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DEFORMATIONS OF KAHLER MANIFOLDS TO NORMAL BUNDLES AND
RESTRICTED VOLUMES OF BIG CLASSES
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ABSTRACT. The deformation of a variety X to the normal cone of a subvariety Y is a
classical construction in algebraic geometry. In this paper we study the case when (X, w)
is a compact Kéhler manifold and Y is a submanifold. The deformation space X’ is fibered
over P! and all the fibers X, are isomorphic to X, except the zero-fiber, which has the
projective completion of the normal bundle Ny-| x as one of its components. The first main
result of this paper is that one can find Kéahler forms on modifications of X which restricts
to w on X7 and which makes the volume of the normal bundle in the zero-fiber come
arbitrarily close to the volume of X. Phrased differently, we find Kihler deformations of
(X, w) such that almost all of the mass ends up in the normal bundle. The proof relies on
a general result on the volume of big cohomology classes, which is the other main result of
the paper. A (1, 1) cohomology class on a compact Kéhler manifold X is said to be big if
it contains the sum of a Kéhler form and a closed positive current. A quantative measure of
bigness is provided by the volume function, and there is also a related notion of restricted
volume along a submanifold. We prove that if Y is a smooth hypersurface which intersects
the Kihler locus of a big class « then up to a dimensional constant, the restricted volume of
« along Y is equal to the derivative of the volume at « in the direction of the cohomology
class of Y. This generalizes the corresponding result on the volume of line bundles due to
Boucksom-Favre-Jonsson and independently Lazarsfeld-Mustata.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Deformation to the normal cone. Let X be a complex manifold (or variety) and Y
a subvariety of X . The blow-up p: X — X x P! of Y x {0} is a classical construction in
algebraic geometry known as the deformation to the normal cone of Y (see e.g. [Ful84]).
The zero fiber X has two components: X’ which is isomorphic to the blow-up ' of
Y in X, and the exceptional divisor £ which is naturally identified with the projective
completion P(Ny | x ©C) of the normal cone Ny | x of Y. The intersection £N X" identifies
the exceptional divisor £ in X' with the divisor at infinity of P(Ny|x ® C), so Xo\ X’ =
N Y|X-

Since Y x {0} is invariant under the C*-action on X x P! which acts by multiplication
on the base, this action lifts to X. On & = P(Ny|x @ C) the action is that induced by
multiplication on the factor C, and hence on Ny |x it acts by inverse multiplication.

1.2. Deforming a Kéhler manifold. We are interested in the case when (X, w) is a com-
pact Kéhler manifold, and Y is a submanifold of X. X is then also compact Kéhler, and
Ny x is simply the normal bundle of Y.

If 2 is an S*-invariant Kéhler form on X such that |y, = w it encodes a deformation
of (X, w) to the singular space (£, Q¢)U(X', Qx/). We call (X, Q) a Kéhler deformation
of (X, w) to the normal bundle of Y.
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Let n denote the complex dimension of X . Clearly

/ Q"—i—/ Q":/Q”+/ Q”:/w”.
Ny |x / £ ’ X

Can we always find Kihler deformations (X', 2) to the normal bundle of Y so that
almost all of the volume of (X, w) ends up in Ny |x?

The answer is no. To see why, consider the (1, 1) cohomology class 3 := [Q] associ-
ated to a deformation (X, €2). The cohomology of X" is generated by the pullback of the
cohomology of X together with the classes { Xy} and {£} corresponding to the currents
of integration [X,] and [£]. If o := [w] we have that 8 x, = a and so

B = (mx o ) a+b{Xo} — c{€}
for some constants b, c. Consequently 3 x = p'*a — c{E'}.

Recall that a (1, 1)-class is called Kahler if it contains a Kéhler form. Since Qx is
Kihler the class 1/*a — ¢{ E'} must be Kéhler. The supremum of ¢ such that p*a — t{E}
is Kéhler is known as the Seshadri constant e(«,Y') of Y.

The function [, (u*a — t{E})" of t € (0,€(,Y)) is decreasing and its infimum is
equal to [y, (1o — (e, Y){E})". The issue is that this number can be strictly positive.

The easiest example of this happening is probably X = P! x P1, Y = {0} x {0} and
o = [rfwps + mswrs], where €(o,Y) = 1and [, (W*a— {E})" =1/2.

Now we simply note that

for= [urametm = [y,

/NYX = /X W' = / (o = e, Y){ED™

In fact this bound is easily seen to be sharp: for any € > 0 there is a Kdhler deformation

(X, ) such that
/NYX ar = /Xw" - / ("o =@, Y){ED" ~c.

1.3. Nonstandard deformations to the normal bundle. If X" is the blow-up of X along
some submanifold in X’, or more generally, if X’ is a smooth modification of X with
center contained in X', then X’ still contains Ny x as part of the zero fiber. If we think
of Xeore := X\ X’ as the core of the deformation of X to the normal bundle of Y, then
X and X are just different compactifications of that core deformation. We will call such
X’ (nonstandard) deformations to the normal bundle of Y, and refer to X" as the (standard)
deformation to the normal bundle.

and so

Definition 1.1. A pair (X7, (), where X" is a (possibly nonstandard) deformation of X to
the normal bundle of Y and €2 is an S'-invariant Kiihler form on X such that Qx, =w,
will be called a Kcihler deformation of (X, w) to the normal bundle of Y .

The first main result of this paper says that with nonstandard Kéhler deformations we
can make sure that | Nyix Q" is arbitrarily close to [ w".

Theorem A. For any € > 0 there exists a Kihler deformation (X',Q) of (X,w) to the
normal bundle of Y such that

/NYXQ"E(l—e)/Xw".
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Is it possible to deform (X, w) so that all of its volume ends up in Ny|x? Clearly, if we
want € to be Kihler on some compact X" this is impossible, so instead we allow € to be a
more general closed positive current. If 2 is an S!-invariant closed positive (1, 1)-current
on X such that Qx, = w we call (X,Q) a weak Kihler deformation of (X, w) to the
normal bundle of Y.

Theorem B. There exists a weak Kihler deformation (X,Q) of (X,w) to the normal

bundle of Y such that
/ Q" = / w™.
Ny |x X

The weak Kihler deformation (X', Q) in Theorem B is far from unique. However, we
can construct a canonical weak Kéhler deformation (Xﬁ, Qcan) to the normal bundle of Y,
where Af; 1= p~ (X x D). Apart from satisfying the volume equality

n _ n
/ Qcan - / w
Ny |x X

it has have the additional property that 21 = 0. Hence it corresponds to a weak geodesic
ray in the space of Kihler potentials with respect to w equipped with the Mabuchi metric.

The construction of .., is described in Section[0]

1.4. More general deformations. Theorem A and B can be generalized in the following
way.

Let Z be a smooth modification of X x P! with center contained in X x {0}, and such
that the zero-fiber is a SNC divisor, i.e. the union of smooth hypersurfaces Z, ..., Z,, with
normal crossings. Let D := U;~0Z; and Z := Zy \ D.

Definition 1.2. A pair (Z’,2), where Z’ is a smooth modification of Z with center con-
tained in D, and € is an Kihler form on Z’ such that Q‘ x, = w, will be called a Kéhler
deformation of (X, w) to Z. If Q is just closed and positive (Z’, Q) is called a weak Kihler
deformation of (X, w) to Z. If the C*-action on X x P! lifts to Z we also demand that it
lifts to 2’ and that 2 is S'-invariant with respect to this action.

Theorem A’. For any € > 0 there exists a Kéhler deformation (Z',9) of (X,w) to Z such

that
/Q"Z(l—e)/ w™.
z X

Theorem B’. There exists a weak Kihler deformation (Z,Q)) of (X,w) to Z such that

/Q”z/w".
z X

If Y is a singular subvariety of X, then by resolving singularities in the deformation
to the normal cone of Y we can get a smooth modification Z as above, together with an
identification between a Zariski open and dense subset of Zy with a Zariski open and dense
subset of the normal cone of Y. Hence Theorem A’ shows that (X, w) can be deformed so
that almost all volume ends up on a regularization of the normal cone of Y.

1.5. Big classes in H!(X,R). The proofs of the above stated theorems rely on a general
result about volumes of big cohomology classes, which is the other main result of this
paper. First we recall some basic definitions regarding (1, 1) cohomology classes (note
that we implicitly use the isomorphism between Dolbeault and Bott-Chern cohomology in
the Kéhler setting).
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If X is a compact Kihler manifold there are four convex cones in H!(X,R) corre-
sponding to four different notions of positivity. First we have the Kéihler cone K consisting
of the Kihler classes. This cone is open and its closure is called the nef cone KC. Then
comes the pseudoeffective cone £, consisting of those classes that contain a closed positive
current. This cone is closed, and its interior is called the big cone £°. Thus a class is big
iff it can be written as the sum of a pseudoeffective class and a Kéihler class.

When X is projective these notions of positivity are consistent with those for holo-
morphic line bundles, i.e. a line bundle is ample/nef/big/pseudoeffective iff ¢;(L) is
Kihler/nef/big/pseudoeffective.

Let T be a closed positive current of bidegree (1,1) on a compact Kéhler manifold
(X, w), and let « be its cohomology class. Pick a smooth form 6 in . By the dd°-lemma
T can be written dd“u + 6, where u is a quasi-psh function (i.e. locally the sum of a psh
and a smooth function). A quasi-psh function v such that dd°u + 6 is positive is called
6-psh (the set of 6-psh functions is denoted PSH (X, 9)).

A closed current T' € « is called a Kdhler current if for some € > 0, T' — ew is positive.

We say that T = dd“u + 6 has analytic singularities if locally u = aIln(>", |fi|*) + ¢
where f; is a finite tuple of holomorphic functions and ¢ is smooth. Note that 7" is smooth
away from the analytic subset Ep locally given by the common zero-set of f;.

Definition 1.3. The intersection of the sets Er for all Kdhler currents 7' € o with analytic
singularities is called the non-Kdhler locus of «, denoted by E, i («), and is itself an
analytic set. Its complement K («) is called the Kchler locus.

When X is projective and o = ¢1 (L) then E,, i («) coincides with the augmented base
locus of L.
A quantitative measure of bigness is provided by the volume function.

