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LEBESGUE POINTS OF FUNCTIONS IN THE COMPLEX SOBOLEV

SPACE

GABRIEL VIGNY AND DUC-VIET VU

Abstract. Let ϕ be a function in the complex Sobolev space W ∗(U), where U is an open
subset in C

k. We show that the complement of the set of Lebesgue points of ϕ is pluripolar.
The key ingredient in our approach is to show that |ϕ|α for α ∈ [1, 2) is locally bounded from
above by a plurisubharmonic function.

Classification AMS 2020: 32Uxx, 37Fxx.
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1. Introduction

Let U be a bounded open set in C
k endowed with the standard Euclidean form ω := 1

2dd
c|z|2

(recall that d = ∂ + ∂̄ and dc := i
2π (∂̄ − ∂)). Let W 1,2(U) be the Sobolev space of function

ϕ in L2(U) such that ∇ϕ ∈ L2(U). Let W ∗(U) be the subspace of W 1,2(U) consisting of
ϕ ∈ W 1,2(U) such that there exists a positive closed current T of bidegree (1, 1) and of finite
mass (i.e.,

∫

U T ∧ ωk−1 <∞) on U such that

(1) dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ T.

When k = 1, then W ∗(U) = W 1,2(U) since dϕ ∧ dcϕ 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 [DS06a] to show the exponential
decay of correlations for Cα observables in complex dynamics. Indeed, the importance ofW ∗(U)
lies in the fact that, by its very definition, it takes into account the complex structure (which
W 1,2 does not) and it is stable under birational transformation. Since then, the space W ∗(U)
has provided many applications, e.g. in complex dynamics [Vig15, Vu20, BD22], in random
matrix theory [DKW21], in the study of Monge-Ampère equations [DKN20, Vu23].

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

Cap(K,U) := sup

{
∫

K
(ddcv)k : 0 ≤ v ≤ 1, v is psh on U

}

,

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

‖ϕ‖∗ =

∫

U
|ϕ|ωk + inf

(
∫

U
T ∧ ωk−1

)1/2
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2 GABRIEL VIGNY AND DUC-VIET VU

where the infimum is taken over all the positive closed current of bidegree (1, 1) satisfying
(1). 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 ϕ in W ∗(U), after extracting a subsequence if necessary, converges
pointwise to ϕ outside some pluripolar set (see [DMV20, Theorem 2.10]). Precisely, let Leb be
the Lebesgue measure on C

k. If ϕ ∈ W ∗(U) and χ is a cut-off radial function with compact
support in U with

∫

Ck χdLeb = 1 and

ϕǫ(x) := ǫ−2k

∫

Ck

ϕ(x− y)χ(y/ǫ)dLeb,

then there is a subsequence (ϕǫn)n ⊂ (ϕǫ)ǫ which converges pointwise to a Borel function ϕ′

outside some pluripolar set in U . The function ϕ′ is equal to ϕ in L2(U) and is called a
representative of ϕ. 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 ϕ is indeed pluripolar. In particular, it implies that
ϕǫ converges pointwise to ϕ outside some pluripolar set as ǫ→ 0.

Let B(x, r) denote the ball of radius r > 0 with center x in C
k. A point x ∈ U is a Lebesgue

point for a function ϕ ∈ L1
loc(U) if one has

lim
ǫ→0

1

Leb(B(0, ǫ))

∫

B(0,ǫ)
|ϕ(x+ y)− ϕ(x)|dLeb(y) → 0,(2)

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

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ ∈W ∗(U) and let ϕ′ be a representative of ϕ. Then, the complement of the
set of Lebesgue points of ϕ′ is pluripolar. In particular, ϕǫ converges pointwise to ϕ′ as ǫ → 0
outside some pluripolar set.

Let X be a complex manifold. The notion of Lebesgue points extends to points in X. We
define W ∗

loc(X) to be the subset of L2
loc(X) consisting of functions ϕ so that for every x ∈ X,

there exists a local chart U around x satisfying that ϕ ∈ W ∗(U). As a direct consequence of
Theorem 1.1, one obtains

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a complex manifold. Let ϕ ∈ W ∗
loc(X) and let ϕ′ be a representative

of ϕ. Then the complement of the set of Lebesgue points of ϕ′ is locally pluripolar.

Endow X with a smooth Riemannian metric. Let BX(x, r) be the ball of radius r centered
at x ∈ X. Let µ0 be a smooth volume form on X. By Corollary 1.2, for every ϕ ∈W ∗

loc(X), we
define a Borel function ϕ̃ : X → R as follows:

ϕ̃(x) := lim
ǫ→0

1

µ0(BX(x, ǫ))

∫

BX(x,ǫ)
ϕdµ0

if the limit exists (and is a finite number), otherwise we simply put ϕ̃(x) := 0. One sees that
ϕ̃(x) = ϕ(x) if x is a Lebesgue point of ϕ, and ϕ̃ is a representative of ϕ. We call ϕ̃ a canonical
representative of ϕ. In practice we don’t distinguish ϕ̃ with ϕ. 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 [DS06b, GZ05, Vu19].
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Let us now comment on the proof of Theorem 1.1. 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 1.1 would be a consequence of the fact that ϕ can be
controlled, locally, by a plurisubharmonic function in the sense that

(3) ∀V ⋐ U, ∃u psh on V, u ≤ ϕ ≤ −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) =W 1,2(U)). Assume that ϕ is non-positive with compact support in

U (one can always reduce to that case) so that we can actually work in W 1,2
0 (U) endowed with

the norm ‖ϕ‖2 :=
∫

U dϕ ∧ dcϕ. Consider

Cϕ := {φ ∈W ∗(U), φ ≤ ϕ ≤ 0}.

