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Injectivity theorems for higher direct images
under proper Kihler morphisms on snc spaces

TSZ ON MARIO CHAN, YOUNG-JUN CHOI, AND SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA

ABSTRACT. Let X be a complex manifold, and let Y and D be two reduced simple-
normal-crossing (snc) divisors on X with no common irreducible components. Given a
proper locally Kéhler morphism 7: X — A from X to a complex analytic space A, we
prove Fujino’s conjecture on the injectivity theorem in the relative setting in a generalized
form. Specifically, we establish an injectivity result for the higher direct images under 7
for the lc pairs (X, D) as well as (Y, Dy ), where Dy := DNY. As an application, this
result immediately implies the injectivity theorem on holomorphically convex Kéhler
manifolds with reduced snc divisors. The main technique in the proof consists of the
theory of harmonic integrals together with residue formulae associated with adjoint ideal
sheaves, which are developed from our previous work for the absolute case (where A is
a point and X is compact). Additionally, we make use of the Takegoshi harmonic forms
to deal with the non-compactness of X.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper establishes injectivity theorems for higher direct images under proper locally
Kihler morphisms on simple-normal-crossing (snc) Kéhler spaces by further developing
the analytic techniques for handling log-canonical (Ic) strata, including the theory of
harmonic integrals, analytic adjoint ideal sheaves and the associated residue techniques,
introduced in [10]. The main results of this paper (Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 below) generalize
our previous work [10] on the injectivity theorems in the absolute setting (for cohomology
groups on compact spaces) to the relative setting (for higher direct image sheaves under
proper morphisms). In fact, we resolve a more general form of Fujino’s conjecture (see
[17, Problem 1.8]; also cf. [20, Conj. 2.21] for the absolute setting), which is stated only
for projective morphisms on complex manifolds.

We remark that, our proof delves into the complex analytic aspects of the problem,
which is in parallel with the mixed-Hodge-structure techniques used in Ambro’s and
Fujino’s injectivity theorems (see [1,2, 16,18, 19]). The overlapping of the two different
approaches demands for further study and comparison, which we are regretfully not able
to pursue in this paper.

Our main results are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Injectivity for higher direct images — the smooth case; Theorems 5.1.1
and 5.2.1). Let (X, D) be a log smooth and lc pair (i.e. a pair of a complex manifold X
and a reduced snc divisor D on X) and m: X — A be a proper locally Kdhler morphism
to a (not necessarily irreducible or reduced) analytic space A. Let F' (resp. M) be a line
bundle on X with a smooth Hermitian metric hg (resp. hyy) such that

10, (F) >0 and 0y, (M) < CiO©,.(F)  for some C > 0.
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Consider a section s € H°(X, M) whose zero locus s~'(0) contains no lc centers of the
pair (X, D). Then, the multiplication map induced by the tensor product with s between
the higher direct image sheaves

Rin(Kx®@D®F) 2 Ria (Kx @ DQ F @ M)
18 injective for every q > 0.

Theorem 1.2 (Injectivity for higher direct images — the snc case; Theorem 5.3.1). Under
the same notation and assumptions in Theorem 1.1, consider a reduced snc divisor Y in
X such that'Y and D has no common components and Y + D has only snc. Suppose
that the zero locus s71(0) of the section s € H°(X, M) contains no lc centers of the pair
(X, Y + D). Let Dy :== DNY, Fy := Fl|,, My = M|y, sy = s|y and 7y = 7.
Then, the multiplication map induced by the tensor product with sy between the higher
direct image sheaves

Rimty (Ky ® Dy ® Fy) 2% Riny (Ky ® Dy ® Fy @ My)

is injective for every ¢ > 0, where Ky == (Kx ® Y|y

The above results can also be seen as a generalization of results in [10] on compact
spaces to holomorphically convex spaces. Any holomorphically convex manifold X admits
a proper surjective map m: X — A to a Stein space. By the Leray spectral sequence and
Cartan’s Theorem B for Stein spaces, we have the isomorphism

HY(X,F)= H°(A, Rim,F)

for any coherent sheaf F. The functor H°(A,e) of global sections on A is left exact, so
we infer the following injectivity theorem on holomorphically convex manifolds, as well as
their snc divisors, from Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Corollary 1.3 (Injectivity on holomorphically convex Kéhler spaces). Let X be a holo-
morphically convex Kdhler manifold. Under the same notation and assumptions on Y,
D, F, M and s in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, the multiplication maps induced by the tensor
products with s and sy between the cohomology groups

HI(X,Kx®D®F) 5 H(X, Kx®@D®F®M) and
HY(Y, Ky ® Dy ® Fy) = H'(Y, Ky ® Dy ® Fy @ My)
are injective for every q > 0.

All these results can be extended to the case where hp and hy, are singular (with
restricted assumptions on the singularities; see Section 2.1), by handling the singularities
using the techniques established already in [8]. The statements will then incorporate the
multiplier ideal sheaves of the singular Hermitian metrics. These more general statements
are stated and proved in Section 5. Note that we have to use Theorem 1.1 with singular
Hermitian metrics to prove even Theorem 1.2 with smooth Hermitian metrics. See the
proof of Theorem 5.3.1 for details.

The definition of a locally Kéahler morphism on a complex manifold X, compatible with
the more general |33, Def. 6.1], is given as follows.

Definition 1.4 (locally Kédhler morphisms on smooth X; cf. [33, Def. 6.1]). A holomorphic
map 7: X — A from a complex manifold X to an analytic space A is said to be a locally
Kdhler morphism if every point in A admits an open neighborhood U whose inverse image
7~ 1(U) is a Kéhler manifold.
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We briefly describe the development of the injectivity theorems in the relative setting
prior to our study. For the absolute setting, see [10, Sec. 1] for a concise history. Con-
sider the special case of Theorem 1.1 formulated in the framework of algebraic geometry:
m: X — A being a projective morphism, F' a semi-ample line bundle, and M a positive
multiple of F'. Under the assumption D = 0, this special case corresponds to Kollar’s
injectivity theorem [23]. Ambro and Fujino generalize Kollar’s theorem to the case D # 0
using the theory of mixed Hodge structures. (See [30] for a recent advancement in this
direction and [32] for a slightly different approach.) On the other hand, building upon
Enoki’s work [13] which makes use of the theory of harmonic integrals in the absolute
setting, Takegoshi extends Kollar’s theorem (with D = 0) to the complex analytic setup,
where 7m: X — A is a locally Kdhler morphism and F is a semi-positive line bundle. Fu-
jino proposes a conjecture (in both the absolute [20, Conj. 2.21] and relative |17, Problem
1.8] settings) that generalizes Enoki’s and Takegoshi’s results in the analytic setup to the
case D # 0 which contains the results of Ambro and Fujino in the algebraic setup. In the
absolute setting, partial results on Fujino’s conjecture can be found in [3,21,22 25, 20|
for the kit case and [3,9, 28] for the plt case. Recently, solutions to Fujino’s conjecture
in the absolute setting are announced first by Cao—Paun [1], and shortly afterward by
us independently in [10]. The method used in [10] has the advantage of being applicable
to establish the injectivity theorem on (singular) compact Kéhler snc spaces. In this pa-
per, we further develop our method to resolve Fujino’s conjecture in the relative setting
completely.

Outline of the proof. Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.1 with a simple reduction
argument via adjoint ideal sheaves (Theorem 5.3.1; see Section 4.1 for a brief review of
the adjoint ideal sheaves). We present here an outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1 with
a comparison with the proof in [10] (i.e. the absolute setting, where X is compact). For
simplicity, we focus on the proof in the case where D is a prime divisor, which effectively
illustrates the essential difficulties that we encountered when studying the relative setting.
Once these difficulties are resolved, the case of general D can be handled with adjoint
ideal sheaves as in [10].

The claim in Theorem 1.1 is a local statement on A, so we can assume that A is a
relatively compact Stein domain and X = 7~1(A) is a relatively compact holomorphically
convex Kéahler domain by shrinking A. The Leray spectral sequence implies

HY(X,F)= H°(A, Rim,F)

for any coherent sheaf F. The key technical difficulty in the relative setting comes from
the non-compactness of X. The Dolbeault theory on X only guarantees that cohomology
classes with values in a vector bundle twisted by a multiplier ideal sheaf can in general
be represented by locally L? O-closed forms (see Section 2.2 or [29, Prop. 2.16]), while
we want to make use of harmonic forms which are globally L?. Readers will notice that
most of the modifications to the proof in [10] made here is to ensure certain differential
forms (namely, v and dw in this paper) being globally L?. The trick here is that, since
the question at hand is a local problem, once the locally L? differential form is fixed,
we can shrink A, and therefore X, so that the form becomes globally L?. Moreover,
since the Bochner-type formulae are needed to apply to harmonic forms while the Kéhler
metric cannot remain complete after the restriction to a relatively compact subset, we are
naturally led to consider the Takegoshi harmonic spaces (eq2.2.4) developed in [33] (see
Section 3.2), which fulfill our needs.
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The proof is divided into four steps. In Step 1, we consider the long exact sequence of
direct images of m induced by the standard exact sequence 0 - Kx — Kx®D — Kp — 0:

oo R (Kp®F) S Rin (Kx®F) 5 Rin,(Kx®D®RF) — Rinp (Kp@F) — -+

(where 7p := 7|,). Our goal is to prove that, for any germ f, € Rim (Kx ® D ® F),
at an arbitrary ¢t € A with s, =0 € Rin (Kx ® D ® F ® M),, we have 3, = 0. From
the injectivity theorem in [33] or the more general form in [29] (with multiplier ideal
sheaves) on the manifold D, the map ®s|,: Rimp.(Kp ® F) = Rimp,(Kp ® F @ M) is
injective (note that this result is included in Theorem 5.2.1). Then, by a diagram-chasing
argument via the above exact sequence together with the morphism ®s, we can find a germ
a; € Rim, (Kx ® F'), such that 8, = 7(a;). At this point, we fix a choice of a; and shrink
A sufficiently such that there is a section @ € H(A, Rim, (Kx @ F)) 2 HY(X,Kx ® F)
whose germ at t is oy and can be viewed as a Dolbeault class which is represented by some
globally L? O-closed form. The problem is thus reduced from handling sections of higher
direct image sheaves to handling cohomology classes. We can also consider the harmonic
representative of o (by taking the harmonic projection of a globally L? representative)
even though it does not exist for a general Dolbeault class in H9(X, Ky ® F'). It remains
to prove that o € ker7 (for technical reasons, only) on some smaller subset X, € X,
which is some neighborhood of 71(#).

In Step 2, following [10, Step 1 of proof of Thm. 1.2|, we seek for an “optimal” repre-
sentative of § = 7(«) by applying the theory of harmonic integrals to obtain a harmonic
representative u of o and taking an orthogonal projection to get rid of the component in
ker 7, resulting in a harmonic form u' “representing” 3 (as 8 = 7(u*) by a slight abuse
of notation). The goal is then to show that ut = 0. Recall that § is the connecting
morphism from the long exact sequence above. For the absolute setting in [10], it is the
fact ut being orthogonal to im 6 (= ker 7) that is actually being used to prove that u* = 0
(more precisely, %(uL) = 0; see below). However, in the relative setting, even the images
of the (classes of) harmonic forms under § are not guaranteed to have harmonic repre-
sentatives (as the representatives are only locally L?). This causes some troubles even to
define u* properly, not to say to claim the vanishing of u* (or R (u")) using orthogonality
argument in the harmonic (Hilbert) space.

