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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 « be a smooth closed
real form on X such that its cohomology class {a} € H“(X7 R) is big. In this paper we prove that,
given a bounded function f with bounded distributional laplacian in X, the a-psh envelope P(f) is
also locally bounded with locally bounded distributional laplacian on the ample locus of {a}.

RESUME. Soit X une variété complexe compacte de dimension complexe n et « une (1,1)-forme
réelle et fermée sur X telle que sa classe de cohomologie {a} € H"'(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 I'enveloppe a-psh, P(f), a aussi un laplacian borné sur le lieu ample de {a}.

1. INTRODUCTION

Envelopes of plurisubharmonic functions played an important role in the development of the
pluripotential theory on domains of C", see for example [I}, 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 Kéhler 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 Kéhler 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-Ampere measures. To fix the setting, let X be a compact complex manifold of
complex dimension n, let « 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

Po(f) == (sup{y € PSH(X,a) : ¢ < f})",

where * denotes the upper semi-continuous regularization and PSH(X, «) is the space of all a-
plurisubharminic functions, as defined in Section 2.

The function P,(f) is either a genuine a-plurisubharmonic function or identically —oo. When
[ = —1r is the negative characteristic function of a subset 7', then P,(f) = fr is the so-called
relative extremal function of T' [21]. When f = 0, then P,(0) = V,, is a distinguished potential with
minimal singularities.

We recall that a function on some open set in X is said to be in CL1 if it is locally L°*° and
its distributional Laplacian is represented by a locally bounded function. Any C1! function is also
C1H for any 0 < a < 1. In this paper we prove the following:

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32W20, 32U05, 32Q15.
Key words and phrases. Envelopes, Kahler manifolds, big cohomology classes.
1


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

2 ELEONORA DI NEZZA, STEFANO TRAPANI

Theorem 1.1. Let a be a real closed (1,1)-form such that {a} is a big class. Assume f € CLL(X).
Then P,(f) is C%' on the ample locus of {a}.

We actually prove a regularity result for the more general rooftop envelope P, (f1,--- , fr) (see
Theorem [£.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 a € ¢;(L) where L is a
big line bundle over X, the envelope P, (f) is C%! on the ample locus Amp({a}) of o, and moreover

(1.1) ap. ) = Lp.(n=1oF-

Here, given a a-psh function u, ay, := « + i00u and o denotes the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampére
measure (a +i00u)" (see [9, Definition 1.1]). Thus the left-hand side of (II)) is the non-pluripolar
product of P, (f) while o is the wedge product n times of the form a that has bounded coefficients
since f is smooth, (observe that f is not a-plurisubharmonic so the non-pluripolar product of oy
does not make sense).

Later people started to work on possible generalisations of the above results in the case of a
pseudoeffective class {a} that does not necessarily represent the first Chern class of a line bundle.
Assuming that {a} is big and nef, Berman [7], using PDE methods, proved that the envelope P, (f)
is C1t on Amp({a}) and that the identity in (LI holds.

The optimal regularity C1'' when {a} is a Kéhler class was then proved independently by [28]
and [I13], while the big and nef case was settled in [12].
For a general pseudoeffective class the equality

(1.2) ap. ) = L pa(h=r10F-

is established in [20], without relying on the regularity of P,(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! regularity of P,(f) on the ample locus of {a} 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 [I7] but it presents two novelties. We proceed
in three steps:

e 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 Holder regularity of the envelope. This is done in Lemma [B.11

e 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 [B.5]). We can however control the asymptotics of these
coefficients near the boundary of the the ample locus of {a};

e 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 [El
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us first assume that (X,w) is a compact Kéhler manifold of complex dimension n > 1. The
Kahler assumption will be then removed at the end of Section Ml
Let a be a smooth closed real (1,1) form such that the cohomology class {a} is big.

The cohomology class {a} is said to be big if there exists a positive closed (1,1)-current T =
a4+ i00® € {a} such that T > eqw, for some g9 > 0. By replacing w with egw we can assume
T > w. Such currents are called Kahler currents.

Let € be the set of z in X such that there exists a Kéahler current cohomologous to a which is
smooth in a neighborhood of z. This is called the ample locus of {a} (also denoted by Amp{a} in
the literature). If {a} is big, Q is a non-empty open subset such that ¥ = X \ Q is a closed analytic
set. Moreover, there exists a Kihler current T = o 4 i00® with analytic singularities which is
smooth in Q (see [8]). Observe that, without loss of generality, we can normalize & < —1.

The cohomology class of a is Kéhler if and only if 2 = X. Also, ® is a smooth function and we
can take w = a 4 i00®.

A function ¢ : X — RU {—o00} is called quasi-plurisubharmonic if locally ¢ = p + u, where p
is smooth and w is a plurisubharmonic function. We say that ¢ is a-plurisubharmonic (a-psh for
short) if it is quasi-plurisubharmonic and « 4 i99¢ > 0 in the weak sense of currents on X. We let
PSH(X, «) denote the space of all a-psh functions on X.

Let f be a smooth function on X, we denote by P(f) the a-psh envelope of f, given by

P(f) = (sup{p a-psh : ¢ < f})".
Note that we drop the index « for simplicity since no ambiguity can occur.
I can be showed that P(f) is a-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 (499 f)-psh

function, so for simplicity we will assume in the sequel f = 0. Observe that by definition ® < P(0),
hence P(0) is locally bounded in €.

Let g € Q and let z be holomorphic local coordinates with center in xy which are w normal at
xg. Given a function in €2, we will make the harmless confusion between the function in €2 restricted
to a small coordinate open set (and in this case we use the variable z), and the same function
expressed in the local coordinate variable z.

