
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

19
78

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 2

8 
Ju

n 
20

24

CANONICAL HEIGHTS, PERIODS AND THE HURWITZ ZETA

FUNCTION

ROLF ANDREASSON, ROBERT J. BERMAN

Abstract. Let (X ,D) be a projective log pair over the ring of integers of a number
field such that the log canonical line bundle K(X ,D), or its dual −K(X ,D), is rela-
tively ample. We introduce a canonical height of ±K(X ,D), which is finite precisely
when the complexifications of (X ,D) are K-semistable. When the complexifications
of (X ,D) are K-polystable, the canonical height is the height of ±K(X ,D) wrt any
volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein metric on the complexifications of ±K(X ,D). The
canonical height is shown to have a number of useful variational properties. Moreover,
it may be expressed as a limit of periods on the N−fold products of the complexi-
fications of X , as N tends to infinity. In particular, using this limit formula, the
canonical height for the arithmetic log surfaces (P1

Z,D), where D has at most three
components, is computed explicitly in terms of the Hurwitz zeta function and its de-
rivative at s = −1. Combining this explicit formula with previous height formulas for
quaternionic Shimura curves yields a procedure for extracting information about the
canonical integral models of some Shimura curves, such as wild ramification. Further-
more, explicit formulas for the canonical height of twisted Fermat curves are obtained,
implying explicit Parshin type bounds for the Arakelov metric.

1. Introduction

Let (X ,L) be a polarized arithmetic variety over the ring of integers OF of a number
field F, i.e. a projective flat scheme X over OF of relative dimension n, endowed with a
relatively ample line bundle L. A key role in arithmetic geometry is played by the height
h‖·‖(X ,L) of (X ,L), which is defined with respect to a given metric ‖·‖ on the C−points
of L → X . The height is a measure of the arithmetic complexity of (X ,L) and may be
defined in terms of arithmetic intersection theory in the context of Arakelov geometry
[52, 45, 20]:

h‖·‖(X ,L) := Ln+1
, ĥ‖·‖(X ,L) := Ln+1

/ ([F : Q]LnF(n+ 1))

where L is a shorthand for the metrized line bundle (L, ‖·‖) and ĥ‖·‖(X ,L) is called the
normalized height (which is invariant under base change). In the classical “geometric
analog” - where the scheme X over Z corresponds to a fibration X → A1

C over the

complex affine line - the role of the metric ‖·‖ is played by an extension (X ,L) of (X ,L)
over the compactification P1

C of A1
C. Accordingly, the role of the height is played by the

degree of (X ,L).
From an adelic perspective a metrized polarized arithmetic variety (X ,L, ‖·‖) over OF

induces an adelic metric on the adelic extension of the line bundle LF → XF (determined
1
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by (X ,L) and ‖·‖ over the finite and infinite places of F, respectively) [106]. In the case
when XF is a curve and KXF

is ample there is - after performing a base change - a
canonical relatively ample model (X ,KX ) of (X,KX ) over OF, which is stable (in the
sense of Deligne-Mumford [38]). It was proposed by Manin [81], and along similar lines
by Bost [21] and Zhang [107], that the analog, over the infinite places of F of such a
canonical model is played by a Kähler-Einstein metric, i.e. a Kähler metric ω on the
complex points X(C) with constant Ricci curvature (which is negative when KXF

is
ample). Manin’s proposal can be made precise using work of Odaka [86], that will be
further developed here in the more general context of log pairs (see Remark 3.11).

We will be mainly concerned with the case where L is the log canonical line bundle
K(X ,D) or its dual −K(X ,D) of a log pair (X ,D) in the usual sense of the Minimal Model
Program in birational geometry (recalled in Section 2.1). This means that D is an
effective R− divisor on X

D =
∑

wiDi, and K(X ,D) := KX +D,
where Di are irreducible effective divisors and wi are non-negative real numbers. The
main arithmetic applications concern the “orbifold/cusp” case, where D has simple nor-
mal crossings and wi = 1 − 1/mi for “ramification indices” mi ∈ N ∪ {∞}. However,
allowing general non-negative coefficients wi will be important in order to apply varia-
tional arguments.

1.1. Motivation. In contrast to algebraic degrees, heights can rarely be computed ex-
plicitly. But for special arithmetic varieties X and metrics - typically admitting a modu-
lar interpretation - it has been conjectured that the corresponding normalized height can
be computed explicitly in terms of special values of logarithmic derivatives of Dedekind
zeta functions ζF (and, more generally, of Artin L-functions). [79, 80, 67]. Very recently,
the case of quaternionic Shimura curves over a totally real field F was settled by Yuan
[103]. The proof, that builds on [101, 102], uses automorphic forms over the adelic group
GL2(AF) (the case of the classical modular curve was first shown by Bost and Kuhn [72],
using modular forms, and the case when F = Q was established by Kudla-Rapoport-
Yang [68, Thm 1.0.5] in the context of Kudla’s program). Such a Shimura curve defines
a log pair (X,∆) over F, whose log canonical line bundle K(X,∆) is ample. Moreover,
by [102], X admits a canonical model X over OF. Likewise, K(X,∆) admits a canonical
model over OF called the Hodge bundle [102], which is is endowed with the Petersson
metric. The Hodge bundle may be identified with the log canonical line bundle K(X ,D)

for a canonical effective Q−divisor D on X . Moreover, the Petersson metric can be char-
acterized as the unique Kähler-Einstein metric on K(X,∆) with volume π degK(X,∆)/2

(Lemma 9.2). Yuan’s formula [103] for the normalized height of (X ,K(X ,D)) reads as
follows:

(1.1) ĥPet(K(X ,D)) = −1

2
− 1

[F : Q]

ζ ′F(−1)

ζF(−1)
+

1

[F : Q]

3N(p) − 1

4(N(p) − 1)

∑

p

logN(p)

where p ranges over the prime ideals in OF which are in the ramification locus of the
corresponding quaternion algebra and N(p) := ♯(OF/p). When F = Q, X is the coarse
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moduli scheme parametrizing all Abelian surfaces over Z with quaternion multiplication
[104] and the divisor D on X is the Zariski closure of ∆ (see Example 9.1).

For general heights, all one can hope for is to obtain explicit bounds. For example,
as shown in the early days of Arakelov geometry by Parshin [88] (and further developed
in [99, 83]) an effective version of the Mordell conjecture (i.e. an effective bound on the
height of F−points of a given curve XF with KXF

ample) would follow from a height
inequality for stable arithmetic surfaces X (in the sense of Deligne-Mumford [38]), when
KX(C) is endowed with the Arakelov metric

(1.2) ĥAr(KX ) ≤ c0 + c1
∑

pbad

logN(p) + c2 log |DF|

for constants c1, c2 independent of X and a constant c0 depending on X, summing
over closed points p ∈ Spec OF of bad reduction and DF denotes the discriminant of F
(in particular, log |DF| ≥ 0 with equality when F = Q). The geometric analog of this
inequality follows, with explicit constants, from the Miyaoka–Yau inequality. However,
the direct arithmetic analog of Miyaoka–Yau fails for the Arakelov metric, as shown in
[19] (by explicit computations on curves of genus two). As discussed in [99], there seems
to be no clear understanding of what the constants ci in the inequality 1.2 should be
(but, necessarily, c2 ≥ 0, as pointed out in [83]). A suggestion is put forth in Section
10.3.

Diophantine aspects of orbifolds (X,∆) have also recently been explored in [29, 1].
Moreover, in the opposite situation where XF is a Fano variety, i.e. −KXF

is ample, some
intriguing conjectural relations between the density of F−points on XF and bounds on
the height of −KX are discussed in [17] (for appropriate models X of XF over OF).

1.2. Main results. Let (X ,D) be a log pair over OF and consider, for simplicity, first
the case when OF = Z. Assume that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample, i.e. either the log
canonical line bundle K(X ,D) or its dual −K(X ,D) is relatively ample. Then the complex-
ification ±K(X,∆) of ±K(X ,D) admits a Kähler-Einstein metric if and only if ±K(X,∆)

is K-polystable (as recalled in Section 2.3). For example, when K(X,∆) > 0 any orb-
ifold/cusp pair (X,∆) is K-polystable. Accordingly, when ±K(X,∆) is K-polystable we
define the canonical height hcan(±K(X ,D)) of ±K(X ,D) as the height of ±K(X ,D) wrt to
any volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein metric on ±K(X,∆).

1.2.1. General results. We show that the canonical height has a number of useful prop-
erties, as the coefficients of w ∈ Rm of D are varied, assuming that ±K(X ,D) stays
proportional to one and the same R−line bundle (see Prop 4.1 and Prop4.3 respec-
tively):

• ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is concave and continuous wrt w up to the boundary of the
convex domain in Rm where ±K(X ,D) is K-semistable.

• ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is real-analytic wrt w in the region where (X,∆) is K-stable,
if (X,∆) is log smooth.
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This last statement requires some explanation. So far, we have not defined ĥcan (±K(X ,D))

in the “log Calabi-Yau case” when K(X ,D) is trivial. But ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) extends real-
analytically over this region and moreover, coincides with a Faltings type height of
(X ,D) there, defined in terms of the period of the trivializing section of K(X ,D). Like-
wise, we show that when K(X ,D) is relatively ample, the canonical height of K(X ,D) may

be expressed as a limit of periods on large N−fold powers XN of a canonical algebraic
top form α (see Theorem 5.2):

(1.3) ĥcan (K(X ,D)) = − lim
N→∞

(
i

2
)(Nn)

2
log

∫

XN

α ∧ α,

assuming that (X ,D) is klt (which is a generic condition). The proof leverages the
probabilistic approach to Kähler-Einstein metrics introduced in [5, 6, 9]. A similar limit

formula is established for −ĥcan (−K(X ,D)), conditioned on some conjectures in [6, 9],

which hold when n = 1. Anyhow, in practice, −ĥcan (−K(X ,D)) may be obtained by
analytic continuation of the formula for the canonical height of relatively ample log
canonical line bundles.

The results above naturally extend to any number field F, by taking all the com-
plexifications Xσ of X into account (labeled by the embeddings σ of F in C). The
real-analyticity properties above indicate that when switching the sign of K(X ,D) the

role of hcan(K(X ,D)) is played by the negative of hcan(−K(X ,D)). In Prop 3.3 this phe-
nomenon is illuminated by establishing a unified variational principle for the invariant
±hcan (±K(X ,D)). It shows, in particular, that the Kähler-Einstein metrics minimize a
logarithmic generalization of the arithmetic Mabuchi functional introduced by Odaka
[86]. Furthermore, we introduce a notion of optimality of models: a model (X o,Do) over
OF for a log pair (XF,∆F) is called optimal if ±K(X o,Do) is relatively ample (for some

sign) and (X o,Do) minimizes ±h (±K(X ,D)) :

(1.4) ±h (±K(X o,Do)) = min
(X ,D)

±h (±K(X ,D)),

for any fixed metric on ±K(X,∆)(C), where (X ,D) ranges over all models over OF for
(XF,∆F) such that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample. For example, when KX is a curve with
KX > 0, a stable model of X over OF (in the sense of Deligne-Mumford [38]) is an opti-
mal model for (X, 0). This follows from work of Odaka [85] (see Cor 3.10). Conjecturally,
in general, our notion of optimality is related to Odaka’s notion of global K-semistability
[85] (see Remark 3.17). It should be stressed that the optimality condition 1.4 is inde-
pendent of the choice of metric (see Lemma 2.4).

1.2.2. Explicit formulae for log pairs on P1
Z with three components. Consider an effective

divisor ∆Q on P1
Q such that the complexification of (P1

Q,∆Q) is K-semistable. As is well-

known [51, 9], this amounts to the following condition on the weights wi of ∆Q :

(1.5) 0 ≤ wi ≤ 1, wi ≤
1

2
V + 1, V :=

∑

j

wj − 2
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(note that, since V is the volume/degree of K(P1
Q
,∆Q)

, the second condition is automatic

when K(P1
Q
,∆Q)

is semi-ample, i.e. when V ≥ 0). We show (Prop 3.14) that when

∆Q is supported on three points, the optimal model of (P1
Q,∆Q) over Z is (P1

Z,Do),

where Do is the Zariski closure of the divisor on P1
Q supported on {0, 1,∞} having the

same coefficients as ∆Q. Using the period formula 1.3 the canonical height of (P1
Z,Do)

is expressed explicitly in terms of the Hurwitz zeta function ζ(s, x) and its derivative
ζ ′(s, x) wrt s. More precisely, setting

(1.6) γ(a, b) := F (b) + F (1− b)− F (a)− F (1− a), F (x) := ζ(−1, x) + ζ ′(−1, x),

for a, b ∈ [0, 1] we show:

Theorem 1.1. Let (P1
Z,Do) be as above. When K(P1

Q
,∆Q)

is semi-ample (i.e. V ≥ 0)

(1.7) ĥcan (K(P1
Z
,Do)) = f(w) :=

1

2
(1− log(π

V

2
))− γ(0, V2 )−

∑3
i=1 γ(wi − V

2 , wi)

V

and when −K(P1
Q
,∆Q)

is ample (i.e. V < 0)

ĥcan (−K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2
(1 + log

π

−V/2) +
γ(0, −V2 ) +

∑3
i=1 γ(wi, wi − V

2 )

V
.

The theorem applies, in particular, when ∆ is an orbifold/cusp divisor, i.e. when wi =
1− 1/mi for mi ∈ N ∪ {∞}, i ≤ 3. Indeed, in this case (P1

Q,∆Q) is always K-polystable
- the corresponding Kähler-Einstein metric is the one induced by uniformization. In
fact, any orbifold (P1

Q,∆Q) such that −K(P1
Q
,∆Q)

> 0 has the property that ∆Q is

supported on three points and (P1
Q,∆Q) isomorphic to the quotient P1/G, where G is

a finite subgroup of SU(2) [70, Chapter 8]. Moreover, when K(P1
Q
,∆Q)

> 0 and ∆ is an

orbifold/cusp divisor supported on three points the Kähler-Einstein metric for (P1,∆)
is the one induced by the action on the upper-half plane H by a discrete subgroup Γ
of SL(2,R) such that H/Γ ≃ P1

C (known as a triangle group [92, 31, Prop 1]). In

this case ĥcan (K(P1
Z
,Do)) appears in the arithmetic Riemann-Roch formula established in

[47] (using a different volume-normalization). Combining the previous theorem with [47,
Thm 10.1] thus yields an explicit formula for the derivative at s = 1 of the corresponding
Selberg zeta function Z(s,Γ) in terms of the arithmetic degree of the line bundle ψW
defined in [47] (generalizing the case when Γ = SL (2,Z), established in [47, Thm 10.2]).

In another direction, the previous theorem yields explicit expressions for Odaka’s
modular invariant of any polarized log pair (P1

Q,∆Q) such that ∆Q is supported on

three points (see formula 7.1).

1.2.3. Sharp bounds for log pairs on P1
Z. In [3] a logarithmic arithmetic analog of Fujita’s

sharp bound [50] on the degree of a K-semistable Fano variety was proposed, which may
be formulated as the following bound

5



(1.8) hcan(X ,D) ≤ hcan(P
n
Z, 0)

(

=
1

2
(n+ 1)n+1

(

(n+ 1)

n
∑

k=1

k−1 − n+ log(
πn

n!
)

))

assuming that X is a projective scheme over Z such that −K(X ,D) is a relatively ample
Q−line bundle and its complexification is K-semistable. Moreover, for X normal equality
should hold only for (PnZ, 0). The conjecture was, in particular, settled for n = 1 when
D⊗Q is supported at three points. It should, however, be stressed that the conjectured
inequality 1.8 does not hold when the canonical height is replaced by its normalization
ĥcan. In fact, for all we know it could actually be that ĥcan(X ,D) is minimal for (PnZ, 0)
among all arithmetic log Fano varieties (X ,D) over Z, if (X ,D) is taken to be an optimal
model over Z. Here we show that this is, indeed, the case for any arithmetic log Fano
surface (X ,D) such that D ⊗Q is supported at three points. In this case it was shown
in [3, Section 6] that the optimal model of (X ,D) is of the form (P1

Z,Do), as appearing
in the previous section. The minimality in question thus follows from the first inequality
in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let (P1
Z,Do) be as in the previous section. Then

±ĥcan(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) ≤ −ĥcan(−K(P1

Z
,0))

(

= −1

2
(1 + log π)

)

with equality iff Do = 0. Furthermore, if K(P1,∆) is semi-ample, then the following more
precise inequality holds:

ĥcan(K(P1
Z
,Do)) ≤ −1

2
log(π) +

3

2
log

Γ(23 )

Γ(13 )
(< 0)

where equality holds iff K(P1,∆) is trivial and all the coefficients of Do equal 2/3. More
generally, the latter inequality holds when the Kähler-Einstein metric is replaced by any
volume-normalized continuous metric on K(P1,∆).

The proof combines the explicit formula in Theorem 1.1 with the concavity of ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)).
Interestingly, the second inequality in the previous theorem is reminiscent of the result
in [37, page 29] saying that the maximal value of Faltings’ stable height of elliptic curves
is attained at the semistable reduction of the Néron model X0 of any elliptic curve X
with vanishing j−invariant. Incidentally, after a base change, such an elliptic curve is
a Galois cover of the log pair (P1,∆) saturating the second inequality in the previous
theorem.

1.2.4. Specific values of canonical heights. In some orbifold cases the terms involving the
Hurwitz zeta function in Theorem 1.1 can be eliminated in favor of a single logarithmic
derivative of a Dedekind zeta function ζF(s) of an appropriate totally real number field
F. More precisely, when the degree V of K(P1

Q
,∆Q)

is positive, using the classical mul-

tiplication theorem for the Hurwitz zeta function leads - after some computations - to
the results in Table 1, where (m1,m2,m3) denotes the ramification indices of Do ⊗ Q

and ĥPet := ĥcan (K(P1
Z
,D0

) − log πV
2 (which is the height wrt the Peterson metric). In

6



some of these cases the coefficients in front of the log p− terms carry information about
the canonical integral model of the Shimura curve attached to F, as explained in the
following section.

(m1,m2,m3) ĥPet + 1
2 +

1
[F:Q]

ζ′
F
(−1)

ζF(−1)

(2, 3,∞) −1
2 log 2− 1

4 log 3, F = Q

(6, 2, 6) −1
6 log 2 +

1
8 log 3, F = Q

(4, 4, 4) −19
12 log 2, F = Q(

√
2)

(3, 3, 6) −5
6 log 2− 13

16 log 3, F = Q(
√
3)

(2, 4, 12) −5
3 log 2− 7

16 log 3, F = Q(
√
3)

(6, 6, 6) −5
6 log 2− 7

16 log 3, F = Q(
√
3)

(5, 5, 5) 25
48 log 5, F = Q(

√
5)

(3, 4, 6) − 9
16 log 3− 11

12 log 2, F = Q(
√
6)

(7, 7, 7) − 95
122

log 7, F = Q(cos(π/7))

(9, 9, 9) −31
24 log 3, F = Q(cos(π/9))

Table 1. Ramification indices and the corresponding normalized height
for some log canonically polarized orbifolds.

In the opposite case of Fano orbifold curves (which are automatically K-polystable)
further cancellations take place (see Section 8.2).