Definition 1.4. The volume vol(«) of a big class « is defined as the supremum of | X\Er ™
for all Kéhler currents 7' € o with analytic singularities. If the class is not big we set the
volume to be zero.

If «v is Kihler or nef vol(«) = fx o', but this is not necessarily true when « is not nef.
If @ and [ are big then it easy to see that

vol(a + ) > vol(«) 4 vol(B).

Also, for any ¢ > 0: vol(car) = ¢™vol(«). From these two properties it follows easily that
the volume is continuous on the big cone. In fact, Boucksom proved in that it is
continuous everywhere, i.e. that the volume goes to zero as one approaches the boundary
of the big cone.

There is also a notion of restricted volume along a submanifold Y.

Definition 1.5. The restricted volume vol x|y () of a big class a along a submanifold Y of
dimension m which intersects K («) is defined as the supremum of the integrals fy\ o
for all Kihler currents T' € o with analytic singularities.

The same argument as for the ordinary volume shows it to be continuous on the open
cone of big classes « such that K («) intersects Y. The restricted volume is then extended
to the whole H*!(X,R) in the following way: if K (o + €[w]) intersects Y for all € > 0,
then vol x|y () := lim 04 Vol x|y (o + €[w]), otherwise vol x|y () := 0.

When X is projective and o = ¢1 (L) the volume of « coincides with the volume of L,
and the same holds for the restricted volumes.
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We can now state our main result about big classes, which generalizes the corresponding
result for the volume of line bundles proved independently by Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre

and Lazarsfeld-Mustatd [LMO09].

Theorem C. If X is compact Kiihler of dimension n, « € HY' (X, R) is a big class, and
Y is a smooth hypersurface intersecting K (), then

4 vol(a + t{Y'}) = nvolx |y ().
dt [t=0

A useful consequence is the following:

Corollary A. If Y1, ...,Y and Z1, ..., Z; are smooth hypersurfaces all of them intersecting

K(a) and
Vi => {2}

i J

Z volx|y,(a) = Z volx|z, ().

In particular, if Y; is a family of smooth hypersurfaces all intersecting K («), then the
restricted volume of « along Y is independent of 7.

In fact we can generalize this a bit. The Lelong number vy () of a along Y is defined
as the infimum of the Lelong numbers vy (1') over all closed positive currents 7' € « (see
Section 2ZJ). It is not hard to show that if vy () > 0 then both %lt:ovol(a +t{Y'}) and
volx|y («) are zero. Thus in Corollary C we can also allow hypersurfaces with positive
Lelong number.

then

1.6. On the proof of Theorem C. We will use the deformation X of X to the normal
bundle of Y, already discussed above, equipped with the classes

B = (mx op) a+b{Xo} —c{&},

with b > ¢ > 0. We choose ¢ so that o« — ¢{Y} is big.
The proof is divided into four steps.

1.7. Step 1: Volume formulas. The first thing we want to do is to express the volume and
restricted volumes of 3 in terms of the volumes and restricted volumes of v — t{Y}:

Theorem 1.6. )

vol(B) = (n+ 1) <(b — ¢)vol(a) + /0 "ol - t{Y})dt) ,

2
voly|x, (B) = vol(a), Y1 #£ 0,
3)
voly|x/(B) = vol(a — c{Y'}),
“)

volye(B) = n/oc volx |y (a — t{Y'})dt.
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To prove these formulas we will need a couple of things. First, recall that a current
T = dd®u+ 0 is said to have minimal singularities if u > v — C forany v € PSH (X, 0).
A key fact proved in is that if 7" has minimal singularities then

/X T" = vol(«),

where T™ stands for the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampére measure of 1" (see Section2.3)).
A common way to find currents with minimal singularities is via envelopes. If g is a
smooth function on X then the associated envelope u is defined as

u:=sup{v<g:ve PSH(X,0)}.

The current T = dd“u + 6 will be positive and have minimal singularities.

These envelopes have an additional property which makes them extremely useful in

calculating volumes. Namely, if D := {u = g} is the contact set, then

T" = 1p(ddg+ 0)".
When [6] is Kihler this is due to Berman , while the big case was proved by Di
Nezza-Trapani [DNT19].

The second important tool we use is the partial Legendre transform due to Kiselman
[Kis78]. Recall that the Legendre transform is a transform on the space of convex func-
tions. If u(7) is subharmonic in a complex variable 7 and only depends on |7]|, then
u is convex in the variable y := In|z|®>. When u(z,7) is 7%6-psh on X x C* and
u(z,7) = u(z,|r|), performing a Legendre transform along each orbit we get the par-
tial Legendre transform, and the effect is a decomposition of u into a concave family of
O-psh functions %) on X.

In Section 3] we prove a general theorem, Theorem possibly of independent in-
terest, which expresses the Monge-Ampere measure of v in terms of the Monge-Ampere
measures of the transform 4y :

(7x )« (ddu + 75 0)" T = (n + 1) /(ddcm +60)"d\.
A

To prove Theorem we will use an envelope to construct a current 7' € [ with
minimal singularities. We will then use the partial Legendre transform to decompose it into
currents on X and analyse these. Finally Theorem [3.3] will allow us express the volume
and restricted volume of 5 in terms of the volume and restricted volume of o — t{E'}.

1.8. Step 2: The key equality. We then want to prove the following key equality:
Theorem 1.7.
voly|x/(B) + volx|e(B) = vol(a). ey
Combined with Theorem[T.6 the equality will give us that

vol(a) = vol(a — e{Y'}) + n/ volx |y (o — t{Y'})dt.
0
As voly|y (o — t{Y'}) is continuous in ¢ at ¢ = 0, this will imply that

d
—  vol(a+t{Y}) = nvolx )y (a),
dt |t=0
i.e. Theorem C.
One inequality of (@) is straight-forward; the difficulty lies in establishing

voly|x/ () + voly () > vol(a).
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We thus come to the third step of the proof.

1.9. Step 3: Measure control. We let 6 be a smooth form in 3 and define
u:=sup{v <0:ve PSH(X,0)}.

Then T := dd°u + 6 has minimal singularities and fXT T™ = vol(a) for all |7] > 0.
It can be proved that the measures T&T converge weakly to T&, and T(g locally near
(X’\ E)NK(B) and (£ \ E) N K(), and this implies the easy inequality. But to prove
the other inequality we have to make sure that none of the mass of T&T dissappears into
the set of singularities £ U (Xo N E,x(8)), as this would lead to

voly|x/ () + voly|g () < vol(a).
Since T' was defined via an envelope u we have that
TnJrl — ]]-Dén+1
where D := {u = 0} is the contact set, while for 7}, we have the inequality

T, > Lx,npf". 2
Suppose that for some sequence 7, — 0 we knew that
lim 0" = vol(av). (3)
k—oc0 er AD
For any ¢ > 0 we can find an open neighbourhood U of the set of singularities F U (X, N
E.k(f)) such that for all |7| > 0:
/ 10" < e. 4)
X.NU

The local convergence of T}y away from U together with the estimates @, @) and @)
then implies that

/ T + / T™ > liminf o > vol(a) — e,
/ £ k—oo J(X, nDN\U

and since € was arbitrary we would be done. Unfortunately (3)) seems unlikely to hold.
Instead our strategy will be to construct a sequence of envelope currents 7}, with contact
sets Dy, together with a sequence 7, — 0 such that

lim 0" = vol(c). Q)
k—o00 X"'k ka
We then also need to show that the measures T,:‘I . converge locally to some measures
Tk

wx and pe away from the set of singularities, and that

/ px < voly x:(B)
X/
and
/Mg < volyg(8).
£

If we can do all that, then by the same arguments as above, this will establish the desired
inequality, and hence conclude the proof of Theorem C.

To find currents 7}, with the desired properties we will elaborate on a technique in-
troduced in [WNT19d]. The trick is to consider a sequence of smooth functions g, that



8 DAVID WITT NYSTROM

converge to the singular function In |7|? — In(1 + |7]?). We let uy be the corresponding
envelopes, T, := dduy, + 6 and Dy, := {ur = gi}-

To establish (@) we will argue in the following way. By construction T}, — Two + [X]
where Tt is a closed positive current in 5 — {X(}. Using ideas from together
with Theorem[L.6l we prove that for any € > 0 :

lim inf / T > (n+ 1)vol(a).
I7I<e

k—o0
We also have that
T = 1p, (0 + dd°ge)" ™ < 1p, (0" + (n + 1)0™ Awy),

where wy, := wrgs + dd°gy. Together this implies that

liminf/ (/ 9~"> wy > vol(a).
k=oo Jp1 \JX,NDs

Finally, since wy, are probability measures on P! that converge to o, and for each 7

/ 0" < vol(a),
X, NDyg

this means that one can find a sequence 7%, as in (3).

1.10. Step 4: Convergence. We then come to the question of convergence of the mea-
sures 17" .
k|X,,

The basic idea is as follows. We will choose g so that g, (7) ~ g(e*/>7) — k which
will give us a Laplacian bound on g;, of order e*. Combined with a key regularity result
for envelopes due to Berman this will yield a Laplacian bound on the envelopes
uy, of order e*. The Laplacian bound together with a supremum bound then will result in
a local Lipschitz bound, which is enough to establish the local convergence of T,?‘ x,, as

long as e*/27;, — 0. Luckily, Step 3 will allow us to choose 7 so that this holds.

There is a technical issue though, namely that Berman’s regularity result demands that
the cohomology class one is working with is Kdhler, and not only big as in our case. This
will be handled by using approximate Zariski decompositions of J on suitible modifica-
tions of X', and then passing to the limit (see Section 7).