Let ¢ be any a-psh function, we denote by W(p) the regularised function of ¢ defined in [4, eq.
(1.6)] as

¥ = [ plewh. mOIX(C AL, (su) e X xC
where exph : TX — X, T, X 5 ¢ — exph,(() is the formal holomorphic part of the Taylor expansion
of the exponential map of the Chern connection on T'X associated with the metric w and y : R — RT
is a smooth cut-off function such that x >0 for ¢ < 1, x(t) =0 for t > 1 and [, x(|¢[*)dA(¢) = 1.
We simply denote by ¥ the function ¥(P(0)). Observe that ¥ < 0.
By [17] there exists K > 0 large enough such that for w € C\ {0} we have

2. eS e2s
(2.1) Az w) = 2 a)S+K )‘S:h)gw|

— v,(P(0))
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as w goes to 0 where v,(P(0)) is the Lelong number of P(0) at the point z. Moreover, the function
A is continuous, non-negative and increasing with respect to |w| (see [I7, page 15]. In particular
the function

U(z,e%) + Ke*

is increasing with respect to s.

3. LOWER BOUND FOR THE HESSIAN WITH VARIABLE COEFFICIENTS

Let 0 = >, Hja%j and 7 = 7'18% 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 ) fjrdz; A dz +
gdw A diw + Y (hidz; A did + hidw A dZ;)).

As in [I7] we denote by S[0]%, S[r]?, S[f,7]? the action of the form S on the vectors 6, 7, and
6 + T respectively as an hermitian form. For notational convenience we denote by |dz|?, |dw|* the
forms

|dz]? = (i/2) Y dz; Adz, |dw]® = (i/2)dw A db
j
Observe that if the holomorphic coordinates are normal at 0, then |dz|3 = w|y. Note also that
|dz|?[0)? = > 10;% := 10|, and |dw|*[7]? = |r1|* := |7|>. Moreover if p,q are smooth non-negative
functions in z,w coordinates, then:

20 7,12 20 7,12
p°ldz q°|dw 1
(3.) (2 20D ) oo — i = 500101 - alr)? 0.
Given f € [0, 1] we denote by I3 the following inequality:

0,1
(a(2) + 100, 1) ¥ (2, w)) [0, 7]?
— (AN ) + Klw ) [0 = K wl?0ll7] = Kl |rf?

v

= (= (A, ) + Kl ') def? = Klwl® [dwl?) (0,712 = K[w|?|0]|7]
where A > 0, K > 2 and 0 < |w| < Jp.

Lemma 3.1. The inequality Iy holds for some positive constants A, K, dg.

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,() on the tangent bundle of
X centered at some point (x,0) (which is then identified with C™), where z varies in an open set
U, and the coordinates are w normal at xg. Let z € U and B(z,r) := {2’ : |2/ — z] < r}. Let  be
a local potential of «, then P(0) 4+ 7 is psh. Observe that, since ¥ is a linear operator and 7 is a
smooth function

(3.2) U(P(0) +m) = W(P(0) + ¥(n) = ¥(P(0)) +n+ O(jw|?).

We let A = SUP|(|§17|§|§1{’Cjklmgjgkflgm}ya where ¢, are the coefficients of the curvature tensor
of w.

The above estimate comes from the proof of [I7, Theorem 4.1] where we choose u = Aw and
v = 0. Indeed, it follows from [I7, Proposition 3.8] (applied with N = 2), the estimates (3.11) and
(4.3) in [I7] that for K’ >> 1 large enough we have the following estimate up to a term O(|wl|?):

o+ i@é(z,w)\lf(z, w)l6, 7']2 >
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0*(P(0) + ) 1 .
2 / / 2
|w] /C" —Xl(C)j%:m W(exphz(wo) <Cjklm + W@m-%l) 777, AA(C) — K'(|0]|7] + | 7]7)
where y; denotes the primitive x1(t) = fioo x(u) du of x such that yi(t) = 0 for ¢ > 1 and
7' =60+ (71 + O(|w)).

Since 0 < —x1, we get (always up to a term of the form O(|wl))

o+ 105(Z7w)\11(z, w)[f, 7]

82(P(0) +77) /

2 2 / 2
> A /cc" —|wl Xl(C)j’glvmW(eXth(wC) dA(C) | 1017 — K7 (10]|7| + [7]%)
> —Axa(z,w)[0]* — K"(16]|7] + [7]*)

where the function \q is defined in [I7, page 14]. We stress that the coefficients K’, K" are O(1)
thanks to [I7, eq. (3.11)].

Now the various “O-terms” depend on the Taylor expansion of exph, up to order N = 2, in the
given local normal holomorphic coordinates In particular they depend on the coefficients bjy,, and
dokm appearing in [I7, Proposition 2.9]. On the other hand, thanks to [23] Main Theorem]| there
exist holomorphic normal coordinates centered at a point xy such that, in these coordinates, the
coefficients of the Taylor expansion of the exponential map at 0 depend only on the curvature of
w and its subsequents covariant derivatives at xg. Since w is defined on the compact manifold X it
follows that these coefficients are uniformly bounded.

Also, thanks to [I7, eq. (4.5)] we know that

(3.3) A= Aol = O(lw]?).
Thus

(a(z) + iaé(sz)\ll(z,w)) 0,7]? >
(= (AN ) + Klwf?) [d2f? = Kldw]? = Clo (122 + dw]?)) 0, 7] = K6]|7]

where |w| < §p < 1.
Let us stress that —Clw] (|dz|* + |dw|?*)[#, 7]* is needed to bound the term O(|w|)[f,7]* appearing
in [I7, Proposition 3.8] applied with N = 2. Since |w| < 1, if we put K = K + C we find I;. O

Remark 3.2. In [I8] the authors study the Holder regularity of solutions of Monge-Ampere equa-
tion, in particular in their Theorem D they work in the case of a big class {a}.

In their proof they make use of the incorrected [4, Lemma 1.12]. However we point out that
the inequality Iy 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 « represents a big class.

