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Abstract

We study Lelong numbers of currents of full mass intersection on a compact
Kahler manifold in a mixed setting. Our main theorems cover some recent results
due to Darvas-Di Nezza-Lu. The key ingredient in our approach is a new notion of
products of pseudoeffective (1,1)-classes which captures some “pluripolar part” of
the “total intersection” of given pseudoeffective (1, 1)-classes.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a compact Kédhler manifold of dimension n. For every closed positive current S
on X, we denote by {S} its cohomology class. For cohomology (g, ¢)-classes a and  on
X, we write o < fif § — « can be represented by a closed positive (g, ¢)-current.

Let ay, ..., o, be pseudoeffective (1, 1)-classes, where 1 < m < n. Let T; and T} be
closed positive (1, 1)-currents in «; for 1 < j < m such that 7 is more singular than
T}, i.e, potentials of T} is smaller than those of 7 modulo an additive constant. By
monotonicity of non-pluripolar products (see [27, Theorem 1.1] and also [7, 12} [30]),
there holds

U A AT} < LT A AT} (1.1

We refer to the beginning of Section [2| for a brief recap of non-pluripolar products.

We are interested in comparing the singularity types of T and 7] when the equality in
(11D occurs. Given the generality of the problem, it is desirable to formulate it in a more
concrete way. In what follows, we focus on the important setting where 77, . .., T}, are of
full mass intersection (i.e, T;’s have minimal singularities in their cohomology classes).

Let us recall that 77, ...,T,, are said to be of full mass intersection if the equality in
(11D occurs for T]’ to be a current with minimal singularities 7} i, in o; for 1 < j < m.
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This is independent of the choice of 7 ,,i». The last notion has played an important role
in complex geometry, for example, see [2} 7, 11,14, 19, 23], 28], [29]. We also notice that
a connection of the notion of full mass intersection with the theory of density currents
(see [120]) was established in [26], see also [22].

One of the most basic objects to measure the singularity of a current is the notion of
Lelong numbers. We refer to [[15] for its basic properties. Hence, the purpose of this
paper is to compare the Lelong numbers of 7 and T; ,,;, when 71, . .., T,, are of full mass
intersection. To go into details, we need some notions.

Let S be a closed positive current on X and x be a point in X. Denote by v(5, x) the
Lelong number of S at x. One can compute v(S, x) as follows. We write S = dd“) for
some psh function v defined on an open neighborhood U of = such that U is a local chart
of X which we identify with an open subset in C" and the point = corresponds to the
origin in C". Then we have

v(S,x) = max{y € Rs¢ : ¥(z) < vylog|z| + O(1) near 0},

see [[15, Chapter III]. Let V' be an irreducible analytic subset of X. By Siu’s analytic semi-
continuity of Lelong numbers ([[15] 24]), for every = € V outside some proper analytic
subset of V, we have

v(S,z) = minv(S,2).

eV
The last number is called the generic Lelong number of S along V and is denoted by
v(S,V).

Let a be a pseudoeffective (1, 1)-class on X. Following [[16]], we recall that « is said
to be big if there is a Kihler current in «, i.e, there is a closed positive current 7" in «
such that 7" > w for some Kéahler form w on X. Let T, ., be a current with minimal
singularities in « (see [[16}, page 41-42] for definition). We denote by v(«a, V') the generic
Lelong number of 7, ,,;, along V. This number is independent of the choice of 7}, - It
is clear that for every current S € a, we have v(S,V) > v(«a, V). Here is our first main
result.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < m < n be an integer. Let «y,...,«,, be big cohomology classes in
X and let T} be a closed positive (1, 1)-currents in o for 1 < j < m. Let V be a proper
irreducible analytic subset of X of dimension > n — m. Assume that Ti,...,T,, are of full
mass intersection. Then there exists an index 1 < j < m such that

v(T;, V) =v(e;, V). (1.2)

We note that when «y, ..., a,, are Kdhler, Theorem [1.1] was proved in [27, Theorem
1.2]; see also the discussion after Corollary [1.4] below. The proof presented there is not
applicable in the setting of Theorem [1.1l

When dim V' = n —m, the above result is optimal because in general, it might happen
that there is only one index j satisfying (1.2)); see Example [3.5. However, motivated
from the Kahler case, we wonder whether it is true that the number of 1 < 5 < m such
that v(T;,V) = v(a;, V) is at least dim V' — (n —m) + 1 (recall V' C X).

In the case where m = n, our above result can be improved quantitatively as follows.



Theorem 1.2. Let %, be a closed cone in H'(X,R) which is contained in the cone of big
(1,1)-classes of X. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every xo € X, every
a; € B, and every closed positive (1, 1)-current T; € o for 1 < j < n, we have

/X ((Njrag) = {{N=T3)Y) = C(v(Th, 20) — v(on,@0)) -+ (V(Th, 20) — v(om, 20)). (1.3)

The dependence of C' on %, is necessary, see Example [3.4. We have the following
direct consequences of Theorem [1.1l

Corollary 1.3. Let 1 < m < n be an integer. Let « be a big class and let T € « be a closed
positive (1, 1)-current so that

{T™) = (™).

