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LEBESGUE POINTS OF FUNCTIONS IN THE COMPLEX SOBOLEV
SPACE

GABRIEL VIGNY AND DUC-VIET VU

ABSTRACT. Let ¢ be a function in the complex Sobolev space W*(U), where U is an open
subset in C*. We show that the complement of the set of Lebesgue points of ¢ is pluripolar.
The key ingredient in our approach is to show that |¢|* for a € [1,2) is locally bounded from
above by a plurisubharmonic function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let U be a bounded open set in C* endowed with the standard Euclidean form w := %dalc|z|2
(recall that d = 9 4+ 9 and d° := 5=(d — 0)). Let W12(U) be the Sobolev space of function
¢ in L?(U) such that Vo € L*(U). Let W*(U) be the subspace of W12(U) consisting of
@ € WH2(U) such that there exists a positive closed current T of bidegree (1,1) and of finite
mass (i.e., [; T A Wk~ < 00) on U such that

(1) dp Ndp <T.

When k = 1, then W*(U) = W'2(U) since dp A d°p is already a positive measure. The
space W*(U), which we call the Dinh-Sibony-Sobolev space (in the literature, it is also called the
complex Sobolev space), was introduced by Dinh and Sibony in to show the exponential
decay of correlations for C* observables in complex dynamics. Indeed, the importance of W*(U)
lies in the fact that, by its very definition, it takes into account the complex structure (which
W2 does not) and it is stable under birational transformation. Since then, the space W*(U)
has provided many applications, e.g. in complex dynamics Vu20, BD22], in random
matrix theory [DKW21], in the study of Monge-Ampere equations [DKN20, Vu23].

Recall that A C U is said to be a pluripolar set if there exists a plurisubharmonic (psh)
function ¢ on U such that A C {¢ = —oo}. For every Borel set K in U, the (Bedford-Taylor)
capacity of K in U (see [BT82]) is given by

Cap(K,U) := sup{/ (dd°v)*: 0 <wv <1, vis psh on U},
K
and Borel sets of zero capacity in U are exactly pluripolar sets.

Following Dinh and Sibony, in [Vig07], the first author showed that W*(U) is actually a
Banach space endowed with the norm

1/2
lell = [ bt +int ([ 7t 1)
U U
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where the infimum is taken over all the positive closed current of bidegree (1,1) satisfying
(). This norm allows to define a functional capacity which is comparable to Bedford-Taylor
capacity and the elements of W*(U) are continuous outside open subsets of U of arbitrarily
small capacity. Furthermore, in [DMV20], it was proved that the standard regularization by
convolution of an element ¢ in W*(U), after extracting a subsequence if necessary, converges
pointwise to ¢ outside some pluripolar set (see [DMV20, Theorem 2.10]). Precisely, let Leb be
the Lebesgue measure on CF. If ¢ € W*(U) and Y is a cut-off radial function with compact
support in U with [, xdLeb =1 and

pe(x) =€ " /C . ¢(z —y)x(y/e)dLeb,

then there is a subsequence (¢, )n C (¢c)e which converges pointwise to a Borel function ¢
outside some pluripolar set in U. The function ¢’ is equal to ¢ in L?(U) and is called a
representative of ¢. Two representatives differ only on a pluripolar set. From now on, when we
speak of a function in W*(U), we implicitly identify it with one of its representatives.

Our main result in this paper strengthens the above-mentioned result by showing that the
complement of the set of Lebesgue points of ¢ is indeed pluripolar. In particular, it implies that
e converges pointwise to ¢ outside some pluripolar set as e — 0.

Let B(x,r) denote the ball of radius 7 > 0 with center = in C*. A point x € U is a Lebesgue
point for a function ¢ € L} (U) if one has

) 1
(2) 21_% Leb(B(0.6)) /B(O,e) lp(z +y) — ¢(x)|dLeb(y) — 0,

It is classical that the convergence (2)) holds for almost every z. In other words, the complement
of the set of Lebesgue points of ¢ is of zero Lebesgue measure.

Theorem 1.1. Let o € W*(U) and let ¢’ be a representative of p. Then, the complement of the
set of Lebesque points of ¢’ is pluripolar. In particular, p. converges pointwise to ¢’ as e — 0
outside some pluripolar set.

Let X be a complex manifold. The notion of Lebesgue points extends to points in X. We
define W _(X) to be the subset of L? (X) consisting of functions ¢ so that for every z € X,
there exists a local chart U around x satisfying that ¢ € W*(U). As a direct consequence of
Theorem [I.I] one obtains

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a complex manifold. Let ¢ € Wit (X) and let @' be a representative
of . Then the complement of the set of Lebesgue points of ¢’ is locally pluripolar.

