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THE REGULARITY OF ENVELOPES

ELEONORA DI NEZZA, STEFANO TRAPANI

In memory of Jean-Pierre Demailly.

Abstract. Let X be a compact complex manifold of complex dimension n and α be a smooth closed
real form on X such that its cohomology class {α} ∈ H1,1(X,R) is big. In this paper we prove that,
given a bounded function f with bounded distributional laplacian in X, the α-psh envelope P (f) is
also locally bounded with locally bounded distributional laplacian on the ample locus of {α}.

Résumé. Soit X une variété complexe compacte de dimension complexe n et α une (1,1)-forme
réelle et fermée sur X telle que sa classe de cohomologie {α} ∈ H1,1(X,R) est grosse. Dans ce
travail on démontre que, étant donnée une fonction f dont le laplacien, au sens des distributions,
est borné, alors l’enveloppe α-psh, P (f), a aussi un laplacian borné sur le lieu ample de {α}.

1. Introduction

Envelopes of plurisubharmonic functions played an important role in the development of the
pluripotential theory on domains of Cn, see for example [1, 2, 3, 27, 30].

When, relying on the Bedford and Taylor theory in the local case, the foundations of a pluripo-
tential theory on compact Kähler manifolds have been developed [21, 22], envelopes of quasi-

plurisubharmonic functions started to be intensively studied.
The geometric motivations we can mention are, among others, the study of geodesics in the space

of Kähler metrics [10, 14, 6, 25, 12, 15, 11] and the transcendental holomorphic Morse inequalities
on projective manifolds [29].

The two basic (and related) questions are about the regularity of envelopes and the behaviour
of their Monge-Ampère measures. To fix the setting, let X be a compact complex manifold of
complex dimension n, let α be a smooth closed real (1, 1)-form and let f be a function on X
bounded from above. We are going to refer to f as “barrier function”. Then the prototype of an
envelope construction is

Pα(f) := (sup{ϕ ∈ PSH(X,α) : ϕ ≤ f})∗ ,

where ∗ denotes the upper semi-continuous regularization and PSH(X,α) is the space of all α-
plurisubharminic functions, as defined in Section 2.
The function Pα(f) is either a genuine α-plurisubharmonic function or identically −∞. When
f = −1T is the negative characteristic function of a subset T , then Pα(f) = f∗T is the so-called
relative extremal function of T [21]. When f = 0, then Pα(0) = Vα is a distinguished potential with
minimal singularities.

We recall that a function on some open set in X is said to be in C1,1̄ if it is locally L∞ and
its distributional Laplacian is represented by a locally bounded function. Any C1,1̄ function is also
C1,α for any 0 < α < 1. In this paper we prove the following:

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32W20, 32U05, 32Q15.
Key words and phrases. Envelopes, Kähler manifolds, big cohomology classes.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.14314v3


2 ELEONORA DI NEZZA, STEFANO TRAPANI

Theorem 1.1. Let α be a real closed (1, 1)-form such that {α} is a big class. Assume f ∈ C1,1̄(X).

Then Pα(f) is C
1,1̄ on the ample locus of {α}.

We actually prove a regularity result for the more general rooftop envelope Pα(f1, · · · , fk) (see
Theorem 4.2).

The study of such envelopes has led to several works. We start by summarizing them in the case
of a smooth barrier function f .
The first result to mention is [5], where the author proves that in the case α ∈ c1(L) where L is a
big line bundle over X, the envelope Pα(f) is C

1,1 on the ample locus Amp({α}) of α, and moreover

(1.1) αn
Pα(f)

= 1{Pα(f)=f}α
n
f .

Here, given a α-psh function u, αu := α+ i∂∂̄u and αn
u denotes the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère

measure (α+ i∂∂̄u)n (see [9, Definition 1.1]). Thus the left-hand side of (1.1) is the non-pluripolar
product of Pα(f) while α

n
f is the wedge product n times of the form αf that has bounded coefficients

since f is smooth, (observe that f is not α-plurisubharmonic so the non-pluripolar product of αf

does not make sense).
Later people started to work on possible generalisations of the above results in the case of a

pseudoeffective class {α} that does not necessarily represent the first Chern class of a line bundle.
Assuming that {α} is big and nef, Berman [7], using PDE methods, proved that the envelope Pα(f)

is C1,1̄ on Amp({α}) and that the identity in (1.1) holds.

The optimal regularity C1,1 when {α} is a Kähler class was then proved independently by [28]
and [13], while the big and nef case was settled in [12].
For a general pseudoeffective class the equality

(1.2) αn
Pα(f)

= 1{Pα(f)=f}α
n
f .

is established in [20], without relying on the regularity of Pα(f).
The general case of a big class was treated for the first time by Berman and Demailly. In [4] the

authors claim to prove the C1,1̄ regularity of Pα(f) on the ample locus of {α} when f is smooth.
However it became clear later that their arguments had a mistake in their crucial technical Lemma
1.12. In fact, the lower bound in their Lemma 1.12 does not follow from [4, eq. (1.8)] (as they state)
since there are some mixed terms to take care of.

The purpose of this paper is then to correct the proof in [4] and generalise their regularity result.
Our proof relies on results in [4] and especially on [17] but it presents two novelties. We proceed

in three steps:

• As in [4], we consider the regularization of the envelope through the exponential map. We
first derive weaker estimates than the one stated in [4, Lemma 1.12], which allows us to
obtain Hölder regularity of the envelope. This is done in Lemma 3.1.

• Such regularity and a version of the Lelong-Jensen inequality, allow us to prove an esti-
mate for the complex hessian of the regularized function (like the one in Lemma 1.12) but
with variable coefficients (Lemma 3.5). We can however control the asymptotics of these
coefficients near the boundary of the the ample locus of {α};

• In the third step, we pass to a modification, and we transport the regularized function
on a suitable line bundle. Thanks to a change of coordinates we are able to “kill” the
coefficients appearing in the lower bound of the hessian, thus reducing to estimates with
constant coefficients. This is the key to use (more or less) the same strategy as in [4] and
complete the proof. This is done in Section 4.
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2. Preliminaries

Let us first assume that (X,ω) is a compact Kähler manifold of complex dimension n ≥ 1. The
Kähler assumption will be then removed at the end of Section 4.
Let α be a smooth closed real (1, 1) form such that the cohomology class {α} is big.

The cohomology class {α} is said to be big if there exists a positive closed (1, 1)-current T =
α + i∂∂̄Φ ∈ {α} such that T ≥ ε0ω, for some ε0 > 0. By replacing ω with ε0ω we can assume
T ≥ ω. Such currents are called Kähler currents.

Let Ω be the set of x in X such that there exists a Kähler current cohomologous to α which is
smooth in a neighborhood of x. This is called the ample locus of {α} (also denoted by Amp{α} in
the literature). If {α} is big, Ω is a non-empty open subset such that Σ = X \Ω is a closed analytic
set. Moreover, there exists a Kähler current T = α + i∂∂̄Φ with analytic singularities which is
smooth in Ω (see [8]). Observe that, without loss of generality, we can normalize Φ ≤ −1.

The cohomology class of α is Kähler if and only if Ω = X. Also, Φ is a smooth function and we
can take ω = α+ i∂∂̄Φ.

A function ϕ : X → R ∪ {−∞} is called quasi-plurisubharmonic if locally ϕ = ρ + u, where ρ
is smooth and u is a plurisubharmonic function. We say that ϕ is α-plurisubharmonic (α-psh for
short) if it is quasi-plurisubharmonic and α+ i∂∂̄ϕ ≥ 0 in the weak sense of currents on X. We let
PSH(X,α) denote the space of all α-psh functions on X.
Let f be a smooth function on X, we denote by P (f) the α-psh envelope of f, given by

P (f) = (sup{ϕ α-psh : ϕ ≤ f})∗ .

Note that we drop the index α for simplicity since no ambiguity can occur.
I can be showed that P (f) is α-psh as well, is bounded by f and hence there is no need to take the
upper semicontinuous regularization. Also, clearly P (f)−f is the largest non-positive (α+i∂∂̄f)-psh
function, so for simplicity we will assume in the sequel f ≡ 0. Observe that by definition Φ ≤ P (0),
hence P (0) is locally bounded in Ω.

Let x0 ∈ Ω and let z be holomorphic local coordinates with center in x0 which are ω normal at
x0. Given a function in Ω, we will make the harmless confusion between the function in Ω restricted
to a small coordinate open set (and in this case we use the variable x), and the same function
expressed in the local coordinate variable z.