For simplicity we make the change of coordinate (z,w) — (z,d; ‘w), so we will work with |w| < 1.
Let v € [1/2,1], we say that the statement I, holds if there exist strictly positive continuous
functions C}(z),d(x) in 2 and a positive constant Co such that

~Cy < (‘Ij(m’é) 5_2Wp(0)($)> < Oi(x)

for 0 < 0 < 0(z).
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 I1; with Ci(x) < Cp, C; > 0 and 6(x) > Jp > 0 where x varies on some relatively
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compact open set of the ample locus of the class {a}. It is proved in [4, page 44] that this uniform
inequality is indeed sufficient to obtain C1! regularity of P(0) on the ample locus of {a}. However,
given the central importance of the latter statement, we will give details of the proof in the lemma
below:

Lemma 3.3. Assume

U(z,0) — P(0
_C2 S < (:Ev )52 ( )(:E)) Scl
for allx € U, where U is a relatively compact open set of 1, and with C1 > 0,C2 > 0,0 <6 < dg >0
which may depend on U. Then P(0) is CH1(Q).

Proof. Let pug be a finite and positive Borel measure on a relatively compact open set U in RY. Let
1o = p1 + peo be the Lebesgue decomposition of g with respect to the Lebesgue measure m. Then
i1 and po are finite and positive. Also p7 is absolutely continuous with respect to m whereas s is
the singular part (with respect to m). We define

(B(z,7))

oM
D(po)(x) = lim inf TZ(B(%T)

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

e m(B(w,r))
D(pn)(2) = lim inf (Bl
These are globally defined functions on U, and they may have non-negative values including +oo.
[26, Theorem 7.13] ensures that D(uo)(z) = D(u1)(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(ug)(x) and D(u1)(z) are
in fact limits (and not only liminf). For such z we (respectively) denote by Dug(z) and Duq(z)
these limits. Moreover it follows from [26, Theorem 7.8] that

1 (E) = /E D(u)dm,

for any F Borel subset of U. On the other hand D(u1) = D(p1) = D(uo) almost everywhere with
respect to m, hence

i (E) = /EQ(uo)dm-

We claim that if the function D(ug) is bounded, then ug = pq, i.e. po is absolutely continuous
with respect to m with bounded density. In fact in [26, Theorem 7.15] it is proved that the set
Sy ={z € U : D(u2)(z) = +oo} as full measure with respect to the singular measure p2, meaning
that pe(U) = p2(S2). Since

S2 €S0 = {z € U : D(po)(x) = +oo} = {x € U: D(po)(x) = +o00}

it follows that pa(U) = pa(So). Note also that since yq is finite and positive, and D(uo) is a density
of 11 (w.r.t m) then the Lebesgue measure of Sy is zero.
Since by assumption the function D(ug) is bounded, the set Sp is empty. Thus pua(U) = u2(So) =
p2(0) = 0. Then po = pq is absolutely continuous and it has a bounded m-density. This proves the
claim.

Now we choose a small open set U in  such that o = i99n in U. The function ¢ := P(0) + 7 is
then psh on U and so pg := Ay is a finite and positive measure on U. If follows from the assumption

o< <\p<$,5) §2P(0)($)> o

and from [4], eq. 1.16] that D(uo) is bounded on U. It then follows from the arguments above (with
N = 2n) that the measure Ay is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and
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it has bounded density. This implies that ¢, hence P(0), is C™! on U. Since U is any relatively
compact set in {2 we can then conclude that P(0) € C11(€Q). O

We also have the following:

Lemma 3.4. Fiz A, K, real numbers with A > 0, K > 2, § € [0,1]. Assume the inequality Ig.

Then the statement 11, holds as well with v = B;rl. Moreover if {a} is a Kdhler class, we can
choose Ci(x) and 6(x) to be positive constants.

Proof. Note that if 5 € [0,1] then v € [1/2,1]. Given K’, ¢ positive real numbers, we consider the
functions

fs(z,w) = V(z,w) + K'|w|* — K'6%7 + clog§
and

Yes(x) = . inf  (f5 — clog(|wl).
<|w|<d

for 0 < 0 < 1,z € X and |w| < 4. Fix zp in Q and let z be the holomorphic local coordinates

centered in xy which are w normal and defined in an open neighborhood of U where U is an open
neighborhood of zy. Simple computations give

0 + 100, 1) (f5 — clog [w]) = a + 00, ) f5 = & + 1004 1) ¥ + 2K'v?w[* 7V |dw .

We then use the inequality (B.I]) with p = K|w| E ,q = |w| 21, and thanks to Ig, we find:

o+ z‘aé(w)f(;

B-1
> - (A)\(z, jw|) + (K + K2/2)ywyﬂ+1) |dz|* + <2K"y2]w]2(“’_1) g > |dw|

1
> — (AN ful) + KPRl ) P 20 (2797 = K0 = FufH1727) auf,

where in the first inequality we used the fact that —K|w|®|dw|? > —K|dw|?.
We require that

2K +1
292 7
in order to have 2K’ 2—K—%>0. Sinceyz%gl, and 0 < |w| < 9§, we find

(3.4) 2K >

(3.5) O+ 800 f5 > — (A)\(z, ) + K2ywyﬂ+l) |d2[2.
By definition of A (see (2.I])) and f5 we have that
6 S
7]06(8? <) = Az, €%) — 2Ke? + 29K'e?® = A(z,€°) + 2e¥75 (v K’ — K2(1719),
Now we also require that
K
(3.6) K >—
~
and we find that
8 S
(3.7) % > A(z,e%) >0

for s < 0. For example we could take

K' =2K + 2.
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Since the function P(0) is finite at 2 (recall that xg € ), by (2.1 we have
(3.8) i 2f6(z.€%)

s——00 0s

=0.

By (B3] and the fact that |w| < 1, it follows that
a4 00, ) f5 > — (AN(z, [w]) + K?) |dz|.