Endow X with a smooth Riemannian metric. Let Bx(z,7) be the ball of radius r centered
at x € X. Let pg be a smooth volume form on X. By Corollary [[L2], for every ¢ € W _(X), we
define a Borel function ¢ : X — R as follows:

1
(x) := lim 7/ d
¢(z) = lim 110(Bx (2, ¢)) BXW)@ Lo

if the limit exists (and is a finite number), otherwise we simply put @(z) := 0. One sees that
o(z) = p(x) if z is a Lebesgue point of ¢, and ¢ is a representative of p. We call ¢ a canonical
representative of ¢. In practice we don’t distinguish ¢ with . It is useful to recall at this point
that if X is compact, then every locally pluripolar set on X is actually (globally) pluripolar set;
see [DS06D [GZ05], Vul9].
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Let us now comment on the proof of Theorem [[LTl As explained in [Vig07, Corollary 25],
because of the continuity outside sets of arbitrarily small capacity and using the plurifine topol-
ogy, the desired assertion of Theorem [[.I] would be a consequence of the fact that ¢ can be
controlled, locally, by a plurisubharmonic function in the sense that

(3) VYV €U, Jupshon V,u <o < —u on V.

This fact is well-known in the dimension one. Let us recall briefly arguments for a proof of (3)
when k = 1 (hence W*(U) = W12(U)). Assume that ¢ is non-positive with compact support in
U (one can always reduce to that case) so that we can actually work in VVO1 ’2(U ) endowed with
the norm ||¢||? := [, de A d°p. Consider

Cp={peW*({U),¢ < <0}

Then C, is a closed convex set in VVO1 ’2(U ) so it admits a minimal element by Riesz projection
theorem: a function ¢ such that fU d¢ N\ d°¢ is minimal in Cy,. Then, ¢ is subharmonic because
for every negative test function ¢ with compact support in U and ¢ > 0, we have that ¢+t € C,.
Hence

/ d(6 +10) A d°(6 + 16) > / do A\ d°6.
U U

Using this and Stokes’ formula and letting ¢ — 0 implies fU Add¢¢ < 0. It follows that dd¢ is a
positive measure, i.e, ¢ is subharmonic.

When k > 1, it is not clear how to generalize such a strategy because W*(U) is not a Hilbert
space anymore (it is not even reflexive [Vig07, Corollary 8]). The key ingredient in the proof of
Theorem [ 1] is the following result which is of independent interest.

Theorem 1.3. Let B be the unit ball in C*. Let ¢ € W*(B) with |||« <1 and o € [1,2). Then
for every compact K C B, there exist a constant C > 0 and a psh function u on B such that

(4) lp]* < —u
on K possibly outside some pluripolar set and |lul|p1 gy < C.

We recall again that in ({@l) we implicitly identify ¢ with a representative so that the inequality
is meant to hold outside a pluripolar set. Our proof of Theorem [L3] relies on a sort of L™-
bound against Monge-Ampere measures of bounded potentials for functions in W*(B) and a
“plurisubharmonicify” argument to construct plurisubharmonic functions through a given Borel
function. Constructions of similar types were used in pluripotential theory; e.g., see the proof
of Josefson’s theorem [K1i91, Theorem 4.7.4].

Using exponential integrability of psh functions and Theorem [[.3] we see that for every com-
pact K € B and for every « € [1,2), there exist constants ¢; > 0,co > 0 such that for every
© € W*(B) with ||¢|« <1 there holds

/ 1Pl dLeb < cy.
K

This is a weak version of Moser-Trudinger type inequality proved in [DMV20, Theorem 1.2]
where it was even showed that the above inequality does hold for @ = 2 by a different method.
We don’t know if Theorem [I.3] holds for = 2. Investigating that case is interesting because
if the answer is positive, this gives a new proof of the above-mentioned Moser-Trudinger type
inequality. Nevertheless, Theorem [[.3] is no longer true if o > 2, see Example below. We
also obtain a global version of Theorem [[.3], see Theorem [2.7] below for details.

In the next section we prove Theorem [[.3l The proof of Theorem [I.1]is given in Section [3l
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2. PLURISUBHARMONIC UPPER BOUND FOR FUNCTIONS IN W*(B)

In this section we prove Theorem [[L3l We first do it for ¢ € W*(B) non-negative, and the
general case will be treated at the end of this section. Let ¢ € W*(B) be a non-negative function
with ||¢]|« <1 and let ¢ be a negative psh function on B so that

do N dp < ddy.

By [DMV20, Theorem 2.10], we know that there exists a Borel function ¢’ : B — R such that
¢ = ¢ almost everywhere and if ¢, is the standard regularization of ¢ by convolution, then .
converges to ¢’ in capacity, and there exists a subsequence (¢ )i C (pe)e such that ¢ ; converges
pointwise to ¢’ outside some pluripolar set. Such a function ¢’ is called a representative of .
We recall also that

(5) dpe N d°pe < dde,
where . is the standard regularization of .

2.1. Energy estimates. We note that it was proved in [Vig07, Proposition 6] that ¢ belongs
to BMO space and consequently, by results in [JN61], one gets f K e“Pwk < A for some positive
constants ¢, A and for every ¢ with ||¢|« < 1. In this paper, we use the following direct
consequence of this exponential estimate (it can also be deduced from the Moser-Trudinger
inequality proved in [DMV20]).

Corollary 2.1. Let K € B and m € N. There exists a constant C1 > 0 so that
[ lemet <
K

Let n € N and 1, :== max{¢, —n}. Consider the function
hn =1+ T;Z)n/n

We have that 0 < h,, < 1 is a psh function with h,, = 0 on {t) < —n}. Let T, := dd°h2 /2, it is
a positive closed (1,1)-current. Observe that T,, vanishes on the open set {¢) < —n}.

for every ¢ € W*(B) with ||¢l|l. < 1.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that @ and ¢ are smooth. The following inequalities hold:
(i) dhy, A d°hy, < T, and h,ddh, < T,
(ii) dp N d°p < dd, on {h, > 0},
(iii) dp N d°p AT, < dd“Ppi1 NTy,.