1.11. On the proofs of Theorem A and B. Let o := [w]. For notational simplicity
assume that Y is a hypersurface. Recall that the supremum of ¢ such that o — t{Y'} is
Kihler was called the Seshadri constant e(c,Y). The related pseudoeffective threshold
d(,Y) is defined as the supremum of ¢ such that is o — t{Y'} is pseudoeffective. By
continuity, the volume of o — t{Y'} tends to zero as ¢ — 6(«,Y"). Thus, given ¢ > 0 we
can pick a ¢ such that

0 < vol(a — c{Y}) < evol(a).
Also pick some b > c and let
B =(mx op)a+b{Xo} —c{&}.
Combining Theorem[I.6]and Corollary C we get that
voly|e(B) = vol(a) — vol(a — ¢{Y'}) > (1 — €)vol(a).
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By the definition of restricted volume this means that one can find a Kéhler current 7" € (3
with analytic singularities such that

/ " > (1 — 2¢)vol(w).
Ny | x\Er

In fact E,x(8) C X', and wlog we can assume that Er = F, x(3). There is then
a smooth modification 7’ : X’ — X with center contained in X’ such that 7#/*T has
divisorial singularities, i.e. 7/*T = Q 4+ 3 a;[E;]. Thus ' is a semipositive form on X’

such that [Qin] = « and fNY\X Q" > (1 — 2e)vol(c). Given this it is easy to find an

S*-invariant Kéhler form 2 such that €y, = w and
/ Q> (1 —2¢)vol(w).
Ny |x

To prove Theorem B we let ¢ = d(«, V') and pick an €2 with minimal singularities. It
follows from the above calculations that

/ Q" = vol(«),
Ny |x

and it is again not hard to see that € can be chosen to be S*-invariant and such that Qx, =
w.
The proof of Theorem A’ and B’ are similar.

1.12. Related work.

1.12.1. Differentiability of volume. When X is projective the Neron-Severi space NS(X,R) C
HYY(X,R) is the subspace generated by Chern classes of holomorphic line bundles. As

was already mentioned above Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre and Lazarsfeld-Mustata
LMO9]] independently proved the line bundle version of Theorem C. Since any class in
NS(X,R) can be written as the difference of two ample classes, and any ample class can

be approximated by rational multiples of smooth divisors, this implied that the volume
restricted to the big cone in N S(X, R) is differentiable, indeed C'. Boucksom-Jonsson-
Favre also proved that

n—1> .

4 vol(a + t7) = n{a

dt [t=0 E

where (a™~1) is a cohomology class called the positive selfintersection of «.. For more on
the volume of line bundles see [Laz04].

In Boucksom-Demailly-Piun-Peternell conjectured that for any compact Kéhler
manifold the volume is differentiable on the full big cone £° C H 11 (X,R), and that the
derivative is given by

d
Ep:oml(a +ty) = n{a™ 1) -
The special case of this conjecture when X is projective was proved by the author in
[WNT9a].

In Ein-Lazarsfeld-Mustati-Nakamaye-Popa proved that the union of sub-
varieties along which a big line bundle has zero restricted volume is equal to its augmented
base locus. In Collins-Tosatti proved the same statement for nef classes on compact

Kéhler manifolds, but the big case is still open.

Y.
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1.12.2. Test configurations and geodesic rays. The deformation spaces X appearing in
this paper are examples of so-called fest configurations, which play a central role in the
famous Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture (see e.g. and references therein).

A test configuration of a smooth polarized projective variety (X, L) is a normal po-
larized projective variety (X, L) together with a C*-action on X’ lifting to £ and a flat
C*-equivarient map 7 : X — P! such that 7—1(P* \ {0}, £) is C*-equivariantly isomor-
phic to (X x P\ {0}, 7% L") for some number r.

Let w be a Kihler form in ¢; (L). Phong-Sturm showed in that to any test config-
uration one can associate a weak geodesic ray in the space of Kihler potentials with respect
to w (or rather its completion). A weak geodesic ray can be interpreted as an S*-invariant
closed positive current {2 on X x D* such that {2y, = w and QL = 0. In fact Q will
extend over the central fiber of the test configuration, and will represent the first Chern
class of L.

It also makes sense to consider test configurations where £ is not ample but big. It
follows from the work in that with £ big we still get a weak geodesic ray in the
sense above. When X is projective and w € ¢1 (L) the canonical deformation €2, of this
paper corresponds (up to a trivial change) to the ray associated to (X, £) where X is the
deformation to the normal cone of Y and £ := 75, L ® mp1 (LH)N ® LEM, where Ly is
the hyperplane line bundle on P!, L¢ is the line bundle on X' corresponding to the divisor
&, and N, M are natural numbers so that N > M > §(«,Y).

If instead of a smooth polarized variety we have a compact Kédhler manifold X with a
Kihler class « one can mimick the definitions above, replacing the ample line bundle £
with a Kihler class 3, as is done in [SDT16]. Donaldson-Futaki invariants can then
be defined as intersection numbers [SD16]], giving risee to a notion of K-stability
and a formulation of the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture in the transcendental setting. It
was proved independently by Dervan-Ross and Sjostrom Dyrefelt that the
existence of a cscK metric implies K-semistability.

As in the projective case test configurations give rise to weak geodesic rays, even when
£ is not Kihler but big, as is often the case in this paper.

1.12.3. The non-archimedean Monge-Ampére equation. Theorem A’ is related to the work
of Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre on the non-archimedean Monge-Ampére equa-
tion, and hence also the variational approach to the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture [BBJ13].

One motivation behind the work of Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre is to complete the space
of test configurations.

Given a polarized projective variety (X, L) over say the trivially valued field C there is
an associated polarized Berkovich space (X", L%™), called the analytification of (X, L).
A test configuration (X, £) of (X, L) induces a continuous function on X" and is
thought of as a positive metric on L**. The components D; of the zero-fiber of X’ cor-
respond to points z; in X", and the non-archimedean Monge-Ampere measure of the
metric associated to (X, £) is defined as the atomic probability measure

ﬁ > (L™ D;)d,,.

3

The space of singular positive metrics on L®" is then defined as the set of decreasing limits
of positive metrics. The Monge-Ampere operator can be extended to the space of con-
tinuous singular metrics and even to the larger space of finite energy singular
metrics [BJ18]]. Using the results of on the orthogonality of Zariski decomposi-
tion Boucksom-Favre-Jonsson proved a Calabi-Yau theorem[BEJ13] in this setting,
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i.e. the Monge-Ampere operator is a bijection between the space of finite energy singular
positive metrics and the set of finity energy Radon probability measures on X *".

If X is projective and w € ¢; (L) for some ample line bundle, then the cohomology class
£ on X in the proof of Theorem A is similarly the first Chern class of a big line bundle
L on X, which corresponds to a singular positive metric on L*". The proof of Theorem
A shows that the non-archimedean Monge-Ampere measure of this metric is equal to the
Dirac measure at the point in X *" corresponding to £. In Theorem A’ we instead have a
Dirac measure at the point corresponding to Z.

1.12.4. The partial Legendre transform. The partial Legendre transform of plurisubhar-
monic functions with symmetry was introduced by Kiselman in [Kis78], where the crucial
minimum principle is proved. It has later been used to great effect e.g. by Demailly in
to find regularizations of plurisubharmonic functions. In the partial
Legendre transform was used, in a similar way as here, to analyse quasi-psh functions
on test configurations, in particular geodesics. That technique has later been used by e.g.
Darvas-Rubinstein to study geodesic segments, and Darvas-Xia to study
limits of test configurations.

The partial Legendre transform was also used in to prove monotonicity of
Monge-Ampére masses (Theorem[2.3). Key there was an expression of the Monge-Ampére
in terms of the Monge-Ampere of the transforms, which here is generalized in Theorem
This will be further explored in the forthcoming paper [BWNZ21].

1.12.5. Canonical tubular neighbourhoods. In the paper Ross and the author
showed how to construct a canonical tubular neighbourhood of any submanifold ¥ of a
Kéhler manifold (X,w). This relied on finding a canonical S*-invariant closed positive
form €2 in a neighbourhood U C A% of p (Y x D).  was found by locally solving the
homogeneous Monge-Ampere equation with boundary data €27, = w)y,, and then show-
ing that the local solutions agreed on overlaps. €2 then gave rise to a foliation of U, and the
corresponding map from Uy to Ny x N U gave the canonical tubular neighbourhood of Y/,
specially adapted to the Kéhler form w. This is very much connected to the canonical weak
Kihler deformation (Xﬁ, Qcan) of this paper, since Qcan‘U coincides with the canonical
form € from [RWN17].

1.12.6. The Hele-Shaw flow. The canonical deformation (Xﬁ, Qcan) in the special case
where X = P! and Y = {0} was considered already in (see also [RWNIS]).
There it was shown that via the partial Legendre transform the deformation was equivalent
to the Hele-Shaw flow, with w encoding the permeability of the medium.

1.12.7. Canonical growth conditions. The special case of Theorem[[3]when X is projec-
tive, w is the curvature form of a positive metric on an ample line bundle, and Y is a point,
was used in [WNI8] to analyse the so-called canonical growth condition.

Acknowledgment. [ want to thank Bo Berndtsson, Robert Berman and Julius Ross for
many enlightening discussions on related topics over the years.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X, w) be a compact Kihler manifold of complex dimension n, o« € H%'(X,R) a
big class and 6 a smooth form in «.
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2.1. Lelong numbers. If z; are local holomorphic coordinates centered at a pointp € X,
then the Lelong number v,(u) of w € PSH(X,0) at p is defined as the supremum of A
such that locally u < AIn||z||? + C. If Y is a subvariety then the Lelong number vy (u)
of T" along Y is defined as the infimum

vy (u) :==inf{y,(u) :pe Y}.

If Y is a divisor then vy (u) > X iff dd°u + 0 — A[Y] is positive.
IfT = ddu+ 60 welet v,(T) := vp(u) and vy (T) := vy (u).

2.2. Regularization of quasi-psh functions. A fundamental result we need to mention is
Demailly’s regularization theorem Thm. 1.1]:

Theorem 2.1. Ifu € PSH(X,0) then there is a sequence of functions u; € PSH (X, 0+
w/j) with analytic singularities decreasing to u and such that the Lelong numbers of u;
increases to those of u.

The full statement of the result also includes more precise control of the differences
between u; — u, but this will not be needed here.
As a consequence any big class contains a Kéhler current with analytic singularities.

2.3. Non-pluripolar Monge-Ampére measures. If © € PSH (X, 0) is locally bounded
on an open set U then by the work of Bedford-Taylor (dd°u+6)™ is a well-defined
closed positive current on U. When m = n we thus get a positive measure on U, called
the Monge-Ampére measure of U (with respect to #), also denoted M Ag(u).