Let ϕ be any α-psh function, we denote by Ψ(ϕ) the regularised function of ϕ defined in [4, eq.
(1.6)] as

Ψ(ϕ)(z, w) =

∫

ζ∈TzX
ϕ(exphz(wζ))χ(|ζ|

2) dVω, (z, w) ∈ X × C

where exph : TX → X, TzX ∋ ζ → exphz(ζ) is the formal holomorphic part of the Taylor expansion
of the exponential map of the Chern connection on TX associated with the metric ω and χ : R → R

+

is a smooth cut-off function such that χ > 0 for t < 1, χ(t) = 0 for t ≥ 1 and
∫

Cn χ(|ζ|2)dλ(ζ) = 1.
We simply denote by Ψ the function Ψ(P (0)). Observe that Ψ ≤ 0.
By [17] there exists K > 0 large enough such that for w ∈ C \ {0} we have

(2.1) λ(z, w) :=
∂(Ψ(z, es) +Ke2s)

∂s
∣

∣

∣s=log |w|
→ νz(P (0))
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as w goes to 0 where νz(P (0)) is the Lelong number of P (0) at the point z. Moreover, the function
λ is continuous, non-negative and increasing with respect to |w| (see [17, page 15]. In particular
the function

Ψ(z, es) +Ke2s

is increasing with respect to s.

3. Lower bound for the hessian with variable coefficients

Let θ =
∑

j θj
∂
∂zj

and τ = τ1
∂
∂w be tangent vectors in the coordinates z and w and let S be a

real (1, 1)-form in the coordinates z, w and (z, w) (i.e. S can be locally written as
∑

fjkdzj ∧ dz̄k +

gdw ∧ dw̄ +
∑

(hidzi ∧ dw̄ + h̃idw ∧ dz̄i)).
As in [17] we denote by S[θ]2, S[τ ]2, S[θ, τ ]2 the action of the form S on the vectors θ, τ, and

θ + τ respectively as an hermitian form. For notational convenience we denote by |dz|2, |dw|2 the
forms

|dz|2 := (i/2)
∑

j

dzj ∧ dz̄j , |dw|
2 = (i/2)dw ∧ dw̄

Observe that if the holomorphic coordinates are normal at 0, then |dz|20 = ω|0. Note also that
|dz|2[θ]2 =

∑

j |θj|
2 := |θ|2, and |dw|2[τ ]2 = |τ1|

2 := |τ |2. Moreover if p, q are smooth non-negative
functions in z, w coordinates, then:

(3.1)

(

p2|dz|2

2
+
q2|dw|2

2

)

[θ, τ ]2 − pq|θ||τ | =
1

2
(p|θ| − q|τ |)2 ≥ 0.

Given β ∈ [0, 1] we denote by Iβ the following inequality:
(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)
)

[θ, τ ]2

≥ −
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K|w|1+β
)

|θ|2 −K|w|β |θ||τ | −K|w|β |τ |2

=
(

−
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K|w|1+β
)

|dz|2 −K|w|β |dw|2
)

[θ, τ ]2 −K|w|β |θ||τ |

where A > 0,K > 2 and 0 < |w| < δ0.

Lemma 3.1. The inequality I0 holds for some positive constants A,K, δ0.

We thank the referee for pointing out that the above lemma was already proved in [24, Lemma
4.1]. However we prefer to give a proof since we make considerations which will be crucial for us in
a more general case in the sequel.

Proof. We choose as above canonical local holomorphic coordinates (z, ζ) on the tangent bundle of
X centered at some point (x0, 0) (which is then identified with C

n), where z varies in an open set
U, and the coordinates are ω normal at x0. Let z ∈ U and B(z, r) := {z′ : |z′ − z| < r}. Let η be
a local potential of α, then P (0) + η is psh. Observe that, since Ψ is a linear operator and η is a
smooth function

(3.2) Ψ(P (0) + η) = Ψ(P (0)) + Ψ(η) = Ψ(P (0)) + η +O(|w|2).

We let A = sup|ζ|≤1,|ξ|≤1{|cjklmζj ζ̄kξlξ̄m}|, where cjklm are the coefficients of the curvature tensor
of ω.

The above estimate comes from the proof of [17, Theorem 4.1] where we choose u = Aω and
γ = 0. Indeed, it follows from [17, Proposition 3.8] (applied with N = 2), the estimates (3.11) and
(4.3) in [17] that for K ′ >> 1 large enough we have the following estimate up to a term O(|w|2):

α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2 ≥
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|w|2
∫

Cn

−χ1(ζ)
∑

j,k,l,m

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zm∂z̄l
(exphz(wζ))

(

cjklm +
1

|w|2
δjm.δkl

)

τ ′j τ̄
′
k dλ(ζ)−K ′(|θ||τ |+ |τ |2)

where χ1 denotes the primitive χ1(t) =
∫ t
+∞ χ(u) du of χ such that χ1(t) = 0 for t ≥ 1 and

τ ′ = θ + ζτ +O(|w|).
Since 0 ≤ −χ1, we get (always up to a term of the form O(|w|))

α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2

≥ −A





∫

Cn

−|w|2χ1(ζ)
∑

j,k,l,m

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zm∂z̄l
(exphz(wζ) dλ(ζ)



 |θ|2 −K ′′(|θ||τ |+ |τ |2)

≥ −AλΩ(z, w)|θ|
2 −K ′′(|θ||τ |+ |τ |2)

where the function λΩ is defined in [17, page 14]. We stress that the coefficients K ′,K ′′ are O(1)
thanks to [17, eq. (3.11)].

Now the various “O-terms” depend on the Taylor expansion of exphz up to order N = 2, in the
given local normal holomorphic coordinates In particular they depend on the coefficients bjklm and
dαkm appearing in [17, Proposition 2.9]. On the other hand, thanks to [23, Main Theorem] there
exist holomorphic normal coordinates centered at a point x0 such that, in these coordinates, the
coefficients of the Taylor expansion of the exponential map at 0 depend only on the curvature of
ω and its subsequents covariant derivatives at x0. Since ω is defined on the compact manifold X it
follows that these coefficients are uniformly bounded.

Also, thanks to [17, eq. (4.5)] we know that

(3.3) |λ− λΩ| = O(|w|2).

Thus

(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)
)

[θ, τ ]2 ≥
(

−
(

Aλ(z, |w|) + K̃|w|2
)

|dz|2 − K̃|dw|2 − C|w| (|dz|2 + |dw|2)
)

[θ, τ ]2 − K̃|θ||τ |

where |w| < δ0 ≤ 1.
Let us stress that −C|w| (|dz|2 + |dw|2)[θ, τ ]2 is needed to bound the term O(|w|)[θ, τ ]2 appearing

in [17, Proposition 3.8] applied with N = 2. Since |w| ≤ 1, if we put K = K̃ + C we find I0. �

Remark 3.2. In [18] the authors study the Hölder regularity of solutions of Monge-Ampère equa-
tion, in particular in their Theorem D they work in the case of a big class {α}.

In their proof they make use of the incorrected [4, Lemma 1.12]. However we point out that
the inequality I0 is enough for their purposes. The interested reader can find all the details in
[24, Theorem 4.2] where the authors considered the case when the reference form is an hermitian
positive definite form. The same arguments apply when α represents a big class.

For simplicity we make the change of coordinate (z, w) → (z, δ−1
0 w), so we will work with |w| < 1.

Let γ ∈ [1/2, 1], we say that the statement IIγ holds if there exist strictly positive continuous
functions C1(x), δ(x) in Ω and a positive constant C2 such that

−C2 ≤

(

Ψ(x, δ) − P (0)(x)

δ2γ

)

≤ C1(x)

for 0 < δ < δ(x).
In the above inequality, we used the variable x and not the local coordinate z in order to stress

that the inequality is global.

The main strategy to prove regularity of the envelope both in [4] and here, is to prove the
inequality II1 with C1(x) < C1, C1 > 0 and δ(x) > δ0 > 0 where x varies on some relatively
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compact open set of the ample locus of the class {α}. It is proved in [4, page 44] that this uniform

inequality is indeed sufficient to obtain C1,1̄ regularity of P (0) on the ample locus of {α}. However,
given the central importance of the latter statement, we will give details of the proof in the lemma
below:

Lemma 3.3. Assume

−C2 ≤

(

Ψ(x, δ) − P (0)(x)

δ2

)

≤ C1

for all x ∈ U, where U is a relatively compact open set of Ω, and with C1 > 0, C2 > 0, 0 < δ < δ0 > 0
which may depend on U . Then P (0) is C1,1̄(Ω).

