
Injectivity theorems for higher direct images
under proper Kähler 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 Kähler morphism π : X → ∆ from X to a complex analytic space ∆, 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 π
for the lc pairs (X,D) as well as (Y,DY ), where DY := D ∩ Y . As an application, this
result immediately implies the injectivity theorem on holomorphically convex Kähler
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 ∆ 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
Kähler morphisms on simple-normal-crossing (snc) Kähler spaces by further developing
the analytic techniques for handling log-canonical (lc) 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 π : X → ∆ be a proper locally Kähler morphism
to a (not necessarily irreducible or reduced) analytic space ∆. Let F (resp. M) be a line
bundle on X with a smooth Hermitian metric hF (resp. hM) such that

īΘhF (F ) ≥ 0 and īΘhM (M) ≤ CīΘhF (F ) for some C > 0 .
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Consider a section s ∈ H0(X,M) whose zero locus s−1(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

Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F )
⊗s−→ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M)

is 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 s−1(0) of the section s ∈ H0(X,M) contains no lc centers of the pair
(X, Y + D). Let DY := D ∩ Y , FY := F |Y , MY := M |Y , sY := s|Y and πY := π|Y .
Then, the multiplication map induced by the tensor product with sY between the higher
direct image sheaves

RqπY ∗(KY ⊗DY ⊗ FY )
⊗sY−−→ RqπY ∗(KY ⊗DY ⊗ FY ⊗MY )

is injective for every q ≥ 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 π : X → ∆ to a Stein space. By the Leray spectral sequence and
Cartan’s Theorem B for Stein spaces, we have the isomorphism

Hq(X,F) ∼= H0(∆, Rqπ∗F)
for any coherent sheaf F . The functor H0(∆, •) of global sections on ∆ 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 Kähler spaces). Let X be a holo-
morphically convex Kähler 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

Hq(X,KX ⊗D ⊗ F ) ⊗s−→ Hq(X,KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M) and

Hq(Y,KY ⊗DY ⊗ FY )
⊗sY−−→ Hq(Y,KY ⊗DY ⊗ FY ⊗MY )

are injective for every q ≥ 0.

All these results can be extended to the case where hF and hM 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 Kähler morphism on a complex manifold X, compatible with
the more general [33, Def. 6.1], is given as follows.

Definition 1.4 (locally Kähler morphisms on smoothX; cf. [33, Def. 6.1]). A holomorphic
map π : X → ∆ from a complex manifold X to an analytic space ∆ is said to be a locally
Kähler morphism if every point in ∆ admits an open neighborhood U whose inverse image
π−1(U) is a Kähler 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:
π : X → ∆ 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 Kollár’s
injectivity theorem [23]. Ambro and Fujino generalize Kollár’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 Kollár’s theorem (with D = 0) to the complex analytic setup,
where π : X → ∆ is a locally Kähler 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, 26]
for the klt case and [8, 9, 28] for the plt case. Recently, solutions to Fujino’s conjecture
in the absolute setting are announced first by Cao–Păun [4], 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 Kähler 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 ∆, so we can assume that ∆ is a
relatively compact Stein domain and X = π−1(∆) is a relatively compact holomorphically
convex Kähler domain by shrinking ∆. The Leray spectral sequence implies

Hq(X,F) ∼= H0(∆, Rqπ∗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 L2 ∂-closed forms (see Section 2.2 or [29, Prop. 2.16]), while
we want to make use of harmonic forms which are globally L2. Readers will notice that
most of the modifications to the proof in [10] made here is to ensure certain differential
forms (namely, u and δw in this paper) being globally L2. The trick here is that, since
the question at hand is a local problem, once the locally L2 differential form is fixed,
we can shrink ∆, and therefore X, so that the form becomes globally L2. Moreover,
since the Bochner-type formulae are needed to apply to harmonic forms while the Kähler
metric cannot remain complete after the restriction to a relatively compact subset, we are
naturally led to consider the Takegoshi harmonic spaces (eq 2.2.4) 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 π induced by the standard exact sequence 0→ KX → KX⊗D → KD → 0:

· · · → Rq−1πD∗(KD⊗F )
δ−→ Rqπ∗(KX⊗F )

τ−→ Rqπ∗(KX⊗D⊗F )→ RqπD∗(KD⊗F )→ · · ·

(where πD := π|D). Our goal is to prove that, for any germ βt ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ D ⊗ F )t
at an arbitrary t ∈ ∆ with sβt = 0 ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ D ⊗ F ⊗M)t, we have βt = 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|D : RqπD∗(KD ⊗ F )→ RqπD∗(KD ⊗ 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
αt ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )t such that βt = τ(αt). At this point, we fix a choice of αt and shrink
∆ sufficiently such that there is a section α ∈ H0(∆, Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )) ∼= Hq(X,KX ⊗ F )
whose germ at t is αt and can be viewed as a Dolbeault class which is represented by some
globally L2 ∂-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 α (by taking the harmonic projection of a globally L2 representative)
even though it does not exist for a general Dolbeault class in Hq(X,KX ⊗F ). It remains
to prove that α ∈ ker τ (for technical reasons, only) on some smaller subset Xc ⋐ X,
which is some neighborhood of π−1(t).

In Step 2, following [10, Step 1 of proof of Thm. 1.2], we seek for an “optimal” repre-
sentative of β = τ(α) by applying the theory of harmonic integrals to obtain a harmonic
representative u of α and taking an orthogonal projection to get rid of the component in
ker τ , resulting in a harmonic form u⊥ “representing” β (as β = τ(u⊥) by a slight abuse
of notation). The goal is then to show that u⊥ = 0. Recall that δ is the connecting
morphism from the long exact sequence above. For the absolute setting in [10], it is the
fact u⊥ being orthogonal to im δ (= ker τ) that is actually being used to prove that u⊥ = 0
(more precisely, R

(
u⊥
)
= 0; see below). However, in the relative setting, even the images

of the (classes of) harmonic forms under δ are not guaranteed to have harmonic repre-
sentatives (as the representatives are only locally L2). 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 Xc := {Φ < c} of an appropriately chosen

exhaustion psh function Φ ≥ 0 on X, for c ∈ (0,∞) (and arrange such that X = X∞).
Then, for any given c > 0, there is a subspace Γc of harmonic forms on Dc := D∩Xc which
are extendable to harmonic forms on some larger spaces Dc′ for some c′ > c (see (eq 5.1.2)
or (eq 4.2.3)), such that δΓc contains only (classes of) globally L2 forms on Xc (for a
harmonic form w on Dc′ with c′ > c, the class δw is represented by locally L2 forms on Xc′ ,
but their restrictions to Xc (⋐ Xc′) are globally L2 on Xc). 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 Hn,•(Xc;F ; Φ)hF = H•(Xc;KX⊗F ; Φ)hF
(eq 2.2.4) (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 Xc for every c > 0). Let δHΓc be
the image of the harmonic projection of the space (−1)q−1δΓc (see Theorem 4.2.2 for the
reason of the factor (−1)q−1). We then replace im δ by δHΓc in the definition of u⊥, that
is, we consider the orthogonal decomposition

u|Xc
=: u⊥ + µ ∈ (δHΓc)

⊥ ⊕ δHΓc = Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)hF ,
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where (δHΓc)
⊥ is the orthogonal complement of δHΓc and δHΓc is the closure in the

Takegoshi harmonic space Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)hF . Since δHΓc ⊂ ker τ on Xc, it suffices to show
that u⊥ = 0 (thus β = τ(α) = τ(u) = τ(µ) = 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
II of proof of Thm. 3.4.1]. Using the assumption 0 = sβ = sτ(u⊥) and an explicit formula
between the Čech and Dolbeault representatives (see Section 2.3), the squared norm of
su⊥ on Xc is rewritten as an inner product on Dc via a residue formula (Proposition
4.1.2), namely, ∥∥su⊥∥∥2

Xc
= ⟪•, sR(u⊥)⟫

Dc
.

(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 R

(
u⊥
)

is computed from the Poincaré
residue on Dc of a form derived from u⊥ (see (eq 4.2.1)). The proof is complete if we show
that R

(
u⊥
)
= 0 (thus u⊥ = 0).

We name R
(
u⊥
)

as the harmonic residue of u⊥, which has appeared already in [10]
(denoted by “w” there) and is shown to be harmonic on Dc in [10, Sec. 2.4] (in particular,
it is globally L2 on Dc) under the curvature assumption on hF . It is also a Takegoshi
harmonic form in Hq−1(Dc;KD⊗F ; Φ)hF 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 δH (with domain Γc) by Theorem 4.2.2.
Therefore, for all w ∈ Γc,

⟪w,R(u⊥)⟫
Dc

= ⟪δHw, u⊥⟫Xc
= 0 .

The right-hand side vanishes for u⊥ ∈ (δHΓc)
⊥. We will obtain R

(
u⊥
)
= 0 if we can show

that R
(
u⊥
)
∈ Γc (closure of Γc in Hq−1(Dc; · · ·)hF ). This last claim is proved by using

the properties of R.
This paper is organized as follows:
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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 π : X → ∆ be a proper locally
Kähler morphism to an analytic space ∆. The desired conclusions in the main results
are local on ∆. Thus, by shrinking ∆ from the initial space and replacing X with X :=
π−1(∆), we assume that

• ∆ is a Stein space,
• X is a holomorphically convex Kähler manifold, and
• ∆ and X are relatively compact domains in the initial spaces.

For convenience, we write the boundaries of ∆ andX := π−1(∆) in the initial spaces as ∂∆
and ∂X := π−1(∂∆). The following definitions and conventions will be used consistently
throughout this paper.

• n is the dimension of X.
• ω is complete Kähler metric on X.
• Φ is a smooth, lower-bounded (hence assuming Φ ≥ 0), exhaustion psh function

on X such that

sup
X

Φ =∞ and sup
X
|dΦ|ω <∞ .

The above-mentioned Φ and ω are constructed as follows: Take a smooth exhaus-
tion strictly psh function Φ∆ ≥ 0 on the Stein space ∆. Replace it with 1

C−Φ∆

for C := sup∆ Φ∆ if C < ∞, so that we can assume that sup∆ Φ∆ = ∞. Then
Φ := π∗Φ∆ satisfies the desired properties except possibly for supX |dΦ|ω < ∞.
This last property is fulfilled by replacing ω with the new complete Käher metric
ω + ī∂∂Φ2.
• Xc := {Φ < c} and X∞ := X. Note that Xc ⋐ Xc′ ⋐ X for any 0 < c < c′ < ∞,

and each Xc is holomorphically convex.
• hF = e−φF and hM = e−φM are singular Hermitian metrics on F and M respec-

tively, where φF and φM denote their quasi-plurisubharmonic (quasi-psh) poten-
tials (of their respective curvature currents). Assume that φF and φM have at
worst neat analytic singularities such that the (reduced) varieties PF := φ−1

F (−∞)
and PM := φ−1

M (−∞) are snc divisors, and so is PF + PM .
• s is a holomorphic section of M on X such that supX |s|φM

< +∞.
• D =

∑
i∈ID

Di is a (reduced) snc divisor on X such that D and PF + PM have no
common irreducible component and D+PF +PM is an snc divisor. Note that the
index set ID is finite.
• si is a canonical section of the irreducible component Di.
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• sD :=
∏

i∈ID
si is the canonical section of D.

• σ ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · , n}.
• Let lcσX(D) be the union of σ-lc centers of (X,D) indexed by IσD, i.e.

lcσX(D) :=
⋃
p∈IσD

Dσp ,

where, under the assumption (X,D) being log-smooth and lc, each σ-lc center Dσp
is a σ-codimensional irreducible component of an intersection of some irreducible
components Di of D. Set lc0X(D) := X and let I0D be a singleton for convenience.
Note that I1D = ID and PF ∪ PM does not contain any lc centers of (X,D).
• Diff∗

pD is the effective divisor on Dσp defined by the adjunction formula

KDσp
⊗Diff∗

pD = (KX ⊗D)|Dσp .

• s(p) :=
∏

i∈ID : Di ̸⊃Dσp

si. Note that the restriction s(p)|Dσp is a canonical section of Diff∗
pD.

• ϕD := log|sD|2 and ϕ(p) := log
∣∣s(p)∣∣2 are the (psh) potentials on D and Diff∗

pD
induced from their respective canonical sections.
• I(φ) := IX(φ) is the multiplier ideal sheaf of the potential φ on X given at each
x ∈ X by

I(φ)x :=

{
f ∈ OX,x

∣∣∣∣ ∃ open set Vx ∋ x ,
∫
Vx

|f |2e−φ d volVx < +∞
}
,

where d volVx denotes the Lebesgue measure on the local open set Vx ⋐ X. Mul-
tiplier ideal sheaves IS(φ) on any submanifolds S ⊂ X are defined similarly, but
the subscripts will not be omitted.
• V := {Vi}i∈I 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).
• {ρi}i∈I is a partition of unity subordinate to V = {Vi}i∈I such that supp(ηρi) ⋐ Vi

for any cut-off function η on X with supp η ⋐ X (for example, the functions ην
given in (eq 3.1.1)).
• ω̃ is a complete Kähler metric on X◦ := X \ (PF ∪ PM) defined by

ω̃ := 2ω + ī∂∂
1

log|ℓψPF∪PM
|
≥ ω so that

◦ ω̃ ≥ ω holds on X◦ (after choosing the constant ℓ≫ e suitably),
◦ ω̃ admits a bounded potential locally on X (not only X◦).

Here ψPF∪PM
≤ −1 is a global potential function defined by a canonical section of

the divisor PF ∪PM . Note that 1

log|ℓψPF∪PM |
is locally bounded on X (not only X◦)

and |d log(e log|ℓψPF∪PM
|)|ω̃ < +∞ (see, for example, [8, §2.2, item (4)]). Notice

that ω̃ is a complete metric on X◦ but not on X◦ \D (and the same happens for
its restriction to each D̊σp := Dσp ∩X◦).

