,-module.

For f., € J(V)., and a,b > 0, we call f., € I(aV + bgpa)z() if there exist t > T
and a neighborhood V' of zp, such that f{\Il<—t}ﬁV |f|?e=@¥~be < +00. Note that
I(a\If + bgoa)ZO is an Opy z,-submodule of J(U),,. If zp € Ni>7{¥ < —t}, then
1., = Opr 2y, where I := I(O\I! + Ogoa)

Z()'
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Let Zy be a subset of M. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —t} NV,
where V' D Zj is an open subset of M and to > T is a real number. Let .J,, be an
O, z,-submodule of J(¥),, such that I(\If + goa)z() C J,, where zg € Zy. Denote

inf {/ |f12e™%ac(=W) : f € H({W < —t}, O(Ky))
<=1 (1.1)
& (f— Fzo € O(K )2y ® Jsy, for any 2o € ZO}

by G(t;¢,V, pa, J, f), where t € [T, 400), ¢ is a nonnegative function on (7, 4+00)
2 _
and |f|? := V/=1" f A f for any (n,0) form f. Without misunderstanding, we
simply denote G(t;¢, VU, pq,J, f) by G(t). For various ¢, ¢ and ¢,, we simply
denote G(t;¢, VU, vq, J, f) by G(t;¢), G(t; ¥) and G(t; p,) respectively.
In this article, we obtain the following concavity property of G(t).

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ € Praw. If there exists t € [T, +00) satisfying that G(t) <

+00, then G(h™1(r)) is concave with respect to r € ( fTT ’tdt f te~tdt),
. . . t

tah%%ro G(t) = G(T) and tilﬁnoo G(t) = 0, where h(t fT ldtl and T €

(T, +00).

When M is a pseudoconvex domain D in C", ¢, =0, ¢(t) = 1 and T = 0,
Theorem degenerates to the concavity property in [2].

Remark 1.3. Let ¢ € Pr,w. Iff Ye tdt = +o00 and f., & O(Kp)z © Jay
for some zy € Zjy, then G(t) = —|—oo for any t > T. Thus, when there ex-
ists t € [T,+00) satisfying that G(t) € (0,400), we have fgoo c(t)e tdt < 400
and G(h='(r )) is concave with respect to r € (O,f;oo c(t)etdt), where h(t) =
S eyeld

(t

Let ¢(t) be a nonnegative measurable function on (T, +00). Set
H2(c,t) = {f: / |f|2e %o (=) < 400, fe H'{U < —t},0(Ku))
{U<—t}

&(.f_ f)zo € O(KM)ZO ® Jzoufor any 2o € ZO)}7

where t € [T, +0).
As a corollary of Theorem [[L.2] we give a necessary condition for the concavity
property degenerating to linearity.

Corollary 1.4. Let ¢ € Pryw. Assume that G(t) € (0,400) for some t
T, and G(h="(r)) is linear with respect to r € [O,I;OO c(s)e*ds), where h(t) =
[ e(letdl.

Then there exists a unique holomorphic (n,0) form Z*:' on {¥ < =T} such that
(F=f)z € O(K )2 ®.J., holds for any zy € Zo, and G(t f{\1/< ) |F|2e=%ac(—D)
holds for any t > T.

Y
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Furthermore

. t1
/ |[FPe % a(-W) = 4+2(T17C> / a(t)e™"dt (1.2)
{—t<T<—t5} I e(t)emtdt Ju,

holds for any nonnegative measurable function a on (T,+00), where T <ty < t1 <
+oo and Ty € (T, +00).

Remark 1.5. If H?(¢,to) C H?(c, to) for some to > T, we have

~ G(T,: +o0
G(tg;¢) = / |F|2e™%od(—0) = %/ é(s)e *ds,  (1.3)
{U<—to} le c(t)e~tdt Je,

where ¢ is a nonnegative measurable function on (T,+0o0) and Ty € (T, +00).

1.2. Applications. In this section, we give some applications of Theorem [[.2}

1.2.1. Concavity property at inner points. Let M be a complex manifold. Let X
and Z be closed subsets of M. Assume that the triple (M, X, Z) satisfies condition
(A). Let ¢ be a plurisubharmonic function on M. Let ¢ be a Lebesgue measurable
function on M, such that 1 + ¢ is a plurisubharmonic function on M. Denote

T = —sup.
M

Definition 1.6. We call a positive measurable function ¢ (so-called “gain”) on
(T, +00) in class Pra if the following two statements hold:

(1) c(t)et is decreasing with respect to t;

(2) there is a closed subset E of M such that E C Z N {y(z) = —oo} and for
any compact subset K C M\E, e~ ?c(—) has a positive lower bound on K.

Let Zy be a subset of {1 = —oo} such that Zy N Supp(O/Z(¢ + 1)) # 0. Let
U D Zj be an open subset of M, and let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on U. Let
Foo D I(p + 1))z, be an ideal of O, for any zy € Zj.

Denote

in { / FPee(—) : F e BO({w < —t},0(Kar))
{<—t}

(1.4)

&(f — f) € H(Zy, (O(Ku) ®]:)|Zo)}

by G(t;¢,v, @, f, F), where t € [T, +00), ¢ is a nonnegative function on (7, 4+00),

n2 2 r
[fI? == V/~=1" fA[forany (n,0) form f, and (f — f) € H*(Zo, (O(Kn) ® F)|z,)
means (f — f,z0) € (O(Kn) ® F),, for all zg € Zy.
Using Theorem[[.2] we obtain the following concavity property of G(¢; ¢, ¥, ¢, f, F).

Corollary 1.7. Assume that ¢ € Prar. If there exists to > T satisfying that
G(to;c, v, p, f, F) < 400, then G(h=1(r); c,, o, f, F) is concave with respect tor €

T _ +o0 _ .
(fr, el)e™"dt, [, c()e™"dt), lim Gte, 0. f,.F) = G(Tic,9,0, [, F) and
tEIJZloo G(t;e,, 0, f, F) =0, where h(t) = f;l c(ty)e trdty and Ty € (T, +00).

It follows from Corollary [ 4land Corollary[L.7that we have the following remark.
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Remark 1.8. Let ¢ € Pr . Assume that G(t;c,v, ¢, f,F) € (0,+00) for some
t>T, and G(h=(r);c,, p, f, F) is linear with respect to r € [0, fTJrOO c(s)e%ds),
where h(t) = :OO c(l)eldl.

Then there exists a unique holomorphic (n,0) form F on M such that (F — f) €
H%(Zo, (O(Kn) @ F)|z,) and G(t;e, i, o, f, F) = f{¢<*t} |F|2e=%c(—) holds for
anyt>T.

Furthermore
- G(T; F) &
/ |F|2€7L’0a(—’lﬁ) _ ( i;:ﬂ/%%f, ) / a(t)eftdt
{—t1<v<—ta} le c(t)e~tdt  Ji,

holds for any nonnegative measurable function a on (T,+0o0), where T <ty < t1 <
+oo and Ty € (T, +00).

When ¢ is a plurisubharmonic function on M, and {¢ < —t}\(XUZ) is a weakly
pseudoconvex Kahler manifold for any ¢ € R, Corollary [L7 and Remark can be
referred to [27] (see also [26] and [1]).

1.2.2. An optimal support function related to I(a¥). Let M be an n—dimensional
complex manifold. Let X and Z be closed subsets of M, and let (M, X, Z) satisfy
condition (A). Let Kjs be the canonical line bundle on M. Let F' be a holomorphic
function on M. Assume that F' is not identically zero. Let ¥ be a plurisubharmonic
function on M.

Denote that

U := min{y — 2log |F|,0}.

For any z € M satisfying F'(z) = 0, we set U(z) = 0. Denote that M; := {z € M :
—t < WU(z) < 0}. Let Zy be a subset of M, and let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form
on {¥ < 0}. Denote

inf { /Mt \fI>:f € HO{® < 0},0(Kur))

& (F = f).y € O(Kar) @ I(W),, for any z € Zo}
by Cr.w.+(Zo) f t>0. When Cj.q4+(Z) =0 or + o D I
Y- fwelZo)foranyt = en f,\Il,t( 0) = U Or +00, we se Cyw.t(Zo)

Jag, 1S
Cyw,t(Zo) *

= +o00.
We obtain the following optimal support function of

Proposition 1.9. Assume that f{\l,<_l} |f|? < +oo holds for any I > 0. Then the
inequality
Jo 11267 t
Cf)\yﬂg(Z()) —1—et

holds for any t > 0, where ﬁ is the optimal support function.

(1.5)

Proposition [[.9 can be referred to [29] when M is a pseudoconvex domain in C",
F=1,Zy={2} C M and ¢(z) = —o0.

Take M = A C C, Zy = o the origin of C, F =1, ¢ = 2log |z| and f =dz. Tt is
clear that [, |f|* < 4o00. Note that Cf v ¢(Z) = 2m(1 —e™") and [, |f[?e™" =

2 —wv
Jaa, e = —t— which shows the optimality of the support function

2tw. Then Cre1(Z0) g

_t
l—e—t"
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1.2.3. Strong openness property of I(aV + ¢), and a twisted version. Let D C C"
be a pseudoconvex domain containing the origin o, and let ¥ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on D. Let I # 0 be a holomorphic function on D, and let ¢ be a
plurisubharmonic function on D. Denote that

U := min{¢ — 2log|F|,0}.
For any z € M satisfying F(z) = 0, we set ¥(z) = 0.
Recall that f, € I(aV +by), if and only if there exist ¢t > 0 and a neighborhood
V of o such that f{\If<—t}ﬁV |h|2e= Y= < 400, where a > 0 and b > 0. Denote
that
I (aP + bp)o = Usso I (8T + bp),
for any b > 0. In [2], Bao-Guan-Yuan gave the strong openness property of I(a¥),.

Theorem 1.10 (]2]). I(aV), = I+ (a¥), holds for any a > 0.

When F =1 and 1(0) = —oo, Theorem [[.I0is the strong openness property of
multiplier ideal sheaves [33], i.e. Z(¢)o = Z4(¥)o := Uss1Z(s)),. We present the
following strong openness property of I(a¥ + ¢),.

Theorem 1.11. I(aV + @), = I+ (aV + ¢), holds for any a > 0.
Let p be a positive real number. Denote that

c’g,p(gp) = sup{c>0:|hPe 2*?is L' on a neighborhood of o}.

When p =2, ¢l ,(1) is the jumping number ¢/ (1)) (see [40]). Note that the strong

openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves is equivalent to |h|2e_202 (¥)¥ is not
integrable near o for any holomorphic function & on a neighborhood of o.

Using the strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves, Forness [18]
obtained the following strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves in LP:

|h|pe_202wp(w)w is not integrable near o for any holomorphic function h on a
neighborhood of o.

In [31], Guan-Yuan gave the following twisted version of strong openness property
of multiplier ideal sheaves in L? (some related results can be referred to [35] and

[6])-

Theorem 1.12 ([31]). Let p € (0,+00), and let a(t) be a positive measurable
function on (—oo,+00). If one of the following conditions holds:

(1) a(t) is decreasing near +o0o;

(2) a(t)et is increasing near +0o,

then the following three statements are equivalent:

(A”) a(t) is not integrable near +00;

(B') a(—2cl ,(¥)¢) exp(—2¢) ()¢ + plog |h|) is not integrable near o for any
¢ and h satisfying ¢l (1) < 400;

(C") a(=2ck ()¢ +plog |h]) exp(=2¢l (V)¢ +plog |h]) is not integrable near o
Jor any ¥ and h satisfying ¢} ,(¢)) < +o0.

Denote that
al (W) :=sup{a >0: f, € [(2a¥ + ¢),}

for any f, € I(¢),. Especially, af(¥;¢) is the jumping number ¢/ () (see [40])
when F =1, (o) = —oc and ¢ = 0.
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Note that the strong openness property of I(a¥ + ¢), is equivalent to that
fo € I(2al (V)Y + ), for any f, € I(y), satisfying al (V; p) < +0o. We present a
twisted version of the strong openness property of I(aV + ¢),.

Theorem 1.13. Let a(t) be a positive measurable function on (—oo,+00). If one
of the following conditions holds:

(1) a(t) is decreasing near +00;

(2) a(t)e! is increasing near +0o,

then the following two statements are equivalent:

(A) a(t) is not integrable near +00;

(B) for any ¥, ¢ and f, € I(p), satisfying al(V;p) < +oo, we have

a(—2af(¥; ) V) exp(—2af (¥; )W — ¢ +2log | f]) & L' (U N{¥ < —t}),
where U is any neighborhood of o and t > 0.

Remark 1.14. Theorem [[.13 is a generalization of Theorem [[.12. We prove this
remark in Section[7

1.2.4. Effectiveness of the strong openness property of I(a¥ + ¢),. Let D be a
pseudoconvex domain in C™ containing the origin o, and let ¢ be a plurisubhar-
monic function on D. Let F' # 0 be a holomorphic function on D, and let ¢ be a
plurisubharmonic function on D. Denote that

U := min{y — 2log|F|,0}.
If F(z) =0 for some z € M, we set ¥(z) =0. Let f be a holomorphic function on
{¥ < 0}. Denote that
1

Koguo M e =A% o (F = f), € Ly (p+2a] (U3 0) W),
Ky, f,(0) {/{xp<0}|f| (f = o € L1 (p+2a; (U5 p) V)

&feoqw<on}

where a € (0, 4+00).
We present an effectiveness result of the strong openness property of I(a¥ +¢).,.

Theorem 1.15. Let Cy and Cy be two positive constants. If there exists a > 0,

such that
(1) f{\p<o} |f|26_¢_\p <Ci;
(2) T,},a(o) > Cs.
Then for any q > 1 satisfying

Ch
9(1 0
(@) > &,
we have f, € I(qV + ¢),, where 0,(q) = %}1.

When F' =1 and ¢(0) = —oo, Theorem [[LTH degenerates to the effectiveness
result of strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves in L? [30] (some related
results can be referred to [34] 23]).

2. SOME PREPARATIONS

In this section, we do some preparations.
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2.1. L? method. Let M be an n—dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kihler man-

ifolds. Let ¥ be a plurisubharmonic function on M. Let F be a holomorphic

function on M. We assume that F' is not identically zero. Let ¢, be a Lebesgue

measurable function on M such that ¢, + % is a plurisubharmonic function on M.
Let § be a positive integer. Let T be a real number. Denote

© = o + (1 + ) max{y+ T, 2log | F|}
and
U := min{y — 2log |F|,—T}.
If F(z) =0 for some z € M, we set U(z) = —T.

Let ¢(t) be a positive measurable function on [T, +00) such that c(t)e
creasing with respect t. We have the following lemma.

—t s de-

Lemma 2.1. Let B € (0,400) and to > T be arbitrarily given. Let f be a holo-
morphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —to} such that

/ |fI? < 400,
{T<—to}NK

for any compact subset K C M, and
1 e
/ Eﬂ{ftOfB<‘I/<fto}|f|26 PV < 400,
M
Then there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M such that

/M [F' = (1= by, () FF e #0008 (N W oy (W)
1

to+B

g(gc(T)e’T +/

s 1 o
(s)emds) [ Iy peve sl
T M

where by, p(t) = ffoo £ to—Bes<—to}ds, Vi B(t) = ffto bto.5(s)ds — to.

We introduce the following property of gain function ¢(t). Let Ty € [—00, +00).

Denote
Vg := min{y — 2log|F|, —To}.

If F(z) =0 for some z € M, we set U(z) = —Tj. Let c(t) € Pry ar,w,, i€,

(1) c(t)e™" is decreasing with respect to t;

(2) There exist Ty > Ty and a closed subset E of M such that E C ZN{¥(z) =
—oo} and for any compact subset K C M\E, e ¥~c(—W;) has a positive lower
bound on K, where ¥y := min{¢) — 2log|F|, =T }.

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢(t) € P, m,w,- Let T be a real number such that T > T.
Then for any compact subset K C M\ E, we have e~ ?~c(—V) has a positive lower
bound on K, where ¥ := min{¢y — 2log|F|,—T}.

Proof. We note that ¢(t) is positive on [Th,T](or [T,T1]) and has positive lower

bound and upper bound on [T1,T](or [T,T1]). Hence CC((:\I‘,III)) has a positive lower

bound on M. Then we know that for any compact subset K C M\E, e~ ?o¢(—¥)
has a positive lower bound on K. 0

Let Ty € [—o0,400). Let c(t) € Pry.mw,- It follows from Lemma 2] that we
have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. Let (M, X,Z) satisfies condition (A). Let B € (0,400) and to >
T > Ty be arbitrarily given. Let [ be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —to} such
that

/ [fPe™#e(—T) < +o0, (2.1)
{T<—to}
Then there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M such that

/M B = (1= by s (W) FF 920V 0050 ey (D))

1 to+B 1 9 (22)
< EC(T){T*'/ c(t)etdt / EH{—tO—B<\I/<—to}|f| e oY,
M

T

where by, g(t) = fioo FLto—Bes<—to1ds and vy, p(t) = fito bo.5(s)ds — to.

Proof. Tt follows from inequality (1)) and c(t)e~* is decreasing with respect to ¢
that

1 o —
/ Eﬂ{ftofB<'ll<fto}|f|2€ P < oo
M

Note that ¢(t) € Pry ar,w, and there exists a closed subset E C ZN{¥ = —oc0}
such that e~%¢(—W) has locally positive lower bound on M\FE. For any compact
subset K C M\ E, we obtain from inequality (21]) that

/ ]2 < +oo.
Kn{¥<—to}

As (M, X, Z) satisfies condition (A), M\ (ZUX) is a weakly pseudoconvex Kahler
manifold. It follows from Lemma 1] that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form
Fz on M\(Z U X) such that

/M\(Z X) [Fz — (1= by, (V) fFF 02 #0008 (N "V e( gy p(1))
]

1 T s 1 2 v
S(EC(T)( +/T c(s)e”*ds) /M E]I{—to—B<\I’<—t0}|f| e

For any z € ((ZU X)\E), there exists an open neighborhood V, of z such that
V. € M\E.
Note that c(t)e™! is decreasing with respect to ¢t and vy, g(¥) > ¥, we have

[ NPz (b a0 F e ()

M\(ZUX)

S/ |[Fz = (1= by, s (0)) fF 0 Pem #7010V e~y 5 (W) < +o0.
M\(ZUX)

Note that ¢ = ¢, + (1 +0)2log|F| on {¥ < —tg}. We have

/{‘1} } |fFY2e%e(—W) = / |fIPe%oc(—V) < 400.
<—to

{T<—to}
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Note that there exists a positive number C' > 0 such that ¢(—¥)e™? > C on V.
Then we have

[ iRp
V\(ZUX)

<L By e(—T)e?
C Jv(zux)
2 .
<(/ By — (1= by 5(0)) FFHPe%e(— )
C* Jva(zux)
4 / (1 — by 5 (0)) FF O PePe(—0))
V.A\(Z2UX)
Sz(/ |FZ -(1- bto,B(‘I’))fF1+5|2€_¢+W°‘B(‘p)_wc(—vto,3(‘I’))
C " Jan\(zux)
+

/ [FEPe4e(~ 1)) < fov.
{T<—to}

As ZU X is locally negligible with respect to L? holomorphic function, we can find
a holomorphic extension Fg of Fz from M\(Z U X) to M\ E such that

| e = (1= b () e r ey, (1)
M\E

1 T to+B 1 5 v
<Geme ™+ [ els)es) [ i nene gl

Note that £ C {¥U = —oc0} C {¥ < —tp} and {¥ < —tp} is open, then for any
z € E, there exists an open neighborhood U, of z such that U, € {¥ < —ty}.