Proof. Let µ0 be a finite and positive Borel measure on a relatively compact open set U in R
N . Let

µ0 = µ1 + µ2 be the Lebesgue decomposition of µ0 with respect to the Lebesgue measure m. Then
µ1 and µ2 are finite and positive. Also µ1 is absolutely continuous with respect to m whereas µ2 is
the singular part (with respect to m). We define

D(µ0)(x) := lim inf
r→0

µ0(B(x, r))

m(B(x, r)

where B(x, r) is the open ball of center x and radius r. Similarly we define

D(µ1)(x) := lim inf
r→0

µ1(B(x, r))

m(B(x, r)
.

These are globally defined functions on U, and they may have non-negative values including +∞.
[26, Theorem 7.13] ensures that D(µ0)(x) = D(µ1)(x) outside of a set of m-measure zero (i.e. a set
of measure zero w.r.t m). Moreover outside of a set of m-measure zero D(µ0)(x) and D(µ1)(x) are
in fact limits (and not only lim inf). For such x we (respectively) denote by Dµ0(x) and Dµ1(x)
these limits. Moreover it follows from [26, Theorem 7.8] that

µ1(E) =

∫

E
D(µ1)dm,

for any E Borel subset of U . On the other hand D(µ1) = D(µ1) = D(µ0) almost everywhere with
respect to m, hence

µ1(E) =

∫

E
D(µ0)dm.

We claim that if the function D(µ0) is bounded, then µ0 = µ1, i.e. µ0 is absolutely continuous
with respect to m with bounded density. In fact in [26, Theorem 7.15] it is proved that the set
S2 = {x ∈ U : D(µ2)(x) = +∞} as full measure with respect to the singular measure µ2, meaning
that µ2(U) = µ2(S2). Since

S2 ⊆ S0 = {x ∈ U : D(µ0)(x) = +∞} = {x ∈ U : D(µ0)(x) = +∞}

it follows that µ2(U) = µ2(S0). Note also that since µ1 is finite and positive, and D(µ0) is a density
of µ1 (w.r.t m) then the Lebesgue measure of S0 is zero.
Since by assumption the function D(µ0) is bounded, the set S0 is empty. Thus µ2(U) = µ2(S0) =
µ2(∅) = 0. Then µ0 = µ1 is absolutely continuous and it has a bounded m-density. This proves the
claim.

Now we choose a small open set U in Ω such that α = i∂∂̄η in U. The function ϕ := P (0) + η is
then psh on U and so µ0 := ∆ϕ is a finite and positive measure on U . If follows from the assumption

−C2 ≤

(

Ψ(x, δ) − P (0)(x)

δ2

)

≤ C1

and from [4, eq. 1.16] that D(µ0) is bounded on U. It then follows from the arguments above (with
N = 2n) that the measure ∆ϕ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and
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it has bounded density. This implies that ϕ, hence P (0), is C1,1̄ on U . Since U is any relatively

compact set in Ω we can then conclude that P (0) ∈ C1,1̄(Ω). �

We also have the following:

Lemma 3.4. Fix A,K, β real numbers with A > 0, K > 2, β ∈ [0, 1]. Assume the inequality Iβ .

Then the statement IIγ holds as well with γ = β+1
2 . Moreover if {α} is a Kähler class, we can

choose C1(x) and δ(x) to be positive constants.

Proof. Note that if β ∈ [0, 1] then γ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Given K ′, c positive real numbers, we consider the
functions

fδ(x,w) = Ψ(x,w) +K ′|w|2γ −K ′δ2γ + c log δ

and

ψc,δ(x) = inf
0<|w|<δ

(fδ − c log(|w|).

for 0 < δ < 1, x ∈ X and |w| < δ. Fix x0 in Ω and let z be the holomorphic local coordinates
centered in x0 which are ω normal and defined in an open neighborhood of Ū where U is an open
neighborhood of x0. Simple computations give

α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)(fδ − c log |w|) = α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)fδ = α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ+ 2K ′γ2|w|2(γ−1)|dw|2.

We then use the inequality (3.1) with p = K|w|
β+1
2 , q = |w|

β−1
2 , and thanks to Iβ, we find:

α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)fδ

≥ −
(

Aλ(z, |w|) + (K +K2/2)|w|β+1
)

|dz|2 +

(

2K ′γ2|w|2(γ−1) −K −
|w|β−1

2

)

|dw|2

≥ −
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K2|w|β+1
)

|dz|2 + |w|2(γ−1)

(

2K ′γ2 −K|w|2(1−γ) −
1

2
|w|β+1−2γ

)

|dw|2,

where in the first inequality we used the fact that −K|w|β|dw|2 ≥ −K|dw|2.
We require that

(3.4) 2K ′ >
2K + 1

2γ2
,

in order to have 2K ′γ2 −K − 1
2 > 0. Since γ = β+1

2 ≤ 1, and 0 < |w| ≤ δ, we find

(3.5) α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)fδ > −
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K2|w|β+1
)

|dz|2.

By definition of λ (see (2.1)) and fδ we have that

∂fδ(z, e
s)

∂s
= λ(z, es)− 2Ke2s + 2γK ′e2γs = λ(z, es) + 2e2γs(γK ′ −Ke2(1−γ)s).

Now we also require that

(3.6) K ′ >
K

γ

and we find that

(3.7)
∂fδ(z, e

s)

∂s
> λ(z, es) > 0

for s ≤ 0. For example we could take

K ′ = 2K + 2.
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Since the function P (0) is finite at x0 (recall that x0 ∈ Ω), by (2.1) we have

(3.8) lim
s→−∞

∂fδ(z, e
s)

∂s
= 0.

By (3.5) and the fact that |w| ≤ 1, it follows that

α+ i∂∂̄(z,w)fδ > −
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K2
)

|dz|2.

By (3.8) the function s → fδ(z, e
s) − cs is strictly decreasing near −∞, then this function takes

a minimum value in the interval −∞ < s ≤ log δ at some point s0. Set t0 = es0 . If t0 = δ then
∂fδ(z,e

s)
∂s − c ≤ 0 in (−∞, log δ], in particular by (3.7) λ(z, t0) < c. If t0 < δ, then ∂fδ(z,e

s)
∂s

∣

∣s=s0
= c,

and again λ(z, t0) < c. Let η and σ be local potentials of α and of ω, respectively, in an open
neighborhood of Ū . It follows from inequality (3.5) that the function η(z) + C0σ(z) + fδ(z, w) −
c log |w| is strictly plurisubharmonic in z and w in an open neighborhood of the point (x0, t0) in
X × (C \ {0}), of the form V × {t0 − ρ < |w| < t0 + ρ} for some ρ > 0 where

C0 := Ac+K2δ2γ

(recall that 2γ = β + 1). If we apply the above to every point x0 ∈ Ω, by Kiselman’s minimum
principle and by (3.5), we have that α+i∂∂̄ψc,δ ≥ −C0ω in Ω.Moreover ψc,δ(x) ≤ fδ(x, δ)−c log(δ) ≤
0 since Ψ ≤ 0, so, since X \Ω is a closed analytic set, the estimate α+ i∂∂̄ψc,δ ≥ −C0ω extends to
all of X.
Let µ := C0

C0+1 , so that 0 < µ < 1, and consider the function u = (1 − µ)ψc,δ(z) + µΦ(z), then

we have u ≤ 0 and α + i∂∂̄u ≥ (−(1 − µ)C0 + µ))ω = 0. So, the function u extends to an α-psh
non-positive function on X, in particular u ≤ P (0). If x0 ∈ Ω, then in local ω normal holomorphic
coordinates this gives:

P (0)(z) ≥ (1− µ)ψc,δ(z) + µΦ(z) ≥ ψc,δ(z) + µΦ(z)

since ψc,δ(z) ≤ 0. In other words:

P (0)(z) ≥ Ψ(z, t0) +K ′t2γ0 −K ′δ2γ − c log(t0/δ) + µΦ(z).