Recall from [10, §2.1] that an open set V ⊂ 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 (z1, z2, · · · , zn) such that

D = {z1 · · · zσV = 0}, log r2j < 0, and rj
∂

∂rj
ψD > 0 on V ,
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where rj := |zj| and ψD|V := (ϕD − φsm
D )|V =

∑σV
j=1 log|zj|

2 − φsm
D |V . (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 ∈ IσD such that Dσp ∩ V ̸= ∅ is identified with a permutation representing
a choice of σ elements from the set {1, 2, . . . , σV }. Under this identification, we have

Dσp ∩ V =
{
zp(1) = zp(2) = · · · = zp(σ) = 0

}
and s(p)

∣∣
V
= zp(σ+1) · · · zp(σV )

(cf. the definition of the set CσVσ in [6, §3.1]).

2.2. L2
loc Dolbeault cohomology and L2 harmonic spaces. Let (L, φL) denote either

(F, φF ) or (F ⊗M,φF +φM) for the remainder of Section 2. We first consider the Fréchet
space of L-valued (n, q)-forms that are locally L2 on X (not only on X◦) with respect to
φL and ω̃:

Ln,q(2) loc(X;L) := Ln,q(2) loc(X;L)φL,ω̃
.

The ∂-operator determines the densely defined closed operator ∂ with domain(
Dom ∂

)n,q
loc :=

(
Dom ∂

)n,q
loc,φL,ω̃

:=
{
ζ ∈ Ln,q(2) loc(X;L)φL,ω̃

∣∣∣ ∂ζ ∈ Ln,q+1
(2) loc(X;L)φL,ω̃

}
.

Let
(
ker ∂

)n,q
loc and

(
im ∂

)n,q
loc denote the kernel and image of ∂, respectively, where the

superscript and subscript indicate that these are subspaces of Ln,q(2) loc(X;L). Since ω̃

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

isomorphism on X:

(eq 2.2.1) Hq(X,KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL)) ∼=
(
ker ∂

)n,q
loc(

im ∂
)n,q
loc

=: Hn,q

∂,L2
loc
(X,L)φL,ω̃

,

where the left-hand side is treated as the Čech cohomology group. Since X is holomor-
phically convex, the left-hand side is Hausdorff (for example, see [31, Lemma II.1]). This
implies that

(
im ∂

)n,q
loc is closed in Ln,q(2) loc(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 L2 on X

with respect to φL and ω̃:

Ln,q(2)(X;L) := Ln,q(2)(X;L)φL,ω̃
1 with the L2 norm ∥·∥X◦ := ∥·∥X◦,φL,ω̃

.

Then, by [12, Ch. VIII, §1], we have the following orthogonal decomposition:

(eq 2.2.2) Ln,q(2)(X;L) = Ln,q(2)(X;L)φL,ω̃
= Hn,q

φL,ω̃
⊕
(
im ∂

)n,q
(2) ⊕

(
im ∂

∗)n,q
(2) ,

where ∂∗ denotes the Hilbert space adjoint (ϑ denotes the formal adjoint in this paper),
the spaces

(
im ∂

)n,q
(2) and

(
im ∂

∗)n,q
(2) are the images of ∂ and ∂∗ in Ln,q(2)(X;L) respectively,

and the space Hn,q
φL,ω̃

is the space of L2 harmonic (n, q)-forms defined by

Hn,q
φL,ω̃

:= Hn,q(X;L)φL,ω̃
:= Hq(X;KX ⊗ L)φL,ω̃

:=
{
u ∈ Ln,q(2)(X;L)φL,ω̃

∣∣∣ ∂u = 0 , ∂
∗
u = 0 on X◦

}
.

1The notation “Ln,q(2) (X;L)φL,ω̃
” is not consistent with the one in [8]. In [8], this space is denoted

by “Ln,q(2) (X
◦;L)φL,ω̃

”, which emphasizes that φL and ω̃ 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 “Ln,q(2) loc(X;L)φL,ω̃

” have locally L2 coefficients not only
on X◦ but also on X. To maintain consistency with other notations in this paper, we use the notation
“Ln,q(2) (X;L)φL,ω̃

.”
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Since
(
im ∂

)n,q
loc is closed in Ln,q(2) loc(X;L), we have(

im ∂
)n,q
(2) ⊂

(
im ∂

)n,q
loc =

(
im ∂

)n,q
loc .

Thus, by (eq 2.2.1), we obtain the monomorphism

(eq 2.2.3) Hn,q
φL,ω̃

ȷ
↪−→ Hq(X,KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL)) .

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 c ∈ (0,∞]:

(eq 2.2.4)

Hn,q
φL,ω̃

(c) := Hn,q(Xc;L; Φ)φL,ω̃

:=

{
u ∈ Ln,q(2)(Xc;L)φL,ω̃

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂u = 0 , ϑu = 0 ,

(∂Φ)̃ω⌟ u = 0
on X◦

c

}
, 2

where X◦
c := Xc ∩ X◦ and ϑ is the formal adjoint of ∂ with respect to the L2 norm

∥·∥X◦ := ∥·∥X◦,φL,ω̃
. Since ω̃ is a complete metric on X◦, the formal adjoint ϑ coincides

with the Hilbert space adjoint ∂∗. Furthermore, the Takegoshi property (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ u = 0 is
automatically satisfied (see Proposition 3.2.3). Thus, we have

Hn,q
φL,ω̃

:= Hn,q(X;L)φL,ω̃
= Hn,q

φL,ω̃
(∞) := Hn,q(X;L; Φ)φL,ω̃

.

On the other hand, since ω̃ is not complete on Xc when c <∞, the formal adjoint need not
coincide with the Hilbert space adjoint a priori. Nevertheless, thanks to the Takegoshi
property (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ u = 0, the forms in Hn,q(Xc;L; Φ)φL,ω̃

are genuine harmonic forms in
Ln,q(2)(Xc;L)φL,ω̃

(see Theorem 3.2.1).
In the same way as in (eq 2.2.3), we obtain the monomorphism

(eq 2.2.5) Hn,q
φL,ω̃

(c)
ȷc

↪−→ Hq(Xc, KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL)) .

Furthermore, the restriction from Xc′ to Xc also induces the commutative diagram

(eq 2.2.6)

Hn,q
φL,ω̃

(c′)

ȷc
′

c
��

� � ȷ
c′

//

⟲

Hq(Xc′ , KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL))

��
Hn,q
φL,ω̃

(c) �
� ȷc // Hq(Xc, KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL))

for any 0 < c < c′ ≤ ∞.

2.3. A Čech–Dolbeault map with respect to a partition of unity. Recall that we
have the finite Stein cover V = {Vi}i∈I and the partition of unity {ρi}i∈I given in Section
2.1. Consider a ∂-closed form

u ∈
(
ker ∂

)n,q
(2) ⊂ Ln,q(2)(X;L)φL,ω̃

.

From the isomorphism Hq(V, KX ⊗ L ⊗ I(φL)) ∼= Hq(X,KX ⊗ L ⊗ I(φL)) given by
Leray’s theorem, together with the L2

loc Dolbeault isomorphism (eq 2.2.1), we can solve
∂-equations derived from u with L2 estimates successively on various intersections of the
Stein open sets in V ∩X◦ := {Vi ∩X◦}i∈I to obtain a Čech cocycle{

αi0···iq
}
i0,...,iq∈I

∈ Zq(V, KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL))



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

(see [27, Prop. 5.5] or [8, 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

loc
Dolbeault class of u in Hq(X,KX ⊗ L⊗I(φL)).

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

(eq 2.3.1)

u = ∂v(2) + ∂ρiq−1 ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi0αi0···iq (∀ iq ∈ I)
= ∂v(2) + ∂ρiq−1 ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi0 · ρiq αi0···iq
= ∂v(2) + (−1)q ∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 · ρi0︸ ︷︷ ︸

=: (∂ρ)
iq ···i0

αi0···iq ,

where v(2) is an L-valued (n, q− 1)-form that is a priori locally L2 on X◦. Since the cover
V is finite and u is globally L2 on X◦, both forms

v(2) and (−1)q
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i0

αi0···iq can be chosen to be globally L2 on X◦.

Also note that these conclusions still hold true when X is replaced by Xc, Dσp or Dσc,p.

3. Harmonic forms with the Takegoshi property

In order to apply the Bochner-type identities to harmonic forms on X◦
c (c <∞) with-

out the completeness of the Kähler 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 ∂X and ∂Xc, and the singular loci PF ∪PM and D in the computations of the
relevant integrals. Take a non-increasing smooth function ρ : [0,+∞) → [0, 1] such that
ρ|[0, 1

2
] ≡ 1, ρ|[1,+∞) ≡ 0, and |ρ′| ≲ 1 on its domain (where ρ′ denotes the derivative). For

ν ∈ N and ε > 0, we define ην , ηc,ν , χν , and θε as follows:

(eq 3.1.1)
ην := ρ

(
Φ

ν

)
, ηc,ν :=

{
ρ
(

1
ν(c−Φ)

)
on Xc

0 on X \Xc

for c ∈ (0,∞) ,

χν := ρ

(
log(e log|ℓψPF∪PM

|)
ν

)
and θε := 1− ρ

(
1

|ψD|ε
)
.

By the properties of Φ, ω, and ω̃ given in Section 2.1, we can easily verify that
supp ην ∩ ∂X = ∅

supp ηc,ν ∩ ∂Xc = ∅
suppχν ∩ (PF ∪ PM) = ∅

supp θε ∩D = ∅

and

ην ↗ 1 on X
ηc,ν ↗ 1 on Xc

χν ↗ 1 on X◦

θε ↗ 1 on X \D

as
ν ↗ +∞
ε↘ 0

and
|dην |ω̃ ≤ |dην |ω ≲

1

ν
, |dχν |ω̃ ≲

1

ν
and dθε = ε

θ′ε dψD

|ψD|1+ε
,

where θ′ε := −ρ′ ◦ 1
|ψD|ε ≥ 0 and the constants involved in ≲ are independent of ν. Note

that |dηc,ν |ω̃ is not uniformly bounded on Xc.
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
Ln,q(2)(X;L)φL,ω̃

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 ηνχν to construct a se-
quence of compactly supported approximations of a given L2 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 [8] guarantees the following result.

Proposition 3.1.1 ([10, Prop. 2.2.2]). Suppose that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 and u ∈ Hn,q(X;F )φF ,ω̃
.

Then, we have

∇(0,1)u = 0 and
(
ī∂∂φF

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0 on X◦ .3

Furthermore, if φM satisfies ī∂∂φM ≤ Cī∂∂φF for some constant C > 0, then we also
have su ∈ Hn,q(X;F ⊗M)φF+φM ,ω̃.

By using ηνθε in place of θε in the proof of [10, Lemma 2.2.1] and with a little care of
the order of taking the limits ε→ 0+ and ν → +∞, we also obtain the following.

Lemma 3.1.2 ([10, Lemma 2.2.1]). If u ∈ Hn,q(X;L)φL,ω̃
, then sDu ∈ Hn,q(X;D ⊗

L)ϕD+φL,ω̃
.

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 Ψ be a smooth function on X
such that

ī∂∂(CφF +Ψ) ≥ 0 and Ψ > −C on X for some constant C > 0 .

Suppose that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 holds and u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

satisfies that
∥∥∥(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u

∥∥∥2
X◦,φF ,ω̃

<∞. Then,

the form u is a harmonic form in Hn,q
φF+Ψ,ω̃ and satisfies that

(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u = 0 and
(
ī∂∂Ψ

)̃ω
⌟ u = 0 on X◦ .4

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 ∈ Hn,q

φF ,ω̃
with Ψ := Φ, where

Φ is the psh exhaustion function on X given in Section 2.1. Furthermore, Theorem 3.2.1
relaxes the conditions on Ψ compared to [33, Thm. 3.4 (ii) and 4.3 (ii)]. In our case, the
function Ψ 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 Ψ such that the
harmonicity of an F -valued form depends only on the class c1(F ).

3 Given an (n, q)-form u and a function φ, we define (∂φ)̃
ω⌟u,

(
ī∂∂φ

)̃ω
⌟u and

(
ī∂∂φ

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ as raising

the (holomorphic) indices of the coefficients (of ∂φ or ī∂∂φ) via ω̃ and then contracting with the anti-
holomorphic indices of coefficients of u (and we have

(
ī∂∂φ

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ =

〈(
ī∂∂φ

)̃ω
⌟ u, u

〉
ω̃
). The operator

(∂φ)̃
ω⌟ · happens to be the adjoint of ∂φ ∧ · with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ω̃, and is sometimes

denoted by (∂φ)∗ or e(∂φ)∗ (in [33]) and can be computed by ± ∗ ∂φ ∧ ∗· (where ∗ is the Hodge-∗
operator with respect to ω̃). The function

(
ī∂∂φ

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ can also be denoted by

〈
[ī∂∂φ,Λω̃]u, u

〉
ω̃
=〈

ī∂∂φΛω̃u, u
〉
ω̃

(for (n, q)-forms) (in [12]). See [8, 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 u are handled
separately (e.g. u is mostly treated as a “KX -valued (0, q)-form” rather than an “(n, q)-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 ϑ and ϑΨ be the formal adjoints
of ∂ with respect to φF and φF +Ψ, respectively. By definition, we have ϑΨ = ϑ+(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ ·.
From u ∈ Hn,q

φF ,ω̃
(i.e. ∂u = 0 and ϑu = 0) and the assumption ī∂∂φF ≥ 0, Proposition

3.1.1 guarantees that

∇(0,1)u = 0 and
(
ī∂∂φF

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0 on X◦ .

Given the assumptions on Ψ and ∂Ψ, we also have∫
X◦
|u|2ω̃ e

−φF−Ψ <∞ and
∫
X◦

∣∣∣(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u
∣∣∣2
ω̃
e−φF−Ψ ≲

∫
X◦

∣∣∣(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u
∣∣∣2
ω̃
e−φF <∞ .