The Monge-Ampere measure does not charge pluripolar sets. In Bedford-
Taylor also established the following absolutely crucial continuity property for the Monge-
Ampere operator:

Theorem 2.2. If u; is a sequence of locally bounded §-psh functions decreasing or in-

creasing a.e. to a locally bounded 0-psh function u, then M Ag(u;) converge weakly to

Another important property of the Monge-Ampere measure established by Bedford-
Taylor [BT87] is that it is local in the plurifine topology. The plurifine topology is defined
as the coarsest topology making quasi-psh functions continuous. That the Monge-Ampere
operator is local with respect to this topology means in particular that if u,v € PSH (X, 0)
and © = v on some plurifine open set O then

]loMAg(u) = ]loMAg(U).

Let v € PSH(X,0) be unbounded, and let U be an open set on which there is a
bounded #-psh function v. Then for all j, u; := max(u,v — j) is #-psh and bounded,
thus M Ag(u;) is a well-defined measure on U. Note that by locality 1y, ;3 M Ag(u;)
is increasing, and the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampere measure of w is defined on U as
the limit of this as j — oo. That it does not depends on the particular choice of v also
follows from locality, and so it defines a measure on X. A priori one could have ended up
with something not locally finite, but it was shown in that, thanks to X being
compact Kéhler, it is a finite measure on X. It is called the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampere
measure of u (with respect to ), and also denoted M Ag(u).

The non-pluripolar Monge-Ampere measure does not charge pluripolar sets, and is local
in the plurifine topology. It is however not continuous under decreasing sequences.

On PSH(X,0) there is a natural partial order, namely we write u > v ifu > v — C
for some constant C'. We then say that w is less singular than v. A useful fact, proved in
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[WN19b], is that the total Monge-Ampere mass is monotone with respect to this partial
order:

Theorem 2.3. Ifu,v € PSH(X,0) andu = v then

[REZOEY Rt

The most important case when u and v are locally bounded outside a closed pluripolar
set was already proved in [BEGZ10].

If w € PSH(X,6) is maximal with respect to this partial order we say that u has
minimal singularities. It follows from Theorem[2.3that if u has minimal singularities then

/ M Ap(u) > vol(w).
X

On the other hand it follows from Demailly’s regularization theorem that for any € > 0 we
can find an 6 + ew-psh function u. > u such that dd°u. + 6 + ew is a Kdhler current with
analytic singularities. We thus get that

/MAQ /MAHEW /MA9+Ew(ue)<v01(a+6[ -

Since the volume function is continuous we get the result, already established in [BEGZ10],
that

/ M Ay(u) = vol(a)
X

whenever u € PSH (X, 0) has minimal singularities.
Exactly the same argument shows that if « € PSH (X, ) has minimal singularities and
K (o) intersects Y we have that

/ MAg,, (uy) = volx |y (a).
Y

2.4. Envelopes. Recall from the introduction that if § € « is smooth and ¢ is a continuous
function on X the corresponding envelope u is defined as

u:=sup{v<g:ve€ PSH(X,0)}.
Let us record the following general result on Monge-Ampere measures on contact sets
due to Di Nezza-Trapani [DNT19]:

Theorem 2.4. If u € PSH(X,0) and uw < g where g is a continuous function with
bounded distributional Laplacian, then
]].{u:g}MAe(u) = ]]-{u:q} (ddcg + 9)”

If w is the envelope with respect to g then it is a classical fact due to Bedford-Taylor
BT82| that 1,43 M Ag(u) = 0, and so combined with Theorem 2.4 we get

MA9 (u) = ]]-{u:q} (ddcg + 9)"

Let us also note that if Y is a submanifold of dimension m then Theorem [2.4] applied to
ujy and gy gives that

Liu—gyny M Agy (u)y) = Liu—gyny (dd°g + 0)™
and hence
M Ay, (u)y) > Liy—gyny (dd°g +0)™
We will also need the following regularity result for envelopes due to Berman .
Note that here the reference form 6 is supposed to be Kahler.
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Theorem 2.5. Let (X, 0) be compact Kéihler, g a smooth function and 1 a quasi-psh
Sfunction with analytic singularities, and let u be the corresponding envelope

u:=sup{v <g—v:ve PSH(X,0)}.
Then we have the Laplacian estimate

0 <n+ Agu < ((C+ 1)n + sup(Agg))eBla—v-infx(g=v)
X

where C'is a constant such that dd“) > —C80 and — B is a negative lower bound of the
holomorphic bisectional curvature of 6.

Proof. In this is done without the quasi-psh function 1), so let us just explain how
to reduce it to the smooth case proved by Berman.

Since u is bounded and g is smooth © — g < R for some constant 2. It follows that
u— g < min(—¢, R) = —max(1), —R) and so u < g — max(y), —R). Let max,., be
a regularized maz-function such that max,.,(x,y) = max(z,y) when |z — y| > 1 say,
and let ¢ = maxyeq(, —R — 1). Then 1 is smooth, dd®y) > —C0 and by definition
< max (¢, —R). We thus get that u < g — v, and hence that

u<sup{v<g—1:ve PSH(X,0)}.
On the other hand, since 1E > 1) we have that
sup{v < g—v:ve PSH(X,0)} <u

and hence we get equality. This shows that without loss of generality ¥ can be assumed to
be smooth.
O

3. THE PARTIAL LEGENDRE TRANSFORM

We start by recalling the Legendre transform of convex functions on R. Let f : R —

R U {oo} be a convex function. The Legendre transform f is a new convex function on R
defined by

F) = SLEIE{Ay —f)}.

Note that if \ is a subgradient of f at the point y then f()\) = Ayx — f(y). In particular,
if f is smooth and strictly convex then y, depends smoothly on A and thus f is also smooth
on the interval where it is finite.

One also sees that if we take the Legendre transform of f we get the supremum of all
affine functions bounded from above by f. Since f is convex this is precisely f, except
possibly on the boundary of the interval where f is finite. On the left limit point a (if it
exists) we then get that f(a) = lim,, 4, f(y) while on the right limit point b (if it exists)
we get f (b) = lim,—,,— f(y). So we conclude that the Legendre transform is an involution
on the set of convex functions on R with those continuity properties.

We now come to the partial Legendre transform defined on a class of psh-functions with
a certain symmetry, introduced by Kiselman in [Kis78].

Let U C C™ be an open subset, and let u(z, 7) be a psh function on U x C* such that
u(z,7) =ulz, |7|).

Definition 3.1. For A\ € R and 2z € U we define

x(z) == 7_ierg*{u(z,T) — An|7|?}.
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The family 4y is known as the partial Legendre transform of u. To see why, let y :=
In |7]2. Since u is psh and independent of the argument of 7 we get that for a fixed z € U:
f-(y) := u(z, 7) is convex in y, and we see that i (z) = — f.(\).

Thus 4 is concave in A, and by the involution property of the Legendre transform we
get that

u(z,7) = sup{in(z) + An|7|*}.
AER

A fundamental property of the partial Legendre transform which is much less obvious
is that @), is in fact psh. This follows directly from Kiselman’s minimum principle [Kis78],
as u — AIn |7|? is psh and independent of the argument of 7.

Let vy, A € [a, b] be a concave family of psh functions on U. If

u(z, 1) = As1[1pb]{v)\(z) +Aln|7?}
cla,

is psh then we see from the involution property of the Legendre transform that ) = v
for A € [a,b] and Gy = —oo for A ¢ [a,b]. A supremum of psh functions is psh as long as
it is u.s.c, and it follows from the elementary lemma below that this will be the case here
as long as a certain boundedness condition is met.

Lemma 3.2. If vy, A € [a,b)], is a concave family of u.s.c. functions such that vy is locally
bounded for \ € [a', V'] where a’ < V', then u := supy ¢, y{va} is also u.s.c.

Proof. Pick x. In a neighbourhood of © we have by assumption local bounds
Var+br)/2(Y) — var (y) < C1
and
Var+br)2(Yy) — v (y) < Ca.
By concavity this implies that for A € [(a’ + b') /2, b]:
ovx(y) - 2C,
o —V—-a

while for X € [a, (a’ +b')/2]:
ovx(y) < 205

o T b -a’
Given N let \;, j = 0, ..., N be equidistributed points on [a, b]. Using the bounds we
then get

limsup( sup {va(y)}) < limsup( sup {va, (y)}) + O(1/N) <
Y=  A€la,b] y—z  j=0,...,N

< sup {oy(2)} +O(1/N) < sup {vi(z)} + O(1/N),

3=0,....N A€Ela,b]

where the second inequality used that each v}, is u.s.c. (]

Critical to our paper will be the fact that the Monge-Ampere measure of u can be un-
derstood in terms of the Monge-Ampere measures of .

Theorem 3.3. If Gy = —oo for A ¢ [a, b] while for A € [a,b] each iy is locally bounded,

then
b

(70 ) MA(u) = (n + 1) . M A(fiy)dA,
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where my denotes the projection of U x C* to U. In particular

[ raw) - (n+1)/ab (/U MA(&,\)) dx.

Proof. By simple scaling we can assume that [a, b] = [0, 1]. The special case when @) =
(1 — A)¢ + Ap — A\? with ¢ psh and smooth and 1) psh and locally bounded is a special
case of Lem. 3.2]. By approximation it is still true when also ¢ is just locally
bounded. The proof also works for @iy = (1 — \)¢ + M\p — 6A2, § > 0.

For general u we let fora given N € N, j = 0,...,2Y and A € [j/2V,(j +1)/2M]:

v = (1= (2YN = 1) 08 + VA = §)ij 41y 28 — A2/N
We then get that

u = sup {v) + An|7|?}
A€0,1]

increases almost everywhere to u and so M A(u”Y) converges weakly to M A(u).
We also let

ul = sup {oX +1n|7 %},
A€[j/2N,(5+1)/2N]
so we know that
(+1)/2%
(m0)« MA@uY) = (n+ 1)/ MA(v)dA.
A=j /2N
Let A(a,b) = {% € (a/2V,b/2N)}. These sets are all open in the plurifine topol-

ogy since ‘

A(a,b) = {uN > sup {viv + An|7]?}}.
A€[0,1]\(a/2N b/2N)

Note that u™ = u} on A(j, j + 1), and thus
Lagi+nMAWS) = Lagen MA@WY).
On A(—1, j) we have instead that

uév = UJ%N + (j/2N) 1n|7'|2,

and thus
Lac1,)MAu)) = ]lA(fl,j)MA(vé\bN +(j/2Y)In|7*) = 0.
Similarly one sees that
Lagr12v 41y MA®WS) = Lag1ov 1) MA(¢j41) = 0.
On A(j — €, j + €) we have that

u = sup {oN + An|7*} =: ué\fe,
AE[(G—€)/2N,(+e) /2]
and so
]]-./A(j—e,j-l-e)MA(uN) - ]]-./A(j—e,j-l-e)MA(u;\,fe)'
It can be easily showed that for any relatively compact set X C U one can find a constant
C such that [, . MA(u},) < Ce. Thus M A(u™) puts no mass on the sets {% =

4/2")} and the same kind of argument shows that the same is true for M A(u}’).
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This lets us conclude that
2N 1
MA@WN) = Z MA(ujV)
§=0

and so
1

(m0)«MAWN) = (n+1) - MA(vY)dA.