On the other hand by (3.7), the function t → Ψ(z, t) + K ′t2γ is increasing and it coincides with
P (0)(z) at t = 0, so

(3.9) P (0)(z) ≤ Ψ(z, t0) +K ′t2γ0 ≤ P (0)(z) +K ′δ2γ + c log(t0/δ) − µΦ(z).

From (3.9) we first derive

c log(t0/δ) ≥ −(K ′δ2γ + µ|Φ(z)|)

(recall that Φ ≤ −1), which is equivalent to

(3.10) δ exp

(

−
1

c
(K ′δ2γ + µ|Φ(z)|)

)

≤ t0 ≤ δ.

Again from (3.9) we derive:

0 ≤ Ψ(z, t0)− P (0)(z) +K ′t2γ0 ≤ K ′δ2γ + c log(t0/δ) + µ|Φ(z)| ≤ K ′δ2γ + µ|Φ(z)|.

Observe that µ
C0

≤ 1, and if we let c = δ2γ , then C0
c = A+K2, then µ

c ≤ A+K2 and K ′+ µ
c |Φ(z)| ≤

K ′ +
(

A+K2
)

|Φ(z)| ≤ B|Φ(z)| where B > 1 is constant. We set

(3.11) R(x) := B|Φ(x)|.

Therefore

(3.12) δ exp(−R(z)) ≤ t0 ≤ δ.
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and

(3.13) 0 ≤
Ψ(z, t0)− P (0)(z) +K ′t2γ0

δ2γ
≤ R(z).

Observe that the functions Ψ and R are defined in all of Ω not only locally. For fixed x ∈ Ω and
0 < δ′ < exp(−R(x)) we choose δ := exp(R(x))δ′ < 1. Observe that by (3.12) we have δ′ ≤ t0.
Since Ψ(x, t) +K ′t2γ is increasing in t we then get

0 ≤
Ψ(x, δ′)− P (0)(x) +K ′δ′2γ

δ′2γ

≤
Ψ(x, t0)− P (0)(x) +K ′t2γ0

δ′2γ

= exp(2γR(x))

(

Ψ(x, t0)− P (0)(x) +K ′t2γ0
δ2γ

)

≤ R(x) exp(2γR(x)) = R(x) exp((β + 1)R(x)).(3.14)

We conclude the proof by posing c = δ2γ , C2 = K ′ = 2K + 2, C1(x) = R(x) exp((β + 1)R(x)) −
K ′, δ(x) = exp(−R(x)). Note that the function R(x) goes to +∞ as x approaches the boundary of
Ω, while δ(x) goes to zero. As already mentioned, Ω = X if {α} is a Kähler class, hence in this case
we can find a uniform upper bound for the function R(x) and a (uniform) lower bound for δ(x). �

Lemma 3.5. There exists continuous positive functions K(x) > 2, and δ(x) in Ω of the form

K(x) := LR(x)eR(x), and δ(x) := Se−R(x) with L > 1 and 0 < S < 1
2 constants, such that:

(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)
)

[θ, τ ]2 ≥

(3.15)
(

−
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K(z)|w|2
)

|dz|2 −K(z)|w||dw|2
)

[θ, τ ]2 −K(z)|w||θ||τ |

if 0 < |w| < δ(x).

Remark 3.6. Since for every point x0 ∈ Ω, we work in a neighborhood of x0 where we choose local
holomorphic coordinates which are ω normal at x0, if we wish to state Lemma 3.5 in a coordinate-free
way we just have to replace |θ|2 = |dz|2[θ, τ ]2 with ω[θ]2 and |θ| with

√

ω[θ]2.

Proof. We choose as above canonical local holomorphic coordinates (z, ζ) on the tangent bundle of
X centered at some point (x0, 0), where z varies in an open set U, and the coordinates are ω normal
at x0. Note that for any z ∈ U , exphz(0) = z and (d exphz)0 = Id. Then, since X is compact,
there exists a positive constant S such that for any |ζ| < |w| < S and for any z ∈ U the norm of
determinant of the real Jacobian of exphz(ζ) as a function of ζ is between 1/2 and 2 and the function
exphz as a function of ζ is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant 2. Let B(z, r) := {z′ : |z′−z| < r}. Let
η be a local potential of α, then P (0) + η is psh. Now fix z0 ∈ U. Recall that for any j, k = 1, · · · n
we have

1

|w|2n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B(0,|w|)

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(ζ))dλ(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
C3

|w|2n

∫

B(0,|w|)
∆(P (0) + η)(exphz0(ζ))dλ(ζ),

where dλ is the Lebesgue measure and C3 is a positive constant. Here ∆ :=
∑

j
∂2

∂zj∂z̄j
.
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On the other hand, by the uniform bounds on the determinant of the real Jacobian and on the
Lipschitz constant on exphz0 we have:

C3

|w|2n

∫

B(0,|w|)
∆(P (0) + η)(exphz0(ζ))dλ(ζ)

≤
C ′
3

|w|2n

∫

B(0,|w|)
∆(P (0) + η)(exphz0(ζ)) |det(JacR exphz0)| dλ(ζ)

=
C ′
3

|w|2n

∫

exphz0
(B(0,|w|))

∆(P (0) + η)(u)dλ(u).

Also,

|exphz0(ζ)− exphz0(0)| = |exphz0(ζ)− z0| ≤ 2|ζ| ≤ 2|w| on |ζ| < |w|.

This means that exphz0(B(0, |w|)) ⊆ B(z0, 2|w|). Therefore

C ′
3

|w|2n

∫

exphz0
(B(0,|w|))

∆(P (0) + η)(u) dλ(u) ≤
C ′
3

|w|2n

∫

B(z0,2|w|)
∆(P (0) + η)(u) dλ(u).

Given 0 < a < 1, t > 0, γ ∈ [0, 1], by (3.2) and by [4, eq. (1.16)] we have:

Ψ(z0, t)− P (0)(z0)

t2γ
=

Ψ(P (0) + η)(z0, t)− P (0)(z0)− η(z0)

t2γ
−O(t2−2γ)

≥
C5(a)

t2γ

(

1

(at)2n−2

∫

B(z0,at)
∆(P (0) + η)(u)dλ(u)

)

− C4t
2−2γ

for positive constants C4, C5(a).
The previous inequality with γ = 1

2 , 0 < a < 1, t > 0, gives

Ψ(z0, t)− P (0)(z0)

t
≥ a2C5(a)

(

1

(at)2n

∫

B(z0,at)
∆(P (0) + η)(u) dλ(u)

)

t− C4t.

Since condition I0 holds, thanks to Lemma 3.4 we can ensure that II1/2 holds as well. Thus we

have (3.14) with t = δ′ < δ(x) and γ = 1/2:

0 ≤
Ψ(z0, t)− P (0)(z0) +K ′t

t
≤ R(z0) exp(R(z0)).

Combining the above inequalities we get

R(z0) exp(R(z0))−K ′ + C4t ≥ a2C5(a)

(

1

(at)2n

∫

B(z0,at)
∆(P (0) + η)(u) dλ(u)

)

t,

i.e.

0 ≤

(

1

(at)2n

∫

B(z0,at)
∆(P (0) + η)(u)dλ(u)

)

≤
R(z0) exp(R(z0))−K ′ + (C4

a )at

(aC5(a)) at
.

Taking a = 1/2, at = 2|w|, for any j, k = 1, · · · , n we get:

1

|w|2n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B(0,|w|)

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(ζ)) dλ(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C6|w|
−1
(

R(z0) exp(R(z0))−K ′ + 4C4|w|
)

.

Observe that all the above constants are independent on the choice of the point z0 ∈ U. Now we
consider the global function M(z) := B′R(z) expR(z), where B′ > 1 is a constant such that

M(z) > C6(R(z) exp(R(z))−K ′ + 4C4).
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Since |w| ≤ 1, it then follows that for any j, k
∫

B(0,1)

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ))dλ(ζ) =

1

|w|2n

∫

B(0,|w|)

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(ζ))dλ(ζ)

≤ M(z0)|w|
−1.

The above inequality ensures that
∫

B(0,1)

∂2(P (0) + η)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ)) dλ(ζ) = O(M(z0)|w|

−1).

Moreover, the fact that
∫

B(0,1)
∂2η

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ))dλ(ζ) = O(1) gives for small |w|

(3.16)

∫

B(0,1)

∂2P (0)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ)) dλ(ζ) = O(M(z0)|w|

−1).