In particular, we have ∥u∥φF+Ψ,ω̃ <∞ and ∥ϑΨu∥φF+Ψ,ω̃ <∞.
Recall from [10, Lemma 2.4.2] that the formula

(eq 3.2.1) ∂((∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u) =
(
ī∂∂Ψ

)̃ω
⌟ u− (∂Ψ)̃ω⌟

�
�
�>

0(
∂u
)
+ (∂Ψ)̃ω ·

�
���* 0

∇(0,1)
• u

holds on X◦. Using the cut-off functions given in (eq 3.1.1), we apply ⟪ · , ηνχνu⟫φF ,ω̃
to

both sides, integrate by parts on the left-hand side, and then take the limit ν →∞. We
then obtain

0 = ⟪(∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u, ϑu⟫
φF ,ω̃

=

∫
X◦

(
ī∂∂Ψ

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

.

Using the sequence {ηνχν}ν∈N, we can verify that the Bochner–Kodaira formula with
respect to φF +Ψ and ω̃ is also valid for u. Thus, we have

������: 0∥∥∂u∥∥2
φF+Ψ,ω̃

+ ∥ϑΨu∥2φF+Ψ,ω̃ =
��������: 0∥∥∇(0,1)u

∥∥2
φF+Ψ,ω̃

+

∫
X◦

(
ī∂∂(φF +Ψ)

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

e−Ψ

≲
∫
X◦

(
ī∂∂(φF +Ψ)

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

=

∫
X◦

(
ī∂∂Ψ

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

= 0 .

Therefore, we conclude that ϑΨu = 0 and hence (∂Ψ)̃ω⌟ u = 0 on X◦ (cf. [33, Thm. 4.3]).
This further implies that

(
ī∂∂Ψ

)̃ω
⌟ u = 0 on X◦ by (eq 3.2.1). We can see that u lies in

the domain of the Hilbert space adjoint of ∂ with respect to ⟪·, ·⟫φF+Ψ,ω̃ by the standard
argument using {ηνχν}ν∈N together with Friedrichs’ lemma (for example, see [12, Ch. VIII,
Lemma (3.3)]). Consequently, we obtain u ∈ Hn,q

φF+Ψ,ω̃ as desired. □

Theorem 3.2.1 assures that

Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

= Hn,q(X;F )φF ,ω̃
= Hn,q(X∞;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃

= Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(∞) .

Although ω̃ is not complete on X◦
c , the Takegoshi property works as an effective substitute

for the completeness of ω̃ in our context (indeed, the property works like the boundary
condition for elements in

(
Dom ∂

∗)n,q
(2),Xc

(see below), but without requiring the smoothness
of the boundary ∂Xc). Specifically, it implies the following result.

Proposition 3.2.3 (cf. [33, Thm. 4.3 (i)]). Suppose that u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c) = Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃
.

Then, the form u is a genuine harmonic form in Ln,q(2)(Xc;F )φF ,ω̃
for every c > 0, that is,

u ∈
(
Dom ∂

∗)n,q
(2),Xc

, and ∂u = 0 and ϑu = 0 ,

where
(
Dom ∂

∗)n,q
(2),Xc

is the domain of the Hilbert space adjoint ∂
∗
of ∂ : Ln,q−1

(2) (Xc;F )φF ,ω̃
99K

Ln,q(2)(Xc;F )φF ,ω̃
.
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Moreover, the form u satisfies the full Takegoshi property with Φ and the conclusions
of Proposition 3.1.1 and Lemma 3.1.2. In particular, we have

∇(0,1)u = 0 ,
(
ī∂∂φF

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0, and

(
ī∂∂Φ

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0 on X◦

c = Xc ∩X◦ .

Proof. The Takegoshi property (in the definition of Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c)) assures that (∂ηc,ν )̃
ω⌟ u = 0

on X◦
c by the definition of ηc,ν in (eq 3.1.1). Then, for any ξ ∈

(
Dom ∂

)n,q
(2),Xc

, we have

⟪u, ∂ξ⟫
X◦

c ,φF ,ω̃

ν→+∞←−−−− ⟪ηc,νu, ∂ξ⟫X◦
c ,φF ,ω̃

=−
���������: 0 (∵ Takegoshi property)

⟪(∂ηc,ν )̃ω⌟ u, ξ⟫X◦
c ,φF ,ω̃ + ⟪ηc,νϑu, ξ⟫X◦

c ,φF ,ω̃

ν→+∞−−−−→ ⟪ϑu, ξ⟫X◦
c ,φF ,ω̃

(a bounded functional in ξ) .

This implies that u ∈
(
Dom ∂

∗)n,q
(2),Xc

.
Consider the corresponding statement to Lemma 3.1.2: If u ∈ Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃

, then
sDu ∈ Hn,q(Xc;D ⊗ F ; Φ)ϕD+φF ,ω̃

. This statement can be proved by the approach in
[10, Lemma 2.2.1], with the additional use of the cut-off function ηc,ν explained as above.
The proof is left to the reader.

The rest of the claims follow since the Bochner–Kodaira–Nakano formula on Xc with
respect to φF + Φ and ω̃ is valid for harmonic forms in Hn,q

φF ,ω̃
(c). The proof presented

here is essentially the same as the proof in [33, Thm. 4.3 (i)]. For any u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c), set
u(ν,ν′) := ηc,νχν′u (see (eq 3.1.1) for the cut-off function χν′) and ϑΦ := ϑ+(∂Φ)̃ω⌟ ·. Since
u(ν,ν′) is smooth and compactly supported in X◦

c and that e−Φ ≤ 1, the Bochner–Kodaira–
Nakano formula is valid for u(ν,ν′), which yields

∫
X◦

c

∣∣∂u(ν,ν′)∣∣2φF+Φ,ω̃
+

∫
X◦

c

∣∣ϑΦu(ν,ν′)
∣∣2
φF+Φ,ω̃

=

∫
X◦

c

∣∣∇(0,1)u(ν,ν′)
∣∣2
φF+Φ,ω̃

+

∫
X◦

c

(
ī∂∂(φF + Φ)

)̃ω(
u(ν,ν′), u(ν,ν′)

)
φF+Φ,ω̃

(see, for example, [8, Lemma 2.4.2]). The fact u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c) implies that ∂u(ν,ν′) =

∂(ηc,νχν′)∧u and ϑΦu(ν,ν′) = −(∂(ηc,νχν′))̃ω⌟u (note that (∂Φ)̃ω⌟u = 0 is used here). Also,
we have the identities

∇(0,1)u(ν,ν′) = ηc,νχν′∇(0,1)u+ ∂(ηc,νχν′)⊗ u

and ∣∣∂(ηc,νχν′)⊗ u∣∣2ω̃ =
∣∣∂(ηc,νχν′) ∧ u∣∣2ω̃ + ∣∣∣(∂(ηc,νχν′))̃ω⌟ u∣∣∣2ω̃ on X◦

c

(see [8, footnote 9 on p.33 (arXiv version)] or [15, 1.5.3]). The formula is then reduced to

0 =

∫
X◦

c

∣∣ηc,νχν′∇(0,1)u
∣∣2
φF+Φ,ω̃

+

∫
X◦

c

(
ī∂∂(φF + Φ)

)̃ω(
u(ν,ν′), u(ν,ν′)

)
φF+Φ,ω̃

+ 2Re

∫
X◦

c

〈
ηc,νχν′∇(0,1)u, ∂(ηc,νχν′)⊗ u

〉
φF+Φ,ω̃

.
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Note that ∂(ηc,νχν′) = χν′∂ηc,ν + ηc,ν∂χν′ and ∂χν′ → 0 uniformly. By taking the limit as
ν ′ →∞, the above formula yields

(†)

0 =

∫
X◦

c

∣∣ηc,ν∇(0,1)u
∣∣2
φF+Φ,ω̃

+

∫
X◦

c

(
ī∂∂(φF + Φ)

)̃ω
(ηc,νu, ηc,νu)φF+Φ,ω̃

+ 2Re

∫
X◦

c

〈
ηc,ν∇(0,1)u, ∂ηc,ν ⊗ u

〉
φF+Φ,ω̃︸ ︷︷ ︸

=
〈
ηc,ν (∂ηc,ν )̃

ω ·∇(0,1)
• u, u

〉
φF+Φ,ω̃

.

From the definition of ηc,ν in (eq 3.1.1), we have ∂ηc,ν =
η′c,ν

ν(c−Φ)2
∂Φ, where

η′c,ν := ρ′
(

1

ν(c− Φ)

)
≤ 0 on Xc .

The formula in [10, Lemma 2.4.2] yields

∂������: 0
((∂Φ)̃ω⌟ u) =

(
ī∂∂Φ

)̃ω
⌟ u− (∂Φ)̃ω⌟

�
�
�>

0(
∂u
)
+ (∂Φ)̃ω · ∇(0,1)

• u .

Since Φ is psh, it follows that the term 2Re
∫
X◦

c
· · · in (†) is

−2
∫
X◦

c

ηc,ν
η′c,ν

ν(c− Φ)2
(
ī∂∂Φ

)̃ω
(u, u)φF+Φ,ω̃ ≥ 0 .

Thus, we can see that each of the integrals in (†) is 0 (even without taking ν → +∞)
by noting the fact that φF is psh. Considering the integrals involving ∇(0,1)u and
ī∂∂(φF + Φ) and taking the limit ν → +∞ yield ∇(0,1)u = 0,

(
ī∂∂φF

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0

and
(
ī∂∂Φ

)̃ω
(u, u)ω̃ = 0 on X◦

c .
The proof that su ∈ Hn,q(Xc;F ⊗ M ; Φ)φF+φM ,ω̃ can then be proceeded as in [8,

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

The Takegoshi property assures that the homomorphism ȷ in (eq 2.2.3), as well as ȷc
in (eq 2.2.5), is injective. Recall that X∞ = X, and write ȷ∞ := ȷ and η∞,ν := ην for
convenience.

Proposition 3.2.4. Suppose that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 on X. Then, the homomorphisms

ȷc : Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃
→ Hq(Xc, KX ⊗ F ⊗I(φF )) for c ∈ (0,∞]

defined as in (eq 2.2.3) and (eq 2.2.5) are all injective.

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

Let u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c) be a harmonic form such that ȷc(u) = 0, that is, u = ∂ξ for some
ξ ∈ Ln,q(2) loc(Xc;F )φF ,ω̃

by the L2
loc Dolbeault isomorphism (eq 2.2.1) on Xc. While ξ

may not be globally L2 on X◦
c , the form ηc,νξ is globally L2. The Takegoshi property

(∂Φ)̃ω⌟ u = 0 assures that (∂ηc,ν )̃
ω⌟ u = 0 on X◦

c by the definitions of ην = η∞,ν and ηc,ν

(see (eq 3.1.1)). The orthogonality between Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c) and im ∂(2) then yields

0 = ⟪u, ∂(ηc,νξ)⟫φF ,ω̃
= ⟪u, ∂ηc,ν ∧ ξ + ηc,ν∂ξ⟫φF ,ω̃

=
���������: 0 (∵Takegoshi property)

⟪(∂ηc,ν )̃ω⌟ u, ξ⟫φF ,ω̃ + ⟪u, ηc,νu⟫φF ,ω̃
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ν→+∞−−−−→ ∥u∥2φF ,ω̃
.

Therefore, we have u = 0 and ȷc is injective. □

The vanishing of ∇(0,1)u in Proposition 3.1.1 or 3.2.3 helps to control the singularities
of u along X \X◦ = PF ∪ PM . Recall the function ψPF∪PM

given in Section 2.1. Also, on
any admissible open set V ⊂ X, write (PF ∪PM)∩V = {w1 · · ·wµ = 0}, where w1, . . . , wµ
are part of the holomorphic coordinates on V .

Proposition 3.2.5 (cf. [8, Thm. 2.5.1 and Prop. 3.3.1 and 3.3.2]). Suppose that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0
and u ∈ Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃

for some given c ∈ (0,∞]. Then, the form ∗u is holomorphic
on Xc, where ∗ is the Hodge ∗-operator with respect to ω̃. In particular, on any admissible
open set V ⋐ Xc, we have

coef. of u and (∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ usD ∈ C ∞

X

[
|ψPF∪PM

|±, (log|ℓψPF∪PM
|)±, 1

|w1|
, . . . ,

1

|wµ|

]
on V .

Moreover, the restriction map ȷc′c for c′ > c in (eq 2.2.6) 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, ∗usD). The proof of that statement was complicated by the fact that one started
by considering KX ⊗ D ⊗ F -valued harmonic forms with respect to ϕD + φF and ω̃. In
the current situation (where u is only KX ⊗ F -valued), a simple proof, which works also
on the non-compact Xc, can be given as follows. Note that ∇(0,1)u = 0 on X◦

c according
to Proposition 3.1.1 or 3.2.3. From [8, Remark 2.4.3], we have

0 =
∥∥∇(0,1)u

∥∥2
φF ,ω̃

=
∥∥∗∂ ∗ u∥∥2

φF ,ω̃
=
∥∥∂ ∗ u∥∥2

φF ,ω̃
.

It follows that ∗u is holomorphic on X◦
c . Furthermore, we have ∥∗u∥2φF ,ω

≤ ∥∗u∥2φF ,ω̃
,

which is a consequence of ω̃ ≥ ω. This inequality implies that ∗u is locally L2 everywhere
in Xc (not only X◦

c ) with respect to the unweighted L2 norm. Consequently, by [11,
Lemma 6.9], ∗u is holomorphic on the entire Xc.