Then Cϕ is a closed convex set in W 1,2
0 (U) so it admits a minimal element by Riesz projection

theorem: a function φ such that
∫

U dφ∧ dcφ is minimal in Cϕ. Then, φ is subharmonic because
for every negative test function θ with compact support in U and t > 0, we have that φ+tθ ∈ Cϕ.
Hence

∫

U
d(φ+ tθ) ∧ dc(φ+ tθ) ≥

∫

U
dφ ∧ dcφ.

Using this and Stokes’ formula and letting t→ 0 implies
∫

U θdd
cφ ≤ 0. It follows that ddcφ is a

positive measure, i.e, φ 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 1.1 is the following result which is of independent interest.

Theorem 1.3. Let B be the unit ball in C
k. Let ϕ ∈W ∗(B) with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 and α ∈ [1, 2). Then

for every compact K ⊂ B, there exist a constant C > 0 and a psh function u on B such that

|ϕ|α ≤ −u(4)

on K possibly outside some pluripolar set and ‖u‖L1(K) ≤ C.

We recall again that in (4) we implicitly identify ϕ with a representative so that the inequality
is meant to hold outside a pluripolar set. Our proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on a sort of Lm-
bound against Monge-Ampère 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 [Kli91, Theorem 4.7.4].

Using exponential integrability of psh functions and Theorem 1.3, we see that for every com-
pact K ⋐ B and for every α ∈ [1, 2), there exist constants c1 > 0, c2 > 0 such that for every
ϕ ∈W ∗(B) with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 there holds

∫

K
ec1|ϕ|

α

dLeb ≤ c2.

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 α = 2 by a different method.
We don’t know if Theorem 1.3 holds for α = 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 1.3 is no longer true if α > 2, see Example 2.2 below. We
also obtain a global version of Theorem 1.3, see Theorem 2.7 below for details.

In the next section we prove Theorem 1.3. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 3.
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2. Plurisubharmonic upper bound for functions in W ∗(B)

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. We first do it for ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) non-negative, and the
general case will be treated at the end of this section. Let ϕ ∈W ∗(B) be a non-negative function
with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 and let ψ be a negative psh function on B so that

dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ ddcψ.

By [DMV20, Theorem 2.10], we know that there exists a Borel function ϕ′ : B → R such that
ϕ′ = ϕ almost everywhere and if ϕǫ is the standard regularization of ϕ by convolution, then ϕǫ

converges to ϕ′ in capacity, and there exists a subsequence (ϕǫj )j ⊂ (ϕǫ)ǫ such that ϕǫj converges
pointwise to ϕ′ outside some pluripolar set. Such a function ϕ′ is called a representative of ϕ.
We recall also that

dϕǫ ∧ d
cϕǫ ≤ ddcψǫ,(5)

where ψǫ is the standard regularization of ψ.

2.1. Energy estimates. We note that it was proved in [Vig07, Proposition 6] that ϕ belongs
to BMO space and consequently, by results in [JN61], one gets

∫

K ecϕωk ≤ A for some positive
constants c,A and for every ϕ with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 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
∫

K
|ϕ|mωk ≤ C1

for every ϕ ∈W ∗(B) with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1.

Let n ∈ N and ψn := max{ψ,−n}. Consider the function

hn := 1 + ψn/n·

We have that 0 ≤ hn ≤ 1 is a psh function with hn = 0 on {ψ ≤ −n}. Let Tn := ddch2n/2, it is
a positive closed (1, 1)-current. Observe that Tn vanishes on the open set {ψ < −n}.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that ϕ and ψ are smooth. The following inequalities hold:
(i) dhn ∧ dchn ≤ Tn and hndd

chn ≤ Tn
(ii) dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ ddcψn on {hn > 0},
(iii) dϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧ Tn ≤ ddcψn+1 ∧ Tn.

Proof. Direct computations show Tn = hndd
chn + dhn ∧ dchn. Hence, we get

Tn ≥ dhn ∧ dchn, Tn ≥ hndd
chn

because hn is a non-negative psh function. Thus (i) follows.
Since ψ is continuous, we have ddcψn = ddcψ on the open set {ψ > −n} = {hn > 0}. Hence

(ii) follows.
We now prove (iii). Observe that dϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧ Tn = 0 on {hn+1 = 0} = {ψ ≤ −n− 1} because

Tn = 0 on the open set {ψ < −n}. By (ii),

dϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧ Tn ≤ ddcψn+1 ∧ Tn

on {hn+1 > 0}. Consequently (iii) follows. �
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For every m ∈ N, K ⋐ B, for 0 ≤ p ≤ k, we define

In,m,p,K := sup
v1,...,vp

∫

K
h2nϕ

2mddcv1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcvp ∧ ω
k−p

and for 0 ≤ p ≤ k − 1,

Jn,m,p,K := sup
v1,...,vp

∫

K
ϕ2mddcv1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcvp ∧ Tn ∧ ωk−1−p,

where the supremum in the two definitions above is taken over all psh functions vj on B with
0 ≤ vj ≤ 1. Note that in the definitions of In,m,p,K and Jn,m,p,K , we have fixed a representative
of ϕ. These definitions are independent of choices of representatives. The quantity In,m,p,K can
be considered as a sort of energy for ϕ.