As vy, B(t) > —tg — £, we have c(—vy,,5(V))e%0-5(Y) > ¢(ty + %)e‘to_g > 0.
Note that ¢ + ¥ is plurisubharmonic on M. Thus we have

[ 1B = (1= b s FP
U.\E

1 ~ s -
Sa/U \E |Fg — (1= by, p(0)) fF O Pem 2008 (M"Y e(—py 5(T)) < 400,

where (' is some positive number.
As U, € {¥ < —tp}, we have

[ 0= rer < (s o) [ <o,
U.\E Uz

z

Hence we have

/ |FE|2 < +o00.
UN\E

As E is contained in some analytic subset of M, we can find a holomorphic extension
F of Fg from M\E to M such that
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/M [F' = (1= by, (V) FF eV H00. (W e~y p(1))

to+B (23)

1 _ _ 1 o —
< (gC(T)e T+/ c(t)e tdt>/ Eﬂ{ftOfB<'ll<fto}|f|2e ot
T M

Lemma 23] is proved. O

Let Ty € [—o00,+00). Let ¢(t) € Pr,.mw,- Using Lemma [Z3] we have the
following lemma, which will be used to prove Theorem

Lemma 2.4. Let (M, X,Z) satisfies condition (A). Let B € (0,400) and to >

t1 > T > Ty be arbitrarily given. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —tg}
such that

/ |f]Pe™Poe(—0) < 400, (2.4)
{¥<—to}

Then there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on {¥ < —t;} such that

/{\1/ 1y |F — (1 = by, 5 (1)) f|Pe 2o t00 (=Y oy p(T))
<—t1

fot B 1 2 N
< / c(s)e *ds / EH{—tO—B<\I/<—to}|f| e T,
t1 M

where by, p(t) = fjoo %H{—t0—3<s<—t0}dsa vy B(t) = fito be, B(s)ds — to.
Proof of Lemma[24] Denote that

¢ = @a + (1 + 0) max{¢ + i1, 2log | F[}
and
U := min{t) — 2log |F|, —t1}.

As tg > t; > T, we have {¥ < —tg} = {¥ < —to}. It follows from inequality
[24) and Lemma 23] that there exists a holomorphic function F5 on M such that

/M |F5 — (1= by, p(0)) fE 0P @000 (=W (g 5 (T))

1 —t foth — 1 2 —pa—"
<(gette+ [T s ) [ 1 pcaeliPe
1
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Note that on {¥ < —t;}, we have ¥ = ¥ = ¢ — 2log |F| and ¢ = ¢ = o + (1 +
9)2log|F|. Hence

/{\I/ 1 |Fs — (1 = by, 5 (W) fF O Pem¢H 000"V e( gy p())
<—t1

- /{\If ) |Fs — (1 - bto,B(‘i’))fFHé|2€_¢+Ut°’3(\i,)_‘pc(—vto,B(‘i’))
<—t1

S/ |Fs —(1— bto,B(‘i’))fFHé|2€_¢+W°’B(@)_®C(—Uto,3(‘I’))
M

1 —t foth - 1 2 —pa—U
< | =c(ty)e™™ —|—/ c(s)e™ds / EH{—to—B<\i’<—to}|f| e P
M

t1

1 ¢ o 1 2 v
= gc(tl)e_ ' +/ c(s)e”*ds / EH{—to—B<\I/<—to}|f| e T < oo
t1 M
(2.5)

(=%}

Let Fy := F—% be a holomorphic function on {¥ < —t;}. Then it follows from
F

23) that

/{‘1/ ) |Fs — (1= byy,p (W) fF |2 #0008 (N " e(—py 5(T))
<—t1

: s ) (2.6)
§<50(t1)6t1 +/ C(S)esd5> /M E]I{—to—B<\I/<—to}|f|267wa7‘y-

ty

Let K be any compact subset of M\ E. Note that inf i e~ ¢t 8"~V ¢(—py 5(¥)) >
(c(to + %)eft"’%) infx e?==% > 0. It follows from (ZG) that we have

sup/ |Fs — (1 — bth(\I/))fF|2 < +00.
§ J{U<—t:1}NK

We also note that

/ KhmeWVFFSGwHW)/ P < +oo.
{U<—t1}INK K {¥<—to}NK

Then we know that

sup | |Fyf? < +oo,
6 J{U<—t1}NK

and there exists a subsequence of {Fjs} (also denoted by Fj) compactly convergent
to a holomorphic (n,0) form Fy on {¥ < —t; }\E. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma
and inequality (26) that we have
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/{‘1/ NE [Py — (1= byy 5 (W) fF|2e™ #0008 (N = e(—yy p(T))
<—t1

<liminf |Fs — (1= byy,p(0)) fF|Pe™ #0008V e(—py 5(T))
d=4o0 Jrpc—t \E

<lim inf |Fs — (1 = by () fF|2e™Patvi0.2(=Ve( gy 5 (1))
o=+ Jrgc 1y}

1 t s 1 2 v
<liminf (gc(tl)e ! +/ c(s)esds) /M Eﬂ{ft07B<‘1/<fto}|f| e ¥a

d—+oo t

fot B 1 2 v
< / c(s)e™ds / S _to—Bawa—to | fI7e7 P,
t1 M B
(2.7)

Note that £ C {¥U = —oco} C {¥ < —#1} and {¥ < —t;} is open, then for any
z € E, there exists an open neighborhood U, of z such that U, € {¥U < —t;}. Note

that o + 9 is plurisubharmonic function on M. As vy, p(t) > —to — %, we have

c(—viy.B(V1))ev0B (Y1) > ¢ty + %)e*t"*% > 0. Thus by 27), we have

/ Py — (1= by () fF2
U.\E

1

S / [Py — (1= by p(0)) fF|Pe #0008V e(—yy p(T)) < 400,
Ci June

where Cy := ¢(to + %)e‘to_g infry. e~%2~" is some positive number.
As U, € {¥ < —t1}, we have

/ I(l—bto,B(\I/))fFIQS(sup|F|2> [ <+
U\E U.

U.

Hence we have

/ |F1|2 < +400.
U.\E

As E is contained in some analytic subset of M, we can find a holomorphic extension
Fy of Fy from {¥ < —t1}\E to {¥ < —t1} such that

/{\I/ ) |Fy — (1= byy,p (V) fF |2 #0008 e(—yy 5(T))
<—t1

fot B 1 2 N
< / c(s)e ds / Eﬂ{ft07B<‘I/<fto}|f| e PV,
t1 M

Denote F := % Note that on {¥ < —t1}, we have ¥ = ¢ — 2log|F|. It follows
from (Z8) that we have

/{@ , |F — (1= by, 5(0)) f[Pe~ %t 002N =Y e(py p(W))
<—t1

toth 1 2 N
< / c(s)e™%ds / E]I{ftofB<‘1/<fto}|f| e P ¥,
t1 M

Lemma 2.4] is proved.

(2.8)
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O

2.2. Properties of Oy .,-module J,,. In this section, we present some properties
of O, z,-module J,.

Since the case is local, we assume that F' is a holomorphic function on a pseudo-
convex domain D C C” containing the origin o € C™. Let ¢ be a plurisubharmonic
function on D. Let ¢, be a Lebesgue measurable function on D such that ¢ + ¢,
is plurisubharmonic. Let Ty € [—00, +00) and T > Tp be a real number. Denote

1 :=2max{y + T,2log |F|}

and
U := min{y — 2log |F|,—T}.
If F(z) =0 for some z € D, we set U(z) = —T.
Let ¢(t) be a positive measurable function on (Ty, +00) such that
(1) c(t)e~t is decreasing with respect ¢;
(2) ¢(=P)e~?= has a positive lower bound on D.

Denote that H, := {f, € J(¥), : f{‘I’<—t}ﬁV0 |f|?e=%ec(—V) < +oo for some t >
Ty and Vj is an open neighborhood of o} and H, := {(F,0) € Ocn o ¢ [y, [F|?e™ 92 %1c(~W) <
+oo for some open neighborhood Uy of o}.
As ¢(—W)e~ %= has a positive lower bound on D and c(t)e"! is decreasing with
respect to ¢, we have I(V + ¢,), C H, C I,. We also note that #, is an ideal of
Ocn 0.

Lemma 2.5. For any f, € H,, there exist a pseudoconvexr domain Dy C D con-
taining o and a holomorphic function F' on Dy such that (F,0) € H, and

/ |I:" — fF2|e_“’°‘_“"1_‘I’ < 400,
{WU<—t,}NDy

for some t; > T.

Proof. Tt follows from f, € H, that there exists tyo > T > Tj and a pseudoconvex
domain Dy C D containing o such that

/ |f|2e™?oc(=T) < +oo. (2.9)
{T<—to}NDo

As c(t)e™" is decreasing with respect to t, it follows from inequality (23) that we
have fDo L t—1<we—tor| fPe™?o™Y < +00. As ¢(—W)e™#= has a positive lower
bound on D, we have f{\Il<—t0}ﬂD0 |f|? < +00. Then it follows from Lemma 2]

that there exists a holomorphic function F on Dq such that

B = (= () Fe e 0 Ve ()
Dg

to+1
< (c(T)e_T—i-/ c(s)e_sds)/ ]I{,to,1<q,<,t0}|f|26_%_\1',
Do

T

where by, (t) = fioo I ty—1csc—to1dS, Vi, (t) = ffto bt (s)ds — tg. Denote C :=

c(T)e T + f:ﬁﬁB c(s)e™*ds, we note that C' is a positive number.
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Note that vy, (t) > —to — 1. We have eV (Ve(—vy, (1)) > c(to + 1)e~ oD > 0.
As by, (t) = 0 on (—o00, —tg — 1), we have

/ |ﬁ~_ fF2|26790a7‘P17\P
Don{¥<—to—1}

1 I 212 ,—pa—p1—¥+ve, (P)
SW /DO |F = (1= by (0)) fF~[7e o e( =g, (V)

C

2,~pa—"
SW/D Li—tg—1<cwa—toylfI7e7?77 < +oo.
0

(2.10)

Note that on {¥ < —to}, |F|?e™?t = 1. As v, (¥) > ¥, we have c(—vy, (¥))eVt0 (¥) >
c(—=V¥)e~¥. Hence we have

/ |ﬁ‘|267@a7@10(_\11)

Do

< / |F— (1= by (0)) P2 Pe 9P e~ )
Do

12 [ |- b ()P -
Do

<2 [ 1 (1= by ()7 0 Dy (1)
Do

=3 e (=)
Don{¥<—to}

< + o0.

Hence we know that (F',0) € H,. O

For any (F,0) € H, and (Fy,0) € H, such that fDm{\I/<—t1} |F—fF?2e=pa—91—V <
400 and fDm{\p<7t1} |F‘1 — fF?2e=?a=91=¥ < 1o, for some open neighborhood
Dy of o and t; > T, we have

/ |F} — F|2e %217 < 4o,
Din{¥<—t1}
As (F,0) € H, and (F},0) € H,, there exists a neighborhood Dy of o such that
/ |Fy — FPe#e—1c(—) < +o0. (2.11)
D>

Note that we have ¢(—W)e¥ > c(t1)e " on {¥ > —t;}. It follows from inequality

211 that we have
/ By — Fl2e#a—91% < 4o,
ng{‘llzftl}

Hence we have (F — F1,0) € Z(pa + @1 + ).
Thus it follows from Lemma that there exists a map P : H, = Ho/Z(va +
1+ ¥), given by

P(fo) = [(F,0)]
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for any f, € H,, where (F,0) satisfies (F,0) € H, and fDm{‘y<7t} |F—fF2|2e=pa—v1=¥ <
+00, for some ¢ > T and some open neighborhood Dy of o, and [(I:", 0)] is the equiv-
alence class of (F,0) in Ho/Z(pa + @1+ ¥)o.

Proposition 2.6. P is an Ocn o-module homomorphism and Ker(P) = I(pa +
U),.

Proof. For any f,,g, € H,. Denote that P(f,) = [(F,0)], P(go) = [(G,0)] and
P(fo+g0) = [(H,0)].

Note that there exists an open neighborhood D; of o and ¢t > T such that
fDm{\PGt} |F — fF2)2evav1=¥ < Joo fDlﬁ{‘Il<ft} |G — gF22e—%a—¥1=¥ <

+o0, and fDlﬂ{\Il<—t} \H — (f + g)F?)2e=#=—%1=¥ < 400 Hence we have
/ = (F+G)2e%217" < 400,
Din{¥<—t}

As (F,0),(G,0) and (EZ, 0) belong to H,, there exists an open neighborhood D, C
Dy of osuch that [ |H—(F+G)[Pe”%"%1c(~=W) < +oo. Asc(t)e™" is decreasing
with respect to ¢, we have c(—W¥)e¥ > c(t)e~t on {¥ > —t}. Hence we have

L 1 L
/ \H—(F4G)[2e—sao1—V < 4/ \H—(F+G)[2e%2%1¢(=W) < 400,
Din{u>—t} c(t)e " Jp,nqw>—1}

Thus we have [ |H—(F+@G)]2e=%==#1~Y < 400, which implies that P(f,4g,) =
P(fo) + P(go)- i )

For any (h,0) € Ocn o. Denote P((hf),) = [(Fn,0)]. Note that there exists an
open neighborhood D5 of o and ¢ > T such that fD2m{'1/<—t} |Fy—(hf)F22e=Pa—91-Y <
—|—oo._It follows from ngﬁ{\I/<—t} |13'—fF2|2e""ﬂ**"li“I’ < +00 and & is holomorphic
on Dy (shrink Ds if necessary) that szm{‘y<7t} |WE — hfF?2e=?a—91=Y < 4o,
Then we have

/ By — hEPe?e—o1% < 4oo,
Don{¥<—t}

Note that (hF',0) and (F},, 0) belong to H,, we have Ip, |Fy—hF2e=%a=%1¢(—W) <
+00. As c¢(t)e”! is decreasing with respect to t, we have c¢(—W)e? > c(t)e™! on

{¥ > —t}. Hence we have

- - 1 - -
/ |Fj—hF|?e ?e1=V < —_t/ |Fp—hF|?e” %o #1c(—V) < +o0.
Dan{U>—t} c(t)e™ Jpynqws—1}

Thus we have [, [F, — hF|?e™#*~#1~% < +oo, which implies that P(hf,) =
(h,0)P(fo).

Now we have proved that P is an Ocn o,-module homomorphism.

Next, we prove Ker(P) = I(¢q 4+ ¥),.

If f, € I(¢o + ¥),. Denote P(f,) = [(F,0)]. It follows from Lemma 5] that
(I:",o) € H, and there exists an open neighborhood D3 of o and a real number

t1 > T such that

/ |F = fF2e%o—1=% < 4oo,
{U<—t1}ND3
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As f, € I(po + ¥),, shrink D3 and ¢; if necessary, we have

/ |ﬁ‘|26*@a*<ﬂ1*‘1’

{¥<—t1}ND3

=3 P ppppee gy |FF2 2o
{T<—t:}ND; {T<—t:}ND;3 (2.12)

§2/ |15_fF2|2e—saa—sal—‘I’+2/ |f|2e—wa—\1'
{¥<—t1}ND3 {¥<—t1}ND3

< + o0.

As c(t)e™t is decreasing with respect to t, ¢(—W)e¥

number Cy on {¥ > —t1}. Then we have
- 1 -
/ |F|267¥7a7§917\1j < = |F|2eﬂaaﬂalc(_\p) < 400.
{‘I’Z—tl}ﬁDg CO {\I/Z—tl}ﬂDg
(2.13)

> (Cp > 0 for some positive

Combining inequality (2.12)) and inequality 23], we know that Fel (pa + 1+
0),, which means P(f,) = 0in Ho/Z(¢u + @1+ ¥),. Hence we know I(pq + ), C
Ker(P).

If f, € Ker(P), we know F € Z(pa + 1 + ¥),. We can assume that F satisfies
fD4 |1:"|26_‘/’0<_“"1_‘I’ < 400 for some open neighborhood D4 of 0. Then we have

/ et
{T<—t1}NDy

[ e
{U<—t1}ND4 (2.14)
S/ |ﬁ'|2e—saa—<p1—\1' +/ |13* _ fF2|e—<pa—s01—‘If
{¥<—t1}NDy {¥<—t1}NDy
< + 0.

By definition, we know f, € I(pa + ¥)o. Hence Ker(P) C I(pa + ¥),.

Ker(P) = I(pa + ), is proved.
O

Now we can define an Ogn ,-module homomorphism P : H,/I(po + ¥), —
Ho/Z(pa + 1 + ), as follows,

P([fo]) = P(fo)
for any [fo] € Ho/I(pa+T),, where f, € H, is any representative of [f,]. It follows
from Proposition2:6 that P([f,]) is independent of the choices of the representatives
of [fo].
Let (F,0) € Ho, Le. [, |F|2e™#2=%1¢(—W) < +o0 for some neighborhood U of o.

Note that |F|*e™%' = 1 on {¥ < —T}. Hence we have fUﬁ{‘I/<7t} |Fi2|26""ﬂc(—\11) <
+oo for some t > T, i.e. (Fi;)o € H,. And if (F,0) € Z(pa + 1+ T),, it is easy to
verify that (£)o € I(¢a + ¥),. Hence we have an Ogn ,-module homomorphism
Q:Ho/I(0a + 1 +V)o = Ho/I(0o + ¥), defined as follows,

QU(E, o)) = [(357).]
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The above discussion shows that () is independent of the choices of the repre-
sentatives of [(F',0)] and hence @ is well defined.

Proposition 2.7. P: Hy/I(pa + U)o = Ho/I(pa + @1+ ¥), is an Ocn o-module
isomorphism and P~ = Q.
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 226 that we know P is injective.

Now we prove P is surjective. ~

For any [(F,0)] in Ho/Z(¢a + 1 + ¥),. Let (F,0) be any representatives of
[(F,0)] in H,. Denote that [(f1)o] := [(£z)o] = Q([(F,o)]). Let (f1)o := (£)o €
H, be the representative of [(f1),]. Denote [(F1,0)] := P((f1)o) = P([(f1)o])- By
the construction of P, we know that (F},0) € H, and

/ |y — f1F?|e?e79 77 < 40,
Din{¥<—t}

where ¢ > T and D; is some neighborhood of o. Note that (f1), := (Fi;)o Hence
we have

/ |F) — Fle %==917Y < 40
Din{¥<—t}

It follows from (F,0) € H, and (Fi,0) € H, that there exists a neighborhood
Dy C Dy of o such that

/ |F — F1|?e %a%1¢(=0) < +00.
Do
Note that on {¥ > —t}, we have ¢(—¥)e? > ¢(t)e~? > 0. Hence we have
/ |F — FyPe =217V < foo,
Dan{¥>—t}

Thus we know that (F} — F,0) € Z(ga + @1 + ¥),, ie. [(F,0)] = [(F},0)] in
Ho/Z(po + p1 + ¥),. Hence we have P o Q([(ﬁ', 0)]) = [(F, 0)], which implies that
P is surjective.

We have proved that P : Hy/I(pa + ¥)o — Ho/Z(va + ©1 + ¥), is an Ocn o~
module isomorphism and P~! = Q. O

We recall the following property of closedness of holomorphic functions on a
neighborhood of o.

Lemma 2.8 (see [2I]). Let N be a submodule of O, ,, 1 < q < 400, let f; €
Ocn (U)? be a sequence of q—tuples holomorphic in an dpen neighborhood U of the
origin o. Assume that the f; converge uniformly in U towards a q—tuples f €
Ocn (U)1, assume furthermore that all germs (fj,0) belong to N. Then (f,0) € N.

The following lemma shows the closedness of submodules of H,.

Lemma 2.9. Let J, be an Ocn o-submodule of H, such that I(pq + V) C Jo.
Assume that fo € J(¥),. Let Uy be a Stein open neighborhood of o. Let {f;};>1
be a sequence of holomorphic functions on Uy N{¥ < —t;} for any j > 1, where
t; >T > Ty. Assume that to :=lim;_4o0 tj € [T, +00),

limsup/ |fi]?e ¢oc(—T) < C < +o0, (2.15)
Upn{¥<—t;}

Jj—+oo
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and (f; — f)o € Jo. Assume that e ?2c(—T) has a positive lower bound on U,.
Then there exists a subsequence of {f;}j>1 compactly convergent to a holomorphic
function fo on {¥ < —to} N Uy which satisfies

/ fol?e#oc(~w) < C,
Uon{¥<—to}

and (fo— f)o € Jo.