1.2.5. Application to the canonical integral models of some quaternionic Shimura curves.
Given a quaternionic Shimura curve X over a totally real field F, consider the corre-
sponding canonical model (X ,D) of (X,∆) over OF, appearing in formula 1.1. The log
pair (X,∆) over F is stable, in the sense of the Minimal Model Program (MMP) in
birational geometry (generalizing Deligne-Mumford’s notion of stability to log pairs; see
Section 2.4.2). However, in general, there exist prime ideals p such that the correspond-
ing log pair (X ,D) over the field (OF/p) is not stable (even when D is horizontal). That
is to say that the fibers of the log pair (X ,D) over the closed fibers over Spec OF are not
stable, in general. However, there exists, after perhaps performing a finite base change
F ⊂ F′, a unique model (X o,Do) for (X,∆) over OF′ all of whose fibers are stable (see
Section 3.3). Such a model is, in fact, an optimal model in the sense of formula 1.4. In
order to get a measure of how much (X ,D) differs from (X o,Do) one can fix a metric
on K(X,∆)(C) and consider the corresponding height difference

(1.9) h(K(X ,D) ⊗OF
OF′)− h(K(X o,Do)) =

∑

p

h(p) logN(p)

7



for a finite set p of closed points in Spec OF′ . The numbers h(p) are independent of
the choice of metric. Indeed, they may be expressed as algebro-geometric intersection
numbers on the fiber Yp over p of any given normal model Y of X over OF′ , dominating
X ⊗OF

OF′ and X o (see Lemma 2.4). Moreover, h(p) is non-negative and vanishes iff
X ⊗OF

OF′ is isomorphic to X o locally around p (see Remark 3.15).
We will consider some cases where (X o,Do) is of the form (P1

OF′
,Do) for a horizontal

divisor Do on P1
OF′
. Given a prime number p, we will compute the rational numbers

h(p) :=
1

[F′ : Q]

∑

p∈pi
fih(pi), N(pi) := pfi ,

that are invariant under base change. To the best of our knowledge these numbers have
not been computed before, except for the indefinite quaternion algebra over Q with
the smallest discriminant (= 1). In this case, X = P1

Z and D is an explicit horizontal
divisor supported at three Z−points, as follows from classical results for the j−invariant
of elliptic curves. Accordingly, the numbers h(p) may be computed directly from the
intersection-theoretic formula in Lemma 2.4. The result is that h(p) vanishes unless
p = 2 or p = 3 and

(1.10) h(2) = 1/2, h(3) = 1/4.

In particular, the log pairs (X ,D)⊗Z/(p) are not stable when p = 2 or p = 3, although
X is smooth over Z (see Remark 9.4). It may also be worth pointing out that in this case
Theorem 1.1 yields a new proof of the height formula 1.1, that does not use automorphic
(or modular) forms, nor uniformization (see Section 9.2.2).

For the indefinite quaternion algebra over Q with the next to smallest discriminant
(= 6), we compute the corresponding rational numbers h(p) indirectly, by combining
Theorem 1.1 with formula 1.1. In this case, by a result of Ihara, the canonical model
of the corresponding quaternionic Shimura curve XQ is isomorphic to P1 over Q(

√
3, i).

Moreover, ∆ is supported on four Q(
√
3, i)−points with ramification indices (3, 3, 2, 2)

and cross ratio −1 [42]. We show that the corresponding unique optimal model of
(XQ,∆Q) ⊗ Q(

√
3, i) over O

Q(
√
3,i) is given by (P1

O
Q(

√
3,i)
,Do), where Do denotes the

Zariski closure of the divisor on P1
Q(

√
3,i)

supported on the pair of two points {∞, 0; 1,−1},
having the same ramification indices (3, 3; 2, 2) as the divisor ∆ under the action of an
automorphism of P1.

Theorem 1.3. Consider the quaternion algebra over Q with discriminant 6 and denote
by (X ,D) the canonical model over Z of the corresponding Shimura curve (XQ,∆Q).
Then h(p) = 0 unless p = 2 or p = 3 and

h(2) = 11/18, h(3) = 7/12.

It follows that (X ⊗ZOQ(
√
3,i),D) is isomorphic to (P1

O
Q(

√
3,i)
,Do) away from the fibers

over p = 2 and p = 3 (see Remark 3.15). This isomorphism also follows from the explicit
model for (X ,D) over Z[1/6] established in [60]. Since there is a single prime ideal
p2 in O

Q(
√
3,i) over 2 and a single one p3 over 3 the previous theorem also allows one

8



to compute h(p2) and h(p3). It also follows from the previous theorem (together with
Prop 3.14) that the fibers of the log arithmetic surface (X ,D)⊗ZOQ(

√
3,i) are not stable

over p2 and p3. In the proof of the theorem a covering argument is used to replace the
divisor Do with the Zariski closure of the divisor supported on the points {0, 1,∞} with
ramification indices (6, 2, 6). For the later divisor the corresponding the explicit formula
in Table 1 can be employed.

More generally, by the classification results in [93, Table 3], there are 19 Shimura
curves XF that are isomorphic to P1

Q̄
over Q̄ and such that the corresponding divisor

∆Q̄ is supported on at most three Q̄−points, up to taking finite covers. The cases when
F = Q are precisely the two cases discussed above. Another case is considered in the
following result (see also Theorem 9.6 for one more case).

Theorem 1.4. Consider the quaternion algebra over Q(
√
3) that is ramified precisely

over the unique prime ideal in OQ(
√
3) containing 3 and denote by (X ,D) the canonical

model over OQ(
√
3) of the corresponding Shimura curve (XQ(

√
3),∆Q(

√
3)). Fix a finite

field extension F of Q(
√
3) such that XQ(

√
3)⊗F is isomorphic to P1

F and ∆F is supported

on three F−points. Then the optimal model of (X
Q(

√
3),∆Q(

√
3)) ⊗ F over O

Q(
√
3) is

given by (P1
OF
,Do), where Do denotes the Zariski closure of the divisor on P1

F supported

on {0, 1,∞} having the same ramification indices (2, 4, 12) as the divisor ∆F. Moreover
h(p) = 0 unless p = 2 or p = 3 and

h(2) =
5

9
, h(3) =

15

48
.

It follows from the vanishing of h(p) for p 6= 2, 3 in the previous theorem that the
base change of (X ,D) to OF is isomorphic to (P1

OF
,D0) away from the fibers of X over

{(2), (3)} ∈ SpecZ (see Remark 3.15). As a consequence, over this Zariski open subset
the following three properties hold: (i) X is (geometrically) smooth, (ii) D is horizontal
and (iii) the irreducible components of D are mutually non-intersecting. In fact, (i) and
(ii) hold over any prime ideal p of O

Q(
√
3) which is not in the ramification locus of the

corresponding quaternion algebra, i.e. when p 6= p3. This follows from general results
in [103] (see the beginning of Section 9.3). In particular, they also hold for p = p2.
However, the non-vanishing of h(2), in the previous theorem, implies that some of the
components of D must intersect over p2. Furthermore, in Section 9.3, we show, building
on [103], that there is wild ramification over Xp2 (in the sense of stacks).

Remark 1.5. In order to extend Theorem 1.3 to further Shimura curves in [93, Table 3],
one needs to extend Table 1 to the other ramification indices in column 5 in [93, Table
3]. See the discussion in Section 8.3.

1.2.6. Application to twisted Fermat curves. Given integers a0, a1 and a2, consider the

corresponding twisted Fermat curve X
(m)
a of degree m in P2

Q, cut out by the polynomial
a0x

m
0 + a1x

m
1 + a2x

m
2 , for m ≥ 3. When a1 = a2 = 1 and a0 = −1 this is the classical

Fermat curve that we shall denote by X(m). Using that X(m) is a Galois cover of P1

of degree m with branching divisor ∆ supported at {0, 1,∞} with ramification indices
(m,m,m), we deduce the following result from Theorems 1.1, 1.2:

9



Theorem 1.6. Denoting by X (m)
a the Zariski closure of X

(m)
a in P2

Z,

ĥcan (KX (m)
a

) = f(1− 1/m, 1− 1/m, 1 − 1/m) + logm+

(

(m− 3)

2
+ 1

)

1

m

∑

i

log |ai|,

where f is defined in 1.7. As a consequence, for any stable model Y(m)
a of X

(m)
a over OF

and any volume-normalized metric on K
X

(m)
a (C)

(1.11) ĥ (KY(m)
a

) ≤ f(1− 1/m, 1 − 1/m, 1− 1/m) + logm (≤ logm) .

Consider in particular the Zariski closure in X (m) P2
Z of the Fermat curve of degree

m(≥ 4). For m ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7, 9} Table 1 yields an explicit expression for ĥcan (KX (m)) in
terms of the logarithmic derivatives of Dedekind zeta functions of the following form:

(1.12) ĥcan (KX (m)) = log
π(1− 3

m)

2
− 1

2
− 1

[Fm : Q]

ζ
′
Fm

(−1)

ζFm(−1)
− cm logm,

where Fm := Q (cos(π/m)) , cm ∈ Q and the sum ranges over all primes p dividing m.
However, there are reasons to doubt that this formula holds for all m ≥ 4 - even for
m = 8 (see the discussion in Section 8.3).

In another direction, using the relations between the Kähler-Einstein metric and the
Arakelov metric in [62, 63] we deduce the following general inequalities from the previous
theorem:

Corollary 1.7. Denoting by X (m) the Zariski closure in P2
Z of the Fermat curve of

degree m(≥ 4),
(1.13)

ĥAr(KX (m)) ≤ 1

2
(1− log(

1− 3/m

2
))− γ(0, 1−3/m

2 )− 3γ(12 + 1
2m , 1− 1

m )

1− 3/m
+2 logm+ ǫm ≤

−1

2
− 13

12
log 2− 1

2

ζ ′
Q(

√
2)
(−1)

ζ
Q(

√
2)(−1)

+ ǫm + 2 logm,

where ǫm is the following number, decreasing to 0, as m→ ∞,

ǫm :=
1

2

4 log((m− 1)(m − 2)− 2) + 1

(m− 1)(m− 2)/2 − 1
+

1

2
log(

(m− 1)(m − 2)− 2

m2
).

In general, ĥAr(KX ) ≥ 0, when KX is relatively ample, [44]. Accordingly, the previous
corollary gives (using that ǫm ≤ ǫ4 and by evaluating the constants in question) that

(1.14) 0 ≤ ĥAr(KX (m)) ≤ −0.88... + 2 log(m).

Since ĥ (KY(m)) ≤ ĥ (KX (m)) for any stable model Y(m) of X(m) we thus deduce an

explicit Parshin inequality for Y(m) (as in inequality 1.2). The inequality 1.14 also holds

when X (m) is replaced by the minimal regular model X (m)
min attached to any given finite

field extension F of Q (by Prop 3.18). Upper bounds on ĥAr(KX (m)
min

) have previously

been obtained in [73, 34, 35], when F = Q(ζm) where ζm denotes an m−th root of
10



unity (assuming that m is a prime number or square-free). However, the bounds in
[73, 34, 35] involve two non-explicit constants κ1 and κ2, appearing in the analytic
contribution κ1 logm+ κ1 to the bounds in [73, 34, 35] (originating in [73, Thm 2.10]).

Explicit bounds on ĥψAr
(KY(m)) that are polynomial in m are contained in [61, Cor

1.5.1].

1.3. Acknowledgments. We are deeply grateful to Noam Elkies, Dennis Eriksson,
Gerard Freixas i Montplet, Christian Johansson, John Voight and Xinyi Yuan for very
helpful discussions and feedback. This work was supported by a Wallenberg Scholar
grant from the Knut and Alice Wallenberg foundation.

2. Setup

Henceforth, X will denote an arithmetic variety (over OF), i.e. a projective flat scheme
X over the ring of integers OF of a number field F of relative dimension n such that X
is reduced, pure dimensional, satisfies Serre’s conditions S2 and has a relative canonical
sheaf ωX/B [71, Condition 1.6.1] - the Q−divisor corresponding to ωX/B will be denoted
by KX . For example, these conditions are satisfied if X is normal. We will denote by π
the corresponding structure morphism from X to Spec OF. The corresponding scheme
over F, X ⊗OF

F, will be denote by XF. Furthermore, we will denote by Xσ the complex
varieties corresponding to X , labeled by the embeddings σ : F →֒ C. The C−points of
X will be denoted by X(C) :

X(C) =
⊔

σ

Xσ, Xσ := X ⊗σ C.

Throughout the paper we will assume that Xσ is normal. Given a line bundle L → X
we will denote by Ln the corresponding algebraic top intersection over the generic fiber
of X (or, equivalently, over the complexifications Xσ for any σ). We will use additive
notation for tensor products of line bundles and say that ±L is relatively ample if either
L or its dual −L is relatively ample.

2.1. Log pairs and models. A log pair (X ,D) over OF (also called an arithmetic log
variety) of relative dimension n is an arithmetic variety X endowed with an effective
R−divisor D on X , not contained in the singular locus of X , such that KX + D is
R−Cartier (i.e. a real multiple of KX + D defines a line bundle). See [71, Section 1.1]
where log pairs are defined over any excellent ring for Q−divisors and the same setup
applies to R−divisors [71, Remark 2.20]. The complexifications of (X ,D) will be denoted
by (Xσ ,∆σ). A triple (X ,D;L) consisting of a log pair (X ,D) over OF and a relatively
ample Q−line bundle L on X will be called a polarized log pair over OF.

Given a polarized log pair (X,∆;L) over F, a model for (X,∆;L) over OF consists,
by definition, of a polarized log pair (X ,D;L) over OF and an isomorphism between
(X ,D;L)⊗OF

F and (X,∆;L).
11



2.1.1. Singularities of log pairs. Given a log pair (X ,D) over an excellent ring, with X
normal, consider a blow-up morphism p : Y → X from a normal scheme Y to X and
decompose

KY/X − p∗D =
∑

i

aiEi, ai ≥ −1, KY/X := KY − p∗KX ,

where the prime divisor Ei is either an exceptional divisor of p or the proper transform
of a component of D. Following [71, Section 2] (X ,D) is said to be log canonical (lc) if
ai ≥ −1 for any such p : Y → X and Kawamata Log Terminal (klt) if ai > 1. Without
assuming that X is normal there is also a notion of semi-log canonical pairs (X ,D)
(coinciding with lc pairs when X is normal)[71]. When (X , 0) is lc (klt) X is said to
have lc (klt) singularities.

For example, when (X ,D) is log smooth, i.e. X is regular and D has simple normal
crossings, (X ,D) is lc if wi ≤ 1 for all coefficients wi of D and klt if wi < 1 (by [71, Cor
2.13]). Moreover, in general, if X is a normal scheme of dimension one over a perfect
field, then (X ,D) is lc (klt) iff wi ≤ 1 (w < 1) for all coefficients wi of D [71, page 43].

2.2. Metrics and measures. In this section X will denote a compact complex mani-
fold.

2.2.1. Local representations of metrics and measures. As in [2, 3] we will use additive
notation for metrics on holomorphic line bundles L → X. This means that we identify
a continuous Hermitian metric ‖·‖ on L with a collection of continuous local functions
φU associated to a given covering of X by open subsets U and trivializing holomorphic
sections eU of L → U, φU := − log(‖eU‖2). The curvature current of the metric may
then, locally, be expressed as

ddcφU :=
i

2π
∂∂̄φU .

Accordingly, as is customary, we will symbolically denote by φ a given continuous Her-
mitian metric on L and by ddcφ its curvature current. More generally, a singular metric
φ on L is defined by the condition that φU ∈ L1

loc. When ddcφU ≥ 0 such a metric is
called a psh metric (when φU is taken to be strongly upper semi-continuous).

To a log pair (X,∆) together with a (multi-valued) section s∆ cutting out ∆ and a
continuous metric φ on ±K(X,∆) we attach a measure µφ on X, in the following standard
way. First, by definition this measure puts no mass on X −Xreg, where Xreg denotes
the regular locus of X. Next, locally on Xreg the measure µφ is defined by

µφ = e±φU |sU |−2 (
i

2
)n

2
dz ∧ dz̄, dz := dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn

by taking eU = ∂/∂z1 ∧ · · · ∧ ∂/∂zn ⊗ e∆ where e∆ is a local trivialization of the
Q−line bundle over Xreg corresponding to the divisor ∆ and sUe∆ is the (multi-valued)
holomorphic section cutting out ∆. This measure is globally well-defined and gives finite
mass to X iff (X,∆) is klt [16, Section 3.1]. Accordingly, a metric φ on ±K(X,∆) is

called volume-normalized if
∫

X µφ = 1. More generally, if X has several components Xσ,
then φ is called volume-normalized if

∫

Xσ
µφ = 1 for all components.
12



2.2.2. The complex Monge-Ampère measure and finite energy metrics. Let L be a semi-
ample line bundle over X and fix a continuous metric φ0 on L with positive curvature
current. We define the complex Monge-Ampère measure of a singular metric φ on L as
the n−fold product

MA(φ) := (ddcφ)n/Ln,

using the notion of non-pluripolar products of positive currents, introduced in [23]. A
psh metric φ on L is said to have finite energy, if MA(φ) is a probability measure and
∫

X(φ− φ0)MA(φ) <∞ (see [23, 16]). For any such metric

(2.1) E(φ) := Eφ0(φ) :=
∫

X

n
∑

j=0

(φ− φ0)(dd
cφ)j ∧ (ddcφ0)

n−j <∞.

Remark 2.1. When n = 1 a psh metric φ has finite energy iff, locally, the gradient
∇φ ∈ L2

loc.

Given a log pair (X,∆) and a psh metric φ on ±K(X,∆) of finite energy we obtain,
just as when φ is continuous, a measure µφ on X. If (X,∆) is klt then the measure µφ
still gives finite total mass to X [16, 14].

Example 2.2. Let (X,∆) be a log smooth lc pair such that K(X,∆) is ample and denote
by si the holomorphic sections cutting out the components ∆i of ∆ with coefficient
wi = 1. A psh metric φ on K(X,∆) is said to have log-log singularities if φ is locally of

the form −∑i log(log |si|−2) + O(1). Such a psh metric φ has finite energy [54, Prop
2.3]. The corresponding measure µφ gives finite total mass to X. In contrast, if φ is
locally bounded then

∫

X µφ <∞ ⇐⇒ ∆ is klt.

2.2.3. Kähler-Einstein metrics. Given a projective log pair (X,∆) over C a metric φ on
±K(X,∆) is said to be a Kähler-Einstein metric, if φ has finite energy and its curvature
current ddcφ induces a Kähler metric with constant positive Ricci curvature on the
complement of ∆ in Xreg [16, 14]. In particular, by [16, 14], a Kähler-Einstein metric φ
on ±K(X,∆) is volume-normalized iff

(2.2) MA(φ)=µφ

By the resolution of the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture (X,∆) admits a Kähler-Einstein
metric iff (X,∆) is K-polystable (as defined in the following section). When K(X,∆) > 0
this follows from combining the characterization of K-stability in [85, 24] with [14] and
when −K(X,∆) > 0 it follows - in the general singular setup - from the combination of
[75] and [77].

Example 2.3. Let (X,∆) be a log smooth lc pair such that K(X,∆) > 0. Then K(X,∆)

admits a Kähler-Einstein metric φ (unique up to scalings) and φ has log-log singularities
(see Example 2.2).

Given a variety XF defined over F we will say that a metric φ on ±K(X,∆)(C) is
Kähler-Einstein if the restriction of φ to each component Xσ is a Kähler-Einstein metric
on ±K(Xσ ,∆σ).
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2.3. K-stability. We next recall the definition of K-stability in terms of intersection
numbers (see the survey [100] for more background). Let (X,∆) be a log pair over C and
L an ample line bundle over X. A test configuration for a polarized log pair (X,L) is a
C∗−equivariant normal model (X ,L ) for (X,L) over the complex affine line A1

C. More
precisely, X is a normal complex variety endowed with a C∗−action ρ, a C∗−equivariant
holomorphic surjection π to A1

C and a relatively ample C∗−equivariant Q−line bundle
L (endowed with a lift of ρ):

(2.3) π : X → A1
C, L → X , ρ : X × C∗ → X

such that the fiber of X over 1 ∈ A1
C is equal to (X,L). A log pair (X,∆) is said to be

K-semistable if DF∆(X ,L ) ≥ 0 for any test configuration (X ,L ), where DF∆(X ,L )
is the Donaldson-Futaki invariant:

(2.4) n!DF∆(X ,L ) :=
a

(n+ 1)!
L

n+1
+ K(X ,D)/P1

C
· L n

, a = −n(K(X,∆) · Ln−1)/Ln

where L denotes the C∗−equivariant extension of L to the C∗−equivariant compactifi-
cation X of X over P1

C and K(X ,D)/P1
C

denotes the relative log canonical divisor of the

pair (X ,D) with D denoting the Zariski closure in X of the C∗−orbit of the divisor ∆.
Furthermore, (X,∆;L) is said to be K-polystable if DF∆(X ,L ) ≥ 0 with equality iff
X ≃ X×A1

C and K-stable if equality only holds when X ≃ X×A1
C for a C∗−equivariant

isomorphism.
In the case that ±K(X,∆) > 0 we will say that (X,∆) is K-polystable if (X,∆;±K(X,∆))

is K-polystable (and likewise for K-semistability). We recall the following results from
[85, 87, 24]:

• When KX > 0 (X,∆) is K-polystable iff it is K-semistable iff (X,∆) is log
canonical

• When kK(X,∆) is trivial for some k, (X,∆;L) is K-polystable for any L iff (X,∆)
is klt and K-semistable for any L iff (X,∆) is lc.