In what follows, we use . or & to denote ≤ or ≥ respectively modulo a multiplicative constant
independent of n and ϕ.

Lemma 2.3. Let ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) be a non-negative function with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant c = cm,K independent of n and ϕ, such that

Jn,m,0,K ≤ cnm

for every n.

Proof. Recall that for every constant M ≥ 0, the function min{ϕ,M} also belongs to W ∗(B)
with ‖min{ϕ,M}‖∗ ≤ 1, and

dmin(ϕ,M) ∧ dcmin(ϕ,M) ≤ ddcψ.

Thus by considering min{ϕ,M} instead of ϕ (and using Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theo-
rem withM → ∞), we can assume that ϕ is bounded. By standard regularization and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, we can further assume that ϕ and ψ are smooth (see (5)).

Let χ be a smooth cut-off function such that χ ≡ 1 on an open neighborhood of K, and χ is
compactly supported on B with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1. In order to prove the desired assertion, it suffices to
bound from above

Jn,m,0,χ :=

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mTn ∧ ωk−1.

Since Tn = ddch2n/2, Stokes’ formula gives

Jn,m,0,χ =

∫

B

ϕ2mχdχ ∧ dch2n ∧ ωk−1 +m

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m−1dϕ ∧ dch2n ∧ ωk−1

= 2

∫

B

ϕ2mχhndχ ∧ dchn ∧ ωk−1 + 2m

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m−1hndϕ ∧ dchn ∧ ωk−1.

Let A1, A2 be the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last equality respectively.
Since χ is smooth, we obtain dχ ∧ dcχ . ω. By this, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to
dχ ∧ (χdchn) and Lemma 2.2 one gets

A2
1 .

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mdhn ∧ dchn ∧ ωk−1

∫

B

ϕ2mdχ ∧ dcχ ∧ ωk−1

.

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mTn ∧ ωk−1

∫

suppχ
ϕ2mωk

. Jn,m,0,χ
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by Corollary 2.1. We treat A2 similarly. We have

A2
2 .

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mh2ndϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧ ωk−1

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m−2dhn ∧ dchn ∧ ωk−1

.

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mh2ndd
cψn ∧ ωk−1

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m−2Tn ∧ ωk−1

. nJn,m−1,0,χJn,m,0,χ

because of Lemma 2.2 again and h2ndd
cψn = nh2ndd

chn ≤ nhnTn ≤ nTn. Consequently, we get

Jn,m,0,χ ≤ C(Jn,m,0,χ)
1/2 + C(nJn,m−1,0,χJn,m,0,χ)

1/2

for some constant C independent of n,ϕ. We infer

Jn,m,0,χ ≤ C2(1 + nJn,m−1,0,χ).

Applying the last inequality inductively for m− 1, . . . , 1 instead of m, we obtain

Jn,m,0,χ . nm.

This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 2.4. Let ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) be a non-negative function with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant c = cm,K independent of n and ϕ, such that

Jn,m,p,K ≤ cnm

for every n.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on p. If p = 0, the desired assertion is Lemma 2.3. 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 ϕ and ψ are
smooth. Let χ be a smooth cut-off function as in the proof of Lemma 2.3. In order to prove the
desired assertion, it suffices to bound from above

Jn,m,p,χ := sup
v1,...,vp

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mddcv1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcvp ∧ Tn ∧ ωk−1−p.

We check that

Jn,m,p,χ . nm

by induction on m (p now fixed). When m = 0, this is obvious. Assume that it is true for
m′ ≤ m−1. Let R := ddcv2∧· · ·∧ddcvp∧Tn∧ω

k−p−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

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mddcv1 ∧R =

− 2

∫

B

ϕ2mχdχ ∧ dcv1 ∧R− 2m

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m−1dϕ ∧ dcv1 ∧R.

Denote by Q1, Q2 the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last equality respec-
tively. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to dχ∧ (χdcv1) and the fact that χ is smooth
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with dχ ∧ dcχ . 1suppχω and 0 ≤ v1 ≤ 1, we obtain

Q2
1 ≤ 4

∫

B

ϕ2mdχ ∧ dcχ ∧R

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mdv1 ∧ d
cv1 ∧R(6)

.

∫

suppχ
ϕ2mR ∧ ω

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mddcv21 ∧R

. Jn,m,p,χJn,m,p−1,suppχ . Jn,m,p,χn
m

by the induction hypothesis on p, where in the second inequality of (6), we used the estimate:

ddcv21 = 2v1dd
cv1 + 2dv1 ∧ d

cv1 ≥ 2dv1 ∧ d
cv1.

We estimate Q2 similarly. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to (ϕm−1dϕ) ∧ (ϕmdcv1) and
Lemma 2.2 (iii),

Q2
2 .

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mdv1 ∧ d
cv1 ∧R

∫

B

χ2ϕ2(m−1)dϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧R

. Jn,m,p,χ

∫

B

χ2ϕ2(m−1)ddcψn+1 ∧R

. (n+ 1)Jn,m,p,χ

∫

B

χ2ϕ2(m−1)ddchn+1 ∧R.

By induction hypothesis on m, one gets
∫

B

χ2ϕ2(m−1)ddchn+1 ∧R . nm−1.

It follows that

Q2
2 . nmJn,m,p,χ.

