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DEFORMATIONS OF KÄHLER MANIFOLDS TO NORMAL BUNDLES AND

RESTRICTED VOLUMES OF BIG CLASSES

DAVID WITT NYSTRÖM

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, ω)
is a compact Kähler manifold and Y is a submanifold. The deformation space X is fibered

over P1 and all the fibers Xτ 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 Kähler forms on modifications of X which restricts

to ω on X1 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 Kähler deformations of

(X, ω) 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 Kähler manifold X is said to be big if

it contains the sum of a Kähler 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 Kähler locus of a big class α then up to a dimensional constant, the restricted volume of

α along Y is equal to the derivative of the volume at α 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-Mustaţă.

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 µ : X → X ×P1 of Y ×{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 X0 has two components: X ′ which is isomorphic to the blow-up µ′ of

Y in X , and the exceptional divisor E which is naturally identified with the projective

completionP(NY |X⊕C) of the normal coneNY |X of Y . The intersection E∩X ′ identifies

the exceptional divisorE in X ′ with the divisor at infinity of P(NY |X ⊕C), so X0 \X ′ =
NY |X .

Since Y ×{0} is invariant under the C∗-action onX ×P1 which acts by multiplication

on the base, this action lifts to X . On E = 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 Kähler manifold. We are interested in the case when (X,ω) is a com-

pact Kähler manifold, and Y is a submanifold of X . X is then also compact Kähler, and

NY |X is simply the normal bundle of Y .

If Ω is an S1-invariant Kähler form on X such that Ω|X1
= ω it encodes a deformation

of (X,ω) to the singular space (E ,Ω|E)∪(X
′,Ω|X′). We call (X ,Ω) a Kähler deformation

of (X,ω) to the normal bundle of Y .
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Let n denote the complex dimension of X . Clearly
∫

NY |X

Ωn +

∫

X′

Ωn =

∫

E

Ωn +

∫

X′

Ωn =

∫

X

ωn.

Can we always find Kähler deformations (X ,Ω) to the normal bundle of Y so that

almost all of the volume of (X,ω) ends up in NY |X?

The answer is no. To see why, consider the (1, 1) cohomology class β := [Ω] associ-

ated to a deformation (X ,Ω). The cohomology of X is generated by the pullback of the

cohomology of X together with the classes {X0} and {E} corresponding to the currents

of integration [X0] and [E ]. If α := [ω] we have that β|X1
= α and so

β = (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}

for some constants b, c. Consequently β|X′ = µ′∗α− c{E}.

Recall that a (1, 1)-class is called Kähler if it contains a Kähler form. Since Ω|X′ is

Kähler the class µ′∗α− c{E} must be Kähler. The supremum of t such that µ′∗α− t{E}
is Kähler is known as the Seshadri constant ǫ(α, Y ) of Y .

The function
∫

X′(µ
′∗α − t{E})n of t ∈ (0, ǫ(α, Y )) is decreasing and its infimum is

equal to
∫

X′(µ
′∗α− ǫ(α, Y ){E})n. The issue is that this number can be strictly positive.

The easiest example of this happening is probably X = P
1 × P

1, Y = {0} × {0} and

α = [π∗
1ωFS + π∗

2ωFS ], where ǫ(α, Y ) = 1 and
∫

X′(µ
′∗α− {E})n = 1/2.

Now we simply note that
∫

X′

Ωn =

∫

X′

(µ′∗α− c{E})n ≥

∫

X′

(µ′∗α− ǫ(α, Y ){E})n,

and so
∫

NY |X

Ωn ≤

∫

X

ωn −

∫

X′

(µ′∗α− ǫ(α, Y ){E})n.

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

(X ,Ω) such that
∫

NY |X

Ωn ≥

∫

X

ωn −

∫

X′

(µ′∗α− ǫ(α, Y ){E})n − ǫ.

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 Xcore := 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.

Definition 1.1. A pair (X ′,Ω), where X ′ is a (possibly nonstandard) deformation of X to

the normal bundle of Y and Ω is an S1-invariant Kähler form on X such that Ω|X1
= ω,

will be called a Kähler deformation of (X,ω) to the normal bundle of Y .

The first main result of this paper says that with nonstandard Kähler deformations we

can make sure that
∫

NY |X
Ωn is arbitrarily close to

∫

X
ωn.

Theorem A. For any ǫ > 0 there exists a Kähler deformation (X ′,Ω) of (X,ω) to the

normal bundle of Y such that
∫

NY |X

Ωn ≥ (1− ǫ)

∫

X

ωn.
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Is it possible to deform (X,ω) so that all of its volume ends up in NY |X? Clearly, if we

want Ω to be Kähler on some compact X ′ this is impossible, so instead we allow Ω to be a

more general closed positive current. If Ω is an S1-invariant closed positive (1, 1)-current

on X such that Ω|X1
= ω we call (X ,Ω) a weak Kähler deformation of (X,ω) to the

normal bundle of Y .

Theorem B. There exists a weak Kähler deformation (X ,Ω) of (X,ω) to the normal

bundle of Y such that
∫

NY |X

Ωn =

∫

X

ωn.

The weak Kähler deformation (X ,Ω) in Theorem B is far from unique. However, we

can construct a canonical weak Kähler deformation (X
D
,Ωcan) to the normal bundle of Y ,

where X
D
:= µ−1(X × D). Apart from satisfying the volume equality

∫

NY |X

Ωncan =

∫

X

ωn

it has have the additional property that Ωn+1
can = 0. Hence it corresponds to a weak geodesic

ray in the space of Kähler potentials with respect to ω equipped with the Mabuchi metric.

The construction of Ωcan is described in Section 9.

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

way.

Let Z be a smooth modification of X × P1 with center contained in X ×{0}, and such

that the zero-fiber is a SNC divisor, i.e. the union of smooth hypersurfacesZ0, ..., Zm with

normal crossings. Let D := ∪i>0Zi and Z := Z0 \D.

Definition 1.2. A pair (Z ′,Ω), where Z ′ is a smooth modification of Z with center con-

tained in D, and Ω is an Kähler form on Z ′ such that Ω|X1
= ω, will be called a Kähler

deformation of (X,ω) to Z . If Ω is just closed and positive (Z ′,Ω) is called a weak Kähler

deformation of (X,ω) to Z . If the C∗-action on X × P1 lifts to Z we also demand that it

lifts to Z ′ and that Ω is S1-invariant with respect to this action.

Theorem A’. For any ǫ > 0 there exists a Kähler deformation (Z ′,Ω) of (X,ω) to Z such

that
∫

Z

Ωn ≥ (1− ǫ)

∫

X

ωn.

Theorem B’. There exists a weak Kähler deformation (Z,Ω) of (X,ω) to Z such that
∫

Z

Ωn =

∫

X

ωn.

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 Z0 with a Zariski open and dense

subset of the normal cone of Y . Hence Theorem A’ shows that (X,ω) can be deformed so

that almost all volume ends up on a regularization of the normal cone of Y .

1.5. Big classes inH1,1(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 Kähler setting).
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If X is a compact Kähler manifold there are four convex cones in H1,1(X,R) corre-

sponding to four different notions of positivity. First we have the Kähler cone K consisting

of the Kähler classes. This cone is open and its closure is called the nef cone K. Then

comes the pseudoeffective cone E , consisting of those classes that contain a closed positive

current. This cone is closed, and its interior is called the big cone E◦. Thus a class is big

iff it can be written as the sum of a pseudoeffective class and a Kähler 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 c1(L) is

Kähler/nef/big/pseudoeffective.

Let T be a closed positive current of bidegree (1, 1) on a compact Kähler manifold

(X,ω), and let α be its cohomology class. Pick a smooth form θ in α. By the ddc-lemma

T can be written ddcu + θ, where u is a quasi-psh function (i.e. locally the sum of a psh

and a smooth function). A quasi-psh function u such that ddcu + θ is positive is called

θ-psh (the set of θ-psh functions is denoted PSH(X, θ)).
A closed current T ∈ α is called a Kähler current if for some ǫ > 0, T − ǫω is positive.

We say that T = ddcu + θ has analytic singularities if locally u = a ln(
∑

i |fi|
2) + g

where fi is a finite tuple of holomorphic functions and g is smooth. Note that T is smooth

away from the analytic subset ET locally given by the common zero-set of fi.

Definition 1.3. The intersection of the sets ET for all Kähler currents T ∈ α with analytic

singularities is called the non-Kähler locus of α, denoted by EnK(α), and is itself an

analytic set. Its complementK(α) is called the Kähler locus.

When X is projective and α = c1(L) then EnK(α) 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(α) of a big class α is defined as the supremum of
∫

X\ET
T n

for all Kähler currents T ∈ α with analytic singularities. If the class is not big we set the

volume to be zero.

If α is Kähler or nef vol(α) =
∫

X α
n, but this is not necessarily true when α is not nef.

If α and β are big then it easy to see that

vol(α+ β) ≥ vol(α) + vol(β).

Also, for any c > 0: vol(cα) = cnvol(α). From these two properties it follows easily that

the volume is continuous on the big cone. In fact, Boucksom proved in [Bou02] 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 volX|Y (α) of a big class α along a submanifold Y of

dimensionmwhich intersectsK(α) is defined as the supremum of the integrals
∫

Y \ET
Tm

for all Kähler currents T ∈ α with analytic singularities.

The same argument as for the ordinary volume shows it to be continuous on the open

cone of big classes α such that K(α) intersects Y . The restricted volume is then extended

to the whole H1,1(X,R) in the following way: if K(α + ǫ[ω]) intersects Y for all ǫ > 0,

then volX|Y (α) := limǫ→0+ volX|Y (α + ǫ[ω]), otherwise volX|Y (α) := 0.

When X is projective and α = c1(L) the volume of α 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

[BFJ09] and Lazarsfeld-Mustaţă [LM09].

Theorem C. If X is compact Kähler of dimension n, α ∈ H1,1(X,R) is a big class, and

Y is a smooth hypersurface intersecting K(α), then

d

dt |t=0
vol(α+ t{Y }) = nvolX|Y (α).

A useful consequence is the following:

Corollary A. If Y1, ..., Ym andZ1, ..., Zl are smooth hypersurfaces all of them intersecting

K(α) and
∑

i

{Yi} =
∑

j

{Zj}

then
∑

i

volX|Yi
(α) =

∑

j

volX|Zj
(α).

In particular, if Yτ is a family of smooth hypersurfaces all intersecting K(α), then the

restricted volume of α along Yτ is independent of τ .

