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SOME NON-ARCHIMEDEAN PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY ON

POLARIZED AFFINE CONES

YUEQIAO WU

Abstract. We undertake a preliminary step towards studying non-Archimedean pluripo-
tential theory on polarized affine cones over a trivially valued field. We study plurisub-
harmonic functions and the Monge–Ampère operator defined on the finite energy class,
partially generalizing a result of Boucksom–Jonsson on projective varieties.
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1. Introduction

Throughout the paper, we work over a trivially valued algebraically closed field of char-
acteristic zero. The goal of this paper is to serve as a starting point to understand pluripo-
tential theory on Berkovich analytifications of polarized affine cones initiated in [Wu22],
following the framework of Boucksom–Jonsson [BJ22]. While we do not generalize all of
the global theory in loc.cit. for now, we aim to present what can be carried out in our
setting, describe the key obstacles, and provide sufficient background for an application to
local K-stability.

Complex pluripotential theory has played an important role towards solving the complex
Monge–Ampère equation via a variational approach in [BBGZ13]. Inspired by this, the
variational approach to the Yau–Tian–Donaldson (YTD) conjecture for log Fano varieties
(see [BBJ21, Li22]) motivates a systematic study of global non-Archimedean pluripotential
theory over trivially valued fields. As developed by Boucksom–Jonsson in [BJ22], the
global theory provides a variational approach to the solution of a non-Archimedean Monge–
Ampère equation over trivially valued fields. This is analogous to a sequence of celebrated
results on Monge–Ampère equations in different settings over the past few decades, dating
back to Yau’s theorem [Yau78] solving the Calabi conjecture; and more recently a non-
Archimedean version of that over discretely valued fields proved in [BFJ15].

In this paper, we focus on studying the non-Archimedean pluripotential theory on affine
cones over projective varieties. We briefly explain the local setting that we are working in.
Let (X = SpecR,T, ξ) be a polarized affine cone, i.e. X is a normal affine variety, T is a
torus of automorphisms with a unique fixed point o ∈ X with ideal m, and ξ is a vector
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generating a subtorus of T and acting with positive weights. Each ξ gives a T-invariant
quasi-monomial valuation vξ onX centered at o, and it is divisorial if and only if ξ generates
a Gm action. In the case when vξ is divisorial, one can realize X as the affine cone over
some polarized pair. As originally introduced in [CS18], building on the ideas of [MSY08],
there is a local K-stability theory for polarized affine cones, which agrees with the one for
polarized pairs when vξ is divisorial. Moreover, it is a continuous extension of the global
K-stability theory in the sense that the Futaki invariant in loc.cit. depends continuously on
ξ. Relevant YTD type results have been obtained for log Fano cone singularities, that is,
Q-Gorenstein polarized affine cones with klt singularities, see [CS19, LX18, LWX21, Li21].
This also motivates the study of NA pluripotential theory on polarized affine cones.

We now briefly explain the key ideas and difficulties in the local case. In the global
setting, the theory of Boucksom–Jonsson relies on the intersection theory and positivity
results provided by the geometry of projective varieties. From this point of view, one
might hope the existing local intersection theory, for example Hilbert–Samuel multiplici-
ties, would lead to a local pluripotential theory in our setting. This is in fact the direction
that has been extensively studied in [BLQ24], but will not be the point of view taken here.
Philosophically, the local setting we are working in is different from the traditional one in
algebraic geometry and commutative algebra, in the sense that the Reeb field provides a
polarization in addition to the information on the singularity of the cone point. Neverthe-
less, the theory by Chambert–Loir and Ducros (see [CLD12]) we are relying on has a more
analytic and local nature. Thus one would hope that a similar local non-Archimedean
pluripotential theory can be developed, paralleling the global story.

Main result. Let (X = SpecR = Spec
⊕

αRα, ξ) be a polarized affine cone described
before, and write Xan for the Berkovich analytification of X with respect to the trivial
valuation on k. This consists of all semivaluations on X extending the trivial valuation on
k, equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence. Motivated by Sasakian geometry,
the NA link is defined to be

X0 := {v ∈ Xan | v(m) = 0}.

This is a compact analytic domain in Xan, independent of the polarization ξ. While we
mostly work with punctured cone Xan \ {o} when defining different classes of functions,
the cone structure on X allows us to think of them as functions on X0, via certain ξ-
equivariance. More importantly, the Monge–Ampère measures will always be supported
on X0, and it will be convenient to deal with convergence theory on X0.

Analogous to the Fubini–Study metrics studied in [BJ22], the class H(ξ) of Fubini–Study
functions was introduced in [Wu22] as continuous functions ϕ : Xan \ {o} → R of the form

ϕ = max
αj

{
log |fαj

|+ λj

〈ξ, αj〉
}

for a finite set of fαj
∈ Rαj

generating an m-primary ideal. In particular, we always have
a canonical reference function ϕξ, where all λj = 0 and fαj

’s generate the maximal ideal
m. One can alternatively identify X0 with the set {ϕξ = 0}, analogous to the construction
in Sasakian geometry, see e.g. [BG08]. Unlike FS metrics, FS functions behave differently
when ξ is irrational. For example, adding two FS functions does not give a FS function in
general. A more subtle difference is that the Monge–Ampère measures will have support
on quasi-monomial valuations instead of just divisorial valuations. To get around this
issue, for a fixed polarization ξ, we are going to enlarge the space of FS functions first
by passing to its closure in the space of ξ-equivariant continuous functions on Xan, which
we call the space of continuous psh functions CPSH(ξ). Following the same pattern as in
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the complex analytic and global non-Archimedean theory, we define a psh function to be
an upper-semicontinuous (usc) function that is the pointwise limit of a decreasing net of
continuous psh functions, the Monge–Ampère energy defined in [Wu22] naturally extends
to a functional E : PSH(ξ) → R ∪ {−∞} on psh functions. The finite energy class, which
in particular contains CPSH(ξ), is defined to be

E1(ξ) := {ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) : E(ϕ) > −∞}.

One can dually define the energy E∨ : M(X0) → [0,+∞] from the space of Radon proba-
bility measures on X supported on X0 via

E∨(µ; ξ) = sup
ϕ∈E1(ξ)

(
E(ϕ) −

∫
ϕµ

)
,

and the space of measures of finite energy by

M1(ξ) := {µ ∈ M(X0) : E
∨(µ) < +∞}.

There are also natural quasi-pseudometrics I on E1(ξ) and dually I∨ on M1(ξ). We note
that by construction one has MA(H(ξ)) ⊂ M1(ξ). As a local analog of [BJ22, Theorem
7.14], our main result extends the Monge–Ampère operator from H(ξ) to E1(ξ):

Theorem 1.1. There is a unique extension of the Monge–Ampère operator MA : H(ξ) →
M1(ξ) to MA : (E1(ξ), I) → (M1(ξ), I∨), which is continuous along decreasing nets in
E1(ξ), and bi-Lipschitz with respect to I and I∨.

Outlook and relation to other works. A key missing ingredient that prevents us from
generalizing Boucksom–Jonsson’s result on studying the image of the Monge–Ampère op-
erator in M1 in full generality is the uniform differentiability result, see [BJ22, Theorem
8.5]. This ultimately boils down to understanding the relation between function classes
with different polarizations. For example, it will be helpful to understand how PSH(ξ) and
PSH(ξ′) relate when ξ, ξ′ are not multiples of each other. We remark that this is a triviality
in the global case, due to the fact that one can add two FS functions with different polar-
izations. There is also an analogous statement in the complex analytic setting, see [HL21,
Lemma 6.1].

The next step is to try to solve a local NAMA equation. We expect that the general
framework of Boucksom–Jonsson works in this case as well, but one may need to deal
with the subtlety that on a irrationally polarized affine cone, the Monge–Ampère operator
sends a divisorial norm not to a divisorial measure, but to a quasi-monomial measure, i.e.
a measure supported at genuinely quasimonimial but not divisorial points. This is in fact
one of the main difficulties in this paper already.

It is also interesting to understand how much of the local theory would fit into the
synthetic approach proposed in [BJ23]. While our setting is slightly different from theirs,
and this is not the approach we are taking here, the same strategy can be used to define
the space of measures of finite energy and form the duality without introducing functions
of finite energy.

We also mention briefly an application of the pluripotential theory in our forthcoming
preprint. Specifically, the Monge–Ampère operator defined on the finite energy class gives
an alternative characterization of the Monge–Ampère energy using measures of finite en-
ergy, see Proposition 7.3. Using the duality of energy of psh functions and measures, and
following the ideas of [BBJ21], one can show that to test K-semistability of log Fano cone
singularities, it suffices to test special test configurations. This is a local analog of [LX14].
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Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we recall basic definitions and notation, and results
in [Wu22] on the Monge–Ampère operator defined on test configurations, or equivalently
the space of FS functions. We extend the theory to continuous psh functions in Section 3
and Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to the theory of general psh functions. The first part
of the main theorem is proved in Section 6. Finally in Section 7, we introduce the space of
measures of finite energy and complete the proof of the main theorem.

Acknowledgement. This paper grew out of a part of author’s thesis. She would like
to thank her advisor, Mattias Jonsson, for helpful discussions. This work is partially
supported by NSF grants DMS-1900025, DMS-2154380 and DMS-1926686.