Finally, by letting N — co we get the Theorem. (]

Remark 3.4. In the forthcoming paper [BWN21] it is shown that more generally

(707w (ddCu)F Tt = (K + 1)/b (ddiiy)*d.
A

The proof in [BWNZ21]], rather than relying on [WN19b]], uses an explicit formula for dd“
essentially due to Kiselman , and is more direct.

If 6 is a smooth real (1, 1)-form on a complex manifold X and u is 7% 6-psh on X x C*
then the associated Legendre transform becomes

x(z) == Tiené*{u(z,T) — An |7|?}.

It is easy to see, e.g. using a local potential for 6, that everything we established for psh-
functions works equally well for #-psh functions, e.g. that @) is a concave family of -psh
functions and

u(z,7) = sup{i(2) + An |7|*}.
AER

The decomposition of the Monge-Ampere of u in terms of the Monge-Ampere of ) will
also look the same.

Theorem 3.5. If iy = —oo for A ¢ [a,b] while for \ € [a,b] each ty is locally bounded
away from a proper analytic subset A C X, then

b
(Fx)*MAﬂ-j(g(u) = (n—|— 1) )\7 MA@(’IAU\)d)\,

and in particular

/ch* M Az g(u) = (n+ 1)/: (/X MAg(ﬁ,Q) d.

This follows from Theorem[3.3ltogether with the fact that the Monge-Ampere measures
put no mass on the analytic subsets A and A x C*.

Remark 3.6. More generally one can consider the case when w is psh (or #-psh) on U X

(C*)* and u(z, 71, ..., Tk) = u(z, |T1|, ..., |T|). Given A € R¥ one defines
Ux(z) = Tieng*{u(z,ﬁ, ey TE) — Z i In |7 |*}.

All the results above generalize to this setting.
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4. STEP 1: VOLUME FORMULAS

Let a be a big (1,1)-class in H1!(X,R), and let Y be a smooth hypersurface that
intersects K (). Let also 1 : X — X x P! be the (standard) deformation of X to the
normal bundle of Y, as described in the introduction.

Pick positive constants b, ¢ such that &« — ¢{Y} is big and b > ¢, and let

B:=(rxou)a+b{Xo}—c{E}.
It is clear that 8 € HY (X, R) restricts to v on X, 7 # 0.

Proposition 4.1. The class (3 is big, and K (B) intersects each fiber X, T # 0, as well as
X' and €.

Proof. To see that (5 is big we note that 8 also can be written
B=p(rxa+(b—c){Xo})+c{X'}.

The class w5 a + (b — ¢){ X} is easily seen to be big on X x P! and hence the pullback
wH(mha+ (b —¢){Xo}) is big on X. The class ¢{ X'} is pseudoeffective, and since the
sum of a big class with a pseudoeffective class is big, this shows that 3 is big.

Let € > 0 be small enough so that « — ¢{Y'} — ¢[w] still is big, and let 6 > 0 be small
enough so that class

7= e((mx o p)[w] + {Xo}) — 6{€}
is Kidhler. Then if T is a closed positive current in 5 —  analytic singularities, the set
where T is smooth is contained in K (3). Now note that

B -7 = (mx op)(a—clwl) + (b — )Xo} - (c - 6){€} =
— (mx o p)"(a — elw]) + (b+ 6 — c — ){Xo} + (c — 6){X'}.

Pick a closed positive current S € a — e[w] with analytic singularities, and let U C X
denote the set where it is smooth. The closed positive current

T:=(rxou)*S+(b+0§—c—e)(mpop)wrs + (c — §)[X']

then lies in 3 — + and has analytic singularities, and it is smooth on p~1(U x P!)\ X'.
From this we see that K () intersects each fiber X, 7 # 0, as well as &.

Let now S’ be a closed positive current in & — (¢ — §){Y'} — €|w] with analytic singu-
larities, and let U’ be the set where it is smooth. The closed positive current

T = (mx op)* (S "+ (c = O)[Y]) + (b — €)(mp1 o u)*wrs — (c — )[E] =

= (mx opu)*S" + (b —€)(mpr o p)*wrs
then lies in 3 — +y and has analytic singularities, and it is smooth on = (U’ \ Y) x P1),
which shows that K (/3) intersects X'. O

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem[L.6] i.e. the four formulas:
ey
vol(8) = (n+1) ((b —¢)vol(a) + / vol(ar — t{Y})dt) :
0
)
voly|x, (B) = vol(a), V1 # 0,

3)
Vle‘X/(ﬂ) - VO](OZ - C{Y})a
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o )
VOl)qg(ﬁ) = TL/ Vle|y(CY — t{Y})dt
0
Let 6 be a smooth form representing . Let s¢ be a defining section for £ and let h

be a smooth S'-invariant hermitian metric on the associated line bundle, which we for
simplicity choose so that |sg|p, < 1. Note that

dd®In [se[j, = [€] - n,
where 7 is the curvature form of h. Let wrg = dd®In(1 + |7|?) denote the Fubini-Study
form on the base P!. Thus
0 := (mx o ) 0 + b(mp1 0 p)*wrs — en

is a smooth S'-invariant form representing 3.

Let

a:=sup{v <0:¢ € PSH(X,0)}.

Clearly @ has minimal singularities and hence its Monge-Ampere can be used to calculate
the volume and restricted volumes of 5.

When performing the partial Legendre transform it is easier to work on (X x C*, 7% 6)
than on (X, ). Thus we introduce a similar looking envelope but now in PSH (X x

C*,m%0):
u:=sup{v < bln(1+ |7|*) + cln|sg|? : b € PSH(X x C*,7%0)}.
Note that since b1n(1 + |7]?) + cIn|sg|? and 7% 6 is S'-invariant (i.e. only depends on

|7]) w is also S!-invariant.
u and u are related in a simple way:

Proposition 4.2.
i =u—0bIn(1+|7]?) — cln|se?
on X x C*.

Proof. Clearly @ + bln(1 + |7]?) + cln|sg|7 < bln(1 + |7]?) + cIn|sg|? and it lies in

PSH(X x C*,7%0), so by definition we get that
@+ bIn(1 + |7?) + cln|sg|} < u.

On the other hand
u—>bIn(1+|7]?) —cln|sg| <0

and it lies in PSH (X x C*, 9~} Being bounded it extends to a §-psh function on the whole
of X, and so by definition

u—bIn(1 + |7]?) — cln|s¢|? < .

Let us consider the partial Legendre transform @y of u, i.e.
ax(2) :== inf {u(z,7) — An|7|*}.
|T]>0
Recall from Section [ that @, € PSH(X,#). Since cln|sg|? < 0 we get that u <
bln(1 + |7]?) and so
iy < |i]|af0{bln(1 + |7 + Aln|7]*} = —o00
T|>
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for A < Oor A > bthus uy = —oco when A ¢ [0,b]. By the involution property we thus
have that

u(z,7) = sup {ar(z) + An|7|*}.
A€(0,b]

We now want to analyse u). To do this we will compare ) with related envelopes vy,
to be introduced shortly.

First note that In |s¢|% descends to X x C since it is —oo on &. Restricted to X x {0} =
X" s¢ is a defining section for Y, so we write the restriction of In [sg|? to X x {0} = X’
as In |sy|?. We then have that

dd°In|sy|? =[Y] —o
where o denotes the restriction of  to X = X',
Definition 4.3. For ¢ € [0, ¢]:
v :=sup{v < tln|sy|? : v € PSH(X,0)}.
Note that since In |sy |? < 0, v is decreasing in ¢.

Clearly v; has Lelong number at least ¢ along Y, and among such 6-psh functions it has
minimal singularities.

Proposition 4.4. We have that vy is locally bounded on K (oo — t{Y'})\ Y,

/ MAy(vi) =vol(a — t{Y'})
X
and

/ MA@-—t0), (vt —tln sy [7)jy) = volx|y (o — t{Y'}).
%

Proof. 6 — to is a smooth form representing v — {Y'}. Let
0 :=sup{v < 0:€ PSH(X,0 —to)}.

Then ¥ has minimal singularities so

/ M Ag_10 () = vol(a — t{Y'}).
X

Since ¥ + tIn|sy|? < tIn|sy |} is 0-psh we get that & + tIn|sy|? < ¢);. On the other
hand, vy — Aln|sy|? < 0 and is @ — to-psh, which shows that v; = ¥ + AIn|sy|?. It
follows that v; is locally bounded on K (o — t{Y'}) \ Y,

MAQ(Ut) = MAgfta-(ﬁ)
and
MA@ty ((ve = tIn]sy [7)1y) = MA@p_t0),, ()y)
and so the Proposition follows. (]
Proposition 4.5. For A € [0,b] and t := max(c — A, 0) one can find a constant C' so that
|’(AI,)\ — ’Ut| S C.

Proof. Note that

ix(2) + A |7)? < u(z,7) < bln(1 4+ |7]%) + cln|sg 7. (6)

on X x C* and since the right-hand-side is bounded near X x {0} the inequality extends
to X x C. The Lelong number along Y x {0} of the right hand side is ¢ and by the
monotonicity of Lelong numbers the Lelong number along Y x {0} of the left hand side
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must be bigger than or equal to c. On the other hand is it easy to see that this Lelong
number equals vy (G ) + A, giving us that

Vy(ﬁ)\) > t.