The smoothness of ∗u on Xc, together with the pointwise identity

u ∧ ∗u = |u|2ω̃ = |∗u|2ω̃
ω̃∧n

n!
,

shows that the singularities of u along Xc \X◦
c are no worse than those of ω̃∧n, and thus

of the form given in the claim (indeed |ψPF∪PM
| and log|ℓψPF∪PM

| are not needed in the
generators of the algebra in this case), as explained in [8, Prop. 3.3.1]. The singularities
of (∂ψD )̃

ω⌟usD along Xc \X◦
c are also of the form given in the claim (where |ψPF∪PM

| and
log|ℓψPF∪PM

| are needed in the generators of the algebra in this case) as explained in the
proof of [8, Prop. 3.3.2].

To see that ȷc′c is injective, suppose u ∈ Hn,q
φF ,ω̃

(c′) and jc′c (u) = u|Xc
≡ 0. However, ∗u is

holomorphic on Xc′ and Xc is open in Xc′ , so ∗u|Xc
≡ 0 implies that u = (−1)n−q ∗∗u ≡ 0

on Xc′ by the identity theorem, as desired. □

The Takegoshi property with Φ also enables us to apply the twisted Bochner–Kodaira
formula (see, for example, [8, Lemma 2.4.2]) to harmonic forms in Hn,q

φF ,ω̃
(c) for all c ∈

(0,∞], which results in the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.2.6 (cf. [8, Prop. 3.2.3, 3.2.8 and 3.3.2]). Suppose that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 and
u ∈ Hn,q(Xc;F ; Φ)φF ,ω̃

. Then, we have∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ u∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε
∈ L1

loc(Xc) (not only on X◦
c ! ) for any ε > 0 .

Furthermore, given the cut-off functions ηc,ν for ν ∈ N in (eq 3.1.1), we have

∫
X◦

c

(
ī∂∂φsm

D

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

= lim
ν→+∞

lim
ε→0+

ε

∫
X◦

c

∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ ηc,νu∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε

= π
∑
b∈I1D

∫
D̊1c,b

∣∣∣RD1b

(
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ u
)∣∣∣2

φF ,ω̃
,

where D =
∑

b∈I1D
D1b with each D1b being an irreducible divisor, RD1b

is the Poincaré residue

map from X to D1b , and D̊1c,b := D1b ∩X◦
c . In particular, RD1b

(
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ u
)

is globally L2 with

respect to φF |D1b and ω̃|D1b on D̊1c,b.

Proof. The assumptions on φF and u imply that
(i) u is ∂- and ϑ-closed and is smooth in X◦

c as a harmonic form (by the regularity of
the ∂-operator),

(ii) ∇(0,1)u = 0 and
(
ī∂∂φF

)̃ω
(u, u)φF ,ω̃

= 0 on X◦
c by Proposition 3.1.1 or Proposition

3.2.3, and
(iii) (∂ηc,ν )̃

ω⌟ u = 0 on X◦
c (by the Takegoshi property with Φ).

Proposition 3.2.5 provides crucial information about the singularities of u along Xc \X◦
c .

With this knowledge, we can establish our claims by following the proofs presented in [8].
Specifically, we refer to [8, Prop. 3.2.3 and 3.3.2], along with the modification considered
in [8, Remark 3.2.4].

We now present a brief outline of the key arguments. On any admissible set Vi in the
finite open cover V = {Vi}i∈I given in Section 2.1 on which

D =
{
z1 · · · zσVi = 0

}
and D1b ∩ Vi =

{
zb(1) = 0

}
∀ b ∈ I1D such that D1b ∩ Vi ̸= ∅

(note also that s(b) = zb(2) · · · zb(σVi )), we have

(∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ ηc,νu =

∑
b∈I1D : D1b∩Vi ̸=∅

(
dzb(1)
zb(1)

)ω̃
⌟ ηc,νu︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:
dzb(1)
zb(1)

∧gb

−(∂φsm
D )̃ω⌟ ηc,νu on Vi .

Here gb is an (n− 1, q − 1)-form free from the forms dzb(1) and dzb(1) such that

gb|D1b∩Vi = RD1b

((
dzb(1)
zb(1)

)ω̃
⌟ ηc,νu

)∣∣∣∣∣
D1b∩Vi

= RD1b

(
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ ηc,νu
)∣∣∣

D1b∩Vi
,

which is a compactly supported smooth KD1b
⊗ F |D1b -valued (0, q − 1)-form on D1b . The

form of the singularities of u along Xc \ X◦
c 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
|(∂ψD )̃ω⌟u|2

φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε ∈ L1
loc(Xc) for all ε > 0 and gives the equality

lim
ε→0+

ε

∫
X◦

c

∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ ηc,νu∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε
= π

∑
b∈I1D

∫
D̊1c,b

∣∣∣RD1b

(
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ ηc,νu
)∣∣∣2

φF ,ω̃
.

To show that these integrals converge when ν ↗ +∞, 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 u(ν,ν′,ε′) := ηc,νχν′θε′u for ν, ν ′ ∈ N and ε′ > 0 (see (eq 3.1.1) for the cut-off
functions ηc,ν , χν′ and θε′). Then, the twisted Bochner–Kodaira formula in [8, Lemma
2.4.2] is valid for u(ν,ν′,ε′) (by (i)) and is read as∫

X◦
c

∣∣∂u(ν,ν′,ε′)∣∣2φF ,ω̃
|ψD|1−ε +

∫
X◦

c

∣∣ϑu(ν,ν′,ε′)∣∣2φF ,ω̃
|ψD|1−ε −

∫
X◦

c

∣∣∇(0,1)u(ν,ν′,ε′)
∣∣2
φF ,ω̃
|ψD|1−ε

=

∫
X◦

c


�
�
��>

0 by (ii)

ī∂∂φF +
1− ε
|ψD|

ī∂∂ψD

ω̃(u(ν,ν′,ε′), u(ν,ν′,ε′))φF ,ω̃
|ψD|1−ε

+ ε(1− ε)
∫
X◦

c

∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1−ε

|ψD|2

+2(1− ε) Re
∫
X◦

c

〈
ϑu(ν,ν′,ε′),

(∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)
|ψD|

〉
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1−ε .

From the equation ∂u(ν,ν′,ε′) = ∂(ηc,νχν′θε′)∧u, together with the analogous equations for
ϑu(ν,ν′,ε′) and ∇(0,1)u(ν,ν′,ε′), and also the identity∣∣∂(ηc,νχν′θε′)⊗ u∣∣2φF ,ω̃

=
∣∣∂(ηc,νχν′θε′) ∧ u∣∣2φF ,ω̃

+
∣∣∣(∂(ηc,νχν′θε′))̃ω⌟ u∣∣∣2

φF ,ω̃
on X◦

c

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

(†)

0 = − (1− ε)
∫
X◦

c

(
ī∂∂φsm

D

)̃ω
|ψD|ε

(
u(ν,ν′,ε′), u(ν,ν′,ε′)

)
φF ,ω̃

+ ε(1− ε)
∫
X◦

c

∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε

− 2(1− ε) Re
∫
X◦

c

〈
(∂(ηc,νχν′θε′))̃

ω⌟ u,
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)
|ψD|ε

〉
φF ,ω̃

.

The limits are taken in the order: ν ′ ↗ +∞, ε′ ↘ 0, ε ↘ 0 and then ν ↗ +∞. First
check that the last term (in Gray) converges to 0 in the limit. Note that

(∂(ηc,νχν′θε′))̃
ω⌟ u

(iii)
= ηc,ν(∂(χν′θε′))̃

ω⌟ u = ηc,νθε′(∂χν′ )̃
ω⌟ u+ ηc,νχν′

ε′θ′ε′(∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ u

|ψD|1+ε
′
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(recall that θ′ε′ := −ρ′ ◦ 1

|ψD|ε′
), and the term∫

X◦
c

〈
ηc,νθε′(∂χν′ )̃

ω⌟ u,
(∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)
|ψD|ε

〉
φF ,ω̃

ν′→+∞−−−−→ 0 for any ν ∈ N and ε, ε′ > 0 ,

as |∂χν′ |ω̃ → 0 uniformly on X◦
c and ηc,νθε′ (∂ψD )̃ω⌟u

|ψD|ε is L2 in Xc \D with respect to φF and
ω̃. Furthermore,

∫
X◦

c

〈
ηc,νχν′

ε′θ′ε′(∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ u

|ψD|1+ε
′ ,

(∂ψD )̃
ω⌟ u(ν,ν′,ε′)
|ψD|ε

〉
φF ,ω̃

= ε′
∫
X◦

c

η2c,νχ
2
ν′θε′θ

′
ε′

∣∣∣(∂ψD )̃ω⌟ u∣∣∣2
φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε+ε
′

ν′→+∞
ε′→0+−−−−→ 0

for any ε > 0 and ν ∈ N. Note that the fact that
|(∂ψD )̃ω⌟u|2

φF ,ω̃

|ψD|1+ε ∈ L1
loc(Xc) for any ε > 0 is

used to assure that the limit exists as ν ′ ↗ +∞.
As a result, the term in Gray in (†) goes to 0 after the limits ν ′ ↗ +∞ and ε′ ↘ 0.

Notice that ī∂∂φsm
D is bounded on X and u is L2 with respect to φF and ω̃ on X◦

c . Further
taking the limits ε↘ 0 and ν ↗ +∞ to (†) yields the desired result. □

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 φF and φM). The treatment to the singularities
of φF and φM follows the one in [8]. 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, φL) is a line bundle onX equipped with a
potential φL with only neat analytic singularities . The adjoint ideal sheaf Jσ(φL;ψD) :=
JX,σ(φL;ψD) of index σ is given at each x ∈ X by

Jσ(φL;ψD)x :=

f ∈ OX,x

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∃ open set Vx ∋ x , ∀ ε > 0 ,

ε

∫
Vx

|f |2e−φL−ψD d volVx
|ψD|σ(log|eψD|)1+ε

< +∞

 .

Assume that (X,φL, ψD) is in the snc configuration and that φ−1
L (−∞) contains no lc

centers of (X,D) (both of which hold true when φL := φF or φF + φM 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

Jσ(φL;ψD) = I(φL) · Ilcσ+1
X (D) for any σ ≥ 0 ,

where Ilcσ+1
X (D) is the defining ideal sheaf of lcσ+1

X (D) in X (with the reduced structure).
Furthermore, we have the residue short exact sequence

(eq 4.1.1) 0 // Jσ−1(φL;ψD) // Jσ(φL;ψD)
Resσ // Rσ(φL;ψD) // 0 .
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Here the quotient sheaf Rσ(φL;ψD), called the residue sheaf of index σ, is supported on
lcσX(D) =

∑
p∈IσD

Dσp and given by

Rσ(φL;ψD) =
⊕
p∈IσD

(
Diff∗

pD
)−1 ⊗IDσp

(φL) and thus

KX ⊗D ⊗ L⊗Rσ(φL;ψD) =
⊕
p∈IσD

KDσp
⊗ L|Dσp ⊗IDσp

(φL) .

The residue morphism Resσ can be given in terms of the Poincaré residue mapRDσp
given

in [24, §4.18]. The Poincaré residue map RDσp
from X to each Dσp is uniquely determined

after an orientation on the holomorphic conormal bundle of Dσp in X is fixed. On an
admissible open set V ⊂ X such that Dσp ∩V =

{
zp(1) = zp(2) = · · · = zp(σ) = 0

}
, a section

f of KX ⊗D ⊗ L⊗Jσ(φL;ψD) on V ⊂ X can be written as

f =
∑

p∈IσD : Dσp∩V ̸=∅

dzp(1) ∧ · · · ∧ dzp(σ) ∧ gp s(p) =
∑

p∈IσD : Dσp∩V ̸=∅

dzp(1)
zp(1)

∧ · · · ∧
dzp(σ)
zp(σ)

∧ gp sD on V.

Assuming that the orientation on the conormal bundle of Dσp in X on V is given by
(dzp(1), . . . , dzp(σ)), we see that

RDσp

(
f

sD

)
= gp|Dσp ∈ KDσp

⊗ L|Dσp ⊗IDσp
(φL) on Dσp ∩ V .

Note that gp|Dσp takes values in IDσp
(φL) according to [6, 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∥2lcσX(D)∩V :=
∑
p∈IσD

∥gp∥2Dσp∩V :=
∑
p∈IσD

πσ

(σ − 1)!

∫
Dσp∩V
|gp|2 e−φL

= lim
ρ↘1V

lim
ε→0+

ε

∫
V ′

ρ|f |2e−φL−ϕD

|ψD|σ(log|eψD|)1+ε
φL analytically

=
singular

lim
ρ↘1V

lim
ε→0+

ε

∫
V ′

ρ|f |2 e−φL−ϕD

|ψD|σ+ε
< +∞ ,

where f is assumed to be defined on a neighborhood V ′ of the closure V of V and
ρ : V ′ → [0, 1] is a compactly supported smooth function identically equal to 1 on V . The
limit limρ↘1V

refers to the pointwise limit as ρ descends to the characteristic function 1V

of V on X. Such a norm is referred to as the residue norm on KX ⊗D⊗L⊗Rσ(φL;ψD)
on V , or sometimes simply the residue norm on lcσV (D) := lcσX(D) ∩ V . The residue
morphism Resσ is then given in [6, §4.2] by

KX ⊗D ⊗ L⊗Jσ(φL;ψD)
Resσ //

∈

KX ⊗D ⊗ L⊗Rσ(φL;ψD)

∈

⊕
p∈IσD

KDσp
⊗ L|Dσp ⊗IDσp

(φL)=

f � //
(
gp|Dσp

)
p∈IσD

.