Proof. Tt follows from lim sup onm{qJ<7t-} |filPe=?oc(—=V) < C < o0 and e %oc(—V)
Jj—+o0 /
has a positive lower bound on U, that

limsup/ |£i]? < +oo0.
J=toe JUN{¥<—t;}

Asty:=lim; , o t; € [T, +00), by Montel’s theorem, there exists a subsequence of
{fj}j>1 (also denoted by {f;},;>1) compactly convergent to a holomorphic function
foon {¥ < —to} NUp. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma that

/ |fol?e™%oc(—W) < liminf |fi|?e™Poc(—T) < C.
Uon{¥<—to} Izt Jusn{w<—t;}

Now we prove (fo — f)o € Jo. We firstly recall some constructions in Lemma
2.9
As c(t)e~t is decreasing with respect to t, it follows from inequality ([2I5]) that

we have sup;>; (on H{_tj_1<\l,<_tj}|fj|2eﬂaa*\1/) < 400. As ¢(—U)e #~ has a
positive lower bound on Uy, we have sup;; (f{\ll<_t_}mU0 |fj|2) < 4+00. Then it
- J

follows from Lemma 2] that there exists a holomorphic function Fj on Uy such
that

/U [Ej — (1= by, (0)) f;F2Pe om0 (DY oy (1))
0

tj+1
< <c(T)eT —|—/ c(s)esds> /U ]I{—to—1<\ll<—t0}|fj|267@°‘7‘1l,
0

T

(2.16)

where by, (t) = ffoo [t —1<sc—t;yds, v, (t) = fftj by, (s)ds — t;. Denote C; :=

c(T)e T + f;ﬁl c(s)e %ds. As tg :=lim; , o t; € [T,400), we can assume that

there exists a positive number Cy < +oo such that C; < C for all j > 1.
Note that vy, (t) > —t;—1. We have e”ti(q})*q’c(—vtj (1)) > c(t;+1)e G+ > 0,
As by, (t) =0 on (—o0, —t; — 1), we have

/ |Fj — fF?Pemweorm¥
Uon{W<—t;—1}

1 ~
< . (1 —b,. 2|2, Pa—p1— Vv (¥) o
ST B e ey, (¥))
- 12 ,—pa—Y
Sc(tj +1)e~(ti+1) /UO Lt —1<w<—tylfil7e < +o00.
(2.17)
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Note that [F2[2e~%1 = 1on {W < —1;}. Asv,,(¥) > ¥, we have ¢(—vy, (¥))e”s (") >
c(—=V¥)e~¥. Hence we have

| B o)
Uo
|Fj — (1= by, (V) f F?|2e™ %o =%1c(— )
_ . 212 ,—pa—p1 —
UU|<1 b, (0)) f;F2[2e™ ¢ #1c(— 1) .15)
[Ej — (1= by, (0)) f;F2Pe 2o o700 Ny, (1))

—|—2/ |fj|2e_“""c(—\11)
Uon{¥<—t;}

< + o0.

Hence we know that (Fj,0) € H,.
It follows from inequality I3, sup;s, (on ]I{—tj—l<\11<—tj}|fj|2€7$0a7\1/) <
+oc and inequality (ZI8) that we actually have sup; (on |Fj|2e= %o c(—\IJ)) <

+00. Note that ¢; is a plurisubharmonic function and ¢(—¥)e~ %~ has a positive
lower bound on Uy. We have (shrink Uj if necessary)

sup (/ |FJ|2) < +o00.
J Uo

Hence we know there exists a subsequence of {F}};>; (also denoted by {F}};>1)

compactly convergent to a holomorphic function Fy on Up. It follows from Fatou’s
Lemma and inequality (2I8) that

/ |F0|267¢a7@10( <hm1nf/ |F |2e™PoP1e(—T) < +oo0. (2.19)
Uo
As f; converges to fo, it follows from Fatou’s Lemma and inequality (Z.I6) that

|F0 — (1= by (0)) fo F2 P21t (N =T e(—yy (1))

<hm1nf/ |Fj — (1 — by, (¥ ))ij2|2e_‘/""_“"1+”fj(\I')_‘I’c(—vtj(‘l/))

Jj—4o0
<+ 00,

which implies that
/ |Fy — foF?Pe #2797 < to0. (2.20)
Uon{¥<—to—1}

It follows from inequality (217), inequality (2.I8), inequality (2.19), inequality
(220) and definition of P : H,/I(vo + ¥)o = Ho/Z(pa + ¢1 + ¥), that for any
7 >0, we have
P([(f5)o]) = [(F},0)]-
As (fj — f)o € Jp for any j > 1, we have (f; — f1)o € J, for any j > 1.
It follows from Proposition 2.7 that there exists an ideal J of Ocn , such that
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Z(pa+e1+¥), CJ CHoand J/Z(pa+¢1+ V), = Im(P|j, /1(putw),). It follows
from (f; — fi)o € Jo and P([(fj)o]) = [(F},0)] for any j > 1 that we have

(Fj — Fl) S j,
for any j > 1. ) o
As F; compactly converges to Fy, using Lemma[2.8 we obtain that (Fy—Fi,0) €
J. Note that P is an Og¢r o-module isomorphism and J/Z(p, + @1 + ¥), =

Im(P| s, 1(pn+w),)- We have (fo — fi)o € Jo, which implies that (fo — f)o € Jo.
Lemma 2.9]is proved. O

Let ¢, be a plurisubharmonic function on D, and let ¢ = 1. Note that H, =
I(pa)o and Hy, = Z(pa + ©1)o- We know that I(a¥ + pn)o C I(a'V 4+ ¢4), for
any 0 < @’ < a < 400. Denote that I (a¥ + ©a)o = Upsal(p¥ + ¢a)o is an
Ocn o-submodule of H,, where a > 0.

Lemma 2.10. There exists a’ > a such that I(a'U + ¢4)o = I+ (aV + ¢4 ) for any
a>0.

Proof. By the definition of Iy (¥ + ¢4 )0, we know I(pU + )0 C I (a¥V + ©a)o
for any p > a. It suffices to prove that there exists a’ > a such that Iy (¥ + ¢4 ), C
I(d"V + ©q)o.

Let k > a be an integer. Denote that @1 := kp; = 2max{ki + kT,2log|F*|}
and W := k¥ = min{kt — 2log |F*|, —kT}. Proposition 27 shows that there exists
an Ocn ,-module isomorphism P from I(¢a)o/I(0a +¥)o = Z(Pa + ©1)0/L(Pa +
p1 + \i/)o, which implies that there exists an ideal K, of Oc» , such that

P(I(pa +p¥Y)o/I(pa + @)O) = Kp/L(pa + @1+ \i])ou
where p € (0, k). Denote that
L = Ua<p<ka
be an ideal of O¢» ,. Hence P~|I+(a\1,+%)0/1(%+\i,)o isNan Ocn ,-module isomorphism
from Iy (a¥ + ¢©a)o/I(0a + VU)o to L/I(pa + @1 + ¥),. As Oc¢n , is a Noetherian
ring (see [38]), we get that L is finitely generated. Hence there exists a finite set
{(f1)os -+, (fm)o} C Ly (a¥ + ©4),, which satisfies that for any f, € I+ (a¥ + ¢4 )0
there exists (hj,0) € Ocn , for any 1 < j < m such that
fo— Z(hjvo) “(fi)o € I(pa + @)o
j=1

By the definition of I (a¥+pa)o, there exists a’ € (a, k) such that {(f1)o, ..., (fm)o} C
I(d'U+@a)o. As (hj,0)-(fj)o € I(a’ T+ pqa), for any 1 < j < m and I(pa+T), =
I(kU 4 @) C I(a' U+ ¢q)0, we obtain that I (aV + pa)e C I(a' U 4+ ¢4 ).

Thus, Lemma 2.10] holds. O

3. PROPERTIES OF G(t)

Following the notations in Section[[.1], we present some properties of the function
G(t) in this section.

Lemma 3.1 (see [28]). Let M be a complex manifold. Let S be an analytic subset
of M. Let {g;}j=12,.. be a sequence of nonnegative Lebesgue measurable functions
on M, which satisfies that g; are almost everywhere convergent to g on M when
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j — 400, where g is a nonnegative Lebesque measurable function on M. Assume
that for any compact subset K of M\S, there exist sk € (0,4+00) and Ck € (0, +00)
such that

/ g; *%dVy < Ck
K

for any j, where dVyy is a continuous volume form on M.

Let {F}}j=12,.. be a sequence of holomorphic (n,0) form on M. Assume that
liminf; o [3, |Fjl?9; < C, where C is a positive constant. Then there exists a
subsequence {F}, }1=1,2,.., which satisfies that {F},} is uniformly convergent to a
holomorphic (n,0) form F on M on any compact subset of M when | — +00, such

that
/ Fl2g < C.
M

Let ¢(t) € Pra,w. The following lemma will be used to discuss the convergence
property of holomorphic forms on {¥ < —t}.

Lemma 3.2. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —t,} NV, where V 2 Z,
is an open subset of M and to > T is an real number. For any zo € Zy, let J,, be
an O, z,-submodule of J(¥)., such that I(¥ + @Q)ZO C Jzp-

Let {f;};>1 be a sequence of holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —t;}. Assume
that to :=lim; o t; € [T, +00),

limsup/ |fi|?e™?oc(—T) < C < 400, (3.1)
it J{w<—t;)

and (fj — f)zo € O(Kr)z ® Jay for any zo € Zy. Then there exists a subsequence
of {fj}jen+ compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n,0) form fo on {¥ < —to}
which satisfies

[ mkedn <c
{\I’<—t0}
and (fo — )z € O(K )z ® Jo for any zo € Zp.

Proof. As e=%2¢(—W) has positive lower bound on any compact subset of M\Z,
where Z is some analytic subset of M, it follows from Lemma [3I] that there exists
a subsequence of {f;};en+ (also denoted by {f;},en+) that compactly convergent
to a holomorphic (n,0) form fy on {¥ < —¢¢} which satisfies
/ |fol?e™Pe(—T) < 1_irninf/ |fi]PePc(—) < C.
{W<—to} I+ Jiw<—t;}

Next we prove (fo — f)zy € O(Knr)z, ® J., for any zg € Zy.

For any zyp € Zo N {¥ = —oo}, we know that {f;};>0 and f are holomorphic
(n,0) forms on some neighborhood U, of z. It is also easy to verify that J(¥),, =
I., = Onm,z and J,, is an Oy, -submodule of Opy .. As J., C Op,z, is an
O, zo-submodule, it follows from Lemma 28 (f; — f)z, € O(Kn)z @ J,, and
{f;}jen+ compactly converges to fo that we know (fo — f)., € O(Kar)z, ® J.,, for
any zo € ZoN{¥ = —oo}.

Let 20 € Zo\(¥ = —oc}. As limsup [y, |fyfPe™#e(—¥) < C < +oo, we

know (f; — f1) € H.,. The definition of H,, can be referred to Section It
follows from (f; — f)., € Js, that we know (f; — fi)., € J.,. Hence we have
(f; — f1) € H.y N J,,. We note that e”?¢c(—¥) has a positive lower bound on
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some open neighborhood of zy. It follows from inequality B1)), (f; — f1) € Hz, N
J.,, the uniqueness of limit function and Lemma [Z9] that we know (fo — f1)., €
O(K M)z @ (Hzy N s, ). Hence we know that (fo — f)z, € O(Kar)z ® Js, for any
20 € Zo\{\lf = —OO}.

Now we have (fo — )z, € O(Knr)z ® Ju for any zp € Zp. Lemma B2 is
proved. (I

Lemma 3.3. Let to > T. The following two statements are equivalent,
(1) G(to) = 0;
(2) fzo € O(KM)ZO ® Jzo7 for any zop € ZO~

Proof. Tt f., € O(Kpr)z ® Joy, for any zg € Zp, then take f = 0 in the definition
of G(t) and we get G(to) = 0.

If G(tp) = 0, by definition, there exists a sequence of holomorphic (n,0) forms
{fi}jez+ on {¥ < —to} such that

lim |fil?e ¢e(—W) =0, (3.2)
I J{w<—to}

and (f; — flzo € O(K )z ® Jsy, for any zp € Zp and j > 1. It follows from
Lemma [3.2] that there exists a subsequence of {f;},en+ compactly convergent to a
holomorphic (n,0) form fo on {¥ < —to} which satisfies

/ foPePee(—W) =0
{T<—to}

and (fo—1)z, € O(K )2, ®J, for any zg € Zy. It follows from f{\1’<—t0} | fol2e=Poc(—W) =
0 that we know fo = 0. Hence we have f., € O(K )., ® J,, for any zyp € Zy. State-
ment (2) is proved. O

The following lemma shows the existence and uniqueness of the holomorphic
(n,0) form related to G(t).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that G(t) < +oo for some t € [T, +00). Then there exists a
unique holomorphic (n,0) form Fy on {¥ < —t} satisfying

/ By 2e%ec(—0) = G(1)
{T<—t}

and (Fy — f) € O(K)z @ Jay, for any zo € Zp.
Furthermore, for any holomorphic (n,0) form F on {¥ < —t} satisfying

/ |F2e™%ac(—T) < 400
{T<—t}
and (F = f) € O(Kup)z @ Jay, for any zo € Zy. We have the following equality

/ |Ft|26_%c(—\11) + / |13' — Ft|26_%c(—\11)
{T<—t}

{U<—t}
:/ |F|2e™%ac(—D).
{U<—t}

Proof. We firstly show the existence of F;. As G(t) < +oo, then there exists a
sequence of holomorphic (n,0) forms {f;},en+ on {¥ < —t} such that

(3.3)

1 fiPe (W) = Glt)
I+ J{w<—t}
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and (f; — f) € O(Kum)z ® Js, for any zo € Zy and any j > 1. It follows from
Lemma [3.2] that there exists a subsequence of {f;},;en+ compactly convergent to a
holomorphic (n,0) form F on {¥ < —t} which satisfies

/ |F|2e™%ac(—W) < G(t)
{T<—t}

and (F — )z, € O(Kp)z, ® Js, for any zg € Zy. By the definition of G(t), we have
f{\l,<_t} |F|?e=%2c(—W) = G(t). Then we obtain the existence of F;(= F).

We prove the uniqueness of F; by contradiction: if not, there exist two differ-
ent holomorphic (n,0) forms fi and fo on {¥ < —t} satisfying f{‘y<7t} |f1]2e= P

C(_\I]) = f{‘11<ft} |f2|26_¢ac(_\11) = G(t)u (fl - f)zo € O(KM)ZO ® Jzo for any
20 € Zo and (fa — f)zy € O(K 1)z, ® Js, for any zg € Zy. Note that

/ |f1+f2|26_<ﬂac(_\11)+/ |f1_f2|26_¢ac(_\11)
(w<—ty 2 (w<—ty 2

1 2o 2 omec(0) =
=3[, e [ ppe ) = 6o

then we obtain that

[ s Epeeden <co
{¥<—t}

and (% — [z € O(Kp)z @ Jy, for any zg € Zy, which contradicts to the
definition of G(t).

Now we prove the equality (B3). Let h be any holomorphic (n,0) form on
{¥ < —t} such that f{\I/<7t} |h|?e=?oc(—V) < 400 and h € O(K ), ® J, for any
20 € Zy. It is clear that for any complex number «, F; 4+ «h satisfying ((F; + ah) —
f) € O(Kpp)z ® Jo, for any zp € Zy and f{\p<_t} |Ey|2e %o c(—0) < f{\p<—t} |Fy +
ah|?e=%ac(—W). Note that

/ |Fy + ahPe%oc(—V) — / |Fy[2e%oe(=W) >0
(w<—t} {(w<—1}
considering av — 0) implies
(By considering o — 0) impli
m/ Fihe #oc(—¥) = 0,
{T<—t}

then we have

/ |F} + h|?e™%oc(=T) = / (|| + |h|?)e #oc(—D).
{U<—t} {U<—t}

O

Letting h = F' — F, we obtain equality (33).
The following lemma shows the lower semicontinuity property of G(t).

Lemma 3.5. G(t) is decreasing with respect tot € [T, +00), such that . htm-i-o G(t) =
—to

G(to) for anyty € [T, +00), and if G(t) < o0 for somet > T, then , ligrn G(t) =0.
— 400

FEspecially, G(t) is lower semicontinuous on [T, 400).
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Proof. By the definition of G(t), it is clear that G(t) is decreasing on [T, +00).
If G(t) < +o0o for some t > T, by the dominated convergence theorem, we know
ti}glooG(t) = 0. It suffices to prove t—1>1tr0n+0 G(t) = G(tg) . We prove it by contra-
diction: if not, then lim G(t) < G(to).
t—to+0

By using Lemma B4l for any ¢ > to, there exists a unique holomorphic (n,0)
form Fy on {¥ < —t} satisfying f{\l’<—t} |Fy|2e%oc(—W) = G(t) and (F;, — f) €
O(K )z ® Js, for any zp € Zy. Note that G(t) is decreasing with respect to t. We

2 —p . < . . —
have f{\P<7t} |Fy|?e?c(—y) < t—1>1tr£+0G(t) for any t > to. If t—1>1tr0n+0 G(t) = +oo,
the equality . hthro G(t) = G(to) obviously holds, thus it suffices to prove the case
—to

. 2 —Panf_ .
tﬁhtroriro G(t) < +oo. It follows from f{‘y<7t} |Fy|2e™%ec(—T) < t%htrorﬁro G(t) < +o0

holds for any ¢t € (to,t1] (where t1 > ¢ is a fixed number) and Lemma that
there exists a subsequence of {F}} (denoted by {F},}) compactly convergent to a

holomorphic (n,0) form Fy, on {¥ < —to} satisfying

/ |Ft0|267“"ac(—\11) < lim G(t) < oo
{T<—to} t—to+0

and (Fy, — f)z0 € O(Kar)z, ® Ja, for any zy € Zy.

Then we obtain that G(ty) < f{‘l’<fto} |y |2eoc(—0) < tﬁlitrorﬁro G(t), which

contradicts tﬁhtrorirOG(t) < G(tp). Thus we have tﬁhtrorirOG(t) = G(to). O

We consider the derivatives of G(t) in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that G(t1) < 400, where t1 € (T,+00). Then for any
to > t1, we have

M < liminf G(to) — G(tO + B)

f:lo C(t)e_tdt ~ B—0+40 tiO""B C(t)e_tdt )

i.€e.

G(to) — G(t1) > Jim sup G(to + B) — G(to)
- to+B

t _ t _ _ t _ :
Jpy eemtdt — [} e(t)e~tdt — B—0+0 [777 e(t)emtdt — [ c(t)e~tdt

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma B that G(t) < +oo for any ¢ > ¢;. By Lemma B4
there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form Fy, on {¥ < —t}, such that (Fy, — f) €
O(K )z @ J,, for any 2o € Zy and G(tg) = f{\p<_t0} |Fy |2e=%oc(—W).

It suffices to consider that liminf G,,([f‘l);G(toJrB) € [0,+00) because of the de-

B ind e e var
creasing property of G(t). Then there exists 1 > B; — 0+ 0 (as j — +00) such
that

iy Glto) —Glto+B;j) _ .. . Glto) — Glto + B)

j—+oc t‘;OJFBj c(t)e—tdt B—040 ft‘;OJFB c(t)etdt

(3.4)
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and {M}jg\ﬁ is bounded. As c(t)e™! is decreasing and positive on

f::JrBj c(t)e—tdt
(t,4+00), then
G(to) — G(to + B; G(to) — G(to + B; 1
Jim (tO)B- (to+ Bj) _ Jim (to) = G(to + J))( . )
j—too B (t)etdt j—+oo B lim c(t)e~t
to t—to+0 (3 5)
. G(fo) — G(fo + BJ) eto '
=( lim )(— ).
j—+oo B, lim ¢(t)
t—to+0

Hence {%@} jen+ is uniformly bounded with respect to j.