For this reason, we consider the sublevel sets X, := {® < ¢} of an appropriately chosen
exhaustion psh function ® > 0 on X, for ¢ € (0,00) (and arrange such that X = X ).
Then, for any given ¢ > 0, there is a subspace I', of harmonic forms on D, := DN X, which
are extendable to harmonic forms on some larger spaces D for some ¢ > ¢ (see (eq5.1.2)
or (eq4.2.3)), such that 6T, contains only (classes of) globally L? forms on X. (for a
harmonic form w on D with ¢ > ¢, the class dw is represented by locally L? forms on X,
but their restrictions to X, (€ X.) are globally L* on X,.). As mentioned before, in order
to use the Bochner-type identities, all the harmonic forms that we are dealing with here
should come from the Takegoshi harmonic spaces H™*(Xo; F; @), = H*(Xo; Kx®F; @),
(eq2.2.4) (note that the ordinary and the Takegoshi harmonic forms coincide on X = X,
by Theorem 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2; see Proposition 3.2.3 for a proof that a Bochner-
type formula is valid for Takegoshi harmonic forms on X, for every ¢ > 0). Let d4I. be
the image of the harmonic projection of the space (—1)?7 16T (see Theorem 4.2.2 for the
reason of the factor (—1)97'). We then replace im § by dx[. in the definition of u', that
is, we consider the orthogonal decomposition

uly, = ub 4 g€ (0ule)” @ ol = H™ (X F ®)pye s
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where ((SfHFC)L is the orthogonal complement of dxI', and 0y, is the closure in the
Takegoshi harmonic space H™(X,; F'; ®) hpe Slnce oul'. C ker 7 on X,, it suffices to show
that ut = 0 (thus 3 = 7(a) = 7(u) = 7(u) = 0) for the rest of the proof.

Step 3 consists of the same computation in |10, Step 2 of proof of Thm. 1.2] or [10, Step
IT of proof of Thm. 3.4.1]. Using the assumption 0 = s3 = s7(u') and an explicit formula
between the Cech and Dolbeault representatives (see Section 2.3), the squared norm of

sut on X, is rewritten as an inner product on D, via a residue formula (Proposition

4.1.2), namely,
. = (o5 (), -

(Indeed, to be precise, the right-hand side should be a limit of inner products. See Step 3
of the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 for details.) The form %(UL) is computed from the Poincaré
residue on D, of a form derived from u® (see (eq4.2.1)). The proof is complete if we show
that R(ut) = 0 (thus ut = 0).

We name %(uL) as the harmonic residue of u', which has appeared already in [10]
(denoted by “w” there) and is shown to be harmonic on D, in [10, Sec. 2.4] (in particular,
it is globally L? on D.) under the curvature assumption on hp. It is also a Takegoshi
harmonic form in H?Y(D,; Kp ® F; ®) np by Theorem 4.2.1. We are giving this harmonic
residue R a slightly more systematic treatment in Section 4.2, as it turns out to have a
crucial role in Step 4. Indeed, R is an adjoint of d3 (with domain I'.) by Theorem 4.2.2.

Therefore, for all w € I',,
(w, 2 (), = (onw,ut), =0,

c

The right-hand side vanishes for u € (63 I.)". We will obtain 9t(u') = 0 if we can show
that R(u’) € T (closure of T in H4™(Dg; - - -) hp)- This last claim is proved by using
the properties of fR.

This paper is organized as follows:

s
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2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In the following subsections, we fix the notation and lay down the basic assumptions
that we use throughout the paper. We also state the known results needed for the proofs.

2.1. Notation, conventions and assumptions. Let 7: X — A be a proper locally
Kéhler morphism to an analytic space A. The desired conclusions in the main results
are local on A. Thus, by shrinking A from the initial space and replacing X with X :=
71(A), we assume that

e A is a Stein space,
e X is a holomorphically convex Kéahler manifold, and
e A and X are relatively compact domains in the initial spaces.

For convenience, we write the boundaries of A and X := 7~1(A) in the initial spaces as A
and 0X := 7 1(0A). The following definitions and conventions will be used consistently
throughout this paper.

e 1 is the dimension of X.

e w is complete Kahler metric on X.

e & is a smooth, lower-bounded (hence assuming ® > 0), exhaustion psh function
on X such that

sup® =00 and supld®|, < co.
X X

The above-mentioned ® and w are constructed as follows: Take a smooth exhaus-
tion strictly psh function &, > 0 on the Stein space A. Replace it with ﬁ
for C' := sup, Pa if C < 00, so that we can assume that supy A = oo. Then
¢ := 7*d, satisfies the desired properties except possibly for supy|d®|,6 < oo.
This last property is fulfilled by replacing w with the new complete Kéher metric
w + 0092,

o X, :={® < c}and X, := X. Note that X, € Xy € X forany 0 < ¢ < ¢ < 0,
and each X, is holomorphically convex.

e hp = e ¥F and h); = e *M are singular Hermitian metrics on F' and M respec-
tively, where pr and ¢, denote their quasi-plurisubharmonic (quasi-psh) poten-
tials (of their respective curvature currents). Assume that ¢r and @), have at
worst neat analytic singularities such that the (reduced) varieties Pp := ¢5'(—00)
and Py := cpJT/[l(—oo) are snc divisors, and so is Pp + Pyy.

e s is a holomorphic section of M on X such that supy|s|, < +oc.

o D=3 1, Diis a (reduced) snc divisor on X such that D and Pr + P); have no
common irreducible component and D + Pr + P, is an snc divisor. Note that the
index set [, is finite.

e s; is a canonical section of the irreducible component D;.
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® sp = HieID s; is the canonical section of D.
e 0€{0,1,2,--- ,n}.
e Let 1c5 (D) be the union of o-lc centers of (X, D) indexed by 1§, i.e.

k(D) = ] p7,

pel

where, under the assumption (X, D) being log-smooth and lc, each o-lc center Dy
is a o-codimensional irreducible component of an intersection of some irreducible
components D; of D. Set 1c% (D) := X and let I? be a singleton for convenience.
Note that I}, = I, and Pr U Py does not contain any lc centers of (X, D).

e Diff) D is the effective divisor on D7 defined by the adjunction formula

KDg ® DIH;D == (KX ® D)|Dg
® S = H s;. Note that the restriction s(p)|Dg is a canonical section of Diff; D.
i€l},: D; D
o ¢p := log|sp|* and Py = log|s(p)‘2 are the (psh) potentials on D and Diff; D
induced from their respective canonical sections.

o J(p) = Ix(p) is the multiplier ideal sheaf of the potential ¢ on X given at each
xr € X by

j(@)x = {f € ﬁX,x

Jopenset V., >z, [ |flPe ™ dvoly, < —i—oo} ,
Ve
where dvoly, denotes the Lebesgue measure on the local open set V, € X. Mul-
tiplier ideal sheaves .Z5() on any submanifolds S C X are defined similarly, but
the subscripts will not be omitted.

e U := {V;},cs is a finite open cover of X by Stein admissible open sets induced from
a locally finite cover of the initial ambient space (see the below for the definition
of admissible open sets).

e {p'}icr is a partition of unity subordinate to U = {V;},cs such that supp(np’) € V;
for any cut-off function n on X with suppn € X (for example, the functions 7,
given in (eq3.1.1)).

e L is a complete Kéhler metric on X° := X \ (Pp U Py) defined by

1 >

— 2w

logwprUPM ‘

o W > w holds on X° (after choosing the constant ¢ > e suitably),

o w admits a bounded potential locally on X (not only X°).
Here ¢p,up,, < —1 is a global potential function defined by a canonical section of
the divisor PrU Pyr. Note that —————— is locally bounded on X (not only X°)

log| € pupy, |
and |dlog(elog|lip,up,|)|; < +00 (see, for example, [3, §2.2, item (4)]). Notice
that w is a complete metric on X° but not on X°\ D (and the same happens for
its restriction to each lo)g :=D7 N X°).
Recall from [10, §2.1] that an open set V' C X is said to be admissible with respect to D
if V' is biholomorphic to a polydisc centered at the origin under a holomorphic coordinate
system (21, 22, - , z,) such that

O = 2w + 400 so that

0
D ={z"zy, =0}, 10g7‘?<0, amdr’j—a Yp>0onV ,
j
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where ;1= [2;| and ¥ply, = (¢p — ¥B)|, = D72 loglz;|? — ©3|,. (The assumption is
made so that the residue computation in |10, Prop 2.3.2| is valid on any admissible open
set.) An index p € I such that DJ NV # () is identified with a permutation representing
a choice of o elements from the set {1,2,...,01}. Under this identification, we have

DF NV = {20) = 2@ = =20 =0} and 8|, = Zpior1) 2o

(cf. the definition of the set €2V in [0, §3.1]).

2.2. L} . Dolbeault cohomology and L? harmonic spaces. Let (L, @) denote either
(F,pp) or (F® M, pr+@p) for the remainder of Section 2. We first consider the Fréchet
space of L-valued (n, q)-forms that are locally L? on X (not only on X°) with respect to
v, and w:

Lt (X L) o= Ly (X5 L)

(2) loc oL,

The O-operator determines the densely defined closed operator @ with domain
(Dom )1 = (Dom @)l = {g € L (X:L),, 5| 3¢ e Ll (X; L), a} .

Let (ker 8) 1 and (1m 8)

Joc e denote the kernel and image of 9, respectively, where the
superscript and subscript indicate that these are subspaces of L"qIOC(X L). Since w

admits a bounded potential locally on X (not only X°), we obtain the L2 _ Dolbeault

isomorphism on X:

loc

n,q
(ker(’?)loc ol (X L)

(o) e e

I

(eq2.2.1) HY(X,Kx ® L® H(pr))

where the left-hand side is treated as the Cech cohomology group. Since X is holomor-
phically convex, the left hand side is Hausdorff (for example, see [31, Lemma II.1]). This
implies that (1m 8) is closed in Ly, (X;L). (See [29, §2.6] for details of the above
isomorphism.)

We now consider the Hilbert space of L-valued (n, q)-forms that are globally L? on X
with respect to ¢, and w:

Lz (X5 L) == Ly (X5 L), 5 ' with the L? norm |||l yo := |||l o

Then, by [12, Ch. VIII, §1], we have the following orthogonal decomposition:
(eq2.2.2) Lyl(X;L) = LEHXG L), 5 =HE 5@ (im0) ) @ (imd) 5

(2) (2 PrL.w PLw

where &~ denotes the Hilbert space adjoint (¢ denotes the formal adjoint in this paper),

n,q

the spaces (1m 8) and (im 5*)112,3; are the images of 0 and d in L( 5) (X; L) respectively,

loc

7(PL7$ '

and the space 7-[""1 is the space of L? harmonic (n, ¢)-forms defined by
HT - = H"q(X;L) -~ =HUX;Kx®L)

©r,,w LW oW
= {ue Ly (X5L),, 5 Ou=0,9u=0 on XO} :

IThe notation “L?Q’SI(X;L)% 5 is not consistent with the one in [8]. In [8], this space is denoted

by “L? ;Z(XO L)m@”’ which emphasizes that ¢ and w are smooth on X° and the forms in this space

can be approximated by smooth forms with compact support in X°. Although these conditions remain
unchanged in the current context, the forms in “L?Q;IIOC(X ;L) or 5 have locally L? coefficients not only
on X° but also on X. To maintain consistency with other notations in this paper, we use the notation

uL?(’LQSJ (X L) & 9
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Since (im d),,, is closed in Li510(X; L), we have

loc loc

(1m5)?2§1 C (img)n’q = (img)n’q .
Thus, by (eq2.2.1), we obtain the monomorphism
(eq2.2.3) HM D HIX, Ky @ L® 9(pr)) .

LW

The injectivity follows from the Takegoshi property (see Proposition 3.2.4), which is con-
sistent with [33, Thm. 4.3 (iv)].
Following [33], we consider the Takegoshi harmonic space for every ¢ € (0, o0]:

HY(c) :=H (X, L; D)

PL,w

(eq2.2.4) B {

pL,w

u € Liz{(Xe L)

PL,w

ou=0,du=0, ol o
5 on X_ »,
(0P u=0

where X° := X.N X° and ¥ is the formal adjoint of & with respect to the L? norm
[l xo = [I[lxo ,, 5 Since w is a complete metric on X°, the formal adjoint ¥ coincides

with the Hilbert space adjoint a. Furthermore, the Takegoshi property (8@)“7_1 u=0is
automatically satisfied (see Proposition 3.2.3). Thus, we have
Mt = HOI(XG L), 5 = M5 (00) = HO9(X; L; @)

PL,w or,w YrL,w oL,

On the other hand, since w is not complete on X, when ¢ < oo, the formal adjoint need not
coincide with the Hilbert space adjoint a priori. Nevertheless, thanks to the Takegoshi
property (0®)'su = 0, the forms in H™(X,; L; D) o, are genuine harmonic forms in
Lisl(Xe; L) see Theorem 3.2.1).