• When −KX > 0 the K-semistability of (X,∆) implies that (X,∆) is klt (how-
ever, the converse does not hold, in general).

When X is defined over F we will say that X(C) is K-polystable (etc) if Xσ is K-
polystable (etc) for all complexifications Xσ.

2.4. Canonical heights and optimal models.

2.4.1. Canonical heights. A metrized line bundle L is a line bundle L → X over an
arithmetic variety X such that the corresponding line bundle L(C) → X(C) is endowed
with a metric, that we shall denote by φ (as in Section 2.2.1); L := (L, φ) . We will
assume that φ has finite energy. When φ is continuous the height hφ(X ,L) and the

normalized height ĥφ(X ,L) are defined by

hφ(X ,L) := Ln+1
, ĥφ(X ,L) :=

Ln+1

[F : Q]Ln(n+ 1)
,
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expressed in terms of the arithmetic top intersection numbers of L [52, 45, 20, 106]. The
normalized height is equivariant under scalings of the metric,

(2.5) ĥφ+c = ĥφ + c/2, ∀c ∈ R.

and invariant under base change, induced by finite extensions of F [20, Section 3.1.4]. The
definition of hφ(X ,L) extends naturally to any metrized R−line bundle L, by imposing
homogeneity.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X,L) be a polarized projective normal scheme over F. Consider two
metrized models (X ,L) and (X ′,L′) of (X,L) over OF. Assume that the induced iso-
morphism between (X ,L) and (X ′,L′) yields an isometry between L(C) and L′(C). Then
there exist integers h(p), where p ranges over a finite number of closed points of Spec OF,
such that

hφ′(X ′,L′)− hφ(X ,L) =
∑

p

h(p) logN(p)

Moreover, fixing a model Y of XF over OF dominating both X and X ′ and identifying L
and L′ with their pull-backs to Y,

h(p) =
∑

0≤j≤n
(L′j

|Yp
· L|Yp

n−j) ·Ep,
∑

p

Ep := (s = 0)

where (s = 0) denotes the zero-divisor on Y of the rational section s of L′ − L whose
restriction to the generic fiber of X equals 1 ∈ H0(XF,OXF

)(= F) and the intersection
numbers are computed on the projective scheme Yp over the residue field of p. More
generally, the formulas above extend, by homogeneity, to the case when LF is an R−line
bundle.

Proof. This follows from basic properties of arithmetic intersection numbers. For future
reference we provide a proof. Using the multilinearity of arithmetic intersection numbers,

h(L′)− h(L) = (
n
∑

j=0

L′j · Ln−j) · (L′ − L).

Now pull back L and L′ to a model Y as described in the lemma. By assumption, the
restriction of (L′−L) to the generic fiber XF of Y → Spec OF may by identified with the
trivial line bundle OXF

→ XF endowed with its standard metric. The restriction formula
for (generalized) arithmetic intersection numbers [20, Prop 2.3.1] ([46, Prop 6.3]) thus
gives

L′j · Ln−j · (L′ − L) = (L′j · Ln−j) · (s = 0)−
∫

X(C)
log ‖s‖ (ddcφ)n−j ∧ (ddcφ′)j .

Since ‖s‖ = 1 on X(C) and (s = 0) is a vertical divisor on Y this concludes the proof. �

Following [15], the functional φ 7→ hφ(X ,L) admits a canonical extension to a func-
tional on the space of all singular metrics ψ on L with positive curvature current (using
that hφ(X ,L) is increasing in φ) :

hψ(X ,L) := sup
φ≤ψ

hφ(X ,L),
15



where φ is assumed to be a continuous metric on L(C) with positive curvature current.
As observed in [15] hψ(X ,L) is finite iff ψ has finite energy and then, for any fixed
continuous metric φ0 on L(C),

(2.6) hψ(X ,L) = hφ0(X ,L) +
1

2
Eφ0(ψ), Eφ0(φ) =

∑

σ

Eφσ0 (φ
σ),

where φσ and φσ0 denote the restrictions of the metrics φ and φ0 to Lσ → Xσ and E
denotes the functional 2.1. When n = 1 and ∇ψ ∈ L2

loc this shows that the height
hψ(X ,L) coincides with the height defined wrt the generalized arithmetic intersection
theory in [22].

Let now (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair such that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample. We
define the canonical height of ±K(X ,D) as

(2.7) hcan (±K(X ,D)) := sup
φ
hφ(X ,±K(X ,D)),

where the sup ranges over all volume-normalized psh metrics φ on ±K(X(C),∆(C)) of finite
energy.

2.4.2. Optimal models and the canonical height over F. A model (X o,Do) over OF for a
log pair (XF,∆F) will said to be optimal if ±K(X o,Do) is relatively ample (for some sign)
and

±h (±K(X o,Do)) = min
(X ,D)

±h (±K(X ,D)),

for any fixed metric on ±K(X,∆), where (X ,D) ranges over all models over OF for
(XF,∆F) such that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample. This definition is independent of the
choice of metric, by Lemma 2.4.

2.5. The arithmetic Mabuchi functional and Odaka’s modular invariant. Let
L → X be a metrized relatively ample line bundle over an arithmetic variety X over
OF. When XF is non-singular and the metric on L(C) is smooth, then the corresponding
arithmetic Mabuchi (K-energy) functional is defined as follows (in terms of Gillet-Soulé’s
arithmetic intersection numbers [52]):

(2.8) MX (L) :=
a

(n + 1)!
Ln+1

+
1

n!
KX · Ln, a = −n(KXF

· Ln−1
F )/LnF,

where KX(C) is endowed with the metric induced by the normalized volume form ωn/Ln

of the curvature form ω of L (giving total volume one to X).

Remark 2.5. We have followed the normalizations adopted in [2], which differ from
Odaka’s arithmetic Mabuchi functional [86] which uses the metric on KX induced by
the non-normalized volume form ωn/n! (as explained in [2, Section 6.4], when X is Fano,
and further discussed in Remark 4.2).

Let now (X ,D) be a log pair over OF and L → X a metrized relatively ample line
bundle over X . When (XF,∆F) is log smooth, log canonical and the metric φ has pre-log-
log singularities in the sense of [28] (along the non-klt components of ∆) we define the
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arithmetic log Mabuchi functional as follows, using the arithmetic intersection theory in
[28, 27] (see also [72] for the case n = 1):

(2.9) M(X ,D)(L) :=
a

(n+ 1)!
Ln+1

+
1

n!
(K(X ,D)) · L

n
, a = −n(K(X,∆) · Ln−1)/Ln,

where K(X,∆)(C) is endowed with the normalized volume form ωn/Ln of the curvature

form ω of L, tensored with the singular metric on the Q−line bundle ∆, induced by the
(multivalued) holomorphic section cutting out ∆. The definition of M(X ,D)(L) mimics
the definition of the Donaldson-Futaki invariant 2.4.

Note that in the case that L = ±K(X ,D), that we shall focus on here,

(2.10) M(X ,D)(±K(X ,D)) = −± n

(n + 1)!
Ln+1

+
1

n!
(K(X ,D)) · L

n

The normalized arithmetic log Mabuchi functional is defined by

M̂(X ,D)(L) :=
M(X ,D)(L)
[F : Q]Ln/n!

.

It follows readily from the definition that if q : Y → X is a birational morphism over OF

with Y and X normal, then

(2.11) M(X ,D)(L) = M(Y ,q∗D)(q∗L).

2.5.1. Odaka’s modular invariant. Consider now a polarized log pair (XF,DF;LF) over
a number field F. Following [86] (but using our different normalizations) we define its
normalized modular invariant by

M̂(XF,DF;LF) := inf M̂(X ,D)(L) ∈]−∞,∞[

where the infimum runs over all metrized polarized log pairs (X ,D;L) over OF′ where F′

is a finite field extension of F. The (non-normalized) modular invariant M(XF,DF;LF)

is defined by M̂(XF,DF;LF)[F : Q]Ln/n!

Example 2.6. When XF is an abelian variety and DF = 0, our normalizations ensure
that M̂(XF,DF;LF) is precisely Faltings’ height [45] of XF, as follows from 3.7, combined
with [86, Thm 2.14].

3. Variational principles

3.1. The arithmetic Mabuchi functional when LF = ±K(XF,∆F) and finite energy
metrics. Consider a general polarized log pair (X ,D;L) such that LF = ±K(XF,∆F).
Denote by E± the vertical divisor on X cut out by the rational section of L −±K(X ,D)

whose restriction to the generic fiber XF of X coincides with 1 ∈ H0(XF,OF). Given a

finite energy metric φ on L(C) we then define M̂(X ,D)(L) as follows,

(3.1) M̂(X ,D)(L, φ) := ±ĥφ(X ,L) +
1

2
Ent (MA(φ)|µφ)−

E± · Ln
LnF
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where Ent(µ|µ0) denotes the entropy of a measure µ relative to a measure µ0 :

(3.2) Ent(µ|µ0) :=
∫

X(C)
log

µ

µ0
µ

(

=
∑

σ

∫

Xσ

log
µ

µ0
µ

)

,

if µ is absolutely continuous wrt µ0 and Ent(µ|µ0) := ∞, otherwise. Note that since φ
has finite energy the height term is always finite. Moreover, since E± is a vertical divisor
the last term in formula 3.1 is independent of the metric on L.
Lemma 3.1. Assume that (XF,∆F) is log smooth and log canonical, that LF = ±K(XF,∆F)

and that φ is a metric on L(C) with pre-log-log singularities. Then the definitions 2.9
and 2.9 are compatible

Proof. Let φ be a psh metric with pre-log-log singularities. Then φ has finite energy
(see Example 2.2) and, as a consequence, µφ has total mass. We rewrite the definition

2.10 of M(X ,D)(L), where L = (L, φ), as

M(X ,D)(L) = −± n

(n+ 1)n!
Ln+1

+
±
n!
Ln + 1

n!
(K(X ,D) −±L) · Ln =

± 1

(n+ 1)!
Ln + 1

n!
(K(X ,D) −±L) · Ln.

Denote by ψ the induced metric on K(X,∆)(C). Since K(X ,D) −±L =: −E± is a vertical
divisor the restriction formula [46, Prop 6.3] yields

(K(X ,D) −±L) · Ln =

∫

X(C)
(ψ −±φ)(ddcφ)n −E± · Ln.

Moreover, since the measure (ddcφ)n does not charge X(C) − supp(∆(C)) and ψ is
represented by logMA(φ) on X − supp(∆) it follows that

1

LnF
(K(X ,D) −±L) · Ln =

1

2

∫

X(C)
log

MA(φ)

µφ
MA(φ)− E± · Ln,

which concludes the proof. �

3.2. Variational principles for metrics.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X ,D) be a log pair such that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample and φ a
volume-normalized psh metric on ±K(X,∆)(C) with finite energy. Then

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), φ) ≥ ±ĥφ(±K(X ,D))

with equality iff φ is a Kähler-Einstein metric.

Proof. When L = ±KX we have that E± = 0 in formula 3.1. Indeed, L ± KX is
the trivial line bundle and 1 ∈ H0(X ,OX ) has no zeroes on X under our assumptions
on X (as shown precisely as in the case F = Q considered in [2, Lemma 2.3]). The

lemma thus follows from combining the expression 3.1 for M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), φ) with the
Kähler-Einstein equation 2.2, using that, for any given probability measures µ and µ0,
Ent(µ|µ0) ≥ 0 with equality iff µ = µ0 (by Jensen’s inequality). �
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Proposition 3.3. Let (X ,D) be a log pair, whose complexification is klt, such that either
K(X ,D) or −K(X ,D) is relatively ample. Then
(3.3)

inf
φ

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), φ) = ± sup
φ

(

ĥ(±K(X ,D), φ) : φ vol-normalized
)

:= ±ĥcan(±K(X ,D)),

where φ ranges over all finite energy psh metrics on ±K(X,∆)(C). Moreover, the inf and
sup above are attained iff φ is a Kähler-Einstein metric. In particular,

(3.4) inf
φ

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), φ) = ±ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) = ±ĥφKE
(±K(X ,D))

for any volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein metric φKE, if such a metric exists (i.e. if
±K(X,∆) is K-polystable). More generally, if K(X ,D) is relatively ample and (X ,D) is log
canonical (equivalently, (X,∆) is K-stable and K(X,∆) admits a Kähler-Einstein metric)
then the identities 3.4 still hold.

Proof. Introducing the normalized arithmetic log Ding functional defined by

(3.5) D̂(X ,D)((±K(X ,D), φ) = −ĥ(±K(X ,D), φ) ±
∑

σ

1

2[F : C]
log

∫

Xσ

µφ,

it is equivalent (by scaling the restrictions of φ to Xσ) to prove that

inf
φ

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), φ) = −± inf
φ

D̂((±K(X ,D), φ),

where φ ranges over all finite energy metrics on ±K(X,∆)(C). Now set L = ±K(X ,D) and
fix a reference metric φ0 of finite energy on L(C) (for example a continuous psh metric).
We can then, using formula 3.1, rewrite

(3.6) M̂(X ,D)(L, φ) := ±1

2

(

2ĥ(L, φ)−
∫

X
(φ− φ0)MA(φ)

)

+
1

2
Ent (MA(φ)|µφ0)

(the klt assumption ensures that µφ0 has finite total mass). Hence,

(3.7) M̂(X ,D)(L, φ) =
1

2
M̂φ0(φ) ± ĥ(L, φ0)

where Mφ0(φ) is defined by replacing (L, φ)n+1 in formula 3.6 with Eφ0(φ)/2. Likewise,

(3.8) D̂(X ,D)((±K(X ,D), φ) =
1

2
D̂φ0(φ)− ĥ(L, φ0),

where D̂φ0(φ) is defined by replacing (L, φ)n+1 in formula 3.5 with Eφ0(φ)/2. All in all,
by decomposing

M̂φ0(φ) =
∑

σ

M̂φσ0
(φσ), D̂φ0(φ) =

∑

σ

M̂φσ0
(φσ),

where φσ is the restriction of φ to Xσ and M̂φσ0
(φσ) and D̂φσ0

(φσ) are defined by decom-

posing both terms appearing in the definitions of M̂φ0(φ) and D̂φ0(φ) wrt σ. All in all,
this means that it is equivalent to prove the following identity:

(3.9) inf
φσ

M̂φσ0
(φσ) = −± inf

φσ
D̂φσ0

(φσ),

19



where φσ0 ranges over all psh metrics on Lσ with finite energy. But this identity follows
from results in [4, 16]. For future reference we recall the reduction to [4, 16], which uses
the thermodynamical formalism introduced in [4]. Let X be a complex projective variety
and assume that L = ±K(X,∆) is ample. Given a reference metric φ0 on L consider the
functional E on the space P(X) of all probability measures µ on X defined by

E(µ) = sup
φ

( Eφ0(φ)
(n+ 1)Ln

−
∫

X
(φ− φ0)µ

)

,

where the sup ranges over all psh metrics φ on L with finite energy. In the terminology
introduced in [11] E(µ) is the pluricomplex energy of µ (relative to ddcφ0).

1 Next,
given β ∈ R the corresponding free energy functional Fβ on P(X) is defined by

(3.10) Fβ(µ) = βE(µ) + Ent (µ|µφ0),
if E(µ) < ∞. Otherwise, Fβ(µ) := ∞ 2 Recall that Ent (µ|µ0) is the relative entropy
defined in formula 3.2. By [11, Thm A], E(µ) < ∞ iff there exists a finite energy psh
metric φµ solving MA(φµ) = µ. Moreover, the sup defining E(µ) is then attained at φµ.
Hence, if φ has finite energy, we can express

(3.11) M̂φ0(φ) = F±1(MA(φ)).

The identity3.9 thus follows from the following identity, applied to β = ±1 :

(3.12) inf
µ∈P(X)

Fβ(µ) = −β inf
φ

D̂φ0(φ).

When β = −1 this identity follows from [4, Thm 1.1] for X non-singular and the same
argument applies in general (see [16, Lemma 4.4]). When β = 1 the identity 3.12 follows
from [4, Thm 3.3] when X is non-singular and, again, the same argument applies in
general. Anyhow, we will prove the case β = 1 directly in the more general setup
of log canonical pairs. But we first note that the statement in the proposition about
Kähler-Einstein metrics follows from the well-known fact that the optimizers of both
the Mabuchi functional M̂φ0 and the Ding functional D̂φ0 (relative to φ0) are precisely
the Kähler-Einstein metrics on ±K(X,∆). See [4, Thm 3.3] for the case β = −1 and [11,
Thm C] and for the case β = 1.

Finally, assume that K(X ,D) is relatively ample and (X ,D) is log canonical. By [14],
K(X,∆)(C) admits a unique Kähler-Einstein metric φKE with finite energy. In particu-
lar, the corresponding measure µφKE

has finite total mass (as follows from the Kähler-
Einstein equation 2.2). In fact, as shown in [14], φKE minimizes the corresponding Ding

functional D̂φ0 , appearing in formula 3.8. It will thus be enough to show that φKE also

minimizes M̂φ0 , or equivalently: that MA(φKE) minimizes the corresponding free en-
ergy functionals F1 for any Xσ . To this end restrict to Xσ and set φ0 := φKE, assuming
that φKE is volume-normalized, i.e. that µφ0 is a probability measure. This implies (by

1we have followed the notation in [4], which differs from the notation in [11] where the pluricomplex
energy is denoted E∗(µ)).

2we have followed the notation in [7] which differs from the notation in [4] where the role of Fβ is
played by βFβ .
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Jensen’s inequality) that Ent (µ|µφ0) ≥ 0 iff µ = µφ0 . But, in general, we also have
E(µ) = 0 iff µ = MA (φ0) [11, 16]. Hence, F (µ) ≥ 0 with equality iff µ = µφ0 . Since φ0
is assumed to be Kähler-Einstein metric this concludes the proof. �

We also note the following

Lemma 3.4. The sup defining ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) may, equivalently, be taken over all con-
tinuous psh metrics on ±K(X,∆)(C) and when n = 1 the sup may be taken over all
continuous metrics. Moreover, if (X,∆)(C) is log smooth and klt then both the inf and
the sup in formula 3.3 may, equivalently, be taken over all log smooth psh metrics φ (i.e.
such that the curvature form ωφ of φ has conical singularities along ∆).

Proof. To prove the first result recall that when L is an ample line bundle over a normal
complex projective variety X any psh metric ψ on L is the decreasing limit of continuous
(and even smooth) psh metrics ψj [33, Cor C]. Hence, the first statement of the lemma

follows from the fact that the Ding function D̂φ0 , appearing in formula 3.8, is continuous
under decreasing limits (indeed, for the integral term this follows from the monotone
convergence theorem in integration theory and for the term Eφ0(φ) this follows from [23,
Thm 2.17]). Next consider the case when n = 1. Following [10], given a continuous psh
metric φ on L := ±K(X,∆)(C) denote by PXφ the continuous psh metric on L defined
as the sup of all continuous psh metrics ψ on L satisfying ψ ≤ φ. Then PXφ ≤ φ,
giving ± log µPXφ(Xσ) ≤ ± log µφ(Xσ). Hence, by formula 3.5, it is enough to show that
hφ(L) ≤ hPXφ(L). But, by formula 2.6, this follows from

∫

X(C)
(PXφ− φ)(ddcPXφ+ ddcφ) =

∫

X(C)
(PXφ− φ)(−ddcPXφ+ ddcφ) ≥ 0,

using in the first equality that
∫

X(C)(PXφ− φ)(ddcPXφ) = 0 (by [10, Prop 2.10]). The

inequality then follows by integrating by parts to get
∫

X(C) d(PXφ− φ) ∧ dc(PXφ− φ),

which is an L2−norm and thus non-negative. Finally, to prove the statement concerning
pairs (X,∆)(C) that are log smooth and klt first note that, as in the proof of the
previous proposition, it is enough to prove the corresponding statement for the log
Mabuchi functional M̂φ0 and log Ding functional D̂φ0 . But the latter property follows

from essentially well-known regularization results for D̂φ0 and M̂φ0 . For example, when

∆ = 0, the regularization result in question for M̂φ0 appears in [13, Lemma 3.1] and
the case when ∆ 6= 0 is shown in precisely the same way, but replacing the use of the
Calabi theorem in the proof of [13, Lemma 3.1] with [55, Thm A] (with µ = 0). �

It should be stressed that, in general, the finiteness of ĥcan(−K(X ,D)) does not im-
ply that −K(X,∆) admits a Kähler-Einstein metric, or equivalently, that (X,∆) is K-
polystable. For example, when ∆ = 0, it was shown in [2, Thm 2.4] that the finiteness
in question is equivalent to the K-semistability of X (which, in general, is weaker than
K-polystability). More generally, we have:

Theorem 3.5. Let (X ,D) be a log pair such that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample. Then

ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) <∞ if and only if (X,∆) is K-semistable.
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Proof. When −K(X ,D) is relatively ample this is shown in, essentially, the same way as
in case ∆ = 0, considered in [2, Thm 2.4]. Next, for log pairs over C such that K(X,∆)

is ample it is shown in [14, Thm 2.4] that the inf of the corresponding Ding functional
Dφ0(φ) of all psh metrics φ of finite energy is finite iff (X,∆) is lc, which concludes the
proof using formula 3.8 and the results described in Section 2.3. �

Corollary 3.6. Let (X ,D) be a log pair. If −K(X ,D) is relatively ample and ĥcan(−K(X ,D))

is finite, then (X,∆) is klt. If K(X ,D) is relatively ample and ĥcan(K(X ,D)) is finite, then
(X,∆) is lc.