By (3:8) the function s — f5(z,e®) — cs is strictly decreasing near —oo, then this function takes
a minimum value in the interval —oo < s < logd at some point sg. Set tg = 0. If {5 = § then

% —¢ <0 in (—o0,logd], in particular by B.7) A(z,t9) < c. If ty < 6, then Ofs(ze”) =c,

Os s=50
and again A(z,tg) < c. Let n and o be local potentials of o and of w, respectively, in‘ an open
neighborhood of U. It follows from inequality (B3.5) that the function n(z) + Coo(2) + f5(z,w) —
clog |w| is strictly plurisubharmonic in z and w in an open neighborhood of the point (zg,%y) in
X x (C\ {0}), of the form V x {tg — p < |w| < tg + p} for some p > 0 where

Co = Ac+ K?5%
(recall that 2y = § + 1). If we apply the above to every point zg € €, by Kiselman’s minimum
principle and by (B.5]), we have that a+i00v¢. 5 > —Cow in Q. Moreover ¢ 5(z) < f5(z,d)—clog(d) <

0 since ¥ < 0, so, since X \ 2 is a closed analytic set, the estimate a4 i00v. 5 > —Cow extends to
all of X.
Let p := %, so that 0 < p < 1, and consider the function u = (1 — p).5(2) + p®(2), then

we have u < 0 and a + i09u > (—(1 — p)Co + p))w = 0. So, the function u extends to an a-psh
non-positive function on X, in particular u < P(0). If gy € Q, then in local w normal holomorphic
coordinates this gives:

PO)(2) 2 (1 - 1)thes(2) + i0(2) = tos(2) + p(2)
since 1. 5(z) < 0. In other words:

P(0)(2) > W(z, to) + K't) — K'6%7 — clog(to/d) + u®(z).

On the other hand by ([B.7), the function ¢t — W(z,t) + K't?Y is increasing and it coincides with
P(0)(z) at t =0, so

(3.9) P0)(z) < ¥(z,tg) + K/t?)“/ < P(0)(2) + K'6%7 + clog(tg/8) — p®(2).
From ([39) we first derive

clog(to/8) = —(K'6* + p|@(2)])
(recall that & < —1), which is equivalent to

(3.10) dexp (—%(K'(Sz'y + u!@(z)\)) <ty <.

Again from (3.9) we derive:

0 < U(zty) — P(0)(2) + K'tgv < K'6%7 + clog(to/8) + p|®(2)] < K'6% + p|®(2)|.
Observe that £ < 1, and if we let ¢ = 627, then % = A+ K? then £ < A+ K? and K'+£(®(2)] <
K'+ (A+ K?)|®(z)| < B|®(z)| where B > 1 is constant. We set
(3.11) R(z) := B|®(z)|.

Therefore

(3.12) dexp(—R(z)) <ty < 0.



THE REGULARITY OF ENVELOPES 9

and

U(z,t) — P(0)(z) + K't3
0 55 0 < R(2).

(3.13) 0<

Observe that the functions ¥ and R are defined in all of 2 not only locally. For fixed = € 2 and
0 < ¢’ < exp(—R(z)) we choose § := exp(R(z))d’ < 1. Observe that by [B.I2) we have &' < tg.
Since ¥(z,t) + K't?7 is increasing in ¢ we then get

U(z,8") — P(0)(x) + K&

0 <
< o
_ Y(xto) = P(0)(z) + Kty
< L
142
= exp(27R(x)) (‘I’(‘Ev to) — P(S(;)(:v) + K t@)
(3.14) < R(z)exp(2yR(z)) = R(z) exp((8 + 1)R(x)).

We conclude the proof by posing ¢ = §27,Cy = K’ = 2K + 2,Cy(z) = R(z)exp((8 + 1)R(z)) —
K’ 6(x) = exp(—R(x)). Note that the function R(z) goes to +oo as x approaches the boundary of
Q, while §(z) goes to zero. As already mentioned, 2 = X if {«a} is a Kéhler class, hence in this case
we can find a uniform upper bound for the function R(x) and a (uniform) lower bound for 6(z). O

Lemma 3.5. There exists continuous positive functions K(x) > 2, and §(z) in Q of the form
K(z) := LR(x)ef'®) | and §(zx) := Se=B®) with L > 1 and 0 < S < 3 constants, such that:

(a(z) + i85(27w)\11(z,w)) 0, 7)* >

(3.15) (= (AA(z, [w]) + K(2)[w]?) |d2|? — K (2)|wl|dw]?) [0, 7]* — K (2)|w]|6]|7]
if 0 < |w| < d(x).

Remark 3.6. Since for every point g € (2, we work in a neighborhood of xy where we choose local
holomorphic coordinates which are w normal at xg, if we wish to state Lemmal[3.5]in a coordinate-free
way we just have to replace |0|? = |dz|?[0, 7]? with w[0]? and |§| with \/w][f]2.

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

1
’w’2n

82j827€

2
/ W(exphm(o)dx(o' < % [ AP0)+ e, A0
B(0,|wl) w B(0,|wl)

62

where d) is the Lebesgue measure and C is a positive constant. Here A := " i 9297
W indad}
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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 exph,, we have:

Cs

— A(P(0 h dX

b o APO) e, ()0
c

—"uﬂ2n
cy

= A(P(0 dX(u).
5 Lo, gy SO D)

/ A(P(0) + ) (exph, (¢)) | det(Jacg exph, )| dA(C)
B(0,|wl)

Also,
lexph. (¢) — exph, (0)] = |exph, (¢) — zo| < 2|¢] < 2Jw|  on [¢] < [uw].
This means that exph, (B(0, |w|)) € B(zo,2|w|). Therefore

/

/ A(P(0) +n)(u) dA(u) < Cs / A(P(0) +n)(u) dA(u).
exph_ (B(0,|w])) (20,2/w])

—-’U42n

Cy

’U42n

Given 0 < a < 1,t > 0,v € [0,1], by (82)) and by [4, eq. (1.16)] we have:

U(z0,t) = P(0)(20) _  W(P(0) +n)(20,t) — P(O)(ZO)—U(ZO)_O(tz—zfy)
t2v t2v

Cs5(a) 1 oy
2 t52v <(at)2n—2 /B(Zovat)A(P(O)+77)(U)d)\(u)> — Oyt*?

for positive constants Cy, C5(a).
The previous inequality with v = %, 0<a<l1,t>0,gives

U (z0,1) —tP(O)(Zo) > ¢2C5(a) ((at1)2" /B(zom) A(P(0) + 1) (u) d)\(u)) t — Cyt.