©) er (
In the same way as in (eq2.2.3), we obtain the monomorphism

(0q2.2.5) HE () L HUX., Kx © Lo Hpr)) .

oL,

Furthermore, the restriction from X. to X. also induces the commutative diagram

W9 ()L HY(Xu, Kx ® L& (1))

oL@
(eq2.2.6) Jg,j 5 l
HZL(]UJ(C)% HY(X, Kx ®L® L))

for any 0 < ¢ < ¢ < o0.

2.3. A Cech—Dolbeault map with respect to a partition of unity. Recall that we
have the finite Stein cover U = {V;},_; and the partition of unity {p’},_; given in Section

2.1. Consider a d-closed form

u € (kerg)g;] C L (X5 L)

From the isomorphism H9(U, Kx ® L ® H(pr)) = HI(X,Kx ® L ® H(pr)) given by
Leray’s theorem, together with the L2 Dolbeault isomorphism (eq2.2.1), we can solve
0O-equations derived from u with L? estimates successively on various intersections of the
Stein open sets in YN X° := {V; N X°},_; to obtain a Cech cocycle

PL,w "

iel

ig€l S Zq(mv Kx®L® j(SDL))

,,,,,
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(see [27, Prop. 5.5] or [, Lemma 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2| for the details of the con-
struction). Such cocycle represents the cohomology class which corresponds to the L2
Dolbeault class of u in HY(X, Kx ® L ® (pr)).

From the above construction, we have, under the Einstein summation convention,

u=0vgy+ 0p' s A+ APy, (Vigel)
_ 51}(2) + gpiq—l A A 5pio . piq Qig-wig
= 50(2) + (=1)7 pia A -+ A Dpit - pio Qg

=: <5P)quo

(eq2.3.1)

where v(9) is an L-valued (n, ¢ — 1)-form that is a priori locally L? on X°. Since the cover
%7 is finite and u is globally L? on X°, both forms

v(2) and (—l)q(gp)iqmioozio...iq can be chosen to be globally L? on X°.
Also note that these conclusions still hold true when X is replaced by X, D7 or D7 .
3. HARMONIC FORMS WITH THE TAKEGOSHI PROPERTY

In order to apply the Bochner-type identities to harmonic forms on X¢ (¢ < 0o) with-
out the completeness of the Kéhler metric, we put on an extra condition on the harmonic

forms following Takegoshi [33]. We provide a self-contained treatment to the use of such
“Takegoshi harmonic forms”, with some minor generalizations compared to [33] (see Re-
mark 3.2.2).

3.1. Various cut-off functions. We introduce several cut-off functions to handle the
boundaries 0X and 0.X,., and the singular loci PrU Py, and D in the computations of the
relevant integrals. Take a non-increasing smooth function p: [0, +00) — [0, 1] such that
p‘[o,%} =1, plj1400) =0, and || S 1 on its domain (where p’ denotes the derivative). For

v € N and ¢ > 0, we define 7,, 1., X», and 6. as follows:

o ) m
Ny 1= P( > o Mew = {p fe—9)) O for c € (0,00) ,

14

(eq3.1.1) 0 on X\ X
1 log|/¢ 1
Yo 1= p( Og(e Og‘ wPFUPNI’)) and 6. :=1— P( s) .
v 5]
By the properties of ®, w, and @ given in Section 2.1, we can easily verify that
suppn, N0X =) n, /1 onX
supp 1, N 90X, = 0 1 New /1 on X, v 400
suppx, N(PrUPy) =0 " x, A1 onXx® T eN0
suppf. N D =10 0. 1 onX\D
and 1 1 6. d
dn s <ldnl, S5 vl S - and dh—e 20D
v v WD|
where 0. := —p' o W > 0 and the constants involved in < are independent of v. Note

that |dn.,| is not uniformly bounded on X..
As an example of their applications, we can make the Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano for-
mula (see [28, Prop. 2.5] or |8, Lemma 2.4.2|) applicable to (a dense set of) forms in

L?z’SI(X ;L),, 5 via Friedrichs’ lemma. Indeed, following the standard proof (for example,
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see [12, Ch.VIII, Thm. (3.2)]), we can use the cut-off functions 7,x, to construct a se-
quence of compactly supported approximations of a given L? form before applying the
smoothing kernels.

With the valid Bochner—Kodaira—Nakano formula on the non-compact X, the same
proof as in [13], [28], or [3] guarantees the following result.

Proposition 3.1.1 ([10, Prop. 2.2.2]). Suppose that 00¢r > 0 and u € H™(X; F)
Then, we have

PR,w"

VOVu=0 and (i0dpr) (u,u)y =0 on X°

Furthermore, if oy satisfies 4000y < Cid0pr for some constant C > 0, then we also
have su € H™(X; F ® M)

PF+PoL©”
By using 7,0, in place of 0. in the proof of [10, Lemma 2.2.1] and with a little care of
the order of taking the limits ¢ — 0" and v — 400, we also obtain the following.

Lemma 3.1.2 ([10, Lemma 2.2.1]). If u € H™(X; L) then spu € H™(X;D ®
L)

3.2. Takegoshi property for harmonic forms. In this section, we introduce the Takegoshi

property and present several of its applications. We begin with a slight generalization of
[33, Thm. 3.4 (ii) and 4.3 (ii)].

Theorem 3.2.1 (cf. [33, Thm. 3.4 (ii) and 4.3 (ii)]). Let ¥ be a smooth function on X
such that

i00(Cpp +W¥) >0 and ¥ >—C on X for some constant C > 0 .

PL,w’
¢p+pr,@°

_ 2
Suppose that i00pp > 0 holds and u € H? - satisfies that ‘(8@)“& u” < 0o. Then,

XO:SDFVa

the form u is a harmonic form in ”H¢ Lv g and satisfies that
(OUfu=0 and (%'85\11)% u=0 onX°*

Remark 3.2.2. The equations in Theorem 3.2.1 are referred to as the Takegoshi property in
this paper. Note that the Takegoshi property holds for all u € 7—[” 9 with ¥ := ®, where
® is the psh exhaustion function on X given in Section 2.1. Furthermore Theorem 3.2.1
relaxes the conditions on ¥ compared to [33, Thm. 3.4 (ii) and 4.3 (ii)|]. In our case, the
function W is neither necessarily psh nor bounded on X°. Although such a generalization
is not strictly required for the results of this paper, it is of interest to investigate to
what extent the statement can be generalized to any smooth function ¥ such that the
harmonicity of an F-valued form depends only on the class ¢;(F').

3 Given an (n, g)-form u and a function ¢, we define (830)&4 u, (é@gcp)wﬂr and (é@gcp) (u,u) as raising
the (holomorphic) indices of the coefficients (of d¢ or 409¢) via & and then contracting with the anti-
holomorphic indices of coefficients of u (and we have (é(’?@p)w(u, u)y = <(485¢)WJ U u> ). The operator
(6@)“7_1 - happens to be the adjoint of dp A - with respect to the inner product (-,-), and is sometimes
denoted by (9¢)" or e(d¢)" (in [33]) and can be_computed by + * 0% A *- (where x is the Hodge-x
operator with respect to @). The function (%'85@)w (u,u); can also be denoted by ([i00p, Azlu, u>5 =
(100pAzu, u) (for (n,q)-forms) (in [12]). See [3, Remark 2.4.3] for more details. For most of the
computations in this paper, the forms of (1,0)- and (0,1)-types in a differential form w are handled
separately (e.g. u is mostly treated as a “ K x-valued (0, ¢)-form” rather than an “(n, ¢)-form”). Our choice
of notation is intended to make the computations more intuitive and avoid the unnecessary interaction
between the two types of forms.

4See footnote 3.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that C' = 1. Let ¥ and Jy be the formal adjoints
of 0 with respect to ¢r and pp+ W, respectively. By definition, we have Jy = 0+ (OW),-.
From u € H? - (i.e. du = 0 and Ju = 0) and the assumption 99pr > 0, Proposition

3.1.1 guarantees that
VOy =0 and (%BEQOF)G(U,U)& =0 onX°.

Given the assumptions on W and 0W¥, we also have

2

—pr—¥
e S /
w o

In particular, we have |[ul|, g5 < oo and [[Jyull
Recall from [10, Lemma 2.4.2] that the formula

_ ~ 2
lulz e™?F "% < 00 and / (OV) 5w (VY su| e ?F < oo .

XO

optm < 00

(eq3.2.1) A((OUFu) = (1000) s u — (90F5 (Bu) + (0¥ - VVu
holds on X°. Using the cut-off functions given in (eq3.1.1), we apply ( -, n.x,u), = to

PYFw
both sides, integrate by parts on the left-hand side, and then take the limit v — og We
then obtain

0= <<(8\If)°~ﬁ u, 19u>> = / (%(95‘11)w(u, u)y,, -

PF,w

Using the sequence {7,X,},cy, We can verify that the Bochner-Kodaira formula with
respect to pr + ¥ and w is also valid for u. Thus, we have

ng”iw\p,a + H79‘11U||1F+\11@ = HV(O’I)UHZFJF\I;@ + /X0 (%.85@017 + \If))a(%U)@F,w e’

< [ 6Ber + 0 ), 5= [ 6009 (), 5 =0.

o

Therefore, we conclude that Jgu = 0 and hence (B u =0 on X° (cf. [33, Thm. 4.3]).
This further implies that (%'85\11)% u =0 on X° by (eq3.2.1). We can see that u lies in

the domain of the Hilbert space adjoint of 0 with respect to (-, -) 5 by the standard

pr+Y,
argument using {7, x, }, <y together with Friedrichs’ lemma (for example, see [12, Ch. VIII,
Lemma (3.3)]). Consequently, we obtain u € H ¥, 5 as desired. O

Theorem 3.2.1 assures that

Hols=H"(X;F),, 5 =H"(Xeo; ;D) 5 = Hl 5(00) .

PF,w PF,w

Although w is not complete on X2, the Takegoshi property works as an effective substitute
for the completeness of w in our context (indeed, the property works like the boundary

condition for elements in (Dom 5*)?2;1 «. (see below), but without requiring the smoothness

of the boundary 0X.). Specifically, it implies the following result.
Proposition 3.2.3 (cf. [33, Thm. 4.3 (i)]). Suppose thatu € H? ~(c) = H™U(X,; F'; @)

oy
Then, the form u is a genuine harmonic form in Lq(g’;](Xc; F)w@ for every ¢ > 0, that is,

= (Domg*)g;& . and Ou=0 and Yu=0,

where (Dom 5*)?2;1)( is the domain of the Hilbert space adjoint & of 9 LFZ’?_l(XC; F)ps =
Lis{(Xe; F)

PR,
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Moreover, the form w satisfies the full Takegoshi property with ® and the conclusions
of Proposition 3.1.1 and Lemma 3.1.2. In particular, we have

vy =0, (%0590F)w(u, u); =0, and (@85@)‘7’@, u);=0 onX;=X.NX°".

Proof. The Takegoshi property (in the definition of H ¥ ~(c)) assures that (81767,,)54 u=20

n?q

on X? by the definition of 7., in (eq3.1.1). Then, for any £ € (Dom 5) (2).x.0 We have
(0. 06) oy € (e 06D,

= — <<((977€7V)&J u, §>>Xco,<pp,& + <<770,V19u7 €>>Xg,apF,o~J

V——+00

(Vu,E) o, 5 (a bounded functional in &) .

This implies that u € (Dom 5*)?2? X

Consider the corresponding statement to Lemma 3.1.2: If u € H™9(X,; F; (I))W,wv then
spu € H"(X.,;; D ® F; <I>)¢D+¢F@. This statement can be proved by the approach in
[10, Lemma 2.2.1|, with the additional use of the cut-off function 7., explained as above.
The proof is left to the reader.