This coupled with (6) yields that

J2
n,m,p,χ . nmJn,m,p,χ.

Hence Jn,m,p,χ . nm. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 2.5. Let ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) be a non-negative function with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 as above. Then, there
exists a constant c = cm,K independent of n and ϕ such that

In,m,p,K ≤ cnm

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 2.1. We assume now that it is true for every p′ with p′ ≤ p− 1.

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

In,m,p,χ := sup
v1,...,vp

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2mddcv1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcvp ∧ ω

k−p.

We check that

In,m,p,χ . nm

by induction onm (p now fixed). Whenm = 0, this is obvious because hn is bounded, suppχ ⋐ B

and the desired inequality follows from the standard Chern-Levine-Nirenberg inequality for
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Monge-Ampère operators. Assume that it is true for m′ ≤ m− 1. Let R := ddcv2 ∧ · · · ddcvp ∧

ωk−p. By Stokes’ formula, one gets
∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2mddcv1 ∧R = −

∫

B

h2nϕ
2m2χdχ ∧ dcv1 ∧R−

∫

B

χ2h2n2mϕ
2m−1dϕ ∧ dcv1 ∧R−

∫

B

χ2ϕ2m2hndhn ∧ dcv1 ∧R.

Denote by P1, P2, P3 the first, second and third terms in the right-hand side of the last equality.
Arguing as in the estimation of Q1, Q2 in the proof of Lemma 2.4, one obtains

P 2
1 ≤ 4

∫

B

h2nϕ
2mdχ ∧ dcχ ∧R

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2mdv1 ∧ d

cv1 ∧R . In,m,p−1,suppχIn,m,p,χ . nmIn,m,p,χ

(7)

by the induction hypothesis on p. We estimate P2. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to
(ϕm−1dϕ) ∧ (ϕmdcv1) and Lemma 2.2, we have

P 2
2 .

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2(m−1)dϕ ∧ dcϕ ∧R

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2mdv1 ∧ d

cv1 ∧R(8)

≤

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2(m−1)ddcψn ∧R

∫

B

χ2h2nϕ
2mddc(v21) ∧R

. nIn,m−1,p,suppχIn,m,p,χ . nmIn,m,p,χ

by the induction hypothesis on m (for p fixed). Finally, we want to control P3. Again by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to dhn ∧ (hnd

cv1) and Lemma 2.2,

P 2
3 ≤ 4

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mdhn ∧ dchn ∧R

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mh2ndv1 ∧ d
cv1 ∧R

. In,m,p,χ

∫

B

χ2ϕ2mTn ∧R ≤ In,m,p,χJn,m,p,suppχ . nmIn,m,p,χ

by Lemma 2.4. Combining the last inequality, (7) and (8) gives I2n,m,p,χ . nmIn,m,p,χ hence the
desired assertion. This finishes the proof. �

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

uE := sup{u psh on B, u ≤ 0 on B, u ≤ −1 on E}.

Let u∗E be the upper semicontinuous regularization of uE . Recall that −1 ≤ u∗E ≤ 0 is a psh

function on B, which only differs from uE on a pluripolar set. Moreover, (ddcu∗E)
k vanishes

outside E and if E is relatively compact in B then

Cap(E,B) =

∫

B

(ddcu∗E)
k =

∫

E
(ddcu∗E)

k,(9)

see [BT82] and also [Kli91].
Fix a compact set K ⋐ B. Let 2 < λ < 4 be a constant and let ϕ and ψ be as above. For

n ∈ N, we consider

Kn := {z ∈ K, ϕ(z) ≥ 2n and ψ ≥ −λn}.

Note that Kn is a priori not closed. On the other hand by [DMV20, Theorem 2.10] or [Vig07,
Theorem 22], ϕ is quasi-continuous (with respect to capacity), i.e, for every constant ǫ > 0,
there exists an open subset Vǫ in B such that Cap(Vǫ,B) ≤ ǫ and ϕ is continuous on B\Vǫ.
Hence Kn\Vǫ is closed on B (note that the set {ψ ≥ −λn} is already closed).
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Corollary 2.6. Let ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) be a non-negative function with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 as above. Let
un := uKn. Then, for every m, there exists a constant cm independent of ϕ such that for all
n ∈ N

∫

Kn

(ddcu∗n)
k ≤ Cap(Kn,B) ≤ cm(λ/4)mn.

Proof. We have

Cap(Kn,B) =

∫

Kn

(ddcu∗n)
k ≥

∫

Kn

(ddcu∗n)
k.

As noted above, Kn is not necessarily closed. Let l be a positive integer and Vl be an open
subset in B so that Cap(Vl,B) ≤ l−1 and ϕ is continuous on B\Vl. Observe that

Cap(Kn,B) ≤ Cap(Kn\Vl,B) + Cap(Vl,B)(10)

≤ Cap(Kn\Vl,B) + l−1

=

∫

Kn\Vl

(ddcu∗Kn\Vl
)k + l−1

because of (9) and the fact that Kn\Vl is closed (hence compact).
Observe that h2λn ≥ 1/2 on Kn. Thus

∫

Kn\Vl

(ddcu∗Kn\Vl
)k ≤ 4

∫

Kn\Vl

h22λn4−nmϕ2m(ddcu∗Kn\Vl
)k

≤ 4

∫

K
h22λn4−nmϕ2m(ddcu∗Kn\Vl

)k

≤ c4−nmλnm

by Lemma 2.5 applied to ϕ, where c is a constant depending only on m,K (note that Kn ⊂ K).
This combined with (10) gives

Cap(Kn,B) ≤ C4−nmλmn + l−1

for some constant C > 0 depending only on k and m. Letting l → ∞ yields the second desired
inequality. The proof is finished. �

End of the proof of Theorem 1.3. Let α ∈ [1, 2). We first consider ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) with ϕ ≥ 0 and
let ψ be a negative psh function on B with dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ ddcψ. Let Kn, un be as above. Let λ be
a number with 2α < λ. Consider the non-positive function

u :=

∞
∑

n=1

2nα
(

u∗n +
max(ψ,−λn)

λn

)

.