Notation and conventions. For x, y ∈ R+, we write x . y when x ≤ C(n)y for some
dimensional constant C(n), and x ≈ y if x . y and y . x. By a quasi-pseudometric on
a set Z, we mean a pseudometric d on Z satisfying the quasi-triangle inequality d(x, y) ≤
C(d(x, z) + d(z, y)) for some constant C > 0.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Polarized affine cones. Let X = SpecR be a normal affine variety of dimension
n over a field k, and let T = Gr

m be an algebraic torus acting on X. Such X is called a
T-variety if the T-action on X is effective, i.e., no elements of the torus acts trivially on
all of X other than the identity. For our purposes, we will also assume that the T-action
is good, that is, it in addition has a unique fixed point, which is contained in the closures
of all orbits. We refer to [AIP+12, PS11, AH06, AHS08] for more a detailed study on
T-varieties.

We write M := Hom(T,Gm) for the weight lattice, and N := M∨ = Hom(Gm,T) the
dual lattice. Then we have a weight decomposition R =

⊕
αRα. Put NR = N ⊗Z R, and

Λ := {α : Rα 6= 0}. We will denote by o the cone point, and m the maximal ideal defining
the cone point.

Definition 2.1. The Reeb cone is

t
+
R
:= {ξ ∈ NR : 〈ξ, α〉 > 0, ∀α ∈ Λ \ {0}}.

A vector ξ ∈ t
+
R is called a Reeb field. A polarized affine cone is a triple (X,T; ξ) with X

a normal affine T-variety with good torus action and ξ a Reeb field. We will often omit T
and write (X; ξ) if the torus action is clear from the context.

Remark 2.2. We remark the choice of terminology here. Our definition agrees with the
one for polarized affine varieties, as originally introduced in [CS18]. If one imposes further
conditions on X to make it Q-Gorenstein and have klt singularities, then it is usually
called log Fano cone singularities in the literature. The change of terminology is to avoid
a similar, but different notion of a polarized affine variety considered in [Sun23].

Definition 2.3. A Reeb field ξ is called quasi-regular or rational if ξ ∈ t
+
Q
:= t

+
R ∩NQ. It

is called irregular or irrational otherwise. For a quasi-regular Reeb field ξ, we define its
primitive vector ξ̂ := lξ as the multiple of ξ such that l is smallest with 〈lξ, α〉 ∈ Z,∀α ∈ Λ.

When ξ is rational, the torus T(ξ) it generates is simply Gm, in which case we can recover
X as an affine cone over a polarized orbifold pair, i.e. a projective orbifold with an ample
orbiline bundle.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X; ξ) be a polarized affine cone with ξ ∈ t
+
Q. Then X is the affine

cone over a polarized pair (V,BV ;L).
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Proof. Assume ξ ∈ 1
l
N. Since T(ξ) = Gm, one can think ofX\{o} as the complement of the

zero section in the total space of an ample orbiline bundle over some orbifold (see [RT11]).
In algebro-geometric terms, X \ {o} is a Seifert Gm-bundle over a projective variety V =
ProjR. It is shown in [Kol04] that the coordinate ring R with the new grading induced by
the ξ action can be viewed as the section ring of some Q-line bundle L on V :

R =
⊕

α

Rα =
⊕

k



⊕

〈ξ,α〉= k
l

Rα


 =

⊕

k∈Z

H0(V, kL).

If the fractional part of L is given by
∑

i
ai
bi
Di, we put BV :=

∑
i(1−

1
bi
)Di as the orbifold

boundary of V to remember the orbifold structure. �

2.2. Valuations and valuative invariants. Let X be a variety of dimension n. We first
recall the space of valuations explored in [JM12].

Definition 2.5. A (real) semivaluation v on X is a map v : K(X) → R ∪ {∞} such that

(1) v(f + g) ≥ min{v(f), v(g)},∀f, g ∈ R;
(2) v(fg) = v(f) + v(g),∀f, g ∈ R;
(3) v(0) = ∞;
(4) v|k∗ = 0.

A valuation v is a semivaluation such that v(f) = ∞ if and only if f = 0.

The Berkovich analytification functor associates to each variety a good k-analytic space,
which can be thought of as a natural compactification of the space of valuations. For us,
we will only consider the case when X = SpecR is an affine variety over a trivially valued
field k. Then as a set,

Xan = {multiplicative semivaluations on R that are trivial on k}.

The topology on Xan is the weakest one such that v 7→ v(f) is continuous for all f ∈ R.
As a topological space, Xan is locally compact and Hausdorff. The space Xan contains the
set of valuations as a dense subset. For a polarized affine cone (X; ξ), the torus action also
induces a map

|Tan| × |Xan| → |Xan|, (ξ, v) 7→ ξ ∗ v,

where ξ is identified with a vector in NR ⊂ T an, and for f =
∑
fα ∈ R,

(ξ ∗ v)(f) = min
α

{v(fα) + 〈ξ, α〉}.

Recall from [Wu22, Lemma 2.8] that v ∈ Xan is T-invariant iff for any f =
∑

α fα, v(f) =
minα v(fα). This leads us to the following definition.

Definition 2.6. Let m be the maximal ideal defining the unique fixed point o by the torus
action. The non-Archimedean (NA) link of X at o is

X0 := {v ∈ Xan : v(m) = 0}.

We will denote by XT
0 the set of T-invariant points in X0.

Remark 2.7. We remark that in the literature, the NA link usually refers to ValX,o where
o is the cone point. Our choice of this name is related to the notion of a link in Sasaki
geometry.

Similar to [BJ20], any T-invariant valuation v centered on X defines a T-invariant fil-
tration via

Fλ
vRα := {fα ∈ Rα | v(fα) > λ}.
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Definition-Proposition 2.8. A valuation v ∈ X0 is linearly bounded if

T (v; ξ) := sup{
v(fα)

〈ξ, α〉
: fα ∈ Rα, α ∈ Λ \ {0}} <∞.

For any linearly bounded v ∈ X0, T (v; ξ) is continuous with respect to ξ, and homogeneous
of degree −1. Further, T (v; ξ) = T (Fv; ξ) as defined in [Wu22].

Proof. The same proof as in [Wu22, Proposition 3.15] shows the first assertion. For the
second assertion, note that the equality is true for ξ primitive. In general, it follows from
homogeneity and continuity in ξ. �

Recall the volume of a linearly bounded filtration is defined in [Wu22], and here we are
going to look at only filtrations associated to linearly bounded valuations, see also [XZ21].
In this context, we write

S(v; ξ) := S(Fv; ξ) = lim
m→∞

∑
am,j

m dimRm
,

where Rm =
⊕

α : 〈ξ,α〉≤mRα, and {am,j} are the jumping numbers on Rm associated to

the filtration Fv. This is continuous with respect to ξ, and homogeneous of degree −1.

2.3. Fubini–Study functions and the Monge–Ampère operator. We now recall
Fubini–Study functions and the Monge–Ampère operator defined in [Wu22] along with
some of their properties.

Definition 2.9. A Fubini–Study function on Xan with polarization ξ is a function of the
form

ϕ = max
1≤j≤N

{
log |fj |+ λj

〈ξ, αj〉
: fj ∈ Rαj

}

where
⋂N
j=1{fj = 0} = {o}, log |fj|(v) := −v(fj), and λj ∈ R. We will denote by H(ξ) the

set of Fubini–Study functions on Xan with polarization ξ, and write ϕξ := max{ log |fα|
〈ξ,α〉 }.

The following lemma follows directly from the definition.

Lemma 2.10. With notation as above, we have

(1) If ϕ ∈ H(ξ), then ϕ+ c ∈ H(ξ),∀c ∈ R;
(2) If ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ H(ξ), then max{ϕ1, ϕ2} ∈ H(ξ);
(3) If ϕ ∈ H(ξ), then aϕ ∈ H( 1

a
ξ) for a > 0.

(4) If ξ is rational, and ϕ1 ∈ H(aξ), ϕ2 ∈ H(bξ), then ϕ1 + ϕ2 ∈ H
(
( 1
a
+ 1

b
)−1ξ

)
=

H( ab
a+bξ).

Given a FS function ϕ ∈ H(ξ), if ξi → ξ, then we get a sequence of ϕi ∈ H(ξi) by only
changing the denominator from ξ to ξi.

Lemma 2.11. With the notation above, we have that ϕi converges to ϕ locally uniformly
on Xan \ {0}.

Proof. Fix a compact subset K ⊂ Xan \ {0}. Without loss of generality, we can assume all
log |fj| are finite valued on K. Indeed, if log |fj | can take −∞ on K for some j, then we
can write K = K1 ∪K2 where K1 = K ∩ {v(fj) ≥ −M} and K2 = K ∩ {v(fj) ≤ −M} for
some M ≪ minK ϕ. On K1 all log |fj | are finite valued, and on K2 we can drop the term
involving log |fj | in our expression of ϕ.
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Now it suffices to show that if log |f | is finite valued on K, then ψi =
log |f |+λ
〈ξi,α〉

converges

to ψ = log |f |+λ
〈ξ,α〉 uniformly on K. This is because

|ψi − ψ| ≤ sup
K

(| log |f |+ λ|)|
1

〈ξi, α〉
−

1

〈ξ, α〉
| → 0

uniformly. �

As observed in [Wu22], the class of Fubini–Study functions are in particular psh-approachable
in the sense of Chambert–Loir and Ducros, whose theory allows us to build the NA Monge–
Ampère measure:

Theorem 2.12 ([Wu22, Corollary 5.7]). For ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1 ∈ H(ξ), the associated Monge–
Ampère measure

MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1; ξ) :=
1

vol(ξ)
d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−1 ∧ d

′d′′ϕ+
ξ ,

where ϕ+
ξ
:= max{ϕξ , 0}, is a probability measure supported on XT

0 .