In fact we can generalize this a bit. The Lelong number νY (α) of α along Y is defined

as the infimum of the Lelong numbers νY (T ) over all closed positive currents T ∈ α (see

Section 2.1). It is not hard to show that if νY (α) > 0 then both d
dt |t=0

vol(α + t{Y }) and

volX|Y (α) are zero. Thus in Corollary C we can also allow hypersurfaces with positive

Lelong number.

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

β = (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E},

with b > c > 0. We choose c so that α− c{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 β in terms of the volumes and restricted volumes of α− t{Y }:

Theorem 1.6. (1)

vol(β) = (n+ 1)

(

(b− c)vol(α) +

∫ c

0

vol(α − t{Y })dt

)

,

(2)

volX|Xτ
(β) = vol(α), ∀τ 6= 0,

(3)

volX|X′(β) = vol(α − c{Y }),

(4)

volX|E(β) = n

∫ c

0

volX|Y (α− t{Y })dt.
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To prove these formulas we will need a couple of things. First, recall that a current

T = ddcu+ θ is said to have minimal singularities if u ≥ v−C for any v ∈ PSH(X, θ).
A key fact proved in [BEGZ10] is that if T has minimal singularities then

∫

X

T n = vol(α),

where T n stands for the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère measure of T (see Section 2.3).

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 : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)}.

The current T = ddcu+ θ 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 n = 1D(dd
cg + θ)n.

When [θ] is Kähler this is due to Berman [Ber13], 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(τ) is subharmonic in a complex variable τ and only depends on |τ |, then

u is convex in the variable y := ln |z|2. When u(z, τ) is π∗
Xθ-psh on X × C∗ and

u(z, τ) = u(z, |τ |), 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

θ-psh functions ûλ on X .

In Section 3 we prove a general theorem, Theorem 3.3, possibly of independent in-

terest, which expresses the Monge-Ampère measure of u in terms of the Monge-Ampère

measures of the transform ûλ:

(πX)∗(dd
cu+ π∗

Xθ)
n+1 = (n+ 1)

∫

λ

(ddcûλ + θ)ndλ.

To prove Theorem 1.6 we will use an envelope to construct a current T ∈ β 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 β in terms of the volume and restricted volume of α− t{E}.

1.8. Step 2: The key equality. We then want to prove the following key equality:

Theorem 1.7.

volX|X′(β) + volX|E(β) = vol(α). (1)

Combined with Theorem 1.6 the equality will give us that

vol(α) = vol(α − c{Y }) + n

∫ c

0

volX|Y (α− t{Y })dt.

As volX|Y (α− t{Y }) is continuous in t at t = 0, this will imply that

d

dt |t=0
vol(α+ t{Y }) = nvolX|Y (α),

i.e. Theorem C.

One inequality of (1) is straight-forward; the difficulty lies in establishing

volX|X′(β) + volX|E(β) ≥ vol(α).
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We thus come to the third step of the proof.

1.9. Step 3: Measure control. We let θ̃ be a smooth form in β and define

u := sup{v ≤ 0 : v ∈ PSH(X , θ̃)}.

Then T := ddcu + θ̃ has minimal singularities and
∫

Xτ
T n = vol(α) for all |τ | > 0.

It can be proved that the measures T n|Xτ
converge weakly to T n|X′ and T n|E locally near

(X ′ \ E) ∩K(β) and (E \ E) ∩K(β), and this implies the easy inequality. But to prove

the other inequality we have to make sure that none of the mass of T n|Xτ
dissappears into

the set of singularities E ∪ (X0 ∩ EnK(β)), as this would lead to

volX|X′(β) + volX|E(β) < vol(α).

Since T was defined via an envelope u we have that

T n+1 = 1Dθ̃
n+1,

where D := {u = 0} is the contact set, while for T n|Xτ
we have the inequality

T n|Xτ
≥ 1Xτ∩Dθ̃

n. (2)

Suppose that for some sequence τk → 0 we knew that

lim
k→∞

∫

Xτk
∩D

θ̃n = vol(α). (3)

For any ǫ > 0 we can find an open neighbourhoodU of the set of singularities E ∪ (X0 ∩
EnK(β)) such that for all |τ | > 0:

∫

Xτ∩U

|θ̃n| < ǫ. (4)

The local convergence of T n|Xτ
away from U together with the estimates (2), (3) and (4)

then implies that
∫

X′

T n +

∫

E

T n ≥ lim inf
k→∞

∫

(Xτk
∩D)\U

θ̃n ≥ vol(α)− ǫ,

and since ǫ was arbitrary we would be done. Unfortunately (3) seems unlikely to hold.

Instead our strategy will be to construct a sequence of envelope currents Tk with contact

sets Dk together with a sequence τk → 0 such that

lim
k→∞

∫

Xτk
∩Dk

θ̃n = vol(α). (5)

We then also need to show that the measures T nk |Xτk
converge locally to some measures

µX′ and µE away from the set of singularities, and that
∫

X′

µX′ ≤ volX|X′(β)

and
∫

E

µE ≤ volX|E(β).

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 Tk with the desired properties we will elaborate on a technique in-

troduced in [WN19a]. The trick is to consider a sequence of smooth functions gk that
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converge to the singular function ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2). We let uk be the corresponding

envelopes, Tk := ddcuk + θ̃ and Dk := {uk = gk}.

To establish (5) we will argue in the following way. By construction Tk → T∞ + [X0]
where T∞ is a closed positive current in β − {X0}. Using ideas from [WN19a] together

with Theorem 1.6 we prove that for any ǫ > 0 :

lim inf
k→∞

∫

|τ |≤ǫ

T n+1
k ≥ (n+ 1)vol(α).

We also have that

T n+1
k = 1Dk

(θ̃ + ddcgk)
n+1 ≤ 1Dk

(θ̃n + (n+ 1)θ̃n ∧ ωk),

where ωk := ωFS + ddcgk. Together this implies that

lim inf
k→∞

∫

P1

(
∫

Xτ∩Dk

θ̃n
)

ωk ≥ vol(α).

Finally, since ωk are probability measures on P1 that converge to δ0, and for each τ
∫

Xτ∩Dk

θ̃n ≤ vol(α),

this means that one can find a sequence τk as in (5).

1.10. Step 4: Convergence. We then come to the question of convergence of the mea-

sures T nk |Xτk
.

The basic idea is as follows. We will choose gk so that gk(τ) ≈ g(ek/2τ) − k which

will give us a Laplacian bound on gk of order ek. Combined with a key regularity result

for envelopes due to Berman [Ber13] this will yield a Laplacian bound on the envelopes

uk of order ek. 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 nk |Xτk
as

long as ek/2τk → 0. Luckily, Step 3 will allow us to choose τk 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 Kähler, and not only big as in our case. This

will be handled by using approximate Zariski decompositions of β 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 α := [ω]. For notational simplicity

assume that Y is a hypersurface. Recall that the supremum of t such that α − t{Y } is

Kähler was called the Seshadri constant ǫ(α, Y ). The related pseudoeffective threshold

δ(α, Y ) is defined as the supremum of t such that is α − t{Y } is pseudoeffective. By

continuity, the volume of α − t{Y } tends to zero as t → δ(α, Y ). Thus, given ǫ > 0 we

can pick a c such that

0 < vol(α− c{Y }) < ǫvol(α).

Also pick some b > c and let

β = (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}.

Combining Theorem 1.6 and Corollary C we get that

volX|E(β) = vol(α)− vol(α− c{Y }) ≥ (1− ǫ)vol(α).
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By the definition of restricted volume this means that one can find a Kähler current T ∈ β
with analytic singularities such that

∫

NY |X\ET

T n > (1− 2ǫ)vol(α).

In fact EnK(β) ⊂ X ′, and wlog we can assume that ET = EnK(β). There is then

a smooth modification π′ : X ′ → X with center contained in X ′ such that π′∗T has

divisorial singularities, i.e. π′∗T = Ω +
∑

ai[Ei]. Thus Ω′ is a semipositive form on X ′

such that [Ω′
|X1

] = α and
∫

NY |X
Ω′ > (1 − 2ǫ)vol(α). Given this it is easy to find an

S1-invariant Kähler form Ω such that Ω|X1
= ω and

∫

NY |X

Ω > (1− 2ǫ)vol(α).

To prove Theorem B we let c = δ(α, Y ) and pick an Ω with minimal singularities. It

follows from the above calculations that
∫

NY |X

Ωn = vol(α),

and it is again not hard to see that Ω can be chosen to be S1-invariant and such that Ω|X1
=

ω.

The proof of Theorem A’ and B’ are similar.

1.12. Related work.

1.12.1. Differentiability of volume. WhenX is projective the Neron-Severi spaceNS(X,R) ⊆
H1,1(X,R) is the subspace generated by Chern classes of holomorphic line bundles. As

was already mentioned above Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre [BFJ09] and Lazarsfeld-Mustaţă

[LM09] 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 NS(X,R) is differentiable, indeed C1. Boucksom-Jonsson-

Favre [BFJ09] also proved that

d

dt |t=0
vol(α+ tγ) = n〈αn−1〉 · γ,

where 〈αn−1〉 is a cohomology class called the positive selfintersection of α. For more on

the volume of line bundles see [Laz04].

In [BDPP13] Boucksom-Demailly-Păun-Peternell conjectured that for any compact Kähler

manifold the volume is differentiable on the full big cone E◦ ⊆ H1,1(X,R), and that the

derivative is given by

d

dt |t=0
vol(α+ tγ) = n〈αn−1〉 · γ.

The special case of this conjecture when X is projective was proved by the author in

[WN19a].

In [ELMNP09] Ein-Lazarsfeld-Mustaţă-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 [CT15] Collins-Tosatti proved the same statement for nef classes on compact

Kähler manifolds, but the big case is still open.
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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 test configurations, which play a central role in the

famous Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture (see e.g. [Sze14] 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 L and a flat

C∗-equivarient map π : X → P1 such that π−1(P1 \ {0},L) is C∗-equivariantly isomor-

phic to (X × P1 \ {0}, π∗
XL

r) for some number r.
Let ω be a Kähler form in c1(L). Phong-Sturm showed in [PS07] that to any test config-

uration one can associate a weak geodesic ray in the space of Kähler potentials with respect

to ω (or rather its completion). A weak geodesic ray can be interpreted as an S1-invariant

closed positive current Ω on X × D∗ such that Ω|X1
= ω and Ωn+1 = 0. In fact Ω 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 L is not ample but big. It

follows from the work in [RWN14] that with L big we still get a weak geodesic ray in the

sense above. When X is projective and ω ∈ c1(L) the canonical deformation Ωcan of this

paper corresponds (up to a trivial change) to the ray associated to (X ,L) where X is the

deformation to the normal cone of Y and L := π∗
XL ⊗ πP1(LH)N ⊗ L−M

E , where LH is

the hyperplane line bundle on P1, LE is the line bundle on X corresponding to the divisor

E , and N,M are natural numbers so that N > M > δ(α, Y ).
If instead of a smooth polarized variety we have a compact Kähler manifold X with a

Kähler class α one can mimick the definitions above, replacing the ample line bundle L
with a Kähler class β, as is done in [DR16, SD16]. Donaldson-Futaki invariants can then

be defined as intersection numbers [DR16, 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 [DR16] and Sjöström Dyrefelt [SD16] 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

β is not Kähler but big, as is often the case in this paper.