Let V be an irreducible analytic subset of X of dimension at least n — m. Then there holds
v(T,V) =v(a;,V).
In particular, if « is big and nef, then T has zero Lelong number at a generic point in V.

Recall that (a™) is defined to be the cohomology class of (17’ ;,), where T, i, is
a current with minimal singularities in «, see Section [2] below for details. Combining
Corollary [1.3|with results in [4], 8], we recover the following known result.

Corollary 1.4. Let 6 be a smooth closed (1, 1)-form in a big cohomology class «. Let ¢ be a
0-psh function of full Monge-Ampére mass, i.e,

{({(dd°p +0)")} = ().
Let ¢4 min be a 8-psh function with minimal singularities. Then, we have
I(t(p) = I@‘pa,rnin) (14)

for every t > 0, where for every quasi-psh function i) on X, we denote by Z(v) the multiplier
ideal sheaf associated to ).

Corollary[1.4lwas proved in [10} 12, [13] (hence answering a question posed in [18]]);
see also [21]] for the case where 6 is Kahler. In fact, [12] gives a stronger fact which we
describe below. For every closed positive (1, 1)-current 7" with [, (7"") > 0, Theorem 1.3
in [[12] gives a characterization (in terms of certain plurisubharmonic rooftop envelopes)
of potentials of every closed positive (1, 1)-current 7' cohomologous to 7" such that 7" is

less singular than 7" and
Jan= [ an.
X X

Consequently, the multiplier ideal sheafs associated to the potentials of 7' and 7" are the
same by arguments from the proof of [13, Theorem 1.1]. Nevertheless, in the present
setting of our main results, it is unclear how to formulate such a characterization because
either T}, ...,T,, can be different or m < n (even if one takes 7} = --- = T,,). In fact,



a direct analogue of the envelope characterization given [12] is not true in our setting
when m < n; see the comment after Theorem [1.1] and [12, Remark 3.3].

Let us now have a few comments on our approach. Due to the above discussions,
we present here a completely new strategy to the study of singularity of currents of full
mass intersection. We stress that although our main results only involve the usual non-
pluripolar products, the notion of relative non-pluripolar products introduced in [27]]
will play an essential role in our proof. The reason, which will be more clear later, is that
relative non-pluripolar products allow us to better control the loss of masses.

The key ingredient in our proof of Theorem [1.1]lis a new notion of products of pseu-
doeffective classes which was briefly mentioned in [27, Remark 4.5]. This new product
of pseudoeffective classes is bounded from below by the positive product introduced in
[5, [Z]. The feature is that this new product also captures some pluripolar part of “total
intersection” of classes. This explains why we have a better control on masses.

Theorem [1.2]is a direct consequence of the proof of Theorem [L.1l We underline that
our arguments in the proof of Theorem [1.1] are not quantifiable as soon as dim V' > 2.
This is due to the fact that we need to use the blowup along V' and the desingularization
of V' (in case V is singular). Despite of this, we think that it is still reasonable to expect
an estimate similar to Theorem [1.2]in the case where V is of higher dimension.

Finally, in view of the above discussion of results in [12], one can wonder what
should be expected for the equality case of (L1) when 7T7’s are not necessarily of minimal
singularities. It is not unrealistic to hope that our approach can be extended to this
setting. But there are non-trivial obstructions. To single out one: the condition that 77’s
have minimal singularities are needed in our proof of Theorem [1.1] because we will use
the fact that there are Kéhler currents with analytic singularities which are more singular
than 7; for every j.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we present basic properties of rel-
ative non-pluripolar products and introduce the above-mentioned notion of products of
pseudoeffective classes. Theorems[I.1]and [1.2] are proved in Section
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2 Relative non-pluripolar products

We first recall some basic facts about relative non-pluripolar products. This notion was
introduced in [27] as a generalization of the usual non-pluripolar products given in [3|
7, 121]]. To simplify the presentation, we only consider the compact setting.

Let X be a compact Kiahler manifold of dimension n. Let 71, ..., T,, be closed positive
(1,1)-currents on X. Let T" be a closed positive current of bi-degree (p, p) on X. By [27]],
we can define the T-relative non-pluripolar product (A-,T;AT) in a way similar to that
of the usual non-pluripolar product. For readers’ convenience, we recall how to do it.



Write 7; = dd“u; + 6;, where 6; is a smooth form and u; is a 6;-psh function. Put
Rk = 10;-":1{uj'>—k} /\;nzl (ddc max{uj, —/{7} + HJ) ANT

for k € N. By the strong quasi-continuity of bounded psh functions ([27, Theorems 2.4
and 2.9]), we have

Rk = 1ﬂ;n:1{uj>—k} /\;ﬂ:l (ddc max{uj, —l} + ‘9]) AT

for every [ > k > 1. A similar equality also holds if we use local potentials of 7 instead
of global ones. We can show that R}, is positive (see [27, Lemma 3.2]).