Since condition Iy holds, thanks to Lemma [3.4] we can ensure that 1), holds as well. Thus we

have (B14) with ¢t = ¢ < 6(z) and v = 1/2:

U(z,t) — P(0)(2) + K't
t

0< < R(z0) exp(R(z0)).

Combining the above inequalities we get

R(z20) exp(R(2)) — K’ + Cyt > a*Cs(a) <ﬁ /B( ) A(P(0) 4+ n)(u) dA(u)) t,

i.e.

1 R(zp) exp(R(z0)) — K' + (%)at
0= <(at)2" /B(zo,at) AP0 ”)(u)dw)> = (aCs(a)) at |

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

1
’U42n

[ EroL,
(0,]wl)

< -1 < '
02,07, < Cglw| ™ (R(20) exp(R(20)) — K’ + 4Cy|w])

xph, (€)) dA(C)

Observe that all the above constants are independent on the choice of the point zy € U. Now we
consider the global function M(z) := B'R(z)exp R(z), where B’ > 1 is a constant such that

M(z) > Cg(R(2) exp(R(2)) — K' +4Cy).
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Since |w| < 1, it then follows that for any j, k
9*(P(0) +n) 1 0%(P(0) +n)
————=(exph, (w())dA = / —————(exph, dX
Lo T e, O = o [ SR eph, (0)NC)

< M(z)w| ™"

The above inequality ensures that

P(P() +7) y

—5- 52 (exph, d\NC) = O(M _
/B(o,1) 0z;0% (exph, (w()) dA(C) (M (20)|w|™")

Moreover, the fact that fB(o 1) %(exph% (w())dA(¢) = O(1) gives for small |w|

2°P(0) _ .
(3.16) Lo, 5oz, P (0C) O = O G

Observe that, a priori, by [I7], 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 [I7, Theorem 4.1]. By [I7, Proposition 3.8] we have
that

aa(sz)w(z’w)[e’ﬂz‘z:zo - /CET ¥ aa(z,w)P(O)(T/ AT + ’w’2v)exphzo(w0 X(’C’z) dVi, + O(’w’N_l)
20

where N is a positive integer and the vector fields 7/ and V are the ones defined at [I7, page
8]. We observe that such vector fields depends on N (the multi-indexes «, 3 are indeed such that
2 <|al,|B] < N). In order to obtain the estimates we want, we need to apply [I7, Proposition 3.8]
with N = 3, whereas Demailly applies it with NV = 2. On the other hand, by the observation in the
last lines of the proof of [I7, 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 «, § with |a| and |3| equal to N + 1 = 3) in the expansion of 85W(P(0))(z7w)
are of the form

9?P(0) .
</B(0,1> 92,07, (exph, <w<>>dA(<)> O(|wl]?).

By (BI6) these terms are of type O(M (zo)|wl|?).
It then follows that

(3.17)  00(s,)¥ (2, w)[0, 7]

zZ=20

- /CGT b% 8g(z:w)P(O)(T/ A 7:/ + ‘w‘2v)oxphzo(wC) X(‘CP) de + O(M(ZO)”U)P) + O(\w\2),
20

where the vector fields 7/ and V' are the ones defined with N = 2.
In the proof of [I7, Theorem 4.1] the estimates for 99, ,,)¥(z,w)[0,7]? are given up to terms O(|w)
(coming from [I7, Proposition 3.8] applied with N = 2), and up to a term of the form

9*P(0) .
</B(071) 92,07, (exphZO(wO)dA(g)> O(jw?).

Therefore applying [17, Proposition 3.8] with N = 3 and observing that in our case the latter term
is O(M(z9)|w|?) thanks to (B.I6]), we can use the arguments in the proof of [I7, Theorem 4.1] to
estimate 99|, .,y ¥ (z,w)[0, 7]* adding an error term of the form O(M(z)|w|?).

Thus [17, eq. (4.3)] and the formula 7 = 6 + n¢ + O(|w|) at the end of page 14 in [17] give that

(a(z) + i@é(zw)\I’(z,w)) [0,7’]2 >
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— (AA(z, [w]) + Clwl?) [dz]* — CM (2)|w]* (|d=[* + |dw]*))[0, 7]* — K" (|8]|7| + |7[*)

where C' > 0 and |w| < §p < 1. Thanks to [I7, eq. (3.11)] and (BI6]), the coefficient K" is of the
form O(M (z))|w|. Moreover, we observe that the coefficient of |dz|? is of that form because of (B.3])
and we stress again that the term C M (2)|w|? (|dz|? + |dw|?) in the lower bound comes from (B.I7]).

Now, besides the dependence on M(zp), as we already saw in the proof of Lemma Bl the
various “O-terms” are uniformly bounded, thus O(|w|?) is bounded by C|w|?(|0]? + |7|?) for some
positive constant C. Finally we collect together all terms multiplying |#|?, all terms multiplying
In|2, and all terms multiplying |]|7|, The estimate in (3.I5) then holds with 0 < |w| < Se=#() and
K(z):= LM(z) for some positive constant L. O

3.1. The Kéahler case. In the Kéahler case the lower bound (B3] holds with constant coefficients.
This allows us to reprove regularity in the Kéhler case in the spirit of [4].

Corollary 3.7. If {a} is a Kdhler class, then the estimates Iy and 11y with constant coefficients
holds on X . In particular the function P(0) is C*! on X.