We will prove that

Claim. 2αu ≤ −ϕα outside a pluripolar set.

Let

An := {x ∈ B : ϕ(x) ∈ [2n, 2n+1), ψ(x) > −λn}.

Recall that ϕ 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 x ∈ B\
(

∪∞
n=1 An ∪A∞

)

. Thus, there exists a positive integer n so that ϕ(x) ∈ [2n, 2n+1)
and ψ(x) ≤ −λn (note that 0 ≤ ϕ(x) <∞). Consequently

u(x) ≤ 2nα
(

max(ψ,−λn)

λn

)

= −2nα.

In other words, one obtains

2αu ≤ −ϕα

on the complement of A := ∪n∈NAn ∪ A∞. Since u∗n = un outside some pluripolar set En, we
see that for x ∈ An\En, there holds u(x) ≤ 2nαun(x) = −2nα, where we note that un = −1 on
Kn, which contains An. Hence

2αu ≤ −ϕα

on A\(∪∞
n=1En ∪A∞). Hence the claim follows.

We now show that u is not identically −∞. Observe first that the series

w :=

∞
∑

n=1

2nα
max(ψ,−λn)

λn

is a well-defined psh function by our choice of λ.
Let ρ(z) := ‖z‖2 − 1. Hence ρ = 0 on ∂B and ddcρ = ω. Since ρ < 0 in B and ρ is continuous,

we see that there exists a constant MK depending on K so that MKρ ≤ −1 on K (hence on Kn

because Kn ⊂ K). Thus

un ≥MKρ

on B for every n, by the envelope in the definition of un. It follows that for every w ∈ ∂B and
n ∈ N

∗, one has

lim inf
z→w,z∈B

(2nαu∗n(z)− n−2ρ(z)) ≥ |2nαMK − n−2| lim
z→w

ρ(z) = 0.(11)

For n ∈ N
∗, let

Bn :=

{

2nαu∗n <
1

n2
ρ

}

.

By (11), one can apply the comparison principle ([Ko05, Theorem 1.16]) to 2nαu∗n and 1
n2ρ.

Thus one obtains that

1

n2k

∫

Bn

(ddcρ)k ≤ 2knα
∫

Bn

(ddcu∗n)
k ≤ 2knαCap(Kn) ≤ 2nkαcm

λnm

22nm
,

for any m ∈ N, where cm is the constant given by Corollary 2.6. Hence for every n0 ≥ 1 we get

∑

n≥n0

∫

Bn

ωk ≤
∑

n≥n0

n2k2nkαcm
λnm

22nm
= cm

∑

n≥n0

n2k(2kα4−mλm)n.

Thus by choosing m large enough (so that 2kα4−mλm < 1), we see that

∑

n≥n0

∫

Bn

ωk <

∫

B

ωk

for n0 large enough (independent of ϕ and K). In particular, there is x0 ∈ B\ ∪n≥n0
Bn. Hence

we get

∀n ≥ n0, 0 ≥ 2nαu∗n(x0) > n−2ρ(x0).
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It follows that

u(x0) = w(x0)+
∑

n≥1

2nαu∗n(x0) ≥ w(x0)+O(1) + ρ(x0)
∑

n≥1

n−2 ≥ w(x0)+O(1)+ 2ρ(x0) > −∞.

Consequently, u 6≡ −∞. This gives the existence of u in Theorem 1.3 when ϕ ≥ 0.

In the next paragraphs, we will show that one can choose u so that the L1-norm of u is
bounded uniformly (still for ϕ ≥ 0). Define

Mϕ := inf{‖u‖L1(K) : |ϕ|
α ≤ −u, u is a negative psh function on B}.

Let M be the supremum of Mϕ for ϕ running over non-negative functions on W ∗(B) of ∗-norm
at most 1. We check that M < ∞. Suppose on contrary that M = ∞. Hence, one can find a
sequence (ϕn)n of non-negative functions in W ∗(B) with ‖ϕn‖∗ ≤ 1 such that Mϕn ≥ 2n. Define

v :=
∑

n≥1

n−2ϕn

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| ≥ vα. In particular, |u| ≥ n−2αϕα

n.
Thus, we get n2α|u| ≥ ϕα

n. It follows that

Mϕn ≤ ‖n2αu‖L1(K) = n2α‖u‖L1(K) ≪ 2n

if n is big enough. This is a contradiction because Mϕn ≥ 2n. Hence M < ∞. We infer that
for every α ∈ [1, 2), there exists a constant Cα > 0 so that for every non-negative function
ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) of ∗-norm ≤ 1, there exists a negative psh function u on B satisfying −u ≥ |ϕ|α on
K and ‖u‖L1(K) ≤ Cα.