As in [7], since X is Kahler, one can check that R, is of mass bounded uniformly in
k and (Ry), admits a limit current which is closed as & — co. The last limit is denoted
by (AL, T;AT). The last product is, hence, a well-defined closed positive current of bi-
degree (m + p, m + p); and it is symmetric with respect to 71, ..., T,, and homogeneous.
We refer to [27, Proposition 3.5] for more properties of relative non-pluripolar products.
When T = 1, the T-relative non-pluripolar product (73 A --- A T,,AT) is exactly the
non-pluripolar product (73 A--- A T,,,) of T}, ..., T,, defined in [7].

Let a4, ..., a, be pseudoeffective (1,1)-classes on X. Recall that by using a mono-
tonicity of relative non-pluripolar products ([27, Theorem 1.1]), we can define the coho-
mology class {{a; A ... A a, AT)} which is the one of the current (A}, T} inAT), where
T min is @ current with minimal singularities in «; for 1 < 5 < m. When T is the current
of integration along X, we write (a; A -+ A ayy,) for {{cq A -+ A a,, AT) }. By [27, Propo-
sition 4.6], the class (a; A - -+ A ) is equal to the positive product of «ay, . . ., o, defined
in [7, Definition 1.17] provided that oy, ..., a,, are big.

In the next paragraph, we are going to introduce a related notion of products of (1, 1)-
classes. This idea was already suggested in [27]. This new notion will play a crucial role
in our proof of Theorem [I.1l We are interested in the case where T is of bi-degree (1, 1).
We recall the following key monotonicity property.

Theorem 2.1. ([27, Remark 4.5]) Let X be a compact Kdhler manifold and let T}, ...,T,,,T
be closed positive (1, 1)-currents on X. Let T; and T" be closed positive (1,1)-currents in the
cohomology class of T and T respectively such that T} is less singular than T} for 1 < j < m
and T is less singular than T. Then we have

({TyA - AT ATYY < {(TI A - ATLAT')).

Recall that for closed positive (1, 1)-currents P and P’ on X, we say that P’ is less
singular than P if for every global potential u of P and «’ of P/, then u <« + O(1).

Proof. Since this result is crucial for us, we will present its proof below. Write T, =

dd®uj + 0;, T; = dd°u’; + 0;, where 0; is a smooth form and v, u; are negative 0;-psh

functions, for every 1 < j < m. Similarly, we have T' = ddp +n, T' = dd°p’ + 7.

Step 1. Assume for the moment that 7}, T} are of the same singularity type for every

1 <j<mandT,T" are also of the same singularity type. We will check that

(Ty A AT AT} = {(TL A - ATLAT)}. (2.1)



Since Ty, T are of the same singularity type, we have {u; = —oo} = {u} = —oo} and
w; := u; — u}; is bounded. We have similar properties for o, . Let A := UL {u; = —oc}
which is a complete pluripolar set. Put w;;, := max{u;, —k}, v}, := max{u}, —k} and

Yy =kt max{Z(uj +uj), =k} 41 (2.2)
j=1
which is quasi-psh and 0 < ¢, < 1, 1x(z) increases to 1 for x ¢ A. We have ¢ (z) = 0 if
uj(z) < —k or uj(z) < —k for some j. Put wyy, := uj; —uj,,. Since w; is bounded, we have
lwie| S 1 (2.3)
on X. Let J,J' C{1,...,m} with JnJ' = 2. Put

Ry = /\jeJ(ddcuj’k; + Hj) A /\j/eJ/(ddcu;,k + 9]") AT

and
Ry = ( Njes (dduj + 0;) A Njrep (dduly + 0;)AT).
Let
By = Njes{u; > =k} N Njep{uf > —k}.
Observe

0<1pRyp=1p Ry
for every J, J', k. Put Ry =1 x\aR;y. The last current is closed positive. Using the fact
that {¢, # 0} C B\ A, we get
UnRyy = YrRyy = ViR (2.4)

Put p' :=n — |J| — |J'| — p— 1. By Claim in the proof of [27, Proposition 4.2], for every
j"e{1,...,m}\(J U J') and every closed smooth form ® of bi-degree (p’,p’) on X, we
have

lim ’(/}kddcwjuk N RJJ/k; AP =0. (25)
k—o0 X
Let
SO = <T1/\/\Tn/\T>—<T1//\/\TTIL/\T>
and

Si =N NTAT) —(Ty \N---NT.AT), So:=(T{N---NT.ANT —T)).