Proof. Direct computations show T}, = h,dd‘h,, + dh,, N\ d°h,,. Hence, we get
T, > dh, ANd°h,,, T, > h,ddh,

because h,, is a non-negative psh function. Thus (i) follows.

Since v is continuous, we have dd®,, = ddy on the open set {¢) > —n} = {h,, > 0}. Hence
(ii) follows.

We now prove (iii). Observe that dp A d°@ AT, =0 on {h,+1 =0} = {tp < —n — 1} because
T,, = 0 on the open set {¢) < —n}. By (ii),

de Nd°o AT, < dd°Ppi1 NTy
on {hp+1 > 0}. Consequently (iii) follows. O
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For every m € N, K € B, for 0 < p < k, we define

In,m,p,K = 8sup / hitp2mddc’[}1 FANKIRIRIVAN ddcvp A wk—p
K

V1 5eeeyUp

and for 0 <p < k-1,

Jnmp, K = Sup / P ddv A - A ddv, AT, A wh=1-p,
V1,eVp J K
where the supremum in the two definitions above is taken over all psh functions v; on B with
0 <wv; < 1. Note that in the definitions of I}, , p, k and J, ;s p i, We have fixed a representative
of ¢. These definitions are independent of choices of representatives. The quantity I, ., x can
be considered as a sort of energy for .

In what follows, we use < or = to denote < or > respectively modulo a multiplicative constant
independent of n and .

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ € W*(B) be a non-negative function with ||¢|l« < 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢y, i independent of n and ¢, such that

Jn,m,O,K <en™
for every n.

Proof. Recall that for every constant M > 0, the function min{y, M} also belongs to W*(B)
with || min{¢, M }||« <1, and
dmin(p, M) A d°min(p, M) < dd.
Thus by considering min{¢, M} instead of ¢ (and using Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theo-
rem with M — 00), we can assume that ¢ is bounded. By standard regularization and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, we can further assume that ¢ and v are smooth (see ().
Let x be a smooth cut-off function such that x = 1 on an open neighborhood of K, and x is

compactly supported on B with 0 < x < 1. In order to prove the desired assertion, it suffices to
bound from above

Jn7m707X = / X2(102mT1’L A wk_l-
B
Since T}, = dd°h? /2, Stokes’ formula gives
Tnm0x = / > xdx Ad°hy AWt +m / X2 o Adh A WF T
B B
= 2/ > Xhndx A dhy AW 4 2m/ Y2 L hdp A dChy, A WP
B B

Let Ay, As be the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last equality respectively.
Since y is smooth, we obtain dyx A d°x < w. By this, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to
dx A (xd°h,) and Lemma [2Z2] one gets

A2 < / Y202 dhy, A dhy A WP / O™ dy A dSy A wFT!
B B

§/X2(’D2an/\wk—l/ (,02ka
B suppx

5 Jn7m707X



6 GABRIEL VIGNY AND DUC-VIET VU

by Corollary 2.1l We treat A, similarly. We have
A3 S / X3P h2dp A dép A Wk / 2?2 dhy, A dChy, A WY
B B

< /}BX2¢2mhiddC¢n /\wk_l/BX2902m_2Tn A Wkl

S ndnm—1,0,xIn,m,0,x
because of Lemma again and hflddcwn = nh%ddchn < nh,T, < nT,. Consequently, we get

Tnmox < C(Jnmox)""* + C(ndnm-1.0xTnmox) "
for some constant C' independent of n, p. We infer
Tnmox < CHL 41T m-1,0.)-
Applying the last inequality inductively for m — 1,...,1 instead of m, we obtain
Tnmox Sn'.

This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ € W*(B) be a non-negative function with ||¢|« < 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢, i independent of n and ¢, such that

m
Jn7m7p7K é Cn
for every n.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on p. If p = 0, the desired assertion is Lemma 2.3l We
assume now that it is true for all p’ with p’ <p — 1.

As in the proof of Lemma 2.3 without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ and 1 are
smooth. Let x be a smooth cut-off function as in the proof of Lemma 2.3l In order to prove the
desired assertion, it suffices to bound from above

Jn7m7p7x ‘= Ssup / X2§02mddc'l]1 VANEERIAN ddc’l)p A Tn A wk—l—p.
B

V1,..-yUp

We check that

m
Inmpx ST

by induction on m (p now fixed). When m = 0, this is obvious. Assume that it is true for
m' <m—1. Let R := ddva A---Addv, AT, AwFP~1 We note that R depends on n. However,
to ease the notation, we don’t explicitly write the dependence on n here. By Stokes’ formula
one gets

/ x2<,02mddcv1 AR =

B

- 2/ @*"xdx N dvi AR — 2m/ Y2 Ydo A dvy A R.
B B

Denote by @1, Q2 the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last equality respec-
tively. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to dx A (xd°v;) and the fact that y is smooth
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with dxy Ad°x < Lsuppyw and 0 < vy < 1, we obtain

(6) Qi< 4/}B¢2mdx AdSx N R/sztp2mdv1 ANd°vi AR

< / chmR A w/ X2cp2mddcfu% AR
suppx B

S InanpxInmp—1,suppx S Inmpyn”
by the induction hypothesis on p, where in the second inequality of (6], we used the estimate:
ddv} = 2vydd°vy + 2dvy A dvy > 2dvy A dCvy.