The above equation of the residue norm works also for f with coefficients in C ∞
X . The

coefficients of Resσ (and hence RDσp
for any p ∈ IσD) can be extended from OX to C ∞

X (also
to A 0,q

X ∗, the sheaf of germs of smooth (0, q)-forms) accordingly. The residue norm is finite
when the coefficients of f belong to C ∞

X ·Jσ(φL;ψD) on V .
We recall below the residue formula from [10, Prop. 2.3.3] for (L, φL) and adapt it to

the current setting. For every σ-lc center Dσp ⊂ lcσX(D), we write

D̊σp := Dσp ∩X◦ , Dσc,p := Dσp ∩Xc , and D̊σc,p := Dσp ∩X◦
c .
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and set

(eq 4.1.2) Hq
Dσp ,φL,ω̃

(c) := Hq
(
Dσc,p;KDσp

⊗ L; Φ
)
φL,ω̃

as the Takegoshi harmonic space on Dσc,p, for convenience.
First, we recall a basic local residue computation. Let C ∞

X c denote the sheaf of germs
of smooth functions on X with compact support and let the ad hoc notation “C ∞

X [ω̃±]”
temporarily denote the algebra in Proposition 3.2.5 for convenience. Further let “C ∞

X [ω̃±]∗
I(φL)” denote the multiplier ideal sheaf defined in C ∞

X [ω̃±] in place of OX , i.e. the ideal
sheaf of germs of functions in C ∞

X [ω̃±] which are locally L2 with respect to φL. Define
also “C ∞

X [ω̃±] ∗Jσ(φL;ψD)” similarly.

Proposition 4.1.1 ([10, Prop. 2.3.2]). Given any admissible open set V ⊂ X and any
compactly supported section f ∈ KX ⊗ D ⊗ L ⊗ C ∞

X c[ω̃
±] ∗ J1(φL;ψD)(V ) such that

Res1(f) = g = (gb)b∈I1D
, we have, for any ξ ∈ KX ⊗D ⊗ L⊗ C ∞

X [ω̃±] ∗I(φL)(V ),

lim
ε→0+

ε

∫
V

⟨ξ, f⟩ e−ϕD−φLe−ε|ψD| =
∑
b∈I1D

π

∫
D1b∩V

〈
ξ̃b
s(b)

, gb

〉
e−φL

=
∑
b∈I1D

π

∫
D1b∩V

〈
ξ̃b, gbs(b)

〉
e−ϕ(b)−φL

which is finite, where ϕ(b) := log
∣∣s(b)∣∣2 and

ξ̃b := RD1b

(
ξ

sD

)
· s(b) ∈ KD1b

⊗Diff∗
b D ⊗ L|D1b ⊗ C ∞

D1b c
[ω̃±] ∗ID1b

(φL)
(
D1b ∩ 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 ξ from C ∞

X to C ∞
X [ω̃±]. 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 C ∞

X ∗ (locally
bounded germs in C ∞

X

[
1
|si| : i ∈ ID

]
, see [10, §2.3 and footnote 2]). Such coefficients are

convenient when handling residues of ∂ψD ⊗ u (see [8, proof of Prop. 3.2.3]), but are not
necessary for dealing with residues of (∂ψD )̃

ω⌟ u, as in this paper. □

All statements made above and in previous sections concerning (Xc, D) for c ∈ (0,∞]
(where X∞ = X) are equally applicable to (Dσc,p,Diff

∗
pD) for any p ∈ IσD.

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 σ-lc center Dσp and (σ+1)-lc center Dσ+1
b such

that Dσ+1
b ⊂ Dσp , the sign sgn(b : p) is defined by

RDσ+1
b

= sgn(b : p)RDσ+1
b |Dσp ◦ RDσp

,

where RDσ+1
b |Dσp denotes the Poincaré residue map from Dσp to Dσ+1

b . The ambient space in
the following statement is assumed to be Xc for any c ∈ (0,∞].

Proposition 4.1.2. Let up ∈ Hq
Dσp ,φF ,ω̃

(c) (with norm ∥·∥̊Dσc,p := ∥·∥̊Dσc,p,φF ,ω̃
) for each

p ∈ IσD. With the finite cover V and partition of unity {ρi}i∈I given in Section 2.1, let
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γi1···iq

}
i1,...,iq∈I

be a KX ⊗D⊗F -valued Čech (q− 1)-cochain with respect to V∩Xc and
set, for each p ∈ IσD and b ∈ Iσ+1

D (with • = p, b and Dc,• = Dσc,p, D
σ+1
c,b ),

γ̃•; i1···iq := RD•

(
γi1···iq
sD

)
· s(•) and v• :=

∑
i1,...,iq∈I

∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi2 · ρi1︸ ︷︷ ︸
=: (∂ρ)

iq ···i1

γ̃•; i1···iq on Dc,• .

Then, we have, for every ν ∈ N,∑
p∈IσD

⟪ηc,ν ∂vp
s(p)

, up⟫
D̊σp

= −σ+
∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν vb
s(b)

,
∑

p∈IσD : Dσ+1
b ⊂Dσp

sgn(b : p)RDσ+1
b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
⟫

D̊σ+1
b

,

where ψ(p) := ϕ(p) − φsm
(p) and φsm

(p) is some smooth potential on Diff∗
pD, and σ+ :=

max{1, σ}. Moreover, the equality also holds when each up is replaced by sup for all
p ∈ IσD (and

{
γi1···iq

}
i1,...,iq∈I

is taken as KX⊗D⊗F ⊗M-valued and the norm is replaced
by ∥·∥̊D•,φF+φM ,ω̃).

Proof. The chain rule and the Takegoshi property (i.e. (∂Φ)̃ω⌟up = 0) ensure that (∂ηc,ν )̃
ω⌟

up = 0 on Dσc,p. Apart from the introduction of the cut-off functions ηc,ν into the formula,
the proof is the same as that of [10, Prop. 2.3.3]. The treatment below focuses on the
arguments involving ηc,ν and the description of the residue computation is kept brief.
Readers are referred to [10] for details.

Set ⟪·, ·⟫D•,ϕ(•) := ⟪·, · e−ϕ(•)⟫
D•

for • = p, b. The smooth form vp on Dσc,p need not be
locally L2 with respect to the weight e−ϕ(p) , so an integration by parts is done via the
use of Proposition 4.1.1 (with the knowledge of the singularities of up along Dσp \ D̊σp by
Proposition 3.2.5), which yields∑

p∈IσD

⟪ηc,ν ∂vp
s(p)

, up⟫
Dσp

=
∑
p∈IσD

⟪ηc,ν∂vp, ups(p)⟫Dσp ,ϕ(p)

=
∑
p∈IσD

⟪∂(ηc,νvp), ups(p)⟫Dσp ,ϕ(p) −������������:(∵ Takegoshi property) 0

⟪vp, (∂ηc,ν )̃ω⌟ ups(p)⟫Dσp ,ϕ(p)


ε→0+←−−−

∑
p∈IσD

⟪e−ε|ψ(p)| ∂(ηc,νvp), ups(p)⟫
Dσp ,ϕ(p)

=
∑
p∈IσD


���������������: 0 (∵ up harmonic, Lemma 3.1.2 or Proposition 3.2.3)

⟪∂
(
e−ε|ψ(p)| ηc,νvp

)
, ups(p)⟫

Dσp ,ϕ(p)

− ε⟪e−ε|ψ(p)| ηc,νvp,
(
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ ups(p)⟫

Dσp ,ϕ(p)


= −

∑
i1,...,iq∈I ,
p∈IσD

ε ⟪e−ε|ψ(p)| ηc,ν γ̃p; i1···iq , (∂ρ)̃
ω,i1···iq⌟

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ ups(p)

)
⟫
Dσp ,ϕ(p)

ε→0+−−−−−−→
Prop. 3.2.5
Prop. 4.1.1

−
∑
p∈IσD ,

i1,...,iq∈I

σVi1···iq∑
k=σ+1

σ+⟪ηc,νRp(k)

(
γ̃p; i1···iq
s(p)

)
, (∂ρ)̃ω,i1···iq⌟Rp(k)

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
⟫

Dσp∩{zp(k)=0}
,

where (∂ρ)̃ω,i1···iq⌟ · is the adjoint of
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1·, and Rp(k) denotes the Poincaré residue

map from Dσp to Dσp ∩
{
zp(k) = 0

}
, in which (z1, . . . , zn) is a holomorphic coordinate system
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such that Dσp ∩ Vi1···iq =
{
zp(1) = · · · = zp(σ) = 0

}
and s(p) = zp(σ+1) · · · zp(σVi1···iq ). Notice

the introduction of ηc,ν helps to avoid the need to handle the boundary ∂Xc in the local
residue computation. Note also the appearance of the coefficient σ+ comes from the
different normalizations of the L2 norms on various lc centers, namely, ∥·∥2X :=

∫
X
· · ·

and ∥·∥2Dσp := πσ

(σ−1)!

∫
Dσp
· · · for every integer σ ≥ 1.

Following the argument in the proof of [10, Prop. 2.3.3], the (σ + 1)-lc centers Dσp ∩{
zp(k) = 0

}
for k = σ+1, . . . , σVi1···iq in Vi1···iq can be re-indexed in terms of b ∈ Iσ+1

D such
that

Dσpb,j ∩
{
zb(j) = 0

}
= Dσ+1

b ∩ Vi1···iq for j = 1, . . . , σ + 1

and the summations transform as
∑

p∈IσD

∑σV
k=σ+1 · · · =

∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

∑σ+1
j=1 · · · . With such a

choice of indexing, we have

γ̃b; i1···iq
s(b)

:= RDσ+1
b

(
γi1···iq
sD

)
= sgn(b : pb,j)Rb(j)

(
γ̃pb,j ; i1···iq
s(pb,j)

)
(noticing that s(pb,j) = zb(j)s(b)). As a result, the expression in question becomes

−
∑

b∈Iσ+1
D ,

i1,...,iq∈I

σ+1∑
j=1

σ+⟪sgn(b : pb,j) ηc,ν γ̃b; i1···iq
s(b)

, (∂ρ)̃ω,i1···iq⌟Rb(j)

((
∂ψ(pb,j)

)̃ω
⌟ upb,j

)
⟫

Dσ+1
b

=−
∑

i1,...,iq∈I ,
b∈Iσ+1

D

σ+⟪ηc,ν
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

γ̃b; i1···iq
s(b)

,
σ+1∑
j=1

sgn(b : pb,j)Rb(j)

((
∂ψ(pb,j)

)̃ω
⌟ upb,j

)
⟫

Dσ+1
b

=− σ+
∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν vb
s(b)

,
∑

p∈IσD : Dσ+1
b ⊂Dσp

sgn(b : p)RDσ+1
b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
⟫

Dσ+1
b

.

Note that the singularities of sup along Dσc,p \ D̊σc,p (and thus those singularities of

(∂ρ)̃ω,i1···iq⌟ Rp(k)

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ sup

)
) do not interfere with the residue computation, so the

above derivation, and the resulting equality remains valid with sup in place of up. □

4.2. Harmonic residues. In view of Proposition 4.1.2, given any collection of u :=
(up)p∈IσD of harmonic forms up ∈ Hq

Dσp ,φF ,ω̃
(c) on D̊σc,p := Dσp ∩X◦

c for each p ∈ IσD, define

(eq 4.2.1) wb :=
∑

p∈IσD : Dσ+1
b ⊂Dσp

sgn(b : p)RDσ+1
b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
on D̊σ+1

c,b for each b ∈ Iσ+1
D

and set
R(u) := w := (wb)b∈Iσ+1

D
,

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

Theorem 4.2.1. For any c ∈ (0,∞], the map R is a bounded linear operator between
Takegoshi harmonic spaces

R :
⊕
p∈IσD

Hq
Dσp ,φF ,ω̃

(c)→
⊕
b∈IσD

Hq−1

Dσ+1
b ,φF ,ω̃

(c) ,
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that is, given any (up)p∈IσD ∈
⊕

p∈IσD
Hq

Dσp ,φF ,ω̃
(c), each wb in (eq 4.2.1) is a KDσ+1

b
⊗ F |Dσ+1

b
-

valued harmonic (0, q−1)-form with respect to φF and ω̃ on D̊σ+1
c,b satisfying the Takegoshi

property (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ wb = 0.

Proof. Let u := (up)p∈IσD ∈
⊕

p∈IσD
Hq

Dσp ,φF ,ω̃
(c) and w := (wb)b∈Iσ+1

D
:= R(u). By the local

computations in [10, Prop. 2.4.1 and Lemma 2.4.2] (with (̊Dσc,p, D̊
σ+1
c,b ) in place of (X,Dp)

there), under the assumption that ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 (hence ∇(0,1)up = 0 by Proposition 3.1.1 or
Proposition 3.2.3), we have

ϑwb = 0 and ∂wb = 0 on D̊σ+1
c,b

(note that the computations work on non-compact spaces by their local nature). Since
ī∂∂φsm

(p) is bounded from above on Dσp , Proposition 3.2.6 with (Dσc,p, D
σ+1
c,b , ψ(p),RDσ+1

b |Dσp , up)

in place of (Xc, D
1
c,p, ψD,RD1b

, u) implies that RDσ+1
b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
is L2 with respect to

φF and ω̃ on D̊σ+1
c,b and is a bounded linear map in up. The definition (eq 4.2.1) of wb then

assures that wb ∈ L0,q−1
(2)

(
Dσ+1
c,b ;KDσ+1

c,b
⊗ F

)
φF ,ω̃

and u 7→ w = R(u) is a bounded linear
map.

It remains to check that (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ wb = 0 on D̊σ+1
c,b . On any admissible open set V ⊂ X

with ∅ ≠ Dσ+1
b ∩V ⊂ Dσp ∩V , let z1 be a coordinate function on V such that dz1 generates

the conormal bundle N∗
Dσ+1
b |Dσp

on D̊σ+1
c,b ∩ V and write up = dz1 ∧ ũp (where ũp contains

no dz1). Note that RDσ+1
b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
= (dz1)̃

ω⌟ ũp
∣∣∣
Dσ+1
b

on D̊σ+1
c,b ∩ V . The Takegoshi

property (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ up = 0 therefore implies that

0 = (dz1)̃
ω⌟(∂Φ)̃ω⌟(dz1∧ũp) = dz1∧

(
(dz1)̃

ω⌟(∂Φ)̃ω⌟ũp
)
= −dz1∧

(
(∂Φ)̃ω⌟(dz1)̃

ω⌟ũp
)

on D̊σc,p∩V .