We have Sy = S; + S5. Using T}, = T]/k + dd‘wji, one can check that

/ YpSy A O = Z/ U N2 The A ddwgg, AN Tig AT A
X /X



for every closed smooth ®. This together with (2.5) yields
(S1,®) = ]gliigo(z/szl, ) = 0. (2.6)
Let ¢, := max{p, —{} and ¢} := max{y’, —{} for [ € N. By [27, Theorem 2.2], observe
Jonsene = jim [ nddo— ) ATy A T n @, @7

Since ¢; — ) is bounded uniformly in I € N, reasoning as in the proof of (2.5), we see that
the term under limit in the right-hand side of (2.7) converges to 0 as k& — oo uniformly
in [. Hence

/wkSQ/\(I)—)O
X

as k — oco. Consequently, we get [, ¥»S A ® — 0 as k — oo. In other words, (2.1)
follows. This finishes Step 1.

Step 2. Consider now the general case, i.e, T; and 7" are less singular than 7; and T
respectively. Without loss of generality, we can assume that v’ > u; and ¢’ > . For
[ € N, put ué := max{uy, u; — [} which is of the same singularity type as /. Notice that
ddeul +0; > 0. Similarly, put o' := max{p,¢' — I} and T" := dd°¢' + 1 > 0.
Since X is Kéhler, the family of currents (A", (dd°u} + 6;)AT") parameterized by [ is
of uniformly bounded mass. Let S be a limit current of the last family as | — oo. Since
l ’

ub,u; are of the same singularity type for every j and ¢, ¢ are so, using Step 1, we see

that
{S} = {(NJL I T]AT") }. (2.8)

On the other hand, since ug., ¢! decrease to uj, p as | — oo respectively, we can apply [27,
Lemma 4.1] (and [27, Theorem 2.2]) to get

S > (N THAT).
This combined with (2.8) gives the desired assertion. The proof is finished. O

We note here the following remark which could be useful for other works.

Remark 2.2. Let P and P’ be closed positive (1, 1)-currents and () a closed positive currents
such that P’ is less singular than P and potentials of P are integrable with respect to the
trace measure of (). Put T := P AN Q and T" := P’ A Q. Then Theorem 2.1] still holds for
these T', T with the same proof. The only minor modification is that the potentials o, ¢’ of
T,T" in the last proof are replaced by those of P, P'.

For a (1, 1)-current P, recall that the polar locus Ip of P is the set of z € X so that the
potentials of P are equal to —oo at z. By abuse of language, we say that a closed positive
current 7' has no mass on a Borel set A C X, if the trace measure of 7" has no mass on A.

For every pseudoeffective (1, 1)-class J in X, we define its polar locus I to be that of
a current with minimal singularities in 5. This is independent of the choice of a current
with minimal singularities. We have the following.



Lemma 2.3. Assume that T is of bi-degree (1, 1). Then we have
(N ANT ATy =(Ty A+~ AN T A(Lx\ . T)), (2.9)
In particular, T has no mass on I, then
(Ty N NTy ANT) =Ty N--- NT,,AT).
Proof. By [27, Proposition 3.6], we get
(TN ANTu ANT) = 1x\p (TA A -+ - NT,AT). (2.10)

Now using (2.10) and [27, Proposition 3.5] (vii) gives (2.9). This finishes the proof. [

Let 1 <! <m. Letqy,...,a,, S be pseudoeffective (1,1)-classes of X. Let T} min, Tmin
be currents with minimal singularities in the classes o, 5 respectively, where I < j < m.
By Theorem [2.1] the class

{<T1 AN ,I‘l—l A ,I‘l,min AERA Tm,min/\Tmin>}

is a well-defined pseudoeffective class which is independent of the choice of T},;, and
T min for [ < j < m. We denote the last class by

(TN ATy ANy A+ AN amAB) ).

For simplicity, when [ = 1, we remove the bracket { } from the last notation.

The following result holds for the class {(T1 A ANTi_i Nog A+ - ~/\am/\6>} but to avoid
cumbersome notations (while keeping the essence of the statements), we only write it
forl = 1.

Proposition 2.4. (i) The product (A", a;AB) is symmetric and homogeneous in o, . . . , .
(23) If B’ is a pseudo-effective (1,1)-class, then

(NL1agAB) + (AL ABY) < (AL A(B + ).

(13i) Let 1 < [ < m be an integer. Let o, ..., o) be a pseudoeffective (1,1)-class such
that a;-’ > o  for 1 < j < [. Assume that there is a current with minimal singularities in /3
having no mass on Ton—q, for every 1 < j <. Then, we have

(Niyolf AN g AB) > (AT AB).

(iv) If there is a current with minimal singularities in 5 having no mass on proper ana-
lytic subsets on X, then the product {(AJL,a;AB)} is continuous on the set of (au, . .., )
such that oy, . .., a,, are big.

(v) We have

(NjLiag A B) < (AL AB)

and the equality occurs if there is a current with minimal singularities P in ( such that
P=0on Ip.