As t < vy, ;(t), the decreasing property of c(t)e™! shows that

e—\Il-i-’UtO,Bj (W)C(_Uto,Bj (\Ij)) Z C(_\I/)

It follows from Lemma [2Z7] that, for any B;, there exists holomorphic (n,0) form
F; on {¥ < —t;} such that

[ 1B = b (0B e e w)
{U<—t1}

S/ |Fj = (1= big, 5, (0)) Fy [P P e H 008 (M e~y g (V)
{U<—t1}

to+B; . 1 2 \J
S/ c(t)e” dt/ B_H{*tofBj<‘1‘<*to}|Ft0| ever
t1 {‘I’<_t1} J

eto+B; ftOJFBJ‘ c(t)etdt 1
= tllnf c(t) / EH{*tO*Bj<\P<fto}|Fto|2€_“’°‘C(—‘I’)
te(to,to+Bj) (r<=t} 73

elot i ftthJrBj c(t)e~tdt (/
= ><
{

1 -
= Lwe s} | Foo[Pe™#oc(— 1)

inf C(t) \I’<—t1} B]

te(to,t0+Bj)

1 -
B /{\P< t }B_jﬂ{\p<_tU_Bj}|Fto|2€ “0‘*0(—\1/)>
-l

<eto+Bj fttlo-i-Bj c(t)e_tdt . G(to) . G(to +Bj)
- inf  ¢e(t) B;
te(to,to+By)

Note that by, p,(t) = 0 for t < —tg — By, by, B,(t) = 1 for t > to, vy,,B,(t) >
—to— Bj and c(t)e™! is decreasing with respect to ¢. It follows from inequality (3.6)
that (Fj — Fiy )z € O(Km)zo @ I(¥ + ¢a)zy C O(Kr)z, @ J2, for any zo € Zp.

Note that

[ IR
{U<—t1}

<[ R (b, ()R Pe W) +2 [ (1= b (W)F e e(-0)
{U<—t1} {U<—t1}

< 400. (3.6)

etotBs [0FB5 (pye—tay . Glto) = Glto + B))

<2 t1 +2/ |Ft |26_<p0‘c(—\11),
o inf t B 0
te(tol,lzel0+3j)c( ) J {T<—to}
(3.7)
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We also note that B; <1, %ﬁtﬁfm is uniformly bounded with respect to
jand G(to) = f{\Il<—t0} |Fi|?e=?oc(—=W). Tt follows from inequality (3.7) that we
know f{\I/<7t1} |Ej[2e~%ec(—W) is uniformly bounded with respect to j.

It follows from Lemma[3.2] that there exists a subsequence of { F};} ;en+ compactly
convergent to a holomorphic (n,0) form F;, on {¥ < —t;} which satisfies

/ |y, |Pe™Poc(—0) < 1irninf/ |Ej2e™%ec(—W) < 400,
{U<—t1} {T<—t1}

Jj—+o0

and (Fy, — Fy))z0 € O(Kpr)zy ® Ja, for any zo € Zo.
Note that lim; 4o bty B, (t) = Ij¢>—¢yy and
{ —tg if x < —tg,

vo® = 10 v s (=1 sy,

Jj—+oo
It follows from inequality (0] and Fatou’s lemma that
| AR B+ B c(~)
{¥<—to} {—to<T<—t1}

< / |Ft1 - ]I{\I/<—to}Fto |267@a67\1}+vt0(‘1})c(_vt0 (\Ij))
{T<—t1}

<liminf |F; — (1 — beo,, (V) Fy [Pe™ % c(— W)
J—+oo {U<—t1}
eto+Bs [P0t Bi ypye—tgy to) — G(to + B;
< lim inf w et Glto) ~ Glto +By) (3.8)
i too inf e(t) B;
te(to,to+B;)

It follows from Lemma B4l equality (84), equality (35) and inequality (B8]
that we have

/ |y [Pe%oc(—T) — / By [Pe%0c(— 1)
{U<—t1} {T<—to}

<[ R -BPedns [ By [Pe o el )
{T<—to} {—to<T<—t1}

S/ |y, _]I{'Il<fto}Fto|2€_%€_\I’+Ut°(\y)c(—vto(‘I’))
{U<—t1}

<hminf [V = (L= b, (1) By e e(—¥)
<—t1
to+B,; to+Bj —t
Shmlnf (e o+ B; ftlU 7 c(t)e dt % G(to) — G(to + B])

j—++00 inf  ¢(t) B;
te(to,to-"-Bj)

to _
S(/ c(t)e_tdt> lim inf G(ttolB Glto + B).
t B=0+0 [0 c(t)etdt

)

Note that (Fi, — Fi,).y € O(Kpr)zy @ Jo, for any zg € Zo. It follows from the
definition of G(t) and inequality ([B.9]) that we have
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G(t) = G(to)

<[ RPerecw - [ (R Pete-w)
{U<—t1} {U<—to}
N e Y
(vt} (3.10)
S/ By = Tweto) Fro [Pe™ %2 e V0 M=y (1))
{T<—t1}
to
to) — G(1 B
S(/ c(t)e"dt) lim inf G(tOlB Glto + )
t B=0t0 [0 c(t)e~tdt
Lemma [3.6] is proved.
0

The following property of concave functions will be used in the proof of Theorem
1.2

Lemma 3.7 (see [23]). Let H(r) be a lower semicontinuous function on (0, R].
Then H(r) is concave if and only if

H(r) - H(r2) _ i inf H(rs) — H(r2)
L —To T rz3—ra—0 r3 — 19

holds for any 0 < rq <ry < R.

4. PrRooOFs oF THEOREM [[L2] REMARK [[L3], COROLLARY [[L4] AND REMARK
We firstly prove Theorem

Proof. We firstly show that if G(tg) < +oo for some to > T, then G(t;) < 400 for
any T < t1 < tg. As G(tg) < +o0, it follows from Lemma B4 that there exists a
unique holomorphic (n,0) form F,, on {¥ < —t} satisfying

/ |Fi, [Pe™%oc(—W) = G(tg) < 400
{¥<—to}

and (Fyy — f)zy € O(K )z @ Ja, for any zg € Zo. )
It follows from Lemma [Z7] that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F; on
{¥ < —t1} such that

/{\p ) [Fy = (1= by, (W) Fyp [Pe™ #0020 ey p(W))

<—t1

S(/ C(s)e_SdS) /M EH{*tO*B<\P<7t0}|Ft0|26_¢a_\p < +o0.
t1

Note that by, 5(t) = 0 on {¥ < —ty — B} and vy, g(¥) > —to — B. We have
ev0-8(We(—v;, p(¥)) has a positive lower bound. Tt follows from inequality (@)
that we have (Fy — Fiy)z € O(Kp)zo @ I(V + @0 )z € O(K 1)z @ Jo, for any
20 € Zp, which implies that (Fy — f)., € O(Knr)z, @ Ja, for any 2o € Zp. As
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Vo, 58(¥) > U and c(t)e! is decreasing with respect to ¢, it follows from inequality
@I that we have

/ By — (1= by p(0))Fy [P %o c(~ 1)
{U<—t1}

S/ By = (1= by, (W) Fyp [Pe™ #0020 ey p(W)) (4.2)
{U<—t1}

fot B 1 2 v
<[ eoetds) [ FlicipercoilFPe oY < oo,
t1 M

Then we have

[ iRpea-w)
{U<—t1}

< / By — (1= by (W) Fyy 2o c(~T) 4 2 / (1 = buy 5 (0) Fyy P %o e(— )
(W<—t1} {w<—t1}
to+B 1 5 v )
§2(/ C(S)e_sds)/ E]I{ftofB<\P<7to}|Fto| e vt 4 2/ |Ft0| e‘%"ac(_\l})
t1 M {¥<—to}
< 4+ 0.
(4.3)

Hence we have G(t1) < [ry |F1|2e=Pec(—T) < +o0.
Now, it follows from Lemma [B.5] Lemma and Lemma [3.7 that we know
G(h=1(r)) is concave with respect to r. It follows from Lemmal[3.5 that . 1i¥}r0 G(t) =
—

G(T) and , han G(t) = 0.
— 400
Theorem is proved.

Now we prove Remark

Proof. Note that if there exists a positive decreasing concave function g(t) on
(a,b) C R and ¢(¢) is not a constant function, then b < 4.

Assume that G(tg) < +oo for some tg > T. As f,, & O(Ku)z, ® Js, for some
z0 € Zy, Lemma B3] shows that G(ty) € (0, +00). Following from Theorem [[.2] we
know G(h~1(r)) is concave with respect to r € (fTTl c(t)e~tdt, f;{oo c(t)e~tdt) and
G(h=1(r)) is not a constant function, therefore we obtain f;;oo c(t)e tdt < 4oo,

which contradicts to f;{oo c(t)e tdt = +oo. Thus we have G(t) = +oc.
When G(t2) € (0,+00) for some ty € [T,400), Lemma shows that f,, ¢
O(K )z @ Jsy, for any zp € Zy. Combining the above discussion, we know

fgoo c¢(t)e~tdt < +oco. Using Theorem [[Z we obtain that G(h~'(r)) is concave

with respect to r € (0, f;oo c(t)e~tdt), where h(t) = :OO c(l)e~tdl.

Thus, Remark [[L3] holds. O
Now we prove Corollary [[4]
Proof. As G(h™'(r)) is linear with respect to r € [O,fTJroo c(s)e*ds), we have

G(t) = % ;LOO c(s)e *ds for any t € [T, +o0) and T € (T, +00).
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We follow the notation and the construction in Lemma 3.6l Let tg >t > T be
given. It follows from G(h~1(r)) is linear with respect to r € [0, f;oo c(s)e%ds)
that we know that all inequalities in (BI0) should be equalities, i.e., we have

G(tr) — Glto)
- / |y, Peec(— W) - / |Fyy [P c(— 1)
{T<—t1}

{¥T<—to}

= [ IR - L B e el )
{U<—t1} (44)

N /{\1’ t1} |Ft1 - ]I{‘lf<ft0}Ft0 |2€_¢a€_‘p+vt0(W)C(_Uto(w))
<—t1

—( / * eft)etdt) timin E0) ~ Cllo+ B)

t B—0+0 ftioJch(t)e*tdt '

Note that G(tg) = f{\l,<_t0} |Fio|?e™?oc(—W). Equality (£4) shows that G(t1) =

Jwerey |[Eyy[Pem e (= ).
Note that on {¥ > —to}, we have e~ V00 e(—p, (¥)) = (V). It follows
from

[ IR L B Peoe-0)
{U<—t1}
:/ |Foy = Lpwe oy Fro[Pe™Pme ™40 My, (1))
{T<—t1}
that we have (note that v, (¥) = —tg on {¥ < —tp})

[ 1R By Pee-w)

{‘I}<7t0} (4 5)

:/{‘1; t }|Z:"t1 — Ft0|267¢Q67'y7t°c(t0).
<—to

As :,Jfoo c(t)e~tdt < +oo and c(t)e” " is decreasing with respect to ¢, we know that
there exists to > to such that c(t)e™ < c(tg)e ' — € for any t > to, where € > 0 is
a constant. Then equality (£ implies that

6/ |Ft1 — Ft0|267@a7‘1}

{T<—ta}

< / By, — Fig e (e "0c(to) — o(—T))
{T<—ta}

<[ Ry - ByPetn (et clt) - o -1)
{T<—to}

Note that e=#2=Y > ¢~ (at¥)| |2, 41 is a plurisubharmonic function and the
integrand in (A.6) is nonnegative, we must have Fy, [fg<_s} = Fy,-



BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L? INTEGRALS AND CONCAVITY PROPERTY 31

It follows from Lemma [B4] that for any t > T, there exists a unique holomorphic
(n,0) form F} on {¥ < —t} satisfying

{U<—t}

and (Fy — f) € O(Km)z ® Ja, for any zp € Zy. By the above discussion, we
know F; = Fy on {¥ < —max{¢t,t'}} for any t € (T,+00) and t' € (T,+00).
Hence combining lim; 719 G(t) = G(T'), we obtain that there exists a unique
holomorphic (n,0) form Fon {¥ < —TY} satisfying (F — f)., € O(Kar)., ® Js, for
any z0 € Zo and G(t) = [y |F|2e=¢ec(—W) for any t > T.

Secondly, we prove equahty 2.

As a(t) is a nonnegative measurable function on (7, 4+00), then there exists

n;
a sequence of functions {Z aijle, bient (ni < +oo for any i € N*) satisfying

that Z ai;lg,; is increasing with respect to ¢ and lim Z aijlp,; = a(t) for any
j=1 1~>+ooj 1

t € (T, 400), where E;; is a Lebesgue measurable subset of (T, +00) and a;; > 0 is
a constant for any 7, j. It follows from Levi’s Theorem that it suffices to prove the
case that a(t) = HE( ), where E CC (T, +00) is a Lebesgue measurable set.

G(T e
Note that G(t) = [y |F2e=%oc(—T) = m j; ds where
T, € (T, +00), then

t1
/ |F|2e=%ac(—T) = #/ c(s)e™*ds (4.7)
[—t1<T<—ts} J. t2

1, c(s)esds

holds for any T < t5 < t; < 4o0. It follows from the dominated convergence
theorem and equality ([{1) that

/ |F[2e=%> =0 (4.8)
{zeM:—¥(2)EN}

holds for any N CC (T, +00) such that u(N) = 0, where y is the Lebesgue measure
on R.

As c(t)e™! is decreasing on (T, +00), there are at most countable points denoted
by {s;}jen+ such that c(t) is not continuous at s;. Then there is a decreasing
sequence of open sets {U}, such that {s;};en+ C Up C (T, +00) for any k, and

i 111_{1 w(Ux) = 0. Choosing any closed interval [t},t]] C (T, +00), then we have
—

/ PP+
{—t1<¥<-1t5}

-/ Fpeee + [ Feee
(€M~ (2)€(th,t,\Uk} (€M~ (2)€[th t]NUL}

= lim Z/ |F~‘|2e*¥’a+/ |F|2 —Lpa
Nt i 0 HEeMi— U (2)EL; 0 \Us } {zEM:—W(2)€[th,t,]NUL}
(4.9)



32 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

tl t2

where I; ., = (t] — (i + D, t] — i) and oy, = . Note that

lim / |F|26_%6
n—-+00 Z {zeM:—¥(2)€l; ,\Ur}

(4.10)
<limsup / |F|2e=%oc(—W).
n—s-+o0 ;mfh AU €(8) JzeMi—w(z)er, \UL
It follows from equality ([{1) that inequality ([@I0) becomes
n—1 ~
hrf / |F|2e™
e {2EM: = (2)EL; n\Us}
o (4.11)
G(T R 1
S# lim sup Z o / c(s)e”?ds.
le c(s)emsds n—+oo g Infp, vy c(t) J1, . v,

It is clear that ¢(t) is uniformly continuous and has positive lower bound and upper
bound on [t5,#)]\Uk. Then we have

n—1

1
lim sup 7/ c(s)e *ds
n—+00 ; infr, \v, c(t) Ji, .\ (=)

n—1
<limsup 3 Pre °1) [ e (4.12)
oo = i0fr, v, c(t) Ji, v,

:/ e ‘ds.
(t5,t\Uy,

Combining inequality [@3), (I11) and (£I12), we have

/ e
{1 <v<—15}

:/ |F|2e—%e +/ [FPe™? (413)
{2EM:—W(2)E(t),t,]\Us} {2€M:—W(2)€E[th,#,]NUx }
G(Ty)

gm—/ e_sds—i—/ |F|2e= %,
T c(s)e=sds J(ty ¢, \Usx {z€M: =W (2)€[t},t)]NUx}

Let k — +oo, following from equality (@8] and inequality [@I3]), then we obtain
that

- G(T: #
/ |F|2e™ % < %/ e *ds. (4.14)
{—t) <v<—t} r, cls)emvds Ju
Following from a similar discussion we can obtain that
- G(T t
/ |F|26_<p"‘ > %/ e *ds.
{—ti<p<—th} 1, c(s)esds Jy,

Then combining inequality (@I4]), we know

- G(T #
/ |F[2e™ %> = %/ e %ds. (4.15)
{—#<T<—t} Jr, cls)em2ds Ju,
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Then it is clear that for any open set U C (T, +00) and compact set V' C (T, +00),

Fl2e%a — & e *ds,
|
U

/{zGM;\I!(z)GU} f;;oo c(s)e~sds

and

- T
/ |F|267LP°‘ = —+OOG( 1) / e %ds.
[2eM;—W(2)eV} le c(s)e=sds Jv

As E CC (T,+o0), then EN (t,11] is a Lebesgue measurable subset of (T + 1, n)

for some large n, where T' < t5 < t; < 400. Then there exists a sequence of

compact sets {V;} and a sequence of open subsets {V]} satisfying Vi C ... C

ViCVipp C...CEN(t,th] C...C V), CcV/C...C V| CC(T,+o0) and
lim p(V] —Vj) =0, where y is the Lebesgue measure on R. Then we have

Jj—+o0
J Feets(-w) = [ e
(—t)<T<—t}} 2EM:—W(2)E BN (ta,t1]

<liminf |F|2e %=

J—rtoo /{zEM:‘I/(z)GVjI}

T
Slmmf#/ e~*ds
Jmtee [ e(s)emsds Jvy

gm(—/ e °ds
S els)esds JE (a1

G(Tl) ‘/t1 e~ 5T (S)dS
=— E ;
fTJZ c(s)e=sds Jt,
and
Fee

/ |F|2e= %I (—W) > lim inf/
{—t) <W<—t4} J=toe JizeM:—W(z)eV;)}

G(T
thlnf%/ e “ds
Jmtee [ e(s)esds Jv;

T h
- +ooG( ) _/ e "Ip(s)ds,
I c(s)e=sds Ju,
which implies that
- T t
/ |F2e#ely(—T) — #/ e~ T (s)ds.
{—t) <T<—t} le c(s)e=sds Ji,
Hence we know that equality ([2]) holds.
Corollary [[L4] is proved. O
Now we prove Remark

Proof of Remark[[A By the definition of G(¢; ¢), we have G(to; ¢) < f{q}<7t0} |F|2e=ed(—0),
where F'is the holomorphic (, 0) form on {¥ < —T'} such that G(t) = f{\Il<—t} |F[2e=%ac(—)
for any ¢ > T'. Hence we only consider the case G(to; ¢) < +o0.

By the definition of G(t;¢), we can choose a holomorphic (n,0) form Fi, ; on

{U < —to} satisfying (Fiyc — f)ze € O(Enr)z ® Jsy, for any zp € Zy and



34 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

f{\p<7to} |Fyo o2 P2c(—W) < +o00. As H2(¢,t0) C H3(c,to), we have f{\I!<7to} |y 2 oe(—W) <
+00. Using Lemma [3.4] we obtain that

[ W= [ R
{T<—t} {T<—t}
[ A= FRevee-w)
{T<—t}

for any t > tg, then

/ |Fypal’e™#2c(—W) :/ |FPe%c(~ )
{—t3<T<—t4} {—t3<U<—t4}

+/ |Fyy e — 1:"|26_%c(—\11)
{—t3<U<—t4}

holds for any t3 > t4 > ty. It follows from the dominant convergence theorem,
equality (LI6), (£8) and c(t) > 0 for any ¢t > T, that

/ |Fro el*e % = / |Fyo e — F|?e % (4.17)
{zeM:—¥(z)=t} {zeM:—¥(z)=t}

holds for any ¢t > ty.