Proof. This follows from the previous theorem, using the relations between the K-
semistability of (X,∆) and the singularities of (X,∆) recalled in Section 2.3. Alter-
natively, a direct analytic proof can be given using that for any given finite energy psh
metric φ on −K(X,∆) (K(X,∆)) the total mass µφ(X) is finite iff (X,∆) is klt (lc) [14]. �

3.2.1. Intermezzo: the log Calabi-Yau case and Faltings’ height. Next, assume that
(X ,D) is a log Calabi-Yau pair, in the sense that there exists a positive integer k such
that kK(X ,D) is trivial. Denote by α the multivalued meromorphic top form on Xσ de-

fined as the tensor product of the k:th root of a generator of H0(X , kK(X ,D)) with the
inverse of the (multivalued) section sD cutting out D. Then one can define a Faltings’
height of (X ,D) by

(3.13) hFalt(X ,D) := − 1

2[F : Q]
log
∏

σ

(
i

2
)n

2

∫

Xσ

ασ ∧ ᾱσ ∈ [∞,∞[,

which is finite iff (X,∆)(C) is klt (as follows directly from the analytic characterization
of klt pairs). When X is an abelian variety and D = 0 this is the usual definition of the
Faltings height [45] (see also [37], where a different normalization is adopted).

Proposition 3.7. Assume that some tensor power of K(X ,D) is trivial. Then, for any
relatively ample line bundle L over X ,
(3.14) inf

ψ
M̂(X ,L)(ψ) = hFalt(X ,D),

where the inf ranges over all psh metrics on L(C) of finite energy. In particular, the inf
above is finite iff (X,∆)(C) is klt.

Proof. In the case that (X,∆) is klt the proof proceeds as in the case when ∆ = 0,
considered in [3, Prop 6.5]. Next, when (X,∆) is not klt we need to prove that the
inf in the lemma equals −∞. To this end fix a sequence of increasing compact sets Cj
exhausting the complement in X of the support of ∆. We can take Cj to be the closure
of open domains in X and consider the probability measures

µj := 1Cj (i/2)
n2
α ∧ ᾱ/

∫

Cj

(i/2)n
2
α ∧ ᾱ,

where 1Cj denotes the characteristic function of Cj . By [23, Thm B] there exists psh
metrics φj on L of finite energy such that MA(φj)=µj . Indeed, φj is even locally
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bounded. A slight variant of Lemma 3.1 gives

M(X ,L)(φj) =
1

2
Ent (MA(φj)|(i/2)

n2
α ∧ ᾱ) = − log

∫

Cj

(i/2)n
2
α ∧ ᾱ,

which converges to − log
∫

X(i/2)
n2
α ∧ ᾱ, as j → ∞, by the monotone convergence

theorem. Finally, since, by the analytic characterization of klt pairs,
∫

X i
n2
α∧ ᾱ is finite

iff (X,∆) is klt, this concludes the proof. �

In the light of the variational principles in Prop 3.3 and Lemma 3.7 it is thus natural
to define

±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) := hFalt(X ,D)

when (X ,D) is log Calabi-Yau.

Remark 3.8. As recalled in Section 2.3, a polarized log Calabi-Yau pair (X,∆, L) is
K-semistable iff (X,∆) is lc. Hence, the previous lemma reveals that - in contrast to
the case when L = ±K(X,∆) - K-semistability is not equivalent to the finiteness of the

inf of M̂(X ,L)(φ) over all metrics on L of finite energy, in the log Calabi-Yau case (only
K-polystability is).

3.3. Variational principles for models. In this section we will, for simplicity, as-
sume that all arithmetic varieties are normal. Consider two metrized models (X ,D;L)
and (X ′,D′;L′) for (XF,∆F, LF) over OF. Assume that the induced isomorphism be-

tween L(C) and L′
(C) is an isometry. Then the difference M(X ,D)(L) −M(X ,D)(L) is

independent of the induced metric on LF(C) :

(3.15) M(X ′,D′)(L′)−M(X ,D)(L) =
∑

b

m(b) logN(b)

for a finite number of closed points b ∈ Spec OF, where N(b) denotes the cardinality of
the residue field of b and m(b) may be expressed in terms of intersection numbers over
the fiber Yb of any fixed model Y dominating both X and X ′. This is shown precisely as
in the proof of Lemma 2.4. In fact, the difference 3.15 is even independent of the choice
of a fixed metric on K(X,∆)(C) in formula 2.9. Accordingly, in this section we shall fix
any pair of metrics on L(C) and K(X,∆)(C) and denote by M(X ,D)(L) the corresponding
(generalized) arithmetic Mabuchi functional.

We recall the following result from [86, Thm 2.14]:

Theorem 3.9. (Odaka). Given a projective scheme (XF,KXF
) such that KXF

defines an
ample Q−line bundle, assume that X is a model of XF over OF such that X is normal,
KX is relatively ample and (X ,Xb) is log canonical for any closed point b. Then

MX o(KX o) ≤ MX ′(L′)

for any relatively ample model (X ′,L′) of (XF,KXF
) over Spec OF and metric on KX(C).

It follows from the previous theorem (applied to L′ of the form KX ′ ) that X o is an
optimal integral model for XF (in the sense of 2.4.2). Using inversion of adjunction we
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also deduce the following corollary, where Xs is a stable model in the sense of Deligne-
Mumford [38] (which always exists, after a base change):

Corollary 3.10. Let XF be a non-singular projective curve over F such that KXF
> 0

and X s a stable model of XF over Spec OF. Then

MX s(KX s) ≤ MX ′(L′)

for any relatively ample model (X ′,L′) of (XF,KXF
) over SpecOF. In particular, X s is

an optimal model for XF (in the sense of section 2.4.2).

Proof. Recall that KX s is relatively ample [38, page 78]. Next, by inversion of adjunction
for surfaces X over excellent rings [98, Thm 5.1] a log pair (X,C), where C is assumed to
be a reduced divisor, is log canonical iff the scheme C has semi-log canonical singularities,
i.e. iff the log pair (Cν ,Dν) is log canonical, where Cν denotes the normalization of C
and Dν denotes the reduced divisor on Cν defined by the conductor. Now, by the very
definition of stable models in [38] the scheme X s

b is geometrically reduced and thus, in
particular, reduced. Moreover, since the scheme X s

b has only ordinary double points
(by definition), its normalization is regular. Cν being reduced, it thus follows that
((X s

b )
ν ,Dν) is log canonical, as desired. �

Remark 3.11. Let XF be as in the previous corollary. Combining the previous corollary
with Prop 3.3 reveals that MX (L, φ) is minimal when (X ,L) = (Xs,KX s) and φ is
a Kähler-Einstein metric on KX(C). Likewise, the minimum of h(KX ) over all models
X of XF with relatively ample KX and volume-normalized continuous psh metrics φ is
attained for X = X s and φ the unique volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein metric on
KX(C). This is in line with the suggestion put forth in [81, Section 3.1].

The previous theorem can be generalized to log pairs (X ,D) such that:

(3.16) (1) (X ,D + Xb) is lc for any closed b ∈ SpecOF, (2) K(X ,D) is relatively ample

But for our purposes it will be enough to consider the case of arithmetic surfaces:

Proposition 3.12. Let (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair over OF satisfying conditions
1 and 2 above. Then

M(X ,D)(K(X ,D)) ≤ M(X ′,D′)(L′)

for any relatively ample model (X ′,D′;L′) of (XF,∆F;KXF
) over SpecOF. More precisely,

m(b) ≥ 0 for any closed point b ∈ SpecOF (where m(b) is the number appearing in
formula 3.17). In particular, if L′ = K(X ′,D′), then h(b) ≥ 0 for any closed point b and,
as a consequence, (X ,D) is an optimal model for (XF,∆F).

Proof. We will generalize the proof of Cor 3.10 and Thm 3.9, following the argument in
[3, Section 6]. Set L := K(X ,D). By Step 1 in [3, Sections 6.2, 6.3.1], there exists a regular
arithmetic surface Y with birational morphisms p and q to X and X ′, respectively (which
are isomorphisms over the generic point of SpecOF) such that

q∗L′ = p∗L − E,
(

=⇒ M(X ′,D′)(L′) = M(Y ,q∗D′)(p
∗L− E)

)

24



for a p−exceptional effective Q−divisor E on Y, which vanishes iff p is an isomorphism
2.11 (using the pull-back formula 2.11 for the implication). A direct computation gives

(3.17) M(X ′,D′)(L′)−M(X ,D)(L) =
1

2
q∗L′ ·E + q∗L′ ·

(

KY/X − p∗D + q∗D′) .

The first term above is non-negative, since E is effective and q∗L′ is semi-ample. Thus
all that remains is to verify that KX ′/X − p∗D+ q∗D′ is effective, under the assumptions

on D. The condition 1 is, by inversion of adjunction on excellent surfaces [98, Thm 5.1],
equivalent (since X is normal) to the following property: (X ,Xb+D) is log canonical for
any b. But then it follows from [66, Lemma 7.2 (4)] that KX ′

/X −p∗D+ q∗D′ is effective.

This proves the inequality 3.18. �

In general, morphisms (X ,D) → B satisfying the condition 1 are called log canonical
(lc) in the context of the Minimal Model Program (MMP) [66]. The fibers Xb are
automatically reduced and if condition 2 also holds, then the restricted log pair (Xb,Db)
is a stable pair in the sense of the MMP (i.e. (Xb,Db) is semi-log canonical and K(Xb,Db)
is ample [65]). When B = Spec OF and n = 1 the existence of a model satisfying
1 and 2 above, after a base change, follows from [58, Prop 3.7] (under some regularity
assumptions). The existence in any dimension is shown in [57, Cor 1.5], when the ground
field is C. Here we will focus on the following simple case:

Lemma 3.13. Consider a log canonical pair (P1
F,∆F) (i.e. the coefficients wi of ∆F are

in [0, 1]) such that K(P1
F
,∆F)

> 0. Assume that either, (a) ∆F is supported on three F−
points (p0, p1, p∞) in P1

F, or, (b) ∆F is supported on four F−points (p∞, p0; p1, p−1) in P1
F

with cross ratio −1, such that w1+w−1 ≤ 1. Then there exists an automorphism f of P1
F

mapping (p0, p1, p∞) to (0, 1,∞) and (p∞, p0; p1, p−1) to (∞, 0; 1,−1) respectively and
the Zariski closure D of f∗(∆F) in P1

OF
has the property that (P1

OF
,D) satisfies conditions

1 and 2 above.

Proof. The existence of f is a classical fact. By inversion of adjunction for excellent
surfaces (see the proof of the second point below) it is enough to show that Db is log
canonical for any b in SpecOF, i.e. that D ⊗OFb

Fb has coefficients in [0, 1], where Fb

denotes the residue field of b. But this is immediate, since {0, 1,∞} corresponds to
three distinct points in P1

Fb
for any b. When the divisor D ⊗OF

F on P1
F is supported

on {0, 1,−1,∞} the only case where {0, 1,−1,∞} does not correspond to four distinct
points in P1

Fb
is when 1 and −1 correspond to the same point in P1

Fb
which thus acquires

the weight w−1 + w1. Hence, if w−1 + w1 ≤ 1, then D|P1
Fb

has coefficients in [0, 1], as

desired. �

The following proposition shows, in particular, that the log pair (P1
OF
,D) featuring in

the previous lemma is the unique optimal model.

Proposition 3.14. Consider a log pair (P1
F,∆F) over a number field F with coefficients

wi ∈ [0, 1] such that ±K(P1
F
,∆F)

> 0. Let (P1
OF
,D;±K(P1

OF
,D)) be a relatively ample model

for (P1
F,∆F;±K(P1

F
,∆F)

) over OF satisfying the following conditions:
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• When K(P1
F
,∆F)

> 0 : (P1
Fb
,D|P1

Fb

) is log canonical for any closed point b ∈ SpecOF,

where Fb denotes the residue field of b (i.e. the coefficients of D|P1
Fb

are in [0, 1])

or equivalently: 1 and 2 in formula 3.16 holds.
• When −K(P1

F
,∆F)

> 0 : D is the Zariski closure of the divisor on P1
F supported

on {0, 1,∞} having the same coefficients as ∆Q and (P1,∆)(C) is K-semistable
(i.e. the weight conditions 1.5 hold)

Then

(3.18) M(P1
OF
,D)(±K(P1

OF
,D)) ≤ M(X ′,D′)(L′)

for any model (X ′,D′;L′) of (P1
F,∆F;±K(P1

F
,∆F)

) over OF such that L′ is relatively ample.

When (P1
C,∆C) is K-stable (which is automatic if K(P1

F
,∆F)

> 0) equality holds in 3.18 iff

(X ′,D′) = (P1
OF
,D) and L′ = ±K(P1

OF
,D) + π∗M for some line bundle M → Spec OF .

Proof. The case when −K(P1
F
,∆F)

> 0 is shown in [3, Section 6] when F = Q (see [3,

Remark 6.5] for the equality case) and the proof in the general case is essentially the
same. In the case K(P1

F
,∆F)

> 0 the inequality follows from proposition 3.12. We thus

assume that equality holds. Then it follows from the proof of proposition 3.12 that
q∗L′ · E = 0, which means that E2 = 0. Since E is a vertical divisor and X is regular
this can only happen if E =

∑

b λbYb for some λb ∈ R. It follows that E = 0, since E is
p−exceptional. This means that p is an isomorphism and thus Y ≃ X . Next, since all
the fibers of X (= P1

OF
) over SpecOF are reduced and irreducible it then follows that q is

also an isomorphism, X ′ ≃ P1
OF

and L′ ≃ L+π∗M, if X ′ is normal. The vanishing of the

right hand side in formula 3.17 then forces D′ = D, as desired (since KX ′/X −p∗D+q∗D′

is effective, as shown in the proof of proposition 3.12). �

Remark 3.15. The proof of the previous proposition shows that, in fact, m(b) ≥ 0 for
any closed point b, where m(b) is the number appearing in formula 3.17. Moreover, if
m(b) = 0 for all b in a open subset U of SpecOF, then X ′ is isomorphic to P1

OF
over U

and, under such an isomorphism, D′ = D over U.

In the light of the discussion following Remark 3.11 it seems natural to pose the
following conjecture:

Conjecture 3.16. Given a number field F and a log pair (XF,DF) such that ±K(XF,∆F)

is ample

inf
(X ,D;L)

M̂(X ,D)(L) = inf
(X ,D)

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D)

where (X ,D;L) ranges over all polarized models of (XF,∆F;±K(XF,∆F)) over OF and
(X ,D) ranges over all models of (XF,∆F) such that ±K(X ,D is relatively ample.

Assuming the validity of this conjecture and the existence of optimal models (X o,Do)
(defined in section 2.4.2) for sufficiently large field extensions, it follows that the nor-

malized modular invariant M̂(XF,DF;±K(XF,∆F)) coincides with ±hcan(X o,Do). For
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example, the previous conjecture holds for the log pairs (P1
F,∆F) appearing in the pre-

vious proposition.

Remark 3.17. According to a conjecture of Odaka [86], the infimum of M̂X (L) over
(X ,L) is attained at any globally K-semistable model, i.e. (X ,L), i.e. a model all whose
fibers over Spec OF are K-semistable (see [59] for recent progress on this conjecture).
In particular, if this conjecture holds, then any globally K-semistable model of the form
(X ,±KX ) is optimal in the sense of Section 2.4.2.

3.3.1. Relatively minimal models. Consider a non-singular projective curve X over a
number field F such that KX > 0. It admits a unique regular model Xmin over OF

which is minimal, or equivalently: relatively minimal (obtained by repeatedly blowing
down vertical (−1)−curves). KXmin

is nef. Contracting the vertical (−2)−curves in
Xmin yields a birational morphism from Xmin to a projective normal scheme over OF,
called the canonical model Xcan of X (not to be confused with the canonical model of a
Shimura curve). Xcan is Gorenstein and KXcan

is relatively ample [76, Cor 4.18].

Proposition 3.18. Let XF be a non-singular projective curve over F such that KXF
> 0.

Then

MXcan
(KXcan

) = MXmin
(KXmin

) ≤ MX ′(L′)

for any relatively ample model (X ′,L′) of (XF,KXF
) over SpecOF. In particular, Xcan is

an optimal model for XF (in the sense of section 2.4.2).

Proof. This follows from results outlined in [86]. For completeness we provide a proof.
Denoting by ν : X ′

ν → X ′ the normalization of X ′, one first observes that MX ′
ν
(ν∗KX ′

ν
) ≤

MX ′(KX ′), using that the Weil divisor KX ′
ν/X ′ is anti-effective (just as in the proof of[86,

Prop 2.17]). Next, fixing a birational morphism f : X → X ′
ν from a regular arithmetic

surface X , yields, by 2.11, MX ′
ν
(ν∗KX ′

ν
) = MX (L), where L is the relatively semi-ample

line bundle on X obtained by pulling back ν∗KX ′
ν

to X . Finally, it follows from [86, Thm
2.20] that

(3.19) MXmin
(KXmin

) ≤ MX (L).
by running the Minimal Model Program with scaling [86, Thm 2.20]. For completeness

we detail the proof of the inequality 3.19 in the present setup. Let L(0) be a relatively

nef line bundle over a regular model X (0) of X and set L(0)
t := L(0) + t(KX (0) −L(0)). A

direct computation reveals that

dMX (0)(L(0)
t )/dt = (KX (0) − L(0)) · (KX (0) − L(0)) ≤ 0,

using in the last step that KX (0) − L(0) is a vertical divisor on a regular arithmetic
surface. In particular, if KX (0) is relatively nef, then we are done, since then KX (0) is the

unique relative minimal model (X (0) cannot contain any (−1)−curves, by adjunction).

Otherwise, denote by t0 the sup over all t ∈ [0, 1] such that L(0)
t is relatively nef. By

assumption, t0 ∈ [0, 1[. Note that the cone of all effective vertical divisors on X (0),
modulo numerical equivalence, is generated by a finite number of extremal effective
divisors Ci (for elementary reasons; see [98, Lemma 2.13] for a more general statement).
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As a consequence, t0 is rational and there exists an extremal effective divisor C such

that L(0)
t0 ·C = 0 and KX (0) ·C < 0 (just as in [18, Lemma 3.10.8]). It follows that there

exists a birational morphism

f0 : X (0) → X (1)

to a regular model X (1) of X that contracts precisely C. Indeed, in general, C induces
an extremal contraction f : X → Z and since KX > 0 this contraction is birational and
f(C) is 0−dimensional (see [98, Thm 4.4] and [18, Remark 3.10.9]). Thus, by [71, Thm

1.5], there exists a birational morphism f0 : X (0) → X (1) with X (1) regular, mapping C
to closed point x on X (1) and such that f0 restricts to an isomorphism from X (0) − C
to X (1) − {x}. Denote by L(1) the Q−line bundle on X (1) defined as the push-forward

of L(0)
t0 under f0. It satisfies f∗0L(1) = L(0)

t0 and thus MX (0)(L(0)
t0 ) = MX (1)(L(1)), by

2.11. Since L(1) is relatively nef we can repeat this procedure in a finite number of steps
until KX (j) is nef (using that the Picard number decreases at each step) and thus X (j) is
the unique relative minimal model of X. This proves the inequality 3.19. Finally, since
the canonical morphism F : Xmin → Xcan satisfies F ∗KXcan

= KXmin
[76, Cor 4.18] this

concludes the proof of the proposition. �

Remark 3.19. The previous proposition yields an alternative proof of Cor 3.10. Indeed,
if X admits a semistable model over OF (in the sense of Deligne-Mumford), then the
regular minimal model Xmin of X over OF is also semistable and Xcan is the stable model
[76, Thm 10.3.34].