Proof. We see that (v) is a direct consequence of Lemma [2.3] and the definition of the
product (A7, c;Af). The other desired statements can be proved by using arguments
similar to those in the proof of [27,, Proposition 4.6]; see also [9] for related materials.
This finishes the proof. O

The following result will be useful later.

Lemma 2.5. Let « be a big class and let T, in be a current with minimal singularities in
a. Let T be a current in o. Then, the current T, :==1;, T, i, iS a linear combination of

T ,min

currents of integration along irreducible hypersurfaces gf X, and we have
T, <1.,T. (2.11)
In particular, for every pluripolar set A, if T has no mass on A, then neither does T, yin-

Proof. Recall that I, = Ir, .. By Demailly’s analytic approximation of (1, 1)-currents
([16]), there exists a Kdhler current with analytic singularities P in «. It follows that I,
is contained in a proper analytic subset V' of X. This together the fact that Supp7, is
contained in the closure of I, implies that 7, is supported on V.

Since T, is of bi-dimension (n — 1,n — 1), using the first support theorem [15] Page
141], we see that T, is supported on the union of hypersurfaces of X contained in V.
Now the second support theorem [[15, Page 142-143] impplies that 7,, must be a lin-
ear combination of currents of integration along hypersurfaces. Hence the first desired
assertion follows.

We prove (2.11). It is enough to consider the case where 1, T min is nonzero.
Let W be the support of the last current. By the above observation,a W is a hypersurface.
Since 7 is less singular than T}, ,;,, we get

V<T7 SL’) Z V(Ta,mim .T})

for every x. In particular, the generic Lelong number of 7" along every irreducible com-
ponent W’ of W is greater than or equal to that of T, ,;,, along W’. We deduce that
T>1;.  T,min Hence, (2.11) follows.

Let A be a pluripolar set in X. Let ¢, be a potential of T}, ,,,;». We have

Ta,min - 1{<pmin>—oo}Ta,min + ]-{cpmin:—oo}Ta,min'

Denote by I, I; the first and second term in the right-hand side of the last equality
respectively. By (2.11) and the hypothesis, we see that I, has no mass on A. We now
show that I satisfies the same property.

If {¢min > —oc} is open, then it is clear that /; has no mass on A because ¢, is
locally bounded on the open set {¢yi, > —oc}. However in general, when {¢y,;, > —oo}
is not necessarily open, some more arguments are needed. Recall that /; is actually equal
to the non-pluripolar product (7, min) of Ti, min itself (e.g, by applying [27, Proposition
3.6 ()] to T’ =1 and m = 1). Since the current (7}, ,i») has no mass on pluripolar sets,
we see that /; has no mass on A. Hence, T, i, has no mass on A. This finishes the
proof. O

We note that (2.11) actually holds in a much more general setting; see [1, Lemma
4.1].



3 Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

We will sometimes use the notations =, < to denote the inequalities >, < modulo some
strictly positive multiplicative constant independent of parameters in consideration. For
every analytic set W in a complex manifold Y, we denote by [IW] the current of integra-
tion along W.
Let X be a compact Kéhler manifold. Let «, . .., o, be big classes in X. Let T ., be
a current with minimal singularities in «; and
Ta]. = ]_]a E,min

(recall here that I, is the set of v+ € X such that potentials of T} ., are equal to —oo
at z). By Lemma [2.5] the current T,,, is a linear combination of currents of integration
along irreducible hypersurfaces of X. In view of proving Theorem [I.1] we first explain
how to reduce the problem to the case where T, ’s are zero.

Lemma 3.1. For every j, the class a; — {1, } is big and there holds
(Njiag) = (AL (g = {T5, 1)) (.1

Proof. Let w be a Kéhler form on X. Fix an index 1 < j < m. Let W, be the support of
T,,. Consider a Kéihler current P; € ;. By Lemma 2.5, the set I¥; is a hypersurface (or
empty), and P; — T, is a closed positive current. Note that

Pj—Taj:Pij

on X\Wj;. Since w is smooth, we get P; —T,, 2 w on X. In other words, P; — T, is a
Kéhler current. Hence, o; — {Ty, } is big.

It remains to prove (3.1). The inequality direction “ > ” is clear because «; >
a; —{Ty,}. To get the converse inequality, one only needs to notice that

(N T min) = (N (Tmin — 1))
which is true because both sides are currents which have no mass on

(which is a closed pluripolar set) and are equal on X\IW (which is an open subset of X).
The proof is finished. O

Let T; € «; be a closed positive current as in Theorem [I.1l By Lemma [2.5, we have
17, T; > Ty,. It follows that T; — Ty, is positive. Using the fact that T, is supported on
J
proper analytic subsets on X gives