From this it follows that @, < ¢1In|sy|? + C for some constant C, and thus @ < v; + C.
Also note that v; + AIn |7|? € PSH(X x C) and that

Vyxiop (e + A7) = vy (0) + A > t+ A > e

It follows that vy + AIn|7|*> < cln|sg|? + C’ when |7| < 1 say, for some constant C".
Since cIn|s¢|? is bounded from below by some constant for |7| > 1 we get that

v+ A |7)? < bln(1 + |7]%) + cln|sg|? + C”
on X x C for some constant C"”’. It follows that
v+ An|7]? <u+C”
which implies that
up < Ii?io{u —Aln 7P} +C" =ay+ C”,

and so the Proposition follows. O

Corollary 4.6. For X\ € [0,b] and ¢ := max(c — A, 0) we have that @, is locally bounded
on K(a —t{Y})\Y,
MA@(’&A) = VOl(a - t{Y})
X
and

/ MAg_1my (@x — tin]sy 2)y) = volypy (o — H{Y}).
Y

Since v; was seen to be decreasing in ¢, another consequence of Proposition [£.3]is that
4 18 increasing in A up to constants, i.e. thatif A; < Ao then for some constant C' we have
that
Uy, <y, +C.

In particular each ) is locally bounded away from the proper analytic subset F,, i (o —
AYHUY.
We are now ready to prove the first formula of Theorem[I.6] i.e. that

vol(B) = (n+1) ((b —¢)vol(a) + /OC vol(ar — t{Y})dt) .

Proof of Theorem[L 8] formula 1. Using Proposition L2 we see that
MA@(@) = MAW;(Q (u)
on X x C*. Since M A () puts no mass on X and X, we get that

vol(3) = / MA;(a) :/ M Az g(u).
x X xC
On the other hand, combining Theorem [3:3]and Corollary .6 yields

/xw MAzo(u) = (n+ 1)/;7_0 </X MAe(ﬁA)> A\ —

=(n+1) ((b —c)vol(a) + /OC vol(a — t{Y})dt> )
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O

If we apply the formula on 5 and 8 — { X} we get the following corollary, which we
will have use for later.

Corollary 4.7.
vol(8) — vol(8 — {Xo}) = (n+ 1)vol(«).

We will move on to the second formula of Theorem [l i.e. the claim that for 7 # 0
we have

voly|x, () = vol(a).

Proof of Theorem[L8) formula 2. Since @& € PSH(X,0) has minimal singularities we
know that

voly|x, (8) = / MA;  (ux,) = / MAg(ux,).
X, T b
Using Proposition[.3]and the fact that u(z,7) > ,(2) + bln |7|? we see that
ux, > Up +bln|r* > v - C

for some constant C. Since vo € PSH(X, ) has minimal singularities it follows that
u|x, also has minimal singularities, and hence

/ MAQ('LLIXT) = VOI(OA).
X
O

We have seen that on X x C*, ¢ and hence also % could be expressed in terms of the
partial Legendre transform . We now want a similar description of @ restricted to X'
and & in order to calculate the restricted volume of 3 along those hypersurfaces.

We start by looking at what happens on X”.

Pick a point z € K (o — ¢{Y'}) \ Y and let us identify (z,0) with the corresponding
point in X’. Since @ is quasi-psh we have that

u(z,0) = lim max{a(z,7)} = lim a(z, 1),
e—0 |~r|:€ T7—0
where the last equality comes from the fact that % is S'-invariant.

Note that z € K(a — ¢{Y}) means that 1p(z) > —oo. Also note that we have the
uniform bound @y (z) < bln 2. It follows that for any § > 0 and |7| < 1 small enough

tp(2) < sup {axn(z) + AIn|7]*} < sup {aa(2)}.
A€E[0,b] A€[0,0]

From this we get that

Gg(z) — cln |Sy|}2L(Z) <a(z,0) < S?pé]{ﬁ,\(z)} — cln|3y|%(z).
€0,

To show that in fact
@(2,0) = to(2) — cln|sy |7 (2) @)
we just need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8.

G = lim sup {a}.
00 xe[0,0]



DEFORMATIONS OF KAHLER MANIFOLDS TO NORMAL BUNDLES AND RESTRICTED VOLUMES OF BIG CLASSES

Proof. We note that ¢5 := supjcg {@x+AIn|7|*} is 7% O-psh and bounded from above
by ¢. Note that

|65(2,7) — sup {@(z)}] < 6|In 5. ®)
A€[0,6]
As § — 0, ¢5 decreases to a 7% 0-psh function ¢y < u, and by [(3)
¢o(z,7) = lim sﬁp {tx(z)}.
90 xg[0,5]
Thus

lim sup {ux(2)} < ¢o(T, 2)
6—0 A€[0,6]

and taking inf over |7| > 0 gives us that

lim sup {ax(2)} < inf u(z,7) < inf u(z,7) = Go(2).
6—0 x¢[0,9] |T[>0 |T|>0

Given that we showed (@) on K(a — ¢{Y'}) \ Y whose complement in X’ = X is
contained in a proper analytic set the identity () extends to the whole of X',
We are now ready to prove the third formula of Theorem[[.6] i.e. that

voly|x/ () = vol(a — c{Y'}).
Proof of Theorem[L.6] formula 3. We have that

ol (3) = [ 245, ().

Given the identification X’ = X we have that 9~‘X, =0—cn and U x, = G — cln sy |7,
which means that
MA;

f)xr

(x) = M Ap(iio)
and hence
voly|x/(B) = /X M Ap (o) = vol(a — c{Y'})
by Corollary [4.6] O

We now move on to analyse @ on .

Let y be a point in Y and pick local holomorphic coordinates z1, ..., z, centered at Y
so that z; = 0 is a local equation for Y. In this neighbourhood of y in X we have that
In |sy|? =1In|z1|? — gy where ddgy = 1.

We also have that 21 := 21 /7, 22, ..., 2, T are local holomorphic coordinates on X in a
neighbourhood of the fibers of £ over the points of Y with coordinates (0, 22, ..., z,,). In
these coordinates £ has defining equation 7 = 0, and (21, 29, ..., 2., 0) is the coordinate
for the point in & C X which is the limit of the points (721, 22, ..., 2, 7) € X x C* C X.
Also note that in these coordinates In |sg|? = In |7|? — ge where ddge = 1.

Recall that

@ = sup {Gx+AIn|7]*} —bln(1 + |7]?) — cIn|se|?
X€e[0,b]

on X x C*.
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In local coordinates we see that
by =1y + Aln |72 —bIn(1 + |7]?) — cln|s¢|z =
=y — (c— Nn|sy[? + (c—= A In|z? = dIn(l +|7[*) — (c — N)gy + cge.
First note that
dx < u(z,1)+ A —c)In|r]? = bIn(1 + |7]*) + cge.

This shows that for A > c: ¢, tends to —oo as 7 — 0, hence it extends as a quasi-psh
function over 7 = 0 with ¢ (21, 22, ..., 2n, 0) = —00.

Now we look at the case A € [0, ¢]. Since @ has Lelong number at least ¢ — \ along Y’
this function also extends as a quasi-psh function for 7 = 0. Let

Px = (ax — (= N(n[sy |} +9v)y
then
¢>\(2~17227 "'7Zn70) = ¢>\ o Ty + (C - )\) In |21|2 + cge,

where 7y denotes the projection from £ to Y.

Note that if (z2,...,2,) € K(a — c¢{Y})NY and |Z1| > 0 then for A € [0, c] vy is
locally bounded in a neighbourhood of (%1, 22, ..., 2, 0). Thus by Lemma3.2 we get that
SUPxe[o,p] @A s u.s.c. and then also quasi-psh in a neighbourhood of (21,22, sy 2n, 0).
This means that the equality

U= sup oéx
A€(0,b]

extends from X x C* to £\ A, where A is the proper analytic subset consisting of the zero
and infinity section of £ and 7y.' (E, k(o — c¢{Y}) N Y).
To conclude, we have that on £ \ A, in local coordinates

= sup {onwY—l—(c—/\)1n|21|2}+cgg. 9)
A€0,c]

We are now ready to prove the last formula of Theorem[I.6] i.e. that
VOl)ﬂg(ﬁ) = TL/ Vle|y(CY — t{Y})dt
0

Proof of Theorem[L6] formula 4. We note that
67‘5 = (Fy)*e‘y — Cddcgg
and thus

(dd°@+ 0)e = dd° sup {¥romy + (c—AN)In|z [’} + (7v)*O)y.
A€[0,c]

We also note that
dd“yy + Oy = dd°(@x — (c— N In[sy|*) + (0 — (c — N)o)y
and so by Corollary 4.6
/ Mg, (1) = volyy (o — (¢ — M){Y}).
Y

Using Theorem B3l then finally gives us that
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VO]X‘g /MAH‘g U|g

- n/ </ MAgY(u)\)> d\ = n/o volxjy (@ — H{Y })dt

5. STEP 2: THE KEY EQUALITY

The equality left to prove is

VOIX’\XO (ﬁ) + VOl){|g(ﬁ) = VOl(Oé),

as this, given Theorem[L.6] will imply Theorem C.
We start by showing the easy inequality

volxr|x, (B) + voly|g(B) < vol(a).

Proof of Theorem[[ 2 easy inequality. Pick v € PSH(X,6) with analytic singularities.
Locally, away from the singularities of u, the measures M A(;‘X (u)x, ) converge weakly

to the measure MA@X/ (u)x+) on X’ and MA~ . (ujg) on &. This implies that

lim inf MA~ u‘X / MAG‘ (ux1) /MA@“g ujg).

=0 [
Since

. MA;  (ujx,) < volyx, (8) = vol(a)
it follows that ’

VOIX’\XO (ﬁ) + VOl){|g(ﬁ) S VOl(Oé).

6. STEP 3: MEASURE CONTROL

Recall from Section @ that 6 is a smooth S'-invariant form representing 3.

Let x : R — R be a smooth convex function such that x(x) = z for x > 0 and
x(xz) =e* —1foraxz < —1.

We then let gi, := x(In|7]? + k) — k —In(1 + |7|?). Note that gy, is wrs-psh, decreases
to In |7|? — In(1 + |7|?), and that gy = In |7|? — In(1 + |7|?) for |7| > e~*/2.

Let w = dd°x(In|7|?) and wy = wprs + dd°gx. We note that wy are probability
measures on P! and that
7k/2)*w
K2

wr = (e
where e ~#/2 here denotes the function 7 — e~
Now let uy, be the associated envelopes

uy, :=sup{u < g : p € PSH(X,0)}.