4. Variations of the canonical height with respect to the coefficients

of D
We will say that a set of log pairs {(X ,D)} is a linear family if X and the irreducible

components of D are fixed and K(X ,D) is proportional to one and the same relatively
ample line bundle, i.e. K(X ,D)

∼= sL0 for some s ∈ R (depending on the coefficients wi
of D) and some relatively ample line bundle L0 (independent of wi).

Proposition 4.1. Let {(X ,D)} be a linear family of log canonical (lc) pairs. Then

±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is concave wrt the coefficients w ∈ Rm of ∆ (assuming that the sign is

chosen so that ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample). In particular, ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is continu-

ous wrt w in the interior Ċ of the convex set C ⋐ Rm of all w for which ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D))

is finite. Furthermore, ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is continuous along any affine segment I in C,

homeomorphic to ]0, 1], if the interior of I is contained in Ċ.

Proof. By the variational principles in Prop 3.3 and Prop 3.7 we can, express

(4.1) ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) = inf
ψ0

M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D), sψ0),

where ψ0 ranges over all psh metrics on L0(C) of finite energy. Indeed, since we have
assumed K(X ,D)

∼= sL0, any psh metric ψ on ±K(X,∆)(C) may be expressed as ψ = sψ0

for some psh metric ψ0 on L0(C) (namely, ψ0 := ψ/s). Moreover, since we are assuming
that the infimum is finite we may as well assume that Ent (MA(ψ0)|µsψ0) < ∞. To
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prove the concavity of ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) wrt w it will thus be enough to show that for a

fixed such psh metric ψ0 on L0, M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D),±sψ0) is affine with respect to w. To
this end we will exploit the expression 3.1. Setting φ = ±sψ0 we have

(4.2) MA(±sψ0) = MA(ψ0), µφ = esψ0 |s1|−2w1 . . . (
i

2
)n

2
dz ∧ dz̄

using homogeneity in the first equality and, in the second equality, a local representation
as in section, where si are the sections cutting out the irreducible components of D. Since

since s is affine in w it we deduce that log MA(sψ0)
µsψ0

is affine in w, which implies that

Ent (MA(sψ0)|µsψ0) is affine in w. Finally, by homogeneity,

±h±sψ0(±K(X ,D)) = shψ0(L0).

which concludes the proof that M̂(X ,D)(±K(X ,D),±sψ0) is affine, showing that ĥcan (±K(X ,D))
is concave. Since any convex functions is continuous on a open subset where it is finite
it follows that ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) is continuous in Ċ. The last continuity statement in the
proposition also follows from elementary properties of convex functions (see [2, Lemma
2.10]). �

Remark 4.2. If one were to instead metrizeK(X,∆) with the metric induced by the volume
form ωnKE/n! of the Kähler-Einstein metric ωKE (without normalizing the volume),

then the corresponding normalized height ±ĥ(±K(X ,D)) would always diverge as K(X,∆)

approaches the trivial line bundle. Indeed, by the scaling relation 2.5

±ĥ(±K(X ,D)) = ±ĥcan(±K(X ,D))±
1

2
log

c1(±K(X,∆))
n

n!
,

where the second term diverges as K(X,∆) approaches the trivial line bundle.

Proposition 4.3. Let {(X ,Dw)} be a linear family of log smooth klt pairs such that
±K(X,∆w) is K-stable and assume that the coefficients w range over an open subset G

of Rm. Then ±ĥcan (±K(X ,Dw)) is real-analytic wrt w in G.

Proof. By Hartog’s classical theorem on separate holomorphicity it is enough to consider
the case when {(X ,Dw)} is a one-parameter family: i.e. w depends linearly on a
parameter t ∈]0, 1[. To simplify the notation we assume that F = Q so that there is
only one complex embedding σ of F. But the proof in the general case is essentially
the same. We will write X = X(C) and L = L(C). As recalled in Section 2.3, the K-
stability assumption is equivalent to the existence of a unique volume-normalized Kähler-
Einstein metric φt on ±K(X,∆

w(t)) (which, by [36] and [12, Thm 2.19], is equivalent to the

properness of the Mabuchi functional appearing in formula 3.7). Expressing φt = ±sψ
for ψ a metric on L0, just as in the proof of the previous proposition (where ψ was
denoted ψ0), the Kähler-Einstein equation 2.2 for φt translates (using 4.2) into

(4.3) MA(ψ) = es(t)ψ |s1|−2w1(t) . . . (
i

2
)n

2
dz ∧ dz̄.
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Note that the right hand side of this equation depends real-analytically on (t, ψ), since
s(t) and wi(t) depend linearly on t. Hence, assuming that one can apply the implicit func-

tion theorem in an appropriate Banach space, the real-analyticity of ±ĥcan (±K(X ,D))
wrt t then follows precisely as in the proof of [7, Thm 7.9] (where a different family
of twisted Kähler-Einstein equations was considered, where the role s is played by β
and ∆ = 0). Finally, as explained in[9, Section 2.4.3], the implicit function theorem
can indeed be applied under the assumptions of the proposition, using the theory for
linearizations of equations of the form 4.3, established in [40, 64] in the case that the
components of ∆ do not intersect and announced in [82] in the log smooth case. �

Example 4.4. Let X be an arithmetic Fano variety and D1 a divisor cut out by an
element in H0(X ,−KX ). Then, for w ∈ R, (X , wD1) is a linear family as above with
s = 1−w and L0 = −K. When ∆1 is defined by an irreducible non-singular hypersurface
it follows from a conjecture of Donaldson, established in [4], that the log Fano variety
(X, (1 − s)∆1) admits a unique Kähler-Einstein metric ωs for any sufficiently small
positive number s (corresponding to a psh metric φs on L of finite energy). As a

consequence, by the previous two propositions ĥcan (−K(X ,(1−s)D)) is real-analytic and
concave for s sufficiently small. As another example (where D1 is not irreducible) let X
be the canonical model over Z of a toric Fano variety XQ and let D1 be the standard
torus invariant anti-canonical divisor on X . Then (X, (1− s)∆1) is K-polystable for any

s ∈ [0, 1] and, by [3, Lemma 3.2], −ĥcan (−K(X ,(1−s)D)) = −ĥcan (−KX )+
n
2 log s, which

is, indeed concave wrt s and continuous as s → 1 and s → 0 (since the log Calabi-Yau

(X ,D) is not klt) in accordance with Prop 4.1. However, while −ĥcan (−K(X ,(1−s)D))
is real-analytic wrt s, this does not follow from Prop 4.3, since (X, (1 − s)∆) is not
K-stable in this case (but it seems likely that the real-analyticity could be deduced from
a generalization of Prop 4.3 taking a maximal compact subgroup of the automorphism
group of X into account).

5. Canonical heights in terms of periods

We start with some notation. Given a Q−divisor ∆ on a complex projective variety
X and a positive integer N we will use the same notation ∆ for the divisor on the
N−fold product XN of X defined as the sum of the N :th pull backs of the divisor ∆ on
X under the N projections onto the different factors of XN . We will denote by s∆ the
corresponding (multi-valued) holomorphic section over XN

reg cutting out the restriction

of ∆ to XN
reg (where Xreg denotes the regular locus of X).

5.1. The case K(X,∆) > 0. Let (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair over OF such that that
K(X ,D) is a relatively ample Q−line bundle over X and assume that (XQ,∆Q) is klt.
Given a positive real number k such that kK(X ,D) is a line bundle (i.e. Cartier) denote

by Nk the rank of the OF−module H0(X , kK(X ,D)) :

Nk := dimC

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))⊗σ C
)

for any embedding σ of F into C (the subscript k will occasionally be omitted to simplify
the notation). The exterior power ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

thus has rank one. We fix
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a non-trivial element in ΛNk
(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

that we note by detS(k). For example,

detS(k) can be taken to be the Nk−fold exterior product of any Nk elements s
(k)
1 , ..., s

(k)
Nk

in H0(X , kK(X ,D)) that define a basis in H0(X , kK(X ,D)) ⊗σ C. Under the standard

natural embedding of ΛNk
(

H0(X, kK(X,∆)σ )
)

into H0(XN , kK(XN ,∆)σ) we can identify

the complexifications of detS(k) with a holomorphic section of kK(XNk ,∆k)
:

(5.1) (detS(k)
σ )(x1, x2, ..., xNk ) = det(s

(k)
i (xj)),

Thus

α(k)
σ :=

(

detS(k)
σ

)1/k
⊗ s−1

∆

defines a multivalued meromorphic top form on XNk (i.e. a multivalued meromorphic
section of KXNk ). Set

ZNk(X ,D)σ := (
i

2
)(Nkn)

2

∫

X
Nk
σ

α(k)
σ ∧ α(k)

σ ∈ R, ZNk(X ,D) :=
∏

σ

ZNk(X ,D)σ

(the klt assumption ensures that ZNk(X ,D)σ <∞). The product

(5.2)

(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)1/k

· ZNk(X ,D)

is, for any given k, an invariant of (X ,D), as follows directly from the product formula
in F.

Remark 5.1. If F = Q then ΛNk
(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

is a free Z−module of rank one and

thus taking detS(k) to be a generator of ΛNk
(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

eliminates the first factor
in the product

Theorem 5.2. Let (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair over OF such that K(X ,D) is a
relatively ample Q−line bundle over X and assume that (XQ,∆Q) is klt. Then

ĥcan (K(X ,D)) = − lim
k→∞

1

2Nk
log





(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−2/k

· ZNk(X ,D)



 .

Proof. Fix σ and write X = Xσ . For any fixed continuous metric ‖·‖ on K(X,∆) with
positive curvature current we can express

ZNk(X ,D)σ =

∫

XNk

∥

∥

∥
detS(k)

∥

∥

∥

2/k
dV ⊗Nk .

where dV denotes the measure on X corresponding to the metric ‖·‖ (using the additive
notation φ0 for the metric ‖·‖ this means that dV = µφ0 in the notation of Section
2.2.1). Indeed, in general, given s ∈ H0(X, kK(Y,∆)) and a volume form dV on Y we
can, locally on Y, express

‖s‖2/k dV := |s|2/ke−φ0 · ( i
2
)(dimY )2eφ0dz ∧ dz̄ = (

i

2
)(dimY )2(s1/kdz) ∧ (s1/kdz).
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Next, fix a basis in H0(X, k(KX +∆)) which is orthonormal wrt the scalar product 〈·, ·〉
on H0(X, k(KX + ∆)) induced by (‖·‖ , dV ) and denote by detS

(k)
0 the corresponding

section of K(XNk ,∆k)
, defined as in formula 5.1. By basic linear algebra detS(k) =

deti,j≤Nk

〈

s
(k)
i , s

(k)
j

〉

detS
(k)
0 . Hence,

1

Nk
logZNk =

∑

σ

1

kNk
log det

i,j≤Nk
〈si, sj〉σ +

∫

XNk

∥

∥

∥
detS

(k)
0

∥

∥

∥

2/k
dV ⊗Nk .

By the arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel formula [53, 105],
(5.3)

1

kNk
log





∏

σ

det
i,j≤Nk

〈si, sj〉σ ♯
(

ΛNk
(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−2


→ −2ĥ(K(X ,D), ‖·‖)

as k → ∞. Next, by the large deviation principle in [5, Thm 1.1] for X non-singular and
∆ = 0 and [6, Thm 4.3], in general: for any given metric ‖·‖ on K(X,∆),

(5.4) − 1

Nk
log

∫

XNk

∥

∥

∥detS
(k)
0

∥

∥

∥

2/k
dV ⊗Nk → inf

µ∈P(X)
F1(µ).

where F1(µ) is the free energy type functional defined in formula 3.10. Hence, combining
5.3 and 5.4 gives, using the identities 3.7 and 3.11,

− lim
k→∞

1

2Nk
log





(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−2/k

· ZNk(X ,D)



 = inf
φ

Mφ(K(X ,D), φ),

where the inf ranges over all finite energy metrics φ onK(X,∆)(C). Invoking the variational
principle in Prop 3.3 thus concludes the proof. �

5.1.1. Intermezzo: the case when K(X ,D) is semi-ample and Faltings’ height. Before mov-
ing on to the log Fano case we note that ZNk(X ,D) is well-defined as soon as kK(X ,D)

is effective, i.e. Nk ≥ 1. In particular, if K(X ,D) is semi-ample, then ZNk(X ,D) is well-

defined for k sufficiently divisible. For example, when kK(X ,D) is trivial − 1
2Nk

logZNk(X ,D)

coincides, by definition, with Faltings’ height 3.13. There is thus no need to let k tend
to infinity in this case. In general, when K(X ,D) is semi-ample the proof of Theorem 5.2
reveals, together with the results described in [6, Section 5.2], that

− lim
k→∞

1

2Nk
log





(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−2/k

· ZNk(X ,D)



 = hφcan
(K(X ,D)),

where φcan is the volume-normalized metric on K(X ,D) introduced in [91, 90], whose
curvature form is the pull-back to X of a canonical twisted Kähler-Einstein metric on
the canonical model of X over C (i.e. the Proj of the canonical ring of X).
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5.2. The case −K(X,∆) > 0. Let now (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair over OF such
that −K(X ,D) is a relatively ample Q−line bundle over X . Given a positive real number
k such that −kK(X ,D) is a bona fide line bundle (i.e. Cartier) we can, after replacing k
with −k, proceed as before. More precisely, we set

Nk := dimR

(

H0(X ,−kK(X ,D))⊗ R
)

and define

ZNk(X ,D)σ := (
i

2
)(Nkn)

2

∫

X
Nk
σ

αk ∧ αk, αk :=
(

detS(k)
)−1/k

⊗ s∆

where αk still defines a meromorphic top form on a Zariski open subset of XNk . We
then define ZNk(X ,D) as the product over σ of ZNk(X ,D)σ. However, in this case
ZNk(X ,D)σ may diverge (even if D = 0).

Theorem 5.3. Assume that −K(X,∆) > 0 and that n = 1. Then ZNk(X ,D) is finite for
k sufficiently large iff (X,∆) is K-stable. Moreover,

ĥcan (−K(X ,D)) = lim
k→∞

1

2Nk
log



ZNk(X ,D)

(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)2/k


 .

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 5.2, but replacing k with −k yields, if
ZNk <∞,

1

Nk
logZNk(X ,D)σ = − 1

kNk
log det

i,j≤Nk
〈si, sj〉+

∫

X
Nk
σ

∥

∥

∥detS
(k)
0

∥

∥

∥

−2/k
dV ⊗Nk

for any given metric ‖·‖ on −K(X,∆), where dV denotes the corresponding measure on
X. Now assume that n = 1 and (X,∆) is K-stable. By [9, Thm 4.1] this equivalently
means that ZNk <∞ for k sufficiently large. Moreover, by [9, Thm 4.4],

− 1

Nk
log

∫

XNk

∥

∥

∥detS
(k)
0

∥

∥

∥

2/k
dV ⊗Nk → inf

µ∈P(X)
F−1(µ)

Hence, invoking the Hilbert-Samuel formula and the identities 3.7 concludes the proof,
precisely as in the case K(X,∆) > 0. �

For a general relative dimension n a notion of Gibbs stability is introduced in [6],
which - in the arithmetic present setup - amounts to the finiteness of ZNk(X ,D) for
k sufficiently large. It is conjectured in [6, 9] that (X ,D) is Gibbs stable iff (X,∆) is
K-stable (the “only if” direction is established in [49]). Moreover, under the following (a
priori) stronger assumption:

(5.5)

(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−±2/k

· ZNk(X ,D) ≤ CNk

it was pointed out in [9] that the convergence in Theorem 5.3 holds under a certain
zero-free hypothesis, discussed in the following section.
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Remark 5.4. It is sometimes convenient to use a different normalization, where αk ∧ αk
is replaced by π−nNαk ∧ αk. These two different normalizations are analogous to the
two different normalizations for Faltings’ height of abelian varieties appearing in the
literature ([43] vs. [37]). Then the right hand side in Theorems 5.2, 5.3 gets replaced

by ±ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) +
n
2 log π. This is the height of ±ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) computed wrt the

Kähler-Einstein metric on ±K(X,∆) giving volume πn to X. In all the explicit formulas
that we have been able to compute (e.g. Theorem 1.1) this normalization has the effect
of removing π from the explicit formulas.

5.3. Real-analyticity and the zero-free hypothesis. Consider a linear family (X ,Dw)
of log pairs with coefficients w ∈ Rm, as defined in Section 4. This means that
K(X ,Dw)

∼= s(w)L0, where s is an affine function of w. Given a positive integer l set

k := ls−1 which is thus negative when s < 0. By definition, kK(X ,Dw)
∼= lL0, giving

H0(X , kK(X ,Dw)) ∼= H0(X , lL0).

Hence, denoting by N the dimension of H0(X , lL0)⊗R and by detS the corresponding
section over XN (both depending only l) we can express

ZN (X ,Dw)σ := (
1

2
)(Nn)

2

∫

XN
σ

∣

∣

∣
(detSσ)

s(w)/l ⊗ sw1
1 ⊗ · · · swmm

∣

∣

∣

2
.

For a fixed positive integer l this function is manifestly real-analytic (and log convex)
wrt w ∈ Rm in the open region where ZN (X ,D) <∞. More precisely, allowing complex
coefficients, w ∈ Cm, the corresponding function ZN (X ,Dw) is holomorphic in the
tube domain in Cm over the open subset {ZN (X ,Dw) < ∞} ⋐ Rm. In [9] a “zero-free
hypothesis” is introduced, which in the present arithmetic setup may be formulated as
follows:

(5.6) ∃Ω ⊂ Cm: ZN (X ,Dw) 6= 0 in Ω,

where Ω is assumed to be a connected open subset of Cm independent of N (i.e on l)
and contained in the tube-domain {ZN (X ,Dw) <∞}.
Proposition 5.5. Assume that −K(X ,D) is relatively ample and that the uniform bound
5.5 holds. If (X ,D) contained in a linear family (X ,Dw) containing some log pair
(X ,Dw0) such that K(X ,Dw0 )

is relatively ample, then the convergence in Theorem 5.3
holds under the condition that the zero-free hypothesis 5.6 holds.

Proof. This follows from arguments in [9], which go as follows. First, using basic proper-
ties of holomorphic functions and convexity, after passing to a subsequence, the following
limit holds uniformly on compact subsets of Ω, as l → ∞ :

− 1

2Nk
log





(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−2s/l

· ZN (X ,D)



→ g(w)

for some holomorphic function g on Ω (indeed, by assumption, g is a uniform limit
of uniformly bounded holomorphic functions on Ω). But Theorem 5.2 implies that
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g = ±ĥ(±K(X ,Dw)) on Ω∩Rm∩{s > 0}. Hence, by uniqueness of real-analytic extensions,

it follows from Prop 4.3 that g = ±ĥ(±K(X ,Dw)) = f on all of Ω ∩Rm, which concludes
the proof. �

5.4. Synthesis on arithmetic log surfaces. When n = 1 combining Theorems 5.2,
5.3 yields:

Theorem 5.6. Let (X ,D) be an arithmetic log pair over OF of relative dimension one
such that ±K(X ,D) is a relatively ample Q−line bundle over X and assume that (XQ,∆Q)
is klt. Then

±ĥcan (±K(X ,D)) = − lim
k→∞

1

2Nk
log





(

♯
ΛNk

(

H0(X ,±kK(X ,D))
)

OF(detS(k))

)−±2/k

· ZNk(X ,D)



 .