(N 1)) = (NL(T = Toy))-

This combined with Lemma [3.1] yields that (7} — T,,),..., (T, — Ty,,) are of full mass
intersection. Hence, by considering T —T,,,, a; — {1y, } instead of T}, a;, we can assume,

from now on, that T,, is zero as desired.
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Assume for the moment that V' is a smooth submanifold of X of dimension < n — 1.
Let o : X — X be the blowup of X along V.. Denote by V the exceptional hypersurface.
Let w be a Kahler form on X. Let w, be a closed smooth form cohomologous to —[V] so
that the restriction of w, to each fiber of the natural projection from V to V is strictly
positive (the existence of such a form is classical, see [25, Lemma 3.25]). Thus, there

exists a strictly positive constants ¢y satisfying that
W:i=cyow+w, >0 (3.2)

We note that when dim V' = n — 1, by convention, we put X =X , 0 = id, Vo= V,
¢y :=1and wy, := 0.

For every closed positive current S on X, let A\ be the generic Lelong number of
S along V. By a well-known result on Lelong numbers under blowups (see [5, Corol-
lary 1.1.8]), the generic Lelong number of ¢*S along V is equal to Ag. Hence, we can
decompose R R

0Ty = A, [VI+15, 0" Tjmin = My i [V] 4 1jmin,

where 7; and 7); ., are currents whose generic Lelong numbers along V are zero. Since
T} min 18 less singular than T}, we have Ay, > A

Let

Tj,min *

vi=Ant Yimin = {mimin}, B = {[V]}.
These classes are important in the sequel. By [0, [17], the class 7, min is big. For every

closed smooth (n —m,n —m)-form @, using the fact that 7} ,,,;, has minimal singularities
and the monotonicity of non-pluripolar products gives

/ (AT T min) A @ = /A(/\}”:mj,mm No™® = /A</\;'n=1%min> No* . (3.3)
X X X
Lemma 3.2. We have
(NTams) < AT ADm) s (AT jming = (AT 0 minAThm,min) (3.4
and
<A?l:17j,min> = </\;‘n:7117j,min/\’ym,min> (35)

Proof. The first desired inequality in (3.4) is clear by Proposition 2.4l Observe that
I, . Thn,min has no mass on V' because the generic Lelong number of 7, i, along V'
is equal to zero. We deduce that

1l7im,min Tlm,min = 1 \‘7 Tlm,min < U*(la( )Tm,min) < O-*(]-ITmyminTm,min) =0.

I .
Inm,min Im,min

Hence, 7, min has no mass on /,, . . Combining this with Lemma 2.3]yields (3.4).
We now prove (3.5). Let @),,, be a current with minimal singularities in 7, min. By
Lemma [2.5]and the fact that 7, i, is big, we see that

1IQQO S 177m,m1n77m,min =0.

Hence, (),, has no mass on /,,. Using this and Lemma [2.3] gives the desired equality and
finishes the proof. O
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Fix anorm || - || on H"' (X, R). For 1 < j < m, let P; be a Kahler current with analytic
singularities in «;. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant small enough so that P; > ew for every
1<j<m.

Lemma 3.3. For every constant 6 € (0, 1), there exist a constant c; > 0 and a Kdhler current
with analytic singularities Q; € vjmin — s for 1 < j < m such that I, does not contain
~ e o
V,and Q; > 20 Wy and
Oe
— <5 < (cf|ey]] + )5 (3.6)
20\/ Cy
for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of 9, 3 and aj. In partlcular the currents with minimal
singularities in 7y, min — ¢s3 has no mass on V and the current [V ] V| has no mass on the polar
locus of the class 7 min — ¢s — 2cv < {&}.

Proof. Using Demailly’s analytic approximation of currents ([16]) applied to the Kahler
current (1 — 6)7} min + 0F; for § € (0,1), we obtain that for every ¢ € (0, 1), there exits a
Kahler current P; ; with analyt1c singularities in the class «; such that P; 5 is less singular
than (1 — 5)Tj7mm + 6P; and

Pj75 Z (56&)/2. (37)
We deduce that

AT in < AP, < ATy

J,min — J,min

+ ajé, (38)

where a; := A\p, — Ar; ., > 0. Write

j,min
O'*Pj,g = >‘Pj,5 [‘7] + 155

Since P, s has analytic singularities, so does 7, ; and the polar locus of 7, ; is an analytic
subset of X which doesn’t contain V. Hence, [V'] has no mass on the polar locus of 7, s.
Recall that by the choice of w;,, we have w;, € —f. By (8.7) and (3.2), we also get
de e .

=14 —wp > —0.
Qj 77],(5 + QCVWh - QCVW

The last current is in the class
Yj,min — cs3,
where
AT, i T (0€)/(2¢y) < ()\p — ATy T €/(2cv))d

by (3.8). Since P; is a current in a;, we get Ap, < c||o;|| for some positive constant ¢
independent of «;. Hence, (3.6) follows.