When ϕ = ϕ1 = · · · = ϕn−1, and ξ is clear from context, we will simply write MA(ϕ)
for simplicity. We remark that the above assignment is also symmetric and multilinear.

3. Continuous plurisubharmonic functions

In this section we introduce a broader class of plurisubharmonic (psh) functions than
FS functions. Unlike the global case, where the sum of two FS functions is still a FS
function; more precisely, one can add two metrics on two line bundles L1, L2 respectively
to get a new metric on L1 + L2, FS functions are more rigid in the local case. First, it
is not clear what it means to add two FS functions with non-proportional polarizations.
While we believe there is some intepretation that can be made in this situation, this shall
not be our focus here. Thus in the sequel, we will often fix a polarization ξ. Second, when
ξ is irrational, the sum of two FS functions with the same polarization may not be a FS
function anymore. Thus we need to start with a larger class: the class of continuous psh
functions.

Definition 3.1. The space of continuous ξ-psh functions CPSH(ξ) is the closure of H(ξ)
in the space C0(Xan, ξ) of continuous ξ-equivariant functions with topology given by local
uniform convergence.

It follows directly from the definition that this class of functions are indeed continuous
and psh-approachable in the sense of Chambert–Loir and Ducros. The following lemma
gives a more concrete description of cpsh functions.

Lemma 3.2. Given any ϕ ∈ CPSH(ξ) and ξi converging to ξ, there is a sequence ϕi ∈
H(ξi) converging locally uniformly to ϕ.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ CPSH(ξ), and assume

ϕ′
i = max

1≤j≤Ni

{
log |fij |+ λij

〈ξ, αij〉
: fij ∈ Rαij

} ∈ H(ξ)

converges locally uniformly to ϕ. Let ξi → ξ be a sequence of Reeb fields converging to ξ.
Define

ϕi = max
1≤j≤Ni

{
log |fij|+ λij

〈ξi, αij〉
: fij ∈ Rαij

} ∈ H(ξi).
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We claim that ϕi also converges to ϕ locally uniformly. Observe that on a fixed compact
set K, there is some M > 0 such that |ϕi| ≤M , and as in Lemma 2.11, after assuming all
log |fij|’s are finite-valued, we have

|ϕ′
i − ϕi| ≤ max

{∣∣∣∣
log |fij|+ λij

〈ξi, αij〉

〈ξ − ξi, αij〉

〈ξ, αij〉

∣∣∣∣
}

≤M max

{∣∣∣∣
〈ξ − ξi, αij〉

〈ξ, αij〉

∣∣∣∣
}

→ 0,

where the last convergence is uniform in α. Hence |ϕi−ϕ| ≤ |ϕi−ϕ
′
i|+ |ϕ′

i−ϕ| → 0 locally
uniformly as i→ ∞. �

In view of the lemma, we sometimes identify a continuous ξ-psh function with its restric-
tion as a function on X0. With this larger class of functions, we have the following prop-
erties of continuous psh functions, similar to the that of global FS metrics (see e.g. [BJ18,
Lemma 2.4], [BJ22, Proposition 3.6]).

Proposition 3.3. Let (Xan; ξ) be a polarized affine variety. Then

(1) If ϕ ∈ CPSH(ξ), then ϕ+ c ∈ CPSH(ξ) for all c ∈ R.
(2) If ϕ ∈ CPSH(aξ), ψ ∈ CPSH(bξ) for some a, b ∈ R>0, then ϕ+ ψ ∈ CPSH( ab

a+bξ).

(3) If ϕ,ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ), then max{ϕ,ψ} ∈ CPSH(ξ).
(4) If ϕ ∈ CPSH(ξ), then aϕ ∈ CPSH( 1

a
ξ) for all a ∈ R>0.

(5) CPSH(ξ) is a convex set, i.e. if θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, 1] such that θ1 + θ2 = 1, and ϕ,ψ ∈
CPSH(ξ), then θ1ϕ+ θ2ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ).

Proof. (1) and (4) are immediate consequences of the corresponding properties of FS func-
tions in Lemma 2.10. (5) follows from (2) and (4).

In view of the previous lemma, we can now assume there are sequences ϕi ∈ FS(aξi),
ψi ∈ FS(bξi) approaching ϕ,ψ with ξi rational. Then by Lemma 2.10, ϕi+ψi ∈ FS( ab

a+bξi),

and ϕi + ψi converges to ϕ+ ψ locally uniformly. This proves (2).
For (3), we pick ϕi, ψi ∈ FS(ξi) with ξi rational and ξi → ξ approximating ϕ and ψ

respectively. Then on any compact subset, one has

|max{ϕi, ψi} −max{ϕ,ψ}| =
1

2
|ϕi + ψi − ϕ− ψ + |ϕi − ψi| − |ϕ− ψ||

≤
1

2
(|ϕi − ϕ|+ |ψi − ψ|+ |ϕi − ψi − ϕ+ ψ|)

→ 0, as i→ ∞.

�

In what below, we define a local analogue of “the difference of FS metrics” studied
in [BJ18] (known as PL functions in [BJ22]). Again, we can either think of them as
functions on Xan \{o} or X0 depending on their ξ-equivariance properties. These functions
in particular form a dense subset of continuous functions on the NA link X0.

Definition 3.4. We say a function f onXan is a difference of continuous psh functions with
polarization ξ if f = ϕ− ψ for some ϕ ∈ CPSH(aξ), ψ ∈ CPSH(bξ), where a = b

1+b ∈ R>0.

The set of difference of bounded psh functions on Xan \ {o} with polarization ξ is denoted
by d-CPSH(X, ξ). We denote by d-CPSHξ(X) the set of functions of the form ϕ−ψ where
ϕ,ψ ∈ CPSH(aξ) for some a ∈ R>0.

We note that the former is a class of ξ-equivariant functions, and the latter class is
ξ-invariant. It follows easily from the definition that if ϕ ∈ d-CPSH(X, ξ), and u ∈
d-CPSHξ(X), then ϕ+ u ∈ d-CPSH(X, ξ).
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Theorem 3.5. The space d-CPSHξ(X) is an R-vector space and is a dense subset of
C0(X0).

Proof. We follow the proof as in [BJ18, Theorem 2.7] and [Gub98, Theorem 7.12]. By
the lattice version of Stone–Weierstrass Theorem, it suffices to show that d-CPSHξ(X) is
a Q-vector space which is stable under max and contains all constants, and that it also
separates points in X0. The same proof shows that d-CPSHξ(X) is an R-vector space.

By construction, and Proposition 3.3, it is a Q-vector space and contains all constants.
Let u = ϕ1 − ϕ2 and v = ψ1 − ψ2 be two d-cpsh functions with ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ CPSH(aξ), and
ψ1, ψ2 ∈ CPSH(bξ). Then

max{u, v} =
1

2
(u+ v + |u− v|) =

1

2
(ϕ1 + ψ1 − ϕ2 − ψ2 + |ϕ1 + ψ2 − ϕ2 − ψ1|)

=
1

2
(ϕ1 + ψ1 − ϕ2 − ψ2)

+ max{ϕ1 + ψ2, ψ1 + ϕ2} − 2(ϕ1 + ψ2 + ψ1 + ϕ2)

∈ d-CPSHξ(X).

It remains to show that it separates points. Let v1, v2 be two different points in X0. We
may assume v1(fα) < v2(fα) for some fα ∈ Rα. Let t be such that v2(fα)−v1(fα) = t〈ξ, α〉.
Then there is some fβ ∈ Rβ, β 6= α such that v2(fβ) − v1(fβ) 6= t〈ξ, β〉, since otherwise

v2 = (tξ) ∗ v1, but this implies v2 /∈ X0, contradiction. Let ψ = max{
log |fγ |+λγ

〈ξ,γ〉 } be a

function in FS(ξ) with fβ = fγ , λβ = 0 for some γ, and choose λγ , γ 6= β small enough such

that ψ(vi) =
log |fβ |(vi)

〈ξ,β〉 for i = 1, 2. Take u = max{ log |fα|
〈ξ,α〉 , ψ−m}−ψ. Then u(v1) 6= u(v2)

for m≫ 0. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 3.6. For any ξ, the space d-CPSH(X, ξ) dense in C0(Xan \ {o}, ξ).

Proof. Let ϕ be a continuous ξ-equivariant function on Xan \ {o}. Then ϕ − ϕξ is a ξ-
invariant function, and thus can be viewed as a function in C0(X0). By previous theorem,
there is a sequence of ui = ϕi − ψi ∈ d-CPSHξ(X) with ϕi, ψi ∈ CPSH(X, aiξ) such that
ui converges to ϕ− ϕξ locally uniformly. Thus the sequence (ϕi + ϕξ − ψi) converges to ϕ
locally uniformly. �

Difference of continous psh functions are differences of psh-approachable functions in the
sense of Chambert–Loir and Ducros. This allows us to generalize the mixed Monge–Ampère
measures.

Definition-Proposition 3.7. Let ϕ1, ϕ2, · · · , ϕn−1 be functions in d-CPSH(X, ξ) or d-CPSHξ(X).
Then the assignment

(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) 7→ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−1 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ

is symmetric, multilinear with respect to convex combinations, and defines a Radon mea-
sure on Xan supported on X0.