1.12.3. The non-archimedean Monge-Ampère equation. Theorem A’ is related to the work

of Boucksom-Jonsson-Favre [BFJ15, BJ18] on the non-archimedean Monge-Ampère equa-

tion, and hence also the variational approach to the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture [BBJ15].

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 (Xan, Lan), called the analytification of (X,L).
A test configuration (X ′,L) of (X,L) induces a continuous function on Xan and is

thought of as a positive metric on Lan. The components Di of the zero-fiber of X ′ cor-

respond to points xi in Xan, and the non-archimedean Monge-Ampère measure of the

metric associated to (X ′,L) is defined as the atomic probability measure

1

(Ln)

∑

i

(Ln ·Di)δxi .

The space of singular positive metrics on Lan is then defined as the set of decreasing limits

of positive metrics. The Monge-Ampère operator can be extended to the space of con-

tinuous singular metrics [CLD12] and even to the larger space of finite energy singular

metrics [BJ18]. Using the results of [BDPP13] on the orthogonality of Zariski decomposi-

tion Boucksom-Favre-Jonsson proved a Calabi-Yau theorem[BFJ15, BJ18] in this setting,
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i.e. the Monge-Ampère operator is a bijection between the space of finite energy singular

positive metrics and the set of finity energy Radon probability measures on Xan.

IfX is projective and ω ∈ c1(L) for some ample line bundle, then the cohomology class

β 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 Lan. The proof of Theorem

A shows that the non-archimedean Monge-Ampère measure of this metric is equal to the

Dirac measure at the point in Xan corresponding to E . In Theorem A’ we instead have a

Dirac measure at the point corresponding to Z0.

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

[Dem92] to find regularizations of plurisubharmonic functions. In [RWN14] 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 [DR16] to study geodesic segments, and Darvas-Xia [DX20] to study

limits of test configurations.

The partial Legendre transform was also used in [WN19b] to prove monotonicity of

Monge-Ampère masses (Theorem 2.3). Key there was an expression of the Monge-Ampère

in terms of the Monge-Ampère of the transforms, which here is generalized in Theorem

3.3. This will be further explored in the forthcoming paper [BWN21].

1.12.5. Canonical tubular neighbourhoods. In the paper [RWN17] Ross and the author

showed how to construct a canonical tubular neighbourhood of any submanifold Y of a

Kähler manifold (X,ω). This relied on finding a canonical S1-invariant closed positive

form Ω in a neighbourhoodU ⊆ X
D

of µ−1(Y × D). Ω was found by locally solving the

homogeneous Monge-Ampère equation with boundary data Ω|U1
= ω|U1

, and then show-

ing that the local solutions agreed on overlaps. Ω then gave rise to a foliation of U , and the

corresponding map from U1 to NY |X ∩U gave the canonical tubular neighbourhood of Y ,

specially adapted to the Kähler form ω. This is very much connected to the canonical weak

Kähler deformation (X
D
,Ωcan) of this paper, since Ωcan|U coincides with the canonical

form Ω from [RWN17].

1.12.6. The Hele-Shaw flow. The canonical deformation (X
D
,Ωcan) in the special case

where X = P1 and Y = {0} was considered already in [RWN15] (see also [RWN18]).

There it was shown that via the partial Legendre transform the deformation was equivalent

to the Hele-Shaw flow, with ω encoding the permeability of the medium.

1.12.7. Canonical growth conditions. The special case of Theorem 1.3 whenX is projec-

tive, ω is the curvature form of a positive metric on an ample line bundle, and Y is a point,

was used in [WN18] to analyse the so-called canonical growth condition.

Acknowledgment. I want to thank Bo Berndtsson, Robert Berman and Julius Ross for

many enlightening discussions on related topics over the years.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X,ω) be a compact Kähler manifold of complex dimension n, α ∈ H1,1(X,R) a

big class and θ a smooth form in α.
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2.1. Lelong numbers. If zi are local holomorphic coordinates centered at a point p ∈ X ,

then the Lelong number νp(u) of u ∈ PSH(X, θ) at p is defined as the supremum of λ
such that locally u ≤ λ ln ||z||2 + C. If Y is a subvariety then the Lelong number νY (u)
of T along Y is defined as the infimum

νY (u) := inf{νp(u) : p ∈ Y }.

If Y is a divisor then νY (u) ≥ λ iff ddcu+ θ − λ[Y ] is positive.

If T = ddcu+ θ we let νp(T ) := νp(u) and νY (T ) := νY (u).

2.2. Regularization of quasi-psh functions. A fundamental result we need to mention is

Demailly’s regularization theorem [Dem92, Thm. 1.1]:

Theorem 2.1. If u ∈ PSH(X, θ) then there is a sequence of functions uj ∈ PSH(X, θ+
ω/j) with analytic singularities decreasing to u and such that the Lelong numbers of uj
increases to those of u.

The full statement of the result also includes more precise control of the differences

between uj − u, but this will not be needed here.

As a consequence any big class contains a Kähler current with analytic singularities.

2.3. Non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère measures. If u ∈ PSH(X, θ) is locally bounded

on an open setU then by the work of Bedford-Taylor [BT82] (ddcu+θ)m is a well-defined

closed positive current on U . When m = n we thus get a positive measure on U , called

the Monge-Ampère measure of U (with respect to θ), also denotedMAθ(u).
The Monge-Ampère measure does not charge pluripolar sets. In [BT82] Bedford-

Taylor also established the following absolutely crucial continuity property for the Monge-

Ampère operator:

Theorem 2.2. If uj is a sequence of locally bounded θ-psh functions decreasing or in-

creasing a.e. to a locally bounded θ-psh function u, then MAθ(uj) converge weakly to

MAθ(u).

Another important property of the Monge-Ampère 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-Ampère

operator is local with respect to this topology means in particular that if u, v ∈ PSH(X, θ)
and u = v on some plurifine open set O then

1OMAθ(u) = 1OMAθ(v).

Let u ∈ PSH(X, θ) be unbounded, and let U be an open set on which there is a

bounded θ-psh function v. Then for all j, uj := max(u, v − j) is θ-psh and bounded,

thus MAθ(uj) is a well-defined measure on U . Note that by locality 1{u>v−j}MAθ(uj)
is increasing, and the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère measure of u is defined on U as

the limit of this as j → ∞. 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 [BEGZ10] that, thanks to X being

compact Kähler, it is a finite measure on X . It is called the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère

measure of u (with respect to θ), and also denoted MAθ(u).
The non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère measure does not charge pluripolar sets, and is local

in the plurifine topology. It is however not continuous under decreasing sequences.

On PSH(X, θ) there is a natural partial order, namely we write u � v if u ≥ v − C
for some constant C. We then say that u is less singular than v. A useful fact, proved in
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[WN19b], is that the total Monge-Ampère mass is monotone with respect to this partial

order:

Theorem 2.3. If u, v ∈ PSH(X, θ) and u � v then
∫

X

MAθ(u) ≥

∫

X

MAθ(v).

The most important case when u and v are locally bounded outside a closed pluripolar

set was already proved in [BEGZ10].

If u ∈ PSH(X, θ) is maximal with respect to this partial order we say that u has

minimal singularities. It follows from Theorem 2.3 that if u has minimal singularities then
∫

X

MAθ(u) ≥ vol(α).

On the other hand it follows from Demailly’s regularization theorem that for any ǫ > 0 we

can find an θ + ǫω-psh function uǫ ≥ u such that ddcuǫ + θ + ǫω is a Kähler current with

analytic singularities. We thus get that
∫

X

MAθ(u) ≤

∫

X

MAθ+ǫω(u) ≤

∫

X

MAθ+ǫω(uǫ) ≤ vol(α+ ǫ[ω]).

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

that
∫

X

MAθ(u) = vol(α)

whenever u ∈ PSH(X, θ) has minimal singularities.

Exactly the same argument shows that if u ∈ PSH(X, θ) has minimal singularities and

K(α) intersects Y we have that
∫

Y

MAθ|Y (u|Y ) = volX|Y (α).

2.4. Envelopes. Recall from the introduction that if θ ∈ α is smooth and g is a continuous

function on X the corresponding envelope u is defined as

u := sup{v ≤ g : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)}.

Let us record the following general result on Monge-Ampère measures on contact sets

due to Di Nezza-Trapani [DNT19]:

Theorem 2.4. If u ∈ PSH(X, θ) and u ≤ g where g is a continuous function with

bounded distributional Laplacian, then

1{u=g}MAθ(u) = 1{u=g}(dd
cg + θ)n.

If u is the envelope with respect to g then it is a classical fact due to Bedford-Taylor

[BT82] that 1{u<g}MAθ(u) = 0, and so combined with Theorem 2.4 we get

MAθ(u) = 1{u=g}(dd
cg + θ)n.

Let us also note that if Y is a submanifold of dimension m then Theorem 2.4 applied to

u|Y and g|Y gives that

1{u=g}∩YMAθ|Y (u|Y ) = 1{u=g}∩Y (dd
cg + θ)m

and hence

MAθ|Y (u|Y ) ≥ 1{u=g}∩Y (dd
cg + θ)m.

We will also need the following regularity result for envelopes due to Berman [Ber13].

Note that here the reference form θ is supposed to be Kähler.
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Theorem 2.5. Let (X, θ) be compact Kähler, g a smooth function and ψ a quasi-psh

function with analytic singularities, and let u be the corresponding envelope

u := sup{v ≤ g − ψ : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)}.

Then we have the Laplacian estimate

0 ≤ n+∆θu ≤ ((C + 1)n+ sup
X

(∆θg))e
B(g−ψ−infX(g−ψ)),

where C is a constant such that ddcψ ≥ −Cθ and −B is a negative lower bound of the

holomorphic bisectional curvature of θ.

Proof. In [Ber13] this is done without the quasi-psh function ψ, so let us just explain how

to reduce it to the smooth case proved by Berman.