We have proved that there is a Kahler current with analytic singularities @; in 7 min —
cs3 such that V ¢ Ig,. It follows that Q; has no mass on V. Using this and Lemma 2.5
yields that the currents with minimal singularities in +; i, — ¢s3 has no mass on V. The
last desired assertion is also immediate because the polar locus of @); — Q‘Z—EV@ does not

Cs :— )‘Pj,a —

contain V. This finishes the proof. O
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End of the proof of Theorem[I.1l Let

bj == Ar; — A1y = 0.

j,min —

Note that v; = v;min — b;3. Suppose on contrary that b; > 0 for every j. Recall that we
are assuming that V' is smooth. The case where V' is singular is dealt with later.

Let ¢s be the constant associated to a number § € (0,1) as in Lemma Let ¢ be the
constant appearing in (3.6]). Put

€ -1
8; = (cllayll + E) b;

for 1 < j < m. Note that since b; < | «;||, we can increase c in order to have ¢, € (0,1).
By (3.6), we get c;, < b; for every j. Let v} i, = Vjmin — C5;8. By LemmaBIE] and the
fact that R

Ly = I(bj—%j)ﬁ cV,

PYJ min~ VJ
we obtain that the currents with minimal singularities in ,, ;, has no mass on Ly e
This combined with Proposition [2.4] (iii) gives

{</\;n:1771>} S </\§n:711’y]/\fym> S </\;n:711’y]/\’y;n,m1n> S < ;”fb 117; mln/\’ym m1n>

Using the supper-additivity of products of classes (Proposition [2.4] (ii)), we get

ml/ m—1_/

</\;n 117; mln/\me m1n> S < =1 7] mln/\’ym m1n> C5m</\j 1 fy] mln/\ﬁ>

Let I be the first term in the right-hand side in the last inequality. Recall that the currents
with minimal singularities in 7,, mi,» has no mass on V. The last set contains /5. Hence,
using Proposition [2.4] (i7i) implies

I S </\;n:—11 ’Yj,min/‘\’}/m,min> .
Consequently,

</\;Tb 117; mln/\’}/m m1n> S </\;'n:_117j,min/\7m,min> Com </\;Tb 117; mln/\6>

< </\;~n:17j,min> - C5m</\;n 117; mln/\[v]>

by Lemma 3.2 Now let ® be a closed smooth positive (n — m,n — m)-form on X. Put

M; = 25] , for every j. Taking into account Lemma

\4
[3.3land Proposition [2.4] (iii), we see that

/ </\;n 117; mln/\[‘?D A o' d Z Ml T Mm—l/ am—l VAN o d.
X 1%
Consequently, we obtain
/ (N Tj) NP =
X

] 177J /\U o (39)

" Yjmin) A 0@ — My -+ My, <[V]/\U<I> o™t

><\J><\
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which is, by (3.3), equal to
/ (N Tmin) N — M, - - - Mm<[f/] ANo*® o™,
X
Using this and the hypothesis that

/<A§”:1Tj> ANO = / (NP T min) A P, (3.10)
X X

~

we infer that [V] A 0*® = 0 for every closed smooth (n — m,n — m)-form ®. The last
property means that [V] A & = 0 for every closed smooth (n — m,n — m)-form ®. By
choosing ® := w"~™, we obtain a contradiction because dim V' > n — m. This finishes
Step 1 of the proof. We observe that we didn’t fully use the assumption that {{A}L,T})} =
AL T min) - We only needed that there is a closed positive smooth (n — m,n — m)-
form ® on X such that holds and [V] A ® # 0. We will use this remark in the next
paragraph.

We now explain how to treat the case where V' is not necessarily smooth. By Hi-
ronaka’s desingularization, there is ¢’ : X’ — X which is a composition of consecutive
blowups along smooth centers starting from X so that the centers don’t intersect the
regular part of V' and the strict transform V"’ of V' by ¢’ is smooth. Note that V" is of the
same dimension as V.

Let T} := 0"™T; and o := 0™ a;. One should note that 77, ..., 7T}, might not be of full
mass intersection, however, we still have

/ (NLTH No™® = / (NLjag) NP = / (NLjaf) Ao @, (3.11)
X X '

for every closed smooth (n — m,n — m)-form ® on X. We will use ® := w" ™. Observe
that

VAo #£0

because ¢’ is a biholomorphism on an open Zariski set containing the regular part of
Vand [V] A ® # 0 (here we use dimV > n — m). This together with (3.11I) and the
observation at the end of Step 1 allows us to apply Step 1 to X', o and T to obtain that
there exist an index j, such that

(T, V') =v(a, V).

Jo? Jo?
On the other hand, by construction of ¢, we get v(T}, V') = v(T}, V) for every j, a similar
property also holds for Tj . It follows that

v(Th,, V) = v(a),, V') S (T} mins V') = V(Tjomin, V) < v(Th,, V).