The rest of the claims follow since the Bochner—Kodaira—Nakano formula on X, with
respect to o + ® and w is valid for harmonic forms in Hgg@(c). The proof presented
here is essentially the same as the proof in [33, Thm. 4.3 (i)]. For any u € H? ;(c), set
UG,y = New XU (see (eq3.1.1) for the cut-off function x,/) and ¥g := 9 + (89, -. Since
U(y,y 18 smooth and compactly supported in X? and that e~® < 1, the Bochner-Kodaira—
Nakano formula is valid for u,,,, which yields

/ (D,
X3

2
SOF“F(I),UTI + \/_X'O }ﬂtbu(yvyl) |€0F+‘1>10~J

2 .A7R @
= /XO |V(0,1)u(y7l,/) |<pF+<I>,L~u + /XO (%88(<pp + (I))) (U(V’l,/), U(V’”,))¢F+<I>@

c

(see, for example, [, Lemma 2.4.2]). The fact u € H7? (c) implies that Oug,y =
O(Mew X)) Au and Yo,y = —(8(7767l,x,,/))°~ﬁu (note that (9®)” u = 0 is used here). Also,
we have the identities

V(O’I)U(V,y/) - T]C,IIXV’V(OJ)U’ + 5(77071/)(1/) Qu

and

2
‘ on X/

‘g(nc,uxu’) ® U‘; = }5@6,1/)(1/’) A u|; + ’(amc,uXV’))aJ u 5

(see [, footnote 9 on p.33 (arXiv version)| or [15, 1.5.3]). The formula is then reduced to

2 A @
0= . |776,VXV’V(0’1)U‘¢F+¢@ + /); (%8(9(9017 + (I))) (U(V,l,/), u(l,,yr))WFJrq)@

o
c

+ 2 Re/ <7707VXV’V(0’1)U’ 5(770,I/X1//) ® u>4PF+<I>7¢TJ .
X2
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Note that g(nw)(y/) = X0 O + 7707,,5XV/ and Oy,» — 0 uniformly. By taking the limit as
V' — 00, the above formula yields

2 o 5
0= /XO ‘UC,VV(Ovl)u‘SDF+¢)7& + /XO (%88((,01:’ + (I))) (7707,/&7 nc’yu)@p—i-‘l)@

(T) + 2Re Yo <nc7yv(0’1)u75776,l/ ® u><pF+<I>,LTJ ’
— ~.V(0’1)u u
- <nc"’ (OmewJ-Ve T, ><PF+<I>,E;
From the definition of 7., in (eq3.1.1), we have 577@1/ = y(gﬁ;)ﬁ@, where

1
o= ——= ] <0 X, .
e ”(wc—@))— o

The formula in [10, Lemma 2.4.2] yields

5((3@)‘3_1 u) = (485@)5_1 U — (8(1))"~J_J (Eu) + (aq))& . Vﬁo’l)u _
Since @ is psh, it follows that the term 2 Re on - in (1) is

Mo fonm @
—2 /)'(g nc’ym(i‘aa@) (U, U)¢F+¢’a} 2 0 .

Thus, we can see that each of the integrals in (1) is 0 (even without taking v — +00)
by noting the fact that ypr is psh. Considering the integrals involving VD and
i00(pp + ®) and taking the limit v — +oo yield VOYu = 0, (100¢r) (u,u); = 0
and (4009)" (u,u); = 0 on X¢.

The proof that su € H™I(X,;F @ M, @)@FﬂDM@ can then be proceeded as in [,

Cor. 3.2.6] (with D = 0) together with the argument using the cut-off function 7., as
above. The proof is left to the readers. O

The Takegoshi property assures that the homomorphism 7 in (eq2.2.3), as well as j°
in (eq2.2.5), is injective. Recall that X, = X, and write > := y and 1., = 7, for
convenience.

Proposition 3.2.4. Suppose that §00pr > 0 on X. Then, the homomorphisms
P HY X Fy @), 5 — HY (X, Kx @ F @ Hpr))  for c € (0, 0]
defined as in (eq2.2.3) and (eq2.2.5) are all injective.

Proof. The case where ¢ < oo is proved in [33, Thm. 4.3 (iv)|]. The proof below is valid
for all ¢ > 0, including the case ¢ = oco.

Let u € H " 5(c) be a harmonic form such that j°(u) = 0, that is, u = 0¢ for some
£ € Lig)1oo(Xes F),, 5 by the Li,, Dolbeault isomorphism (eq2.2.1) on X.. While ¢

) loc 3 loc

may not be globally L? on X¢, the form 7,,¢ is globally L?. The Takegoshi property
(0P)su = 0 assures that (9., )"3u = 0 on X2 by the definitions of 7, = 7, and 7.,

(see (eq3.1.1)). The orthogonality between H > ;(c) and im O(2) then yields
0= <<u75(776,1/§)>> ~ = <<u7 5770,1/ NE+ 7]6,1/55»

Yr,w Yr ,LAJ

= <<(877c,u)a—‘ u, €>><PF@ + «u’ ncv’/u»s@F@
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v——+4o0 2
lully, s -

Therefore, we have u = 0 and j° is injective. U

The vanishing of V(Y in Proposition 3.1.1 or 3.2.3 helps to control the singularities
of u along X \ X° = PpU Py. Recall the function ¥p, p,, given in Section 2.1. Also, on
any admissible open set V' C X, write (PpUPy )NV = {w; ---w, = 0}, where wy, ..., w,
are part of the holomorphic coordinates on V.

Proposition 3.2.5 (cf. [¢, Thm. 2.5.1 and Prop. 3.3.1 and 3.3.2]). Suppose that i00pr > 0
and u € H™(X,; F, (D)w@ for some given ¢ € (0,00|. Then, the form *u is holomorphic
on X., where x is the Hodge x-operator with respect to w. In particular, on any admissible

open set V € X,., we have

1 1

coef. of u and (OVpYausp € €L | [Wppury | (10glbp,upy, )" o T onV .
"

Moreover, the restriction map jg’ for & > cin (eq2.2.6) is injective.

Proof. A refined statement of the hard Lefschetz theorem [28, Thm. 3.3] (see also [8,
Thm. 2.5.1]) guarantees, in the case where X is compact, the holomorphicity of *u (more
precisely, xusp). The proof of that statement was complicated by the fact that one started
by considering Ky ® D ® F-valued harmonic forms with respect to ¢p + ¢pr and w. In
the current situation (where w is only Kx ® F-valued), a simple proof, which works also
on the non-compact X,, can be given as follows. Note that V(®Yy = 0 on X¢ according
to Proposition 3.1.1 or 3.2.3. From [%, Remark 2.4.3], we have

2

PF,wW

2

or@

2

PF,w

0= VO, = B ull’, , =3+ u]

2
PR,
which is a consequence of @ > w. This inequality implies that *u is locally L? everywhere

in X. (not only X?) with respect to the unweighted L? norm. Consequently, by [I1,
Lemma 6.9], *u is holomorphic on the entire X..
The smoothness of *u on X, together with the pointwise identity

It follows that *u is holomorphic on X?. Furthermore, we have H*uHiFW < |u|

9 C"J/\n

w o opl 7

u AFG = |ul2 = |*ul

shows that the singularities of u along X, \ X? are no worse than those of @"", and thus
of the form given in the claim (indeed |¢p,up,,| and log|lyp,up,,| are not needed in the
generators of the algebra in this case), as explained in [, Prop. 3.3.1]. The singularities
of (yp)fausp along X, \ X2 are also of the form given in the claim (where [¢p.p,,| and
log|lip.up,, | are needed in the generators of the algebra in this case) as explained in the
proof of |3, Prop. 3.3.2].

To see that j¢ is injective, suppose u € H 1 5(c) and j¢ (u) = u|y, = 0. However, *u is
holomorphic on X and X. is open in X, so *u|y = 0 implies that u = (—1)""9*xu =0
on X by the identity theorem, as desired. O

The Takegoshi property with ® also enables us to apply the twisted Bochner-Kodaira
formula (see, for example, [5, Lemma 2.4.2]) to harmonic forms in H )7 ;(c) for all ¢ €
(0, oco], which results in the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.2.6 (cf. [3, Prop. 3.2.3, 3.2.8 and 3.3.2|). Suppose that i00pr > 0 and
ue HY(Xe; F; @), ~. Then, we have

PF,

[CXy
I \1+e“"F’“eL}Oc<XC> (not only on X2!)  for anye > 0.
D

Furthermore, given the cut-off functions n., for v € N in (eq3.1.1), we have

2

2

- ’(alpD)% Newtl|
0005™)” ~= lim 1 -
/XS (¢0003") (1), yiglooai)%ke/)(g [¢p| '
_ 2
—=y / Roy (@00 Fu)|
ber}, De.o .

where D = >, 11 D} with each Dy being an irreducible diisor, Ry is the Poincaré residue
D

map from X to D}, and ]o)l’b =D} N X?. In particular, Ro; ((8¢D)°~J_| u> is globally L? with

c

respect to @p|y and O|y on D} ,.
b b ’

Proof. The assumptions on ¢r and v imply that

(i) u is 0- and Y-closed and is smooth in X? as a harmonic form (by the regularity of
the d-operator),
(ii) VOYy =0 and (é@ggpp)w(u, u)
3.2.3, and
(411) (Oney)'au=0on X2 (by the Takegoshi property with ®).
Proposition 3.2.5 provides crucial information about the singularities of v along X, \ X¢.
With this knowledge, we can establish our claims by following the proofs presented in [3].
Specifically, we refer to |3, Prop. 3.2.3 and 3.3.2], along with the modification considered
in [3, Remark 3.2.4].
We now present a brief outline of the key arguments. On any admissible set V; in the
finite open cover ¥ = {V;},.; given in Section 2.1 on which

opm = 0 0n X7 by Proposition 3.1.1 or Proposition

D:{zl--‘zgvizo} and D;ﬂVi:{zb(l):O} V b € I}, such that Dy NV # ()

(note also that sy = zp2) - - - zb(gvi)), we have

_ dz & _
(OYp ) aneu = Z (%) eyt — (0P ane,u on V.
bell: DINV;#£) ) - v
_. =)

©oZp(1)

Here g, is an (n — 1, ¢ — 1)-form free from the forms dzy) and dz,qy such that

de 1 @
v, = Roj (< Zb((l))) ’ nc,,,u)

which is a compactly supported smooth Kp @ F ]Dé—valued (0,q — 1)-form on D}. The

— RD% ((&ﬂD)wJ nc,l,u>

DjNV;

1 Y
DLNV;

form of the singularities of u along X.\ XJ shown in Proposition 3.2.5 implies that
the singularities there and the lc locus D are “independent” of each other in view of
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Fubini’s theorem. A direct residue computation as in [8, Thm. 2.6.1] then assures that
|(8¢Dﬁu|iF

W € Li (X.) for all € > 0 and gives the equality

) 6?/)D —’ncuu o _
e [ r ()|

bell,

PF,w

To show that these integrals converge when v 7 +o0o, we can follow the proof in
[8, Prop. 3.2.8 with Lemma 3.3.3] by using the twisted Bochner-Kodaira formula in |8,
Lemma 2.4.2].

Write ey = NewpXwbou for v,/ € N and € > 0 (see (eq3.1.1) for the cut-off
functions 7.,, x,» and 6.). Then, the twisted Bochner-Kodaira formula in |8, Lemma
2.4.2| is valid for u,,/ . (by (7)) and is read as

_ 1—¢
— /g ‘wD’ %88¢D (u(y,l/,e’)a u(u,u’ e) )SOF o WJD’
5 )
+e(l—e) [ |(OUp)fauwwe| 3
Q PR ,w ’wD|

From the equation gu(wlm = 0(Ne X 0) A, together with the analogous equations for
VU, ey and V(O’l)u(wz,gx), and also the identity

_ 2
= \8(77c,u><w9 ) A ULDFUJ ‘(a(ﬂc,yx,/eg/)) Ju on X/

PF,w

|5(77071,X1,/6 ® u|

PF,Ww

(see |8, footnote 9 on p.33 (arXiv version)| or [15, 1.5.3]), the twisted Bochner-Kodaira
formula is reduced to

10005 5
0— (-9 [ o( Vol ) (s )

2

oF,w

(1 “(1-2) / @4p) s ugrarer

|¢D 1+€

The limits are taken in the order: v/ 7 400, & \, 0, ¢ \( 0 and then v  +00. First
check that the last term (in ) converges to 0 in the limit. Note that

0., (0Up ) u

(ii1) & A\
(O, X0 O )) U = e (O 0) ) 3t = 1,0 (X0 ) 3t A+ Te X Kt
¥p



18 MARIO CHAN, YOUNG-JUN CHOI, AND SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA

(recall that 0, := —p’ o le\g/)’ and the term
D

o 0 P Uy, e v 0
/ New O (Ox ) o u, (O¢n) - é ') YT 0 for any v € Nand e,/ > 0,
Xe |wD| op i

)

(0vpFu
[¥pl°

as |Oxu|; — 0 uniformly on X? and 7., 0. is L? in X, \ D with respect to ¢ and

w. Furthermore,

2
o) N & op)au
/ o E0L(0p ) au (0D ) 3 U@ e _ 5// VA2 (Ovp) s on
xe c,v X1 /Q{}D|1+€/ ) W)D‘s i X2 cyAV'VE Ve |wD|1+6+5/
V' =400
g/ =0t 0
|(@6pPul” , '

for any € > 0 and v € N. Note that the fact that |¢’D|1+:F’ € L (X,) for any € > 0 is

used to assure that the limit exists as v/ 7" +oo.