Since up is KDσp
-valued, i.e. it has a top holomorphic form on Dσp ∩ V as a basis, it follows

that (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ (dz1)̃
ω⌟ ũp = 0 on D̊σc,p ∩ V , and thus (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ RDσ+1

b |Dσp

((
∂ψ(p)

)̃ω
⌟ up

)
= 0 on

D̊σ+1
c,b ∩V . After considering all admissible open sets V and all σ-lc centers Dσp intersecting

D̊σ+1
c,b , we conclude that (∂Φ)̃ω⌟ wb = 0 on D̊σ+1

c,b . □

Recall from (eq 2.2.3) or (eq 2.2.5), for any c ∈ (0,∞], the inclusion

Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c) :=
⊕
b∈Iσ+1

D

Hq−1

Dσ+1
b ,φF ,ω̃

(c)
ȷc

↪−→
⊕
b∈Iσ+1

D

Hq−1
(
Dσ+1
c,b , KDσ+1

b
⊗ F ⊗IDσ+1

c,b
(φF )

)
= Hq−1(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗Rσ+1) =: Hq−1(Rσ+1)c ,

where Rσ+1 := Rσ+1(φF ;ψD) ∼= Jσ+1(φF ;ψD)

Jσ(φF ;ψD)
. Identifying the image and pre-image of ȷc,

every w ∈ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c) can be viewed as a class in Hq−1(Rσ+1)c.
Write Jσ := Jσ(φF ;ψD) for convenience. For q ≥ 1, let

δ := δq−1 : Hq−1(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗Rσ+1)→ Hq(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗Rσ)
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be a connecting morphism in the long exact sequence induced from the short exact se-
quence

0 // Jσ

Jσ−1

//

Resσ ∼=
��

Jσ+1

Jσ−1

// Jσ+1

Jσ

//

Resσ+1∼=
��

0 .

Rσ Rσ+1

The image δw 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 Čech representative, where we take δ to be induced from the Čech
coboundary operator. For the purpose of this paper, it suffices to consider only the
images of Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c).

For each w = (wb)b∈Iσ+1
D
∈ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c), write

(eq 4.2.2) wb
(eq 2.3.1)

= ∂vb;(2) + (−1)q−1vb;(∞)

s(b)
on D̊σ+1

c,b ,

where
vb;(∞)

s(b)
:=
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1 γ̃b; i1···iq

s(b)
:=
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

αb; i1···iq on Dσ+1
c,b

such that vb;(2) ∈ L0,q−2
(2)

(
Dσ+1
c,b ;KDσ+1

b
⊗ F

)
φF ,ω̃

and
{
αb; i1···iq

}
i1,...,iq∈I

is a Čech (q − 1)-

cocycle with respect to the cover V ∩ Xc representing the Dolbeault class of wb (each
αb; i1···iq is holomorphic and is globally L2 with respect to φF and ω̃ on Dσ+1

c,b ∩ Vi1···iq).
(Write αb; i1···iq =:

γ̃b; i1···iq
s(b)

just to maintain consistency with Proposition 4.1.2.) Take
γi1···iq ∈ KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗JX,σ+1

(
Vi1···iq

)
such that

RDσ+1
b

(
γi1···iq
sD

)
=
γ̃b; i1···iq
s(b)

, and then set
γ̃p; i1···iq
s(p)

:= RDσp

(
γi1···iq
sD

)
.

We see that the Čech cocycle
{

(δγ̃p)i0···iq
s(p)

}
i0,...,iq∈I

represents the component of the image

δw on Dσc,p, where δγ̃p denotes the image of the cochain
{
γ̃p; i1···iq

}
i1,...,iq∈I

under the Čech
coboundary operator. In view of the Čech–Dolbeault map (eq 2.3.1), the image δw is then
represented by

(
−∂vp;(∞)

s(p)

)
p∈IσD

, where

−
∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
:= −

∂
((
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

γ̃p; i1···iq

)
s(p)

= (−1)q
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i0 (δγ̃p)i0···iq

s(p)
on Dσc,p ,

(see also [10, Proof of Thm. 3.4.1, Step IV]).
Note that −∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
is in general only locally, but not necessarily globally, L2 (with

respect to φF and ω̃) on Dσc,p. However, if w is in the image of the restriction map

ȷc
′

c : Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c
′)→ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c)

given in (eq 2.2.6) for some c′ > c, then the corresponding −∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
is locally L2 in Dσc′,p =

Dσp ∩Xc′ , thus globally L2 in Dσc,p = Dσp ∩Xc. In view of this observation, define

(eq 4.2.3) Γc :=
⋃

c′∈(c,∞]

ȷc
′

c Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c
′) ⊂ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c) .
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Notice that each Hq
Dσp ,φF ,ω̃

(c) forms a closed subspace in the Hilbert space L0,q
(2)

(
Dσc,p;KDσp

⊗

F
)
φF ,ω̃

. For every w ∈ Γc, write δHw to mean the projection of
(
(−1)q ∂vp;(∞)

s(p)

)
p∈IσD

, a

representative of (−1)q−1δw, to Hq(Rσ)(c).5 Proposition 4.1.2 can now be translated to
the following adjoint relation between δH and the harmonic residue map R. Note that
the factor (−1)q−1 in the definition of δH is there just to express this relation more neatly.

Theorem 4.2.2. For any c ∈ (0,∞) (excluding the case c = ∞), any w ∈ Γc ⊂
Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c) and any u ∈ Hq(Rσ)(c), we have

⟪δHw, u⟫lcσX(D)∩X◦
c
= σ+⟪w,R(u)⟫lcσ+1

X (D)∩X◦
c
,

where the inner products are given by the residue norms on their respective sets of lc
centers with respect to φF and ω̃, and σ+ := max{1, σ}.

Proof. Write R(u) =: (R(u)b)b∈Iσ+1
D

and abuse δw to mean its representative
(
−∂vp;(∞)

s(p)

)
p∈IσD

.

The conclusion of Proposition 4.1.2 can then be written as

⟪ηc,ν(−1)q−1δw, u⟫
lcσX(D)

=
∑
p∈IσD

⟪ηc,ν(−1)q ∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
, up⟫

D̊σp

Prop. 4.1.2
= σ+

∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν(−1)q−1vb;(∞)

s(b)
, R(u)b⟫

D̊σ+1
b

(eq 4.2.2)
= σ+

∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν
(
wb − ∂vb;(2)

)
, R(u)b⟫̊Dσ+1

b

Thm. 4.2.1
=

(∂Φ)̃ω⌟R(u)=0
σ+
∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,νwb − ∂
(
ηc,νvb;(2)

)
, R(u)b⟫̊Dσ+1

b

Thm. 4.2.1
=

R(u) harmonic
σ+⟪ηc,νw,R(u)⟫lcσ+1

X (D)

for all ν ∈ N. It can be seen that all involved entities, in particular δw with w ∈ Γc, are
L2 (with respect to φF and ω̃) on lc•X(D) ∩ X◦

c for • = σ or σ + 1, so it is legitimate
to take the limit ν → +∞ on both sides. The desired result follows by noting that
⟪(−1)q−1δw, u⟫lcσX(D)∩X◦

c
= ⟪δHw, u⟫lcσX(D)∩X◦

c
since u ∈ Hq(Rσ)(c). □

Remark 4.2.3. WhenX is compact, we have to consider only the case c =∞ (asX = X∞).
Since the representatives of δw for any w ∈ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(∞) are L2 on lcσX(D), we can
choose Γ∞ := Hq−1(Rσ+1)(∞) ∼= Hq−1(Rσ+1) 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 Kähler 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 δHw of δH is well-defined because a different choice of the Čech representative of w or
a different choice of the lifting

{
γi1···iq

}
i1,...,iq∈I

results in the representative of δw being altered by an

element in
(
im ∂

)
loc ⊂

⊕
p L

0,q
(2) loc

(
Dσc′,p; ·

)
for some c′ > c, hence in

(
im ∂

)
(2)
⊂
⊕

p L
0,q
(2)

(
Dσc,p; ·

)
under

the restriction map, which is orthogonal to Hq(Rσ)(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
π : X → ∆ be a proper locally Kähler morphism to an analytic space ∆. Let F (resp. M)
be a line bundle on X with a smooth potential φF (resp. φM) such that

ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 and ī∂∂φM ≤ Cī∂∂φF for some C > 0 .

Consider a section s ∈ H0(X,M) such that s−1(0) ⊉ D. Then, the multiplication map
induced by the tensor product with s between the higher direct image sheaves

Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F )
⊗s−→ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M)

is injective for every q ≥ 0.

Proof. It suffices to prove that for a fixed t ∈ ∆, the germ βt ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ D ⊗ F )t
vanishes if sβt = 0 in Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D⊗F ⊗M)t. The proof consists of the following steps.

Step 1 (Reduction step). The standard exact sequence 0→ KX → KX ⊗D → KD → 0
induces the following diagram.

(eq 5.1.1)

�� ��
Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )

��

⊗s //

τ
��

Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F ⊗M)

��
Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F )

��

⊗s // Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M)

��
Rqπ∗(KD ⊗ F |D)

��

⊗s|D // Rqπ∗(KD ⊗ (F ⊗M)|D)

��

The assumption on s−1(0) and the curvature assumption is still satisfied after restricting
F and M to D. Hence, by [29], the map ⊗s|D on the bottom row is injective. An easy
diagram chasing implies that there exists an element αt ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )t such that
τt(αt) = βt. Since the problem is local on ∆, by shrinking ∆ to a relatively compact Stein
open set, we may assume that

• φF and φM are smooth up to the boundary ∂X,
• the function |s|φM

is globally bounded on X.
As X is holomorphically convex after the shrinking, we may further assume that there
exists a representative α ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )(∆) ∼= Hq(X,KX ⊗ F ) of αt ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ F )t
satisfying

• 0 = sτ(α) ∈ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M)(∆), and
• α is the restriction of a class on a neighborhood of the compact X (the closure of
X).

In what follows, we will show that τ
(
α|Xc

)
= 0 inHq(Xc, KX⊗D⊗F ) for some c ∈ (0,∞),

which implies the desired conclusion.

Step 2 (Takegoshi harmonic representative of α and its orthogonal projection u⊥ to
(δHΓc)

⊥). The L2
loc Dolbeault isomorphism (see Section 2.2) asserts that α can be repre-

sented by a ∂-closed locally L2 form on X. Since α is defined across the boundary ∂X, the
class α can be represented by a globally L2 form (with respect to φF ) on X. Fix a complete
metric ω on X as described in Section 2.1. After taking a projection to the harmonic space
(see (eq 2.2.2)) and taking into account Theorem 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2, we see that α
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is represented by a Takegoshi harmonic form u ∈ Hq
X,φF ,ω

(∞) := Hq(X;KX ⊗ F ; Φ)φF ,ω
,

i.e. u is a harmonic form with respect to φF , ω on X satisfying (∂Φ)ω⌟ u = 0 on X (or
see (eq 2.2.4) and (eq 4.1.2) for the definition). Notice that, for any c ∈ (0,∞], the re-
striction u|Xc

is still a Takegoshi harmonic form in Hq
X,φF ,ω

(c) such that ȷc
(
u|Xc

)
= α|Xc

(see (eq 2.2.6)).
For any fixed c ∈ (0,∞), consider the subspace

(eq 5.1.2) Γc :=
⋃

c′∈(c,∞]

ȷc
′

c H
q−1
D,φF ,ω

(c′) ⊂ Hq
D,φF ,ω

(c)

(cf. (eq 4.2.3)) and the map
δH : Γc → Hq

X,φF ,ω
(c)

induced from the connecting morphism δ in the long exact sequence

· · · → Hq−1(Dc, KD ⊗ F )
δ // Hq(Xc, KX ⊗ F )

τ // Hq(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F )→ · · · ,

where Dc := D∩Xc, as discussed in Section 4.2. Then u can be orthogonally decomposed
as

u|Xc = u⊥ + µ ∈ (δHΓc)
⊥ ⊕ δHΓc = Hq

X,φF ,ω
(c) .

From the long exact sequence above, we see that µ ∈ δHΓc ⊂ ker τ (the map ȷc is made
implicit). Therefore, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that u⊥ = 0 on Xc.

Step 3 (R
(
u⊥
)

as an obstruction of
∥∥su⊥∥∥2

Xc
= 0). We make use of the assumption

[sτ(u)] =
[
sτ
(
u⊥
)]

= 0 in Hq(X,KX ⊗ D ⊗ F ⊗M) and the Čech–Dolbeault map in
Section 2.3 to re-express

∥∥su⊥∥∥2
Xc

as follows.
• Given the finite Stein open cover V = {Vi}i∈I and the partition of unity {ρi}i∈I

subordinate to V given in Section 2.1, it follows from the discussion in Section 2.3
that there exist a Čech cocycle {α⊥

i0···iq}i0···iq∈I representing the class of u⊥ via the
L2

loc Dolbeault isomorphism on Xc and a globally L2 section v(2) of KX ⊗F on Xc

with respect to ∥·∥Xc
:= ∥·∥Xc,φF ,ω

such that

(∗) u⊥ = ∂v(2) + (−1)q ∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 · ρi0︸ ︷︷ ︸
=: (∂ρ)

iq ···i0

α⊥
i0···iq .