Observe that, a priori, by [17, eq. (3.11)] we only have that the left hand side quantity is O(|w|−2).
We now follow the arguments in the proof of [17, Theorem 4.1]. By [17, Proposition 3.8] we have

that

∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2
∣

∣

z=z0
=

∫

ζ∈Tz0X
∂∂̄(z,w)P (0)(τ

′ ∧ τ̄ ′ + |w|2V )exphz0
(wζ) χ(|ζ|

2) dVω +O(|w|N−1)

where N is a positive integer and the vector fields τ ′ and V are the ones defined at [17, page
8]. We observe that such vector fields depends on N (the multi-indexes α, β are indeed such that
2 ≤ |α|, |β| ≤ N). In order to obtain the estimates we want, we need to apply [17, Proposition 3.8]
with N = 3, whereas Demailly applies it with N = 2. On the other hand, by the observation in the
last lines of the proof of [17, Proposition 3.8] we know that when we increase N by one unit (in this
case from 2 to 3) the contribution of the additional terms (which corresponds to the contribution
of all multi-indexes α, β with |α| and |β| equal to N + 1 = 3) in the expansion of ∂∂̄Ψ(P (0))(z,w)

are of the form

(

∫

B(0,1)

∂2P (0)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ))dλ(ζ)

)

O(|w|3).

By (3.16) these terms are of type O(M(z0)|w|
2).

It then follows that

∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2
∣

∣

z=z0
(3.17)

=

∫

ζ∈Tz0X
∂∂̄(z,w)P (0)(τ

′ ∧ τ̄ ′ + |w|2V )exphz0
(wζ) χ(|ζ|

2) dVω +O(M(z0)|w|
2) +O(|w|2),

where the vector fields τ ′ and V are the ones defined with N = 2.
In the proof of [17, Theorem 4.1] the estimates for ∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2 are given up to terms O(|w|)
(coming from [17, Proposition 3.8] applied with N = 2), and up to a term of the form

(

∫

B(0,1)

∂2P (0)

∂zj∂z̄k
(exphz0(wζ))dλ(ζ)

)

O(|w|3).

Therefore applying [17, Proposition 3.8] with N = 3 and observing that in our case the latter term
is O(M(z0)|w|

2) thanks to (3.16), we can use the arguments in the proof of [17, Theorem 4.1] to
estimate ∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)[θ, τ ]2 adding an error term of the form O(M(z)|w|2).

Thus [17, eq. (4.3)] and the formula τ = θ + ηζ +O(|w|) at the end of page 14 in [17] give that
(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)
)

[θ, τ ]2 ≥
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−
(

Aλ(z, |w|) + C|w|2
)

|dz|2 − CM(z)|w|2 (|dz|2 + |dw|2))[θ, τ ]2 −K ′′(|θ||τ |+ |τ |2)

where C > 0 and |w| < δ0 ≤ 1. Thanks to [17, eq. (3.11)] and (3.16), the coefficient K ′′ is of the
form O(M(z))|w|. Moreover, we observe that the coefficient of |dz|2 is of that form because of (3.3)
and we stress again that the term CM(z)|w|2 (|dz|2 + |dw|2) in the lower bound comes from (3.17).

Now, besides the dependence on M(z0), as we already saw in the proof of Lemma 3.1, the
various “O-terms” are uniformly bounded, thus O(|w|2) is bounded by C|w|2(|θ|2 + |τ |2) for some
positive constant C. Finally we collect together all terms multiplying |θ|2, all terms multiplying
|η|2, and all terms multiplying |θ||τ |, The estimate in (3.15) then holds with 0 < |w| < Se−R(z) and
K(z) := LM(z) for some positive constant L. �

3.1. The Kähler case. In the Kähler case the lower bound (3.15) holds with constant coefficients.
This allows us to reprove regularity in the Kähler case in the spirit of [4].

Corollary 3.7. If {α} is a Kähler class, then the estimates I1 and II1 with constant coefficients

holds on X. In particular the function P (0) is C1,1̄ on X.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 we have I0. Since the class {α} is Kähler, Lemma 3.4 ensures that II1/2 holds
with constant coefficients (i.e. with C1(x), δ(x) constants). Using the arguments in Lemma 3.5 we
derive (3.15) where, since {α} is Kähler, the function R(x) is uniformly bounded from above by a
big positive constant, hence inequality I1 holds with constant coefficients. Then by Lemma 3.4 we
have II1. By Lemma 3.3 we conclude that P (0) is C1,1̄. �

The corollary above was also proved in [7] using Monge-Ampère equations and the so-called
β-convergence.

4. Lower bound of the hessian II: the trick of the line bundle

The same arguments in Corollary 3.7 can not be used in the big case since the coefficients
appearing in the lower bound of the hessian are functions that explodes when approaching the
boundary of Ω. The idea is then to work on a high power of a suitable line bundle in order to “kill”
such functions after a change of coordinates. After that, the reasoning will be similar to the above.

As mentioned in Section 2 , the Kähler current T = α + i∂∂̄Φ can be chosen to have analytic
singularities along Σ, so there exists a modification q : X̃ → X, (which is a sequence of blow-ups
with smooth center) such that q∗T = ω̃+

∑

1≤j≤N cj [Dj ], where cj are positive real numbers, ω̃ is a

semipositive smooth real closed (1, 1)-form and [Dj ] is the current of integration along an irreducible
divisor Dj [19, Theorem 3.4]. Moreover the map q gives a biholomorphism between q−1(Ω) and Ω.
Observe that if ϕ is a non-positive α-psh function of X, then ϕ◦q is a non-positive q∗α-psh function
on X̃. Vice-versa if ψ is non-positive (q∗α)-psh on X̃, then the restriction of ψ to q−1(Ω) is of the
form ϕ◦q for some non-positive α-psh function ϕ on Ω. Such function ϕ can be extended to all of X,
since Σ = X \Ω is a closed pluripolar subset, hence ψ = ϕ ◦ q in all of X. It follows that the largest

non-positive (q∗α)-psh function on X̃ is P (0) ◦ q. Since q gives a biholomorphism from q−1(Ω) to

Ω, showing that P (0) is C1,1̄ in Ω is equivalent to show that so is P (0) ◦ q in q−1(Ω). In the sequel

we will then assume X = X̃, q = IdX , Σ =
⋃

1≤j≤N Dj , and T = α+ i∂∂̄Φ = ω̃ +
∑

1≤j≤N cj [Dj ].
Also, recall that if h is an hermitian metric on an holomorphic line bundle L, and σ is a non-

zero holomorphic section of L, then the Poincaré-Lelong formula gives [D] = i
2π

(

Θh + ∂∂̄ log |σ|2h
)

,
where Θh s the curvature of h and D is the zero set of σ. In particular if Lj, σj are, respectively, the
line bundle and the holomorphic section associated to the divisor Dj and hj is a smooth hermitian
metric on Lj, we have

T = ω̃ +
i

2π

N
∑

j=1

cj

(

Θhj
+ ∂∂̄ log |σj |

2
hj

)

= α+ i∂∂̄Φ.
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Then i∂∂̄
(

∑

j
cj
2π log |σj |

2
hj

− Φ
)

is smooth, hence

Φ =
∑

j

cj
2π

log |σj|
2
hj

+ a smooth function on X.

Given p ∈ Σ, let Up(1) and Up(2), Up(3) open neighbourhoods of p such that Up(2) is relatively
compact in Up(1), and Up(3) is relatively compact in Up(2). Assume that there exists in Up(1)
holomorphic local coordinates z for X and holomorphic nowhere zero sections of Lj.
Let {V ′

i }{1≤j≤ℓ} be a finite sub-covering of the covering {Up(2)}p∈Σ of Σ, and set {Vi}{1≤j≤ℓ} the
corresponding sub-covering of {Up(1)}p∈Σ.

Let U =
⋃

p∈Σ Up(3), and H̃ = X \ U, then H̃ is compact. Given q ∈ H̃, let Uq(1) and Uq(2) open

neighborhoods of q such that Uq(2) is relatively compact in Uq(1), Uq(1) ∩ Σ = ∅ and assume that
in Uq(1) there exists holomorphic local coordinates z and holomorphic nowhere zero sections of Lj.

Let {V ′
i }ℓ+1≤j≤r be a finite sub covering of the covering {Uq(2)}q∈H̃ of H̃, and set {Vi}{ℓ+1≤j≤r}

the corresponding subcovering of {Uq(1)}q∈H̃ .