We estimate Qo similarly. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to (¢™ !dy) A (¢™dv1) and
Lemma [22] (iii),

Q3 / ©*"dvy A dvy A R/ Y2 Vdp Ado AR
B
Jn m,px/ 2(m 1 dCT,Z)nJ,_l AR

S (7’L + 1) Jn,m,p,x / X2C,02(m_1)ddchn+1 A R.
B
By induction hypothesis on m, one gets
/X2(;02(m l)ddchn+1 AR 5 nm—l‘

It follows that
Q% S ”mJn,m,p,X'

This coupled with (@] yields that

2 m
Jn ;MDD X 5 n Jn,m,p,x-

Hence Jy mp Sn'. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ € W*(B) be a non-negative function with ||¢|l« < 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢y i independent of n and ¢ such that

m
In,m,p,K <cn
for every n.

Proof. We argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma[2.4], by induction on p. If p = 0, the desired
assertion follows from Corollary 2.1l We assume now that it is true for every p’ with p’ <p—1.

As in the proof of Lemma 23] without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ and 1 are
smooth. Let x be a smooth cut-off function as in the proof of Lemma 2.3l In order to prove the
desired assertion, it suffices to bound from above

Inmpy = Sup / X2 ddevy A -+ A dduy A Wt TP
vlv"'vvp ]B
We check that
Inmpx S0

by induction on m (p now fixed). When m = 0, this is obvious because h,, is bounded, suppx € B
and the desired inequality follows from the standard Chern-Levine-Nirenberg inequality for
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Monge-Ampere operators. Assume that it is true for m’ < m — 1. Let R := ddvy A - - - ddvp A
wF=P. By Stokes’ formula, one gets

/ X2h2p*™ddv; AR = — / h2*™2xdx A d°vy A R — / x*h22me*™ tdp A d°vy A R—
B B B

/ 2™ 2h,dhy, A d°vy A R.
B

Denote by Pi, P», P53 the first, second and third terms in the right-hand side of the last equality.
Arguing as in the estimation of (01, Q)2 in the proof of Lemma 2.4] one obtains

(7)
PE<4 / h2p*™dy Ad°x AR / X2RZE*dvy A d°vi AR < Tnmp—1 suppx Inmpx S 0 Tnompiy
B B

by the induction hypothesis on p. We estimate P». By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to
(@™ Ldp) A (p™dv1) and Lemma 2.2 we have

(8) P2 < / 2h2p ™ Ddp Ad°p AR / Y2h2e*™dv A d°vy A R
B B

< /B 2h2p* ™Y ddy, A R /B Y2h2e?™dde(v?) A R
S i m—1,psuppx Inmpx ST Tnmpx

by the induction hypothesis on m (for p fixed). Finally, we want to control Ps;. Again by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to dh, A (h,dv1) and Lemma 2.2}

P? <4 / x2*™dh,, A d°h, A R / X2p*™h2dvy A d°vi AR
B B

2 2m m
S In,m,p,x/ X" Th AR < Inmpxnmpsuppx ST Inmp,x
B

by Lemma 24l Combining the last inequality, (7)) and (8) gives I? S " Iy m p,y hence the

n,m,p,x ~
desired assertion. This finishes the proof. d

2.2. Capacity estimates. For every Borel set £ C B the relative extremal psh function with
respect to F is defined by

up :=sup{u pshon B, u <0on B, u < —1on E}.

Let u} be the upper semicontinuous regularization of ug. Recall that —1 < u}, < 0 is a psh
function on B, which only differs from ug on a pluripolar set. Moreover, (ddcu*E)k vanishes
outside E and if E is relatively compact in B then

0 Cap(E.B) = [ (dtui) = [ (ddup)",
B E
see [BT82] and also [K1i91].

Fix a compact set K € B. Let 2 < A < 4 be a constant and let ¢ and ¥ be as above. For

n € N, we consider
K, ={z€ K, o(z) >2" and ¢ > —\"}.

Note that K, is a priori not closed. On the other hand by [DMV20, Theorem 2.10] or [Vig07,
Theorem 22|, ¢ is quasi-continuous (with respect to capacity), i.e, for every constant ¢ > 0,
there exists an open subset V; in B such that Cap(V;,B) < e and ¢ is continuous on B\V,.
Hence K,\V, is closed on B (note that the set {1y > —A"} is already closed).
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Corollary 2.6. Let ¢ € W*(B) be a non-negative function with ||pl« < 1 as above. Let
Up = ug, . Then, for every m, there exists a constant c,, independent of ¢ such that for all
neN

/ (dd°us)* < Cap(K, B) < cm(A/4)™.

n

Proof. We have

Cap(K,,B) = / (dd°u)k > / (ddcur)*.

n n

As noted above, K, is not necessarily closed. Let [ be a positive integer and V; be an open
subset in B so that Cap(V},B) < 1~! and ¢ is continuous on B\V;. Observe that

(10) Cap(K,,B) < Cap(K,\V;,B) + Cap(V;,B)
< Cap(K,\V,, B) + !