Now we consider the general case where ϕ ∈ W ∗(B) with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1. Hence ϕ1 := max(ϕ, 0)
and ϕ2 := −min(ϕ, 0) are both of ∗-norm ≤ 1. Applying the above result to ϕ1 and ϕ2, we find
negative psh functions u1, u2 on B so that

−uj ≥ |ϕj |
α, ‖uj‖L1(K) ≤ Cα.

This combined with the fact that ϕ = ϕ1 − ϕ2 yields

|ϕ|α . −(u1 + u2), ‖u1 + u2‖L1(K) ≤ 2Cα.

By putting u := u1+u2, we see that u satisfies the desired properties. This finishes the proof. �

Remark. Observe that if ϕ satisfies dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ ddcψ with ψ ∈ L∞, then the proof is much
simpler and one can show actually that for any α ∈ R

+, there is a psh function u such that
|u| ≥ |ϕ|α on K and the L1-norm on K of u is uniformly bounded.

Let X be a compact Kähler manifold and ω be a Kähler form on X. We can define W ∗(X)
in a way similar to W ∗(U), see [DS06a, Vig07]. Recall that for a Kähler form η on X, we say
that a function u is η-psh if ddcu+ η ≥ 0. Here is a global version of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 2.7. Let α ∈ [1, 2). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every ϕ ∈W ∗(X)
with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 there is a negative Cω-psh function u on X such that

|ϕ|α ≤ −u, ‖u‖L1(X) ≤ C.

Proof. We follow almost line by line the proof of Theorem 1.3. The only new issue to handle
is to choose un more carefully to obtain that u is Cω-psh for some uniform constant C. Recall
that for Borel set E in X,

Capω(E) := sup
{

∫

X
(ddcv + ω)n : 0 ≤ v ≤ 1, v is ω-psh

}

.
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For every Kähler form η on X, we put

uE,η := sup{u negative η-psh : u ≤ −1 on E}.

Let u∗E,η be the upper semicontinuous regularization of uE . As in the local setting, one has
−1 ≤ u∗E,η ≤ 0 which is η-psh on X, and u∗E,η differs only from uE,η on a pluripolar set and

(ddcu∗E + η)k vanishes on {u∗E,η < 0}\E (when {u∗E,η < 0} is non empty), and

Capη(E) =

∫

X
−u∗E,η(dd

cu∗E,η + η)k =

∫

E
−u∗E,η(dd

cu∗E,η + η)k.(12)

We refer to [GZ05] for proofs of these statements which follow, more or less, from those in the
local setting in [BT82].

Let ϕ ∈ W ∗(X) with ‖ϕ‖∗ ≤ 1 and let T be a closed positive (1, 1)-current on X so that
dϕ ∧ dcϕ ≤ T and

∫

X T ∧ ωk−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 = ddcψ + θ for some smooth form θ and
θ-psh function ψ with supX ψ = 0 and θ ≤ Cω. As in the proof of Theorem 1.3, it suffices to
consider the case where ϕ ≥ 0.

Let 2 < λ < 4 be a constant 2α < λ. For n ∈ N, we consider

Kn := {z ∈ X, ϕ(z) ≥ 2n and ψ ≥ −λn}

and

un := uKn,3−nαω.

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

Cap3−nαω(Kn) ≤ cm(λ/4)mn.(13)

Consider the non-positive function

u :=

∞
∑

n=1

2nα
(

u∗n +
max(ψ,−λn)

λn

)

.

As before we have 2αu ≤ −ϕα outside a pluripolar set. Let

η :=

∞
∑

n=1

2nα(3−nαω) + 2nαλ−nCω ≤ C ′ω

for some constant C ′ > 0 (depending only on α, λ) by our choice of λ. Since u∗n is 3−nαω-psh
and ψ is Cω-psh, we get

ddcu+ η ≥ 0

if u 6≡ −∞. It follows that u is C ′ω-psh if u 6≡ −∞. It remains to check that u is not identically
equal to −∞. To this end, we argue as in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

For n ∈ N
∗, let

An :=

{

2nαu∗n < −
1

n2

}

.
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By the comparison principle (see [Ko05, Theorem 6.4]), for any m ∈ N,
∫

An

(3−nαω)k ≤

∫

An

(ddcu∗n + 3−nαω)k

≤ 2nαn2
∫

An

−u∗n(dd
cu∗n + 3−nαω)k

≤ 2nαn2Cap3−nαω(Kn) ≤ cm2nαn2
λnm

22nm
,

by (13). Hence for every n0 ≥ 1 we get

∑

n≥n0

∫

An

ωk ≤
∑

n≥n0

cmn
23n(k+1)α λ

nm

22nm
= cm

∑

n≥n0

n2(3(k+1)α4−mλm)n.

Thus by choosing m large enough (so that 3(k+1)α4−mλm < 1), we see that

∑

n≥n0

∫

An

ωk <

∫

X
ωk

for n0 large enough (independent of ϕ). In particular, there is x0 ∈ X\ ∪n≥n0
An. Hence we get

∀n ≥ n0, 0 ≥ 2nαu∗n(x0) > n−2.