As a result, the term in in (1) goes to 0 after the limits v/ 400 and &’ \ 0.
Notice that {00¢5" is bounded on X and u is L? with respect to ¢ and @ on X°. Further
taking the limits € N\, 0 and v  +o0 to (}) yields the desired result. O

4. RESIDUE FORMULA AND HARMONIC RESIDUE

The residue formula with respect to the lc centers of (X, D) and the corresponding
harmonic residue are established in [10]| (although we coin the name “harmonic residue”
only here). In this section, the residue statement is recalled and adapted to the current
setup (with non-compact X and singular ¢ and ¢,;). The treatment to the singularities
of o and ¢y, follows the one in [3]. While most statements and techniques used in
the proofs in this section come from our previous works, the adjoint relation between
the harmonic residue and the connecting morphism for the cohomology groups (Theorem
4.2.2) is new to us.

4.1. Adjoint ideal sheaves and the residue computation. We review below the ba-
sics of adjoint ideal sheaves in [6]. Recall that (L, ¢r) is a line bundle on X equipped with a
potential ¢y, with only neat analytic singularities. The adjoint ideal sheaf Z (¢r;¢p) :=
Ix.o(pr;¥p) of index o is given at each z € X by

Jopenset V,2>2z,Ve>0,

Hopr;¥p), == f € Oxa 5/ |f|Pe=?r=¥D dvoly,
v, [¢n]” (loglewn])

Assume that (X, z,%p) is in the snc configuration and that ¢;'(—oc) contains no lc
centers of (X, D) (both of which hold true when ¢ := ¢r or pr + @y according to the
setup given in Section 2.1). Then, [6, Thm. 1.2.3] shows that the adjoint ideal sheaf can
be written as

+00

(o ¥p) = Hor) Ligripy forany o >0,
where 7,011 is the defining ideal sheaf of 15 (D) in X (with the reduced structure).
Furthermore, we have the residue short exact sequence

Res?

(eq4.1.1) 0—— /071(<PL; Yp) —— %(SOL; VYp) —— Xy (013 p) —0.
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Here the quotient sheaf %Z,(vr;1vp), called the residue sheaf of index o, is supported on
1c% (D) = Zpelg D and given by

Fo(pr;¥p) = EB (Diff? D)_1 ® Sy (pr) and thus
pelg
Kx ® D ® L®Zs(pr;¢n) = €D Koy ® Ly, ® Fpg (01 -
pEIg
The residue morphism Res” can be given in terms of the Poincaré residue map Rpg given
in [24, §4.18]. The Poincaré residue map Rpy from X to each DJ is uniquely determined
after an orientation on the holomorphic conormal bundle of D in X is fixed. On an
admissible open set V' C X such that DpNV = {zp(l) = Zp2) = = Zplo) = O}, a section
foAEKx®D®L® Z,(pr;tp)onV C X can be written as

dzy(1 dZy(s
f= Z dzp(l)/\---/\dzp(a)/\gps(p): Z p()A---/\L()/\gpsD on V.

z z
pEIS,: DINV D perg:ognvzp P p(o)

Assuming that the orientation on the conormal bundle of D7 in X on V' is given by
(dzp), - - -, d2p(0)), We see that

RDg (Si> = gp’DU € Kpg @ L|D" (029 ng(SOL) on DZ nv.
D P p

Note that gpl,, takes values in #pq (1) according to [0, Thm. 4.1.2 (2)] (or the compu-

tation in [5, Prop. 2.2.1] or |7, Prop. 2.2.1]), which says that

g

2 2 ™ 2
||g||lcg((D)r‘|V = Zng”ngv = Z m |gp|” "

pel?, pel?, CJ/DpnV
2 —oL—¢p 2 —pr—¢pD
= lim lim 5/ p\;ﬂ ¢ i = lim lim 5/ p[ﬂe—gﬁ < 400,
PNy e—0T " |'(7DD| (10g|eq/}D|) PNy e—0F / |¢D|

where f is assumed to be defined on a neighborhood V' of the closure V of V and
p: V' —[0,1] is a compactly supported smooth function identically equal to 1 on V. The
limit lim,\ 1 refers to the pointwise limit as p descends to the characteristic function 1y
of V on X. Such a norm is referred to as the residue norm on Kx @ DQ L ® Ko (pr;Up)
on V, or sometimes simply the residue norm on lc{, (D) := 1c% (D) N V. The residue
morphism Res? is then given in [0, §4.2] by

Kx®D®L® fy(oritp) — > Kx ® D®L®Zo(p1:90) = @D Kog @ Llpy ® Iz (1)
W w pely,
fo (gp|D5>pelg

The above equation of the residue norm works also for f with coefficients in €5°. The
coefficients of Res” (and hence Ry for any p € I3) can be extended from Ox to €5 (also

to szf)?’z, the sheaf of germs of smooth (0, ¢)-forms) accordingly. The residue norm is finite
when the coefficients of f belong to €% - % (¢r;%p) on V.

We recall below the residue formula from [10, Prop. 2.3.3] for (L, ¢r) and adapt it to
the current setting. For every o-lc center Dj C lc% (D), we write

NO . O o o . nNO NO . TN\O o
D7 :=DJNX°, DJ,:=DINX., and DI :=DINX:.



20 MARIO CHAN, YOUNG-JUN CHOI, AND SHIN-ICHI MATSUMURA

and set
(eq4.1.2) HggWL@(C) =M (Dip; Koy ® Lj (I))goL,a

as the Takegoshi harmonic space on D¢ ,, for convenience.

First, we recall a basic local residue computation. Let €%°. denote the sheaf of germs
of smooth functions on X with compact support and let the ad hoc notation “@’[w*]”
temporarily denote the algebra in Proposition 3.2.5 for convenience. Further let “@’ 0] x
H(pr)” denote the multiplier ideal sheaf defined in €F[w*] in place of Oy, i.e. the ideal
sheaf of germs of functions in € [w*] which are locally L? with respect to ¢r. Define

also “CF[w*] * _Z,(¢r;¢p)” similarly.

Proposition 4.1.1 (|10, Prop. 2.3.2|). Given any admissible open set V- C X and any
compactly supported section f € Kx ® D ® L @ € [0F]) * _#A(pr;¥p)(V) such that
Res'(f) =g = (gb)bdb, we have, for any £ € Kx ® D ® L ® ¢F[0F] * #pr)(V),

Z 7r/ <&7 9b> e 7t
1 oV \S(b)

e—0t

lim 6/ &, f) e ¢p—PL—elYn| —
\%

berl,
= Z 7T/ <§b, BS®H)) e 0w —eL
vern oo
which is finite, where ¢y 1= log‘s(b)|2 and
& = Ry <%) s € Kpy @ Diffy D® Ly @ %D?C[&i] * I (pr) (DN V)

Remarks on the proof. The proof follows the same approach as that in [10, Prop. 2.3.2]
with the relaxation of the coefficients of f and & from €' to €'[w*]. This change does
not affect the residue computation due to Fubini’s theorem.

Note also that, in [10, Prop. 2.3.2|, the coefficients are allowed to be in €5, (locally

bounded germs in €Y [ﬁ iel D}, see [10, §2.3 and footnote 2]). Such coefficients are

convenient when handling residues of 0vp ® u (see [3, proof of Prop. 3.2.3]), but are not
necessary for dealing with residues of (0vp )’ u, as in this paper. O

All statements made above and in previous sections concerning (X, D) for ¢ € (0, ]
(where X, = X) are equally applicable to (D7 ,, Diff; D) for any p € Ip,.

To adapt the global residue formula in [10, Prop. 2.3.3| to the non-compact setup, an
additional assumption is required, namely, the involved harmonic form has to satisfy the
Takegoshi property (see Theorem 3.2.1).

Recall from |10, Prop. 2.3.3] that, for any o-lc center Dj and (o + 1)-lc center Dy ™! such

that Dyt C D7, the sign sgn(b : p) is defined by
RDEH = Sgn(b : p) ,R’DZ“\D; o RDg ,

o+1
Db

where Ryo+15, denotes the Poincaré residue map from Dj to . The ambient space in
b P

the following statement is assumed to be X, for any ¢ € (0, oo].

Proposition 4.1.2. Let u, € Hy, , (c) (with norm ||z, = |llgs ,.5) for each
pPF ¢,p c,p’PFs

p € If,. With the finite cover U and partition of unity {pi}iel given in Section 2.1, let
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{%1“'1'4}1'1 oy Ve a Kx ® D® F-valued Cech (¢ — 1)-cochain with respect to BN X, and

------

set, for each p € I, and b € IS (with @ = p,b and Deo = Dgp,DZjl),

Ty/o;iyuiq = 7?'D. (’Yilmiq> ’ S(') and Ve := Z ?Ioiq ARERRA (‘_9p12 : pilj;?';il'“iq on Dc,o :

Sp i14eenyig€l _ (5;)’1(1“_2.1

Then, we have, for every v € N,

Z«nf—v’; p>>Dp =0y ) <<mu DT senlb e p) Rygropg (00 )Jup)»ﬁgﬂ,

a ® +1 . notl
peIp bely, pely: Dy T cpg

where Yy = Qg — O and Q) s some smooth potential on Diff) D, and o, =

max{1l,0}. Moreover, the equality also holds when each u, is replaced by su, for all

p € If (and {%1...1-(1}.1 . oy Us taken as Kx ® D ® F'® M -valued and the norm is replaced
11,...0q

by ||'||]5.,(pF+<p]w,a)'

Proof. The chain rule and the Takegoshi property (i.e. (0®)"u, = 0) ensure that (9., )"
u, =0 on D7 ,. Apart from the introduction of the cut-off functions 7., into the formula,
the proof is the same as that of [10, Prop. 2.3.3]. The treatment below focuses on the
arguments involving 7., and the description of the residue computation is kept brief.
Readers are referred to [10] for details.

Set (-, '>>D.,¢<.) = <<, ce % >>D. for ¢ = p,b. The smooth form v, on D7, need not be

locally L? with respect to the weight e~®®, so an integration by parts is done via the
use of Proposition 4.1.1 (with the knowledge of the singularities of u, along DJ \ D7 by
Proposition 3.2.5), which yields

a —
Z << (’,,I/ﬂ s up>> = Z <<77(7,I/avp7 Ups(p) >>ng¢(p)
g

S

= > | (00evp) wpsiy) >>Dg,¢<p) — <<vp, (31 PT UpS ) >>Dg,¢(p)

pel%
ot - 3
ST pezlg«e v a(”/cw?}p)vups(P)>>Dg7¢(p)
3.1.2 3.2.3
= p%; (<<5<€s|w(p)| nnyl,vp>,ups(p) >>Dg,¢(p)_ g<<e*5|’%)| Ne,wUp, (3@/) ) - UpS(p) >>Dg7¢(p>
D
=3 e @ (@) e,
i1yomig€l P (p)
pelg

—%Prz:(?; — Z Z o <<n( VR (M), (8p)o~.1,i1--.qu Ryt <(8¢(p))% up> >>

2.5 S
1.1 pely, k=o+1 ()

Prop. 4.1.1 ng{zlﬂ(k‘):o}
il,...,iqel

where (8pf”" " . is the adjoint of (gp)iq'"il-, and R, denotes the Poincaré residue
map from DJ to D7 N {zp(k) = O}, in which (z1, ..., 2,) is a holomorphic coordinate system
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such that Dg N Wl"'iq = {Zp(l) == Zpo) = O} and S(p) = Zp(o+1) " Zploy. . )- Notice

the introduction of 7., helps to avoid the need to handle the boundary 8X: in the local
residue computation. Note also the appearance of the coefficient o, comes from the
different normalizations of the L? norms on various lc centers, namely, |-||% = [ X'
and H||[2)g = (U’TTGI), ng -+ for every integer o > 1.