Choosing any closed interval [}, t5] C (to, +00) C (T, +00). Note that c(t) is
uniformly continuous and have positive lower bound and upper bound on [t/, t5]\ U,
where {U}} is the decreasing sequence of open subsets of (T, +00), such that c is
continuous on (7', +00)\U}, and kETmu(Uk) = 0. Take N = N> U}. Note that

/ [Frpafeee

{ft'<\P<7ti}

= lim / |Fy, | e P +/ | Fy )5|2€_S&°‘
"—>+°°Z {zEM: =V (2)€S; »\Ur} ’ {z€M:—W(2)E(t],t4]NUL} ’

<limsup Z P
in Si,

n—-+o0o i—0

(4.16)

/ |Fyy o2 %7 c(— )
{zeM: =¥ (2)€S; n\Ur}

+/ | Fyo e,
{zeM: =V (z)e(t],t5]NUL }
(4.18)

where S;,, = (t) — (i + 1), th — i) and o, = gty

(£16), 17, (E8) and the dominated theorem that

. It follows from equality

/ |Fy clPe % c(—0)
{zeM: =¥ (2)€S; n\Ur}

:/ |F|2e %ac(—W) + / |Fyy e — F2e %o c(—).
{zeM: =V (2)€S; ,\Ur} {zeM: =¥ (2)€S; n\Uik }

(4.19)
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As ¢(t) is uniformly continuous and have positive lower bound and upper bound on
[th, t4]\Uk, combining equality ([@I9]), we have

lim sup Z L

n—r+00 i=0 infsi,n\Uk C(t) /{ZEM:—‘I’(Z)ESZ'YH\UIC}

=limsup Z !

n—too =2 infs, \u, c(t) /{ZGM:\IJ(Z)GSi,n\U;C}

|Ft075|26_¢ac(_\11)
|FPe™ %o c(—1)

+ / |Fiy e — FPe™#2c(—1))
{26 M:—¥(2)€S; »\Ur}

apmetl | PP+
0 infg, \v, c(t) Jizem—w(xes. \vi}

+ / |Fyyc — FPe™#")
{zeM:—¥(2)€S; n\Ur}

:/ F|2e= ¢ —|—/ |Fyy.c — F~'|267¢a.
{zEM:—V(z)e(ty,t5]\Ux } {zEM: =V (z)e(ty,t5]\Ux }
(4.20)
If follows from inequality (£I8) and ([20) that
/ [Fupl?e ™
{-tp<w<—t}
< / |F2e%e + / |Fiy.c — F[2e%e
{zeM: =V (z)e(ty, t5]\Us } {zeM: =V (2)e(ty,t5]\Us }
+/ |Ft015|26_wo‘.
{zeM: =V (2)e(ty,t5]NUL}
(4.21)

It follows from Fy, ; € H?(c,tp) that f{it/<\1,<7t/} |Fyy cl?e™ % < +oo. Let k —
3= 4
+00, by equality (L8], inequality (£2I)) and the dominated theorem, we have

2 —
[ IRPe
{~th<T<—t})

</ Fee+ ooz — PP (492)
(M= W (2)e(t].t5]} {2€M:—U(2)e(t] t4]\N}

+ / |Ft0)5|2€_w‘".
{zeM: =V (z)e(t),t5]NN}

By similar discussion, we also have that

2 —
[ RuPe
{—t<w<—t}}

2/ |F2e=%e +/ |Fiy s — F2e%e
(zeM:—U(2)e(t]. 4]} (€ M:—W(2)e (], t,\N}

+ / |Ft075|2€_"0"‘.
{zeM: =V (z)e(t),t5]NN}
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then combining inequality (£22]), we have

2 —
/ |Ft0>5| e ¥
— L, <T<—t/
3 4

:/ |F|2e™¢a +/ |Fyy e — F|2e™% (4.23)
{zeM: =V (z)e(t],t5]} {zeM:—V(z)e(ty,t5]\N}

+/ |Ft015|267@°‘.
{zeM: =V (z)e(ty,t5]NN}

Using equality (@8], (II7) and Levi’s Theorem, we have

/ [Frpale v
{zeM:—¥(2)eU}

=/ |F|%e% + / |Fyy,c — F|?e %" (4.24)
{zeM:—¥(z)eU} {zEM:—¥(2)EU\N}

+/ |Ft075|26_<p0‘
{zeM:—¥(z)eUNN}

holds for any open set U CC (tg, +00), and

/ [Frpale v
{zeM:—¥(2)eV}

z/ |F|%e™% + / |Fyyc — F|Pe % (4.25)
{zeM:—¥(z)eV} {zEM:—¥(2)EV\N}

+/ |Ft075|26_<p0‘
{zeM:—¥(z)eVNN}

holds for any compact set V' C (tg, +00). For any measurable set E CC (tg, +00),
there exists a sequence of compact set {V;}, such that V; C Vj41 C E for any [ and

l 1121 w(V) = u(E), hence by equality (£28), we have
—+00

/ |Ey cl?e#oIp(—y) > lim |yl e 9Ly, (—1))
{U<—to} =400 J{yp<—to}

> lim FPe=?ely, (—¢ 4.26
l—~4o0 {¢<*t0}| | ]( ) ( )

=[P ().
{<—to}
—+00

It is clear that for any ¢ > to, there exists a sequence of functions {2?21 Ig, ;13

defined on (¢, +00), satisfying E; ; CC (¢, +00), 27211 Ig,,,(s) > E;h:l g, ,(s)

and _ligl 27:1 Ig, ;(s) = é(s) for any s > t. Combining Levi’s Theorem and
i—>+00 ’

inequality (20, we have
/ |Fy cPe™#o8(—0) 2/ |F|?eo¢(—W). (4.27)
{¥<—to} {r<—to}
By the definition of G(to, ¢), we have G(to,¢) = f{\l,<_t0} |F|2e~%2&(—W). BEquality

([@T3) is proved.
(]
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5. PROOF OF COROLLARY [I7]
In this section, we prove Corollary [ 7

Proof. Let Zy C {tp = —oo}. Let FF =1 on M. Denote ¢, := ¢. As ¢ < =T on
M, we have ¥ := min{¢) — 2log|F|,—T} = +. which implies that H,, = H,, for
any zo € Zo. Denote J,, := F,, for any zy € Zo.

Let ¢(t) € Pr . Now we prove that ¢(t) belongs to Prasw. Let Ty > T be a
real number. Denote ¥; := min{+, —T1}. Let K be any compact subset of M\FE.
IEKN{Y <-T1} #0,as ¢ = Uy on {¢ < =11}, it follows from e~ ?c(—1))
has a positive lower bound on K that e~ ¥¢(—W;) has a positive lower bound on
Kn{y<-T} It Kn{y >—-T1} # 0, as ¢ + 1 is a plurisubharmonic function
on M, then the function e~ %c(—W1) = e ¥ Ve(—U;)e? > e @t e(T))e~ " has a
positive lower bound on K N{¢ > —T1}. Hence e %c(—V;) has a positive lower
bound on any compact set K C M\E. We know c(t) € Pr arw.

By the definition (1) of G(¢; ¢, ¥, ¢q, J, f) and the definition (L) of G(t; ¢, ¥, o, F, f),
we know that G(t;¢,V, p., J, [) = G(t;¢,¢, ¢, F, f) for any ¢ € [T, +00). As there
exists a tg > T such that G(to; ¢, ¥, ¢, f, F) < 400, we know that G(to; ¢, ¥, @a, J, ) <
+00.

Then it follows from Theorem that Corollary [[.7] holds. O

6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

In this section, we prove Proposition by using Theorem [[L2

_ 1
e e if lz — 1] <1 be a real function defined on R,
0 if |z —1]>1

and let g, () = 2 I3 h(s)ds, where d = [ h(s)ds. Note that h(z) € C§°(R)
and h(z) > 0 for any = € R. Then we get that g, (z ) is 1ncreasing with respect to x,
gn(7) < gnyi1(z) for any n € N and = € R, and limy, 4 o0 gn(2) = I{seris>0y () for
any « € R. Setting ¢}'(x) = 1 — g, (x — ), where ¢ is the given positive number in
Proposition[[d] it follows from the properties of { g, ()} nen that ¢ (x) is decreasing
with respect to x, ¢'(z) > cf T (z) for any n € N and z € R, and lim,, s, o ¢ (z) =
[{seris<ey () for any 2 € R. Let ¢, = 0. Note that c}'(z) € [n+-17 1] on (0, +00),
then ¢}'(z) € Po,m,w for any n € N.
Denote

in fl2er (—0) - f 0 _
f{/{\P<_t}|f| (=) :f € HO{¥ < —t}, O(Kw))

Proof. Let h(x) =

& (f_ f)zo € O(KM)ZO ® I(\Ij)zo for any zp € ZO}
by Gy n(s). It follows from Theorem [[L2] that
fl+°° cy(s)e %ds

f0+oo ch(s)e~sds

/ [FPH(=0) > Grn(l) > Gyin(0) (6.1)
{T<-1}

for any | > 0. Following from f{\Il<—l} |f|? < +o0 for any [ > 0, the properties of
{c?}nen and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that

tim fraen= [ (6:2)
n=+o0 Jrgo g} {—t<T<—1}



38 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

As ¢ (z) > Ijseris<y(w) for any # > 0 and n € N, then it follows from the
definitions of Gy, (0) and C v +(Zo) that

Gin(0) > Crw.(Zo). (6.3)
Combining inequality (G.1), equality (6.2]), and inequality ([G.3]), we obtain that

[f[*=lim e (W)
/{t<\I/<l} no+0 Jrgc 1y !

+ _
> lim fl *cr(s)e*ds
T n—+too f0+°° cr(s)e~sds

efl —t

—e
= T CrwelZo)
for any | € (0,t). Following from the difinition of C'y v +(Zy), we have f{—t<\11<0} |f? >
Cyw.1(Zy). Thus, we have

Ctw,t(Zo)

, e l—et
/{ 1<T<—1} 7> 1—e? Crw.i(Zo) (6:4)
—t< <_

for any [ € [0, ).
Following from Fubini’s Theorem and inequality (64)), we obtain that

oV
[ e = [ (i [
M, My 0
+oo
-[(/ 7P ) dr
0 Mn{r<e— ¥}
t
(] 12 )
—c0 {—t<¥<min{-1,0}}
0 t
= / |f]? eldl—i—/ / If1? | elal
—o00 {—t<¥<min{-1,0}} 0 {—t<U<—1}
0 . t 1 _ elft
> Cy Z dl —dl
_Ojﬁq;yt( 0)</006 +/0 1—6_td>

t
——Cto.:(2Zp).

1—et

Then Proposition [[.9 has thus been proved. O

7. PrRoors oF THEOREM [[L11, THEOREM [[L13] AND REMARK [[L14]

The following estimate will be used in the proofs of Theorem [[.TT] and Theorem

Proposition 7.1. Let ¢ be a plurisubharmonic function D, and let f be a holomor-
phic function on {¥ < —to} such that f, € I(p),. Assume that al(¥;¢) < +oo,
then we have al(¥; ) > 0 and

1

72 J (ol (wipyw }|f|26*“"2G(O;CE17\If7<p,1+(2a£'(‘1’;90)‘1’+so)o,f)>0
a, (Vi)W <logr
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holds for any r € (0, e‘“g(‘P;w)tO], where the definition of G(0;¢c = 1,V, o, I, (2al (V; ) ¥+
©)o, f) can be found in Section [Tl

Proof. LemmaZI0ltells us that there exists pg > 2a’ (¥; ) such that I(po¥+¢p), =
I (2a(¥;0)¥ + ¢),. Following from the definition of af(¥;¢) and Lemma 3.3
we obtain that

G(0;c=1,V, ¢, I (2a] (U;0)¥ + )0, f) > 0. (7.1)

Without loss of generality, assume that there exists ¢t > ¢ such that | e |f]?e=% <
+00. Denote that ¢1 := inf{t > ¢ : f{\I/<7t} |f|?¢™# < +oc}. Denote

inf { / IfIPe=?: fe O({p¥ < —t}) & (f = f)o € I(p¥ + so>o}
{pT<—t}

by G,(t), where t € [0,+00) and p > 2a}(¥;¢). Then we know that G,(0) >
G0;e=1,9,¢, I (2a] (¥;0)V + ¢),, f) for any p > 2a(¥; ¢). Note that
p¥ = min{py + (2[p] — 2p) log |F| - 2log|F 1}, 0},
where [p] = min{n € Z: n > p}, and
Golpt) < [ I7Pe < o
{T<—t}

for any ¢ > t;. Theorem shows that G,(—logr) is concave with respect to
r € (0,1] and lim;— 1 o Gp(t) = 0, which implies that
1 2 —y 1
— |[fIFe™ > 5 Gp(—2logrs)
1 J{p¥<2logri} 1

> Gp(0)
> G(0je=1,0,¢,1(2a](¥;0)T + ¢)o, f),

(7.2)

where 0 < ry < e_%.
We prove af (¥; ) > 0 by contradiction: if af(¥; ) = 0, as f{@<7t171} |fPe=¥ <
+00, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and inequality (2] that

1
- e = tm [ fl2e*
7 Jiw——oc} p=04+0 17 Jtpu<210g 1} (7.3)

> G(0;e=1,0,¢,14(2a] (U;0)T + ¢),, f).

Note that p({¥ = —o0}) = p({p = —o0}) = 0, where p is the Lebesgue measure
on C". Inequality (Z3) implies that G(0;c = 1,¥, ¢, I (2al(V; )W + ©),, f) = 0,
which contradicts inequality (ZI)). Thus, we get that af(¥; @) > 0.

For any 75 € (0, e*aﬁ('llw)tl), note that 21"% < —ty foranyp € (2@5(\1!; ©), _21‘;#),

21
_ 2%7”2)'

Then it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and inequality (T.2)) that

1 1
- [fI?e% = lim = VikCns
T2 J{2af (Wsp)¥<2l0g 72} p—2af (Vi) +0 T2 J{p¥<2logrs} (7.4)

> G(05e=1,0, 9,1 (2a] (V5 0)T + ¢)o, f).

which implies that f{p\I’<2logr2} |fI?e=? < +o0 for any p € (2@5(\11;90),
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For any r € (0,e~% (¥)b] if p > ¢~ (¥9)h1 e have f{af(\pw)\pdogr} |f
0 5

+oo > G(0;¢ = LW, o, I (2af (U5 0)0 + ©),, f), and if r € (O,e—aﬁ(\l’;w)tl], it
follows from {al(V; ) < logr} = Upcp,<r{al(V;p)¥ < logrs} and inequality
[T4) that

Pee =

/ e
{af (V;p)U<logr} r2€(0,r) J{2af (W;p)U<2l0g >}

> sup r3G(0;c=1,9,9, 1 (2al(T;0)V + ¢)o, f)
ro€(0,r)

=7r2G0;c= 1,7, ¢, I+(2a£(\11; )V 4+ 0o, f)-
Thus, Proposition [Z.1] holds. O

|flPe™?

Proof of Theorem [L.11l 1t is clear that I} (aV + ¢), C I(aV¥ + ¢),, hence it suffices
to prove that I(aVU + ¢) C I+ (a¥ + ¢),.

If there exists f, € I(aV+¢), such that f, & I (a¥+¢),, then af (V; ¢), = & <
+00. Proposition [[.]] shows that a > 0. Without loss of generality, assume that f
is a holomorphic function on {¥ < —to} N D, where ¢ty > 0. For any neighborhood
U C D of o, it follows from Proposition [Tl that there exists Cyy > 0 such that

5 [Pe e > Cp (75)
" J{av<2logr}nU

for any r € (O,e_izo]. For any t > aty, it follows from Fubini’s Theorem and
inequality (ZH) that

efa\lf
/ e = | <|f|2w / d1>
{a¥<—t}NU {aV<—t}NU 0
+oo
- (] ey
0 {i<e=2¥}N{a¥<—t}NU
+oo
> / / |f|?e™% | dl
et {a¥<—logl}nU

+o0 1
ZOU/ 7dl

t

:+007

which contradicts f, € I(aV + ¢),. Thus, there is no f, € I(a¥ + ¢), such that
fo & I (aV 4 ¢),, which implies that I(aV + ¢) = I (a¥ + ¢), for any a > 0. O

We recall two lemmas, which will be used in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 7.2 (see [31]). Let a(t) be a positive measurable function on (—oo, +00),
such that a(t)e! is increasing near +o00, and a(t) is not integrable near +o0o. Then
there exists a positive measurable function a(t) on (—oo, +00) satisfying the follow-
ing statements:

(1) there exists T < 400 such that a(t) < a(t) for any t > T

(2) a(t)e is strictly increasing and continuous near +00;

(3) a(t) is not integrable near +00.
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Lemma 7.3 (see [35]). For any two measurable spaces (X;, i) and two measurable
functions g; on X; respectively (i € {1,2}), if u1({g1 > r71}) > pa({g2 > r71})
for any r € (0,70], then f{glzro—l} grdpy > f{gﬁr;l} gadyis.

Proof of Theorem[[.I3 We prove Theorem [[LT3] in two cases, that a(t) satisfies
condition (1) or condition (2).

Case (1). a(t) is decreasing near +o00.

Firstly, we prove (B) = (A). Consider FF = f =1, ¢ =0 and ¢ = log|z1| on
the unit polydisc A™ C C". Note that al(log|z1];0) = 1 and

1 1
a(—2log|z1|)—= =(mr "_1/ a(—2log|z1|) —=
[, a2oslaD g =iy [ at-2es

n
70

ro
=(mrg)"tor / a(—2logr)r—tdr
0

+oo
:(wr%)"ilw/ a(t)dt,
—2logro
hence we obtain (B) = (A).
Then, we prove (A) = (B). Theorem [L11I shows that f, & I(2af(¥;0)¥ + ),
and af (¥;¢) > 0. Now we assume that there exist t5 > 0 and a pseudoconvex do-
. . 2ad (W)U »
main Dy C D containing o such that f{\l/<—t0}mD0 |f|2e= 20 (W) V=2 (24 (T; 0)T) <
+oo to get a contradiction. As f, € I(y),, there exist ¢; > ¢y and a pseudocon-
vex domain Dy C Dy containing o such that fDm{‘Il<7tl} |f]?e™% < +o0. Set

c(t) = a(t)et + 1, then we have
/ |f|267“’c(—2a£(\11; P)¥) < +o0. (7.6)
Din{¥<—t1}

Without loss of generality, assume that a(t) is decreasing on (2af(¥;)t;, +00).
Note that c(t)e ™t = a(t)+e~" is decreasing on (2af (¥; ¢)t1, +00) and liminf,_, | o c(t) >
0. As a(t) is not integrable near 400, so is ¢(t)e~*. Note that there exist a plurisub-
harmonic function 1 and a holomorphic function F; on D; such that

P1 — 2log |[Fy| = 2af(¥; ¢) (¢ — 21og | F)

on D;. Denote that ¥y := min{¢; —2log |F1|, —2a/(¥; ¢)t1} on D;. Using Remark
(replacing M, ¥ and T by D;, ¥; and 2a/(¥;p)t; respectively), as f, &
I(2af(VU; 0)U + ), = (¥ + ©),, then we have G(2af(V;)t1;c, Uy, p, [(V; +
©)o, f) = 400, which contradicts to inequality (Z.0). Thus, we obtain (A4) = (B).

Case (2). a(t)e' is increasing near +00.

In this case, the proof of (B) = (A) is the same as the case (1), therefore it
suffices to prove (A) = (B).

Assume that statement (A) holds. It follows from Lemma [[2] that there exists a
positive function a(t) on (—oo, +00) satisfying that: a(t) < a(t) near +oo; a(t)e’ is
strictly increasing and continuous near +oo; a(t) is not integrable near +oo. Thus,
it suffices to prove that for any ¥, ¢ and f, € I(p), satisfying a(¥;p) < +o0,
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a(—2al (V; )W) exp(—2af (U; )V — o+ 2log|f|) € LY (UN{¥ < —t}), where U is
any neighborhood of 0 and ¢ > 0.

Take any tg > 0 and any small pseudoconvex domain Dy C D containing the
origin o such that f € O(Do N{¥ < —to}). Let pu1(X) = [ |f|?e"¥, where X
is a Lebesgue measurable subset of Dy N {¥ < —t¢}, and let us be the Lebeague
measure on (0,1]. Denote that Y, = {—2af(¥;¢)¥ > —logr}. Proposition [1]
shows that there exists a positive constant C' such that uq(Y;.) > Cr holds for any
re (07 6_2a£(\1’§‘ﬂ)t0]'

Let g1 = a(—2al(V; 0)¥) exp(—2al (V; 0)¥) and go(z) = a(— log x+log C)Cx L.
As a(t)e™! is strictly increasing near +oo, then g1 > a(—logr)r~! on Y, implies
that

pm({gr > a(=logr)r™}) > u(Y;) > Cr (7.7)

holds for any r > 0 small enough. As a(t)e! is strictly increasing near +oo, then
there exists ro € (0, e=202(¥)%) guch that

pa({z € (0,70]  g2() > a(=logr)r™'}) = ({0 <z < Cr}) =Cr  (78)

for any 7 € (0,7¢]. As a(—logr)r~! converges to +0o (when r — 0+ 0) and a(t) is

continuous near +o0o, we obtain that

m{gr =) = pe({z € (0,m0] = ga(z) > r~'})

holds for any r > 0 small enough. Following from Lemma and a(t) is not
integrable near +o0, we obtain a(—2al (¥; ¢)¥) exp(—2al(¥; ¢)¥ — ¢ +2log|f|) &
Ll(DO n {\If < —to}).