6. The canonical height of log pairs on P1
Z and the Hurwitz zeta

function

In this section we will, in particular, prove Theorem 1.1. Recall that Do denotes
the divisor on P1

Z defined as the Zariski closure of the divisor ∆Q on P1
Q supported at

{0, 1,∞} with coefficients w = (w1, w2, w3) contained in the convex domain C ⊂ R3

defined by the weight conditions 1.5 (i.e. (P1,∆w) is K-semistable). Denote by f(w)
the function

(6.1) f(w) :=
1− log(π V2 )

2
− γ(0, V2 )−

∑3
i=1 γ(wi − V

2 , wi)

V
, V := −2+

3
∑

i=1

wi

defined in the interior of C when V > 0, where γ(a, b) is defined by formula 1.6 (note
that V is the degree of K(P1,∆).)

Lemma 6.1. Given a, b ∈]0, 1[,

γ(a, b) =

∫ b

a
log l(x)dx, l(x) :=

Γ(x)

Γ(1− x)
, Γ(x) :=

∫ ∞

0
tx−1e−tdt.

Proof. The formula follows directly from the well-known fact that ζ(−1, t) + ζ ′(−1, t) +
(t−1)

2 log(2π) is a primitive of log(Γ(t)) on ]0, 1[ [32, formula 3.11]. �

The previous lemma reveals that f is real-analytic when V > 0. Furthermore, Theo-
rem 5.6 will imply that f extends real-analytically to all of the interior of C. We extend
f to a finite function on the subset of the boundary of C where V 6= 0, by declaring its
value to be the limit of its values along any affine segment I in the interior of C reaching
the boundary.
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6.1. The case K(P1,∆) > 0. It is enough to consider case when ∆ is klt, i.e. wi < 1, by
the continuity in Prop 4.1. Since

kK(P1
Z
,Do) ≃ kVO(1), V := V (K(P1,∆))

the free Z−module H0(X , kK(P1
Z
,Do)) may be identified with the space of all homoge-

neous polynomials of degree kV on C2 with integer coefficients. We fix the standard
basis s1, ..., sNk of monomials in the latter free Z−module and denote by detS(k) the cor-
responding generator of ΛNk

(

H0(X , kK(X ,D))
)

, as in Remark 5.1. Denote by p1, ..., pm
the irreducible components of ∆ and assume that z = ∞ at pm, where z denotes the
affine coordinate on the standard affine piece C of P1

C. Identifying detS(k) with the
Vandermonde determinant

∏

i<j≤Nk(zi − zj) (where Nk = kV + 1) we can thus express

(6.2) ZN =

∫

CN





∏

i 6=j
|zi − zj |





V
N−1

∏

i≤N,j≤m−1

|zi − pj|−2wi
∏

i

i

2
dzi ∧ dz̄i,

where we have, for simplicity, dropped the subindex k in the notation Nk ([9, Lemma
4.3]). For m = 3 and (p1, p2) = (0, 1) the integral appearing in the right hand side of
the previous formula is known as the Dotsenko-Fateev integral (and can be viewed as a
Selberg integral over the field C [48]). By [41, Formula B.9] (and [48, formula 3.1]) it
may be explicitly computed in terms of the function l(x) appearing in Lemma 6.1:

(6.3) ZN = N !

(

π

l(12
V

N−1)

)N N−1
∏

j=0

l( j+1
2

V
N−1 )

l(w1 − j
2

V
N−1)l(w2 − j

2
V

N−1)l(w3 − j
2

V
N−1)

, .

Hence, by Theorem 5.6,

−ĥcan(K(X ,∆)) = lim
N→∞

1

2N
logZN

= lim
N→∞

1

2N

(

logN ! +N log(π)−N log(l(
1

2

V

N − 1
))

)

+

1

V

N−1
∑

j=0

log(l(
j + 1

2

V

N − 1
))
V

2N
− 1

V

3
∑

k=1

N−1
∑

j=0

log l(wk −
j

2

V

N − 1
)
V

2N
(6.4)

Using Stirling’s approximation and the fact that the gamma function has a simple pole
with residue 1 at 0 gives

1

2N
(logN !−N log(l(

1

2

V

N − 1
))) =

1

2

(

logN − 1− log(Γ(
V

2

1

N − 1
)) + log(Γ(1− V

2

1

N − 1
)

)

+O(N−1 logN)

1

2

(

logN − 1− log(
2

V
(N − 1) +O(1)) + log(Γ(1− V

2

1

N − 1
)

)

+O(N−1 log(N)

→N→∞
1

2
(log

V

2
− 1).
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All in all, recognizing the sums over j in 6.4 as either right or left Riemann sums, this
proves ĥcan(K(P1

Z
,Do)) = f(w).

6.2. The case −K(P1,∆) > 0. It is enough to consider the case when (P1,∆) is K-stable
(i.e. the case when w is contained in the interior of C), by the continuity in Prop 4.1.
Since |V | is the volume (degree) of −K(P1,∆),

−kK(P1
Z
,Do) ≃ k |V | O(1), |V | = 2−

m
∑

i=1

wi.

Using that |V | = −V formula 6.3 now yields

ZN = N !

(

π

−l(−1
2

|V |
N−1)

)N N−1
∏

j=0

−l(− (j+1)
2

|V |
N−1 )

l(w1 +
j
2

|V |
N−1)l(w2 +

j
2

|V |
N−1)l(w3 +

j
2

|V |
N−1)

.

Hence, proceeding precisely as before, gives

1

2
hcan(−K(P1

Z
,Do)) =

|V |
2

(log
|V |
2

+log π−1)+

∫ 0

− |V |
2

log(−l(x))dx−
3
∑

k=1

∫ wk+
|V |
2

wk

log l(x)dx.

Finally, exploiting that Γ(x+1) = xΓ(x) the integral over [− |V | /2, 0] may be rewritten
as

−
∫

|V |
2

0
(log l(x)− 2 log(x)) dx = −

∫
|V |
2

0
log l(x)dx− |V | log( |V |

2
) + |V |

so that in total

ĥcan(−K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2
(− log

|V |
2

+log π+1)− 1

|V |

∫
|V |
2

0
log(l(x))dx−

3
∑

k=1

1

|V |

∫ wk+
|V |
2

wk

log l(x)dx.

6.2.1. Real-analyticity. Let us give three different proofs that ±ĥcan(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) is real-

analytic in the interior of C. First, this is a special case of Prop 4.3. Secondly, let us

show directly from Theorem 1.1 that ±ĥcan(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) is real-analytic. By Theorem 1.1

±ĥcan(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2
(− log(π)−

∫ 1

0
log(

V t

2
l(
V t

2
))dt+

3
∑

k=1

∫ 1

0
log l(wk −

V t

2
)dt).

Recalling that the gamma function has a simple pole at 0, so that Γ(x)x is real-analytic
and positive on (−1,∞), it is not to hard to see that the expression above is a real-
analytic function of the weights wi in the interior of C. The third proof of the real-
analyticity exploits that the assumptions in Prop 5.5 are satisfied in this case, since ZN is
a product of Gamma-functions (see the end of 4.3). As a consequence, ±ĥcan(±K(P1

Z
,Do))

is the restriction of a uniform limit of holomorphic functions on Ω and thus real-analytic.
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6.3. A case with more than three points. Assume given (w0, w1, w∞) ∈]0, 1[3. Con-

sider the divisor ∆̃ on P1 supported at the points {0, 1,−1,∞} with weights (w0, w1, w−1, w∞).
Assume that K(P1,∆̃) > 0. Denote by ∆ the divisor on P1 supported at the points

{0, 1,∞} with weights (1 + w0−1
2 , w1, 1 +

w∞−1
2 ) (in particular, if ∆ has ramification m

at p0, then ∆̃ has ramification 2m). Denote by D̃ and D the Zariski closures in P1
Z of ∆̃

and ∆, respectively.

Proposition 6.2. The following formula holds

ĥcan(K(P1
Z
,D̃)) = ĥcan(K(P1

Z
,D)) +

1

2
log 2 = f(1 +

w0 − 1

2
, w1, 1 +

w∞ − 1

2
) +

1

2
log 2

a

Proof. Using the standard isomorphism K(P1
Z
,D)) ≃ V (K(P1,∆))O(1) over Z we can iden-

tify a given metric φ on K(P1,∆) with a metric on (K(P1,∆))O(1). Consider the standard

map F : P1 → P1 of degree 2, which in the standard affine coordinate is given by y = x2.
We will use the same notation F for its standard lift satisfying F ∗O(1) ≃ 2O(1). Then
F ∗φ defines a metric on 2V (K(P1,∆))O(1) which (as before) may be identified with a
metric on K(P1

Z
,D̃)) (using that 2V (K(P1,∆)) = V (K(P1,∆̃)). By basic functoriality of nor-

malized heights ĥ(O(1), ψ) = ĥ(F ∗O(1), F ∗ψ) for any metric ψ on O(1). In particular,

ĥ(VO(1), φ) = ĥ(F ∗(VO(1)), F ∗φ). Hence, it will be enough to show that

∫

P1

µF ∗φ = 2−1

∫

P1

µφ.

To this end first observe that

dx = 2−1y−1/2dy, (y − 1)(y + 1) = (x− 1).

Hence,

µF ∗φ = 2−2F ∗µφ.

Since the map F has degree 2 it follows that
∫

P1

µF ∗φ =

∫

P1

2−2F ∗µφ = 2

∫

P1

2−2µφ = 2−1

∫

P1

µφ,

as desired. �

Remark 6.3. A similar formula holds when the two points {1, 1} in the support of ∆̃
are replaced by the d points defined as the d roots of unity (by taking the map F in the
proof above to be defined by y = xd).

7. Sharp bounds on P1
Z

In this section we will, in particular, prove Theorem 1.2. We continue with the
notations from Section 6. But we start with the following refinement of the conjectural
Fujita type inequality 1.8 in the present case:
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Theorem 7.1. Let (X ,D;L) be a polarized arithmetic log surface (X ,D;L) over Z with
X normal such that the complexification X of of X equals P1 and the complexification
L of L equals either K(P1,∆) or −K(P1,∆). Assume that ∆ is supported on at most three
points and that (X,∆) is K-semistable (i.e. the weight conditions 1.5 hold). Then

M̂(X ,D)(L) ≥ f(w)

and if (X,∆) is K-stable, then equality holds iff (X ,D) = (P1
Z,Do) and L = ±K(P1

Z
,Do).

As a consequence, if ±K(X ,D) is relatively ample, then

±ĥcan(±K(X ,D)) ≥ f(w)

and if −K(X ,D) is relatively ample, then

−ĥ(−K(X ,D)) ≥ f(w)

for any volume-normalized continuous metric on −K(P1,∆).

Proof. The first inequality follows directly from combining the variational principles
for metrics and models in Prop 3.3 and Prop 3.14, respectively, with Theorem 1.1. In
particular, taking the inf over all psh metrics of finite energy yields the second inequality.
The third inequality then follows from Lemma 3.4, since n = 1. �

In fact, the inequalities in the previous theorem hold more generally when Z is replaced
by OF (using Prop 3.14 and the fact that the normalized height is invariant under base-
change). In particular, the first inequality yields the following explicit expression for the
normalized modular invariant, defined in Section 2.5.1,

(7.1) M̂(P1
F,∆F;±K(P1

Q
,∆Q)

) = f(w),

when ∆F is supported on three points in P1
F.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first establish the following refinement of the first
inequality in Theorem 1.2:

Theorem 7.2. The following inequality holds

ĥ(−K(P1
Z
,Do)) ≥

1

2
(1 + log π) +

1

4
(1 + log

3

4
)

3
∑

k=1

wk

In particular, ĥ(−K(X ,∆)) ≥ ĥ(−KP1
Z
) > 0.

Proof. Set g(w) = −± ĥ(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) and first consider the case when −K(P1,∆) > 0, so

that |V | is the volume (degree) of −K(P1,∆)). In this case, g = ĥ(±K(P1
Z
,Do)) and, using
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Theorem 1.1,

∂g

∂wi
=

1

2V
− 1

|V |

∫
|V |
2

0
log l(x)dx−

3
∑

k=1

1

|V |

∫ wk+
|V |
2

wk

log l(x)dx

+
1

2 |V | log l(
|V |
2

)− 1

2 |V | log l(wi +
|V |
2

) +
1

|V | log l(wi)

+

3
∑

k=1,k 6=i

1

2 |V | log l(wk +
|V |
2

).

Next we compute the limit of the gradient at zero along the curve w(t) = (t, t, t), i.e.

lim
t→0

d

dt
g(w(t)) = 3 lim

t→0

d

dwi
g(w)|wt =

3

4
(1+ lim

t→0
log(l(1− 3t

2
)l(t)2l(1− t

2
)) =

3

4
(1+log

3

4
).

By Prop 4.1, g(w) is, in general, convex. Hence, along the curve w(t) we have g(w(t)) ≥
g(0) + t limt→0

d
dtg(w(t)). Furthermore, as g is symmetric in the weights and convex,

we have g(w) ≥ g(w(t)) for any w where
∑3

k=1wk =
∑3

k=1wk(t) = 3t. Putting it all
together we have shown,

g(w) ≥ 1

2
(1 + log π) +

1

4
(1 + log

3

4
)

3
∑

k=1

wk,

as desired. �

Finally, we establish the following refinement of the second inequality in Theorem 1.2:

Theorem 7.3. The following inequality holds when K(P1,∆) is semi-ample:

ĥ(K(P1
Z
,Do)) ≤ −1

2
log(π) +

3

2
log

Γ(23)

Γ(13)
+

3

4
(γ +

1

2
(
Γ′(2/3)
Γ(2/3)

+
Γ′(1/3)
Γ(2/3)

))(
3
∑

k=1

w − 2)

equality holds for the weights (2/3, 2/3, 2/3). In particular, ĥ(K(P1
Z
,Do)) < 0.

Proof. We have for the gradient of ĥ := ĥ(K(X ,∆)), with V denoting the degree of
K(P1,∆), which, by assumption is non-negative,

d

dwi
ĥ(w) =− 1

2V
+

1

V 2

∫ V
2

0
log l(x)dx− 1

V 2

3
∑

k=1

∫ wk

wk−V
2

log l(x)dx

− 1

2V
log l(

V

2
) +

1

V
log l(wi)−

1

2V
log l(wi −

V

2
)

+

3
∑

k=1,k 6=i

1

2V
log l(wk −

V

2
).
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We will compute the limit of the gradient as t → 2
3+

, along the curve w(t) := (t, t, t).
We begin by making a few preparatory calculations. First, as V → 0,

1

V 2

∫ V
2

0
log l(x)dx =

1

V 2

∫ V
2

0
log(

1

x
− γ +O(x)) + γx+O(x2)dx

=
1

V 2

∫ V
2

0
− log(x)− 2γx+O(x2)dx = − 1

2V
log

V

2
+

1

2V
− γ

4

where we have used the Laurent series of Γ around 0 and log Γ around 1. Next, as t→ 2
3 ,

− 3

(3t− 2)2

∫ t

t−(3t−2)/2
log l(x)dx = − 3

(3t− 2)2

∫ t

t−(3t−2)/2
log l(

2

3
) + (log l)′(

2

3
)(x− 2

3
) +O((x− 2

3
)2)dx

= − 3

2(3t− 2)
log l(

2

3
)− 1

8
(log l)′(

2

3
) +O(t− 2

3
)

and

− 1

2V
log l(

V

2
) = − 1

2V
log(

2

V
− γ +O(V )) +

γ

4
+O(V )

=
1

2V
log

V

2
+
γ

2
+O(V )

Thus, in total

lim
t→ 2

3+

d

dt
ĥ(w(t)) =3 lim

t→ 2
3+

d

dwi
ĥ(w)|wt

=3 lim
t→ 2

3+

γ

4
− 3

2(3t− 2)
log l(

2

3
)− 1

8
(log l)′(

2

3
)

+
1

3t− 2
log l(t) +

1

2(3t− 2)
log l(t− 3t− 2

2
)

=3 lim
s→0+

− 3

2s
log l(

2

3
)− 1

8
(log l)′(

2

3
)

+
1

s
log l(

s

3
+

2

3
) +

1

2s
log l(−s

6
+

2

3
)

=
3γ

4
+

3

8
(log l)′(

2

3
)

=
3

4
(γ +

1

2
(
Γ′(2/3)
Γ(2/3)

+
Γ′(1/3)
Γ(2/3)

)).

We also want to evaluate the height (or rather take the limit) for the weights (2/3, 2/3, 2/3),
which is an easy variation of the above calculation,

lim
t→ 2

3+

ĥ(w(t)) = −1

2
log(π) +

3

2
log l(

2

3
)
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By a similar argument as in Theorem 7.2, using the concavity of the height, we have
thus shown

ĥ ≤ −1

2
log(π) +

3

2
log

Γ(23)

Γ(13)
+

3

4
(γ +

1

2
(
Γ′(2/3)
Γ(2/3)

+
Γ′(1/3)
Γ(2/3)

))(

3
∑

k=1

w − 2).

�

8. Specific values of canonical heights

In this section we continue with the case when X = P1
Z and Do is the Zariski closure

of the divisor ∆ on P1
Q supported on the three points {0, 1,∞}. We consider only the

“orbifold/cusp case” where the coefficients wi of ∆ are of the form wi = 1 − 1/mi for
mi ∈ N ∪ {∞}, where mi are called ramification indices. The formulas in Table 1
(Section 1.2.4) are obtained by simplifying the explicit expression f(w) appearing in
Theorem 1.1. Moreover, we also compute the canonical height in some log Fano cases.
We will provide the complete calculation only for the simplest cases. The calculations
in the remaining cases are similar, but since they are somewhat lengthy they are merely
outlined (in order to avoid computational mistakes, we have numerically verified the end
results to machine precision, using standard implementations of the expression f(w)).

8.1. The case when K(P1,∆) > 0. Set

ĥ := ĥcan (K(P1
Z
,Do)) + log

πV

2
=

1

2
− γ(0, V2 )−

∑3
i=1 γ(wi − V

2 , wi)

V
,

using, in the second equality, Theorem 1.1. In the application to Shimura curves, con-
sidered in Section 9, ĥ is the normalized height of K(P1

Z
,D) with respect to the Petersson

metric.

Proposition 8.1. For the ramification indices (2, 3,∞)

ĥ = −ζ
′(−1)

ζ(−1)
− 1

2
− 1

4
log(12).

Proof. Denote as before F (x) = ζ(−1, x)+ζ ′(−1, x). By Theorem 1.1 and 1.6 we have
(using also that F (0) = F (1) interpreted correctly)

ĥ =
1

2
+

1

V
(−F (1/12) − F (11/12) + F (0) + F (12/12)

+ F (6/12) + F (6/12) − F (5/12) − F (7/12)

+ F (8/12) + F (4/12) − F (7/12) − F (5/12)

+ F (12/12) + F (0)− F (11/12) − F (1/12))

=1/2 +
1

V
(−2F (1/12) + F (4/12) − 2F (5/12) + 2F (6/12)

− 2F (7/12) + F (8/12) − 2F (11/12) + F (12/12))
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To relate the linear combination of Hurwitz zeta functions to the Riemann zeta function,
we use the multiplication theorem

(8.1) ksζ(s) =

k
∑

i=1

ζ(s, i/k)

repeatedly for appropriate values of k and end up with

− 2ζ(s, 1/12) + ζ(s, 4/12) − 2ζ(s, 5/12) + 2ζ(6/12)

− 2ζ(s, 7/12) + ζ(s, 8/12) − 2ζ(s, 11/12) + ζ(s, 12/12)

= (−2 · 12s + 2 · 6s + 2 · 4s + 3s + 1)ζ(s)

Using this together with the definition 1.6 of F leads to

ĥ =
1

2
+

1

V
((−2 · 12−1 + 2 · 6−1 + 2 · 4−1 + 3−1 + 1)ζ(−1)

+ (−2 log(12)12−1 + 2 log(6)6−1 + 2 log(4)4−1 + log(3)3−1)ζ(−1)

+ (−2 · 12−1 + 2 · 6−1 + 2 · 4−1 + 3−1 + 1)ζ ′(−1)

=
1

2
+

1

V
(− 2

12
− log(12)

24
+ 2ζ ′(−1))

=− ζ ′(−1)

ζ(−1)
− 1

2
− 1

4
log(12).