Following the argument in the proof of [10, Prop. 2.3.3], the (o + 1)-lc centers DJ N
{zp(k) = ()} fork=0c+1,... OV, 1D Viy-i, can be re-indexed in terms of b € Ig“ such

iq

that
Dy, N{zg =0} =07 NV, forj=1,...,0+1
and the summations transform as Zpel% Dol = Zbelg+l Zj;l -+-. With such a

choice of indexing, we have
Yoy i <%1...iq) Vo33 i1-ia
—::RaJrl E— zsnb:pb-'Rb~ _—
S(b) D, Sp g ( 7]> (7) S(pb’j)

(noticing that S(py;) = 2u(j)S(v))- As a result, the expression in question becomes

o+1 ~
Vb iq i Dyit i w
- Z Z 0+<<sgn(b L Dbj) New . — (Dp)"" L Ry ((8w(pb,j))w_| upbyj> >>
beIgtt, J=1 ®) py
11,...,5g€1
=— Z o\ e, ( ) — Z sgn(b : py;) Reg) ((a¢(pb,j)) - “m,;’)
. . S(b) . o+1
i1,.,0g€T, 7=1 Dy
beIgtt

o S S g (o))
b

belgtt pely: Dyt cog
Note that the singularities of su, along D7 \ lo)gp (and thus those singularities of

((9/))@’“"'% (k) ( (82&(},))&4 su, )) do not interfere with the residue computation, so the

above derivation, and the resulting equality remains valid with su, in place of w,. U

4.2. Harmonic residues. In view of Proposition 4.1.2, given any collection of u :=

(up)perg of harmonic forms u, € ngF@(C) on Bg,p := D7 N X¢ for each p € I}, define

(eq4.2.1) wy = Z sgn(b : p) Ror+1ing ((Gw(p))aﬁ up> on ]35;:1 for each b € I3
pelg: Dyt cog
and set
D‘i(u) =W = (wb)belg"l s

which is referred to as the harmonic residue of u. The naming is justified by the following
result.

Theorem 4.2.1. For any ¢ € (0,00], the map R is a bounded linear operator between
Takegoshi harmonic spaces

R Do) > DAL (),

pel, bely,
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that is, given any (up)pers € @pEIg Hgg’w@(c), each wy in (iéq 421)isa Kpr1 @ F|Dg+1—
valued harmonic (0, q— 1)-form with respect to or and @ on ngl satisfying the Takegoshi

property (6?(1))&4 wy = 0.

Proof. Let u := (up)pers € Gape% Hgg’W@(c) and w := (wb)belg+l := MR(u). By the local
computations in [0, Prop. 2.4.1 and Lemma 2.4.2| (with (]5‘;19,]0)2:1) in place of (X, D,)
there), under the assumption that §09¢r > 0 (hence V(®Vu, = 0 by Proposition 3.1.1 or
Proposition 3.2.3), we have

Jw,=0 and OJw,=0 on Dngrl

(ngte that the computations work on non-compact spaces by their local nature). Since
%’8&0?;; is bounded from above on D7, Proposition 3.2.6 with (D7, ngl, Yp)s RD§+1|Dg’ Up)

in place of (X,,D.  ¥p, Rps, u) implies that Rog+1pg (((%p(p))w_n up> is L? with respect to

[63] c,p?
@r and w on ]3;';;1 and is a bounded linear map in u,. The definition (eq4.2.1) of w, then
assures that w, € L(()S*l (Dgf; Kpr1 @ F) _and u — w = R(u) is a bounded linear
map. - 7 o
It remains to check that (9®)’Jw, = 0 on f)i?[l. On any admissible open set V' C X
with ) £ D' NV C Dy NV, let z; be a coordinate function on V' such that dz; generates

the conormal bundle N1y, on D‘C’jl NV and write u, = dz; A u, (where u, contains
b ¢l

Ipg

no dz;). Note that Ropgt+1pg <(81/,(p))°~u up) = (dz 51, .

Dy

on D73 NV. The Takegoshi

property (8@)% u, = 0 therefore implies that
0 = (dzy (0P (dza ATLy) = dzm((dzl)%(a@%ap) - —dzlA((aq>)%(dzl)°3ap) on BY V.

Since uy, is Kpg-valued, i.e. it has a top holomorphic form on Dj NV as a basis, it follows
that (0®)"5 (dz1)"2%, = 0 on D7, NV, and thus (0P)". Roz+1ing ((8w(p)) J up) = 0 on
f)gjfl NV. After considering all admissible open sets V' and all o-Ic centers Dj intersecting
D7, we conclude that (%) w, = 0 on D7} O

cb

Recall from (eq2.2.3) or (eq2.2.5), for any ¢ € (0, 0o], the inclusion

HT N (Ryi1)(c) = @’Hq;ll (c) N EB Vs (ng:l’ KD«;Jrl ®F® jDﬂl(SOFD

Db ,L/JF,&
bergtt belgtt

= H" (X, Kx @ D® F @ Bpy1) = H (R0 y1), ,

where Z, 11 1= Bor1(pr; Up) = % Identifying the image and pre-image of ¢,

every w € H9 1 (Zy41)(c) can be viewed as a class in H7 ! (Zyy1),.
Write 7, .= 7, (¢r;¥p) for convenience. For ¢ > 1, let

6§ =0 H Y (X, Kx®@D®F @ R%yy1) = H(X, Kx DR F @ %)
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be a connecting morphism in the long exact sequence induced from the short exact se-
quence

0 % %+1 /U+1 0.
Ho—1 o1 A
Res? \L = = \L Res®t1
%a' %oJrl
The image dw plays an important role in the proof of the injectivity theorem (see [10),
Proof of Thm. 3.4.1, Step IV| or Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 5.1.1). It can be

computed via the Cech representative, where we take § to be induced from the Cech
coboundary operator. For the purpose of this paper, it suffices to consider only the
images of H9™ 1 (Zy11)(c).
For each w = (wb)belg+1 € HT Y (Ryy1)(c), write
eq2.3. = Ub: (00 o
(eq4.2.2) wy, (ea23.1) Ovpy(2) + (—1)‘171M on D71
S(b) ’
where

Ub;(o0) 9p) ™ Vb ir g 3 Ve o+1
= (Op —2 = (0p O iy ovvi on DY
) ) ) s, om0
such that vy,9) € L?é‘i” (ngl, KDZH ® F) _and {Oéb;z‘l---z'q}i is a Cech (g —1)-
PR @

cocycle with respect to the cover U N X, representing the Dolbeault class of w, (each
Q; iy, 18 holomorphic and is globally L? with respect to ¢p and @ on D"Jrl N Viyoiy)-

1yeentq €1

(Write ap,iy.q, = W’s(% just to maintain consistency with Proposition 4.1.2.) Take

Viyig € KX®D®F®/XU+1( i Zq) such that

Rpo+1 (%1"“) = bt ., and then set Tty Roo <%1~-~iq) .

P

’ Sp S(b) S(p) Sp
v 0y ). .
We see that the Cech cocycle {MZ)(%} represents the component of the image
P §0yernyig €T )
dw on D7, where 07, denotes the imz}ge of the cochain {%; il“"'q}il,...,iqef under the Cech
coboundary operator. In view of the Cech-Dolbeault map (eq 2.3.1), the image dw is then
represented by (—M> , where
S(P) pelo-
_ A (3 \la i~ ~
va;(oo) 8<<ap) q ’7p;i1~-~iq> q(3 )0 <6’7p)io'-~iq o
_ = — = (—]_) (8p) — Dcp )
S(p) S(p) S(p)

(see also [10, Proof of Thm. 3.4.1, Step IV]).
Note that —% is in general only locally, but not necessarily globally, L? (with

respect to pr and w) on D7 ,. However, if w is in the image of the restriction map
g HT (R () = H"_l(%+1)( )

given in (eq2.2.6) for some ¢’ > ¢, then the corresponding — ”( ()°°> is locally L? in DY, p =
P ).
Dy N X, thus globally L? in D7, =Dy N X.. In view of this observation, define

(eq4.2.3) Toi= |JslH (%) () CHT (Rora)(c) .

' €(c,00]
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Notice that each H?

D5 o &(c) forms a closed subspace in the Hilbert space L?"i (D7,; Kps ®
F)

c,p?
_. For every w € T'., write dyw to mean the projection of ((—1) a9%%: (°°)> , a
PFW S(p) pElF

representative of (—1)7 16w, to HY(%,)(c).” Proposition 4.1.2 can now be translated to
the following adjoint relation between dy; and the harmonic residue map R. Note that

the factor (—1)?"! in the definition of d3 is there just to express this relation more neatly.

Theorem 4.2.2. For any ¢ € (0,00) (excluding the case ¢ = o0), any w € I'. C
HI N Ryi1)(c) and any u € HY(X,)(c), we have

«5Huhu»m§unng=:U+«u%9ﬂu)»m;4unmxg’
where the inner products are given by the residue morms on their respective sets of lc

centers with respect to pr and W, and oy = max{1l,0}.

Proof. Write R(u) =: (R(u),),c o+ and abuse dw to mean its representative (—81}’”—“"))) .
D peIT

S(p)

The conclusion of Proposition 4.1.2 can then be written as

oo
bZ

Tt Sp
Prop. 4.1.2 ) Ybi(00)
e )
Z« 0" Ml
CIZD 00T (e (w5 — Do) R(w)y g
bergt!
Thm.:4.2.1 o Z <<7](;71/wb — 5(7}(:,1/7}17;(2)) s E)f‘t<u>b>>]f’)lc:+1
b1t
Thm. 4.2.1

= 0_,_«7707,,10, i}{(u)»lc?_l(D)

for all v € N. It can be seen that all involved entities, in particular dw with w € I, are
L? (with respect to ¢r and @) on lc% (D) N X? for @ = o or ¢ + 1, so it is legitimate
to take the limit v — +o0o on both sides. The desired result follows by noting that
<<(—1)q_15w>u>>1cg((D)mxg = <<5Hwyu>>1cg((p)mxg since u € HY(Z%)(c). [

Remark 4.2.3. When X is compact, we have to consider only the case ¢ = 0o (as X = X ).
Since the representatives of dw for any w € HI™(Zy11)(00) are L? on 1c% (D), we can
choose 'y, := HI N (#yy1)(00) 2 HIH(Xy11) and the adjoint relation still holds true.

5. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

5.1. Injectivity on X with D being prime. In this section, we prove a special case of
Theorem 1.1 under the assumption that X is a Kéhler manifold and D is a prime divisor.
This will help illustrate the main ideas of the proof in the general case. Specifically, we
prove the following theorem.

5The image dyw of 8y is well-defined because a different choice of the Cech representative of w or
a different choice of the lifting {’y“ Zq} el results in the representative of dw being altered by an
..... iq

element in (imd),_ C @D, L ) ! 10c (DT 5 ) for some ¢ > ¢, hence in (img)( c P, Loq( 7 pi+) under
the restriction map, which is orthogonal to H%(%,)(c).
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Theorem 5.1.1. Let (X, D) be a log smooth pair where D is a prime divisor and let
m: X — A be a proper locally Kihler morphism to an analytic space A. Let F' (resp. M)
be a line bundle on X with a smooth potential pr (resp. pyr) such that

éc‘?g(pp >0 and %’8&01\/[ < C@@ggpp for some C' > 0.

Consider a section s € HY(X, M) such that s~*(0) 2 D. Then, the multiplication map
induced by the tensor product with s between the higher direct image sheaves

Rin(Kx®@D®F) 2% Ria (Kx @ D®F @ M)
18 injective for every g > 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that for a fixed ¢t € A, the germ 3, € Rim . (Kx ® D ® F),
vanishes if s8; = 0 in R, (Kx ® D ® F ® M);. The proof consists of the following steps.

Step 1 (Reduction step). The standard exact sequence 0 - Kx — Kx ® D — Kp — 0
induces the following diagram.

l l

Rin(Ky ® F) 2 Rim(Ky ® F® M)
(eq5.1.1) R, (Kx®D®F) —= + Rir,(Kx ® D® F @ M)
Rim. (Kp @ Flp) —22 o Rir (Kb @ (F ® M)|p)

The assumption on s~*(0) and the curvature assumption is still satisfied after restricting
F and M to D. Hence, by [29], the map ®s|p on the bottom row is injective. An easy
diagram chasing implies that there exists an element o, € Rim,(Kx ® F); such that
7;(cy) = B;. Since the problem is local on A, by shrinking A to a relatively compact Stein
open set, we may assume that

e or and ), are smooth up to the boundary 0.X,
e the function [s|, is globally bounded on X.