Then we obtain {Vi}{1≤i≤r} and {V ′
i }{1≤i≤r} finite open coverings of X, with the following pro-

perties:

1. V ′
i is relatively compact in Vi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r,

2. {V ′
i }{1≤i≤ℓ} covers Σ,

3. Vi ∩ Σ = ∅ for ℓ+ 1 ≤ i ≤ r,
4. there exist local holomorphic coordinates z on the open set Vi, and nowhere zero holomorphic

sections ηi,j of the line bundle Lj|Vi
.

Therefore we have

(4.1) 0 < ai,j < |ηi,j|
2
hi
< bi,j.

on V ′
i for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, for some positive constants ai,j, bi,j . Let gi,j :=

σ2
i

η2i,j
. By rescaling the section

σj (if necessary) we can assume that |σj |
2
hj
< 1

2 (mini ai,j). Recall that the covering {V ′
i }{1≤i≤r} is

finite. Then by construction it follows that |gi,j | < 1/2 on V ′
i . Moreover gi,j is holomorphic, it is

nowhere zero on V ′
i \Dj and gi,j ≡ 0 on V ′

i ∩Dj , for 1 ≤ i ≤ r and 1 ≤ j ≤ N.

Also, by definition on V ′
i , we can re-write Φ as

(4.2) Φ =
∑

j

cj
2π

log |gi,j |+ a smooth bounded function on V ′
i .

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r.
Given a positive integer m to be suitably chosen later, we let

L = (L1 ⊗ L2 . . . ⊗ LN )2m,

with its holomorphic section s := (σ1 ⊗ σ2 . . . ⊗ σN )2m. Let L∗ the dual bundle of L. Let h =
(h1 ⊗ h2 . . . ⊗ hN )2m be the corresponding hermitian metric on L, and let h∗ be the dual metric
on L∗. Let M(L∗) be the total space of the line bundle L∗ and π : M(L∗) → X be the natural
projection. Set

W := {β ∈M(L∗) \ {zero section} : 0 < |β(s(π(β))| < Se−R(π(β)), π(β) ∈ Ω},

where S is the constant appearing in Lemma 3.5. Let Ψ̃ :W → R give by

Ψ̃(β) =: Ψ(π(β), β(s(π(β))).

Themap Ψ̃ is smooth and for all β inM(L∗)\{zero section} we have limξ∈C, ξ→0 Ψ̃(ξβ) = P (0)(π(β)).
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On each open set V ′
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ r we have a natural trivialization of L∗ given by (z, ξ) → (z, ξη∗(z)),

where η∗ is the dual section of η := (ηi,1⊗ηi,2⊗ . . .⊗ηi,N)2m. Then in local holomorphic coordinates
we have

Ψ̃(z, ξ) = Ψ(z,Gi(z)ξ) on V ′
i

where Gi = (gi,1 gi,2 . . . gi,N )m.

In the following we aim at computing the complex hessian of Ψ̃ in these coordinates.
Recall that the map (z, ξ) → (z,Gi(z)ξ) is holomorphic, hence if (θ, τ) is a tangent vector to a point

in V ′
i with θ tangent to X, and τ ∈ C, then the Levi form of Ψ̃ computed at the point (z, ξ) on the

vector (θ, τ) is the Levi form of Ψ computed at the point (z,Gi(z)ξ) on the vector

(4.3) Jac(z,Gi(z)ξ)(θ, τ) =

(

θ
ξdzGi(θ) +Gi(z)τ

)

where Jac is the holomorphic Jacobian.

Moreover, since for 1 ≤ i ≤ r the open set V ′
i is relatively compact in Vi and both ω and |dz|2 are

Kähler forms in Vi, then
|dz|2

M ≤ ω ≤ M |dz|2 on each V ′
i for some real number M > 1. Since the

covering is finite we may choose M independent of i.
We then obtain the lower bound for the hessian of Ψ in the coordinates on each V ′

i . More precisely,
Lemma 3.5, Remark 3.6 and the above observation insures that, up to replacing A with AM, and
K(z) with K(z)M (but keeping the same name A,K(z)) we have

(

α(z) + ∂∂̄(z,w)Ψ(z, w)
)

[θ, τ ]2 ≥

(4.4)
(

−
(

Aλ(z, |w|) +K(z)|w|2
)

|dz|2 −K(z)|w||dw|2
)

[θ, τ ]2 −K(z)|w||θ||τ |

where K(z) = LR(z)eR(z), L > 1, and 0 < |w| < Se−R(z).

If β ∈ W, let (z, ξ) are the coordinates of β in the open set V ′
i , then from (4.4) and (4.3), we

derive that
(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,ξ)Ψ̃(z, ξ)
)

[θ, τ ]2

≥ −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)||ξ|) +K(z)|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|2

)

|θ|2 −K(z)|ξ||Gi(z)||ξdzGi(θ) +Gi(z)τ)|
2

−K(z)|ξ||Gi(z)||θ||ξdzGi(θ) +G(z)τ |

≥ −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)||ξ|) +K(z)|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|2

)

|θ|2 −K(z)|ξ||Gi(z)|(|ξ|
2|dzGi(θ)|

2 + |Gi(z)|
2|τ |2

+ 2|ξ||Gi(z)||dzGi(θ)||τ |)−K(z)|ξ||Gi(z)||θ||ξ||dzGi(θ)| −K(z)|ξ||Gi(z)||θ||Gi(z)||τ |

≥ − (Aλ(z, |Gi(z)||ξ|) +K1(z, ξ)) |ξ|
2|θ|2 −K2(z)|ξ||τ |

2 −K3(z, ξ)|ξ||θ||τ |

≥ − (Aλ(z, |Gi(z)||ξ|) +K1(z)) |ξ|
2|θ|2 −K2(z)|ξ||τ |

2 −K3(z)|ξ||θ||τ |.

Here

K1(z, ξ) := K(z)(|Gi(z)|
2 + |ξ||Gi(z)||dzGi|

2 + |Gi||dzGi|)

≤ K(z)(|Gi(z)|
2 + |dzGi|

2 + |Gi||dzGi) := K1(z)

where the last inequality follows since |Gi(z)||ξ| ≤ 1 and |dzGi(θ)| ≤ |dzGi||θ|;

K2(z) := K(z)|Gi(z)|
3

and

K3(z, ξ) := K(z)|Gi(z)|(|Gi(z)| + 2|ξ||Gi(z)||dzGi|) ≤ K(z)|Gi(z)|(|Gi(z)|+ 2|dzGi|) := K3(z)

where the inequality follows again from the fact that |Gi(z)||ξ| ≤ 1. Thus
(

α(z) + i∂∂̄(z,ξ)Ψ̃(z, ξ)
)

[θ, τ ]2 ≥
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−
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)||ξ|) +K1(z)|ξ|
2
)

|θ|2 −K2(z)|ξ||τ |
2 −K3(z)|ξ||θ||τ |.

We claim that we can choose the positive integer m so large that K(z)|Gi(z)| and K(z)|dzGi| go to
zero as z approaches the set Σ. This would imply that K1(z),K2(z),K3(z) will also go to zero as
z approaches Σ.
Now recall thatK(z) = L(ReR)(z) ≤ Le2R(z), R = B|Φ| (B > 1) and by (4.2)R ≤ T1

∑

j log(1/|gi,j |).

This means thatK(z) ≤ T2

(gi,1gi,2...gi,N )T3
, with T1, T2, T3 positive constants. Then choosingm > T3+1

we have the claim.
On the other hand the functions K(z)Gi(z), and K(z)|dzGi| are bounded also on V ′

i for l+1 ≤ i ≤ r

since V ′
i ∩ Σ = ∅ for i ≥ l + 1. We can then infer that K1(z) ≤ H,K2(z) ≤ H|Gi(z)|

2 and
K3(z) ≤ H|Gi(z)| on each V ′

i for 1 ≤ i ≤ r with H positive constant. Combining all the above we
get:

i∂∂̄Ψ̃(z, ξ)[θ, τ ]2(4.5)

≥ −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) +H|ξ|2
)

|θ|2 −H|Gi(z)|
2|ξ||τ |2 −H|Gi||ξ||θ||τ |

≥ −α[θ]2 −

(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) +

(

H +
1

2

)

|ξ|2
)

|θ|2 −

(

H|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|+

1

2
H2|Gi(z)|

2

)

|τ |2.

where the last inequality follows from the fact that H|Gi||ξ||θ||τ | ≤
1
2

(

|ξ|2|θ|2 +H2|Gi|
2|τ |2

)

.