�

For the ramification indices (6, 2, 6) the calculation is similar to the previous case.
Next, for the case of ramification indices (4, 4, 4) the calculation also proceeds in a
similar way, but now using that

ζ
Q(

√
2)(s) = ζ(s)8−s(ζ(s,

1

8
)− ζ(s,

3

8
)− ζ(s,

5

8
) + ζ(

7

8
)),

by the standard factorization formula for ζF(s), when F is an abelian Galois extension

of Q. From the explicit formula in Theorem 1.1 for ĥ we get a linear combination of
Hurwitz zeta functions rather than a linear combinations of products of Hurwitz zeta
functions as in the equation above. But, after differentiating and evaluating at −1, we
can still use the multiplication theorem for the Hurwitz zeta function a number of times
on the derivative terms, while evaluating the rest in terms of explicit rational numbers.
This uses the well known relation between values of the Hurwitz zeta function at −1
and the second Bernoulli polynomial. Indeed,

ζ(−1, a) = −B2(a)

2
.

Finally, for the rest of the cases, i.e. (3, 3, 6), (5, 5, 5), (6, 6, 6), (2, 4, 12), (7, 7, 7) and
(9, 9, 9), the strategy is the same as for the case of (4, 4, 4), noting that the respective
number fields are all abelian Galois extensions.
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8.2. The case when −K(P1,∆) > 0. In this section we will use the shorthand ĥcan :=

ĥcan (−K(P1
Z
,D)). We start by verifying that Theorem 1.1 recovers some simple cases of

Fano orbifolds, where the canonical height has previously been computed.

8.2.1. The case when ∆ is supported on two points. In this case we may, by symmetry,
assume that w2 = 0. In this case the K-semistability assumption implies that w1 = w3.
By [3, Lemma 3.2],

ĥcan =
1

2
(1 + log π − log

V

2
)

(when all weights vanish this specializes to the well-known formula for the canonical
height of P1

Z). In order for the previous formula to be consistent with the previous
theorem it must be that

γ(0,
V

2
) + γ(1− V

2
, 1) = 0.

Let us give a direct proof of this vanishing, using a symmetry argument. Setting λ = V/2
and g(t) = log Γ(x) the left hand side in the previous formula may be expressed as the
integral over [−λ/2, λ/2] of the function

(g(x+ λ/2)− g(−x+ λ/2)) + (g(x+ 1− λ/2)− g(−x+ 1− λ/2)) ,

which is odd (since both terms are). Hence, the integral over [−λ/2, λ/2] indeed vanishes.

8.2.2. The case of ramification indices (2, 2, 2) and the Fermat curve X2 of degree two.
Let us next show that when all weights wi equal 1/2

(8.2) ĥcan =
1

2
(1 + log π) +

1

2
log 2

by expressing ĥcan(P
1
Z,D) in terms of the canonical height of the Zariski closure X2 in

P2
Z of the Fermat curve of degree two:

ĥcan = ĥcan (−KX2) + log 2

(as follows from realizing (P1
Z,D) as a Galois cover of X2 as in [3, Section 5.2]). Formula

8.2 thus follows from

2ĥcan (−KX2) = 1 + log π − log 2,

which can be deduced from the height formula for quadrics in [30] (or by noting that
X2 is the blow-up of P1

Z of a closed point on the fiber over the prime (2)). Since, in this
case, V = 1/2, formula 8.2 is, by Theorem 1.1, equivalent to the identity

γ(0,
1

4
) + 3γ(

1

2
,
3

4
) =

1

4
log 2.

This identity can, indeed, be verified using the multiplication formula 8.1. Indeed,
applying this formula for k = 2, 4 one easily finds the above relation.
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(m1,m2,m3) ĥcan − 1
2(1 + log π)

(2, 2, 3) −1
6 log 2 +

2
3 log 3

(2, 2, 4) 3
4 log 2

(2, 3, 3) 1
2 log 2 +

1
8 log 3

(2, 3, 4) 7
12 log 2 +

1
8 log 3

Table 2. Ramification indices and the corresponding normalized height
for some log Fano orbifolds.

8.2.3. New cases. We next consider some cases where the canonical height has not been
computed before:

In general, any K-stable Fano orbifold curve can have ramification indices (m1,m2,m3)
from either the infinite list (2, 2, r), r ≥ 2 or the exceptional list (2, 3, 3), (2, 3, 4), (2, 3, 5).

Proposition 8.2. For the ramification indices (2, 3, 3)

ĥcan =
1

2
+

1

2
log π +

1

8
log 48.

Proof. Denote as before F (x) = ζ(−1, x)+ζ ′(−1, x). Then

ĥcan =
1

2
(− log

V

2
+ log π + 1)− 1

V
(

F (1/12) + F (11/12) − F (0) − F (1)

+ F (7/12) + F (5/12) − 2F (6/12)

+ 2F (9/12) + 2F (3/12) − 2F (8/12) − 2F (4/12)).

By repeatedly using the multiplication theorem 8.1 we find the following identity for the
relevant linear combination of Hurwitz zeta functions.

−ζ(s, 1/12) − 2ζ(s, 3/12) + 2ζ(s, 4/12)

−ζ(s, 5/12) + 2ζ(s, 6/12) − ζ(s, 7/12)

+2ζ(s, 8/12) − 2ζ(s, 9/12) − ζ(s, 11/12)

= (−12s + 6s − 4s + 2 · 3s + 3 · 2s − 2)ζ(s).

This allows us to compute ĥ, and quite remarkably, since

−12−1 + 6−1 − 4−1 + 2 · 3−1 + 3 · 2−1 − 2 = 0,

there is no ζ ′(−1) appearing in the expression, which is in total

ĥcan =
1

2
+

1

2
log π +

1

8
log 48.

The rest of the cases in Table 2 are computed in a similar manner.
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In all cases considered above, ĥcan (−K(P1
Z
,Do)) − ĥcan (−K(P1

Z
) is a sum of terms

q(p) log p for primes p and q(p) ∈ Q. As next shown, this is always the case: �

Proposition 8.3. For any ramification indices (m1,m2,m3) such that the corresponding
log pair (P1

Z,Do) is Fano, i.e. −K(P1
Z
,Do) is relatively ample,

ĥcan (−K(P1
Z
,Do)) = ĥcan (−K(P1

Z
) +

∑

p

q(p) log p,

where p ranges over a finite number of primes and q(p) ∈ Q.

Proof. By the ADE-classification of log Fano orbifolds over C, the orbifold (P1
C,∆) over

C, induced by (P1
Z,Do), coincides with the orbifold induced from an action on P1 by a

finite group G ⊂ SU(2) [70, Chapter 8]. By Hurwitz formula, f∗(−K(P1
C
,∆)) = −KP1

C
.

Moreover, since G preserves the Fubini-Study metric ωFS on P1 its push forward f∗ωFS

is a Kähler-Einstein metric (P1
C,∆). Fixing a Kähler-Einstein metric φ on −K(P1

C
,∆) this

means that f∗φ defines a Kähler-Einstein metric on −KP1
C
. Next, since the branching

locus of the corresponding quotient morphism f : P1 → P1/G is contained in {0, 1,∞}
(i.e. it is a Belyi function), f is defined over a number field F (in fact, there is an explicit
formula for f going back to Klein [74, Section 4.1]). As a consequence, there exists a
regular projective model Y of P1

F over OF and generically finite morphisms g1 and g2
from Y to P1

OF
such that, on the generic fiber f = g2 ◦ (g1)−1 and

g∗1(−KP1
F
) = −(KY +R1), g

∗
1(−KP1

F
) = −(KY +R2)

for Q−divisors Ri on Y. It thus follows from the proof of Lemma 2.4 that

ĥφ (−K(P1
Z
,Do))− ĥf∗φ(−K(P1

Z
) =

∑

p

a(p) log p

for a finite number of primes p and a(p) ∈ Q. Finally, since the integral of the mea-
sure attached to φ coincides with the integral of the measure attached to f∗φ, up to
multiplication by the degree of f, this proves the proposition. �

This leads one to wonder if the canonical height of any K-semistable Fano orbifold is
always a rational number mod log(πQNQ)? For example, this is in line with previous
explicit height formulas on Fano varieties wrt Kähler-Einstein metrics, which - as far as
we know - all concern homogeneous Fano varieties [78, 30, 69, 94, 95, 96].

8.3. Extension to other arithmetic triangle groups (?) Let us come back to the
case of log pairs satisfying K(P1

Z
,Do)(C) > 0, for given ramification indices (m1,m2,m3).

Assume that Γ(m1,m2,m3) satifies the following “arithmetic” condition: Γ(m1,m2,m3)
is a subgroup of Γ(+)(B,OB) of finite index, where Γ(+)(B,OB) is a triangle group
corresponding to a quaternion algebra B over a totally real number field F. This means
that Γ(+)(B,OB) is also of the form Γ(n1, n2, n3) and that H/Γ(+)(B,OB) is one of the
components of the complex points of a Shimura curve (XF,∆F) (see Section 9.1.1). In
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this case it follows from Yuan’s formula 1.1 that

(8.3) ĥPet

(

K(P1
Z
,Do)
)

= −1

2
− 1

[F : Q]

ζ ′F(−1)

ζF(−1)
+
∑

p

q(p) log p,

where p ranges over a finite number of primes and q(p) ∈ Q. Indeed, the quotient map
f : H/Γ(m1,m2,m3) → H/Γ(n1, n2, n3) preserves the Peterson metric (see formula 9.2).
Moreover, since f is a Belyi function, it is defined over Q̄. Hence, formula 8.3 follows from
combining the argument in the proof of Proposition 8.3 with Lemma 2.4 and formula
1.1.

However, computing the numbers q(p) explicitly would require an explicit knowledge
of the arithmetic geometry of the canonical model (X ,D), as well as the corresponding
Belyi function. In contrast, for the cases in Table 1 (which all satisfy the arithmetic
condition above) q(p) is computed explicitely using the formula in Theorem 1.1. Ac-
cordingly, it would be interesting to know if Theorem 1.1 could be used to compute
q(p) explicitly in all these arithmetic cases. While there are probably a few remain-
ing cases where the procedure in Section 8.1 works, we found several cases indicating
that the relations coming from the multiplication identity for the Hurwitz zeta function
are not enough to establish an explicit formula of the form 8.3. It may still be that
some more complicated identities could be leveraged. For instance, Γ(m,m,m) satifies
the arithmetic condition in question precisely when m ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 15} and then
F = Q(cos(π/m)) [93]. If it would be enough to apply the multiplication identity for the
Hurwitz zeta function to extend Table 1 to the case m = 8, then the resulting formula
would only involve a log p−term for p = 2 (as in formula 1.12). However, numerical
investigations indicate that the naive height of the rational coefficient c2 in front of log 2
would have to be very large (' 30000).

9. Applications to Shimura curves

9.1. Setup. We start by recalling the setup in [103, 102]. Let F be a totally real number
field and Σ a finite set of places of F of odd cardinality, containing all the infinite places
of F. Let B be a totally definite incoherent quaternion algebra over the adele ring A

associated to F. To a compact open subgroup U ⋐ B×
f is attached a Shimura curve XU

over F. This is a non-singular projective curve over F, which may be defined as a course
moduli scheme [102, Section 1.2.1]. Its complex points XU (C) may be represented
as follows. Fix an infinite place σ of F and denote by B the indefinite quaternion
algebra over F with ramification locus Σ − {σ} (denoted by Σf ). Then XF(C) is the
compactification of

B× \H± × B×
f /U

(

≃
⊔

σ

H/Γσ

)

for a finite number of appropriate discrete subgroups Γσ of SL(2,R). More precisely, this
quotient construction induces a log pair (XU ,∆) such that K(X,∆) is ample, where ∆F is
the orbifold/cusp divisor appearing as the branching divisor, plus the cusps. Denote by
X the Shimura curve corresponding to a maximal compact open subgroup U ⋐ B×

f . By
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[102, Section 4.2], it has a canonical integral model X over OF, which is a projective flat,
normal and Q−factorial arithmetic surface over OF. Briefly, the model X is defined as
follows, locally over the base SpecOF. First, to an appropriate compact open subgroup
U ′ of B×

f is attached a regular model XU ′ of XU ′ that is stable over OF, in the sense of
Deligne-Mumford. Then the scheme X is defined as the quotient of XU ′ by the finite
group U ′/U. In particular, there is a finite morphism

(9.1) g : XU ′ → X .
Moreover, as shown in [102, Section 4.2], K(X,∆) admits a canonical relatively ample
model L over OF, dubbed the Hodge bundle. It may be defined as the norm Ng(KXU′ )
of the relative canonical line bundle of XU ′ under g, divided by the degree of g. As a
consequence, we can express L as the log canonical line bundle of a canonical effective
divisor D on X :

L = K(X ,D), D := (deg g)−1Ng(R), R := (KXU′ − g∗KX ),

where R is an effective divisor on XU ′ (using that g is a ramified cover in the sense of
[71, Def 2.39]).

The complex points of L may be identified with K(X,∆)(C), which is endowed with
the Petersson metric. Using the normalization adopted in [103], this is the metric φPet

on K(X,∆)(C) which pulls back to the Poincaré metric on the canonical line bundle of the
upper half-plane H under the uniformization maps H → (Xσ(C),∆σ) (ramified along
∆σ), where the Poincaré metric is defined by

(9.2) ‖dτ‖Pet := 2Im (τ) , H = {Im(τ) > 0} ⋐ C.

Example 9.1. When F = Q it is shown in [104, Lemma 2.1] that D is the Zariski
closure of ∆. Moreover, the scheme X is the coarse moduli scheme of the moduli stack
parametrizing all Abelian schemes over Z of relative dimension 2 with a special action
by a maximal order OB in B (see [68] and [104, Sections 2.1, 2.2] with n(U) = 1).
More precisely, when B =M2(Q) the course moduli space has to be “compactified” and
then XQ is the classical modular curve over Q [39]. In general, when F = Q, there is a
universal abelian scheme π : A → X and, by [104, Thm 1.1], the normalized height of
L coincides with normalized height of the Hodge bundle π∗KA/X → X plus 2−1 log dB
(where dB denotes the discriminant of B), when the Hodge bundle is endowed with the

Faltings metric, normalized in the following way: ‖α‖2x := (2π)−2
∣

∣

∣

∫

π−1(x)(C) α ∧ ᾱ
∣

∣

∣
.

9.1.1. The case when X has geometric genus zero. Now specialize to the case when
XQ̄

∼= P1
Q̄

and the corresponding divisor ∆ is supported at most three points, up to

taking finite covers. By the classification result in [93], there are 19 different classes
of such quaternionic Shimura curves, corresponding to 13 different totally real fields
F. The ramification indices of the corresponding divisors are explicitly given in [93,
Table 3]. Let us recall the classical terminology in [93], since it different than the
one in [103]. There is an isomorphism ρ1 of the quaternion algebra B into M2(R).
The image in M2(R) of the group of all elements in a maximal order OB in A whose

reduced norm is a totally positive element in F× is denoted by Γ(+)(B,OB). In the
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terminology of [103] the quotient H/Γ(+)(B,O) coincides with one connected component
of XF(C). Indeed, as shown in [101, Section 3.1.1] the complex points X(C) may (up
to compactifying the cusps) be decomposed in connected components of the form H/Γh
where Γh := B×

+ ∩ hUh−1, where B+denotes the elements in B with positive reduced
norm and h ranges over a some elements including the identity e. Since U is assumed
maximal it can be taken to be ÔB(:= OB × ÔF). Thus, when h is the identity e we get

Γe = B×
+ ∩ O×

B = Γ(+)(B,OB).

9.2. Proofs of Theorem 1.3, 1.4. We continue with the case when the Shimura curve
XF has geometric genus zero. Equivalently, there is a finite base change F →֒ F′ such that
XF′ ∼= P1

F′ . Moreover, after perhaps increasing F′, we may assume that the irreducible
components of ∆F′(:= ∆F⊗F′) are defined by F′−points. The scheme X ⊗OF

OF′ is still
normal and Q−Gorenstein (see [103, Section 4.1]).

In the cases considered below we will show that the optimal model of (XF′ ,∆F′) over
OF′ is of the form (P1

OF′
,Do) for a divisor Do on P1

OF′
. It follows from Lemma 2.4 that,

for any fixed metric on K(X,∆)(C),

(9.3)
1

[F′ : Q]

(

h(K(X ,D) ⊗OF
OF′)− h(K(P1

O′
F

,Do))

)

=
∑

p

h(p) log p,

for a finite number of prime numbers p and rational numbers h(p), independent of the
choice of F′. The number h(p) may be geometrically expressed as follows. Fix any normal
model Y of XF′ over OF′ , dominating both X ⊗OF

OF′ and P1
OF′
. Denote by pi the prime

ideals in OF′ over p. Then

h(p) =
1

[F′ : Q]

∑

i

h(pi)fi, N(pi) =: pfi

where h(pi) is the sum of intersection numbers on the fiber Ypi defined in Lemma 2.4, for
L′ = K(X ,D)⊗OF

OF′ and L = K(P1
O′
F

,Do)). Note that h(pi) ≥ 0. Indeed, since K(X ,D)⊗OF

OF′ is the log canonical line bundle of the log pair (X ,D) ⊗OF
OF′ (using that KX ⊗OF

OF′ = KX⊗OF
OF′ ), the non-negativity of h(pi) follows from Remark 3.15.

We will compute h(p) for some Shimura curves. By the uniqueness of prime factor-
ization it will be enough to compute the left hand side in formula 9.3.

9.2.1. Height formulas. All heights will be computed wrt the Petersson metric onK(X,∆)(C),
denoted by hPet.

Lemma 9.2. The volume of the measure µ corresponding to the Petersson metric on
K(X,∆) is equal to πV/2 :

∫

X
µ = πV/2, V := V (K(X,∆)).

In particular, , ĥPet(K(P1
Z
,Do)) = ĥcan (K(P1

Z
,Do)) +

1
2 log(πV/2).
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Proof. First observe that, in general, if µ is the measure corresponding to a finite energy
metric φ on K(X,∆), then

∫

X−∆
ddcφ = V (K(X,∆))

(using that ddcφ does not charge finite subsets). Now, let µ by the measure induced by
Petersson metric on K(X,∆). As recalled above this means that µ = µφ where, locally,

φ := − log(‖dτ‖2) := − log((2y)2). Note that ddcφ = 1
πµ on X −∆. Indeed,

ddcφ :=
1

π

i

2
∂∂̄φ :=

1

π
(
∂

∂z

∂

∂z
φ)dxdy =

2

π

1

(2y)2
dxdy =:

2

π
eφdxdy =:

2

π
µ

All in all this means that V (K(X,∆)) =
∫

X−∆ dd
cφ =

∫

X−∆
2
πµ, proving the desired

formula. �

Theorem 1.1 thus implies the following corollary, where Do denotes the divisor on
P1
Z defined as the Zariski closure of the divisor ∆Q on P1

Q supported on {0, 1,∞} with

weights wi ∈ [0, 1].

Corollary 9.3. The following formula holds when K(P1,∆) is ample:

ĥPet(K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2
− γ(0, V2 )−

∑3
i=1 γ(wi − V

2 , wi)

V

9.2.2. The case F = Q, Σf = ∅. Let us show how to recover height formula 1.1 in the case
Σf = ∅ from Theorem 1.1. By [39] the corresponding canonical model X is isomorphic
to P1

Z over Z (under the morphism defined by the j−invariant) and ∆Q(:= D ⊗Z Q) is
supported on the three points 0, 1728 and ∞ in P1

Q with ramification indices 2, 3 and

∞, respectively. In general, if a ∈ Z the divisor Da on P1
Z defined as the Zariski closure

of the divisor on P1
Q supported at the points 0, a and ∞ (with given weights w0, w1 and

w∞) satisfies

ĥPet(K(X ,Da)) = ĥPet(K(X ,D1))−
(

∑

i≤∞wi

2
−
∑

i<∞
wi

)

log a.

This follows Theorem 5.6, using the change of variables zi = aζi in the integral formula
6.2 (but it can also be shown directly using scheme theory). In the present case D =
D1728, i.e. a = 1728. The bracket above thus becomes − 1

12 . Since 1728 = 123(= 2633) it
follows that

ĥPet(K(X ,Da)) = ĥPet(X ,D1) +
1

12
log(123)( =⇒ h(2) =

1

2
, h(3) =

1

4
.

A new proof of formula 1.1 is thus obtained by invoking the formula for ramification
indices (2, 3,∞) in Table 1.