Proof. First, when all the ϕi are continuous psh functions, they are psh-approachable in
the sense of Chambert–Loir and Ducros. The conclusion follows from [CLD12, Corollaire
5.6.6], since the set of continuous psh functions with a fixed polarization is closed under
convex combination. In general, the ϕi are differences of psh-approachable functions, and
are again closed under convex combinations. Thus the result again follows from [CLD12].
That the support is in X0 follows from Proposition [Wu22, Proposition 5.5]. �
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Similar to the global theory, the key properties for functions in d-CPSH(X, ξ) and
d-CPSHξ(X) are the integration by parts formula and a local version of the Hodge in-
dex theorem.

Proposition 3.8 (Integration by parts). Let u, v ∈ d-CPSHξ(X), and ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−2 ∈
d-CPSH(X, ξ). Then
∫

Xan

ud′d′′v∧d′d′′ϕ1∧· · ·∧d
′d′′ϕn−2∧d

′d′′ϕ+
ξ =

∫

Xan

vd′d′′u∧d′d′′ϕ1∧· · ·∧d
′d′′ϕn−2∧d

′d′′ϕ+
ξ .

Proof. As in the proof of [Wu22, Proposition 5.5], all functions above can be approximated
by smooth psh functions in the sense of [CLD12]. If u, v, ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−2 are all smooth, then
both sides are equal to∫

{ϕξ≥0}
ϕξd

′d′′u ∧ d′d′′v ∧ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−2.

In general, the equality follows from a similar argument as in [Wu22]. �

Proposition 3.9 (Hodge Index Theorem). Let u ∈ d-CPSH(X), and ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−2 ∈
CPSH(X, ξ). Then

∫

Xan

ud′d′′u ∧ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−2 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ ≤ 0.

Proof. After possibly scaling by some positive constant, assume u = ϕ − ψ for some
ϕ,ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ). Pick ϕi, ψi ∈ FS(ξi) approximating ϕ,ψ with ξi rational. It then follows
from [BJ18, Proposition 3.5] and [Wu22, Proposition 5.13] that the above inequality is true
for all ϕi, ψi. We are done by letting i→ ∞. �

This allows us to introduce seminorms on d-CPSHξ(X):

Definition 3.10. For u ∈ d-CPSHξ(X), and ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−2 ∈ CPSH(ξ), define

‖u‖(ϕ1,··· ,ϕn−2) :=

(
−

∫

Xan

ud′d′′u ∧ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−2 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ

) 1

2

.

We will write ‖u‖(ϕj ,ϕ′n−2−j) if there are j copies of ϕ, and n− 2− j copies of ϕ′.

Corollary 3.11 (Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality). Let u, v ∈ d-CPSHξ(X), and ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−2 ∈
CPSH(ξ). Then

∣∣∣∣
∫

Xan

ud′d′′v ∧ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−2 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖u‖(ϕ1,··· ,ϕn−2)‖v‖(ϕ1 ,··· ,ϕn−2).

Proof. By the previous proposition, we have that the symmetric bilinear form on d-CPSHξ(X)
given by

(u, v) 7→ −

∫

Xan

ud′d′′v ∧ d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−2 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ

is semipositive definite. Hence the inequality follows. �

4. Energy functionals on continuous plurisubharmonic functions

4.1. Monge–Ampère Energy. We are now in the place to extend the Monge–Ampère
operator defined in [Wu22] to the class of continuous psh functions.
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Definition 4.1. The Monge–Ampère energy of a d-cpsh function ϕ ∈ d-CPSH(X, ξ) with
respect to ψ ∈ d-CPSH(X, ξ) is defined as

Eξ(ϕ,ψ) :=
1

n vol(ξ)

n−1∑

j=0

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ψ)(d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ψ)n−1−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ .(1)

We will omit ξ if it is clear from context. We will simply write E(ϕ) if ψ = ϕξ .

We list below some properties of the Monge–Ampère energy.

Proposition 4.2. Let ϕ,ψ, ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1 ∈ CPSH(ξ), c ∈ R, u ∈ d-CPSHξ(X)

(1) The Monge–Ampère measure

MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) :=
1

vol(ξ)
d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−1 ∧ d

′d′′ϕ+
ξ

is a Radon probability measure supported on X0.
(2) The terms in (1) are non-increasing in j.
(3) The first variation of E(ϕ) is

dE(ϕ+ tu)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
1

vol(ξ)

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′ϕ)n−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ .

(4) E(ϕ) − E(ψ) = E(ϕ,ψ).
(5) If ϕ ≤ ψ, then E(ϕ) ≤ E(ψ).
(6) E is concave on d-CPSH(X, ξ).
(7) E(ϕ+ c) = E(ϕ) + c.
(8) E 1

a
ξ(aϕ) = aEξ(ϕ) for all positive real number a.

Proof. By Definition-Proposition 3.7, we have proved (1), and (7) follows immediately. To
prove (2), we apply Proposition 3.8:
∫

(ϕ− ψ)(d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ψ)n−1−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ −

∫
(ϕ− ψ)(d′d′′ϕ)j+1 ∧ (d′d′′ψ)n−j−2 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

= −

∫
(ϕ− ψ)d′d′′(ϕ− ψ) ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ψ)n−j−2 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ ≥ 0.

The third property is a direct calculation.

n vol(ξ)(E(ϕ + tu)− E(ϕ))

=

n−1∑

j=0

t(

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ϕξ)
n−j−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

+ j

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ϕξ)(d
′d′′u) ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)j−1 ∧ (d′d′′ϕξ)

n−j−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ +O(t2))

= t
n−1∑

j=0

(

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ϕξ)
n−j−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

+ j

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′(ϕ− ϕξ)) ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)j−1 ∧ (d′d′′ϕξ)
n−j−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ +O(t2))

= tn

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′ϕ)n−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ +O(t2),

where the second to last equality follows from integration by parts.
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Similar calculation shows

d2 E(ϕ+ tu)

dt2
=

1

vol(ξ)

∫

Xan

u(d′d′′(ϕ+ tu))n−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ .

Now let f(t) = E(ϕ + t(ψ − ϕ)), and g(t) := E(ϕ + t(ψ − ϕ), ψ) for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then
f(0) = E(ϕ), f(1) = E(ψ) and g(0) = E(ϕ,ψ), g(1) = 0. Further, the above calculation
shows that f ′ ≡ g′ on t ∈ [0, 1]. Hence

E(ϕ)− E(ψ) = f(0)− f(1) = g(0) − g(1) = E(ϕ,ψ).

This proves (4), and (5) follows from (4). To get (6), we use the Hodge index theorem:

d2 E(ϕ+ tu)

dt2
=
n− 1

vol(ξ)

∫

Xan

ud′d′′u ∧ (d′d′′(ϕ+ tu))n−2 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+
ξ ≤ 0.

Finally (8) follows from direct calculation and the fact that vol(ξ) is homogeneous of degree
−n. �

4.2. The I and J functionals. We next introduce two related functionals defined using
Monge–Ampère measures.

Definition 4.3. For ϕ,ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ), we define

I(ϕ,ψ) :=

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ψ)(MA(ψ) −MA(ϕ)),

and

Jψ(ϕ) :=

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ψ)MA(ψ)− E(ϕ,ψ).

We will simply write J(ϕ) if ψ = ϕξ.

Proposition 4.4 ([BJ22, Lemma 3.26]). For ϕ,ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ), we have

(1) I(ϕ,ψ) = vol(ξ)−1
∑n−2

j=0 ‖ϕ − ψ‖2(ϕj ,ψn−2−j );

(2) Jψ(ϕ) = vol(ξ)−1
∑n−2

j=0
j+1
n

‖ϕ− ψ‖2(ϕj ,ψn−2−j );

(3) 1
n
I(ϕ,ψ) ≤ Jψ(ϕ) ≤

n−1
n

I(ϕ,ψ).
(4) I, J are convex functionals on CPSH(ξ).

Proof. This is a direct computation as in Proposition 4.2 (2):

vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ψ) = vol(ξ)

∫
(ϕ− ψ)(MA(ψ)−MA(ϕ))

=
n−2∑

j=1

(∫
(ϕ− ψ)(d′d′′ψ)j ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)n−1−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ −

∫
(ϕ− ψ)(d′d′′ψ)j−1 ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)n−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

)

=
n−2∑

j=0

∫
(ϕ− ψ)d′d′′(ψ − ϕ) ∧ (d′d′′ψ)j ∧ (d′d′′ϕ)n−2−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ =
n−2∑

j=0

‖ϕ − ψ‖(ϕj ,ψn−2−j ).

This proves (1). The proof of (2) is similar, and (3) follows from (1) and (2). Finally, (4)
is a consequence of (3) and the fact that E is concave. �

Theorem 4.5 ([BJ22, Theorem 3.31], [BBE+19, Theorem 1.8], Quasi-triangle inequality).
For ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 ∈ CPSH(ξ), we have

I(ϕ1, ϕ2) . I(ϕ1, ϕ3) + I(ϕ3, ϕ1).
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Lemma 4.6 ([BJ22, Lemma 3.33]). For ϕ,ϕ′, ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ), we have

‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2(ψn−2) . vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ϕ′)βn max{Jϕ(ψ), Jϕ′(ψ)}1−βn ,

for βn = 1
2n−2 .

Proof. Put φ = 1
2(ϕ+ϕ

′), u = ϕ−ϕ′, A = vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ϕ′) andB = vol(ξ)max{Jϕ(ψ), Jϕ′(ψ)}.
For 0 ≤ p ≤ n− 2, set

bp := ‖u‖2(ψp ,φn−2−p).