We also claim that there exists a positive constant k0 > 1 such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, the quantity
e−k0R(z)

|Gi(z)|
goes to zero when z goes to Σ.

To prove the claim we observe that on V ′
i for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we have:

−R = BΦ ≤
B

2π

(

min
1≤j≤N

cj

)

∑

j

log |gi,j |+ T4 := T5
∑

j

log |gi,j |+ T4

with T4, T5 positive constants, since by construction |gi,j | < 1/2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and 1 ≤ j ≤ N. It
follows that

e−k0R

|Gi|
≤ ek0T4 |gi,1gi,2 · · · gi,N |k0T5−m.

It is then sufficient to choose k0 >
m
T5

+ 1. Hence, we infer e−k0R

|Gi|
< T6 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, with T6

positive constant.
We fix δ real number with 0 < δ < S and we let

Wδ := {β ∈M(L∗) \ {zero section} : 0 < |β(s(π(β))| < e−k0R(π(β))δ, π(β) ∈ Ω}.

Note that since k0 > 1, Wδ ⊆ W. Fix β ∈ Wδ, it follows that if (z, ξ) are the local coordinates of β
in V ′

i we have: |ξ| < T6δ.

We consider the function f̃ : Wδ → R given by f̃(β) := Ψ̃(β) + K̃ ′|β(s(π(β))|2, with K̃ ′ a (big
enough) positive constant. In local coordinates:

f̃(z, ξ) = Ψ̃(z, ξ) + K̃ ′|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|2.

Using (4.3), we compute the complex Hessian of f̃ (w.r.t. (z, ξ)):

(4.6) i∂∂̄f̃ [θ, τ ]2 = i∂∂̄Ψ̃[θ, τ ]2 + K̃ ′|ξ|2|dzGi(θ)|
2 + K̃ ′|Gi(z)|

2|τ |2 + 2K̃ ′ℜ(Gi(z)dzGi(θ)ξτ̄).

Then from (4.5) and (4.6):

i∂∂̄f̃ [θ, τ ]2 ≥ −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) + (H + 1/2)|ξ|2
)

|θ|2 − (H|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|+ 1/2H2|Gi(z)|

2)|τ |2

+K̃ ′|ξ|2|dzGi(θ)|
2 + K̃ ′|Gi(z)|

2|τ |2 + 2K̃ ′ℜ(Gi(z)dzGi(θ)ξτ̄).
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On the other hand since |dzGi(θ)| ≤ |dzGi||θ|,

2K̃ ′|ℜ(dzGi(θ)Gi(z)ξτ̄)| ≤ 2K̃ ′|Gi(z)||dzGi||θ||ξ||τ |

≤ K̃ ′2|dzGi|
2|ξ|2|θ|2 + |Gi|

2|τ |2.

Since for β ∈Wδ we have |ξ| < T6δ < T6, it follows that:

i∂∂̄f̃ [θ, τ ]2 ≥ −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) + (H + 1/2 + (K̃ ′2 +K ′)|dzGi|
2)|ξ|2

)

|θ|2

+
(

K̃ ′|Gi(z)|
2 − |Gi(z)|

2 − (H|Gi(z)|
2|ξ|+ 1/2H2|Gi(z)|

2)
)

|τ |2

≥ −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) + (H + 1/2 + (K̃ ′2 +K ′)|dzGi|
2)|ξ|2

)

|θ|2

+
(

K̃ ′|Gi(z)|
2 − |Gi(z)|

2 − (HT6|Gi(z)|
2 + 1/2H2|Gi(z)|

2)
)

|τ |2

= −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) + (H + 1/2 + (K̃ ′2 +K ′)|dzGi|
2)|ξ|2

)

|θ|2

+|Gi(z)|
2
(

K̃ ′ − 1−HT6 − 1/2H2
)

|τ |2.

We choose K̃ ′ such that
(

K̃ ′ − 1−HT6 −
1
2H

2
)

> 0 and such that K̃ ′ − K > 0 (where K is the

constant appearing in (2.1)). We also choose K∗ such that K∗ > H + 1
2 + (K̃ ′2 + K̃ ′)|dzGi|

2 for all
1 ≤ i ≤ r.
Finally we find:

(4.7) i∂∂̄f̃ [θ, τ ]2 > −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) +K∗|ξ|2
)

|θ|2.

Also we recall that ω and |dz|2 are Kähler forms on Vi, hence
ω

|dz|2
is bounded on V ′

i . So by

multiplying A and K∗ by the same big positive constant (but keeping the same name A and K∗)
we obtain:

(4.8) i∂∂̄f̃ [θ, τ ]2 > −α[θ]2 −
(

Aλ(z, |Gi(z)ξ|) +K∗|ξ|2
)

ω[θ]2.

We now fix x0 ∈ Ω and we look at the restriction of f̃ to the fiber over x0 of π :Wδ → Ω as a function
of u := log |β(s(x0))|. SinceWδ ⊆W, such restriction hx0 is well defined on ]−∞,−k0R(x0)+log δ[.
Then hx0 is strictly increasing with respect to u, since thanks to (2.1), the first derivative of hx0 is

λ(x0, e
u)+2(K̃ ′−K))e2u. Observe that by construction the function f̃ : Wδ → R is invariant under

the natural S1 action on M(L∗) \ {zero section}.
Now fix c > 0. Since the Lelong number of P (0) at x0 is zero we have that

lim
u→−∞

∂(hx0(u)− cu)

∂u
= −c.

This means that the function hx0(u)−cu is either decreasing on the whole interval ]−∞,−k0R(x0)+
log δ[, and in this case u0 = −k0R(x0)+log(δ); or hx0(u)−cu has a minimum value u0 < −k0R(x0)+
log δ. In both cases λ(x0, e

u0) ≤ c. (Note that u0 depends on x0).

However, since Ψ̃ ≤ 0 and e−k0R(x0)δ < δ, by definition of f̃ we have

hx0(u0)− cu0 ≤ hx0(−k0R(x0) + log δ)− c(−k0R(x0) + log δ)

≤ K̃ ′e−2k0R(x0)δ2 − c(−k0R(x0) + log δ)

≤ K̃ ′δ2 − c(−k0R(x0) + log δ)

≤ K̃ ′δ2 + ck0R(x0)− c log δ.

Then:

(4.9) hx0(u0)− cu0 − K̃ ′δ2 − c(k0R(x0)− log δ) ≤ 0.



THE REGULARITY OF ENVELOPES 17

Since the function β → β(s(π(β)), is holomorphic and nowhere zero on Wδ, by formula (4.8) and
the fact that |ξ| ≤ T6δ, we see that in coordinates

i∂∂̄(f̃ − c log |β(s(π(β))|) = i∂∂̄f̃ > −α−
(

Aλ(π(β), β(s(π(β)) +K∗|ξ|2
)

ω

≥ −α−
(

Aλ(π(β), β(s(π(β)) +K∗T 2
6 δ

2
)

ω

Set K∗∗ = K∗T 2
6 and let η,σ be the local potentials of α and ω respectively. It then follows that

the function f̃ +(Ac+K∗∗δ2)σ ◦π+ η ◦π is strictly psh in a neighborhood of a point β0 ∈Wδ such
that π(β0) = x0 and log |β0(s(x0)| = u0.

Since f̃ is invariant under rotations, we can apply Kiselman minimum principle on an invariant
neighbourhood of a point β with π(β) = x to prove that the function ψ̃ : Ω → R, given by

ψ̃(x) := inf
{

f̃(β)− c log |β(s(x))|, β ∈Wδ : π(β) = x
}

satisfies the inequality

(4.10) i∂∂̄ψ̃ ≥ −C∗
0ω − α

in a neighborhood of x0, with

C∗
0 = Ac+K∗∗δ2.

But x0 is arbitrary so this inequality holds on all of Ω.
Moreover by (4.9) we find

ψ̃(x)− K̃ ′δ2 − c(k0R(x)− log δ) ≤ 0

We can rewrite this inequality as:

Q(x) := ψ̃(x) + ck0BΦ(x) + c log δ − K̃ ′δ2 ≤ 0.

Thanks to (4.10) and the fact that i∂∂̄Φ ≥ ω − α we obtain

(1 + ck0B)α+ i∂∂̄Q ≥ −C∗
0ω + ck0Bω ≥ −C∗

0ω.