Note that each α⊥
i0···iq ∈ H

0(Vi0···iq ∩ Xc, KX ⊗ F ) is globally L2 on the open set
Vi0···iq ∩Xc.
• The fact

[
sτ
(
u⊥
)]

= 0 in Hq(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M) guarantees the existence of
λi1···iq ∈ H0(Vi1···iq ∩Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M) for i1, . . . , iq ∈ I such that (note that
τ is given by ⊗sD)

sα⊥
i0···iqsD = (δλ)i0···iq on Vi0···iq ∩Xc ,

where δ is Čech coboundary operator. Thanks to this identity, the second term of
RHS in (∗), after applying ⊗ssD, can be expressed as

(−1)q
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i0

sα⊥
i0···iqsD = (−1)q∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 · ρi0(δλ)i0···iq

= (−1)q∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 · λi1···iq
= −∂

(
∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi2ρi1 · λi1···iq

)
= −∂

((
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

λi1,...,iq

)
=: −∂v(∞) ,
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where v(∞) is a smooth section of KX ⊗ D ⊗ F ⊗M , which is globally L2 with
respect to φsm

D + φF + φM (not to ϕD) on Xc. Thus, we have

su⊥ = ∂
(
sv(2)

)
−
∂v(∞)

sD
.

Since u⊥ is harmonic with respect to φF on Xc and we also have ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 and
ī∂∂φM ≤ Cī∂∂φF on X for some constant C > 0 by assumption, Proposition 3.1.1 and
Lemma 3.1.2 guarantee that su⊥ and su⊥sD are harmonic with respect to φF + φM and
ϕD +φF +φM , respectively, on Xc. Then

∥∥su⊥∥∥2
Xc

can be computed using the Takegoshi
property and the residue computation in Proposition 4.1.1, which gives∥∥su⊥∥∥2

Xc
= ⟪∂(sv(2))− ∂v(∞)

sD
, su⊥⟫

Xc

(im ∂)
(2)

⊥su⊥p
= −⟪∂v(∞)

sD
, su⊥⟫

Xc

ν→+∞←−−−−− ⟪ηc,ν ∂v(∞)

sD
, su⊥⟫

Xc

= −⟪ηc,ν∂v(∞), su
⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

=− ⟪∂(ηc,νv(∞)), su
⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

+
�������������:(∵ Takegoshi property) 0

⟪v(∞), (∂ηc,ν)
ω⌟ su⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

ε→0+←−−−− ⟪e−ε|ψD|∂(ηc,νv(∞)), su
⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

=−
���������������: 0 (∵ u⊥ harmonic, Lemma 3.1.2 or Proposition 3.2.3)

⟪∂(e−ε|ψD|ηc,νv(∞)

)
, su⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

+ ε⟪e−ε|ψD|ηc,νv(∞), (∂ψD)
ω⌟ su⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

=
∑

i1···iq∈I

ε⟪e−ε|ψD|ηc,νλi1···iq , (∂ρ)
ω,i1···iq⌟ (∂ψD)

ω⌟ su⊥sD⟫Xc,ϕD

ε→0+−−−−−−→
Prop. 4.1.1

∑
i1···iq∈I

⟪ηc,νRD

(
λi1···iq
sD

)
, (∂ρ)ω,i1···iq⌟RD

(
(∂ψD)

ω⌟ su⊥
)⟫

Dc

= ⟪ηc,ν vb;(∞), sR
(
u⊥
)⟫

Dc
,

where

vb;(∞) =
∑

i1,...,iq∈I

(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

λ̃b;i1···iq with λ̃b;i1···iq := RD

(
λi1···iq
sD

)
and

R
(
u⊥
)
= RD

(
(∂ψD)

ω⌟ u⊥
)
.

Note that the notation here follows those used in Proposition 4.1.2 (with I1D = {b}, a
singleton, here) and Section 4.2. It is shown below that R

(
u⊥
)

is actually 0 on Dc, which
will then conclude the proof.

Step 4 (Vanishing of R
(
u⊥
)

from u⊥ ∈ (δHΓc)
⊥ and the adjoint relation between δH and

R). It follows from Theorem 4.2.1 that R
(
u⊥
)
∈ Hq−1

D,φF ,ω
(c) and from Theorem 4.2.2 that

0
δHΓc⊥u⊥

= ⟪δHw, u⊥⟫Xc
= ⟪w,R(u⊥)⟫

Dc
for all w ∈ Γc .

It thus suffices to show that R
(
u⊥
)
∈ Γc (the closure of Γc in Hq−1

D,φF ,ω
(c)), which will

imply that R
(
u⊥
)
= 0.
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Recall that u⊥ = u|Xc
− µ. We have R(u) ∈ Hq−1

D,φF ,ω
(∞) by Theorem 4.2.1, so

R
(
u|Xc

)
= R(u)|Xc

∈ Γc by the definition (eq 4.2.3) of Γc. Furthermore, by µ ∈ δHΓc,
there is a sequence {wν}ν∈N such that

wν ∈ Hq−1
D,φF ,ω

(cν) for some cν > c and δHwν
ν→∞−−−→ µ in Hq

X,φF ,ω
(c) .

Recall from the discussion in Section 4.2 that, although the representatives of δwν may not
be globally L2 on Xcν , they are globally L2 on the smaller space Xc−ν

for any c−ν ∈ (c, cν).
This means that we have δHwν ∈ Hq

X,φF ,ω
(c−ν ). (All the maps ȷc and ȷc′c are made implicit

here for clarity.) Theorem 4.2.1 again guarantees that R(δHwν) ∈ Hq−1
D,φF ,ω

(c−ν ) ⊂ Γc.
Since R is a bounded linear operator, this clearly implies that R(µ) ∈ Γc. As a result, we
obtain R

(
u⊥
)
= R(u)|Xc

−R(µ) ∈ Γc, which completes the proof. □

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 φF and φM 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 Kähler log smooth lc pair, Y be a reduced snc divisor
with the defining ideal sheaf IY on X and π : X → ∆ be a proper locally Kähler morphism
to an analytic space ∆. Let F (resp. M) be a line bundle on X equipped with a potential
φF (resp. φM) such that it has the analytic singularities described as in Section 2.1 and
satisfies

ī∂∂φF ≥ 0 and − Cω ≤ ī∂∂φM ≤ Cī∂∂φF for some C > 0 .

Consider a section s ∈ H0(X,M) such that its zero locus s−1(0) contains no lc centers of
the pairs (X,D) and (X, Y ), and that the function |s|φM

is locally bounded on X. Write
πY , FY , MY and sY as the pullback of π, F , M and s to Y respectively. Then, the
multiplication maps induced by ⊗s and ⊗sY between the higher direct image sheaves

Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗I(φF ))
⊗s−→ Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M ⊗I(φF + φM))

RqπY ∗

(
KY ⊗ FY ⊗

I(φF )

I(φF ) · IY

)
⊗sY−−→ RqπY ∗

(
KY ⊗ FY ⊗MY ⊗

I(φF + φM)

I(φF + φM) · IY

)
are injective for every q ≥ 0, where KY := (KX ⊗ Y )|Y = KX ⊗ Y ⊗ OX

IY
.

Remark 5.2.2. By the snc assumption on φL := φF or φF + φM , the multiplier ideal
sheaf I(φL) is a locally free OX-sheaf, and the quotient I(φL)

I(φL)·IY
has the structure of an

OY -sheaf. It follows that KX ⊗ Y ⊗ F ⊗OX

I(φF )
I(φF )·IY

= KY ⊗ FY ⊗OY

I(φF )
I(φF )·IY

.

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

J−1(φF ;ψD) := J−1(φF + φM ;ψD) := 0 and R0(φF ;ψD) := D−1 ⊗I(φF ) .

Write
Jσ := Jσ(φF ;ψD) = I(φF ) · Ilcσ+1

X (D) ,

Rσ := Rσ(φF ;ψD) ∼=
Jσ

Jσ−1

,

JM
σ := Jσ(φF + φM ;ψD) and

Rq(F ) := Rqπ∗(KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗F ) for any sheaf F on X .
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Recall that the inclusions between adjoint ideal sheaves induce the short exact sequences

(eq 5.2.1) 0 // Jσ−1

Jσ0−1

// Jσ′

Jσ0−1

// Jσ′

Jσ−1

// 0 for 0 ≤ σ0 ≤ σ ≤ σ′ .

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

(eq 5.2.2)

...

��

...

��

...

��

Rq

(
Jσ−1

Jσ0−1

)

��

Rq

(
Jσ−1

Jσ0−1

)
⊗s //

ισ−1

��
µσ−1

''

Rq

(
M ⊗

JM
σ−1

JM
σ0−1

)

��

Rq

(
Jσ

Jσ0−1

)

��

ισ //

µσ
33

Rq

(
Jσ′

Jσ0−1

)

��

⊗s // Rq

(
M ⊗ JM

σ′

JM
σ0−1

)

��

Rq(Rσ)

��

τσ //

νσ

44
Rq

(
Jσ′

Jσ−1

)
��

⊗s // Rq

(
M ⊗ JM

σ′

JM
σ−1

)
��

...
...

...

for σ = σ0, σ0+1, . . . , σ′. Here the columns are exact, and µσ (resp. νσ) is the composition
of ισ (resp. τσ) with the map induced from ⊗s. Note that µσ0 = νσ0 and ισ0 = τσ0 .

For any t ∈ ∆ and any neighborhood Ut ⋐ ∆ of t, there exists the smallest positive
integer σmlc ≤ n (dependent on Ut) such that

Jσmlc−1 ⊊ Jσmlc
= Jσ = I(φF ) on π−1(Ut) for all integers σ ≥ σmlc

by the strong Noetherian property of increasing sequences of coherent sheaves.6 Since
ισ = id (the identity map) at t for any σ and σ′ such that σ′ ≥ σ ≥ σmlc (hence µσ =
µσmlc

= ⊗s at t), both injectivity statements in the claim at t are proved if we put in the
diagram (eq 5.2.2)
• σ′ := n and σ0 := 0 (for the map ⊗s)
• σ′ := n, σ0 := 1 and D := Y (for the map ⊗sY , note that Jσ

J0
has an OY -sheaf

structure as explained in Remark 5.2.2)
and show that (kerµn)t = (ker ιn)t (= 0). Following the argument in [8, Thm. 1.3.2], since
(kerµσ−1)t = (ker ισ−1)t and (ker νσ)t = (ker τσ)t together imply (kerµσ)t = (ker ισ)t via
a diagram-chasing argument, to prove the injectivity of the map in the claim, it suffices
to show that

(ker νσ)t = (ker τσ)t for all σ =

{
0, 1, . . . , n (for ⊗ s)
1, . . . , n (for ⊗ sY )

and for all t ∈ ∆ .

Note that we obviously have ker τσ ⊂ ker νσ for all σ ≥ 0 (on ∆). The remainder of the
proof is devoted to proving the reverse inclusions for all t ∈ ∆.

6Indeed σmlc is the codimension of the mlc’s of (π−1(Ut), D), as Jσmlc−1 = I(φF )·Ilcσmlc
X (D) ̸= I(φF ).
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At this point, fix any point t ∈ ∆ and any integer σ = (0, ) 1, . . . , n. Pick any germ

αt ∈ (ker νσ)t ⊂ Rq(Rσ)t .

It suffices to prove that αt ∈ (ker τσ)t.
As the problem is local on ∆, we can shrink ∆ to a (sufficiently small) relatively

compact Stein open neighborhood of t ∈ ∆ such that αt is lifted to a section α ∈ ker νσ ⊂
Rq(Rσ) on ∆ which is defined even across the boundary ∂∆. The manifold X is shrunk
accordingly and becomes a holomorphically convex manifold . Thanks to such shrinking,
we can therefore assume that
• the potentials φF and φM are smooth on their regular loci across the boundary ∂X,
• the function |s|φM

is globally bounded on X,
• X admits a finite Stein open covering V := {Vi}i∈I

as in the assumptions stated in Section 2.1. Furthermore, construct the smooth exhaustion
psh function Φ and the complete Kähler metric on X described in Section 2.1. For any
coherent sheaf F on Xc := {Φ < c} for c ∈ (0,∞], we have the isomorphism

Hq(F )c := Hq(Xc, KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗F ) ∼= Rqπ∗(F )(∆c) ,

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

α ∈ ker νσ ⊂ Rq(Rσ)(∆) ∼= Hq(Rσ)∞ ,

is abused to mean the corresponding class in Hq(Rσ)∞ on X (supported on lcσX(D)) which
is the restriction of a class on a neighborhood of X (the closure of X). Abusing also ker νσ
and ker τσ to mean their corresponding subspaces in Hq(Rσ)∞, we are going to prove that
α|Xc

∈ ker τσ|Xc
⊂ Hq(Rσ)c for some c > 0, which will complete the proof.

Step 2 (Takegoshi harmonic representative of α|Xc
and its orthogonal projection u⊥ to

(δHΓc)
⊥). We first show that α|Xc

can be associated to a Takegoshi harmonic form via

the map Hq(Rσ)(c)
ȷc

↪−→ Hq(Rσ)c given in Sections 2.2 and 4.2. Write lcσX(D) =
⋃
p∈IσD

Dσp
as the union of σ-lc centers Dσp of (X,D) and let ω̃ be the complete Kähler metric on
X◦ := X \ (PF ∪ PM) as described in Section 2.1. The kind of maps ȷ = ȷ∞ in (eq 2.2.3)
induces the monomorphism⊕

p∈IσD

Hq
(
Dσp ;KDσp

⊗ F
)
φF ,ω̃

ȷ∞

↪−−→
⊕
p∈IσD

Hq
(
Dσp , KDσp

⊗ F ⊗IDσp
(φF )

)
= Hq(Rσ)∞ .