Since u is bounded and g is smooth u − g ≤ R for some constant R. It follows that

u − g ≤ min(−ψ,R) = −max(ψ,−R) and so u ≤ g − max(ψ,−R). Let maxreg be

a regularized max-function such that maxreg(x, y) = max(x, y) when |x − y| ≥ 1 say,

and let ψ̃ := maxreg(ψ,−R − 1). Then ψ̃ is smooth, ddcψ̃ ≥ −Cθ and by definition

ψ̃ ≤ max(ψ,−R). We thus get that u ≤ g − ψ̃, and hence that

u ≤ sup{v ≤ g − ψ̃ : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)}.

On the other hand, since ψ̃ ≥ ψ we have that

sup{v ≤ g − ψ̃ : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)} ≤ u

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

be smooth.

�

3. THE PARTIAL LEGENDRE TRANSFORM

We start by recalling the Legendre transform of convex functions on R. Let f : R →
R ∪ {∞} be a convex function. The Legendre transform f̂ is a new convex function on R

defined by

f̂(λ) := sup
y∈R

{λy − f(y)}.

Note that if λ is a subgradient of f at the point yλ then f̂(λ) = λyλ − f(yλ). In particular,

if f is smooth and strictly convex then yλ depends smoothly on λ and thus f̂ is also smooth

on the interval where it is finite.

One also sees that if we take the Legendre transform of f̂ 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
ˆ̂
f(a) = limy→a+ f(y) while on the right limit point b (if it exists)

we get
ˆ̂
f(b) = limy→b− 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 ⊆ Cn be an open subset, and let u(z, τ) be a psh function on U × C∗ such that

u(z, τ) = u(z, |τ |).

Definition 3.1. For λ ∈ R and z ∈ U we define

ûλ(z) := inf
τ∈C∗

{u(z, τ)− λ ln |τ |2}.



DEFORMATIONS OF KÄHLER MANIFOLDS TO NORMAL BUNDLES AND RESTRICTED VOLUMES OF BIG CLASSES15

The family ûλ is known as the partial Legendre transform of u. To see why, let y :=
ln |τ |2. Since u is psh and independent of the argument of τ we get that for a fixed z ∈ U :

fz(y) := u(z, τ) is convex in y, and we see that ûλ(z) = −f̂z(λ).
Thus ûλ is concave in λ, and by the involution property of the Legendre transform we

get that

u(z, τ) = sup
λ∈R

{ûλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2}.

A fundamental property of the partial Legendre transform which is much less obvious

is that ûλ is in fact psh. This follows directly from Kiselman’s minimum principle [Kis78],

as u− λ ln |τ |2 is psh and independent of the argument of τ .

Let vλ, λ ∈ [a, b] be a concave family of psh functions on U . If

u(z, τ) := sup
λ∈[a,b]

{vλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2}

is psh then we see from the involution property of the Legendre transform that ûλ = vλ
for λ ∈ [a, b] and ûλ = −∞ for λ /∈ [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 vλ, λ ∈ [a, b], is a concave family of u.s.c. functions such that vλ is locally

bounded for λ ∈ [a′, b′] where a′ < b′, then u := supλ∈[a,b]{vλ} is also u.s.c.

Proof. Pick x. In a neighbourhood of x we have by assumption local bounds

v(a′+b′)/2(y)− va′(y) ≤ C1

and

v(a′+b′)/2(y)− vb′(y) ≤ C2.

By concavity this implies that for λ ∈ [(a′ + b′)/2, b]:

∂vλ(y)

∂λ
≤

2C1

b′ − a′

while for λ ∈ [a, (a′ + b′)/2]:

∂vλ(y)

∂λ
≥ −

2C2

b′ − a′
.

Given N let λj , j = 0, ..., N be equidistributed points on [a, b]. Using the bounds we

then get

lim sup
y→x

( sup
λ∈[a,b]

{vλ(y)}) ≤ lim sup
y→x

( sup
j=0,...,N

{vλj (y)}) +O(1/N) ≤

≤ sup
j=0,...,N

{vλj (x)} +O(1/N) ≤ sup
λ∈[a,b]

{vλ(x)} +O(1/N),

where the second inequality used that each vλ is u.s.c. �

Critical to our paper will be the fact that the Monge-Ampère measure of u can be un-

derstood in terms of the Monge-Ampère measures of ûλ.

Theorem 3.3. If ûλ = −∞ for λ /∈ [a, b] while for λ ∈ [a, b] each ûλ is locally bounded,

then

(πU )∗MA(u) = (n+ 1)

∫ b

λ=a

MA(ûλ)dλ,
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where πU denotes the projection of U × C∗ to U . In particular
∫

U×C∗

MA(u) = (n+ 1)

∫ b

a

(∫

U

MA(ûλ)

)

dλ.

Proof. By simple scaling we can assume that [a, b] = [0, 1]. The special case when ûλ =
(1 − λ)φ + λψ − λ2 with φ psh and smooth and ψ psh and locally bounded is a special

case of [WN19b, Lem. 3.2]. By approximation it is still true when also φ is just locally

bounded. The proof also works for ûλ = (1− λ)φ + λψ − δλ2, δ > 0.

For general u we let for a given N ∈ N , j = 0, ..., 2N and λ ∈ [j/2N , (j + 1)/2N ]:

vNλ := (1− (2Nλ− j))ûj/2N + (2Nλ− j)û(j+1)/2N − λ2/N

We then get that

uN := sup
λ∈[0,1]

{vNλ + λ ln |τ |2}

increases almost everywhere to u and so MA(uN ) converges weakly to MA(u).
We also let

uNj := sup
λ∈[j/2N ,(j+1)/2N ]

{vNλ + ln |τ |2},

so we know that

(πU )∗MA(uNj ) = (n+ 1)

∫ (j+1)/2N

λ=j/2N
MA(vNλ )dλ.

Let A(a, b) := {∂u
N

∂y ∈ (a/2N , b/2N)}. These sets are all open in the plurifine topol-

ogy since

A(a, b) = {uN > sup
λ∈[0,1]\(a/2N ,b/2N )

{vNλ + λ ln |τ |2}}.

Note that uN = uNj on A(j, j + 1), and thus

1A(j,j+1)MA(uNj ) = 1A(j,j+1)MA(uN).

On A(−1, j) we have instead that

uNj = vNj/2N + (j/2N) ln |τ |2,

and thus

1A(−1,j)MA(uNj ) = 1A(−1,j)MA(vNj/2N + (j/2N) ln |τ |2) = 0.

Similarly one sees that

1A(j+1,2N+1)MA(uNj ) = 1A(j+1,2N+1)MA(φj+1) = 0.

On A(j − ǫ, j + ǫ) we have that

uN = sup
λ∈[(j−ǫ)/2N ,(j+ǫ)/2N ]

{vNλ + λ ln |τ |2} =: uNj,ǫ,

and so

1

A(j−ǫ,j+ǫ)MA(uN ) = 1

A(j−ǫ,j+ǫ)MA(uNj,ǫ).

It can be easily showed that for any relatively compact set K ⊆ U one can find a constant

C such that
∫

K×C∗ MA(uNj,ǫ) ≤ Cǫ. Thus MA(uN ) puts no mass on the sets {∂u
N

∂y =

j/2N)} and the same kind of argument shows that the same is true for MA(uNj ).
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This lets us conclude that

MA(uN ) =
2N−1
∑

j=0

MA(uNj )

and so

(πU )∗MA(uN ) = (n+ 1)

∫ 1

λ=0

MA(vNλ )dλ.

Finally, by letting N → ∞ we get the Theorem. �

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

(πU )∗(dd
cu)k+1 = (k + 1)

∫ b

λ=a

(ddcûλ)
kdλ.

The proof in [BWN21], rather than relying on [WN19b], uses an explicit formula for ddcûλ
essentially due to Kiselman [Kis78], and is more direct.

If θ is a smooth real (1, 1)-form on a complex manifoldX and u is π∗
Xθ-psh onX×C∗

then the associated Legendre transform becomes

ûλ(z) := inf
τ∈C∗

{u(z, τ)− λ ln |τ |2}.

It is easy to see, e.g. using a local potential for θ, that everything we established for psh-

functions works equally well for θ-psh functions, e.g. that ûλ is a concave family of θ-psh

functions and

u(z, τ) = sup
λ∈R

{ûλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2}.

The decomposition of the Monge-Ampère of u in terms of the Monge-Ampère of ûλ will

also look the same.

Theorem 3.5. If ûλ = −∞ for λ /∈ [a, b] while for λ ∈ [a, b] each ûλ is locally bounded

away from a proper analytic subset A ⊆ X , then

(πX)∗MAπ∗
Xθ

(u) = (n+ 1)

∫ b

λ=a

MAθ(ûλ)dλ,

and in particular

∫

X×C∗

MAπ∗
Xθ

(u) = (n+ 1)

∫ b

a

(∫

X

MAθ(ûλ)

)

dλ.

This follows from Theorem 3.3 together with the fact that the Monge-Ampère measures

put no mass on the analytic subsets A and A× C∗.

Remark 3.6. More generally one can consider the case when u is psh (or θ-psh) on U ×
(C∗)k and u(z, τ1, ..., τk) = u(z, |τ1|, ..., |τk|). Given λ ∈ Rk one defines

ûλ(z) := inf
τ∈C∗

{u(z, τ1, ..., τk)−
∑

i

λi ln |τi|
k}.

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

Let α be a big (1, 1)-class in H1,1(X,R), and let Y be a smooth hypersurface that

intersects K(α). Let also µ : X → X × P1 be the (standard) deformation of X to the

normal bundle of Y , as described in the introduction.

Pick positive constants b, c such that α− c{Y } is big and b > c, and let

β := (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}.

It is clear that β ∈ H1,1(X ,R) restricts to α on Xτ , τ 6= 0.

Proposition 4.1. The class β is big, and K(β) intersects each fiber Xτ , τ 6= 0, as well as

X ′ and E .

Proof. To see that β is big we note that β also can be written

β = µ∗(π∗
Xα+ (b − c){X0}) + c{X ′}.

The class π∗
Xα + (b − c){X0} is easily seen to be big on X × P1 and hence the pullback

µ∗(π∗
Xα + (b − c){X0}) is big on X . The class c{X ′} is pseudoeffective, and since the

sum of a big class with a pseudoeffective class is big, this shows that β is big.