Jo>s Jo?
Hence, we get (T}, min, V') = v(Tj,, V). This finishes the proof. O

Jo>

We now present the proof of Theorem [1.2l
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Proof of Theorem Let w be a fixed Kédhler form on X. Observe that by homogeneity,
in order to prove the desired inequality, it suffices to consider «;/||c;|| in place of «;.
Hence, from now on, without loss of generality, we can assume that «; € %, .7, where
& is the unit sphere in H"!(X,R). Since %, is closed and contained in the big cone, we
deduce that #,N.¥ is compact in the big cone. It follows that there exist a constant € > 0
such that for every a € %, N .7, there exists a current with analytic singularities P € «
such that P > ew. In particular, we obtain currents with analytic singularities P, € «;
such that P; > ew for 1 < j < m.

Now, we follow the arguments in the proof of Theorem [1.1l One only needs to review
carefully the constants involving in estimates used there. Our submanifold V' is now the
point set {z,}. Let the notations be as in the proof of Theorem [I.1l By the construction
of X , the constant ¢y > 0 in (3.2)) can be chosen to be independent of x,. As in the proof
of Theorem [L.1] put

—1 _ 5j€

bj, M,;:

J J

€
bj == v(Tj,x0) — v(aj,x0), 0 := (C||aj|| + E) 2y
for 1 < j < n, where c is a constant big enough depending only on X (and a fixed Kéhler
form w on X and a fixed norm on HY'(X, R)). Since ay,...,a, € B, N .7, we get

9j 2 by,

and the constant ¢ can be chosen independent of ay, ..., a,. Using (3.9) for ® to be the
constant function equal to 1 gives

—ﬁ---ﬁzbr“bn-

[ (050 = () = M,

N 20\/ QCV
The proof is finished. O

Example 3.4. Let Y be a compact Kdhler manifold and 6 be a semi-positive (1, 1)-form in
Y such that there is a current P in {0} with v(P,z,) > 0 for some o € Y (one can take,
for example, Y to be the complex projective space and 0 to be its Fubini-Study form). Let
X :=Y?and « := w}{{0} which is a semi-positive class, where , : Y? — Y is the projection
to the first component. We have [, o®>%™Y = (. Hence, « is not big. Let w be a Kihler form
on X. Let o == a+ e{w}. We have

/agdle%/QlemYZO.
X X

Hence, if the constant C' in Theorem [1.2l were independent of %, then (1.3) for x, would
hold for o := «a. and T; = 7} P for every j for some constant C' independent of e. Letting
e — 0 gives a contradiction because the left-hand side converges to 0, whereas the right-hand
side converges to a positive constant.

Proof of Corollary 1.4 We explain how to obtain Corollary [1.4] from Corollary [I.3l Let
p: X' — X be a smooth modification of X and F an irreducible hypersurface in X’. Let
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@' = Q0 P, Py min = Pamin © P, 0 1= p*f and o/ := p*a. Since non-pluripolar products
have no mass on pluripolar sets, we have

((dd°¢" +0)") = (o) = (a™) >0,

and a similar equality also holds if ¢’ is replaced by ¢, ,;, (note that we don’t know if
the latter is a quasi-psh function with minimal singularities in «/; anyway we will only
need that ¢, ;, is of full Monge-Ampere mass in o'). By a well-known result in [6], the
class o’ is big.

Applying Corollary [L.3]to dd°p’ + ¢’ and V' := E, we obtain that the generic Lelong
number of ¢’ along F is equal to v(o/, E'). We also get an analogous property for ¢, ;.
by applying Corollary[1.3]to dd°s;, 5, + ¢'. It follows that the generic Lelong numbers of
¢ and ¢, ;, along E are equal. Now using this property and [4, Corollary 10.18] (or
[8, Theorem A]) gives the desired assertion. The proof is finished. O

We end the paper with the example mentioned in Introduction.

Example 3.5. Let X := P" and [zo : 1 : -- - : x,| the homogeneous coordinates. Let w be
the Fubini-Study form on P". Let 2 < m < n be an integer. Consider

Vi={lzo: @] €P"i2; =0, 0<j<m—1},

and
) R ol L

ol + - + [ ?
for1 < j <m—1. We have dimV = n — m. Put T,, := w. Observe that the currents
T:=TyN---ANT,,and T" := T\ A\--- NT,,_, are well-defined (classically) by [[15, Corollary
4.11, Page 156]. Moreover since V' is of dimension n — m, and T" is of bi-dimension (n —
m+1,n—m+ 1), we see that the trace measure of T’ has no mass on V' by [15, Page 141].
This combined with the fact that T,, is smooth yields that the trace measure of T also has
no mass on V. Using this and the fact that T} is smooth outside V, we obtain

T; = dd(|xo|* + - + w1 |*) = dd°

T=(TyA-ATp)

(both sides have no mass on V). It follows that T, ..., T,, are of full mass intersection, but
v(T;,V) > 0for 1 <j <m—1,and /T, V) =0.
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