It is clear that b0 ≤ A. Writing u = (ϕ− ψ) + (ψ − ϕ′) yields

bn−2 ≤
(
‖ϕ− ψ‖(ψn−2) + ‖ϕ′ − ψ‖(ψn−2)

)2
. B,

where the last inequality follows from Proposition 4.4. If A ≥ B, then bn−2 . B ≤
AβnB1−βn , which is what we want. From now on, assume A ≤ B, and we proceed by
induction on p to show that for each 0 ≤ p ≤ n− 2, one has

bp . A
1

2pB1− 1

2p .

Note that the base case p = 0 is true, and it suffices to do the inductive step. For
0 ≤ p ≤ n− 3, we have

bp+1 − bp = −

∫
ud′d′′u(d′d′′ψ)p ∧ (d′d′′φ)n−3−p ∧ d′d′′(ψ − φ) ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

= −

∫
ud′d′′(ψ − φ) ∧ d′d′′ϕ ∧ (d′d′′ψ)p ∧ (d′d′′φ)n−3−p ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

+

∫
ud′d′′(ψ − φ) ∧ d′d′′ϕ′ ∧ (d′d′′ψ)p ∧ (d′d′′φ)n−3−p ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ

=: I + II.

By Cauchy–Schwarz, and the fact that d′d′′ϕ ≤ 2d′d′′φ as currents, we get

|I| . ‖u‖(ϕ,ψp,φn−3−p)‖ψ − φ‖(ϕ,ψp,φn−3−p) .
√
bp
√
I(ψ, φ) .

√
Bbp.

For the same reason, we have the same bound for |II| as well, and so

bp+1 − bp .
√
Bbp.

Now by induction hypothesis, we have

bp+1 . bp +
√
Bbp . A

1

2pB1− 1

2p +A
1

2p+1B1− 1

2p+1

= A
1

2p+1B1− 1

2p+1

((
A

B

) 1

2p+1

+ 1

)
. A

1

2p+1B1− 1

2p+1 ,

where we have used A ≤ B in the last inequality. Setting p = n− 2, we are done. �

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Let ψ = ϕ1+ϕ2

2 . Direct calculation shows

vol(ξ) I(ϕ1, ϕ2) . ‖ϕ1 − ϕ2‖(ψn−2) . max{‖ϕ1 − ϕ3‖(ψn−2), ‖ϕ3 − ϕ2‖(ψn−2)}.

By Lemma 4.6 and convexity, we have for i = 1, 2,

‖ϕi − ϕ3‖(ψn−2) . vol(ξ) I(ϕi, ϕ3)
βn max{Jϕi

(ψ), Jϕ3
(ψ)}1−βn

. vol(ξ) I(ϕi, ϕ3)
βn max{I(ϕ1, ϕ2), I(ϕ3, ϕ1), I(ϕ3, ϕ2)}

1−βn .

Putting these together, we have

I(ϕ1, ϕ2) . max{I(ϕ1, ϕ2), I(ϕ3, ϕ1), I(ϕ3, ϕ2)}
1−βn max{I(ϕ1, ϕ3), I(ϕ2, ϕ3)}

βn .
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Hence the result follows.
�

Corollary 4.7 ([BJ22, Corollary 3.34]). Let ϕ,ϕ′, ψ1, · · · , ψn−2 ∈ CPSH(ξ). Then

‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2(ψ1,··· ,ψn−2)
. vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ϕ′)βn max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ1), · · · , J(ψn−2)}

1−βn ,

for βn = 1
2n−2 .

Proof. Put ψ := 1
n−2

∑n−2
i=1 ψi ∈ CPSH(ξ). Then the previous lemma gives

‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2(ψ1,··· ,ψn−2)
. ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2(ψn−2) . vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ϕ′)βn max{Jϕ(ψ), Jϕ′(ψ)}1−βn .

Now we conclude by the quasi-triangle inequality and Proposition 4.4 (3). �

Proposition 4.8 ([BJ22, Lemma 7.30]). For all ϕ,ϕ′, ψ, ψ′ ∈ CPSH(ξ), we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

(ϕ− ϕ′)(MA(ψ)−MA(ψ′))

∣∣∣∣ . I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn I(ψ,ψ′)
1

2 max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ), J(ψ′)}
1

2
−αn ,

for αn = 1
2n−1 .

Proof. Direct computation as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 (2) and Proposition 4.4 shows

vol(ξ)

∫
(ϕ− ϕ′)(MA(ψ) −MA(ψ′))

=
n−2∑

j=0

∫
(ϕ− ϕ′)d′d′′(ψ − ψ′) ∧ (d′d′′ψ)j ∧ (d′d′′ψ′)n−2−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

ξ .

By the Cauchy–Schwarz Inequality (Corollary 3.11), we infer
∣∣∣∣
∫

(ϕ− ϕ′)(MA(ψ) −MA(ψ′))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ vol(ξ)−1 max
j

{
‖ϕ− ϕ′‖(ψj ,ψ′n−2−j)‖ψ − ψ′‖(ψj ,ψ′n−2−j)

}
.

Now using Proposition 4.4 and Corollary 4.7, we have

max
j

{
‖ϕ− ϕ′‖(ψj ,ψ′n−2−j )‖ψ − ψ′‖(ψj ,ψ′n−2−j )

}
. vol(ξ)

1

2 max
j

{
‖ϕ − ϕ′‖(ψj ,ψ′n−2−j )

}
J(ψ,ψ′)

1

2

. vol(ξ) I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn J(ψ,ψ′)
1

2 max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ), J(ψ′)}
1

2
−αn .

�

5. General plurisubharmonic functions

In this section, we extend our class of psh functions even further to allow only upper-
semicontinuous (usc) functions. We also extend the Monge-Ampère operator to this class.
The main goal is to show that this extended Monge-Ampère energy still has nice continuity
properties.

Definition 5.1. We call ϕ : Xan → R ∪ {−∞} a ξ-plurisubharmonic (ξ-psh) function on
(Xan; ξ) if ϕ is a pointwise limit of a decreasing net (ϕi) in CPSH(ξ), and ϕ 6≡ −∞. We
denote by PSH(ξ) the set of ξ-psh functions on Xan.

Proposition 5.2. Fix ξ on X.

(1) PSH(aξ) = 1
a
PSH(ξ) for all t ∈ R+.

(2) PSH(ξ) is convex and C0(Xan \ {0}, ξ)
⋂

PSH(ξ) = CPSH(ξ).
(3) For any decreasing net (ϕi) in PSH(ξ) with pointwise limit ϕ, either ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ)

or ϕ ≡ −∞.
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(4) Every function in PSH(ξ) is the pointwise limit of a decreasing net in H(ξ).

Proof. (1) and first assertion of (2) follow from analogous result on continous psh functions.
It is clear that CPSH(ξ) ⊆ C0(Xan \ {o}, ξ) ∩ PSH(ξ). Let ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) be a function
that is also continuous on Xan \ {o}. Then by definition, there is a decreasing sequence
ϕi ∈ CPSH(ξ) converging pointwise to ϕ. Then on each compact subset K ⊂ Xan\{o}, the
convergence is uniform by Dini’s lemma. Hence C0(Xan \{o}, ξ)∩PSH(ξ) = CPSH(ξ). (3)

and (4) are consequences of [BJ22, Lemma 4.6] withK = X0, F̃ = CPSH(ξ),F = H(ξ). �

Corollary 5.3. For any ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) we have ϕ > −∞ on the set of quasi-monomial
valuations in X0.

Proof. First if ϕ = log |fα|+λα
〈ξ,α〉 , then by Proposition 2.8 we have

ϕ(v) ≥ ϕ(vtriv)− T (v; ξ).

We claim that the same inequality holds for ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ). If ϕ ∈ FS(ξ), then the above
inequality still holds, since taking finite maxima does not affect it. In general, it follows
from Definition-Proposition 5.2. Thus it remains to show that T (v; ξ) < ∞. To this end,
note that finiteness does not depend on ξ, we can choose a compactification Y ⊃ X where
Y is a normal projective variety with grading induced by some rational ξ (e.g. one can
take Y to be the corresponding orbifold cone for some rational ξ). Then by [BKMS15,
Proposition 2.12], v has linear growth, that is, T (v; ξ) <∞. �

We in fact have an alternative characterization of T (v) using general psh functions.

Corollary 5.4. For any v ∈ X0, we have

T (v, ξ) = sup
ϕ∈PSH(ξ)

(
sup
X0

ϕ− ϕ(v).

)

Proof. Denote by T the right hand side of the equality in the corollary. Let ϕ = log |fα|
〈ξ,α〉 ∈

PSH(ξ). Then ϕ(v) ≥ ϕ(vtriv) − T (v) implies T (v, ξ) ≤ T by Definition-Proposition 2.8.
On the other hand, after adding constants and taking max, the same inequality holds for
ϕ ∈ FS(ξ), and hence also for ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) by Proposition 5.2. This proves T (v; ξ) ≥ T ,
and we are done. �

We equip PSH(ξ) with the topology of pointwise convergence on quasi-monomial valu-
ations. The following is an analog of [BJ22, Lemma 4.26].

Lemma 5.5. Let ψ ∈ H(ξ). Then there is a finite set S ⊂ Xan of quasi-monomial
valuations such that for any ϕ ∈ H(ξ),

sup
Xan\{o}

(ϕ− ψ) = sup
S

(ϕ− ψ).