Let ǫ > 0 be small enough so that α − c{Y } − ǫ[ω] still is big, and let δ > 0 be small

enough so that class

γ := ǫ((πX ◦ µ)∗[ω] + {X0})− δ{E}

is Kähler. Then if T is a closed positive current in β − γ analytic singularities, the set

where T is smooth is contained in K(β). Now note that

β − γ = (πX ◦ µ)∗(α− ǫ[ω]) + (b − ǫ){X0} − (c− δ){E} =

= (πX ◦ µ)∗(α− ǫ[ω]) + (b+ δ − c− ǫ){X0}+ (c− δ){X ′}.

Pick a closed positive current S ∈ α − ǫ[ω] with analytic singularities, and let U ⊆ X
denote the set where it is smooth. The closed positive current

T := (πX ◦ µ)∗S + (b + δ − c− ǫ)(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS + (c− δ)[X ′]

then lies in β − γ and has analytic singularities, and it is smooth on µ−1(U × P1) \ X ′.

From this we see that K(β) intersects each fiber Xτ , τ 6= 0, as well as E .

Let now S′ be a closed positive current in α − (c − δ){Y } − ǫ[ω] with analytic singu-

larities, and let U ′ be the set where it is smooth. The closed positive current

T ′ := (πX ◦ µ)∗(S′ + (c− δ)[Y ]) + (b− ǫ)(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS − (c− δ)[E ] =

= (πX ◦ µ)∗S′ + (b − ǫ)(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS

then lies in β − γ and has analytic singularities, and it is smooth on µ−1((U ′ \ Y ) × P1),
which shows that K(β) intersects X ′. �

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.6, i.e. the four formulas:

(1)

vol(β) = (n+ 1)

(

(b − c)vol(α) +

∫ c

0

vol(α− t{Y })dt

)

,

(2)

volX|Xτ
(β) = vol(α), ∀τ 6= 0,

(3)

volX|X′(β) = vol(α − c{Y }),
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(4)

volX|E(β) = n

∫ c

0

volX|Y (α− t{Y })dt.

Let θ be a smooth form representing α. Let sE be a defining section for E and let h
be a smooth S1-invariant hermitian metric on the associated line bundle, which we for

simplicity choose so that |sE |h ≤ 1. Note that

ddc ln |sE |
2
h = [E ]− η,

where η is the curvature form of h. Let ωFS = ddc ln(1 + |τ |2) denote the Fubini-Study

form on the base P1. Thus

θ̃ := (πX ◦ µ)∗θ + b(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS − cη

is a smooth S1-invariant form representing β.

Let

ũ := sup{v ≤ 0 : ψ̃ ∈ PSH(X , θ̃)}.

Clearly ũ has minimal singularities and hence its Monge-Ampère can be used to calculate

the volume and restricted volumes of β.

When performing the partial Legendre transform it is easier to work on (X ×C∗, π∗
Xθ)

than on (X , θ̃). Thus we introduce a similar looking envelope but now in PSH(X ×
C∗, π∗

Xθ):

u := sup{v ≤ b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |
2
h : ψ ∈ PSH(X × C

∗, π∗
Xθ)}.

Note that since b ln(1+ |τ |2)+ c ln |sE |2h and π∗
Xθ is S1-invariant (i.e. only depends on

|τ |) u is also S1-invariant.

u and ũ are related in a simple way:

Proposition 4.2.

ũ = u− b ln(1 + |τ |2)− c ln |sE |
2
h

on X × C∗.

Proof. Clearly ũ + b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |2h ≤ b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |2h and it lies in

PSH(X × C∗, π∗
Xθ), so by definition we get that

ũ+ b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |
2
h ≤ u.

On the other hand

u− b ln(1 + |τ |2)− c ln |sE |
2
h ≤ 0

and it lies in PSH(X×C∗, θ̃}. Being bounded it extends to a θ̃-psh function on the whole

of X , and so by definition

u− b ln(1 + |τ |2)− c ln |sE |
2
h ≤ ũ.

�

Let us consider the partial Legendre transform ûλ of u, i.e.

ûλ(z) := inf
|τ |>0

{u(z, τ)− λ ln |τ |2}.

Recall from Section 3 that ûλ ∈ PSH(X, θ). Since c ln |sE |2h ≤ 0 we get that u ≤
b ln(1 + |τ |2) and so

ûλ ≤ inf
|τ |>0

{b ln(1 + |τ |2) + λ ln |τ |2} = −∞
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for λ < 0 or λ > b thus uλ = −∞ when λ /∈ [0, b]. By the involution property we thus

have that

u(z, τ) = sup
λ∈[0,b]

{ûλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2}.

We now want to analyse ûλ. To do this we will compare ûλ with related envelopes vt,
to be introduced shortly.

First note that ln |sE |2h descends toX×C since it is −∞ on E . Restricted toX×{0} ≡
X ′ sE is a defining section for Y , so we write the restriction of ln |sE |2h to X × {0} ≡ X ′

as ln |sY |2h. We then have that

ddc ln |sY |
2
h = [Y ]− σ

where σ denotes the restriction of η to X ≡ X ′.

Definition 4.3. For t ∈ [0, c]:

vt := sup{v ≤ t ln |sY |
2
h : v ∈ PSH(X, θ)}.

Note that since ln |sY |2h ≤ 0, vt is decreasing in t.
Clearly vt has Lelong number at least t along Y , and among such θ-psh functions it has

minimal singularities.

Proposition 4.4. We have that vt is locally bounded on K(α− t{Y }) \ Y ,
∫

X

MAθ(vt) = vol(α− t{Y })

and
∫

Y

MA(θ−tσ)|Y ((vt − t ln |sY |
2
h)|Y ) = volX|Y (α − t{Y }).

Proof. θ − tσ is a smooth form representing α− {Y }. Let

ṽ := sup{v ≤ 0 :∈ PSH(X, θ − tσ)}.

Then ṽ has minimal singularities so
∫

X

MAθ−tσ(ṽ) = vol(α − t{Y }).

Since ṽ + t ln |sY |2h ≤ t ln |sY |2h is θ-psh we get that ṽ + t ln |sY |2h ≤ ψt. On the other

hand, vt − λ ln |sY |2h ≤ 0 and is θ − tσ-psh, which shows that vt = ṽ + λ ln |sY |2h. It

follows that vt is locally bounded on K(α− t{Y }) \ Y ,

MAθ(vt) =MAθ−tσ(ṽ)

and

MA(θ−tσ)|Y ((vt − t ln |sY |
2
h)|Y ) =MA(θ−tσ)|Y (ṽ|Y )

and so the Proposition follows. �

Proposition 4.5. For λ ∈ [0, b] and t := max(c− λ, 0) one can find a constant C so that

|ûλ − vt| ≤ C.

Proof. Note that

ûλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2 ≤ u(z, τ) ≤ b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |
2
h. (6)

on X × C∗ and since the right-hand-side is bounded near X × {0} the inequality extends

to X × C. The Lelong number along Y × {0} of the right hand side is c and by the

monotonicity of Lelong numbers the Lelong number along Y × {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 νY (ûλ) + λ, giving us that

νY (ûλ) ≥ t.

From this it follows that ûλ ≤ t ln |sY |2h +C for some constant C, and thus ûλ ≤ vt +C.

Also note that vt + λ ln |τ |2 ∈ PSH(X × C) and that

νY×{0}(vt + λ ln |τ |2) = νY (vt) + λ ≥ t+ λ ≥ c.

It follows that vt + λ ln |τ |2 ≤ c ln |sE |2h + C′ when |τ | ≤ 1 say, for some constant C′.

Since c ln |sE |2h is bounded from below by some constant for |τ | > 1 we get that

vt + λ ln |τ |2 ≤ b ln(1 + |τ |2) + c ln |sE |
2
h + C′′

on X × C for some constant C′′. It follows that

vt + λ ln |τ |2 ≤ u+ C′′

which implies that

ut ≤ inf
|τ |>0

{u− λ ln |τ |2}+ C′′ = ûλ + C′′,

and so the Proposition follows. �

Corollary 4.6. For λ ∈ [0, b] and t := max(c − λ, 0) we have that ûλ is locally bounded

on K(α− t{Y }) \ Y ,
∫

X

MAθ(ûλ) = vol(α− t{Y })

and
∫

Y

MA(θ−tσ)|Y ((ûλ − t ln |sY |
2
h)|Y ) = volX|Y (α− t{Y }).

Since vt was seen to be decreasing in t, another consequence of Proposition 4.5 is that

ûλ is increasing in λ up to constants, i.e. that if λ1 ≤ λ2 then for some constant C we have

that

ûλ1
≤ ûλ2

+ C.

In particular each ûλ is locally bounded away from the proper analytic subset EnK(α −
c{Y }) ∪ Y .

We are now ready to prove the first formula of Theorem 1.6, i.e. that

vol(β) = (n+ 1)

(

(b − c)vol(α) +

∫ c

0

vol(α− t{Y })dt

)

.

Proof of Theorem 1.6, formula 1. Using Proposition 4.2 we see that

MAθ̃(ũ) =MAπ∗
Xθ

(u)

on X × C∗. Since MAθ̃(ũ) puts no mass on X0 and X∞ we get that

vol(β) =

∫

X

MAθ̃(ũ) =

∫

X×C∗

MAπ∗
Xθ

(u).

On the other hand, combining Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 4.6 yields

∫

X×C∗

MAπ∗
Xθ

(u) = (n+ 1)

∫ b

λ=0

(∫

X

MAθ(ûλ)

)

dλ =

= (n+ 1)

(

(b− c)vol(α) +

∫ c

0

vol(α − t{Y })dt

)

.
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�

If we apply the formula on β and β − {X0} we get the following corollary, which we

will have use for later.

Corollary 4.7.

vol(β) − vol(β − {X0}) = (n+ 1)vol(α).

We will move on to the second formula of Theorem 1.6, i.e. the claim that for τ 6= 0
we have

volX|Xτ
(β) = vol(α).

Proof of Theorem 1.6, formula 2. Since ũ ∈ PSH(X , θ̃) has minimal singularities we

know that

volX|Xτ
(β) =

∫

Xτ

MAθ̃|Xτ
(ũ|Xτ

) =

∫

X

MAθ(u|Xτ
).

Using Proposition 4.5 and the fact that u(z, τ) ≥ ûb(z) + b ln |τ |2 we see that

u|Xτ
≥ ûb + b ln |τ |2 ≥ v0 − C

for some constant C. Since v0 ∈ PSH(X, θ) has minimal singularities it follows that

u|Xτ
also has minimal singularities, and hence

∫

X

MAθ(u|Xτ
) = vol(α).