Since gy, decreases to In |7|? — In(1 + |7]?) it follows that uy, decreases to some Uo, €
PSH(X,0) such that
Uso < In|7|> — In(1 + |7]?).

Proposition 6.1.
/ M A (ua) < vol(B — {Xo}).
X
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Proof. As s < 1In|7|? —In(1 + |7|?) it follows that v := use — In |7|> + In(1 + |7]?) is
0 — (mpr o p)*wrs-psh. Note that 6 — (mp1 o 1) *wrg € B — {Xo} and that M Aj(us) =

MA;_ ., L ou) wrs (v). It follows that

/X MAy(un) = /X MAs_, oeors(®) < vol(8 = {Xo}).

Let Dy, := {uy = gx} denote the contact set and recall that by Theorem[2.4]
MAg(ug) = 1p, (0 + dd°g,)" .

Proposition 6.2. For any € > 0 we have that

lim sup /{| | }MA(;(uk) <wvol(B — {Xo}).
T|>€

k—o0

Proof. Note that for k large g, = In |72 —In(1+|7|?) on {|7| > €}. Since uy is decreasing
it follows that Dy, N {|7| > €} is decreasing to Do N {|7| > €} where Do, := N3 Dy,.
We thus get that

1{\T\>6}MA5(Uk) = ]le{|r|>e}(‘§ — (mp1 0 H)*wFS)"+1 —

— ]]‘Dooﬂ{|7'|>6}(9 — (ﬂ']pl o ,LL)*wFs)n-’_l.

On the other hand we know that M A;(us.) converges weakly to M Aj(us) Where uy is
locally bounded, and it follows that for any constant C":

Lijriscum>— 0y MAG(too) = Lp_afjrsepos—cy (0 — (Tp1 0 p)*wps)"

and hence letting C' — oo:

]].{|T|>E}MA0”(’U,OO) = ]]'Doom{‘T‘>€}(é — (7TIP’1 [¢] ,u)*wFs)nJrl.

From this it follows that

lim MAy(uy) = /{ N }MAé(uoo) < vol(B — {Xo}),

k=00 J{|r|>e}

where the last inequality comes from Proposition[6.1]

(]
Proposition 6.3.
lim inf MA;(ur) > (n+ 1)vol(c).
k—o0
{Ir[<e}
Proof. We have that
1iminf/ MA;(ur) = hmmf (/ M Az(ur) / MA(;(uk)> =
oo Jiri<e) {Irl<e}
= vol(f) — lim sup/ M Az(ur) > vol(8) — vol( — {Xo}) = (n + 1)vol(),
koo J{jr|>e}
where in last equality we used Corollary [4.7] O

Proposition 6.4.

1iminf/ (/ é”) wg > vol(a).
k—oo Jp1 X,NDy
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Proof. Note that dd“g;, < wpg + dd°gy, = wy and that
(0 4 wp)" = 6" £ (0 +1)0" A wy..
Using this we get that
MAj(uy,) = 1p, (0 +dd°gy)" ™ < 1p, (0 +wi)™" = 1p, (0" + (n+1)0™ Awy)
This implies that for any € > 0:

(n+ 1)/ (/ é") wi > / M Az (ug) —/ 1p, 0" =
Pt \JX,NDy, {IrI<e} {Ir|<e}

~ / M Ay(ug) — ofe).
{Ir[<e}
Combined with Proposition[6.3] we get the result. O

Corollary 6.5. There exists a sequence 7, such that e*/2

/ 6" — vol(a).
Xq'k NDy

Proof. We note from above that

7. — 0 and

wr = (e ") 0.

Also, since x” > 0 forx < —1, f‘ﬂdw > ( for all 6 > 0. Also note that for each 7:

/ 0" < / MA;  (ugx,) = vol(a).
. NDik X, X7

That we can find a sequence 7, with the desired properties now clearly follows from Propo-
sition O

7. STEP 4: CONVERGENCE

Let @ be as in Section H let 1 be a Kéhler form on X" and pick an e. By Demailly’s
regularization theorem there exists an 6 + en-psh function v with analytic singularities
such that ¢ > 4. We can assume that Ep C E, ().

Let 7 : Z — X be a smooth modification with center contained in E, i (3) so that
7 o 1 has divisorial singularities. It means that

dd(m o)) = Z%‘[Ei] +o

where o is a smooth form. Since
dd®(m o p) > —7*(0 + en)
we get that 7 (6 + en) + o is semipositive. For small § > 0 the class 7*y — 6 3. { E;} is
Kihler, so by possibly increasing e by an arbitrarily small amount while adding arbitrarily
small multiples of In |5z, |7 to ¢ one can make sure that
O=71"O+en) +o
is Kéhler.
Let us now consider two families of envelopes:

v = sup{v < g, ¢ X : ¢ € PSH(X,0 + en)},
and ~

U :=sup{o < grom—vYom:¢pc PSH(Z,0)}.
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The two families are related in a simple way, namely:
Proposition 7.1.
VO =V + 1 om.
Proof. This is clear since a function v is a candidate for the supremum vy, iff v :=vom —

1 o 7 is a candidate for the supremum vy,. O

Proposition 7.2. vy x/+k increases almost everywhere to a functionvx: € PSH (X, (§+
€n)|x) and similarly vy + k increases to a function ve € PSH (&, (0 + €n)ie)-
Proof. This follows since g, + k = x(In|7|* + k) — In(1 + |7]*) is increasing and hence

vk + k is also increasing, while g, + k = —1 on X’ and £, meaning that vk x + k and
v |¢ + k have bounded limits.

Proposition 7.3.

X/ MA(5+677)\X/ (vxr) < volyx (B + e[n]),
and

[ MGy ) < volaie(5-+ i,

Proof. Note that by Proposition[Z1] vy, — 1| < C}, for some constants C, and since vy, + k
was increasing, we see that

vx: > Y x — Co
and similarly
ve > e — Co.
By the monotonicity of the Monge-Ampere we thus get that

/ ’ MA(§+EU)\X/ (Q/J‘X,) S / , MA(é-i-en)‘X/ (’UX,)
X X
and

/g MA(éJrf")\s (W) < /g MA(§+en)\g (ve)-

Since vg|x + k increases almost everywhere to vx- it follows that MA(9~+E77)‘X, (vk)

converges weakly to MA((;JFE?])‘X/ (vx-) on the open sets X' N {¢ > —C}. It follows that

liminf/ MAgG, . (v /)2/ MAgG, ., (vx).
k—oo ) xin{y>—CY (Oemyper TR X'n{y>-C} (6emx

Letting C' — oo we get that

1ikn_1>g.}f X/ MA(5+€U)\X' (0 x7) 2 /X/ MA((;JrEn)\x/ (vx7)-
But since |vp — ¢| < C) we have that for all &
X MA(9~+€77)\X/ (vk‘X/) = \/};/ MA(éJren)‘X, (¢|X’)a
which shows that
i MA(9~+577)\X/ (’UX/) = /)(/ MA(é-l—en)‘X/ (’lMX/)
Since

/X MA Gy W) < volup (8 + eln)



DEFORMATIONS OF KAHLER MANIFOLDS TO NORMAL BUNDLES AND RESTRICTED VOLUMES OF BIG CLASSES

we get that
- MA@ ey, o, (0x7) < Vol x (B + €e[n)),
and the same argument works for £. O

The goal is now to prove the following.

Proposition 7.4. Given a sequence 1y, such that e*/?

such that ¥/, is decreasing and

(oo}
E lek/ 27y, < oo,
1=1

7, — 0, then for any subsequence Ty,

we have that the measures M A, ey, (Vk, X0y, ) converge locally to MA Gy e (vx7)

and MA(5+€W)\\£ (v|e) away from X' N € and the singularities of 1).

To prove this proposition we will use Berman’s regularity theorem (Theorem 2.3) to
derive a Lipschitz bound for vy.

Let x € X \ 'Y and pick local holomorphic coordinates z; centered at x defined in some
neighbourhood U of 2. We then have that (21, ..., z,,, 7) are coordinates for U x C C X,
let Uy := U x {|7| < e #/2}. Let us also assume that ¢ is bounded on U.

In what follows C' will stand for a constant that can depend on the particular data, i.e.
6,n,,U and so on, but importantly it will not depend on k.

Lemma 7.5. On Uy, we have that
lvg + k| < C

and
|Agug| < CeF.

Proof. We have that 1) — max) — 1 < g and hence ¢ — max) — 1 < vy and since
was assumed to be bounded on Uy we get that —C' < vy on Uy. Furthermore, since vy, + k
is increasing in k we get that —C' < v + k on Uy C Uy for all k. We also note that
v + k < gr + k < 0on Uy, so we get that

|’Uk—|—l€|§C

on Uy.
From Theorem[2.3] we get that

Azt < (C(n+ 1) + sup(Aggy, o m))eBlarom—vor—infz(gion—pom))
Z

Since gx(7) = x(In|e*/?7|?) — k — In(1 + |7|?) it follows that
sup(Aggr o) < Cek.
Z

Since vy, o ™ = ¥, + 1) o 7 and 7 is biholomorphic on 71 (Up) (1) being smooth there) we
get that on Uy:
Agv < CekeBlor—v—inf(gp—9))

Using that v is bounded on Uy, g, — inf g = g + k + 1 which is less than one on Uy, it
follows that on Up:
Apvp < CeP.

That |Agvy| < CeF is then immediate since vy, is 0+ en-psh. O
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Corollary 7.6. On U x {|7| < 67;/2 } we have that

ok (2, 7) — vg(2,0)] < CeF/?|7|.
Proof. Foragiven z € U let fx(w) := vi(z, e */?w)+k. Note that on Up, & is equivalent
to the standard metric on U x . It thus follows from Lemma[Z.3] that
\ful =C
and
|Afk| < eikC’|A@vk| <C.
It then follows from Riesz representation theorem that for |w| < 1/2:
|fr(w) = fr(0)] < Cluwl.