Remark 9.4. From the identity D = D1728 one sees directly that the reduction mod p
of (P1

Z,D) is log canonical iff the prime p is not in {2, 3} and that K(P1
Z
,D) is isomorphic

to K(P1
Z
,Do) precisely over the complement in P1

Z of the fibers over (2) and (3). This is
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consistent (as it must) with the fact, shown above, that h(p) vanishes iff p is not in
{2, 3} (see Remark 3.15).

9.2.3. The case F = Q,Σf = {2, 3} (proof of Theorem 1.3). Now consider the case when
the indefinite quaternion algebra B over Q has discriminant 6, , i.e. it is ramified at 2 and
3. According to a result attributed to Ihara, the corresponding Shimura curve XQ is the
subscheme of P2

Q cut out by x20+3x21+x
2
2 (see [42, Section 3.1] for a proof). In particular,

XQ admits a Q(
√
−3)−point, e.g. [1 : (

√
−3)−1 : 0]. It follows that XQ ⊗ Q(

√
−3) is

isomorphic to P1
Q(

√
−3)

(by stereographic projection through any F−point). Furthermore,

by [42, Section 3.1] and [93, Table 3], setting F := Q(
√
3, i) the corresponding divisor

∆Q⊗F is supported at four F−points with ramification indices (3, 3; 2, 2). Moreover, as
explained in [42, Section 3.1], the cross ratio of the corresponding pair of two points is
−1. Denote by (P1

OF
,Do) the corresponding unique optimal model over OF, furnished by

Lemma 3.13 and Prop 3.14.
We will compute the left hand side in formula 9.3 wrt the Petersson metric.

Lemma 9.5. The following formula holds,

ĥPet(K(P1
OF
,Do)) = −ζ

′(−1)

ζ(−1)
− 1

2
−
(

(
1

6
− 1

2
) log 2− 1

8
log 3

)

,

which, combined with formula 1.1, gives

ĥ(K(X ,D))− ĥ(K(P1
OF
,Do)) =

11

12
log 2 +

7

8
log 3

Proof. By Prop 6.2

ĥPet(K(P1
OF
,Do)) = ĥPet(K(P1

Z
,D′)) +

1

2
log 2,

where D′ is the Zariski closure of the divisor supported at (0, 1,∞) with ramification
indices (6, 2, 6). Hence, by Table 1,

ĥPet(K(P1
OF
,Do)) = −ζ

′(−1)

ζ(−1)
− 1

2
−
(

1

6
log 2− 1

8
log 3

)

+
1

2
log 2,

Combining this result with Yuan’s formula 1.1 for p = (2) and p = (3) in Z reveals that

ĥ(K(X ,D))− ĥ(K(P1
OF
,Do)) =

3 · 2− 1

4
log 2+

3 · 3− 1

4(3 − 1)
log 3+

(

(
1

6
− 1

2
) log 2− 1

8
log 3

)

=

=

(

3 · 2− 1

4
+

1

6
− 1

2

)

log 2 +

(

3 · 3− 1

4(3− 1)
− 1

8

)

log 3 =
11

12
log 2 +

7

8
log 3

�

Since the normalized height is invariant under base change we have ĥ(K(X ,D) ⊗Z OF) =

ĥ(K(X ,D)). Hence, setting ĥ(p) := h(p)/(2K(XF ,∆F) ·XF) the previous lemma gives ĥ(2) =
11
12 and ĥ(3) = 7

8 (using uniqueness of prime factorization in Z). Since h(p) = ĥ(p) · 2/3
this means that h(2) =11/18 and h(3) = 7/12.
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9.2.4. The quaternion algebra over Q(
√
3) ramified over 3 (proof of Theorem 1.4). Now

consider the quaternion algebra over Q(
√
3) that is only ramified at the unique prime

ideal p3 in O
Q(

√
3) containing 3. In fact, p3 = (

√
3). Indeed, (3) is the square of the ideal

(
√
3), which has norm N(p3) = 3. As a consequence, the contribution from prime ideals

in formula 1.1 for ĥ(K(X ,D)) is

3N(p) − 1

4(N(p) − 1)

∑

p

logN(p) = log 3,

Moreover, by [93, Table 3], (X ,D) ⊗ Q̄ is isomorphic to (P1
Z,Do) ⊗ Q̄, where Do is the

divisor appearing in Theorem 1.1 with ramification indices (2, 4, 12). Fix a finite field

extension F of Q(
√
3) such that (X ,D) ⊗ F is isomorphic to (P1

Z,Do) ⊗ F. Combining
formula 1.1 with Theorem 1.1 thus yields, using Table 1,

ĥ(K(X ,D))− ĥ(K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2
log 3 +

5

3
log 2 +

7

16
log 3.

Note that 1/2 + 7/16 = 15/16. Since the normalized height is invariant under base
change, it follows that

ĥ(K(X ,D) ⊗OF)− ĥ(K(P1
OF
,Do)) = ĥ2 log 2 + ĥ3 log 3, ĥ2 =

5

3
, ĥ3 =

15

16
.

Since h(p) = ĥ(p) · (2K(XF,∆F) ·XF) and K(XF,∆F) ·XF = 1/2 + 3/4 + 1/12− 2 = 1/6 we
deduce that

h(2) = 2 · (1/6) · (5/3) = 5

9
, h(3) = 2 · (1/6) · (15/16) = 15

48
.

9.2.5. The quaternion algebra over Q(
√
6) ramified over 2.

Theorem 9.6. Consider the quaternion algebra over Q(
√
6) ramified over the unique

prime ideal p2 containing 2 and denote by (X ,D) the canonical model over O
Q(

√
6) of the

corresponding Shimura curve (X
Q(

√
6),∆Q(

√
6)). Fix a finite field extension F of Q(

√
6)

such that X
Q(

√
6) ⊗F is isomorphic to P1

F and ∆F is supported on three F−points. Then

the optimal model of (XQ(
√
6),∆Q(

√
6))⊗ F over OQ(

√
6) is given by (P1

OF
,Do), where Do

denotes the Zariski closure of the divisor on P1
F supported on {0, 1,∞} having the same

ramification indices (3, 4, 6) as the divisor ∆F. Moreover h(p) = 0 unless p = 2 or p = 3
and

h(2) =
43

144
, h(3) =

3

32
.

Proof. The unique prime ideal p2 of Q(
√
6) containing 2 is given by (2+

√
6), which has

norm N(p2) = 2. As such, the contribution coming from the prime ideals in 1.1 is given
by

3N(p) − 1

4(N(p) − 1)

∑

p

logN(p) =
7

4
log 2.
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By [93, Table 3], (X ,D) ⊗ Q̄ is isomorphic to (P1
Z,Do) ⊗ Q̄, where Do is the divisor

appearing in Theorem 1.1 with ramification indices (3, 4, 6). Combining formula 1.1 and
row 7 in Table 1 yields,

ĥ(K(X ,D))− ĥ(K(P1
Z
,Do)) =

1

2

7

4
log 2 +

9

16
log 3 +

11

12
log 2.

�

Since the normalized height is invariant under base change, it follows that

ĥ(K(X ,D) ⊗OF)− ĥ(K(P1
OF
,Do)) = ĥ2 log 2 + ĥ3 log 3, ĥ2 =

43

24
, ĥ3 =

9

16
.

Since h(p) = ĥ(p) · (2K(XF,∆F) ·XF) and K(XF,∆F) ·XF = 2/3 + 3/4 + 5/6− 2 = 1/12 we
deduce that

h(2) = 2 · (1/12) · (43/24) = 43

144
, h(3) = 2 · (1/12) · (9/16) = 3

32
.

9.3. Implications for wild ramification and intersections over special places.
As recalled in Section 9.1, the canonical integral model X of a quaternionic Shimura
curve, comes, locally over the base Spec OF, with a finite morphism from a regular
scheme X ′ to X (formula 9.1), induced by the action of a finite group G on X ′. The
morphism induces an effective divisor D on X . Consider now p∈Spec OF which is split,
i.e. p is not in the ramification locus of the quaternion algebra B. Denote by κ the
residue field of p and by κ its algebraic closure. Both X ′

p ⊗κ κ and X p ⊗κ κ are smooth
[103, Section 4.1]. Moreover, by [103, Prop 4.1], the restricted finite morphism

(9.4) g : X ′
p → Xp

is unramified at the generic points of X ′
p. This means that the restricted finite morphism

9.4 is a ramified cover in the sense of [71, Def 2.39]. Accordingly, the restriction of D
to Xp defines a divisor on Xp that we shall denote by Dp. In general, a ramified cover is
called called tame at a given prime divisor P ′ on X ′

p if the characteristic of the residue
field of P ′ does not divide the ramification index of g along P ′. We will say that g has
wild ramification if the ramification is not tame at all prime divisors P ′ on X ′

p. Theorems
1.4, 9.6 imply the following

Corollary 9.7. When X is the canonical model in Theorem 1.4 the log pair (Xp2 ,Dp2)
is not log stable, i.e. it is not log canonical (lc). As a consequence, the ramified cover
9.4 has wild ramification over p2 and some of the irreducible components of the divisor
D on X coincide, when restricted to the fiber of X over p2. Moreover, when X is the
canonical model in Theorem 9.6, the corresponding result holds over p3.

Proof. Denote by p a prime ideal appearing in the statement of the corollary and by F

the totally real field in question. Since p is split [103, Prop 4.1] shows, as recalled above,
that 9.4 is a ramified cover. Let us first show that the log pair (Xp,Dp) is not lc. Assume,
in order to get a contradiction, that (Xp,Dp) is lc. Take a finite field extension F′ of F
to which Theorem 1.4 applies and fix a prime ideal p′ in OF′ over p. Then the restriction
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of (X ,D) ⊗OF
OF′ to the fiber over p′, that we denote by (Xp′ ,Dp′), is also lc. Indeed,

in general, as recalled in Section 2.1.1, if X is a normal scheme of dimension one over a
perfect field, then (X,D) is lc iff wi ≤ 1 for all coefficients wi of D. Since any finite field

is perfect this applies to (Xp,Dp). Hence, decomposing Dp =
∑

wiD
(i)
p where D

(i)
p is a

prime divisor on X we have wi ≤ 1. Next, since the residue field Fp is perfect, D
(i)
p ⊗Fp

Fp′

is a sum of distinct irreducible divisors D
(i)
p ⊗Fp

Fp′ =
∑

jD
(i,j)
p′ . As a consequence, the

coefficients of Dp′ are at most 1, showing that (Xp′ ,Dp′) is indeed lc. But this implies
that h(p′) = 0, where h(p′) is defined in formula 1.9, comparing (X ,D) ⊗OF

OF′ with
the optimal model appearing in Theorem 1.4. Indeed, since (Xp′ ,Dp′) is lc the vanishing
h(p′) = 0 follows from Prop 3.12. Finally, the vanishing of h(p′) for all prime ideals
p′ over p implies that h(p) = 0, which contradicts Theorem 1.4. Next, to show the
statement about wild ramification, first observe that, since 9.4 is a ramified cover we
have

g∗
(

KXp
+Dp

)

= KX ′
p
.

Assume, to get a contradiction, that g does not have wild ramification over p. This
implies, since (X ′

p, 0) is lc (and even klt) that (Xp,Dp) is lc, by a Hurwitz type formula
(see [71, Cor 2.43]). This is a contradiction. Likewise, if the irreducible components of
Dp were all distinct, then the coefficients of Dp would all be of the form 1 − 1/mi for
positive integers mi (since D is the Zariski closure of an orbifold divisor on the generic
fiber). Thus (Xp,Dp) would be klt, contradicting that it is not even lc. �

In general, when p is split, Xp is isomorphic to X ′
p/G, by [103, Prop 4.1]. The previous

corollary also applies to the classical case when B = M2(Q), where X is the compacti-
fication of the coarse moduli space of elliptic curves over Z. In this case all p are split.
The non-vanishing 1.10 thus implies that 9.4 has wild ramification over p = (2) and
p = (3). This also follows from classical results about elliptic curves. Indeed, for p = 2
and p = 3 there exist elliptic curves E over Z/(p) such that ♯(Aut (E)/{±1}) is 12 or 6,
respectively. These elliptic curves give rise to local ramification indices for the morphism
9.4 of order 12 and 6, respectively, which are thus divided by p.

10. Application to twisted Fermat curves

In this Section we will, in particular, prove Theorem 1.6. Given integers ai consider
the subscheme Xa of Pn+1

Z cut out by the homogeneous polynomial
∑n+1

i=0 aix
d
i . This

scheme will be denoted by X1 in the case ai = 1.

Proposition 10.1. The following formula holds when ±KXa is ample (i.e when ±(d−
(n+ 2)) > 0)

hcan (KXa) = hcan (KX1) + (
|n+ 2− d|
(n + 1)

± 1)d−1
∑

i

log(|ai|).

Proof. The case when −KX > 0 is the content of [3, formula 5.5] (applied to k =
n + 2 − d). The proof in the case when KX > 0 is essentially the same, but then k in
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[3, Lemma 5.3] is taken as d− (n + 2) (by adjunction) and the minus sign in ± results
from change in sign in front of log

∫

µφ (see [3, Lemma 5.4]). �

It follows that

hcan (Xa) ≤ hcan (X1) when −KXa > 0, hcan (X1) ≤ hcan (Xa), when KXa > 0

Equivalently, by Prop 3.3, this means that

inf
ψ

MX1(±KX1 , ψ) ≤ inf
ψ

MXa(±KXa , ψ).

Now we specialize to n = 1. Given a positive integer m consider the divisor D on P1

supported on {0, 1,∞} with coefficients (1− 1/m).

Lemma 10.2. Denote by X the Fermat hypersurface of a given degree m (> 2). Then,

ĥcan (KX ) = ĥcan (K(P1,D)) +
1

2
log

V (X)

V (P1,∆)

(

V (X)

V (P1,∆)
= m2

)

Proof. This is shown exactly as in the Fano case in [3, Prop 5.6], but now the last term

comes with a different sign (due to the sign difference in the definition of ĥcan (X )). �

10.1. Proof of Theorem 1.6. The first formula in Theorem 1.6 follows directly from
combining the previous proposition and lemma with Theorem 1.1. Next, fix m and a

and set Xa = X (m)
a . By [38], there exists a stable model X s for Xa ⊗Z OF over OF for

some number field F. Since the base change of a stable model is still a stable model [?,

Section 1.5], we may as well assume that F contains all a
1/m
i . Thus Xa⊗QF is isomorphic

to X1⊗QF over F, showing that X s is also a stable model for X1⊗ZOF. Hence, to prove
the inequalities in Theorem 1.6, it will - by the first formula in Theorem 1.6 (combined
with Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 3.4) - be enough to show that

(10.1) ĥcan (KX s) ≤ ĥcan (KX1).

But, by Cor 3.10, ĥcan (KX s) ≤ ĥcan (KX1⊗ZOF
). Since KX1⊗ZOF

is isomorphic to KX1 ⊗Z

OF (by the adjunction formula) and the normalized height is invariant under base change
this proves the inequality 10.1.

10.2. The Arakelov vs the Kähler-Einstein metric (proof of Cor 1.7). Let XQ

be a non-singular projective curve of degree m in P2
Q and denote by X its complex points.

Assume that KX is ample, i.e. m ≥ 4. Denote by gX the genus of X. The Arakelov
metric on KX may be defined as the metric which turns the adjunction formula into an
isometry [44].

The first inequality in Cor 1.7 follows directly from combining Theorem 1.6 with the
following bound (using that V = 1− 3/m):

Lemma 10.3. For any given model X of X over Z

ĥAr(X ) ≤ ĥcan (X )+
1

2
log π+

1

2

4 log((m− 1)(m− 2)− 2) + 1

(m− 1)(m − 2)/2− 1
+
1

2
log((m−1)(m−2)/2−1).
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This bound follows from results in [62, 63], as next explained. First recall that, by
2.6,

2ĥψAr
(X )− 2ĥcan (X ) =

E(ψAr, ψKE)

2V (KX)
,

where ψKE denotes the unique volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein metric on X. Com-
paring with the notation in [63, Section 2.1], µhyp := 4π(gX − 1)µψKE

, where µψKE

denotes the measure on X corresponding to ψKE. Denoting by ψhyp the Kähler-Einstein
metric on KX corresponding to µhyp, [63, Prop 4.5] thus yields the following bound:

E(ψAr, ψhyp )

2V (KX)
:=

∫

X
(ψAr − ψhyp)

(ddcψhyp + ddcψAr)

2V (KX)
≤ − cX − 1

gX − 1
− log 4,

where cX is the finite part of the logarithmic derivative of the Selberg zeta function at
s = 1, defined before [63, formula 2.8]. Since ψhyp := ψKE +log(4π(gX − 1)) this means
that

E(ψAr, ψKE)

2V (KX)
≤ −cX + 1

gX − 1
− log 4 + log(4π(gX − 1)).

Next, we recall that, by [62, Thm 3.3],

−cX ≤ 4 log(2gX − 2)

(since X has no cusps, nor elliptic points; compare [62, Section 2.1]). Hence,

(10.2) 2ĥψAr
(X )− 2ĥcan (X ) ≤ 4 log(2gX − 2) + 1

gX − 1
+ log(π(gX − 1))

and since 2gX = (m− 1)(m− 2) this proves Lemma 10.3.
Finally, to prove the second inequality in Cor 1.7 recall that it was shown in the

course of the proof of Theorem 1.2 that f(t, t, t) is decreasing in t. In the present case
t = 1 − 1/m where m ≥ 4. Moreover, since f(1 − 1/4, 1 − 1/4, 1 − 1/4) is expressed in
Table 1 (for the ramification indices (4, 4, 4)) this concludes the proof (the fact that ǫm
is decreasing can be shown by elementary methods).

10.3. Comparison with Parshin’s inequality in the geometric case. Let B be
a complex projective curve of genus gB and X a complex projective surface with a
morphism X → B such that the relative canonical line bundle KX/B is relatively ample.
Assume that X ,B and the generic fiber X of B are regular and denote by s the number
of singular fibers of X → B. By [88, 99], the following geometric analog of Parshin’s
proposed arithmetic inequality 1.2 holds:

(10.3) ĥ(KX/B) :=
KX/B · KX/B
2 deg(KX)

≤ max(0, gB − 1) +
1

2
s,

when X → B is (semi)-stable. This is a consequence of the Miyaoka–Yau inequality for
X . Moreover, by [97],

(10.4) ĥ(KX/B) ≤ max(0, gB − 1) +
3

2
s,

when X → B is merely relatively minimal.
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In the arithmetic case the role of gB is played by log |DF| and the role of s is played by
∑

pbad logN(p) (see the discussion in [99]). In particular, the case gB = 0 corresponds

to the case when F = Q. Coming back to case of the Zariski closure X (m) in P2
Z of the

Fermat curve X(m) over Q of degree m, recall that, by Cor 1.7,

ĥcan(KX (m)) < 0 + logm, ĥAr(KX (m)) < 0 + 2 logm.

As a consequence, the corresponding inequalities also hold when X (m) is replaced by a
stable model or a relatively minimal model (By Cor 3.10 and Prop 3.18). Now specialize
to the case when m is square-free. Then the role of logm is played by s in the geometric
case. Thus, the inequality for ĥcan(KX (m)

min

) is actually better than the inequality one

would obtain from the geometric inequality 10.4, would it translate to the arithmetic
setup (since 1 < 3/2).

In view of the previous discussion it seems natural to ask if, in general, the direct
analog of the geometric inequality 10.3 holds for the volume-normalized Kähler-Einstein
metric on KX? This would imply Parshin’s inequality 1.2 for the Arakelov metric on KX

with explicit constants (using the inequality 10.2). For example, when Q = F one would
get c1 = 1/2, c2 = 0 and c0 explitely bounded from above by log degKX . More generally,
consider a projective regular curve X over a number field F, endowed with a divisor ∆
such that K(X,∆ > 0 and fix a finite field extension F′ of F such that (X,∆)F⊗F′ admits
a relatively stable model (X ,D) over OF′ (as discussed before the statement of Lemma
3.13). Does the following inequality hold,

ĥ(K(X ,D)) ≤ max(0, log |DF| − 1) +
1

2

∑

pbad

logN(p)?

The case when F = F′ = Q, X = P1
Q and ∆ has three irreducible components follows

from the second inequality in Theorem 7.1 (there are no bad p in this case).
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