Thus, Theorem [[.13] holds. O

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Remark [[.T4

Lemma 7.4. Let h be a holomorphic function on a pseudoconvexr domain D C C"
containing the origin o, and let v be a plurisubharmonic function on D such
that ¢l (¥) < 4o, where p > 0. Then we have al(¥;0) = 3, where ¥ =

9
min{2¢c3,(1)¢ — plog|hl, 0}.

Proof. As 1 is a plurisubharmonic function, there exist ¢ > 0 and a neighborhood
U of o such that [;;e™°% < +oco. For any r € (0,1), there exist ' € (0,7) and a

neighborhood U’ € U of o such that 2T1_frl ch () <6 and [, |h|1’e*2%,c§,p(1/’)¢ <

+o00. Following from Holder Inequality, we get that

|h[Pre=2rec s = [ |p|pre=2r'ce (W) e=2r—r)e; ,(W)v
U’ U’
s , 1—r
< ( |h|p62%’cfi,p<w>w) % </ e 2 Cﬁ',p(¢)w>
U/ ’
< 400,

which implies that a}(¥;0) > 1. We prove al(¥;0) = 3 by contradiction: if not,
there exist s > %, t > 0 and a neighborhood V' € U of o such that

/ |h|25p6745021p(’¢')'¢' — / 6725\1/ < +o00. (79)
{w<—t}nV {¥<—t}nvV
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There exists s’ > 1 such that 482(2/:11)0}3)]0(1#) < ¢. Following from inequality (79)

and Holder Inequality, we get that

/ |B|Pe25 e W)V

{U<—t}nV

:/ |h|206*202',p(¢)¢e*2(s'71)c§,p(¢)¢
{T<—t}nVv

L
2

L -
2s , =
<(/ pere e ) Y
{U<—t}nV (<—t}nV

<+ 00,

which contradicts to the definition of ¢/ ,(¢). Thus, we obtain a}(¥;0) = 1. O

Proof of Remark[1.17]] We give a proof of Theorem by using Theorem
The proofs of (B') = (A’) and (C") = (4’) are as the same as the proof of
(B) = (A) in Theorem [[.T3 It suffices to prove (A’) = (B’) and (A’) = (C”).

Assume that statement (A’) holds, then we have the statement (B) in Theorem
holds.

For any h and ¢ satisfying cff’p(dj) < 400, let F =1, f = A2l and ¢ =
(2[5] — p)log|h|, where [m] := min{n € Z : n > m}. Note that [P = |f[?e~?,
¥(0) = —oo and af (¥; ) = ¢! (). The holding of statement (B) in Theorem [LT3]
implies that a(—2¢l (¢)¥) exp(—2¢} (1)1 + plog |h]) is not integrable near o.

For any h and ¢ satisfying ¢! (1) < 400, let ¥ = min{2¢} (1)1 — plog|hl, 0},
¢ =0and f = 1. Lemma [Z4 shows that a/(¥;¢) = . The holding of statement
(B) in Theorem implies that a(—¥)exp(—¥) ¢ LY (U N {¥ < 0}) for any
neighborhood U of o, which implies that a(—2c! ,(¢)y+plog |h|) exp(—2ch (1)1 +
plog|h|) is not integrable near o. O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [L. 1]
In this section, we prove Theorem [[L.T5] by using Theorem

Proof of Theorem [[.T4 Following from Fubini’s Theorem, we have
[ gppere
{wr<0}
efa\ll
:/ |f|26*¢*“+a&“/ ds
{w<0} 0
e 2 UtaW
:/ / PG K E (8.1)
0 {T<0}N{s<e—aV}
—+o0
:/ / |f|2e— e VFaY | el
—oco {T<—LIn{w<o0}
—+oo
:/ |f|2e—<p—\ll+a\ll+/ / |f|2e—ga—\ll+a\ll eldl.
{r<o0} 0 {T<—13
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Denote
in { [ Rt (- € 10+ e f e O < —t})}
{g¥<—t}

by Ge g (t), where ¢ is a Lebesgue measurable function on (0,+o00) and ¢ >
20S (W' p) > 1.
Next we prove inequality

1

{w<—1} Ky .4(0)

holds for I > 0, a > 0 and ¢’ > 2a/(¥; ).

We prove inequality (82) for the case a € (0,1]. Let ¢i(t) = e 7 on (0, +00).
Note that ¢;(t)et is decreasing on (0, +00) and e ¥ci(—¢'¥) = e~ ¢~ (1-9)¥ has
a positive lower bound on any compact subset of D. Theorem shows that
Gey,q (R71(r)) is concave with respect to r, where h(t) = T ¢1(s)e~*ds. Note

' t
that G, ¢ (0) > ﬁ for any ¢’ > 2al(¥; ). Hence we have

v, f

1
{T<-1} a

[25% er(s)e*ds

We prove inequality ([82]) for the case a > 1. Let ¢, (t) be a continuous function
l—a l—a

on (0,+00) such that é,(t) = e ' on (0,m) and éy,(t) = e @ ™ on (m,+oc)
for any positive integer m. Note that ¢, (t)e”! is decreasing on (0,+o00) and
€ 9Cn(—¢' V) has a positive lower bound on any compact subset of D. Theo-
rem shows that Gz, 4 (h;,}(r)) is concave with respect to r, where h,,(t) =
ft+oo ém(s)e *ds. Note that Gg,, 4(0) > m for any ¢’ > 2af(V; ). Hence
we have

fLOO em(s)e *ds
>3 G, (0 8.3
0+ em(s)e=sd v ) (8:3)
f;oo Cm(s)e™%ds 1
B O+°O ém(s)e=sds Kv,f,a(0)
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As f{q}<0} |f|2e=¢~¥ < C1 < +00, it follows from &,,(—¢'¥) < e~ Y, the dominated
convergence theorem and inequality (83) that

2 —p—(1—a)¥ _ . 2 —n o
/{‘I/<é} 17 mLHJrrloo (w<—1y [fPe™ em(=q'¥)
+oo ~
> 1 m(s)e” 1
11m
e f*"“ (s)e=ds Kv.5.a(0)
—e_%l¥
Ky, j.a(0)

Combining equality (1)), inequality (82) and the definition of Ky f4(0), we
obtain that

[ gppere
{¥<0}
+oo

:/ |f|2e—<p—\ll+a\ll+/ / |f|2e—<p—\ll+a\ll eldl

{r<o0} 0 {T<—1}

+oo —14q 1

SO e

( 0 Ku,1.4(0)

_a+q -1 1
q/ -1 K\pﬁfya(o)

for any ¢’ > 2al(¥; ). Let ¢ — 2af(¥; ), we get that inequality (8] also holds
when ¢’ = 2af(¥;¢). Thus, if ¢ > 1 satisfies

(8.4)

q+a—1 4 2 U
IE s S e Kagalo) [ IfPe Y,
q—1 Cy — o+ {w<0}
we have p < 2al(¥; ¢), i.e. f, € I(pY + p),. O

9. APPENDIX: PROOF OF LEMMA 2]7]
In this section, we prove Lemma 2.1
9.1. Some results used in the proof of Lemma [2.7]

Lemma 9.1 (see [11]). Let Q be a Hermitian vector bundle on a Kdhler manifold M
of dimension n with a Kdhler metric w. Assume that n,g > 0 are smooth functions
on M. Then for every form v € D(M, \"1T*M ® Q) with compact support we have

[ gD oldvas + [ D vipavas

M M

2/ (InvV—10¢ — V—=100n — /—1gon A On, A v, v)odVar.
M

Lemma 9.2 (Lemma 4.2 in [32]). Let M and Q be as in the above lemma and 6 be
a continuous (1,0) form on M. Then we have

V=10 A0, Au)a = 0 A (o (B)?), (9.2)

for any (n,1) form « with value in Q. Moreover, for any positive (1,1) form 3, we
have [B, A,] is semipositive.

(9.1)
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Lemma 9.3 (Remark 3.2 in [I1]). Let (M,w) be a complete Kdihler manifold
equipped with a (non-necessarily complete) Kihler metric w, and let Q be a Her-
matian vector bundle over M. Assume that n and g are smooth bounded positive
functions on M and let B := [n\/—10¢g — v/—109n — /—1g0n A On, A,]. Assume
that § > 0 is a number such that B + 01 is semi-positive definite everywhere on
AAT*M ® Q for some q > 1. Then given a form v € L?(M,A"9T*M ® Q) such
that D"v =0 and [y (B+61)" v, v)qdVy < +00, there exists an approzimate so-
lution uw € L2 (M, A" 'T*M ® Q) and a correcting term h € L*(M, N 9T*M ® Q)
such that D" u+ v/6h = v and

/(n+g—1)—1|u|2QdVM+/ |h|2QdVM§/ ((B+ 01" v, v)odVay. (9.3)
M M M

Lemma 9.4 (Theorem 6.1 in [I0], see also Theorem 2.2 in [52]). Let (M,w) be a
complex manifold equipped with a Hermitian metric w, and Q@ CC M be an open set.
Assume that T = T+ g&{;(p is a closed (1,1)-current on M, where T is a smooth
real (1,1)-form and ¢ is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function. Let v be a continuous
real (1,1)-form such that T > ~. Suppose that the Chern curvature tensor of T M
satisfies

(V—=10ry + @ @ Idra ) (k1 @ ko, k1 @ K2) >0

) (9.4)
Vi1, ke € TM  with (k1,k2) =0

for some continuous nonnegative (1,1)-form w on M. Then there is a family of
closed (1,1)-current T¢ , = T + @8&0@,,, on M (¢ € (0,+00) and p € (0, p1) for
some positive number p1) independent of v, such that

(i) ¢, is quasi-plurisubharmonic on a neighborhood of 2, smooth on M\ E¢(T),
increasing with respect to ¢ and p on Q0 and converges to ¢ on Q as p — 0.

(it) Te,p > v — Cw — d,w on L.

where E¢(T) :={x € M :v(T,z) > ¢} (¢ > 0) is the C-upper level set of Lelong

numbers and {6,} is an increasing family of positive numbers such that lin% 0, =0.
p—>

Remark 9.5 (see Remark 2.1 in [52]). Lemma[9.4) is stated in [10] in the case M
is a compact complex manifold. The similar proof as in [10] shows that Lemma[9.]]
on noncompact complex manifold still holds where the uniform estimate (i) and (i%)
are obtained only on a relatively compact subset €.

Lemma 9.6 (Theorem 1.5 in [9]). Let M be a Kdhler manifold, and Z be an analytic
subset of M. Assume that Q is a relatively compact open subset of M possessing a
complete Kdhler metric. Then Q\Z carries a complete Kdhler metric.

Lemma 9.7 (Lemma 6.9 in [9]). Let Q be an open subset of C™ and Z be a complex
analytic subset of Q. Assume that v is a (p,q-1)-form with L} . coefficients and
his a (p,q)-form with L}, coefficients such that v = h on Q\Z (in the sense of
distribution theory). Then Ov = h on €.

Let M be a complex manifold. Let w be a continuous Hermitian metric on M.
Let dVas be a continuous volume form on M. We denote by Lf)’q(M,w, dVir) the
spaces of L? integrable (p, q) forms over M with respect to w and dVjy. It is known
that L2  (M,w,dVas) is a Hilbert space.

Lemma 9.8. Let {u,}> be a sequence of (p,q) forms in L7 (M,w,dVys) which
is weakly convergent to u. Let {v,}1> be a sequence of Lebesque measurable real
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functions on M which converges pointwise to v. We assume that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that |v,| < C for any n. Then {v,u,} > weakly converges to
vu in L2 (M,w,dVar).

Proof. Let g € L2 (M,w,dVy). Consider

I = [(tntn, g) — (vu, g)|

—|/ Ui, §)wdVa — / v, §)wdVas|

< |/ Uply, — VU, §)uw dVM|—|—|/ Vly, — VU, §)wdVas |
—|/ Uy, Vg — dVM|—|—|/ —u,vg),dV|

< ||un||~||vng—vg||+|/ (n — 4, vg)udVas .
M

Denote I; := ||uy|| - [|vng — vg|| and I :=| [}, (up — u,vg)wdVas|. It follows from
{un}t2 weakly converges to u that ||u,|| is uniformly bounded with respect to
n. Note that |v,| is uniformly bounded with respect to n. We know |v| < C and
then vg € L2 (M,w,dVys). Hence we have I, — 0 as n — +oc. It follows from
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that we have lim,,_, 1., I1 = 0.

Hence lim, 4, I = 0 and we know {vnun}:[i'j weakly converges to vu in
L2 (M, w,dVi). 0

The following notations can be referred to [3].

Let X be a complex manifold. An upper semi-continuous function u : X —
[—00, +00) is quasi-plurisubharmonic if it is locally of the form u = ¢ + f where ¢
is plurisubharmonic and f is smooth. Let 6 be a closed, real (1,1) form on X. By
Poincaré lemma, 6 is locally of the form 6 = dd°f for a smooth real-valued function
f which is called a local potential of 8. We call a quasi-plurisubharmonic function
u is B-plurisubharmonic if 8 + dd“u > 0 in the sense of currents.

Lemma 9.9 (see [12], see also [3]). For arbitrary n = (m,...,np) € (0,400)P, the
function

My(ty, ... tp) = | max{ty+hy,....tp+hp} ] 6 9 L)dhy ... dh,

RP 1<5<p 77'7

possesses the following properties:
(1) My(t1,...,tp) is non decreasing in all variables, smooth and convex on RP;
(2) max{ty,...,tp} < My(ty,...,tp) < mafi{tl + ety )
(3) Mn(tl""vtp):Mm ----- Njseees np(tl""vtjv"'vtp) thj+nj§%1§f{tk_nk};

(4) M,(t1 +a, ..., tp,+a) = My(t1,...,tp) +a for any a € R;

(5) if wi,...,up are plurisubharmonic functions, then u = M,(u1,...,up) is
plurisubharmonic;
(6) if ui,...,u, are O-plurisubharmonic functions, then w = My(u1, ..., up) is

0-plurisubharmonic function.

Proof. The proof of (1)-(5) can be referred to [12] and the proof of (6) can be
referred to [3]. For the convenience of the readers, we recall the proof of (6).
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Let f be a local potential of §. We know f + u; is plurisubharmonic function.
It follows from (4) and (5) that M,(u1 + f,....up + f) = My(u1,...,up) + f is
plurisubharmonic. Hence u = M, (u1, ..., up) is f-plurisubharmonic function. O

9.2. Proof of Lemma 2.3l Now we begin to prove Lemma 2.1
Note that M\{F = 0} is a weakly pseudoconvex Kéhler manifold. The following
remark shows that we can assume that F' has no zero points on M.

Remark 9.10. Assume that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form E on M\{F =
0} such that

/ B = (1= by, 5 (W) fF' O Pem 00 sV ey p(W))
M\{F=0}
1 fot 1
<(Fe@e s [T eeas) [ Sl pere iR,
4 T m\{F=0} B
As vy (V) > W and c(t)e™" is decreasing with respect to t, we have
efsaJrvto,B(‘ll)f\Pc(_vto B(0)) > e Pe(—0) = e*@ac(_q,)ef(lﬁ) max{y+T,2log |F[}

Let K be any compact subset of M. Note that ¢ + U is plurisubharmonic function
on M v, g(t) > —to— B and c(t)e™" is decreasing with respect to t. Then we have

/ B
(M\{F=0})NK

§2/ |(1—bt0,B(\If))fF1+5|2+2/ |F'— (1= by, (V) fFHI)2
(M\{F=0})NK (M\{F=0})NK

< (sup|F1+5|2) / I
K {V<—to}NK

) .
i / | — (1= by p(0)) fF T Pem 0008 (M"Y e~y p(D))
Mk J o\ ir=opnk ’ ’
<+ 00,

where My is a positive number. ~As K is arbitrarily chosAen, we know that there
exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M such that F = F on M\{F = 0}. And

we have

/M |F = (1= by (D)) FFHH e 4005V o( Ly ()

1 T s 1 2 v
< EC(T)( +/ c(s)e”ds / E]I{—to—B<\I’<—t0}|f| e e
M

T
The following remark shows that we can assume that ¢(t) is a smooth function.

Remark 9.11. We firstly introduce the reqularization process of c(t).

Let f(x) = 2]1(_%7%) x p(x) be a smooth function on R, where p is the kernel of

convolution satisfying supp(p) C (—%,%) and p > 0.

[ ift) i e <0 o
Let g;(z) = { if(2) if 150 then {gi}ien+ is a family of smooth func-

tions on R satisfying:

(1) supp(g) C [, 1], gi(x) >0 for any = € R,
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(2) fi)l. gi(z)dx =1, fo% gi(x)dx < % for any i € Nt

Let h(t) be an extension of the function c(t)e™" from [T, +oc) to R such that

(1) h(t) = h(t) := c(t)e™" on [T, +o0);

(2) h(t) is decreasing with respect to t;

(8) limy_yp_o h(t) = ¢(T)e 7.

Denote ¢;(t) = €' [, h(t + y)gi(y)dy. By the construction of convolution, we
know ¢;(t) € C°(—00,+c0). For anyt > T, we have

i

alt) —e(t) = ¢ ( UG ﬁ<t>>gi<y>dy> >0,

As h(t) is decreasing with respect to t, we know that ¢;(t)e™" is also decreasing
with respect to t. Hence c;(t)e~t is locally L' integrable on R.

As h(t) is decreasing with respect to t, then set h™(t) = 1i£n0i~z(s) > h(t) for
s—t—

any t € R. Note that ¢~ (t) := Sggoﬁ(s)et > c(t) for anyt > T.
—t

Now we prove lim ¢;(t)e™ = h=(t). In fact, we have
11— 400

0

les(t)e™ — B (1)) < / It + ) — B (8)]gs () dy

1
i

1

+ /0 h(t+1y)gi(y)dy.

For any € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that |h(t — 0) — h™(t)| < e. Then IN > 0,
such that for anyn > N, t>t+y>t—6 for ally € [-1,0) and + < e. It follows

from (@3] that '
lei(t)e™t — h™ ()] < e + eh(t),

hence lim c¢;(t)e™" = h™(t) for any t € R. Especially, we have lim ¢;(T)e™ " =

5 1—+00 11— 400
h=(T) =c(T)e T,
Assume that for each i, we have a holomorphic (n,0) form F; on M such that

/M |F; — (1 = by, p(0)) fE 02 @ 000 ey (—yy  p(D))

1 T to+B 1 5 v
<(Fame ™+ [T aeds ) [ pipeaclfPe Y,
M

T

(9.6)
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By construction of ¢;(t), we have

t()-‘rB
/ (t1)e "1dty

to+B ~
/h t1 +y)g:(y)dydty
R

/gz (/TMB t1+y)dt1>dy (9.7)
Lotn ()" i)
- [aw ( [ has | :Bm oy~ [ B(s)ds) .

then it follows from the construction of g;(t), h(t) is decreasing with respect to t,
inequality (1) and h(t) = c(t)e™" on [T, +o0) that we have

to+B to+B
) lim Ci(tl)e_tl dtl = / C(tl)e_tl dtl. (98)
1—+400 T T

!