Now we choose µ̃ :=
C∗

0
C∗

0+1+ck0B
, and we note that 0 < µ̃ < 1. Then the function v := (1 − µ̃)Q +

µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ is (1 + ck0B)α psh and v ≤ 0.
Then v extends to a non-positive (1 + ck0B)α psh function on X, so that

(4.11) v ≤ (1 + ck0B)P (0) ≤ P (0)

since P (0) ≤ 0. In other words, since Q ≤ 0,

P (0) ≥ (1− µ̃)Q+ µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ ≥ Q+ µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ

so

(4.12) P (0) ≥ ψ̃ + ck0BΦ+ µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ + c log δ − K̃ ′δ2.

Now the function f̃(β) with π(β) = x, depends only on ‖β‖h∗ (where h∗ is the dual metric on L∗

introduced above). As function of ‖β‖h∗ , f̃ is decreasing and it converges to P (0)(x) when β goes

to zero along π−1(x). Then P (0)(x) ≤ f̃(β0) = ψ̃(x) + cu0, by definition of u0 and ψ̃. Combining
this with (4.12)

P (0)− cu0 ≤ ψ̃ ≤ P (0)− ck0BΦ− µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ− c log δ + K̃ ′δ2.

Now Φ ≤ −1 and P (0) is finite in Ω, then

u0 ≥ −

(

k0B|Φ|+
µ̄

c
(1 + ck0B)|Φ| − log δ + K̃ ′

δ2

c

)

.
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If we set c = δ2 we derive µ̄
c ≤ A+K∗∗. We also set t0 = eu0 , then

t0 ≥ exp
(

−
(

(A+K∗∗)(1 + ck0B)|Φ|+ k0B|Φ|+ K̃ ′
))

δ

≥ exp
(

−
(

(A+K∗∗)(1 + k0B)|Φ|+ k0B|Φ|+ K̃ ′
))

δ

since c = δ2 < 1.
On the other hand t0 ≤ exp (−k0R(x))δ ≤ δ, hence if we set

F (x) :=
(

(A+K∗∗)(1 + k0B)|Φ(x)|+ k0B|Φ(x)|+ K̃ ′
)

we have F > 0 and e−F (x)δ ≤ t0 ≤ δ.
Let V be a relatively compact open subset of Ω, and assume 0 < F ≤M on V, then

(4.13) e−Mδ ≤ t0 ≤ δ

on V.
However by (4.12), for x ∈ V we have:

0 ≥ ψ̃(x)− P (0)(x) + ck0BΦ(x) + µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ(x) + c log δ − K̃ ′δ2

= f̃(β0)− c log t0 − P (0)(x) + ck0BΦ(x) + µ̃(1 + ck0T1)Φ(x) + c log δ − K̃ ′δ2

= Ψ(x, t0) + K̃ ′t20 − P (0)(x) − c log t0 + ck0BΦ(x) + µ̃(1 + ck0B)Φ(x) + c log δ − K̃ ′δ2

that is

Ψ(x, t0) + K̃ ′t20 − P (0)(x) ≤ c log t0 + ck0B|Φ|(x) + µ̃(1 + ck0B)|Φ|(x)− c log δ + K̃ ′δ2.

Then, since c = δ2 < 1 and µ̄
c ≤ A+K∗∗ we obtain

Ψ(x, t0) + K̃ ′t20 − P (0)(x)

δ2
≤ log

t0
δ
+ k0B|Φ|(x) + (A+K∗∗)(1 + k0B)|Φ|(x) + K̃ ′

≤ k0B|Φ|(x) + (A+K∗∗)(1 + k0B)|Φ|(x) + K̃ ′

= F (x).

Hence

(4.14)
Ψ(x, t0) + K̃ ′t20 − P (0)(x)

δ2
≤M

on the relatively compact open subset V on Ω chosen above.
Now recall that the function t→ Ψ(x, t)+ K̃ ′t2 is increasing and it is greater or equal to P (0), then
if we let δ′ = e−M δ ≤ t0 we get

0 ≤
Ψ(x, δ′) + K̃ ′δ′2 − P (0)(x)

δ2
≤M

or equivalently,

0 ≤
Ψ(x, δ′) + K̃ ′δ′2 − P (0)(x)

δ′2
≤Me2M

for x ∈ V and 0 < δ′ = e−Mδ < Se−M (recall that δ < S < 1/2).
We then infer that for x ∈ V and for 0 < δ′ < Se−M

−K̃ ′ ≤
Ψ(x, δ′)− P (0)(x)

δ′2
≤Me2M − K̃ ′

Since the relatively compact set V in Ω is arbitrary, combining the above inequality together with
Lemma 3.3 we show that P (0) in C1,1̄ in Ω.

Remark 4.1. It is worth observing that the estimate (4.10) is essentially the one given in [4, Lemma
1.12].



THE REGULARITY OF ENVELOPES 19

Given k (possibly different) C1,1̄ functions f1, . . . , fk on X, we can consider the rooftop envelope
P (min1≤j≤k fj), also denoted by P (f1, . . . , fk). Note that P (f1, . . . , fk) is a genuine α-psh function
with minimal singularities. In fact, the functions fj for 1 ≤ j ≤ k are continuous on X, then there
is a positive constant C such that −C ≤ min1≤j≤k fj ≤ C, therefore P (0) − C ≤ P (f1, . . . , fk) ≤
P (0) + C.

We are now able to derive our main theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold. Assume α is a smooth real closed (1, 1)-

form such that {α} is a big class. Let f1, . . . , fk be C1,1̄ functions on X. Then the rooftop envelope

P (f1, . . . , fk) is C
1,1̄ in Ω, the ample locus of {α}. In particular the coefficients of i∂∂̄P (f1, . . . , fk)

are locally bounded on any local holomorphic coordinate system in Ω.

Proof. We first assume that (X,ω) is Kähler, that k = 1 and that the function f1 is quasi-psh. As
in [4], we observe that in the above computations we do not really need α to be a smooth form. In
our arguments we only need that the coefficients of α are bounded on the open sets V ′

i , 1 ≤ i ≤ r

given above. Observe that since f1 is quasi-psh and it is C1,1̄(X), then coefficients of i∂∂̄f1 are
locally bounded. We can then replace the smooth form α by α+ i∂∂̄f1.
If P (f1) is the psh envelope of f1 with respect to the form α, then P (f1) − f1 coincides with the

envelope P (0) with respect to α+ i∂∂̄f1. Moreover if q : X̃ → X is the modification as above, the

function f1 ◦ q is still C1,1̄ and quasi-psh on X̃. Thus, we infer that P (f1) is C
1,1̄ in Ω.

We now take functions f1, . . . fk which are not necessarily quasi-psh and we choose A > 0 big enough
such that Aω > α. We then consider the rooftop envelope of f1, . . . , fk w.r.t. Aω, PAω(f1, . . . , fk).

Since the functions f1, . . . , fk are in C1,1̄(X) and Aω is a Kähler form it follows from [7] and [16,

Theorem 2.5] that PAω(f1, . . . , fk) is also C
1,1̄ on X.

Moreover PAω(f1, . . . , fk) is also quasi-psh by definition, hence the arguments above ensure that

Pα(PAω(f1, . . . , fk)) is C
1,1̄ in Ω.

We claim that Pα(f1, . . . , fk) = Pα(PAω(f1, . . . , fk)).
Indeed, Pα(PAω(f1, . . . , fk)) ≤ Pα(f1, . . . , fk) since PAω(f1, . . . , fk) ≤ min1≤j≤k fj. For the re-
verse inequality we observe that any α-psh function is also Aω-psh (Aω > α). This implies that
Pα(f1, . . . , fk) ≤ PAω(f1, . . . , fk). Taking the envelope w.r.t α both sides we get the equality we
wanted.

Finally to remove the Kähler assumption: given a compact complex manifold X, we observe (as
we did at the beginning of Section 4) that we can choose a Kähler current representing {α} which
is smooth on Ω. If we resolve its singularities and we make further blow-ups as in [19, Theorem

3.4 and Lemma 3.5] we obtain a compact Kähler manifold X̃ with a birational morphism from X̃
to X which is biholomorphic over Ω. Then (as in Section 4) we can pull-back the form α and the
functions P (0), f1, . . . , fk in order to reduce to the Kähler case. �
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