C, * k —
:/K\Vl(dd wew)t 17!

because of (@) and the fact that K,\V] is closed (hence compact).
Observe that hoyn > 1/2 on K,,. Thus

/ (ddufe \y;)* <4 / hxnd™" P (dd ue n y;)F
Kn\V; Kn\Vi

<4 [ Bam e e )
K

by Lemma applied to ¢, where ¢ is a constant depending only on m, K (note that K,, C K).
This combined with (I0) gives

Cap(K,,B) < c47mm ™ 4 [~1

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on k and m. Letting | — oo yields the second desired
inequality. The proof is finished. O

End of the proof of Theorem [[.3. Let o € [1,2). We first consider ¢ € W*(B) with ¢ > 0 and
let v be a negative psh function on B with dp A d°p < dd®y. Let K,,u, be as above. Let A be
a number with 2% < A. Consider the non-positive function

wim 3o (a4 )

n=1

We will prove that
Claim. 2% < —p® outside a pluripolar set.

Let
Ay, ={z eB: ) e 272", ¥(x) > -A"}.

Recall that ¢ is identified with a representative which is well defined, hence finite, outside a
pluripolar set that we denote by A...
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Let z € B\ (U2, A, U As). Thus, there exists a positive integer n so that ¢(z) € [27,2"F1)
and () < —A" (note that 0 < ¢(x) < c0). Consequently
A\
u(z) < 2m <—max(i’; )> — _gna,
In other words, one obtains
2% < —p©
on the complement of A := UpenA, U As. Since u), = u, outside some pluripolar set E,, we

see that for x € A,\E,, there holds u(z) < 2"%u,(z) = —2"*, where we note that u,, = —1 on
K,,, which contains A,,. Hence

2% < —p®
on A\(US2, E, U As). Hence the claim follows.

We now show that u is not identically —oo. Observe first that the series

e n
v Z ona max(zf;l A™)
n=1
is a well-defined psh function by our choice of A.
Let p(z) := ||z]|> — 1. Hence p = 0 on B and dd°p = w. Since p < 0 in B and p is continuous,
we see that there exists a constant Mg depending on K so that Mgp < —1 on K (hence on K,
because K, C K). Thus

on B for every n, by the envelope in the definition of u,. It follows that for every w € 0B and
n € N*, one has

(11) liminf (2"%u,,

n
z—w,z€B

(2) =n~2p(2)) > [2"* My —n~?| lim p(z) = 0.

L1
B, = {Z"O‘un < mp} .

By (), one can apply the comparison principle ([Ko05, Theorem 1.16]) to 2w} and #p.
Thus one obtains that

1
W/ (ddcp)k < 2kna/ (ddcuz)k < 2knacap(Kn) < 2nkac
n By n

For n € N*, let

nm

™M 92nm?
for any m € N, where ¢,, is the constant given by Corollary Hence for every ng > 1 we get

Anm
Z / wk < Z n2k2nkacm S - Z n2k(2ka4—m)\m)n‘

n>ng n>ng n>ng

Thus by choosing m large enough (so that 28“4=™\™ < 1), we see that

[ e [

n>ngo n B

for ng large enough (independent of ¢ and K'). In particular, there is zg € B\ Uy>p, By,. Hence

we get
Vn > ng, 0> 2"k (z0) > n"2p(xo).
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It follows that
u(zg) = w(zo) +Z2”°‘ ¥ (x0) > w(zg) + O(1) + p(x0) Zn > w(xz) +O0(1) + 2p(xg) > —o0.
n>1 n>1

Consequently, u Z —oo. This gives the existence of u in Theorem [I.3] when ¢ > 0.

In the next paragraphs, we will show that one can choose u so that the L'-norm of u is
bounded uniformly (still for ¢ > 0). Define
My == inf{|Jul|p1 (k) : || < —u, u is a negative psh function on B}.

Let M be the supremum of M, for ¢ running over non-negative functions on W*(B) of *-norm
at most 1. We check that M < co. Suppose on contrary that M = oco. Hence, one can find a
sequence (¢y, ), of non-negative functions in W*(B) with ||, ||« < 1 such that M., > 2". Define

V= E n_2<,0n
n>1

which is an element in W*(B) because W*(B) is a Banach space. Hence by the previous part of

the proof, there exists a negative psh function u on B with |u| > v®. In particular, |u| > n=2%p.

Thus, we get n?*|u| > ¢%. Tt follows that

M, < [[0**ull g1 (xy = n*|ull 11 (xe) < 2"
if n is big enough. This is a contradiction because M,, > 2”. Hence M < oo. We infer that
for every a € [1,2), there exists a constant C, > 0 so that for every non-negative function
© € W*(B) of x-norm < 1, there exists a negative psh function u on B satisfying —u > |¢|* on
K and ||ul[z1(g) < Ca.