The L2
loc Dolbeault isomorphism (see Section 2.2) asserts that the component of α on

each σ-lc center Dσp can be represented by a ∂-closed locally L2 form with respect to φF
on Dσp . Since α is defined across the boundary ∂X, the component of α on Dσp can be
represented by a globally L2 form on Dσp . After taking a projection to the harmonic space
(see (eq 2.2.2)) and taking into account Theorem 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.2, we see that α
is represented by

u := (up)p∈IσD
∈
⊕
p∈IσD

Hq
(
Dσp ;KDσp

⊗ F
)
φF ,ω̃

Thm. 3.2.1
=

⊕
p∈IσD

Hq
Dσp ,φF ,ω̃

(∞) =: Hq(Rσ)(∞) ,

where u = (up)p∈IσD
is a collection of Takegoshi harmonic forms (see (eq 2.2.4) for the

definition), i.e. each up is a harmonic form with respect to φF , ω̃ on Dσp satisfying (∂Φ)̃ω⌟up =
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0 on D̊σp := Dσp ∩X◦. Notice that, for any c ∈ (0,∞], the restriction u|Xc
is still a collection

of Takegoshi harmonic forms in Hq(Rσ)(c) such that ȷc
(
u|Xc

)
= α|Xc

(see (eq 2.2.6)).
Now fix any positive c < ∞. Recall from (eq 4.2.3) the subspace Γc of Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c)

and the map
δH : Γc → Hq(Rσ)(c)

induced from the connecting homomorphism δ : Hq−1(Rσ+1)c → Hq(Rσ)c, as discussed
in Section 4.2. Recall also that we take the (squared) residue norm ∥·∥2lcσX(D)∩X◦

c
=∑

p∈IσD
∥·∥2D̊σc,p,φF ,ω̃

as the L2 norm on Hq(Rσ)(c) (see Section 4.1). Then, we decompose u
orthogonally as

u|Xc
= u⊥ + µ ∈ (δHΓc)

⊥ ⊕ δHΓc = Hq(Rσ)(c).

The short exact sequences in (eq 5.2.1) induce the commutative diagram

· · · // Hq−1(Rσ+1)c
δ //

τσ+1

��

Hq(Rσ)c
// Hq

(
Jσ+1

Jσ−1

)
c

//

��

· · ·

· · · // Hq−1

(
Jn

Jσ

)
c

// Hq(Rσ)c
τσ // Hq

(
Jn

Jσ−1

)
c

// · · ·

in which the rows are exact. This shows that µ ∈ δHΓc ⊂ ker τσ ⊂ ker νσ (the map ȷc

is made implicit). Therefore, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that u⊥ = 0 on
lcσX(D) ∩X◦

c .

Step 3 (R
(
u⊥
)

as an obstruction of
∥∥su⊥∥∥2

lcσX(D)∩X◦
c
= 0). We show below that the

harmonic residue R
(
u⊥
)

is an obstruction to our desired vanishing u⊥ = 0 on lcσX(D)∩X◦
c

by rewriting
∥∥su⊥∥∥2

lcσX(D)∩X◦
c

using the assumption u⊥ ∈ ker νσ and the Čech–Dolbeault
map (eq 2.3.1). First note that both u|Xc

and µ belong to ker νσ on Xc, so u⊥ ∈ ker νσ.
Recall that V := {Vi}i∈I is the finite Stein cover of X and {ρi}i∈I is the partition of

unity subordinate to V as described in Section 2.1. Through the Čech–Dolbeault map
(eq 2.3.1), the cohomology class of the component u⊥p of u⊥ on each Dσc,p is represented by

a Čech q-cocycle
{
α⊥
p; i0···iq

}
i0,...,iq∈I

such that

(eq 5.2.3) u⊥p = ∂vp;(2) + (−1)q ∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 · ρi0︸ ︷︷ ︸
=: (∂ρ)

iq ···i0

α⊥
p; i0···iq ,

where vp;(2) is a KDσp
⊗ F |Dσp -valued (0, q− 1)-form on D̊σc,p with L2 coefficients with respect

to ∥·∥̊Dσc,p and α⊥
p; i0···iq ∈ KDσp

⊗ F |Dσp ⊗ IDσp
(φF ) on Dσc,p ∩ Vi0···iq := Dσc,p ∩ Vi0 ∩ · · · ∩ Viq .

By the residue exact sequence (eq 4.1.1), for each choice of the multi-indices (i0, . . . , iq),
there exists a section fi0,...,iq ∈ KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗Jσ on the Stein open set Vi0···iq ∩Xc such
that

Resσ(fi0···iq) =
(
α⊥
p; i0···iq

)
p∈IσD

.

Considering the inclusion Jσ ⊂Jn and multiplying the cochain by the section s, we see
that the image νσ

(
u⊥
)

is represented by the Čech q-cocycle
{[
sfi0···iq

]}
i0,...,iq∈I

, in which[
sfi0···iq

]
:=
(
sfi0···iq mod JM

σ−1

)
∈ KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M ⊗

JM
n

JM
σ−1

on Vi0···iq ∩Xc .
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The assumption u⊥ ∈ ker νσ implies that this cocycle is a coboundary, that is, there exists
λi1···iq ∈ KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M ⊗JM

n on Vi1···iq ∩Xc for each (i1, . . . , iq) such that{[
sfi0···iq

]}
i0,...,iq∈I

= δ
{[
λi1···iq

]}
i1,...,iq∈I

=
{[

(δλ)i0···iq

]}
i0,...,iq∈I

,

where (δλ)i0···iq is given by the usual formula of Čech coboundary operator (δλ)i0···iq :=∑q
k=0(−1)kλi0···îk···iq . Note that λi1···iq need not take values in JM

σ . Since sfi0···iq and
(δλ)i0···iq differ by an element in KX ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗M ⊗JM

σ−1 on Vi0···iq ∩Xc, we see that

Resσ
(
(δλ)i0···iq

)
= Resσ

(
sfi0···iq

)
=
(
sα⊥

p; i0···iq

)
p∈IσD

.

Following the notation in Proposition 4.1.2, set

λ̃p; i1···iq := RDσp

(
λi1···iq
sD

)
· s(p) for each p ∈ IσD and

λ̃b; i1···iq := RDσ+1
b

(
λi1···iq
sD

)
· s(b) for each b ∈ Iσ+1

D .

We then have
(δλ̃p)i0···iq

s(p)
= sα⊥

p; i0···iq on Dσc,p for each p ∈ IσD. Together with (eq 5.2.3), we
obtain that

su⊥p − ∂
(
svp;(2)

)
= (−1)q

(
∂ρ
)iq ···i0 (δλ̃p)i0···iq

s(p)

= (−1)q ∂ρiq ∧ · · · ∧ ∂ρi1 ·
λ̃p; i1···iq
s(p)

= −
∂
((
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

λ̃p; i1···iq

)
s(p)

=: −
∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
.

Setting also vb;(∞) :=
∑

i1,...,iq∈I
(
∂ρ
)iq ···i1

λ̃b; i1···iq on Dσ+1
c,b , Proposition 4.1.2 then yields

∥∥su⊥∥∥2
lcσX(D)∩X◦

c

Prop. 3.1.1
=

(im ∂)
(2)

⊥su⊥p

∑
p∈IσD

⟪su⊥p − ∂
(
svp;(2)

)
, su⊥p ⟫̊Dσc,p = −

∑
p∈IσD

⟪∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
, su⊥p ⟫

D̊σc,p

ν→∞←−−− −
∑
p∈IσD

⟪ηc,ν ∂vp;(∞)

s(p)
, su⊥p ⟫

D̊σc,p

Prop. 4.1.2
= σ+

∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν vb;(∞)

s(b)
, sR

(
u⊥
)
b
⟫

D̊σ+1
c,b

ν→∞−−−→ lim
ν→∞

σ+
∑
b∈Iσ+1

D

⟪ηc,ν vb;(∞)

s(b)
, sR

(
u⊥
)
b
⟫

D̊σ+1
c,b

,

where R
(
u⊥
)
=
(
R
(
u⊥
)
b

)
b∈Iσ+1

D

is the harmonic residue of u⊥ defined in Section 4.2.

Therefore, if we show that R
(
u⊥
)
= 0 on lcσ+1

X (D)∩X◦
c , then su⊥ = 0 and hence u⊥ = 0,

which will conclude the proof.

Step 4 (Vanishing of R
(
u⊥
)

from u⊥ ∈ (δHΓc)
⊥ and the adjoint relation between δH and

R). It follows from Theorem 4.2.1 that R
(
u⊥
)
∈ Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c) and from Theorem 4.2.2
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that

0
δHΓc⊥u⊥

= ⟪δHw, u⊥⟫lcσX(D)∩X◦
c
= σ+⟪w,R

(
u⊥
)⟫

lcσ+1
X (D)∩X◦

c
for all w ∈ Γc .

It thus suffices to show that R
(
u⊥
)
∈ Γc (the closure of Γc in Hq−1(Rσ+1)(c)), which will

imply that R
(
u⊥
)
= 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 Hq−1

D,φF ,ω̃
(•) there replaced by Hq−1(Rσ+1)(•) and Hq

X,φF ,ω̃
(•) by Hq(Rσ)(•)).

The proof is then completed. □

5.3. Injectivity for (Y,DY ). The full version of Theorem 1.2, together with a general-
ization allowing singularities on φF and φM , 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 s−1(0) contains no lc centers of
(X, Y +D). Let DY := D ∩ Y . Then, Theorem 5.2.1 implies that the multiplication map
induced by ⊗sY between the higher direct image sheaves

RqπY ∗

(
KY⊗DY⊗FY⊗

I(φF )

I(φF ) · IY

)
⊗sY−−→ RqπY ∗

(
KY⊗DY⊗FY⊗MY⊗

I(φF + φM)

I(φF + φM) · IY

)
is injective for every q ≥ 0.

Proof. Let ϕY := log|sY |2 be the potential on (the line bundle associated with) Y induced
from a canonical section sY . Define ψY := ϕY − φsm

Y ≤ −1, where φsm
Y is some smooth

potential on Y , and set ψY+D := ψY + ψD.
Let φL := φF or φF + φM . Recall that the divisors PL (the polar locus of φL), D and

Y have only snc against each other, and there are no common components among any
two of them, so we have

Jσ(φL + ϕY ;ψD) = I(φL + ϕY ) · Ilcσ+1
X (D) ,

Jσ(φL;ψY+D) = I(φL) · Ilcσ+1
X (Y+D) and

Jσ(φL;ψY ) = I(φL) · Ilcσ+1
X (Y )

for all σ ≥ 0. It also follows from I(φL+ϕY ) · ID = I(φL) · IY · ID = I(φL) · IY+D that
J0(φL + ϕY ;ψD) = J0(φL;ψY+D) .

Moreover, for σ ≫ 0, say, when σ = n, all increasing sequences of adjoint ideal sheaves
above stabilize such that

Jn(φL + ϕY ;ψD) = I(φL + ϕY ) = I(φL) · IY (= J0(φL;ψY )) and
Jn(φL;ψY+D) = Jn(φL;ψY ) = I(φL) .

Note also that
(†) Jσ(φL;ψY+D) ⊂Jσ(φL;ψY ) on X for all σ ≥ 0 .7

Write
J Y

σ;D := Jσ(φF + ϕY ;ψD) , JM,Y
σ;D := Jσ(φF + φM + ϕY ;ψD) ,

Jσ := Jσ(φF ;ψY+D) , JM
σ := Jσ(φF + φM ;ψY+D) ,

7This can be seen by noticing that |ψY+D| = |ψY | + |ψD| ≥ |ψY | ≥ 1 and the expression
e−|ψ||ψ|σ(log|eψ|)1+ε is decreasing in |ψ| (≥ 1) as soon as, say, |ψ| ≥ σ + 1 + ε.
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Jσ;Y := Jσ(φF ;ψY ) , JM
σ;Y := Jσ(φF + φM ;ψY )

and
Rq(F ) := Rqπ∗(KX ⊗ Y ⊗D ⊗ F ⊗F ) for any sheaf F on X

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

0 //
J Y

n;D

J Y
0;D

// Jn

J0

// Jn;Y

J0;Y

// 0

I(φF )

I(φF ) · IY

,

which induces the commutative diagram

· · · // Rq

(
Jn

J0

)
ιn //

⊗sY +D

��
µn

''

Rq

(
Jn;Y

J0;Y

)
//

⊗sY
��

Rq+1

(
J Y

n;D

J Y
0;D

)
//

⊗sD��

· · ·

· · · // Rq

(
M ⊗ JM

n

JM
0

)
// Rq

(
M ⊗

JM
n;Y

JM
0;Y

)
// Rq+1

(
M ⊗

JM,Y
n;D

JM,Y
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, φF + ϕY ) in place of (F, φF ) there) to the
pair (X,D) and using the fact that φF + ϕY is psh, the map ⊗sD is injective. By a
diagram-chasing argument, to prove that the map ⊗sY is injective, it suffices to show
that kerµn = ker ιn.

The short exact sequence of adjoint ideal sheaves of the form (eq 5.2.1) and the inclusion
(†) induce the commutative diagram

...

��

...

��

...

��

Rq

(
Jσ−1

J0

)

��

Rq

(
Jσ−1

J0

)
⊗sY //

ισ−1

��

µσ−1
''

Rq

(
M ⊗

JM
σ−1

JM
0

)

��

Rq

(
Jσ

J0

)

��

ισ //

µσ
33

Rq

(
Jn;Y

J0;Y

)

��

⊗sY // Rq

(
M ⊗

JM
n;Y

JM
0;Y

)

��

Rq(Rσ)

��

τσ //

νσ

44
Rq

(
Jn;Y

Jσ−1

)
��

⊗sY // Rq

(
M ⊗

JM
n;Y

JM
σ−1

)

��
...

...
...
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for σ = 1, . . . , n, analogous to (eq 5.2.2). From the exactness of the columns and the
commutativity of the diagram, it follows from a diagram-chasing argument that kerµσ−1 =
ker ισ−1 and ker νσ = ker τσ implies kerµσ = ker ισ for any σ ≥ 1. Since µ1 = ν1 and
ι1 = τ1, we again have to show that

(ker νσ)t = (ker τσ)t for all σ = 1, . . . , n and for all t ∈ ∆ .

The proof of this equality follows from the proof of Theorem 5.2.1, mutatis mutandis (with,
at worst, a replacement of “JM

n ” by “JM
n;Y ” in Step 3 of the proof). This completes the

proof. □
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