�

We have seen that on X × C
∗, φ and hence also ũ could be expressed in terms of the

partial Legendre transform ûλ. We now want a similar description of ũ restricted to X ′

and E in order to calculate the restricted volume of β along those hypersurfaces.

We start by looking at what happens on X ′.

Pick a point z ∈ K(α − c{Y }) \ Y and let us identify (z, 0) with the corresponding

point in X ′. Since ũ is quasi-psh we have that

ũ(z, 0) = lim
ǫ→0

max
|τ |=ǫ

{ũ(z, τ)} = lim
τ→0

ũ(z, τ),

where the last equality comes from the fact that ũ is S1-invariant.

Note that z ∈ K(α − c{Y }) means that û0(z) > −∞. Also note that we have the

uniform bound ûλ(z) ≤ b ln 2. It follows that for any δ > 0 and |τ | < 1 small enough

û0(z) ≤ sup
λ∈[0,b]

{ûλ(z) + λ ln |τ |2} ≤ sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)}.

From this we get that

û0(z)− c ln |sY |
2
h(z) ≤ ũ(z, 0) ≤ sup

λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)} − c ln |sY |
2
h(z).

To show that in fact

ũ(z, 0) = û0(z)− c ln |sY |
2
h(z) (7)

we just need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8.

û0 = lim
δ→0

sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ}.
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Proof. We note that φδ := sup∗λ∈[0,δ]{ûλ+λ ln |τ |
2} is π∗

Xθ-psh and bounded from above

by φ. Note that

|φδ(z, τ)−
∗

sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)}| ≤ δ| ln |δ|2|. (8)

As δ → 0, φδ decreases to a π∗
Xθ-psh function φ0 ≤ u, and by (8)

φ0(z, τ) = lim
δ→0

∗
sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)}.

Thus

lim
δ→0

sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)} ≤ φ0(τ, z)

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

lim
δ→0

sup
λ∈[0,δ]

{ûλ(z)} ≤ inf
|τ |>0

u(z, τ) ≤ inf
|τ |>0

u(z, τ) = û0(z).

�

Given that we showed (7) on K(α − c{Y }) \ Y whose complement in X ′ = X is

contained in a proper analytic set the identity (7) extends to the whole of X ′.

We are now ready to prove the third formula of Theorem 1.6, i.e. that

volX|X′(β) = vol(α − c{Y }).

Proof of Theorem 1.6, formula 3. We have that

volX|X′(β) =

∫

X′

MAθ̃|X′
(ũ|X′).

Given the identificationX ′ = X we have that θ̃|X′ = θ− cη′ and ũ|X′ = û0 − c ln |sY |2h,

which means that

MAθ̃|X′
(ũ|X′) =MAθ(û0)

and hence

volX|X′(β) =

∫

X

MAθ(û0) = vol(α− c{Y })

by Corollary 4.6. �

We now move on to analyse ũ on E .

Let y be a point in Y and pick local holomorphic coordinates z1, ..., zn centered at Y
so that z1 = 0 is a local equation for Y . In this neighbourhood of y in X we have that

ln |sY |2h = ln |z1|2 − gY where ddcgY = η′.
We also have that z̃1 := z1/τ, z2, ..., zn, τ are local holomorphic coordinates on X in a

neighbourhood of the fibers of E over the points of Y with coordinates (0, z2, ..., zn). In

these coordinates E has defining equation τ = 0, and (z̃1, z2, ..., zn, 0) is the coordinate

for the point in E ⊆ X which is the limit of the points (τ z̃1, z2, ..., zn, τ) ∈ X ×C∗ ⊆ X .

Also note that in these coordinates ln |sE |2h = ln |τ |2 − gE where ddcgE = η.

Recall that

ũ = sup
λ∈[0,b]

{ûλ + λ ln |τ |2} − b ln(1 + |τ |2)− c ln |sE |
2
h

on X × C
∗.
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In local coordinates we see that

φλ := ûλ + λ ln |τ |2 − b ln(1 + |τ |2)− c ln |sE |
2
h =

= ûλ − (c− λ) ln |sY |
2
h + (c− λ) ln |z̃1|

2 − b ln(1 + |τ |2)− (c− λ)gY + cgE .

First note that

φλ ≤ u(z, 1) + (λ− c) ln |τ |2 − b ln(1 + |τ |2) + cgE .

This shows that for λ > c: φλ tends to −∞ as τ → 0, hence it extends as a quasi-psh

function over τ = 0 with φλ(z̃1, z2, ..., zn, 0) = −∞.

Now we look at the case λ ∈ [0, c]. Since ûλ has Lelong number at least c− λ along Y
this function also extends as a quasi-psh function for τ = 0. Let

ψλ := (ûλ − (c− λ)(ln |sY |
2
h + gY ))|Y

then

φλ(z̃1, z2, ..., zn, 0) = ψλ ◦ πY + (c− λ) ln |z̃1|
2 + cgE ,

where πY denotes the projection from E to Y .

Note that if (z2, ..., zn) ∈ K(α − c{Y }) ∩ Y and |z̃1| > 0 then for λ ∈ [0, c] vλ is

locally bounded in a neighbourhood of (z̃1, z2, ..., zn, 0). Thus by Lemma 3.2 we get that

supλ∈[0,b] φλ is u.s.c. and then also quasi-psh in a neighbourhood of (z̃1, z2, ..., zn, 0).
This means that the equality

ũ = sup
λ∈[0,b]

φλ

extends fromX×C
∗ to E \A, whereA is the proper analytic subset consisting of the zero

and infinity section of E and π−1
Y (EnK(α − c{Y }) ∩ Y ).

To conclude, we have that on E \A, in local coordinates

ũ = sup
λ∈[0,c]

{ψλ ◦ πY + (c− λ) ln |z̃1|
2}+ cgE . (9)

We are now ready to prove the last formula of Theorem 1.6, i.e. that

volX|E(β) = n

∫ c

0

volX|Y (α− t{Y })dt.

Proof of Theorem 1.6, formula 4. We note that

θ̃|E = (πY )
∗θ|Y − cddcgE

and thus

(ddcũ+ θ̃)|E = ddc sup
λ∈[0,c]

{ψλ ◦ πY + (c− λ) ln |z̃1|
2}+ (πY )

∗θ|Y .

We also note that

ddcψλ + θ|Y = ddc(ûλ − (c− λ) ln |sY |
2) + (θ − (c− λ)σ)|Y

and so by Corollary 4.6
∫

Y

MAθ|Y (ψλ) = volX|Y (α − (c− λ){Y }).

Using Theorem 3.5 then finally gives us that
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volX|E(β) =

∫

E

MAθ̃|E (ũ|E) =

= n

∫ c

λ=0

(∫

Y

MAθ|Y (uλ)

)

dλ = n

∫ c

0

volX|Y (α− t{Y })dt.

�

5. STEP 2: THE KEY EQUALITY

The equality left to prove is

volX ′|X0
(β) + volX|E(β) = vol(α),

as this, given Theorem 1.6, will imply Theorem C.

We start by showing the easy inequality

volX ′|X0
(β) + volX|E(β) ≤ vol(α).

Proof of Theorem 1.7, easy inequality. Pick u ∈ PSH(X , θ̃) with analytic singularities.

Locally, away from the singularities of u, the measures MAθ̃|Xτ
(u|Xτ

) converge weakly

to the measure MAθ̃|X′
(u|X′) on X ′ and MAθ̃|E (u|E) on E . This implies that

lim inf
τ→0

∫

Xτ

MAθ̃|Xτ
(u|Xτ

) ≥

∫

X′

MAθ̃|X′
(u|X′) +

∫

E

MAθ̃|E (u|E).

Since
∫

Xτ

MAθ̃|Xτ
(u|Xτ

) ≤ volX|Xτ
(β) = vol(α)

it follows that

volX ′|X0
(β) + volX|E(β) ≤ vol(α).

�

6. STEP 3: MEASURE CONTROL

Recall from Section 4 that θ̃ is a smooth S1-invariant form representing β.

Let χ : R → R be a smooth convex function such that χ(x) = x for x ≥ 0 and

χ(x) = ex − 1 for x ≤ −1.

We then let gk := χ(ln |τ |2 + k)− k− ln(1+ |τ |2). Note that gk is ωFS-psh, decreases

to ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2), and that gk = ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2) for |τ | > e−k/2.

Let ω := ddcχ(ln |τ |2) and ωk := ωFS + ddcgk. We note that ωk are probability

measures on P1 and that

ωk = (e−k/2)∗ω

where e−k/2 here denotes the function τ 7→ e−k/2τ .

Now let uk be the associated envelopes

uk := sup{u ≤ gk : φ ∈ PSH(X , θ̃)}.

Since gk decreases to ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2) it follows that uk decreases to some u∞ ∈
PSH(X , θ̃) such that

u∞ ≤ ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2).

Proposition 6.1.
∫

X

MAθ̃(u∞) ≤ vol(β − {X0}).
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Proof. As u∞ ≤ ln |τ |2 − ln(1 + |τ |2) it follows that v := u∞ − ln |τ |2 + ln(1 + |τ |2) is

θ̃− (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS-psh. Note that θ̃− (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS ∈ β − {X0} and that MAθ̃(u∞) =
MAθ̃−(π

P1
◦µ)∗ωFS

(v). It follows that

∫

X

MAθ̃(u∞) =

∫

X

MAθ̃−(π
P1

◦µ)∗ωFS
(v) ≤ vol(β − {X0}).

�

Let Dk := {uk = gk} denote the contact set and recall that by Theorem 2.4

MAθ̃(uk) = 1Dk
(θ̃ + ddcgk)

n+1.

Proposition 6.2. For any ǫ > 0 we have that

lim sup
k→∞

∫

{|τ |>ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk) ≤ vol(β − {X0}).

Proof. Note that for k large gk = ln |τ |2−ln(1+|τ |2) on {|τ | > ǫ}. Since uk is decreasing

it follows that Dk ∩ {|τ | > ǫ} is decreasing to D∞ ∩ {|τ | > ǫ} where D∞ := ∩∞
k=0Dk.

We thus get that

1{|τ |>ǫ}MAθ̃(uk) = 1Dk∩{|τ |>ǫ}(θ̃ − (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS)
n+1 →

→ 1D∞∩{|τ |>ǫ}(θ̃ − (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS)
n+1.

On the other hand we know that MAθ̃(uk) converges weakly to MAθ̃(u∞) where u∞ is

locally bounded, and it follows that for any constant C:

1{|τ |>ǫ,u∞>−C}MAθ̃(u∞) = 1D∞∩{|τ |>ǫ,φ∞>−C}(θ̃ − (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS)
n+1

and hence letting C → ∞:

1{|τ |>ǫ}MAθ̃(u∞) = 1D∞∩{|τ |>ǫ}(θ̃ − (πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS)
n+1.