Hence u(x0) > −∞. The fact that one can choose u so that its L1-norm is uniformly bounded
is proved exactly in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 1.3. This finishes the proof. �

Example. Let α > 2 and k = 1. For every δ ∈ (0, 1/2) consider ϕ(z) := (− log |z|2)1/2−δ .
Direct computations show that

dϕ ∧ dcϕ =
idz ∧ dz̄

π|z|2(log |z|2)1+2δ

which is of finite mass on U := B(0, 1/2) in C. Hence ϕ ∈ W 1,2(U) = W ∗(U). However
since α > 2, one can choose δ small enough so that β := α(1/2 − δ) > 1. Consequently
ϕα = (− log |z|2)β 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 ∞ (a
contradiction).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

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 x0 ∈ B so that u(x0) > −∞. Let δ > 0
be a constant and let

Eδ(u) := {x ∈ U : |u(x)− u(x0)| ≥ δ}.

Let cr := Leb(B(x0, r)) and br := Leb(B(x0, r) ∩ Eδ). Then br/cr → 0 as r → 0.

Proof. By upper semicontinuity of u, for every constant ǫ > 0, one gets

u(x) ≤ u(x0) + ǫ
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for x ∈ B(x, r) with r < rǫ small enough. Hence for ǫ < δ and r < rǫ and x ∈ Eδ ∩B(x, r) there
holds u(x) ≤ u(x0)− δ. This combined with the submean inequality gives

cru(x0) ≤

∫

B(x0,r)
udLeb

≤

∫

B(x0,r)\Eδ

udLeb +

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

udLeb

≤
(

u(x0) + ǫ
)

(cr − br) +
(

u(x0)− δ
)

br

≤ cru(x0) + ǫcr − δbr.

Dividing both sides by δcr we obtain

br/cr ≤ ǫ/δ.

Hence lim supr→0 br/cr ≤ ǫ/δ for every ǫ < δ. Letting ǫ→ 0 one gets br/cr → 0 as desired. �

Lemma 3.2. Let u1, . . . , um be negative psh functions on B and x0 ∈ B so that uj(x0) > −∞
for 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Let δ > 0 be a constant and Eδ := ∪m

j=1Eδ(uj). Let cr := Leb(B(x0, r)). Then

for every negative psh function u′ on U with u′(x0) > −∞ there holds

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

|u′|dLeb → 0

and

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)\Eδ

u′dLeb → u′(x0)

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 br = Leb(B(x0, r)∩Eδ).
Since uj(x0) > −∞, using Lemma 3.1, we infer that

br/cr → 0(14)

as r → 0. By upper semicontinuity of u′, for every constant ǫ > 0, one gets

u′(x) ≤ u′(x0) + ǫ

for x ∈ B(x, r) with r < r′ǫ small enough. By definition of Eδ, we have

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)
u′dLeb = c−1

r

∫

B(x0,r)\Eδ

u′dLeb + c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

u′dLeb

≤
(

u′(x0) + ǫ
)

(1− br/cr) + c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

u′dLeb

if r < r′ǫ. Letting r → 0 and using (14) we get

u′(x0) ≤ u′(x0) + ǫ+ lim inf
r→0

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

u′dLeb.

It follows that

lim inf
r→0

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩Eδ

u′dLeb ≥ −ǫ

for every ǫ > 0. The second desired inequality hence follows because u′ ≤ 0. The proof is
complete. �
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We recall that the plurifine topology on B is the coarsest topology that makes psh functions
on B continuous ([BT87]). 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 ∩∩m
j=1{x : |uj(x)− uj(x0)| < δ}, where V runs over

open subsets in B with respect to the Euclidean topology, uj bounded psh functions on V , and x0
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 ∩∩m

j=1{vj > 0}, where V is an open set in the Euclidean
topology, m ∈ N and vj psh functions on V , is a basis of plurifine topology. It suffices to consider
only bounded psh functions by replacing vj by max{vj , 0} in the definition of elements in the
latter basis. Let x0 ∈ V ′. Since vj(x0) > 0, it is clear that one can find a constant δ > 0 such
that

x0 ∈ V ∩ ∩m
j=1{x : |vj(x)− vj(x0)| < δ} ⊂ V ′.

This finishes the proof. �

Proposition 3.4. Let V be a non-empty plurifinely open subset in B. Let x0 ∈ V and u be a
psh function on B with u(x0) > −∞. Let cr := Leb(B(x0, r)). Then we have

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)\V
|u|dLeb → 0

and

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩V
|u− u(x0)|dLeb → 0

as r → 0.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, it is enough to prove the desired assertions for V = ∩m
j=1{x : |uj(x) −

uj(x0)| < δ}, where uj bounded psh functions on some open subset V ′. The desired assertions
now follow from Lemma 3.2. �

A real function f is plurifinely continuous in a plurifinely open set W if and only if for every
open interval I ⊂ R and for every x ∈W , there exists a plurifinely open set B containing x such
that f(B) ⊂ I. The following result is the second ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.5. ([Vig07, Theorem 22]) Every function ϕ 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 := ∩v∈F{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 ϕ(x′) → ϕ(x) as x′ → x and x′ remains in {v > −1}.