=

=

For any compact subset K of M, we have 1nf 1nf evo B =e=Ve (g p(T)) >

1?(fe”f0 BW)=e=Ve( g, p(V)), then

sup/ |Z*:'Z - (1- bth(‘~IJ))fF1+‘S|2 < 400.
[ K
Note that
/ (= by (W) < (sup [ FHHP) / P < +oo,

Kn{p<—to}
then sup [ |E5|? < +oo, which implies that there exists a subsequence of {F;} (also
i

denoted by {E;}), which is compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n,0) form F on
M. Then it follows from inequality [Q6]) and Fatou’s Lemma that

/ |E = (1= b (9)) fFHHOPem o008 (DY ey, 5 (1))

M

= / |E = (1= beo 5 (9)) FF M Pem #0102 e (—uy, 5 (W)
M

< hmlnf/ |Fl — (1 — bth(\I;))fFl-i-(;|2e—<p+vt0,3(\11)—‘1’ci(_Ut07B(\I]))
M

1—+00

1 fot B 1
<liminf [ =¢;(T)e 7 +/ ci(s)e™%ds / — L ty—Bewc—iogy|fIPe 7Y

1—+00 T

1 T to+B 1 5 v
= SC(T)e_ +/ c(s)e™ds / E]I{,to,g<\p<,t0}|f| e P ¥,
T M

In the following discussion, we assume that F' has no zero points on M and c(t)
is smooth.
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As M is weakly pseudoconvex, there exists a smooth plurisubharmonic exhaus-
tion function P on M. Let M; := {P < j} (k=1,2,...,). We choose P such that
My # 0.

Then M; satisfies My € My € ... € M; € Mj4; € ... and Uj_; M; = M. Each
M; is weakly pseudoconvex Kéhler manifold with exhaustion plurisubharmonic
function P; = 1/(j — P).

We will fix j during our discussion until step 8.

Step 1: Regularization of ¥ and pq + 9.
We note that there must exists a continuous nonnegative (1, 1)-form w on M, 41
satisfying

(V=107p + @ @ Idra ) (k1 ® Ko, K1 @ Ka) > 0,

for Vi1, ko € TM on M.

Let M = Mjq1, Q= M;, T = Qa&p , v =0 in Lemma [@.4] then there exists
a family of functions ¢¢ , (¢ € (0,+00) and p € (0, p1) for some positive p;) on
M1 such that
(1) 4¢,p is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function on a neighborhood of ﬁj, smooth on
M;1\E¢(v), increasing with respect to ¢ and p on M; and converges to ¢ on M,
as p — 0,

(2) @&ﬁwcw > —(w — dw on M;,
where E¢(¢) :={xz € M : v(¢,xz) > (} is the upper-level set of Lelong number and
{6,} is an increasing family of positive numbers such that lim, o d, = 0.

Let p= % Let &, = 5% and ( = Sm. Denote P 1= 1/}5771%' Then we have a
sequence of functions {1y, } satisfying "

(1°) 4y, is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on Mj, smooth on M1\ E,, (), de-
creasing with respect to m and converges to 1) on M; as m — +o0,

(27 @a&pm > — T — Opw ON M;,

where By, (¢) = {2 € X : v(),2) > L} is the upper level set of Lelong number and
{Sm} is an decreasing family of positive numbers such that lim,, 1 S = 0.

As Mj is relatively compact in M, there exists a positive number b > 1 such
that bw > w on M;. Then condition (2’) becomes
(27) Qaéwm > =@ — O > —2b8,,w on M.

Denote h := ¢, + 1. Note that h is a plurisubharmonic function on M. Denote
hi := max{h, —1}, where [ € Z*. Note that h; is a plurisubharmonic function. As
h; > —1, we know v(h;,z) = 0 for all z € M. By using the similarly discussion as
above, we have a sequence of functions {h,/;} on M;41 such that
(i) A, is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on Mj;, smooth on M;;1, decreasing
with respect to m’ and converges to h; on M; as m’ — +oo,

(11) Qaghmgl Z —2b5m/71w on Mj,
where {d,,,/ 1 } is an decreasing family of positive numbers such that limy, o0 O =
0.

From now on, we will fix the positive integer | during our discussion until step
7.

For fixed [, we can assume that 5, and 0, are the same sequence of variable
n € ZT, since we can replace them by the term max{gn, On.1}. We denote both on
and d,; by 5y, for simplicity.
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Let 1, = {t"m T T3 and we have the function M, (1, +T,2log|F|). Denote
M, = M, ({n + T,2log|F|) for simplicity. Note that 1, + T is a 2b8,,w-
plurisubharmonic function. As F' is a holomorphic function, w is a Kéhler form
and bd,, > 0, we know that 2log|F| is a 2b4,,w-plurisubharmonic function. Tt
follows from Lemma that M,,  is a QbSmw—plurisubharmonic function, i.e.,

gaéMnm > —27bd,w.

Denote ¥, := ¢, — M,, (¥, + T,2l0g|F|). Then V¥, is smooth on M;\E,,.
It is easy to verify that when m — +oc0, ¥,,, — . It follows from Lemma [3.9] that
we know

(1) if ¢, +T < 2log|F| — Q(t"—;T) holds, we have ¥,,, = 1, — 2log|F;

(2) if Y + T > 210g | F| + 29=1) holds, we have ¥, = —T;

(3)if 2log|F|— 2(t° D < wm—i—T < 2log |F|+2 t” 200—T) holds, we have max{t, +
T,2log|F|} < M, < (1/)m—|—T—|— to=T) and hence T— -l <y, <-T.

Thus we have {¥,,, < —to} = {z/)m —2log|F| < —to} C {1/1 —2log|F| < —tp} =
{U < —tp}. We also note that ¥,, < =T on M;;q.

Step 2: Recall some constructions.

To simplify our notations, we denote by, p(t) by b(t) and vy, p(t) by v(t).

Let € € (0,5B). Let {ve}¢ (0,13) be a family of smooth increasing convex
functions on R, such that:

(1) ve(t) =t for t > —tg — €, ve(t) = constant for t < —tg — B + ¢;

(2) v."(t) are convergence pointwise to %]I(_to_a_to),when e —» 0, and 0 <
v (t) < %H(_t0_3+67_t0_6) for ant ¢t € R;

(3) v/ (t) are convergence pointwise to b(t) which is a continuous function on R
when ¢ — 0 and 0 < v/(t) <1 for any t € R.

One can construct the family {vc}.c(o,1p) by setting

t t1 1
vl = [ ([ (gl b0 ()it

— 00

—to t1 1
—/ (/ (g lto—Brae,—to—20) * p1c)(s)ds)dtr — to,

— 00

where pieis the kernel of convolution satisfying supp(pie) C (—%e,2¢€). Then it

1612
follows that
1
v (t) = mﬂ(—to—8+2e,—to—2e) *p1(t),

4

and

t
1
Uﬁl(t) = /—oo(B — 46H(*t0*3+267*t0*26) * p%e)(s)d‘s'

Let n = s(—v.(¥,,)) and ¢ = u(—v(¥,,)), where s € C®°([T, +0o0)) satisfies
s > 1 and u € C*°([T,+00)), such that s'(t) # 0 for any ¢, u”s — s” > 0 and

s'—u's=1. Let ® = ¢+ hpy; + M, . Denote hi=e 2.

Step 3: Solving 0-equation with error term.
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Set B = [nv/—=10; —/—=100n—+/=1gdnA0n, A,], where g is a positive function.
We will determine g by calculations. On M;\ E,,, direct calculation shows that
000 = — 8" (—0e(U1n))00(ve(¥m)) + 8" (=0e (V1)) (ve(Trm)) A D(ve(Tim)),
nO; =100¢ + nOOhm: 1 +n00(5M,,.)
=5u" (=0 (V1)) O (0 (1)) A O(0e(¥1n)) = U (=0e(W1)) DD (ve (Y1)
+800hy, | + s00(0M,,,).
Hence
V=105 — V=100n — V—1gon A dn
=5V =100y, | + sv/—190(5M,,,,)
+(s" = st ) (0 (Vi) V=100(¥ ) + 0] (1) V=10(¥ 1) A D(T10))
H(w"s = 8") = g5*]V=10(0e(¥rm)) A O(ve(¥m)),

where we omit the term —v.(W¥,,) in (s'—su’)(—ve(¥,y,)) and [(u”s—5")—gs"?](—ve (V)
for simplicity.
Let g = “"j,;s” (—ve(P,,)) and note that 8" — su’ =1, 0 < v.(¥,,) < 0. Then

/=105 — /=109y — /=1gdn A dn
=5V =100hu | + sv/—=100(6M,,) + V. (V,,)V—=100(V,,) + v (i) V—=10(V,,) A O(V,,)
=0/ (Y )V=10(¥rm) A O(Vi) + V(¥ )V=100(¥ )
+ 8(V/ =100y 1 + 27b0yw) — 27b8dymrw + s(V—190(6M,),,) + 2mb3dmw) — 21bs88,,w
>0f (Y )V=10(W1) A O(Wn) + 0L (V) V=100( )
+ %(\/Zaéhm,,l 2 ) + %(\/—_135(5M,,m) + 2b0Gmw) — 2b5 (B + 05 )
(9.9)

Note that

5L (U, )V =100(T ) + (V=100hms s + 27b0yw) + (V—1D(5M,, ) + 27b808,mw)
=(1 = 0 (0)) (V=100 s + 2700w + V—10(5M,),,) + 27068,nw)

+ 0L (V) (V=100 hr g + 2700, 4V —1DD(S M, ) + 27b80,0)

+0{(U) (00(8¢m) — DI(My,,))
=(1 = 0 (0)) (V=100 s + 2700w + V—10D(5M,),,) + 27068,nw)

+ 0 (U, ) (V=100 § + 2706w + V/—10D(61r) 4 2TbE6 mw)
>0.
(9.10)

It follows from inequality (@9) and inequality ([@.I0) that
=105 —/=10dn — V/=1gdn A dn
>0 (U, )V —=10(W ) A (W) — 2b5(8pr + 801w
By the constructions of s(t), ve(t) and sup,,, supy;, ¥ < =T, we have s(—ve(¥y,))

is uniformly bounded on M; with respect to e and m. Let M be the uniformly upper
bound of s(—ve(¥p,)) on M;. Then on M;\E,,, we have
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nv—10; — V—=100n — \/—1gon A On
>0 (W )V —=10(W ) A O(W,) — 27bM (8yyr + 80y ).

Hence, for any (n, 1) form «, we have

((B 4 27bM (8,7 + 60,0) v, )
> ([0 (U)O(Vin) AO(Wn), A, @); (9.11)
(0 (U)O(W) A (@ (09,)F)), @),

It follows from Lemma @2 that B + 2wbM (8, + 00, )1 is semi-positive. Using the
definition of contraction, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and inequality ([@.ITl), we have

(07 (W)W Ay, @517 =[(0! (P )y, GL(OW 1))

|
< (W), 7))7 (0 (T) |G (09 )* [}
=((0 (), )5 (0 ()0 A (AL (DD 1)), @),
<0 (W )7 M5B + 200M (S + 8600) D, @)

(9.12)

for any (n,0) form v and (n,1) form a.
As fF'*° is holomorphic on {¥ < —to} and {V,, < —tg — e} C {¥,, < —to} C
{¥ < —to}, then A := O((1—v.(V,,)) fF'T9) is well defined and smooth on M;\ E,,.
Taking v = fF'0, & = (B + 20bM (8,0 + 00,,)1) 190/ (¥,,)) A fE'+0. Then
it follows from inequality (@12) that

(B 4 27bM (3 + 80,) 1) I N N5 < 0/ () [fFH 022

Thus we have

/M . ((B + 27bM (81 + 60,0) ) 7PN, N5 < / O (U)|fF 262,

J Mj\Em

Recall that e=® = ¢~ hm 1 =M Note that hymsy > —land 6M,,, > 62log|F|.

By the construction of ¢, we know that supe~? < +oo0. Then
o,

2
[ I PR <sup (e HIFR) [ Elaeo ISP < 4o
Mj\En, o, i, B

By Lemma [0.6] M;\E,, carries a complete Kéhler metric. Then it follows from
Lemma that there exists

Um,m’,le,j € L2(Mj\Em, ,[{]\4)7

Bonm e € L2(Mj\Ep, N T* M)

such that 9t t.c.j + \/ 200N (Br + 80 1.c; = A holds on M;\Ey,, and
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1
2 - 2 -
/ 1 |um,m/,l,e,j| € + |hm,m/,l,e,j €
MANE, 119 M\En,

< / (B + 27bM (8 + 60,0) 1) "M, N5
Mj\Em

S/ V(W) fFOPe® < 4o,
Mj\Em

Assume that we can choose 77 and ¢ such that (n4-g~1)~! = e (Ym)ele(—v (V,,)).
Then we have

/ |um)m/1l)é)j|2€Ue(\Pm)7hm/,175Mnm C(_'UE(\IJm)) + / |hm,m/,l,é)j|267¢7h7n/‘175M’qm
Mi\En, Mi\Er,

S/ vg(‘llm)|fF1+5|267¢7hm’v175M"m < +o00.
Mj\Em
(9.13)

By the construction of v, (t) and ¢(t)e~* is decreasing with respect to ¢, we know
c(—ve(V,,))ev m) has a positive lower bound on M; € M. By the constructions
of v(t) and u, we know e~? = e~%(~v<(¥m)) has a positive lower bound on M; € M.
By the upper semi-continuity of M,  , we know e~ %Mnm has a positive lower bound
on M; € M. Note that hp,s; is smooth on M; € M. Hence it follows from
inequality (@I3) that

U e g € LP(My, Kar),

hm,m/,l,e,j S L2(Mj, /\n’lT*M).
It follows from Lemma that we know

Mt 1e i + \/27rb]\~4(5m/ + 00 ) homom 1 = A (9.14)

holds on M;. And we have

/ |um,m',l,e,j|2€”€(Wm)_hm”_w”mC(—ve(‘l’m))+/ P 1,6, 2 €~ ¢ = 0 Mo

j M

S/ U;I(\I/m)|fF1+6|2€_¢_hm/”_6M’7m < +o0.
M;

(9.15)

Step 4: Letting m — +00.
Note that sup,, supy, e~ % = sup,, sup e”u=ve(Wm)) < o0, e hm1 < el and
e OMnm < em02108IFl A [, < —ty — ¢} C {V,, < —ty} C{¥ < —tg}, we have

—b—h - 2 -
e (Supmpe ¢> ‘ <S}V}P|Fl2> Leweio} |1
j J

m J
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holds on M. It follows from | (w<_toyraz | | < +00 and dominated convergence
theorem that

: " 14612 ,—¢—h,, ;=0 My,
N AL :

:/ O ()| fF 0 2= H(0e (1)~ =0 max {47 2105}

J

Note that

’Uél(\I/) |fF1+‘5|26_u(_ve(‘l'))_hm’,1_5 max {¢+T,2log |F|} <

o

(sup e_“(_”(“I'))|F|2> Miw<igy | fI°

J

holds on M;. We have

/ O ()| fF 10 2o (0) =y = max (6T 2108 FI} | oo,

€
J

Note that inf,, infyr, ¢(—ve(¥p,))e =V (¥m)=hmii > 0. It follows from Lemma [0:0]
that M, < max{¢y, +T,2log|F|} + &=L < max {t), + T,2log|F|} +to — T <

max {1 + T,2log |F|}+to—T. As 91 is a quasi-plurisubharmonic function on M;,
we know max {1 + T, 2log|F|} is upper semi-continuous function on M;. Hence

inf inf e~ Mnm > inf ¢~ max {17210 [Fl}—to (9.16)
m Mj Mj

Then it follows from inequality (@IH) that

sup/ |’U4m)m/7[)€)j|2 < 4o00.
M,

m

Therefore the solutions wy, m 1.¢,; are uniformly bounded in L? norm with respect
to m on M. Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we
can extract a subsequence U, 1.c,; weakly convergent to w, g j in L*(M;, Kr)
as myp — +o0.

Note that sup,, supy, eVe(Tm)e(—v (W,,))e 't < +00. As M, > max{y, +
T,2log|F|} > 2log |F| and F has no zero points on M, we have sup,,, sup e~ Mm <
Suppy; ﬁ < +o00. Hence we know

sup sup eve(\lfm)c(_vE (\I,m))e—hmw—éj\/jnm

m Mj

< +o00.

It follows from Lemma[@.8that we know wm, m/ ie,; \/@”6(‘1’”@ ) e(—ve( Wy, ) )e ™ i 2= 0Mnmy

—hps =0 max{y4T,2log |F|} )

weakly convergent t0 wp i \/e”e(‘l’)c(—ve(\ll))e Hence

we have
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/ |um’,l,e,j |2evé(‘ll)fhm/,lf6 max{y+T,2log |F‘}C(—’U6(\IJ))
J

< liminf |um1,m’,l,e,j|2€v6(\1,7n1)_hm/’l_6an1 C(_’Ue(\llml))
mi1—+o0 .

(9.17)
< liminf v (U, )|fFl+6|2e_u(_”€(‘pm1))_h’"/’l_[SM’7m1
M

€
mi1—+o0 .
J

S/ O (D) | fFHO 2~ (1)~ = max (64T 2108 | FI} o 4 oo
M.

Note that inf,, infy;, e~ *(=v<(¥mi)) =R > 0. Combining inequality [@I5) and
inequality (@I6) we know

sup/ [Py mr e ]2 < +o0.
m1 JM;

Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can extract
a subsequence of {hy, m e} (also denote by Ry, mie;) weakly convergent to
B 1,e,5 in L2(Mj, N™YT* M) as mq — +00.

Note that sup,,, supyy, e~ U=veWmi))=hw i < 400 and SUp,,, SUpy, e Mimy <

Sup g, ﬁ < +o00. We know

sup sup e*“(*ve(q’ml ))*hm’,l*‘SMnml < 400.

m1 M;

It follows from Lemma that we have Ry s te,j Ve v v (m)) = 1 =00,

is weakly convergent to Ay, i j \/e*“(*“(q’))*hmﬂl*‘sma" {(W+T21og|F} - Hence we
have
2 —u(—ve(0))—h,, —0 T,2log |F
/ Bt 1P M0 () =y =3 max (47 2105}
M
< B [ P )RS,
ol m/ L,
(9.18)

< hm lnf / v//(‘ljml)|fF1+5|267u(f’Ué (\Pml))fhm/,LflsMﬂml
T mi—+oo M; €
< / Ué/(\p)|fF1+5|26*“(*”é(\P))*hm’,l*‘smax{erTQ10g |F|} < +00.

M

Replace m by my in (@I4) and let m; — 400, we have

Mty 1ej + A 2TOM Sy e j = B (1 — vL(0)) fFFHF) . (9.19)

Step 5: Letting m’ — +00.
When ¥ < —tp—e < —tg, we have ¢p—2log |F| < —T and then max {¢) + T, 2log |F|} =
2log |F|. Hence

/ Ué/(qj)|fF1+5|2€7u(7v€(\11))7hm/’l75max{¢+T,2log|F\} _ / ’Ug(\l’)|fF|2€7u(7vé(‘I}))7hm/’L.

J J
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Note that

—u(—v —h,, 2 —u(—v
o (W)|f e e s < (S“F’e ( *“”>>H|F|2> Ta oy 1

J

It follows from | (<10}, |f| < +00 and dominated convergence theorem that
J

lim O ()| fF|?e” vt =hur

m’—+o0 M,
= [ iR <,
M,

Note that hy,,; < hy; for any m’ and hy ; is quasi-plurisubharmonic function on
M;. Then
inf inf e« (V)= momax{y+ T 2log [Fl} oy (B)) > C; infinf e~ "1t > 0,
m’ M m’ M;
where C; = inf y;, eve (V) -0 max{y+T:2log[Fl} o(—y (¥)) is a positive number.
It follows from inequality ([@.I7) that

sup/ [ 1.c 42 < +00.
m' JM,;
Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can extract
a subsequence uy, .. ; weakly convergent to u . ; in L?(M;, Kyr) as m” — +oo.
Note that

ve(¥) o —
sup sup e (V) ~hmr =S max{+T210g [} oy, (1)) < | sup ngﬁ(\m) ol
m'! M]‘ Mj |F|

It follows from Lemma[@.8that we have t, ;. ; \/eve(‘l’)—hm”,z—5 max{+T,2log [F[} o(_y_ (1))

weakly convergent to u ¢ j/evc(V)—hi—d max{¢+T.21og [F} c(—q (V).
It follows from inequality (@I7) that

/ |ul,e,j |2€v€(\ll)—hl—5 max{y+T,2log |F\}C(_v€(\11))
J
< Hminf /M e e L C( )

(9.20)
< liminf/ vg(\ll)|fF|2€*u(fve(‘1/))7hmuJ
M.

mi1—+o0 .
J

:/ o (0)| fF[2e= "0 ~ht o | o
i
Asinf,, inf s, e~ v (@) =hpr =0 max{$+T,2log |F|} > C'j infys, et > 0, where
~ J - J ’
C; = infyy, e wve(W))—dmax{y+T.21og [F[} §g 5 positive number. Then it follows
from inequality (@I8]) that we know

2
SUP/ |hm“7l,€,j| < +o0.
m// I\J-7

Since the closed unit ball of the Hilbert space is weakly compact, we can ex-
tract a subsequence of {hmy ¢} (also denote by hy,» ¢ ;) weakly convergent to
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hie; in L*(M;, N™*T*M) as m"” — +oo. Then it follows from Lemma 08 and
limy, 7 -5 400 O = 0 that +/ 27Tngm// R 1.6, is weakly convergent to 0.
Replace m’ by m” in [@I9) and let m” goes to +o00, we have
Que; =0 ((1— (W) fFT0). (9.21)

Denote Fj . j i= —uy j+ (1 —v.(¥)) fF1H0. Tt follows from ([@2I)) and inequality
(@20) that we know Fj . ; is a holomorphic (n,0) form on M; and

/ |Fl,e,j _ (1 _ Ué(\I/))fF1+6|2eve(‘p)_hl_6ma‘x{w+T’2IOg \F|}c(_ve(\y))

J

(9.22)
S/ o (U)|fF[Pem 7 < oo,
M;
Step 6: Letting e — 0.
Note that
—u(—v - 2 —u(—v
W/ (U)|fFPem (v =h < 5 Supsup (6 ( é(“)“lFIQ) Tewe—toy | fI%.