Proof. Assume ψ = max
i=1,··· ,N

{ log |fi|+λi
〈ξ,αi〉

}, and by possibly adding more functions fj with

sufficiently small λj, we may assume (f1, · · · , fN ) generate the maximal ideal m at o.
Let Y be a T-equivariant log resolution of the ideal m = (f1, · · · , fN ), and denote the
map by π : Y → X. Then π−1(0) is covered by finitely many open subsets {Uk}

s
k=1

such that on each Uk one can choose local coordinates z1, · · · , zr with r ≤ n such that
π∗(fi) = ui

∏r
j=1 z

aij
j , where the ui are units. Let W :=

⋃s
k=1 red

−1(Uk) ⊂ Y an. Now by

ξ-invariance of ϕ−ψ, supXan(ϕ−ψ) is achieved on the subset of points centered at o ∈ X.
Hence

sup
Xan

(ϕ− ψ) = sup
W

π∗(ϕ− ψ).
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It remains to show there is some finite subset Sk ⊂ red−1(Uk) only depending on ψ such
that

sup
red−1(Uk)

π∗(ϕ− ψ) = sup
Sk

π∗(ϕ− ψ).

To this end, to simplify the notation, we assume that we are on some U = Uk, and choose
z1, · · · , zr as before. Let xj = log |zj | ∈ [−∞, 0), 1 ≤ j ≤ r, x = (x1, · · · , xr). Write

ℓi(x) =
1

〈ξ,αi〉

∑r
j=1 aijxj . Then

π∗ψ = max
1≤i≤N

{ℓi(x) +
λi

〈ξ, αi〉
}

Without loss of generality, we can assume ϕ takes the form ϕ = log |g|
〈ξ,β〉 + µ, where π∗g is a

monomial in f1, · · · , fN . Indeed, say π
∗g =

∑M
i=1wif

bi1
1 · · · f biNN . Then

log |π∗g| ≤ max
1≤i≤M

log |f bi11 · · · f biNN |.

Thus we can cover red−1(Uk) by finitely many samller opens on which log |π∗g| = log |f b11 · · · f bNN |

for some monomial appearing in the above. Hence we may assume π∗g = f b11 · · · f bNN . Then

π∗ϕ =

∑N
i=1 bi log |fi|

〈ξ, β〉
+ µ =

N∑

i=1

bi〈ξ, αi〉ℓi(x)∑N
j=1 bj〈ξ, αj〉

+ µ.

Let ci =
bi〈ξ,αi〉∑N

j=1
bj〈ξ,αj〉

, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Note that ci ≥ 0,∀i and
∑N

i=1 ci = 1. Now on the subset

V1 := {x = (x1, · · · , xr) ∈ Rr : π∗ψ = ℓ1(x) +
λ1

〈ξ, α1〉
, xi ≤ −1, ∀i = 1, · · · , r},

we can write

π∗ϕ− π∗ψ =

N∑

i=1

ciℓi(x)− ℓ1(x) + µ−
λ1

〈ξ, α1〉
=

N∑

i=2

ci(ℓi(x)− ℓ1(x)) + µ−
λ1

〈ξ, α1〉
.

We have now reduced the problem to showing there is some finite subset Sk1 ⊂ V1 depending
only on ψ such that

sup
V1

(π∗ϕ− π∗ψ) = sup
Sk1

(π∗ϕ− π∗ψ),

for any π∗ϕ of the above form, since any point in V1 corresponds to a quasi-monomial
valuation by [JM12]. This is done by the following lemma. �

Lemma 5.6. Let ℓ1(x), · · · , ℓN (x) be linear functions on Rr with non-negative coefficients,
and v-equivariant in the sense that

ℓi(x− tv) = ℓi(x)− t, 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

for some nonzero v ∈ Rr≥0. Let λ1, · · · , λN be real numbers. Set

Ω = {x = (x1, · · · , xr) ∈ Rr : ℓ1(x) + λ1 ≥ ℓi(x) + λi, 2 ≤ i ≤ N, xj ≤ −1, 1 ≤ j ≤ r}

Assume ℓ1(x) + λ1 > −∞ on Ω. Then there is a finite subset S ⊂ Ω such that for any
function f of the form

f(x) =
N∑

i=2

ci(ℓi(x)− ℓ1(x))
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where c2, · · · , cN are nonnegative real numbers with
∑N

i=2 ci ≤ 1, one has

sup
Ω
f = sup

S

f.

Proof. By assumption, supΩ f ≤ 0. If Ω is empty, then we are done. Assume that Ω
is non-empty. Note that Ω is a (possibly unbounded) convex polyhedron, so any point
x ∈ int Ω is a convex combination of two points in ∂Ω. Thus supΩ f = sup∂Ω f . An
induction on the dimension of Ω shows that supΩ f is achieved on vertices or points in
infinite one dimensional rays in ∂Ω. We set

S = {vertices in ∂Ω}
⋃ ⋃

r: infinite ray

Sr,

with Sr to be chosen. Let r = x0 + tw = (x01 + tw1, · · · , x0r + twr) be an infinite ray.
Assume sup f is achieved on this ray. The claim is that there is some finite set Sr on which
the supremum is attained. We proceed by induction on r. If r = 1, then f is constant, and
we can choose S = {x = −1}. For r > 1, there are two possibilities.

(1) If wi = 0 for some i, say w1 = 0, then ℓi restricted to Rr−1 ∼= {x ∈ Rr : x1 = x01
is again a linear function that is v′-equivariant for some vector v′ ∈ Rr−1, and for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ N . By the induction hypothesis, we can choose a finite set Sr on which
any function f of the above form attains its max.

(2) Now assume wi 6= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then w = cv for some nonzero constant c, and f
takes the same value along r due to v-invariance. Thus we can take Sr = {x0};

Therefore, we have shown that S chosen in the above way is finite. �

Corollary 5.7. For any ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ), ϕ 7→ supXan(ϕ− ψ) is continuous on PSH(ξ).

Proof. First assume ψ ∈ FS(ξ). Then this is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.5. In general,
let ψi be a sequence of FS functions converging locally uniformly to ψ. Let ϕj be a net of
psh functions converging pointwise on quasi-monomial valuations to ϕ. Fix ε > 0. Then
for i≫ 0, supXan(ψi − ψ) = supX0

(ψi − ψ) < ε. Fix a such i. Then there is a finite set Si
of quasi-monomial valuations such that

sup
Xan

(ϕj − ψ) ≤ sup
Xan

(ϕj − ψi) + sup
Xan

(ψi − ψ) < sup
Si

(ϕj − ψi) + ε.

Thus for j ≫ 0 such that supSi
(ϕj − ϕ) < ε, one has

sup
Xan

(ϕj−ψ) < sup
Si

(ϕj−ϕ)+sup
Si

(ϕ−ψi)+ε < 2ε+sup
Xan

(ϕ−ψ)+sup
Xan

(ψ−ψi) < 3ε+sup
Xan

(ϕ−ψ).

By symmetry, we can conclude. �

Theorem 5.8. Given ϕ,ψ ∈ PSH(ξ), ϕ ≤ ψ on Xan if and only if ϕ ≤ ψ on Xqm. In
particular, the topology of PSH(ξ) is Hausdorff.

Proof. If ψ ∈ FS(ξ), then this is a consequence of Lemma 5.5. Arguing as in the previous
corollary, this is true for ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ) since CPSH(ξ) is the closure of FS(ξ) under local
uniform convergence. In general, pick a decreasing net (ψi) in CPSH(ξ) with ψi → ψ.
Then ϕ ≤ ψ ≤ ψi on X

qm implies ϕ ≤ ψi on X
an and hence ϕ ≤ ψ on Xan. �

Finally, we define the Monge–Ampère energy for general psh functions.

Definition 5.9. Let ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ). The Monge–Ampère energy for ϕ is defined as

E(ϕ) = Eξ(ϕ) := inf{E(ψ) : ϕ ≤ ψ,ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ)}.
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In view of Proposition 5.2, we can also take ψ ∈ H(ξ) in the above definition. The next
proposition summarizes the main properties of E.

Proposition 5.10. The Monge-Ampère energy E : PSH(ξ) → R ∪ {−∞} satisfies the
following properties:

(1) E is non-decreasing.
(2) E(ϕ+ c) = E(ϕ) + c.
(3) E is upper semicontinuous.
(4) E is continuous along decreasing nets.
(5) E is concave.

Proof. The first two assertions are obvious, and (4) is a consequence of upper semicontinuity
and monotonicity. (5) follows from (4) and the fact that E is concave on CPSH(ξ). It
remains to show upper semicontinuity. The proof goes along the same lines as in [BJ22,
Theorem 7.1]. Suppose that ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) and t ∈ R satisfies E(ϕ) < t. We can choose
ψ ∈ CPSH(ξ) and ε > 0 such that ϕ ≤ ψ and E(ψ) < t−ε. By Proposition 5.7, we can find
an open neighborhood U of ϕ in PSH(ξ) such that ϕ′ ≤ ψ+ ε for all ϕ′ ∈ U . Monotonicity
then gives

E(ϕ′) ≤ E(ψ + ε) = t− ε+ ε = t,

for all ϕ′ ∈ U . This proves (3). �

6. Functions of finite energy and mixed MA measures

As suggested by the work of Berman–Boucksom–Jonsson [BBJ21], the non-Archimedean
version of the finite energy class can play an important role in geometric applications. In
the local case, we have a similar theory of functions of finite energy.

Definition 6.1. We say ϕ ∈ PSH(ξ) is a function of finite energy if E(ϕ) > −∞. The
space of functions of finite energy is denoted by E1(ξ).