Proof. By Lemma Bl we have Ij. Since the class {a} is Kéhler, Lemma [34l ensures that 11, /2 holds
with constant coefficients (i.e. with C(x),0(z) constants). Using the arguments in Lemma [3.5] we
derive (B.I5]) where, since {a} is Kéhler, the function R(x) is uniformly bounded from above by a
big positive constant, hence inequality I; holds with constant coefficients. Then by Lemma [3.4] we
have II;. By Lemma [3.3] we conclude that P(0) is C1:t. O

The corollary above was also proved in [7] using Monge-Ampeére equations and the so-called
[B-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 2. 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 @], the Kihler current T = a + i00® can be chosen to have analytic
singularities along >, so there exists a modification ¢ : X = X, (which is a sequence of blow-ups
with smooth center) such that ¢*T = ©+ ZISJSN ¢;j[Dj], where ¢; are positive real numbers, @ is a
semipositive smooth real closed (1,1)-form and [D;] is the current of integration along an irreducible
divisor D; [19, Theorem 3.4]. Moreover the map ¢ gives a biholomorphism between ¢~!(£2) and Q.
Observe that if ¢ is a non-positive a-psh function of X, then oq is a non-positive ¢*a-psh function
on X. Vice-versa if ¢ is non-positive (¢*a)-psh on X, then the restriction of 1 to ¢~1(£2) is of the
form poq for some non-positive a-psh function ¢ on 2. Such function ¢ can be extended to all of X,
since ¥ = X \ Q is a closed pluripolar subset, hence 1) = p o ¢ in all of X. It follows that the largest
non-positive (¢*a)-psh function on X is P(0) o ¢. Since ¢ gives a biholomorphism from ¢~1(Q) to
Q, showing that P(0) is Cb! in Q is equivalent to show that so is P(0) o ¢ in ¢~ (2). In the sequel
we will then assume X = X, ¢ = Idy, ¥ = Uicjen Djsand T =« +i00® = @ + > 1<j<n GlD;]-

Also, recall that if A is an hermitian metric on an holomorphic line bundle L, and o is a non-
zero holomorphic section of L, then the Poincaré-Lelong formula gives [D] = 5= (0, + 89log |o|?)
where Oy, s the curvature of h and D is the zero set of 0. In particular if L;, o; are, respectively, the
line bundle and the holomorphic section associated to the divisor D; and h; is a smooth hermitian
metric on L;, we have

. N
— 7 t . ) 2 = 00
T=w+ Y g 1cj <®hj +88log|aj|hj) = a +1009.
]:
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Then 00 (zj 5L log ]aj],%j - <I>> is smooth, hence

s
¢ = Z é log |Jj|f2zj + a smooth function on X.
j

Given p € X, let U,(1) and U,(2),U,(3) open neighbourhoods of p such that U,(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 L;.

Let {V/'}{1<j<p be a finite sub-covering of the covering {U,(2)}pes of ¥, and set {Vi}{1<;<sy the
corresponding sub-covering of {Up(1)}pes.

Let U = U,ex Up(3), and H = X \ U, then H is compact. Given ¢ € H, let U,(1) and U,(2) open
neighborhoods of ¢ such that Ug,(2) is relatively compact in U,(1), m NY = ) and assume that
in Uy(1) there exists holomorphic local coordinates z and holomorphic nowhere zero sections of L;.
Let {V/}e+1<j<r be a finite sub covering of the covering {U,(2)},cp of H, and set Vit ieri<j<ry

the corresponding subcovering of {Uq(1)} 7

Then we obtain {V;}i<i<y} and {V/'}{1<;<,} finite open coverings of X, with the following pro-
perties:
1. V! is relatively compact in Vj, for 1 <i <r,
2. {V/}p1<i<ey covers X,
3.VinZ=0fort+1<i<r,
4. there exist local holomorphic coordinates z on the open set V;, and nowhere zero holomorphic
sections 7; ; of the line bundle L;|y;.

Therefore we have
(4.1) 0 < aij < |nisli, < by

2

on V/ for 1 < i < r, for some positive constants a; ;,b; ;. Let g; j = :21 By rescaling the section
2V

o; (if necessary) we can assume that ]aj],%j < 1(min; a; ;). Recall that the covering {V; Hi<i<ry 18

finite. Then by construction it follows that |g; ;| < 1/2 on V;. Moreover g; ; is holomorphic, it is
nowhere zero on V/\ Dj and ¢g; j =0 on V/N D, for 1 <i<rand1<j<N.

Also, by definition on V;/, we can re-write ® as

(4.2) o= Z 26—; log|gi,;| + a smooth bounded function on V.
J

for1<i<r.
Given a positive integer m to be suitably chosen later, we let

L=(Li®Ly...®Ly)*,

with its holomorphic section s := (07 ® 03... ® O'N)2m. Let L* the dual bundle of L. Let h =
(h1 @ hy...® hN)2m be the corresponding hermitian metric on L, and let Ah* be the dual metric
on L*. Let M(L*) be the total space of the line bundle L* and 7 : M(L*) — X be the natural
projection. Set

W = {8 € M(L*)\ {zero section} : 0 < |B(s(w(B))| < Se BB 7(8) € O},
where S is the constant appearing in Lemma Let ¥ : W — R give by
U(B) = U(n(B), B(s(m(B)))-
The map W is smooth and for all 8 in M (L*)\{zero section} we have limgec, ¢—0 U (£B) = P(0)(m(B)).
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On each open set V/,1 <1 < r we have a natural trivialization of L* given by (z,&) — (z,&n*(2)),
where n* is the dual section of 1 := (7,1 @72 ®...Qn; N)2m. Then in local holomorphic coordinates
we have

U(z,6) = U(2,Gi(2)€) onV/
where G; = (gz',l gi2 - giN)"

In the following we aim at computing the complex hessian of ¥ in these coordinates.