It follows from fﬁj U<t} |f|* < 400 and dominated convergence theorem that
lim / V()| fF[Pem v )=
e—0 M,

1 —u(—v —
:/M. EH{_tO_B<‘I’<—t0}|fF|26 (ot (9.23)

J

—u(—v 1 —
< <sf\lg')e ( (‘I}))> /M. E]I{—to—B<\I/<—to}|fF|26 &

J

When ¥ < —tg, we know that max{y + T,2log|F|} = 2log|F|. Note that
h+o0max{y)+T,2log|F|} = ¢+ V¥ = ¢, + (14 ) max{y)+T,2log|F|} +¥. Hence

1 _
/M‘ E]I{—tO—B<\Il<—t0} |fF?e ™

J

1
E]I{ftng<\I/<7to} |f

/ F1+5|267h175210g\F|
M;
/ 1

M.

B

(9.24)

IN

1462 —h—0 max{y+T,2log |F
]I{ftofB<\I/<7to}|fF | € w gl Fl}

1 e
/ E]I{ft073<\11<7t0}|f|2€ P < oo,

M;
Note that
inf ll\r/}f eve(\I!)fhlfzimax{quT,Qlog ‘F|}C(—’UE(\I/)) > 0.
We have

swp [ By = (1= () FFPIP < 4ox.
e JMm;

We also note that

sup / (1 — ol (W) FFOP < (sup [F]20+9) / 1P < +oo.
e JM; M; M;n{¥<—to}
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Then we know that

sup/ |E1€1j|2 < 400,

€ MJ

and there exists a subsequence of {Fj.;} (also denoted by {Fj.,}) compactly
convergent to a holomorphic (n,0) form F; ; on M;. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma

and inequalities (@:22)), (@23), [@24) that

/ |Fl,j _ (1 _ b(\I/))fFl-Hs|2€U(W)_hl_6max{w+T’2 IOg‘Fl}C(—’U(\I/))

J

< hmlnf/ |E,e,j _ (1 _ ,U;(‘Ij))fFl-l-é|2evs(\P)—hl—6maX{w+T,2 IOg‘Fl}C(—’UE(‘I/))
M;

e—0

E—>

Sliminf/ vé’(\ll)|fF|2€*u(*ve(\P))*hz
0 Jm

J

—u(—v 1 —
< (Sjl\;?e ( (\P))> /M~ EH{—tU—B<\I/<—to}|fF|2e e

J

—u(—v 1 —pa—
< (supe ( (\P))> / Eﬂ{ftofB<‘I/<fto}|f|26 e
M; M;

(9.25)

Step 7: Letting | — +o0.
It follows from h; < hq for any [ € ZT and h; is a plurisubharmonic function on
M that

inf inf ev(w)_hl_‘smax{w"'T’zlogIF‘}C(—U(‘P)) > éj infe " >0,
M, N,

where C; = inf , e?(¥)—dmax{v+T.2log IFl}¢(_y(T)) is a positive number. By in-
equality (@25]), we have

sup / Fiy — (1 b(D)) fFFIP < foc.

U J g

Note that

sup [ 11 - b(U)SFP < <sup|F|2<l+5>> / 11 < +oc.
M. .

l b M;n{¥<—to}

Hence we know that

ap [ 1 < 4
l M;

and there exists a subsequence of {F] ;} (also denoted by {F; ;}) compactly conver-
gent to a holomorphic (n,0) form F; on M;. It follows from Fatou’s Lemma and

inequality (@.25)) that
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| = = b )
:/ |Fj _ (1 _ b(\I,))fFl-i-é|2ev(\P)—h—6max{w+T7210g|F\}C(_U(\I,))
M;
< lim inf |Fl i— (1 _ b(\IJ))fFl-‘ré'Qev(\I/)—hl—5max{w+T,2log\F|}C(_,U(\IJ))
l— 400 M; ?
—u(—v 1 —Pa—
< <Sjl\}p6 ( (‘p))> /M EH{—to—B<\I/<—to}|f|2e Pa=¥ < fo0.
; )
(9.26)
Step 8: Letting j — +o00.
It is easy to see that
—u(—v 1 —Pa—
<sﬂ1{1{pe ( (\I’))> /M E]I{—to—B<\I/<—to}|f|2e pa¥
I / (9.27)

—u(—v 1 —pa—
< (supe ( (‘I’))) / E]I{ft07B<'1/<fto}|f|2e o=V < 40,
M M

For fixed j, as e’¥)=¢~Y¢(—y(¥)) has a positive lower bound on any M;, we
have for j; > 7,

sup/ |Ej, — (1= b(W))fF)? < 4o0.
j M.

Ji j

Combining with

|- purrep < <sup|Fl+5|2> / 1 < o,

j N{<—to}
we know that for j; > j, [, |F},|? is uniformly bounded with respect to j;.
J
By diagonal method, there exists a subsequence of {F;} (also denoted by {F;})

compactly convergent to a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M. Then it follows from
Fatou’s Lemma, inequality (@.26) and inequality ([@27) that

[ 1F = @b PR e e yw)
M

<liminf / |Fj — (1 = b(W)) fEIHF 2o (==Y o (yy(0))
J—+oo M,
. (9.28)
< liminf —u(—0(¥)) / 1 [ fRe—pa
<lim inf (SJEFG | BHteBes o}l f]%e

—u(—v 1 —pa—
< <SUP6 ( (\P))) / E]I{—to—B<\I/<—to}|f|2€ PV < fo0.
M M

Step 9: ODE System.

Now we want to find 7 and ¢ such that (n +g¢~!) = efve('l’m)e*‘ﬁm. As
0= s(=0(Wpn)) and ¢ = u(=ve(¥n)), we have (n+g~)er(Tmle® = (s + i) ter

w'’s—s'’

)o
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(=0e(Vrn)).

Summarizing the above discussion about s and u, we are naturally led to a
system of ODEs:

u—t
us — s”) c(t)

2)s’ —su' =1,

Dis+ (9.29)

when t € (T, +00).

We solve the ODE system ([@.29)) and get u(t) = — 1og(%c(T)efT—|—f; c(ty)e trdty)

t(Le(T)e T+ 2 . t1)e i dty)dta+ L (T e~ T

and s(1) = A —

It follows that s € C°°([T, +00)) satisfies s > 5 and u € C*°([T, +00)) satisfies
u’s —s" > 0.

Asu(t) = — 1og(%c(T)efT—|—f; c(ty)e t1dty) is decreasing with respect to t, then
it follows from —T > v(t) > max{t, —to — By} > —to — Bo, for any ¢t < 0 that

1 to+B
supe W) < qup e = Z¢(T)e T —|—/ c(ti)e”"dt;.  (9.30)
M t€[T,to+B] 6 T

Combining with inequality (3.28), we have

/ P — (1= b(0)) fF 2?2 (1)
M

1 to+B
< SC(T)67T+/

_ 1 o
c(tr)e” " dty / —tg—Bew<—to}|f[7e77" ¥ < +oo.
T m B

Lemma 2.1] is proved.

Acknowledgements. The first author and the second author were supported by
National Key R&D Program of China 2021YFA1003103. The first author was
supported by NSFC-11825101, NSFC-11522101 and NSFC-11431013.

REFERENCES

[1] S.J. Bao, Q.A. Guan, Z.T. Mi and Z. Yuan, Concavity property of min-
imal L2 integrals with Lebesgue measurable gain VIl-negligible weights,
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/358215153

[2] S.J. Bao, Q.A. Guan and Z. Yuan, Boundary points, minimal L? integrals and concavity
property, larXiv:2203.01648.

[3] Sébastien Boucksom, Singularities of plurisubharmonic functions and multiplier ideals, elec-
tronically accessible at http://sebastien.boucksom.perso.math.cnrs.fr/notes/L2.pdfl

[4] J.Y. Cao, Ohsawa-Takegoshi extension theorem for compact Kéahler manifolds and applica-
tions, Complex and symplectic geometry, 19-38, Springer INdAM Ser., 21, Springer, Cham,
2017.

[5] J.Y. Cao, J-P. Demailly and S. Matsumura, A general extension theorem for cohomology
classes on non reduced analytic subspaces, Sci. China Math. 60 (2017), no. 6, 949-962, DOI
10.1007/s11425-017-9066-0.

[6] B.Y. Chen, A degenerate Donnelly-Fefferman theorem and its applications. In: Byun J., Cho
H., Kim S., Lee KH., Park JD. (eds) Geometric Complex Analysis. Springer Proceedings in
Mathematics & Statistics, vol 246. Springer, Singapore. https://doi.org/10/1007/978-981-
13-1672-2_6


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.01648
http://sebastien.boucksom.perso.math.cnrs.fr/notes/L2.pdf

(7]

BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L? INTEGRALS AND CONCAVITY PROPERTY 63

T. Darvas, E. Di Nezza and H.C. Lu, Monotonicity of nonpluripolar products and complex
Monge-Ampére equations with prescribed singularity, Anal. PDE 11 (2018), no. 8, 2049-
2087.

T. Darvas, E. Di Nezza and H.C. Lu, The metric geometry of singularity types, J. Reine
Angew. Math. 771 (2021), 137-170.

J.-P Demailly, Estimations L? pour l'opérateur & d’un fibré vectoriel holomorphe semi-positif
au-dessus d’une variété kithlérienne compléte.(French) L? estimates for the 9-operator of a
semipositive holomorphic vector bundle over a complete Kahler manifold, Ann. Sci. Ecole
Norm. Sup. (4) 15 (1982), no. 3, 457-511.

J.-P Demailly, Regularization of closed positive currents of type (1,1) by the flow of a Chern
connection, Actes du Colloque en 'honneur de P.Dolbeault (Juin 1992),édité par H.Skoda
et J.-M Trépreau, Aspect of Mathematics, Vol.E26, Vieweg,1994,105-126.

J.-P Demailly, On the Ohsawa-Takegoshi-Manivel L? extension theorem, Complex analysis
and geometry (Paris, 1997), Progr. Math., 188, Birkhauser,Basel, 2000, p47-82.

J.-P Demailly, Complex analytic and differential geometry, electronically accessible at
https://www-fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/ demailly/manuscripts/agbook.pdf.

J.-P Demailly, Multiplier ideal sheaves and analytic methods in algebraic geometry, School
on Vanishing Theorems and Effective Result in Algebraic Geometry (Trieste,2000),1-
148,ICTP 1ECT.Notes, 6, Abdus Salam Int. Cent. Theoret. Phys., Trieste, 2001.

J.-P Demailly, Analytic Methods in Algebraic Geometry, Higher Education Press, Beijing,
2010.

J.-P Demailly, L. Ein and R. Lazarsfeld, A subadditivity property of multiplier ideals, Michi-
gan Math. J. 48 (2000) 137-156.

J.-P Demailly and J. Kollar, Semi-continuity of complex singularity exponents and Kéhler-
Einstein metrics on Fano orbifolds, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 34 (4) (2001) 525-556.
J.-P Demailly and T. Peternell, A Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem on compact Kahler
manifolds, J. Differential Geom. 63 (2) (2003) 231-277.

J.E. Fornzess, Several complex variables. larXiv:1507.00562

J.E. Fornaess and J.J. Wu, A global approximation result by Bert Alan Taylor and the strong
openness conjecture in C", J. Geom. Anal. 28 (2018), no. 1, 1-12.

J.E. Fornaess and J.J. Wu, Weighted approximation in C, Math. Z. 294 (2020), no. 3-4,
1051-1064.

H. Grauert and R. Remmert, Coherent analytic sheaves, Grundlehren der mathematischen
Wissenchaften, 265, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1984.

Q.A. Guan, Genral concavity of minimal L? integrals related to multiplier sheaves,
arXiv:1811.03261.v4.

Q.A. Guan, A sharp effectiveness result of Demailly’s strong Openness conjecture,
Adv.Math. 348 (2019) :51-80.

Q.A. Guan, A proof of Saitoh’s conjecture for conjugate Hardy H2 kernels. J. Math. Soc.
Japan 71 (2019), no. 4, 1173-1179.

Q.A. Guan and Z.T. Mi, Concavity of minimal L? integrals related to multiplier ideal
sheaves, larXiv:2106.05089v2.

Q.A. Guan and Z.T. Mi, Concavity of minimal L? integrals related to multiplier ideal sheaves
on weakly pseudoconvex Kéhler manifolds, submitted.

Q.A. Guan, Z.T. Mi and Z. Yuan, Concavity property of minimal L? integrals with Lebesgue
measurable gain II, https://www.researchgate.net/publication/354464147.

Q.A. Guan and Z. Yuan, Concavity property of minimal L? integrals with Lebesgue mea-
surable gain, https://www.researchgate.net/publication/353794984.

Q.A. Guan and Z. Yuan, An optimal support function related to the strong openness prop-
erty, larXiv:2105.07755v2.

Q.A. Guan and Z. Yuan, Effectiveness of strong openness property in LP,
arXiv:2106.03552v3.

Q.A. Guan and Z. Yuan, Twisted version of strong openness property in LP,
arXiv:2109.00353L

Q.A. Guan and X.Y. Zhou, A solution of an L? extension problem with an optimal estimate
and applications, Ann. of Math. (2) 181 (2015), no. 3, 1139-1208.

Q.A. Guan and X.Y Zhou, A proof of Demailly’s strong openness conjecture, Ann. of Math.
(2) 182 (2015), no. 2, 605-616.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00562
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03261
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05089
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.07755
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03552
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00353

64

[34]
[35]
[36]
[37)
38]
[39]
[40]
1]
[42]

[43]

[44]
[45]
[46]

[47]

QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

Q.A. Guan and X.Y Zhou, Effectiveness of Demailly’s strong openness conjecture and related
problems, Invent. Math. 202 (2015), no. 2, 635-676.

Q.A. Guan and X.Y. Zhou, Strong openness of multiplier ideal sheaves and optimal L2
extension, Sci. China Math. (2017), 60:967-976.

Q.A. Guan and X.Y. Zhou, Restriction formula and subadditivity property related to mul-
tiplier ideal sheaves, J. Reine Angew. Math. 769, 1-33 (2020).

H. Guenancia, Toric plurisubharmonic functions and analytic adjoint ideal sheaves, Math.
Z. 271 (3-4) (2012) 1011-1035.

L. Hérmander, An introduction to complex analysis in several variables, 3rd edn (North-
Holland, Amsterdam, 1990).

M. Jonsson and M. Mustata, Valuations and asymptotic invariants for sequences of ideals,
Annales de L’Institut Fourier A. 2012, vol. 62, no.6, pp. 2145-2209.

M. Jonsson and M. Mustatd, An algebraic approach to the openness conjecture of Demailly
and Kolldr, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu (2013), 1-26.

D. Kim, Skoda division of line bundle sections and pseudo-division, Internat. J. Math. 27
(2016), no. 5, 1650042, 12 pp.

D. Kim and H. Seo, Jumping numbers of analytic multiplier ideals (with an appendix by
Sebastien Boucksom), Ann. Polon. Math., 124 (2020), 257-280.

R. Lazarsfeld, Positivity in Algebraic Geometry. I. Classical Setting: Line Bundles and Lin-
ear Series. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern
Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of
Modern Surveys in Mathematics], 48. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004;

R. Lazarsfeld, Positivity in Algebraic Geometry. II. Positivity for vector bundles, and multi-
plier ideals. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern
Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of
Modern Surveys in Mathematics], 49. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

J. D. McNeal, D. Varolin, L? estimate for the d operator. Bull.Math. Sci. 5 (2015), no.2,
179-249.

A. Nadel, Multiplier ideal sheaves and Ké&hler-Einstein metrics of positive scalar curvature,
Ann. of Math. (2) 132 (3) (1990) 549-596.

Y.T. Siu, The Fujita conjecture and the extension theorem of Ohsawa-Takegoshi, Geometric
Complex Analysis, World Scientific, Hayama, 1996, pp.223-277.

Y.T. Siu, Invariance of plurigenera and torsion-freeness of direct image sheaves of pluri-
canonical bundles, in Finite or Infinite Dimensional Complex Analysis and Applications
(Kluwer, Boston, MA, 2004), Adv. Complex Anal. Appl. 2, pp. 45-83.

Y.T. Siu, Multiplier ideal sheaves in complex and algebraic geometry, Sci. China Ser. A 48
(suppl.) (2005) 1-31.

Y.T. Siu, Dynamic multiplier ideal sheaves and the construction of rational curves in Fano
manifolds, Complex Analysis and Digtial Geometry, in: Acta Univ. Upsaliensis Skr. Uppsala
Univ. C Organ. Hist., vol.86, Uppsala Universitet, Uppsala, 2009, pp.323-360.

G. Tian, On Ké&hler-Einstein metrics on certain Kéhler manifolds with C1(M) > 0, Invent.
Math. 89 (2) (1987) 225-246.

X.Y Zhou and L.F.Zhu,An optimal L2 extension theorem on weakly pseudoconvex Kahler
manifolds, J. Differential Geom.110(2018), no.1, 135-186.

X.Y Zhou and L.F.Zhu, Optimal L? extension of sections from subvarieties in weakly pseu-
doconvex manifolds. Pacific J. Math. 309 (2020), no. 2, 475-510.

X.Y. Zhou and L.F. Zhu, Siu’s lemma, optimal L2 extension and applications to twisted
pluricanonical sheaves, Math. Ann. 377 (2020), no. 1-2, 675-722.



BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L? INTEGRALS AND CONCAVITY PROPERTY 65

QUAN GUAN: SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, PEKING UNIVERSITY, BEIJING 100871,
CHINA.
Email address: guangian@math.pku.edu.cn

ZHITONG MI: INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, ACADEMY OF MATHEMATICS AND SYSTEMS SCIENCE,
CHINESE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, BELJING, CHINA
Email address: zhitongmi@amss.ac.cn

ZHENG YUAN: SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, PEKING UNIVERSITY, BEIJING 100871,
CHINA.
Email address: zyuan@pku.edu.cn



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Main result
	1.2. Applications

	2. Some preparations
	2.1. L2 method
	2.2. Properties of OM,z0-module Jz0

	3. Properties of G(t)
	4. Proofs of Theorem 1.2, Remark 1.3, Corollary 1.4 and Remark 1.5
	5. Proof of Corollary 1.7
	6. Proof of Proposition 1.9
	7. Proofs of Theorem 1.11, Theorem 1.13 and Remark 1.14
	8. Proof of Theorem 1.15
	9. Appendix: Proof of Lemma 2.1
	9.1. Some results used in the proof of Lemma 2.1
	9.2. Proof of Lemma 2.1

	References