Now we consider the general case where ¢ € W*(B) with ||¢]l« < 1. Hence ¢; := max(yp,0)
and @9 := —min(ip, 0) are both of *-norm < 1. Applying the above result to ¢; and ¢, we find
negative psh functions uj,us on B so that

—uj = [05]% Mgl ) < Ca
This combined with the fact that ¢ = @1 — @9 yields
ol S —(ur +u2),  ur + uallpi(r) < 2Ch.
By putting u := u1 +us, we see that u satisfies the desired propertles. This finishes the proof. [

Remark. Observe that if ¢ satisfies dp A d°p < dd®y with ¥ € L°°, then the proof is much
simpler and one can show actually that for any o € R™, there is a psh function u such that
|u| > |¢|* on K and the L'-norm on K of u is uniformly bounded.

Let X be a compact Kéhler manifold and w be a Kéhler form on X. We can define W*(X)
in a way similar to W*(U), see [DS06al, [Vig07]. Recall that for a Kéhler form n on X, we say
that a function u is n-psh if ddu 4+ n > 0. Here is a global version of Theorem

Theorem 2.7. Let o € [1,2). Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every ¢ € W*(X)
with |||« < 1 there is a negative Cw-psh function u on X such that

ol* < —u, ullprx < C.

Proof. We follow almost line by line the proof of Theorem [L3l The only new issue to handle
is to choose u,, more carefully to obtain that u is Cw-psh for some uniform constant C. Recall
that for Borel set F in X,

Cap,,(F) := sup {/ (ddv+w)”:0<v <1, vis w-psh}.
X
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For every Kéahler form 7 on X, we put
up,y = sup{u negative n-psh :u < —1on E}.

Let u*E77 be the upper semicontinuous regularization of ug. As in the local setting, one has
-1 < ujp S 0 which is n-psh on X, and uj, 0 differs only from ug, on a pluripolar set and

(dd°w¥; + n)* vanishes on {up, < 0} E (when {u},, <0} is non empty), and

(12) Cap, (E) = /X gy, (ddul, +n)* = /E gy, (ddouyy, + )"

We refer to [GZ05] for proofs of these statements which follow, more or less, from those in the
local setting in [BTS82].

Let ¢ € W*(X) with ||¢]l« < 1 and let T be a closed positive (1,1)-current on X so that
do Nd°p < T and fX T A wF=1 < 1. Because of the bound on the mass of T, there exists a
constant C' independent of T so that we can write T' = dd®y + 6 for some smooth form 6 and
f-psh function 1 with supy ¥ = 0 and § < Cw. As in the proof of Theorem [[.3] it suffices to
consider the case where ¢ > 0.

Let 2 < A < 4 be a constant 2% < \. For n € N, we consider

K, ={z€ X, p(2) >2"and ¢y > —\"}
and
un = UK”’gfnaw.

Arguing as in the proof of Corollary 2.6 one sees that for every m, there exists a constant ¢,
independent of ¢ such that for all n € N

(13) Capg-nay, (Kn) < cn(A/4)™".

Consider the non-positive function

U= Z one <qu + —max(z)ﬁ\;—)\ )> .
n=1

As before we have 2%u < —p® outside a pluripolar set. Let

ni= ) 2737 w) + 27N " Cw < C'w

n=1

for some constant C’ > 0 (depending only on a, \) by our choice of A. Since u} is 37"%w-psh
and v is Cw-psh, we get

dd°u+n>0

if u Z —oo. It follows that u is C'w-psh if u # —oo. It remains to check that u is not identically
equal to —co. To this end, we argue as in the proof of Theorem [L.3]

For n € N*, let
. no, *x 1
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By the comparison principle (see [Ko05, Theorem 6.4]), for any m € N,

/ (3 W)k < / (dduf, + 37"w)*
An An

< 2“0‘712/ —uf (ddCu?, + 37"%w)"
Ap

nm

A
< 2nanzcap3*"aw(Kn) < CmZnan2 922nm’

by (I3]). Hence for every ng > 1 we get

Anm
3 / W < 3 epn2gnlitia S = o S p2(3lk+Dagmmymyn,

n>ng n>ng n>ng
Thus by choosing m large enough (so that 3(:+Dag=m) " < 1) we see that
> / wh < / w”
n>no An X
for ng large enough (independent of ¢). In particular, there is g € X\ Up>n, An. Hence we get
Vn > ng, 0> 2% (zg) > n 2

Hence u(xg) > —oo. The fact that one can choose u so that its L'-norm is uniformly bounded
is proved exactly in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [[.3l This finishes the proof. [

Example. Let @ > 2 and k = 1. For every § € (0,1/2) consider op(z) = (—log|z|>)"/?7%.
Direct computations show that

idz N\ dz
7|2|2(log |2]2)1+20

which is of finite mass on U := B(0,1/2) in C. Hence ¢ € W'2(U) = W*(U). However
since @ > 2, one can choose § small enough so that 8 := «(1/2 — §) > 1. Consequently
©® = (—log|z|?)? is not bounded from above by minus of a subharmonic function on B(0,1/4)
because if there were such a function, then its Lelong number at 0 would be equal to co (a
contradiction).

dp Nd°p =

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

We first present some more auxiliary results about the plurifine topology. Although the
materials seem to be standard, we will give details here because we could not find a proper
reference for them.