As X is holomorphically convex after the shrinking, we may further assume that there
exists a representative a € RIm,(Kx ® F)(A) = HI(X,Kx ® F) of o4 € Rim,(Kx ® F);
satisfying

e 0=s7(a) € RIm,(Kx ® D® F ® M)(A), and

e « is the restriction of a class on a neighborhood of the compact X (the closure of

X).

In what follows, we will show that 7( oy ) = 0in HY(X,, Kx® D®F) for some ¢ € (0, 00),
which implies the desired conclusion.

Step 2 (Takegoshi harmonic representative of o and its orthogonal projection u' to
(64T.)"). The L2_ Dolbeault isomorphism (see Section 2.2) asserts that o can be repre-
sented by a 0-closed locally L? form on X. Since « is defined across the boundary 9.X, the
class a can be represented by a globally L* form (with respect to pr) on X. Fix a complete
metric w on X as described in Section 2.1. After taking a projection to the harmonic space

(see (eq2.2.2)) and taking into account Theorem 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2, we see that «
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is represented by a Takegoshi harmonic form u € H§(7¢F7w(oo) =HIX; Kx ® F; CID)WM7
i.e. u is a harmonic form with respect to ¢r,w on X satisfying (0®)’Ju = 0 on X (or
see (eq2.2.4) and (eq4.1.2) for the definition). Notice that, for any ¢ € (0, 00], the re-
striction uly_is still a Takegoshi harmonic form in H% ,_(c) such that 7 (uly,) = aly,
(see (eq2.2.6)).

For any fixed ¢ € (0, 00), consider the subspace
(eq5.1.2) Toi= | JsHE,,0(d) CHY,, (0
¢’ €(c,00]

(cf. (eq4.2.3)) and the map
5’7"{ F — ,Hg( yPF, w( )

induced from the connecting morphism ¢ in the long exact sequence
5 H" YDy, Kp @ F) 2~ HY(X,, Kx ® F) —2> HY(X,, Kx ® DQ F) — -+ - |

where D, := DN X,, as discussed in Section 4.2. Then u can be orthogonally decomposed
as

uly, = ut + p € (0pTe)" ® ol = Hi,, L(c) -

From the long exact sequence above, we see that u € 0yI'. C ker 7 (the map j° is made
implicit). Therefore, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that u* = 0 on X,.

Step 3 (%(UL) as an obstruction of HSUJ‘H; = 0). We make use of the assumption

[sT(u)] = [s7(u")] = 0in HY(X,Kx ® D® F ® M) and the Cech-Dolbeault map in
. 12

Section 2.3 to re-express Hsu H . as follows.

e Given the finite Stein open cover U = {V;},; and the partition of unity {p'},_;
subordinate to U given in Section 2.1, it follows from the discussion in Section 2.3
that there exist a Cech cocycle {ov: . 1q}m...z»q€ 7 representing the class of ut via the

L} . Dolbeault isomorphism on X, and a globally L? section v() of Kx ® F on X,
with respect to |||y, :== |||l x, ,, ., such that
(*) ut = vy + (=1)T Ip’ A= NP - P g
. <5p)lq g

Note that each 0‘10
Vigeig N Xe.

Go-ig
e The fact [s7(u')] =0in HY(X., Ky ® D ® F ® M) guarantees the existence of
A € HO(‘/il...iq NX, Kx @ D®F®M) for iy, ...,i, € I such that (note that

i1-ig

T is given by ®sp)
sailo,,,iqu = (dN)

€ HO(ViO...Z-q N X, Kx ® F) is globally L? on the open set

“ig

onV;

10+l

NnXe,

i0-+iq
where ¢ is Cech coboundary operator. Thanks to this identity, the second term of
RHS in (x), after applying ®ssp, can be expressed as

(=1)1(@p)" “sait i sp = (—1)10p' A+ ADp't - p°(6))
= (—1)%Dgi A ABP - iy,
= —5(5/}“’ Ao AOppt )\il...iq)

i0-+ig
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where v() is a smooth section of Kx ® D ® F' ® M, which is globally L? with
respect to O + ¢r + @ (not to ¢p) on X.. Thus, we have

§ince ut is_harmonic with respect to ¢r on X, and we also have %85g0p > 0 and
400py < Ci00pr on X for some constant C' > 0 by assumption, Proposition 3.1.1 and
Lemma 3.1.2 guarantee that su® and su'sp are harmonic with respect to ¢ + ¢p and

op + pr + o, respectively, on X.. Then HsuLHi can be computed using the Takegoshi
property and the residue computation in Proposition 4.1.1, which gives

S N
¢ SpD X, Sp X,

v——+00 57}(00) _ 9
T <<nC7VS—’ s >>Xc B _«nc’”av(m)’ SULSD»Xc@D

=~ (001sve)), suTspl) ., + (Vi) (OnenfTsutsp))

EE — (e a0 00)) 50 S0 )

3.1.2 3.2.3

== (9" nesvig) sutsp) g+ efe P nesvien, (QUp)sutsp)

= Z €<<€_€‘¢D|7]C7VAi1miq7 (3P)w’ilmqu (Op)a SULSD»XC,@

ir-igel

e—07t /\11 “ig wyin i 3
m Z <<nCVRD( S )7(0@ JRD((3¢D)JSUL)>>

ir-igel

= (e Vioe), s R(uH) )

c

D,

where
— Ndgeil ~ Ay
Ubi(00) = Z (8p) ! 1)‘b;il"'iq with )‘bﬂ'l"'iq =Rp (f)
. D
and
m(UL> = RD((albD)wJ UJ_) .
Note that the notation here follows those used in Proposition 4.1.2 (with I}, = {b}, a

singleton, here) and Section 4.2. It is shown below that %(UL) is actually 0 on D,, which
will then conclude the proof.

Step 4 (Vanishing of R(u') from ut € (65T o) and the adjoint relation between 5 and
R). It follows from Theorem 4.2.1 that R(ut) € € HY, ! »w(c) and from Theorem 4.2.2 that

07 =" {nw ) = (w

It thus suffices to show that R(u') € T, (the closure of T, in H% ; (), which will
imply that D‘i(ul) =0.

R(u')), forallwel,.
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Recall that ut = uly — p. We have R(u) € H%ﬁ;ﬂw(oo) by Theorem 4.2.1, so

%(U|XC) = R(u)|y, € I'c by the definition (eq4.2.3) of I'.. Furthermore, by p € o3[,
there is a sequence {w, }, .y such that

-1 V—+00 .
w, € Hp ,, ,(cy) forsomec, >c and dyw, — p inHi ().

Recall from the discussion in Section 4.2 that, although the representatives of jw, may not
be globally L? on X, , they are globally L? on the smaller space X, for any ¢, € (c,c,).
This means that we have dyw, € HY ,_,(c;). (All the maps 5 and 5¢" are made implicit

here for clarity.) Theorem 4.2.1 again guarantees that R(doxw,) € HQDT;F7W(0;) c I..

Since R is a bounded linear operator, this clearly implies that R(p) € T.. As a result, we
obtain R(ut) = R(u)|y, — R(p) € Te, which completes the proof. O

5.2. Injectivity for (X, D) and (Y,0) in general. In this section, we prove a special
case of Theorem 1.2 on Y (with Dy = 0) and Theorem 1.1 on X with a generalization
such that the potentials ¢r and ¢,; are allowed to be singular. These will be used to
prove the full version of Theorem 1.2 in Section 5.3.

Theorem 5.2.1. Let (X, D) be a Kdihler log smooth lc pair, Y be a reduced snc divisor
with the defining ideal sheaf Ty on X and 7w: X — A be a proper locally Kdhler morphism
to an analytic space A. Let F (resp. M) be a line bundle on X equipped with a potential
o (resp. onr) such that it has the analytic singularities described as in Section 2.1 and
satisfies

%85(,017 >0 and —-—Cw< 43590]\4 < C’%@ggop for some C' > 0.

Consider a section s € H°(X, M) such that its zero locus s~ (0) contains no lc centers of
the pairs (X, D) and (X,Y), and that the function |s]<pM is locally bounded on X. Write
wy, Fy, My and sy as the pullback of w, F', M and s to Y respectively. Then, the
multiplication maps induced by ®s and ®sy between the higher direct image sheaves

Rim,(Kx @ D® F ® #(pp)) 5 Rim,(Kx @ DO F @ M ® Hpr + ou))

H(or) Hpr +oum) )
H(or) - Ly Hor+om) Iy

are injective for every ¢ > 0, where Ky = (Kx ®Y)|l, = Kx®Y ® %.

Rimy, <KY®FY® > gev, Rqﬁy*(Ky®Fy®My®

Remark 5.2.2. By the snc assumption on ¢p = @p or ¢p + @), the multiplier ideal

sheaf #(p) is a locally free Ox-sheaf, and the quotient jﬁf)%y has the structure of an

Oy-sheaf. It follows that Kx ® Y ® F ®g, fﬁfﬁy =Ky ® Fy Qg %.

Proof. The outline of the proof is the same as the one in [10, §3.4] with some adjustments.

Step 1 (Reduction via induction on lc centers and the local nature of the problem). Set

I a(or;p) = Fa(or +oasp) =0 and  Zo(pr;vp) := D' @ Hpr) .
Write
So = Jo(pr;p) = Hpr) 'Ilc?'l(D) )
%U = ‘%U(wFa¢D) = j:il 5
IM = Z(or+ ou;¥p) and
RIZF) =Rinr(Kx @ D® F® %) for any sheaf # on X .
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Recall that the inclusions between adjoint ideal sheaves induce the short exact sequences

(eq5.2.1) 0 j’_l j’, j’, 0 for0<oy<o<o.
oo—1 oo—1 o—1

They, together with the multiplication map ®s, induce the commutative diagrams

w(7) () (e )

) |

lo—1 Ho—1

~

(eq5.2.2) Rq(/iol) M#Uqu (Mjﬁl)

l
RY(%,) i Rq( S ) 2 LR <M® /;,”)

\/ff—ll/a / l %—1

for 0 = 09,00+1,...,0’. Here the columns are exact, and y, (resp. v,) is the composition
of 1y (resp. 7,) with the map induced from ®s. Note that iy, = Vs, and iy, = Toy-

For any t € A and any neighborhood U; € A of t, there exists the smallest positive
integer o < n (dependent on Uy) such that

It C o= Fo=I(pp) onrm (U) for all integers o > o

by the strong Noetherian property of increasing sequences of coherent sheaves.® Since
te = id (the identity map) at ¢ for any ¢ and ¢’ such that ¢/ > o > o (hence p, =
Hon,. = @8 at t), both injectivity statements in the claim at ¢ are proved if we put in the
diagram (eq 5.2.2)
e ¢/ :=n and oj := 0 (for the map ®s)
Jo

e o :=mn,00:=1and D :=Y (for the map ®sy, note that =% has an Oy-sheaf

structure as explained in Remark 5.2.2)
and show that (ker p,,), = (ker,), (= 0). Following the argument in [¢, Thm. 1.3.2], since
(ker po—1), = (kert,_1), and (kerv,), = (ker7,), together imply (ker p,), = (kere,), via
a diagram-chasing argument, to prove the injectivity of the map in the claim, it suffices
to show that

0,1,...,n (for ®s)

and for allt € A .
L,...,n (for ® sy)

(kerv,), = (ker7,), forall o= {

Note that we obviously have ker 7, C kerv, for all ¢ > 0 (on A). The remainder of the
proof is devoted to proving the reverse inclusions for all ¢ € A.

SIndeed oy is the codimension of the mlc’s of (7= 1(Uy), D), as _fo...—1 = H(¢F) Lyegme (p) #+ Ipr).
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At this point, fix any point ¢ € A and any integer o = (0,) 1,...,n. Pick any germ
a; € (kerv,), C RYZ,), .

It suffices to prove that a; € (ker,),.