O

Let now Z1, 23, ..., 2, T be local coordinates centered at a point z € £, and assume that
(z) > —o0. Let V' C & be a neighbourhood of z on which we assume that ¢ is bounded.

e

k/2 . .
} (in local coordinates) we

The same arguments as for X shows that on V' x {|7] < <=

have that
ok (2, 7) — vg(2,0)] < Ce*/?|7|.
We can now prove Proposition[7.4]
Proof of Proposition[Z4] Using Corollary[Z.6](and the corresponding estimate near £) and
the fact that v (z,0) + k is increasing in k we get that if k¥ > m,|7x| < e %/2/2 and
|Tm| < €7/2/2 then
vp(z, k) > vk(z,0) — Ce/2|m| > v (2,0) — Ce*/2 || > (10)
> U (2, ) — Ce¥/2 || — Ce™/ 2|7, ] (11)

This shows that
l

vk, (2, Tk,) + Z meFm /2|7, |

m=1

is increasing for [ > 2C, and then it increases almost everywhere to
oo
vx(z) + Z ek /2|7, .
=1

By the continuity of the Monge-Ampere under increasing sequences the Proposition fol-
lows. ]

Since u < gk, u € PSH(9~ + en) and uy, = ® it follows that uj < vy, and hence
Dy, C Dj.. Using Theorem[2.4 we thus get the estimate

MAG . Wkx,) 2 Ix,np (0 +en)™ > 1x,np, 0" (12)
We are now ready to prove the hard inequality of Theorem[T.7}

Proof of Theorem[LZ hard inequality. We know from Corollary that there is a se-
quence 7, such that e¥/27, — 0 and

/ 6" — vol(a).
. NDy
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Let us pick a subsequence 73, such that ek/ 27, is decreasing and

o0
Zlekl/zﬁﬂ < oo0.
1=1

/ 0" — vol(a). (13)
XTkl kal

By Proposition[Z4lthe measures MA(9~+EH)‘X (vk, X ) converge locally to MA@, » (vx7)
T, Thy

Of course

and MA((;ermg (vje) away from X’ N € and the singularities of ¢). But for any 6 > 0 we
can find an open neighbourhood U of the set of singularities £ U (X¢ N E,x (3)) such that

forall |7 > O:
/ 07| < 6. (14)
X, U

Hence the local convergence away from U together with the estimates (I2), (I3) and (I4)
implies that

- MA(9~+€77)\XI (’UX/) + /‘;:' MA(O”_’_EW)M‘S(U“C;) Z VOl(O&) - 5,

and since § > 0 was arbitrary

. MA(éJm])‘X/ (vx:) + /g MA(5+677)M5 (v)g) > vol(a).
By Proposition[73] this implies that

voly|x/ (B + €[n]) + volx (B + €[n]) > vol(a). (15)
Since K () intersects X' and £ the restricted volumes along X’ and £ are continuous

at 3. Hence we can let ¢ — 0 in (I3) to get the desired inequality
voly|x/ () + voly () > vol(a).

8. KAHLER DEFORMATIONS TO NORMAL BUNDLES

The goal of this Section is to prove Theorem A and B. The outline of the argument was
given in the Introduction.

Proof of Theorem[L3] Leta := |w]. Recall that p' : X’ — X was the blow-up of X along
Y, with exceptional divisor E. Let o := p/*a. Let §(«v,Y") denote the pseudoeffective
threshhold of Y, i.e. the supremum of ¢ such that o/ — t{E} is pseudoeffective. By
continuity the volume of o/ — ¢{ E'} tends to zero as t — (e, Y"). Thus, given ¢ > 0 we
can pick a c such that
0 < vol(a/ — ¢{E}) < evol(a).
Also pick some b > ¢ and let
B = (mx op) a+b{Xo} - c{&}.

That K () intersects each fiber X,, 7 # 0, as well as X’ and £ follows exactly as
Proposition 1] and one also notes that E,, i (3) € X'. That

voly|x, = vol(a) = / w"

X
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is also easily seen, e.g. by considering the current
T:= (mx o p)'w+ (b—c)(mpr 0 p) wrs + (¢ = 6)[X].
Since 3 x» = o’ — ¢c{E} we have that
vol x:(8) < vol(a/ — ¢{ E}) < evol(a).
Since { X} = {X'} + {€} Corollary [[.3] gives us that
voly|e(B) = vol(a) — vol(a — ¢{Y'}) > (1 — €)vol(a).

By the definition of restricted volume this means that one can find a Kdhler current
T €  with analytic singularities such that

/ T" > (1 — 2¢)vol(w).
Ny x\Er

Without loss of generality we can assume that Ep = E,x(8) € X’. We can now take
a smooth modification 7’ : X’ — X’ with center contained in X’ such that 7"*T has
divisorial singularities, i.e. 7*T = Q' + > a;[F;]. Thus €’ is a semipositive form on X’
such that [2] ¢ | = a and INY\X Q' > (1 — 2¢)vol(a). Letting o be a Kéhler form on X"
such that [0 x,] = o and taking (1 — §)Q" + do shows that without loss of generality we
can assume 2’ to be Kihler, and by taking an average with respect to the circle action we
can make 2’ S'-invariant.

Let us now write ' = dd°f + n%w on X x {|r| > 1/2} where f is smooth and
Sl-invariant. Let max,c, be a regularized max-function. If the constant C' is chosen
appropriately we get that max,.,(—f + In(1 + |7]?) + C, 0) is equal to 0 for |7] < 1. It
follows that

Q:=Q +dd° IrTlg]x(—f +In(1+|7*) + C,0)

is a well-defined S'-invariant Kihler form on X, with | Ny ix Q > (1 - 2¢)vol(w) and

Qx, = w for |7| large. By scaling of 7 we can then make sure that (| x, = w, and we are
done. (]

Proof of Theorem B. We now let ¢ = 6(a, Y'), b > cand let
f=(rxop) a+b{Xo} —c{€}.

We still have that F,, i (5) € X’.
Pick a closed positive current ' € 8 with minimal singularities. As K (/) intersects £
the restricted volume along £ is continuous at 3, so it is the limit of restricted volumes of

(mx op) a+b{Xo} —c{E}

as ¢ = 6(a,Y') from below. As we saw in the proof of Theorem A this limit is exactly

Jx w", thus
/ Q/n:/ wn
Ny x X

/ Q":/ w"
Nx|y X

which in addition is S!-invariant and with ) x, = w we argue exactly as in the proof of
Theorem A. O

To then find an €2 such that
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9. A CANONICAL WEAK KAHLER DEFORMATION

We will now describe how to construct a canonical weak Kihler deformation (Xﬁ, Qean)
of (X, w) to the normal bundle of Y.
Let

u:=sup{v <0:v € PSH(X x D, mxw), vy« (03 (v) = §(a,Y)}.

Then u is S*-invariant, 7*w-psh, and has Lelong number along Y x {0} at least §(c, V).
Since 6(c, Y) In |7|? is a candidate for the supremum, and u < 0, we get that ux, = 0.
We now let
Qean = dd*(uo p) + (7x o p)"w — 0(a, Y)[E].
This is an S*-invariant closed positive current, and since Ux, = 0 we have that Qmm X, =
w. Thus (X, Qcan) is a weak Kihler deformation of (X, w) to the normal bundle of Y.
Note that
S, Y)In|r? <u <0

implies that max(u, (6(c, Y)+1) In|7|*+1) isequal to u forIn |7|> < —1and (§(, V) +
1)In|r|? + 1 when (6(c,Y) + 1)In|7|> + 1 > 0. It follows that max(u, (§(c, Y) +
1)In|7|? + 1) extends as a 7*w-psh function on X x C, which is equal to u for |7| small.

Let as in Section[ s¢ be a defining section for £, h a smooth metric, and 7 the form so
that
dd®In|s¢|t = [E] —n.
Let

0 :=(rxop)w+ (6(a,Y) 4+ 1)(mp1 o p)*wps — 6(a, Y.
It follows that

i := max(u, (§(a, Y) + DIn |7 +1) — (6(a, Y) + 1) In(1 + |7]*) — 6(, Y) In |s¢|2

is G-psh and that dd°@ 4 0 = Qeqp for In IT]? < —1.
We now claim that u has minimal singularities. To see this, let © be an -psh function.
Then

vi=0+ (5(a,Y) + 1) In(1 + |7]?) + 6(a, V) In |sg|7
is (mx o p)*w-psh and has Lelong number at least §(c,Y") along &, so it descends to a
7 w-psh function on X x C with Lelong number at least 6(cv,Y") along Y x {0}. Since
it is also automatically bounded from above by some constant, we get that v < u 4 C
for |7| < 1. For |7| > 1: @ is bounded, hence v < @ + C’, showing that & has minimal
singularities.
It follows that

/ Q?an = V01X|S(B)u
Nx |y

where
B:=(rxopu)at+ (6(a,Y)+ 1){Xo} — d(a, Y){E}.
But we saw that

volye(B) = / w"
X
already in the proof of Theorem[I.3l
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10. PROOF OF THEOREM A’ AND B’

Let -y be a Kéhler class on Z such that vx, = «, and let 1 be a Kihler form in . Let
B =7+ b{Xx} — c{Zo} where b > ¢ > 0. As in the proof of Theorem A we see that
E,k(8) C D. We claim that for ¢ large enough vz, () > 0 for all ¢ > 0. It would then
follow from Corollary A that volz z, (B) = f  w", and then the proofs of Theorem A’ and
B’ follows exactly those of Theorem A and B’.

Proof of claim. Let § > 0. We can then find a closed positive current T € § + §v with
analytic singularities such that vz, (T') = 0 and a; := vz, (T) < vz, (/) and for all i > 0.
Letag :=c.

Fix an i. Let Z; ; := Z; N Z; and let A be the set indices j different from ¢ such that
Z; j # 0. Let also B be the subset of A such that a; > a;. Let

Ti == (T + c[Zo] — ai[Z0]) .,
where Z; denotes the zero-fiber of Z. Note that [T;] = (1 + )7z, thus

/ T At (1+5)/

i i

On the otherhand T; = o + >, 4 (a; — a;)[Z;, ;] where o is semipositive. Hence we get

the inequality
e [ =Y -—al/ s

JEA

>Y e [ a2 / (16)

jEB i gGA\B Zij

This shows that we can find constants C', C'y independent of 6 and 7 such that forall j € A
aj S Cl a; + CQ.

If we pick one [ € B and rearrange we get

1
a < T (1+5)/ n" +a;
qun ! i

Je A\B)ﬁ{l}

Since Z; is connected this implies that if ap = c is large enough each a; > 0, and since
this estimate was uniform in 0, each vz, (3) > 0 for i > 0. O
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