Recall that the map (z,&) — (z, G;(2)€) is holomorphic, hence if (6, 7) is a tangent vector to a point
in V/ with 6 tangent to X, and 7 € C, then the Levi form of ¥ computed at the point (2,€) on the
vector (6, 7) is the Levi form of ¥ computed at the point (z, G;(2)§) on the vector

(4.3) Jac(z,Gi(2)§)(0,7) = ( gdei(H) + Gi(2)T >

where Jac is the holomorphic Jacobian.
Moreover, since for 1 < ¢ < r the open set V/ is relatively compact in V; and both w and |dz|? are

Kéhler forms in V;, then % < w < M|dz|*> on each V; 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 ¥ in the coordinates on each V/. More precisely,
Lemma B.5] Remark 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

(a(z) + 85(2@)\1!(2,10)) [9,7']2
(4.4) (= (AX(z, [wl) + K (2)[wl?) [dz|* — K (2)wl|dw]?) [0, 7)* — K (2)|w]|6]|7]
where K (z) = LR(2)ef®®) L > 1, and 0 < |w| < Se~F),

If 3 € W, let (2,£) are the coordinates of § in the open set V/, then from (£4) and (£3]), we
derive that

(a(=) +i00(. ¥ (=€) [0 7]

> — (AN, [Gi(2)l[€]) + K (2)|Gi(2) PIEP) 10 — K (2)[€]|Gi(2)]|€d=Gi(9) + Gi(=)T)
K(2)§l|Gi(2)]10]1€d-Gi(0) + G(2)|

— (AXz, [Gi(2)|[€]) + K (2)|Gi(2)P1E°) 1017 — K (2)[€]|G3(2)[(1€1dGa(0)]* + |Gi(2) |7

+2E[|Gi(2)||d-Gi(0)|7]) — K (2)[E]|Gi(2)][0]|¢]1d-Gi(0)] — K (2)[€]|Gi(2)]10]|Gi(2)|7]

— (AN(=, |Gi(2)I€]) + K1(2,€)) €710 — Ka(2)[€]I7]* — K3 (=, €)[€]10]|7]

— (AN(=, [Gi(2)[I€]) + K1(2)) [€P10] — Ka2(2)[€lI7|* — Ka(2)I¢] 16l 7.

>
>

Here

Ki(2,€) = K()(Gi(2)]* + [l|Gi(2)l|d-Gil* + |Gil|d-Gil)

< K@Gi(2)P +d.Gif* +Gil|d.G:) = Ki1(2)
where the last inequality follows since |G;(2)|[¢| < 1 and |d,G;(8)| < |d.Gil|0];
Ky (z) = K (2)|Gi(2)]°
and
K3(2,8) = K(2)|Gi(2)|(IGi(2)] + 2[¢]|Gi(2)[|d=Gi]) < K (2)|Gi2)[(|Gi(2)] + 2[d=Gil) := K3(2)

where the inequality follows again from the fact that |G;(z)||¢] < 1. Thus

(a=) +i00. ¥ (2,0)) 10,77 =
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— (A= |Gi(2)l[€]) + K (2)[€1*) 101 — Ka(2)[g]Ir|* — Ks(2)lg]l6]|7].

We claim that we can choose the positive integer m so large that K (2)|G;(z)| and K (z2)|d,G;| go to
zero as z approaches the set ¥. This would imply that K;(z), K2(z), K3(z) will also go to zero as
z approaches Y.

Now recall that K (z) = L(Ref*)(z) < Le?2(z), R = B|®| (B > 1) and by [@2) R < T} > 10g(1/1gi51)-
This means that K(z) < #Tg, with T, T, T3 positive constants. Then choosing m > T3+1

— (94,194,2---9i,N)
we have the claim.

On the other hand the functions K (2)G;(2), and K (z)|d.G;| are bounded also on V/ for I+1 <7 <r
since V! N'Y = @ for i > [ +1. We can then infer that K;(z) < H,Ks(z) < H|G;i(2)|* and
K3(z) < H|G;(z)| on each V/ for 1 <14 < r with H positive constant. Combining all the above we
get:
(4.5)  i09V(z, )]0, 7]

> —alf]® — (AX(z, G (2)€]) + HIEP) |01 — HIG(2)P|¢]|7[* — H|G||€]10])7]

> ol — (AN IGHAIED + (H -+ 3 ) 6P ) 0 = (HIGIPI] + 5GP ) I

where the last inequality follows from the fact that H|G;[|£||6]|7] < & (1€[216)* + H?|G4|?|7]?).

We also claim that there exists a positive constant ky > 1 such that for 1 < i < ¢, the quantity
% goes to zero when z goes to X.

To prove the claim we observe that on V; for 1 <i </, we have:

B .
“R=Bes o <1§§1<HNCJ'> Ej:log 9:,4] +Ta =T Ej:log |9i.5] + Ta

with Ty, T5 positive constants, since by construction |g; ;| < 1/2for 1 <i</land 1 <j < N. It

follows that
e~ koR

|G
—koR

It is then sufficient to choose kg > % + 1. Hence, we infer e‘ ol < Ts for all 1 < i < r, with Tj
positive constant.
We fix § real number with 0 < § < S and we let

Ws:={p € M(L") \ {zero section} : 0 < |B(s(m(B))| < e RoR(T(B) 5, m(B) € Q}.

Note that since kg > 1, Ws C W. Fix 8 € W, it follows that if (z,&) are the local coordinates of
in V/ we have: || < Ts0.

We consider the function f : W5 — R given by f(8) := ¥(8) + K'|B(s(w(B))[?, with K’ a (big
enough) positive constant. In local coordinates:

[(2,6) = ¥(2,6) + K'|Gi(2)|¢[*
Using ([&3)), we compute the complex Hessian of f (w.r.t. (z,&)):

koT. ko Ts—
< e gi1gia--gin| T

(4.6)  i00f[0, ]2 = i00W[0, 7] + K'|£|?|d.G(0) > + K'|Gi(2))?|7|? + 2K'R(G;(2)d.G;(0)ET).