The following is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.10.

Proposition 6.2. The space E1(ξ) satisfies the following:

(1) If ϕ ∈ E1(ξ) and c ∈ R, then ϕ+ c ∈ E1(ξ).
(2) E1(ξ) is convex.
(3) If ϕ ≤ ψ and ϕ ∈ E1(ξ), then ψ ∈ E1(ξ).
(4) CPSH(ξ) ⊂ E1(ξ).

6.1. Mixed Monge–Ampère measures. We are now ready to establish an analogue
of [BJ18, Theorem 6.9], and the proof is the same. We include a proof for the sake of
completeness. Here is the version of the theorem we will prove. This in particular is the
main part of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 6.3. Let p be any integer such that 0 ≤ p ≤ n− 1. For any given (n− 1)-tuple
(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) with ϕ1, · · · , ϕp ∈ E1(ξ), and ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1 ∈ FS(ξ), there exists a unique
Radon probability measure MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) on X

an \ {0} supported on X0 such that the
following are true:

(1) If ϕ1, · · · , ϕp ∈ CPSH(ξ),

MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) = vol(ξ)−1d′d′′ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d′d′′ϕn−1 ∧ d
′d′′ϕ+

ξ .

(2)
∫
Xan(ψ − ϕξ)MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) > −∞ when ψ,ϕ1, · · · , ϕp ∈ E1(ξ).
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(3) the pairing

(ψ,ϕ1, · · · , ϕp) 7→

∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1)

is continuous along decreasing nets in E1(ξ).

In particular, when p = n − 1, the theorem defines a mixed Monge–Ampère measure on
E1(ξ).

Before proving the theorem, we need the following auxilliary lemma.

Lemma 6.4. Let ϕ0, · · · , ϕn−1 ∈ H(ξ). Then
∫

Xan

ϕ0 MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) ≥

∫

Xan

ϕ0 MA(ϕξ)−CnmaxJ(ϕi)

for some positive dimensional constant Cn, where J(ϕ) =
∫
Xan ϕMA(ϕξ) = ϕ(vtriv)−E(ϕ).

Proof. We may assume maxϕi = 0 on X0 for all i. Write φ := 1
n

∑n−1
i=0 ϕi. Since E is

concave, we have

E(ϕ) ≥
1

n

n−1∑

i=0

E(ϕi) ≥ min
i

E(ϕi) = min
i
{

∫

Xan

ϕiMA(ϕξ)− J(ϕi)} ≥ −max
i

J(ϕi).

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.2 (2),

E(ϕ) =
1

n vol(ξ)

n∑

j=0

∫

Xan

ϕ(d′d′′ϕ)j ∧ (d′d′′ϕξ)
n−1−j ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

≤
1

vol(ξ)

∫

Xan

ϕ(d′d′′ϕ)n−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+ ≤
1

n vol(ξ)

∫

Xan

ϕ0(d
′d′′ϕ)n−1 ∧ d′d′′ϕ+

≤
n!

nn+1

∫

Xan

ϕ0 MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1).

�

Proof of Theorem 6.3. As in [BJ18], we prove existence by induction on p. When p = 0,
MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn) is defined as in (1) and it suffices to show that for any ψ ∈ PSH(ξ),
ψ > −∞ on the set of quasi-monomial valuations in X0. This was proved in Corollary 5.3.

Now assume the theorem is true for p − 1. Define MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) inductively as
follows:∫

Xan

(ψ − ϕξ)MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) :=

∫

Xan

(ϕp − ϕξ)MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕp−1, ψ, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

+

∫

Xan

(ψ − ϕp)MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕp−1, ϕξ , ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

for all ψ ∈ FS(ξ). The right hand side is well-defined by induction. Thus the measure
MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1) is a well-defined Radon probability measure by density of d-CPSH(X)
in C0(X0). It is clear that when ϕ1, · · · , ϕp ∈ CPSH(ξ), the above equality holds as a
result of integration by parts. Furthermore, the measure is continuous along decreasing
nets of (ϕ1, · · · , ϕp).

To prove (2), we may assume ψ,ϕi ≤ 0. Set

B := max{−E(ψ),−E(ϕ1), · · · ,−E(ϕn−1)} <∞.
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Let (ψj), (ϕji ), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be decreasing nets of FS functions converging to ψ and ϕi
respectively. Then J(ψj) ≤ B, and J(ϕji ) ≤ B for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Fix an index j0, and for
j ≥ j0 we can apply Lemma 6.4 to get∫

Xan

ψj0 MA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ
j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1) ≥

∫

Xan

ψj MA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ
j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

≥

∫

Xan

ψj MA(ϕξ)− CnB.

Letting j → ∞ we get∫

Xan

ψj0 MA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ
j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1) ≥

∫

Xan

ψj0 MA(ϕξ)− CnB > −∞.

Now by [Fol99, Proposition 7.12] we have
∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ
j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

= lim
j0→∞

∫

Xan

ψj0 MA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ
j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1) > −∞.

We now prove (3). Let (ψj), (ϕji ), 1 ≤ i ≤ p be decreasing nets in E1(ξ) converging to ψ

and ϕi respectively. Set µ
j = MA(ϕj1, · · · , ϕ

j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1). Then (µj) is a net of Radon

probability measures converging weakly to µ := MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1). Thus by [BFJ15,
Corollary 2.25], we have

lim sup
j

∫

Xan

ψjµj ≤

∫

Xan

ψµ.

The reverse direction is given by Lemma 6.5 below. Indeed, the lemma shows that for each
j, ∫

Xan

ψµj ≥

∫

Xan

ψµj

≥

∫

Xan

ψµ+

p∑

i=1

∫

Xan

(ϕi − ϕji )MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕi−1, ϕξ , ϕ
j
i+1, · · · , ϕ

j
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

By the inductive hypothesis, the sum on the right hand side goes to 0 as j → ∞. Thus

lim inf
j

∫

Xan

ψjµj ≥

∫

Xan

ψµ.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

Lemma 6.5. Let ψ,ϕ′
i ≥ ϕi, i = 1, · · · , p be functions in E1(ξ). Then

∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ′
1, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

≥

∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕp, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

+

p∑

i=1

∫

Xan

(ϕi − ϕ′
i)MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕi−1, ϕξ , ϕ

′
i+1, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1).

Proof. We may assume ψ ∈ H(ξ) since Monge–Ampère measures are Radon probability
measures. Since these measures are also continuous along decreasing nets in the first p
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arguments, we may in addition assume that all ϕi, ϕ
′
i are FS functions. Then integration

by parts gives∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ′
1, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)−

∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ1, ϕ
′
2, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

=

∫

Xan

(ϕ′
1 − ϕ1)MA(ψ,ϕ′

2, · · · , ϕ
′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

−

∫

Xan

(ϕ′
1 − ϕ1)MA(ϕξ, ϕ

′
2, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1).

Thus we have∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ′
1, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1) ≥

∫

Xan

ψMA(ϕ1, ϕ
′
2, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1)

+

∫

Xan

(ϕ1 − ϕ′
1)MA(ϕξ, ϕ

′
2, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1).

Iterating this argument for
∫
Xan ψMA(ϕ1, ϕ

′
2, · · · , ϕ

′
p, ϕp+1, · · · , ϕn−1) we get the desired

result. �

The following is an immediate corollary of the previous theorem.

Corollary 6.6. Given ϕ,ψ ∈ E1(ξ), we have

(1) The Monge–Ampère energy of ϕ satisfies

E(ϕ) =
1

n

n−1∑

i=0

∫

Xan

ϕMA(ϕ[i];ϕ
[n−1−i]
ξ ).

Here MA(ϕ[i];ϕ
[n−1−i]
ξ ) = MA(ϕ, · · · , ϕ, ϕξ , · · · , ϕξ), where there are i copies of ϕ,

and n− 1− i copies of ϕξ;

(2) d
dt
|t=0E(tϕ+ (1− t)ψ) =

∫
(ϕ− ψ)MA(ψ);

(3) E is homogeneous in ξ of degree −1;
(4) When ξ is rational, the finite energy class and the Monge–Ampère energy recover

the ones in [BJ18, Section 6] and [BJ22, Section 7].

6.2. I and J functionals on E1. To simplify notation, we will write MA(ϕ) = MA(ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1)
provided ϕ = ϕ1 = · · · = ϕn−1.

Definition 6.7. For ϕ,ψ ∈ E1(ξ), set

I(ϕ,ψ) :=

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ψ)(MA(ψ) −MA(ϕ)),

and

Jψ(ϕ) :=

∫

Xan

(ϕ− ψ)MA(ψ)− E(ϕ,ψ).

We will simply write I(ϕ), J(ϕ) if ψ = ϕξ .

As is for continuous psh functions, the I and J functionals satisfy the same properties
on E1(ξ), which we summarize in the following proposition. In particular, the I functional
defines a quasi-pseudometric on E1(ξ).

Proposition 6.8. For ϕ,ϕ′, ψ ∈ E1(ξ), we have

(1) I(ϕ,ψ) = vol(ξ)−1
∑n−2

j=0 ‖ϕ − ψ‖2(ϕj ,ψn−2−j );
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(2) Jψ(ϕ) = vol(ξ)−1
∑n−2

j=0
j+1
n

‖ϕ− ψ‖2(ϕj ,ψn−2−j );

(3) 1
n
I(ϕ,ψ) ≤ Jψ(ϕ) ≤

n−1
n

I(ϕ,ψ).
(4) I(ϕ,ϕ′) . I(ϕ,ψ) + I(ψ,ϕ′);
(5) Set αn = 1

2n−1 . We have
∣∣∣∣
∫

(ϕ− ϕ′)(MA(ψ)−MA(ψ′))

∣∣∣∣ . I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn I(ψ,ψ′)
1

2 max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ), J(ψ′)}
1

2
−αn .