As the problem is local on A, we can shrink A to a (sufficiently small) relatively
compact Stein open neighborhood of t € A such that «; is lifted to a section a € ker v, C
RY(Z%,) on A which is defined even across the boundary JA. The manifold X is shrunk
accordingly and becomes a holomorphically convexr manifold. Thanks to such shrinking,
we can therefore assume that

e the potentials o and ), are smooth on their regular loci across the boundary 0.X,

e the function \s|¢M is globally bounded on X,

e X admits a finite Stein open covering U := {V;},,
as in the assumptions stated in Section 2.1. Furthermore, construct the smooth exhaustion
psh function ® and the complete Kahler metric on X described in Section 2.1. For any
coherent sheaf .Z# on X, := {® < ¢} for ¢ € (0, 00], we have the isomorphism

HY(F), = H'(X.,Kx ® D® F ® F) = Rin.(F)(A.) ,

thanks to the Leray spectral sequence and Cartan’s Theorem B on the Stein space A, :=
{®a < c}. Therefore, the section

a € kerv, C RYZ%,)(A) = HI(Z,)

is abused to mean the corresponding class in HY(Z%,,)_, on X (supported on lc% (D)) which
is the restriction of a class on a neighborhood of X (the closure of X). Abusing also ker v,
and ker 7, to mean their corresponding subspaces in H%(%,) __, we are going to prove that
aly, € ker7, |y C HY(Z,), for some ¢ > 0, which will complete the proof.

o )

Step 2 (Takegoshi harmonic representative of a|y and its orthogonal projection ut to
(6x.)"). We first show that | x. can be associated to a Takegoshi harmonic form via
the map HY(Z,)(c) Z H9(Z%,), given in Sections 2.2 and 4.2. Write Ic% (D) = Upelg Dy
as the union of o-lc centers DJ of (X, D) and let w be the complete Kéhler metric on

X°:= X\ (Pr U Py) as described in Section 2.1. The kind of maps 7 = 5 in (eq2.2.3)
induces the monomorphism

P (055 Koy @ F), <> @D HY(0], Kog @ F & Iog o)) = HI(R)

pelf, pelf,

oo

The LZ,. Dolbeault isomorphism (see Section 2.2) asserts that the component of o on
each o-lc center DJ can be represented by a 0O-closed locally L? form with respect to ¢p
on D7. Since « is defined across the boundary dX, the component of a on DJ can be
represented by a globally L? form on Dy. After taking a projection to the harmonic space
(see (eq2.2.2)) and taking into account Theorem 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2, we see that «

is represented by

U = (up)pEIg S @ Hq<Dg, Kpg ® F) ~

Pr,w
pelg
Thm. 3.2.1
= @ Hqng@(oo) = Hq(%U)(OO) ’
pelg

where u = (uy,) is a collection of Takegoshi harmonic forms (see (eq2.2.4) for the

pelf, =
definition), i.e. each u,, is a harmonic form with respect to ¢, w on D7 satisfying (0P u, =
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0 on Dg := D7 M X°. Notice that, for any c € (0, 00}, the restriction ul_is still a collection
of Takegoshi harmonic forms in #9(%,)(c) such that j°(uly ) = aly. (see (eq2.2.6)).

Now fix any positive ¢ < co. Recall from (eq4.2.3) the subspace ', of H?H(%y11)(c)
and the map

Oy : Lo = HUZs)(c)
induced from the connecting homomorphism §: HY (%), — HY(%,)
in Section 4.2. Recall also that we take the (squared) residue norm ||-H12Cc)r((D)ﬁXo =

.» as discussed
Zpelg, H'HES,WWQ as the L? norm on H%(%,)(c) (see Section 4.1). Then, we decompose u
orthogonally as

uly, =ut +p € (pTe)" @ T = HU(Z,)(c).
The short exact sequences in (eq5.2.1) induce the commutative diagram

e B (Byr), — > HY(Z —>H(j> o
/o 1

)
Héqu(%)c e (/i:)

in which the rows are exact. This shows that p € éyI'. C ker7, C kerv, (the map j°
is made implicit). Therefore, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that u* = 0 on
lc% (D) N X¢.

Step 3 (R(u’) as an obstruction of HsuLHfo (Dynxe = 0). We show below that the
Cx c

harmonic residue R (u") is an obstruction to our desired vanishing u* = 0 on 1c% (D) N X

by rewriting HSUJ‘HIQCU D using the assumption u* € kerv, and the Cech-Dolbeault
X

NXE
map (eq2.3.1). First note that both u|y and p belong to ker v, on X, so u" € ker v,.
Recall that 0 := {V;},_; is the finite Stein cover of X and {p'},_; is the partition of
unity subordinate to U as described in Section 2.1. Through the Cech-Dolbeault map
(eq2.3.1), the cohomology class of the component u; of ut on each D7, is represented by

a Cech g-cocycle { Qg i } such that
a 10,4000y 0qg €L
(eq5.2.3) uj = vy () + (—1)° \5,0“ A NOp™t - pho ;im-z‘q :
= (gp)lq‘“lo

where vy, (2) is a Kpg @ F|j,-valued (0, ¢ — 1)-form on D7, with L? coefficients with respect
p

igig € Kog ® F]Dg®fpg(cpp) on D7, N Viy.i, == D7, NV;;N---NV,.

By the re81due exact sequence (eq4.1.1), for each ch01ce of the multi-indices (ig, ..., 1),

there exists a section fi, .., € Kx ® D ® FF'® _#, on the Stein open set V; N X, such

that
_ 1
Res” (fig-,) = (0 zo~-~iq>p€,% .

Considering the inclusion #, C _#, and multiplying the cochain by the section s, we see
that the image v, (ul) is represented by the Cech g-cocycle { [s figei q} } : in which

107--'720617

to ||- HDU and o

0°+"iq

M
[sfio...iq} = (Sfio...iq mod %%1) EKxQ@DQF MR i@w on Vi,..;, N Xc .
o—1
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The assumption u’ € ker v, implies that this cocycle is a coboundary, that is, there exists
Niyiy EKx@DQF QM@ _ZM on Vj,..;, N X, for each (i1, ...,i,) such that

{[sz'o--@q} }im__,iqe[ = 5{ P‘ir--iq} }il,...,iqel - {[(5>\)i0"'iq] }z vigel |

where (6));,., is given by the usual formula of Cech coboundary operator (ON) g, =
Z:()(_l)k)\ ~ . Note that A;..;, need not take values in #ZM. Since sf;,..;,, and

PR
(5)\)1.0“,1.(1 differ by an element in Ky ® DR F @ M ® %A_ﬂ on 'V N X., we see that

0°++ig

Res”((é)\)m ; ) = Res (sfi,) = (Sa’iio"'i‘I)pe[g .

Following the notation in Proposition 4.1.2; set

~ Ny
Apiiyoiq 1= RDg ( : q) “S(p) for each p € I, and

Sp
A'L 3
)\b irig =R o+l( le q) -8y foreachbe 7.

SAp)i
We then have 2wt — gl op D7, for each p € I}. Together with (eq5.2.3), we

P50 g
obtain that

_ — o Apiyei
:(_1)qaplq/\.../\apzl.u

()" Siss) By

S(p) S(p)

Setting also vp(0c) == D (ép)"Q"'“Xb;il...iq on ngl, Proposition 4.1.2 then yields

11,...,0g€T

. _ Ovpy(
HsulHig{(D)ng et Z«Su; - 8(5%;(2))7 - - Z<< - >>
B

pEl pEl] c,p

V—00 EU ;(oc0
; - Z <<77(‘,.1/ i(0) ) SU; >>
Do

S
pEIg (p) %p

Prop. 4.1.2 Ub;(oo)
g e,

b
beIgt! ®)

li)m o Z <<r}( ,— S %(uL)b» ,
V—00 ]Siél

bergtt

where %(UL) = (%(UJ‘) b) I is the harmonic residue of u' defined in Section 4.2.
D

Therefore, if we show that R (u") = 0 on lc%"™ (D) N X¢, then su’ = 0 and hence u* = 0,
which will conclude the proof.

Step 4 (Vanishing of R (u') from u* € (634T.)" and the adjoint relation between &, and
R). It follows from Theorem 4.2.1 that R(u) € H?*(%,+1)(c) and from Theorem 4.2.2
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that
0 "= <<(5Hw, uL»lcg((D)ng = a+<<w,9‘i(uL)>>lcg(+1(D)ng for all w € T, .

It thus suffices to show that R(u') € I, (the closure of I', in H9™'(%,41)(c)), which will
imply that %(UL) = 0.

The rest of the proof is the same as in Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 5.1.1, mutatis mu-
tandis (with HqD_’;F@(o) there replaced by H? 1 (#y11)(e) and H' (o) by HI(Z,)(e)).

X, pp,w

The proof is then completed. U

5.3. Injectivity for (Y, Dy). The full version of Theorem 1.2, together with a general-
ization allowing singularities on ¢ and ,;, is given below.

Theorem 5.3.1 (Theorem 1.2 with singular Hermitian metrics). Using the notation and
assumptions in Theorem 5.2.1, assume further that the divisor Y and D has no common
irreducible components, the divisor Y + D is snc and s7*(0) contains no lc centers of
(X, Y + D). Let Dy := DNY. Then, Theorem 5.2.1 implies that the multiplication map
induced by ®sy between the higher direct image sheaves

J(or)
I(or) - Iy
18 injective for every q > 0.
Proof. Let ¢y := log|sy|” be the potential on (the line bundle associated with) Y induced
from a canonical section sy. Define ¢y := ¢y — 7" < —1, where p§" is some smooth
potential on Y, and set ¥y, p := ¥y + ¢p.

Let ¢, := ¢r or pr + @ Recall that the divisors Py, (the polar locus of ¢r), D and
Y have only snc against each other, and there are no common components among any
two of them, so we have

oL+ ovi¥p) = Ao + ¢y) - Lz py
Ho(pri¥yin) = L) Ligrrrypy  and
Holority) = Zer) - Digyy
for all o > 0. It also follows from (¢ + ¢y)-Zp = H¢r) Ly - Ip = H(¢r) - Ly +p that
Ho(or + dv;p) = Aolpr;dyvin) -

Moreover, for ¢ > 0, say, when o = n, all increasing sequences of adjoint ideal sheaves
above stabilize such that

Hulor + ovivp) = Ior+ ¢v) = Her) Iy (= Hlerivy)) and
Hnloriyip) = Juler;y) = Aer) -
Note also that

Rq’]TY* (Ky@Dy®Fy®

s Hor +

Hor+oum) Iy

(1) Foloribyip) C Zo(priy) on X forallo >0."
Write
Fp = Jolor+0vitn) . Iap = Folor+om+ dvivp)
I = Io(0r;yip) , IM = Z.(or + omityin)
"This can be seen by noticing that |¢yip| = |[¥y| + |¥p| > |¢y| > 1 and the expression

e~ 117 (loglew|) ' is decreasing in |1h| (> 1) as soon as, say, |[¢)] > o + 1 +&.
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oy = Iolorvy) , I = Ioor + o ty)

and
RY.Z):=Rin(Kx®Y ®D®F®.%) for any sheaf .# on X

for convenience. The above consideration shows that we have the short exact sequence

O %YD é jn;Y 0
/%ED %) %;Y
|

SH(or)
Hor) - Ly

which induces the commutative diagram

w (%) ——w () (%)
®3y+Dl Hn | |®sp

MY
/M> TN " D

e SR (M2 ) R Mo LY | R M L)
( M Sy Iy

0;D
where the rows are exact, and all columns are induced from ®s. The proof is finished if
we show that the map ®sy is injective.

By applying Theorem 5.2.1 (with (F ® Y, ¢r + ¢y) in place of (F, @) there) to the
pair (X, D) and using the fact that ¢r + ¢y is psh, the map ®sp is injective. By a
diagram-chasing argument, to prove that the map ®sy is injective, it suffices to show
that ker u,, = ker¢,,.

The short exact sequence of adjoint ideal sheaves of the form (eq 5.2.1) and the inclusion
(1) induce the commutative diagram
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for 0 = 1,...,n, analogous to (eq5.2.2). From the exactness of the columns and the
commutativity of the diagram, it follows from a diagram-chasing argument that ker p,_; =
kert,_; and kerv, = ker7, implies ker y, = ker:, for any ¢ > 1. Since p; = 14 and
L1 = 71, we again have to show that

(kerv,), = (ker7,), forallo=1,...,n and forallte A .

The proof of this equality follows from the proof of Theorem 5.2.1, mutatis mutandis (with,

at worst, a replacement of “_#ZM” by « n{‘{/” in Step 3 of the proof). This completes the
proof. O
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