From this it follows that

lim
k→∞

∫

{|τ |>ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk) =

∫

{|τ |>ǫ}

MAθ̃(u∞) ≤ vol(β − {X0}),

where the last inequality comes from Proposition 6.1

�

Proposition 6.3.

lim inf
k→∞

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk) ≥ (n+ 1)vol(α).

Proof. We have that

lim inf
k→∞

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk) = lim inf
k→∞

(

∫

X

MAθ̃(uk)−

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk)

)

=

= vol(β)− lim sup
k→∞

∫

{|τ |>ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk) ≥ vol(β)− vol(β − {X0}) = (n+ 1)vol(α),

where in last equality we used Corollary 4.7. �

Proposition 6.4.

lim inf
k→∞

∫

P1

(∫

Xτ∩Dk

θ̃n
)

ωk ≥ vol(α).
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Proof. Note that ddcgk ≤ ωFS + ddcgk = ωk and that

(θ̃ + ωk)
n+1 = θ̃n+1 + (n+ 1)θ̃n ∧ ωk.

Using this we get that

MAθ̃(uk) = 1Dk
(θ̃ + ddcgk)

n+1 ≤ 1Dk
(θ̃ + ωk)

n+1 = 1Dk
(θ̃n+1 + (n+ 1)θ̃n ∧ ωk)

This implies that for any ǫ > 0:

(n+ 1)

∫

P1

(∫

Xτ∩Dk

θ̃n
)

ωk ≥

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk)−

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

1Dk
θ̃n+1 =

=

∫

{|τ |≤ǫ}

MAθ̃(uk)− o(ǫ).

Combined with Proposition 6.3 we get the result. �

Corollary 6.5. There exists a sequence τk such that ek/2τk → 0 and
∫

Xτk
∩Dk

θ̃n → vol(α).

Proof. We note from above that

ωk = (e−k/2)∗ω.

Also, since χ′′ > 0 for x < −1,
∫

|τ |<δ ω > 0 for all δ > 0. Also note that for each τ :
∫

Xτk
∩Dk

θ̃n ≤

∫

Xτ

MAθ̃|Xτ
(uk|Xτ

) = vol(α).

That we can find a sequence τk with the desired properties now clearly follows from Propo-

sition 6.4. �

7. STEP 4: CONVERGENCE

Let ũ be as in Section 4, let η be a Kähler form on X and pick an ǫ. By Demailly’s

regularization theorem there exists an θ̃ + ǫη-psh function ψ with analytic singularities

such that ψ ≥ ũ. We can assume that ET ⊆ EnK(β).
Let π : Z → X be a smooth modification with center contained in EnK(β) so that

π ◦ ψ has divisorial singularities. It means that

ddc(π ◦ ψ) =
∑

i

ai[Ei] + σ

where σ is a smooth form. Since

ddc(π ◦ ψ) ≥ −π∗(θ̃ + ǫη)

we get that π∗(θ̃ + ǫη) + σ is semipositive. For small δ > 0 the class π∗γ − δ
∑

i{Ei} is

Kähler, so by possibly increasing ǫ by an arbitrarily small amount while adding arbitrarily

small multiples of ln |sEi |
2
hi

to ψ one can make sure that

ω̃ := π∗(θ̃ + ǫη) + σ

is Kähler.

Let us now consider two families of envelopes:

vk := sup{v ≤ gk, φ � ψ : φ ∈ PSH(X , θ̃ + ǫη)},

and

ṽk := sup{ṽ ≤ gk ◦ π − ψ ◦ π : φ̃ ∈ PSH(Z, ω̃)}.
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The two families are related in a simple way, namely:

Proposition 7.1.

vk ◦ π = ṽk + ψ ◦ π.

Proof. This is clear since a function v is a candidate for the supremum vk iff ṽ := v ◦ π −
ψ ◦ π is a candidate for the supremum ṽk. �

Proposition 7.2. vk|X′+k increases almost everywhere to a function vX′ ∈ PSH(X ′, (θ̃+

ǫη)|X′) and similarly vk|E + k increases to a function vE ∈ PSH(E , (θ̃ + ǫη)|E).

Proof. This follows since gk + k = χ(ln |τ |2 + k)− ln(1 + |τ |2) is increasing and hence

vk + k is also increasing, while gk + k = −1 on X ′ and E , meaning that vk|X′ + k and

vk|E + k have bounded limits. �

Proposition 7.3.
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) ≤ volX|X′(β + ǫ[η]),

and
∫

E

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|E
(vE ) ≤ volX|E(β + ǫ[η]).

Proof. Note that by Proposition 7.1 |vk−ψ| ≤ Ck for some constantsCk, and since vk+k
was increasing, we see that

vX′ ≥ ψ|X′ − C0

and similarly

vE ≥ ψ|E − C0.

By the monotonicity of the Monge-Ampère we thus get that
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(ψ|X′) ≤

∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′)

and
∫

E

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|E
(ψ|E) ≤

∫

E

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|E
(vE).

Since vk|X′ + k increases almost everywhere to vX′ it follows that MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vk)

converges weakly to MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) on the open sets X ′ ∩ {ψ > −C}. It follows that

lim inf
k→∞

∫

X′∩{ψ>−C}

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vk |X′) ≥

∫

X′∩{ψ>−C}

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′).

Letting C → ∞ we get that

lim inf
k→∞

∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vk |X′) ≥

∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′).

But since |vk − ψ| ≤ Ck we have that for all k
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vk|X′) =

∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(ψ|X′),

which shows that
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) =

∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(ψ|X′).

Since
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(ψ|X′) ≤ volX|X′(β + ǫ[η])
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we get that
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) ≤ volX|X′(β + ǫ[η]),

and the same argument works for E . �

The goal is now to prove the following.

Proposition 7.4. Given a sequence τk such that ek/2τk → 0, then for any subsequence τkl
such that ekl/2τkl is decreasing and

∞
∑

l=1

lekl/2τkl <∞,

we have that the measuresMA(θ̃+ǫη)|Xτkl

(vkl |Xτkl

) converge locally toMA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′)

and MA(θ̃+ǫη)||E
(v|E) away from X ′ ∩ E and the singularities of ψ.

To prove this proposition we will use Berman’s regularity theorem (Theorem 2.5) to

derive a Lipschitz bound for vk.

Let x ∈ X \Y and pick local holomorphic coordinates zi centered at x defined in some

neighbourhood U of x. We then have that (z1, ..., zn, τ) are coordinates for U × C ⊆ X ,

let Uk := U × {|τ | ≤ e−k/2}. Let us also assume that ψ is bounded on U0.

In what follows C will stand for a constant that can depend on the particular data, i.e.

θ, η, ψ, U and so on, but importantly it will not depend on k.

Lemma 7.5. On Uk we have that

|vk + k| ≤ C

and

|∆ω̃vk| ≤ Cek.

Proof. We have that ψ − maxψ − 1 ≤ g and hence ψ − maxψ − 1 ≤ v0 and since ψ
was assumed to be bounded on U0 we get that −C ≤ v0 on U0. Furthermore, since vk + k
is increasing in k we get that −C ≤ vk + k on Uk ⊆ U0 for all k. We also note that

vk + k ≤ gk + k ≤ 0 on Uk, so we get that

|vk + k| ≤ C

on Uk.

From Theorem 2.5 we get that

∆ω̃ ṽk ≤ (C(n+ 1) + sup
Z

(∆ω̃gk ◦ π))e
B(gk◦π−ψ◦π−infZ (gk◦π−ψ◦π)).

Since gk(τ) = χ(ln |ek/2τ |2)− k − ln(1 + |τ |2) it follows that

sup
Z

(∆ω̃gk ◦ π) ≤ Cek.

Since vk ◦ π = ṽk +ψ ◦ π and π is biholomorphic on π−1(U0) (ψ being smooth there) we

get that on U0:

∆ω̃vk ≤ CekeB(gk−ψ−inf(gk−ψ)).

Using that ψ is bounded on U0, gk − inf gk = gk + k + 1 which is less than one on Uk it

follows that on Uk:

∆ω̃vk ≤ Cek.

That |∆ω̃vk| ≤ Cek is then immediate since vk is θ̃ + ǫη-psh. �
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Corollary 7.6. On U × {|τ | ≤ e−k/2

2 } we have that

|vk(z, τ)− vk(z, 0)| ≤ Cek/2|τ |.

Proof. For a given z ∈ U let fk(w) := vk(z, e
−k/2w)+k. Note that on U0, ω̃ is equivalent

to the standard metric on U × D. It thus follows from Lemma 7.5 that

|fk| ≤ C

and

|∆fk| ≤ e−kC|∆ω̃vk| ≤ C.

It then follows from Riesz representation theorem that for |w| ≤ 1/2:

|fk(w)− fk(0)| ≤ C|w|.

�

Let now z̃1, z2, ..., zn, τ be local coordinates centered at a point z ∈ E , and assume that

ψ(z) > −∞. Let V ⊆ E be a neighbourhood of z on which we assume that ψ is bounded.

The same arguments as for X ′ shows that on V × {|τ | ≤ e−k/2

2 } (in local coordinates) we

have that

|vk(z, τ)− vk(z, 0)| ≤ Cek/2|τ |.

We can now prove Proposition 7.4.

Proof of Proposition 7.4. Using Corollary 7.6 (and the corresponding estimate near E) and

the fact that vk(z, 0) + k is increasing in k we get that if k > m, |τk| ≤ e−k/2/2 and

|τm| ≤ e−m/2/2 then

vk(z, τk) ≥ vk(z, 0)− Cek/2|τk| ≥ vm(z, 0)− Cek/2|τk| ≥ (10)

≥ vm(z, τm)− Cek/2|τk| − Cem/2|τm|. (11)

This shows that

vkl(z, τkl) +

l
∑

m=1

mekm/2|τkm |

is increasing for l > 2C, and then it increases almost everywhere to

vX′(z) +

∞
∑

l=1

lekl/2|τkl |.

By the continuity of the Monge-Ampère under increasing sequences the Proposition fol-

lows. �

Since uk ≤ gk, uk ∈ PSH(θ̃ + ǫη) and uk � ψ it follows that uk ≤ vk, and hence

Dk ⊆ D′
k. Using Theorem 2.4 we thus get the estimate

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|Xτ
(vk|Xτ

) ≥ 1Xτ∩D′
k
(θ̃ + ǫη)n ≥ 1Xτ∩Dk

θ̃n. (12)

We are now ready to prove the hard inequality of Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7, hard inequality. We know from Corollary 6.5 that there is a se-

quence τk such that ek/2τk → 0 and
∫

Xτk
∩Dk

θ̃n → vol(α).
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Let us pick a subsequence τkl such that ekl/2τkl is decreasing and

∞
∑

l=1

lekl/2τkl <∞.