Corollary 6.9. For ϕ,ϕ′, ψ ∈ E1(ξ), we have
∣∣Jψ(ϕ)− Jψ(ϕ

′)
∣∣ . I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ)}1−αn ,

where αn = 1
2n−1 .

Proof. Direct computation shows that

Jψ(ϕ)−Jψ(ϕ
′) =

∫
(ϕ−ϕ′)MA(ψ)−E(ϕ)+E(ϕ′) = Jϕ′(ϕ)+

∫
(ϕ−ϕ′)(MA(ψ)−MA(ϕ′)).

Hence Proposition 6.8 yields
∣∣Jψ(ϕ)− Jψ(ϕ

′)
∣∣ . I(ϕ,ϕ′) + I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn I(ψ,ϕ′)

1

2 max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ)}
1

2
−αn

. I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn [(I(ϕ) + I(ϕ′))1−αn + (I(ψ) + I(ϕ′))
1

2 max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ)}
1

2
−αn ]

. I(ϕ,ϕ′)αn max{J(ϕ), J(ϕ′), J(ψ)}1−αn .

�

This also yields the following concavity of the Monge–Ampère energy.

Proposition 6.10. For ϕ,ψ ∈ E1 and t ∈ [0, 1], we have

E(tϕ+ (1− t)(ψ)) − tE(ϕ)− (1− t) E(ψ) & t(1− t) I(ϕ,ψ).

Proof. Set ϕt := tϕ+ (1− t)ψ. By the Proposition 6.8, we have

1

n
I(ϕ,ϕt) ≤

∫
(ϕ− ϕt)MA(ϕt)− E(ϕ) + E(ϕt),

and similarly
1

n
I(ϕt, ψ) ≤

∫
(ψ − ϕt)MA(ψ) + E(ϕt)− E(ψ).

Combining these together, with [BJ22, Lemma 7.29], we have

E(ϕt)−tE(ϕ)−(1−t) E(ψ) & t I(ϕ,ϕt)+(1−t) I(ϕt, ψ) ≥ t(1−t)(I(ϕ,ϕt)+I(ϕt, ψ)) & t(1−t) I(ϕ,ψ),

where the last inequality again follows from Proposition 6.8. �

7. Measures of finite energy

Finally, we begin the study of measures of finite energy. Fix a polarized affine cone
(X; ξ). Denote by M = M(X0) the space of Radon probability measures on X0.

Definition 7.1. The energy of µ ∈ M with respect to the polarization ξ is defined by

E∨(µ; ξ) := sup
ϕ∈E1(ξ)

(
E(ϕ)−

∫

X0

ϕµ

)
∈ R ∪ {+∞}.

A measure µ ∈ M is said to have finite energy if E∨(µ; ξ) < +∞. Denote by M1(ξ) ⊂ M
the space of measures of finite energy with polarization ξ.
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By definition, if µ has finite energy, then
∫
ϕµ is finite for any ϕ ∈ E1(ξ). We also note

that if ξ is rational and primitive, then the above definition agrees with the one in [BJ22,
Definition 9.1]. In general, it is homogeneous in ξ of degree −1. Alternatively, following
the strategy in [BJ23], one can define measures of finite energy using only continuous psh
functions, and the results in this section will remain valid on CPSH(ξ).

Lemma 7.2. The sup in the above definition can also be taken over FS functions:

E∨(µ; ξ) = sup
ϕ∈H(ξ)

(
E(ϕ) −

∫

X0

ϕµ

)
.

Proof. The direction ≥ is clear. For any given ϕ ∈ E1(ξ), pick a decreasing net ϕj → ϕ in
H(ξ). Then Theorem 6.3 implies that

E(ϕj)−

∫
ϕjµ ≥

(
E(ϕ)−

∫
ϕµ

)
+

∫
(ϕ − ϕj)µ

for all j. We are done by letting j → ∞ and the monotone convergence theorem (see
e.g. [BJ22, Lemma 7.17]). �

Proposition 7.3. For any ϕ ∈ E1(ξ),

E(ϕ) = inf
µ∈M1(ξ)

(
E∨(µ) +

∫
ϕµ

)
.

Proof. By definition, if µ ∈ M1(ξ), then

E(ϕ) ≤ E∨(µ) +

∫
ϕµ.

For the other direction, we first claim that for any ψ ∈ E1(ξ),

E(ϕ)− E(ψ) ≤

∫
(ϕ− ψ)MA(ϕ).

Indeed, if ϕ,ψ are both FS functions, then this is a direct consequence of (2) and (4) in
Proposition 4.2. In general, ϕ,ψ are decreasing limits of FS functions, and the claim follows
by Theorem 6.3. With the claim, we have

E∨(MA(ϕ); ξ) = sup
ψ∈E1(ξ))

(
E(ψ)−

∫
ψMA(ϕ)

)
= E(ϕ) −

∫
ϕMA(ϕ).

This proves the equality. �

Proposition 7.4. Let v be a T-invariant quasi-monomial valuation in X0. Then v ∈
M1(ξ), and

E∨(δv ; ξ) ≤
n+ 1

n
S(v; ξ),

where δv is the dirac mass at v.

Proof. We have

E∨(δv ; ξ) = sup
ϕ∈E1(ξ)

(E(ϕ) − ϕ(v)) ≤ sup
ϕ∈E1(ξ)

(
sup
X0

ϕ− ϕ(v)

)

≤ sup
ϕ∈PSH(ξ)

(
sup
X0

ϕ− ϕ(v)

)
= T (v, ξ),
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where the last equality follows from Corollary 5.4. Since v has linear growth as shown in
Corollary 5.3, we have v ∈ M1(ξ). To prove the second assertion, pick ξj → ξ with ξj
rational. Then [BJ21, Theorem 7.22] in our notation reads

E∨(δv ; ξj) =
n+ 1

n
S(v; ξj)

for all j. By Lemma 7.2, E∨(δv; ·) is lower-semicontinuous in ξ. So the proof is complete
by letting j → ∞. �

7.1. I and J functionals on M1. In a similar manner as in Section 6.2, one can dually
define I∨ and J∨ functionals on M1(ξ). The duality characterization below will finish the
proof of Theorem 1.1.

Definition 7.5. For any µ ∈ M1(ξ), we define Jµ : E1(ξ) → [0,∞) by

Jµ(ϕ) := E∨(µ)− E(ϕ) +

∫
ϕµ,

and for any two µ, µ′ ∈ M1(ξ) we define

I∨(µ, µ′) := inf
ϕ∈E1

(Jµ(ϕ) + Jµ′(ϕ)).

Lemma 7.6. For all ϕ,ϕ′ ∈ E1(ξ), we have

I(ϕ,ϕ′) ≈ inf
µ∈M1

(Jµ(ϕ) + Jµ(ϕ
′).

In particular, for all ϕ ∈ E1 and µ ∈ M1(ξ),

J(ϕ) . Jµ(ϕ) + E∨(µ).

Proof. First note that

inf
µ∈M1(ξ)

(Jµ(ϕ) + Jµ(ϕ
′)) ≤ JMA(ϕ)(ϕ) + JMA(ϕ)(ϕ

′) = Jϕ(ϕ
′) ≈ I(ϕ,ϕ′),

by Proposition 6.8. On the other hand, for τ = ϕ+ϕ′

2 , by Proposition 6.10 we have

E∨(µ) ≥ E(τ)−

∫
τµ ≥

1

2
(E(ϕ) + E(ϕ′))−

1

2

∫
(ϕ+ ϕ′)µ+ C(n) I(ϕ,ϕ′)

for some dimensional constant C(n). Hence

inf
µ∈M1

(Jµ(ϕ) + Jµ(ϕ
′)) & I(ϕ,ϕ′).

The second claim follows by taking ϕ′ = ϕξ. �

Lemma 7.7. For ϕ,ϕ′ ∈ E1(ξ) and µ = MA(ϕ), µ′ = MA(ϕ′), we have

I(ϕ,ϕ′) ≈ I∨(µ, µ′).

Proof. This follows from unwinding definitions and Proposition 6.8:

I∨(µ, µ′) = inf
ψ∈E1

(Jϕ(ψ) + Jϕ′(ψ)) ≈ inf
ψ∈E1

(I(ϕ,ψ) + I(ϕ′, ψ)) ≈ I(ϕ,ϕ′).

�

As a direct consequence, we have

Corollary 7.8. The Monge–Ampère operator defines a bi-Lipschitz map

MA : (E1(ξ), I) → (M1(ξ), I∨).



SOME NON-ARCHIMEDEAN PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY ON POLARIZED AFFINE CONES 25

References

[AH06] Klaus Altmann and Jürgen Hausen. Polyhedral divisors and algebraic torus actions. Math. Ann.,
334(3):557–607, 2006.

[AHS08] Klaus Altmann, Jürgen Hausen, and Hendrik Süss. Gluing affine torus actions via divisorial
fans. Transform. Groups, 13(2):215–242, 2008.

[AIP+12] Klaus Altmann, Nathan Owen Ilten, Lars Petersen, Hendrik Süß, and Robert Vollmert. The
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