We always identify ϕ with a fixed representative of ϕ (see Introduction for references). Thus,
to be precise, the statement of Proposition 3.5 means that if ϕ′ is a representative of ϕ, then ϕ′

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 ǫ > 0, there exists an open subset Yǫ in B so that Cap(Yǫ,B) ≤ ǫ
and ϕ is continuous on B\Yǫ. Let (Uj)j≥1 be an increasing sequence of relatively open subsets

in B so that and U j ⊂ Uj+1 and B = ∪j≥1Uj . Put Kj := Y1/j ∩ Uj which is relatively compact
in B. Hence ϕ is continuous on Uj\Kj . We have

Cap(Kj ,B) ≤ Cap(Y1/j ,B) ≤ 1/j
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for every j. Let Fj be the set of psh functions u on B such that −1 ≤ u ≤ 0 on B and u = −1
on Kj . Let

u∗j = u∗Kj
:=

(

sup{u psh on B : u ≤ 0 on B, u ≤ −1 on Kj}
)∗
,

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

u∗j :=
(

sup{u : u ∈ Fj}
)∗
,

We define

K ′
j := ∩u∈Fj

{u ≤ −1}

which contains Kj . Note that K ′
j is relatively compact in B because max{Mρ,−1} ∈ Fj for M

large enough (recall ρ = ‖x‖2 − 1 and Kj ⋐ B) and K ′
j 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 Kj then
v ≤ −1 on K ′

j because max{v,−1} ∈ Fj. We infer that

u∗j = u∗K ′

j
.

This combined with the fact that both Kj and K ′
j are relatively compact Borel sets in B gives

Cap(Kj ,B) =

∫

B

(ddcu∗j)
k =

∫

B

(ddcu∗K ′

j
)k = Cap(K ′

j ,B).

We thus obtain that ϕ is plurifinely continuous on Uj\K
′
j and Cap(K ′

j ,B) ≤ 1/j. Let

E := ∩j≥1K
′
j = ∩u∈F{u ≤ −1},

where F := ∪j≥1Fj which is a family of psh functions −1 ≤ v ≤ 0 on B. Hence Cap(E,B) ≤
Cap(K ′

j ,B) ≤ 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 ′
j is plurifinely open. We don’t need this observation for the rest of the proof.

We note that Kj ⊂ K ′
j . Let x ∈ B\E. Hence there are j ∈ N and v ∈ Fj so that

x ∈ {v > −1} ∩ Uj ⊂ Uj\K
′
j .

This combined with the continuity of ϕ on Uj\K
′
j gives ϕ(x

′) → ϕ(x) as x′ → x and x′ ∈ Uj\K
′
j

(in particular it holds when x′ remains in {v > −1} ∩ Uj). This finishes the proof. �

Let (µǫ)ǫ∈(0,1] be a sequence of probability measures on C
k such that suppµǫ ⊂ B(0, ǫ) and

ǫ2kµǫ ≤MLeb,

for some constant M > 0 independent of ǫ. Observe that µǫ converges weakly to δ0 as ǫ →
0. We say that such a sequence is an approximation of unity. Two important examples of
approximations of unity are

µ1,ǫ :=
1

Leb(B(0, ǫ))
1B(0,ǫ)Leb, µ2,ǫ := ǫ−2kχ(x/ǫ)Leb,

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

Lemma 3.6. Let ϕ ∈ L1
loc(U) and x ∈ U be a point such that

lim
ǫ→0

1

Leb(B(x, ǫ))

∫

B(x,ǫ)
|ϕ− ϕ(x)|dLeb = 0.
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Then one has

lim
ǫ→0

∫

Ck

|ϕ(x+ y)− ϕ(x)|dµǫ(y) = 0,

for every approximation of unity (µǫ)ǫ.

Proof. Recall that suppµǫ ⊂ B(0, ǫ) and there exists a constantM > 0 such that ǫ2kµǫ ≤MLeb.
It follows that

∫

Ck

|ϕ(x+ y)− ϕ(x)|dµǫ(y) . ǫ−2k

∫

B(x,ǫ)
|ϕ− ϕ(x)|dLeb

which converges to 0 as ǫ→ 0 by the hypothesis. The desired convergence follows. This finishes
the proof. �

End of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us now finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. It suffices to work
locally and we can assume that U = B so by Theorem 1.3 there exists a psh function u on B

such that

|ϕ| ≤ −u(15)

on B. By Proposition 3.5, there exists a plurifinely closed pluripolar set E such that u is locally
finite outside E and ϕ is plurifinely continuous outside E. Let x0 6∈ E. Let V be a plurifinely
open neighborhood of x0 in B\E. Let cr := Leb(B(x0, r)). Using (15), one obtains

c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)
|ϕ− ϕ(x0)|dLeb = c−1

r

∫

B(x0,r)∩V
|ϕ− ϕ(x0)|dLeb + c−1

r

∫

B(x0,r)\V
|ϕ− ϕ(x0)|dLeb

≤ c−1
r

∫

B(x0,r)∩V
|ϕ− ϕ(x0)|dLeb + c−1

r

∫

B(x0,r)\V
(|u|+ |u(x0)|)dLeb.

Let I1(r), I2(r) be the first and second terms in the right-hand side of the last inequality. Since
ϕ is plurifinely continuous at x0, one sees that for every constant ǫ > 0, there exists a constant
rǫ > 0 such that |ϕ − ϕ(x0)| ≤ ǫ on B(x0, r) ∩ V for r < rǫ. It follows that I1(r) ≤ ǫ for
r < rǫ. Hence limr→0 I1(r) = 0. On the other hand, the term I2(r) also tends to 0 as r → 0
by Proposition 3.4 applied to u and u(x0). Hence x0 is a Lebesgue point of ϕ. Hence the
complement of Lebesgue points of ϕ is contained in the pluripolar set E. The second desired
assertion follows from this and Lemma 3.6. The proof is finished. �

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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