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a negative psh function on B. Let xy € B so that u(xg) > —oco. Let § > 0
be a constant and let

Es(u) :={z € U : |u(z) — u(zg)| > d}.
Let ¢, := Leb(B(xg,r)) and b, := Leb(B(xg,r) N Es). Then b,/c; — 0 as r — 0.
Proof. By upper semicontinuity of u, for every constant € > 0, one gets

u(z) < wu(xzg) +€
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for z € B(z,r) with r < re small enough. Hence for € < § and r < r. and z € E5N B(z,r) there
holds u(x) < u(xp) — d. This combined with the submean inequality gives

cru(zg) < / udLeb
B(zo,r)

< / udLeb + / udLeb
B(:vo,r)\E(; B(:Eo,T)ﬂE(g

(u(zo) + €)(er — by) + (u(zo) — 6)by

<
< ¢u(zy) + ec, — Oby.

Dividing both sides by d¢, we obtain

by/c, < €/d.
Hence limsup, _,q b, /c, < €/ for every e < §. Letting € — 0 one gets b, /¢, — 0 as desired. [

Lemma 3.2. Let uy,...,un, be negative psh functions on B and xog € B so that u;(xg) > —o0
for 1 <j <m. Let § > 0 be a constant and Es := UJL, Es(u;). Let ¢, := Leb(B(xo,r)). Then
for every negative psh function v’ on U with u'(xg) > —oo there holds

et / |u'|dLeb — 0
B(Zvo,T‘)ﬂE(;

et / u'dLeb — /()
B(zo,r)\Es

and

as r — 0.

Proof. The second desired convergence is a direct consequence of the first one. We prove now the
first desired assertion. We use again the notation of the previous lemma b, = Leb(B(zg, )N Ejs).
Since u;(zg) > —o0, using Lemma [B1] we infer that

(14) by/cr — 0
as r — 0. By upper semicontinuity of ’, for every constant € > 0, one gets
u'(z) < u(z0) + €

for z € B(x,r) with 7 < r/ small enough. By definition of Es, we have

et / u'dLeb = ¢, ! / u'dLeb + ¢, ! / u'dLeb
B(zo,r) B(zo,r)\Es B(zo,r)NEs

< (W'(z0) + €)(1 — by /) + et / u'dLeb
B(zo,r)NEs
if r < rl. Letting » — 0 and using (I4]) we get
u'(z0) </ (x0) + € + liminf ¢, ! / u'dLeb.
r—0 B(zo,r)NEs

It follows that
liminf ¢, 1 / u'dLeb > —e
B(zo,r)NEs

r—0

for every € > 0. The second desired inequality hence follows because v’ < 0. The proof is
complete. O
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We recall that the plurifine topology on B is the coarsest topology that makes psh functions
on B continuous ([BT8T7]). Intersection of finitely many sets of type {v > 0} or {v < 0} for psh
functions v on some open subset in B form a basis of this topology.

Lemma 3.3. The family of sets of form V NN {x : |uj(x) — uj(zo)| < 0}, where V' runs over
open subsets in B with respect to the Euclidean topology, u; bounded psh functions on V', and x
runs over points in V, is a basis of the plurifine topology.

Proof. Since the set {v < 0} for every psh function v is open in the Euclidean topology, we see
that the family of sets of form V' :=V NN {v; > 0}, where V' is an open set in the Euclidean
topology, m € N and v; psh functions on V, is a basis of plurifine topology. It suffices to consider
only bounded psh functions by replacing v; by max{v;,0} in the definition of elements in the
latter basis. Let zg € V’. Since vj(xg) > 0, it is clear that one can find a constant § > 0 such
that
zo € VNNL{z: |vj(z) — vi(wo)| <0} C V.

This finishes the proof. O

Proposition 3.4. Let V be a non-empty plurifinely open subset in B. Let g € V and u be a
psh function on B with u(zg) > —oo. Let ¢, := Leb(B(xg,7)). Then we have

et / |uldLeb — 0
B(zo,r)\V

c;l/ |u — u(xo)|dLeb — 0
B(zo,r)NV

and

asr — 0.

Proof. By Lemma [3.3], it is enough to prove the desired assertions for V = ﬂ;-”zl{x () —
uj(xo)| < 0}, where u; bounded psh functions on some open subset V’. The desired assertions
now follow from Lemma O

A real function f is plurifinely continuous in a plurifinely open set W if and only if for every
open interval I C R and for every x € W, there exists a plurifinely open set B containing = such
that f(B) C I. The following result is the second ingredient in the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Proposition 3.5. ([Vig07, Theorem 22]) Every function ¢ in W*(B) is plurifinely continuous
outside some pluripolar set. Precisely, there exists a family F of bounded psh functions on B
such that

E = ﬂveg{v < —1}
is pluripolar (and is closed in the plurifine topology) and for every x € B\E and v € F with
x € {v> —1}, one has that o(z') = p(z) as ' — x and 2’ remains in {v > —1}.

We always identify ¢ with a fixed representative of ¢ (see Introduction for references). Thus,
to be precise, the statement of Proposition means that if ¢’ is a representative of o, then ¢’
is plurifinely continuous outside some pluripolar set.