Of course
∫

Xτkl
∩Dkl

θ̃n → vol(α). (13)

By Proposition 7.4 the measuresMA(θ̃+ǫη)|Xτkl

(vkl |Xτkl

) converge locally toMA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′)

and MA(θ̃+ǫη)||E
(v|E) away from X ′ ∩ E and the singularities of ψ. But for any δ > 0 we

can find an open neighbourhoodU of the set of singularitiesE ∪ (X0∩EnK(β)) such that

for all |τ | > 0:
∫

Xτ∩U

|θ̃n| < δ. (14)

Hence the local convergence away from U together with the estimates (12), (13) and (14)

implies that
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) +

∫

E

MA(θ̃+ǫη)||E
(v|E) ≥ vol(α) − δ,

and since δ > 0 was arbitrary
∫

X′

MA(θ̃+ǫη)|X′
(vX′) +

∫

E

MA(θ̃+ǫη)||E
(v|E) ≥ vol(α).

By Proposition 7.3 this implies that

volX|X′(β + ǫ[η]) + volX|E(β + ǫ[η]) ≥ vol(α). (15)

Since K(β) intersects X ′ and E the restricted volumes along X ′ and E are continuous

at β. Hence we can let ǫ→ 0 in (15) to get the desired inequality

volX|X′(β) + volX|E(β) ≥ vol(α).

�

8. KÄHLER 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 1.3. Let α := [ω]. Recall that µ′ : X ′ → X was the blow-up ofX along

Y , with exceptional divisor E. Let α′ := µ′∗α. Let δ(α, Y ) denote the pseudoeffective

threshhold of Y , i.e. the supremum of t such that α′ − t{E} is pseudoeffective. By

continuity the volume of α′ − t{E} tends to zero as t → δ(α, Y ). Thus, given ǫ > 0 we

can pick a c such that

0 < vol(α′ − c{E}) < ǫvol(α).

Also pick some b > c and let

β = (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}.

That K(β) intersects each fiber Xτ , τ 6= 0, as well as X ′ and E follows exactly as

Proposition 4.1, and one also notes that EnK(β) ⊆ X ′. That

volX|Xτ
= vol(α) =

∫

X

ωn
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is also easily seen, e.g. by considering the current

T := (πX ◦ µ)∗ω + (b− c)(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS + (c− δ)[X ′].

Since β|X′ = α′ − c{E} we have that

volX|X′(β) ≤ vol(α′ − c{E}) ≤ ǫvol(α).

Since {Xτ} = {X ′}+ {E} Corollary 1.5 gives us that

volX|E(β) = vol(α)− vol(α− c{Y }) ≥ (1− ǫ)vol(α).

By the definition of restricted volume this means that one can find a Kähler current

T ∈ β with analytic singularities such that
∫

NY |X\ET

T n > (1− 2ǫ)vol(α).

Without loss of generality we can assume that ET = EnK(β) ⊆ X ′. We can now take

a smooth modification π′ : X ′ → X with center contained in X ′ such that π′∗T has

divisorial singularities, i.e. π′∗T = Ω′ +
∑

ai[Ei]. Thus Ω′ is a semipositive form on X ′

such that [Ω′
|X1

] = α and
∫

NY |X
Ω′ > (1 − 2ǫ)vol(α). Letting σ be a Kähler form on X ′

such that [σ|X1
] = α and taking (1 − δ)Ω′ + δσ shows that without loss of generality we

can assume Ω′ to be Kähler, and by taking an average with respect to the circle action we

can make Ω′ S1-invariant.

Let us now write Ω′ = ddcf + π∗
Xω on X × {|τ | > 1/2} where f is smooth and

S1-invariant. Let maxreg be a regularized max-function. If the constant C is chosen

appropriately we get that maxreg(−f + ln(1 + |τ |2) + C, 0) is equal to 0 for |τ | ≤ 1. It

follows that

Ω := Ω′ + ddcmax
reg

(−f + ln(1 + |τ |2) + C, 0)

is a well-defined S1-invariant Kähler form on X , with
∫

NY |X
Ω > (1 − 2ǫ)vol(α) and

Ω|Xτ
= ω for |τ | large. By scaling of τ we can then make sure that Ω|X1

= ω, and we are

done. �

Proof of Theorem B. We now let c = δ(α, Y ), b > c and let

β = (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}.

We still have that EnK(β) ⊆ X ′.

Pick a closed positive current Ω′ ∈ β with minimal singularities. As K(β) intersects E
the restricted volume along E is continuous at β, so it is the limit of restricted volumes of

(πX ◦ µ)∗α+ b{X0} − c{E}

as c → δ(α, Y ) from below. As we saw in the proof of Theorem A this limit is exactly
∫

X ω
n, thus

∫

NY |X

Ω′n =

∫

X

ωn.

To then find an Ω such that
∫

NX|Y

Ωn =

∫

X

ωn

which in addition is S1-invariant and with Ω|X1
= ω we argue exactly as in the proof of

Theorem A. �
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9. A CANONICAL WEAK KÄHLER DEFORMATION

We will now describe how to construct a canonical weak Kähler deformation (X
D
,Ωcan)

of (X,ω) to the normal bundle of Y .

Let

u := sup{v ≤ 0 : v ∈ PSH(X × D, π∗
Xω), νY×{0}(v) ≥ δ(α, Y )}.

Then u is S1-invariant, π∗ω-psh, and has Lelong number along Y × {0} at least δ(α, Y ).
Since δ(α, Y ) ln |τ |2 is a candidate for the supremum, and u ≤ 0, we get that uX1

= 0.

We now let

Ωcan := ddc(u ◦ µ) + (πX ◦ µ)∗ω − δ(α, Y )[E ].

This is an S1-invariant closed positive current, and since u|X1
= 0 we have that Ωcan|X1

=
ω. Thus (X

D
,Ωcan) is a weak Kähler deformation of (X,ω) to the normal bundle of Y .

Note that

δ(α, Y ) ln |τ |2 ≤ u ≤ 0

implies that max(u, (δ(α, Y )+1) ln |τ |2+1) is equal to u for ln |τ |2 ≤ −1 and (δ(α, Y )+
1) ln |τ |2 + 1 when (δ(α, Y ) + 1) ln |τ |2 + 1 ≥ 0. It follows that max(u, (δ(α, Y ) +
1) ln |τ |2 + 1) extends as a π∗ω-psh function on X × C, which is equal to u for |τ | small.

Let as in Section 4 sE be a defining section for E , h a smooth metric, and η the form so

that

ddc ln |sE |
2
h = [E ]− η.

Let

θ̃ := (πX ◦ µ)∗ω + (δ(α, Y ) + 1)(πP1 ◦ µ)∗ωFS − δ(α, Y )η.

It follows that

ũ := max(u, (δ(α, Y ) + 1) ln |τ |2 + 1)− (δ(α, Y ) + 1) ln(1 + |τ |2)− δ(α, Y ) ln |sE |
2
h

is θ̃-psh and that ddcũ+ θ̃ = Ωcan for ln |τ |2 ≤ −1.

We now claim that ũ has minimal singularities. To see this, let ṽ be an θ̃-psh function.

Then

v := ṽ + (δ(α, Y ) + 1) ln(1 + |τ |2) + δ(α, Y ) ln |sE |
2
h

is (πX ◦ µ)∗ω-psh and has Lelong number at least δ(α, Y ) along E , so it descends to a

π∗
Xω-psh function on X × C with Lelong number at least δ(α, Y ) along Y × {0}. Since

it is also automatically bounded from above by some constant, we get that v ≤ u + C
for |τ | ≤ 1. For |τ | ≥ 1: ũ is bounded, hence ṽ ≤ ũ + C′, showing that ũ has minimal

singularities.

It follows that
∫

NX|Y

Ωncan = volX|E(β),

where

β := (πX ◦ µ)∗α+ (δ(α, Y ) + 1){X0} − δ(α, Y ){E}.

But we saw that

volX|E(β) =

∫

X

ωn

already in the proof of Theorem 1.3.



34 DAVID WITT NYSTRÖM

10. PROOF OF THEOREM A’ AND B’

Let γ be a Kähler class on Z such that γX1
= α, and let η be a Kähler form in γ. Let

β := γ + b{X∞} − c{Z0} where b > c > 0. As in the proof of Theorem A we see that

EnK(β) ⊆ D. We claim that for c large enough νZi(β) > 0 for all i > 0. It would then

follow from Corollary A that volZ|Z0
(β) =

∫

X
ωn, and then the proofs of Theorem A’ and

B’ follows exactly those of Theorem A and B’.

Proof of claim. Let δ > 0. We can then find a closed positive current T ∈ β + δγ with

analytic singularities such that νZ0
(T ) = 0 and ai := νZi(T ) ≤ νZi(β) and for all i > 0.

Let a0 := c.
Fix an i. Let Zi,j := Zi ∩ Zj and let A be the set indices j different from i such that

Zi,j 6= ∅. Let also B be the subset of A such that aj ≥ ai. Let

Ti := (T + c[Z0]− ai[Z0])|Zi
,

where Z0 denotes the zero-fiber of Z . Note that [Ti] = (1 + δ)γ|Zi
, thus

∫

Zi

Ti ∧ η
n−1 = (1 + δ)

∫

Zi

ηn.

On the other hand Ti = σ +
∑

j∈A(aj − ai)[Zi,j ] where σ is semipositive. Hence we get

the inequality

(1 + δ)

∫

Zi

ηn ≥
∑

j∈A

(aj − ai)

∫

Zi,j

ηn−1 ≥

≥
∑

j∈B

(aj − ai)

∫

Zi,j

ηn−1 − ai
∑

j∈A\B

∫

Zi,j

ηn−1. (16)

If we pick one l ∈ B and rearrange we get

al ≤
1

∫

Zi,l
ηn−1



(1 + δ)

∫

Zi

ηn + ai
∑

j∈(A\B)∩{l}

∫

Zi,j

ηn−1



 .

This shows that we can find constantsC1, C2 independent of δ and i such that for all j ∈ A

aj ≤ C1ai + C2.

Since Z0 is connected this implies that if a0 = c is large enough each ai > 0, and since

this estimate was uniform in δ, each νZi(β) > 0 for i > 0. �
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