Proof. We recall the proof for readers’ convenience. By [DMV20, Theorem 2.10] or [Vig07], we
know that for every constant e > 0, there exists an open subset Y, in B so that Cap(Y,,B) < e
and ¢ is continuous on B\Y.. Let (U;);>1 be an increasing sequence of relatively open subsets
in B so that and U; C Uj4+1 and B = U;>1U;. Put K := Yy,; N U; which is relatively compact
in B. Hence ¢ is continuous on U;\K;. We have

Cap(K;,B) < Cap(Yy,;,B) < 1/j
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for every j. Let #; be the set of psh functions v on B such that -1 <4 <0 on B and u = —1

on Kj. Let
u; = u*Kj = (Sup{u pshon B:u<0onB, u<-1on Kj})*,

By considering max{u, —1} instead of u in the envelope defining u;, one sees that

uj = (sup{u:ue FH,
We define
which contains K;. Note that K ]’ is relatively compact in B because max{Mp, -1} € F; for M

large enough (recall p = [|z||*> — 1 and K; € B) and K % is plurifinely closed by definition of the
plurifine topology. Observe that if v is a negative psh function on B so that v < —1 on K then
v < —1 on K because max{v, —1} € #;. We infer that

wr = uger.
This combined with the fact that both K; and K ]’ are relatively compact Borel sets in B gives

Cap(K;, B) = / (ddeu?) = / (ddus)* = Cap(K!,B).
B B J

We thus obtain that ¢ is plurifinely continuous on U;\ K} and Cap(K7},B) < 1/j. Let
E = mjle]/' = ﬂueg’{u < —1},

where & := U;>1%; which is a family of psh functions —1 < v < 0 on B. Hence Cap(F,B) <
Cap(KJ’»,IBB) < 1/j for every j. It follows that

Cap(E,B) =0,

in other words, E is pluripolar (note E is Borel). Since K J’ is plurifinely closed, we see that
B\K ]’ is plurifinely open. We don’t need this observation for the rest of the proof.

We note that K; C K]’ Let z € B\E. Hence there are j € N and v € Fj so that

S {U > —1} N Uj C Uj\KJ/

This combined with the continuity of ¢ on U;\ K] gives ¢(2') — ¢(z) as 2’ — z and 2’ € U;\ K
(in particular it holds when #’ remains in {v > —1} N Uj;). This finishes the proof. O

Let (ue)ge(oﬂ be a sequence of probability measures on C* such that suppu. C B(0,¢) and

e 1. < MLeb,

for some constant M > 0 independent of €. Observe that u. converges weakly to §y as ¢ —
0. We say that such a sequence is an approrimation of unity. Two important examples of
approximations of unity are

1
¢i= e 1p.
ML= Leb(B(0,0)) 20

where x is a radial cut-off function as above. We recall the following standard fact.

Leb, pg.:= ¢ **y(x/€)Leb,

Lemma 3.6. Let o € L} _(U) and x € U be a point such that
1

lim — _ ()|dLeb = 0.
o Teb(B(z, o)) /B(m)“” plw)ldLeb =0
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Then one has
lim [ [p(z +y) — o(@)|dp(y) =0,

e—0 Jck
for every approzimation of unity (fi)e-

Proof. Recall that suppp. C B(0,¢) and there exists a constant M > 0 such that ¢2#u, < MLeb.
It follows that

oz + 1) — o(@)|duc(y) < 2 / o — o(a)|dLeb
CFk B(xz,€)

which converges to 0 as € — 0 by the hypothesis. The desired convergence follows. This finishes
the proof. O

End of the proof of Theorem [I1l Let us now finish the proof of Theorem [I.1l It suffices to work
locally and we can assume that U = B so by Theorem [I.3] there exists a psh function u on B
such that

(15) lp| < —u

on B. By Proposition [3.5], there exists a plurifinely closed pluripolar set E such that w is locally
finite outside E and ¢ is plurifinely continuous outside E. Let o € FE. Let V be a plurifinely
open neighborhood of g in B\ E. Let ¢, := Leb(B(zg,r)). Using (I3, one obtains

[ Je-stadieb=ct [ o pagdieb+ et [ o= plan)ldLeb
B(zo,r) B(zo,r)NV B(zo,r)\V
<ct / lo — @(xq)|dLeb + ¢t / (Ju] + |u(zo)|)dLeb.
B(zo,r)NV B(zo,r)\V

Let I1(r), I2(r) be the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last inequality. Since
 is plurifinely continuous at xg, one sees that for every constant ¢ > 0, there exists a constant
re > 0 such that |p — p(zo)| < € on B(xg,7) NV for r < r.. It follows that I1(r) < e for
r < re. Hence lim,_,oI1(r) = 0. On the other hand, the term I5(r) also tends to 0 as r — 0
by Proposition [3.4] applied to u and u(xg). Hence z( is a Lebesgue point of ¢. Hence the
complement of Lebesgue points of ¢ is contained in the pluripolar set £. The second desired
assertion follows from this and Lemma The proof is finished. O

Remark. We refer the reader to a related work [SIR14], where Lebesgue sets were studied: in
the article, the authors establish the fact that every bounded subharmonic function in a domain
in C, restricted to any real line, possesses the Lebesgue property at each point.
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