Then from (4.5) and (4.6):

i00f10,71> > —alf]® — (AX(z,|Gi(2)€]) + (H + 1/2)|¢1°) 0] — (H|Gi(2)*[¢] + 1/2H?|Gi(2)]*) |7
+K'|€12|d.Gi(0)]> + K'|Gy(2)?|7]? + 2K"R(G;(2)d.Gi(0)E7).
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On the other hand since |d,G;(0)| < |d.G;||0],
2K/ |R(d.Gi(0)Gi(2)¢7)| < 2K'|Gy(2)||d.Gill6]|¢] ||
< KP|d.Gil* 1617101 + |Gl |7
Since for 5 € Wy we have [£| < Tgd < Tg, it follows that:

i00f10, 72 > —alf]? — (AN(=,|Gi(2)€]) + (H +1/2+ (B + K)|d-Gil*) &) 0]

+ (ff'lGi )P = Gi() P = (H|Gi(2)Pl¢] + 1/2H?|Gi(2)7) ) |7

v

)
( )
—alf? — (AX(=, |Gi(2)E) + (H +1/2+ (K7 + KN|d.GiP)l¢?) 6]
+ (KNG = G2 = (HT|Gi(2) + 1/2H%Gi(2)) ) I

)

= —alf]? — (AN(=[Gi(2)€]) + (H +1/2+ (K" + K)|d-Gil*) €1 10
HGi(2)? (f(/ 11— HT - 1/2H2) 72,

We choose K’ such that (f(’ —1—HTs — %H2> > 0 and such that K/ — K > 0 (where K is the

constant appearing in ([ZI))). We also choose K* such that K* > H + £ + (K’z + K")|d.G;|? for all
1<t <r.

Finally we find:

(4.7) i00f[0,7)” > —al6]* — (AX(z,|Gi(2)€]) + K*|]?) |6)*.

Also we recall that w and |dz|* are Kihler forms on V;, hence ﬁ is bounded on V. 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@éf[@,TF > —a[9]2 — (A)\(z, |Gi(2)E]) + K*|£|2) w[0]2.

We now fix zg €  and we look at the restriction of f to the fiber over xg of w : W5 — € as a function
of u := log|5(s(xp))|. Since W5 C W, such restriction hy, is well defined on | — oo, —koR(z¢) +1og d].
Then hg, is strictly i 1ncreasmg with respect to u, since thanks to (ZII), the first derlvatlve of hy, is
Ao, e%) +2(K' — K))e**. Observe that by construction the function f : W5 — R is invariant under
the natural S! action on M (L*) \ {zero section}.

Now fix ¢ > 0. Since the Lelong number of P(0) at zg is zero we have that

O(hyy(u) — cu)

lim ————~ = —c¢.
U——00 ou
This means that the function hy,(u)—cu is either decreasing on the whole interval | — oo, —koR(z¢)+
log 4], and in this case ug = —koR(zo)+1og(d); or hy,(u)—cu has a minimum value ug < —koR(xo)+

log 0. In both cases A(zg, e"0) < c¢. (Note that ug depends on xg).

However, since ¥ < 0 and e %0E(*0)§ < 5. by definition of f we have

iy (o R(0) + log 8) — c(— ko R(zo) + log )
K'e2koR(20)§2 _ (kg R(xo) + log 6)

K'6% — ¢(—koR(z0) + log d)

K'6? + ckyR(x0) — clog é.

hao (uo) — cug

VAN VAN VANRR VAN

Then:
(4.9) By (ug) — cug — K62 — (ko R (o) — log 6) < 0.
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Since the function 8 — S(s(mw(8)), is holomorphic and nowhere zero on Wy, by formula (48] and
the fact that || < Tsd, we see that in coordinates

i00(f — clog |B(s(n(B))|) =i0df > —a— (AX((B),B(s(n(B)) + K*|¢[*) w
> —a— (AN#(B), B(s(n(B)) + K*T36%) w

Set K** = KjT62 and let 1,0 be the local potentials of o and w respectively. It then follows that
the function f + (Ac+ K**§%)o o +no is strictly psh in a neighborhood of a point 3y € W5 such
that m(8y) = zo and log |Bo(s(xo)| = up.

Since f is invariant under rotations, we can apply Kiselman minimum principle on an invariant
neighbourhood of a point 5 with 7(8) = x to prove that the function ¢ :  — R, given by

b(a) = int { f(8) - clog|B(s(x))|,  BeWs : n(8) = =}
satisfies the inequality
(4.10) 100 > —Ciw —
in a neighborhood of xg, with
Cy = Ac+ K62,
But z( is arbitrary so this inequality holds on all of 2.
Moreover by (9] we find

(z) — K'6% — c(koR(x) —logd) < 0
We can rewrite this inequality as:
Q(z) := (z) + ckoBP(x) + clogd — K'6* < 0.
Thanks to (ZI0) and the fact that i00® > w — o we obtain
(1 + ckoB)a +i00Q > —Cyw + ckgBw > —Cjjw.
Now we choose i := 6'54'10%’%3’ and we note that 0 < i < 1. Then the function v := (1 — 4)Q +

(1 + ckoB)® is (1 4 ckoB)a psh and v < 0.
Then v extends to a non-positive (1 + ckoB)a psh function on X, so that

(4.11) v < (14 ckoB)P(0) < P(0)
since P(0) < 0. In other words, since @ < 0,
P(0) > (1 = @)Q + i(1 + ckoB)® > Q + ji(1 + ckoB)®
S0
(4.12) P(0) > 9 4 ckoB® + ji(1 + ckoB)® + clog § — K'62.

Now the function f(8) with 7(3) = «, depends only on ||[[5« (where h* is the dual metric on L*
introduced above). As function of ||3|[n+, f is decreasing and it converges to P(0)(z) when 3 goes
to zero along m!(x). Then P(0)(x) < f(Bo) = v (x) + cup, by definition of ug and 1. Combining
this with (£.12)

P(0) — cug < ¥ < P(0) — ckoB® — ji(1 + ckoB)® — clog § + K'62.
Now & < —1 and P(0) is finite in €, then

_ 52
Ug > — <k‘oB|q)| + %(1 + Ck?(]B)|q)| —logd + K’;) .
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If we set ¢ = 62 we derive

Qlx

< A+ K**. We also set tg = "0, then

ty > exp(— ((A+K**)(1+ckoB)\cI>y+koB\®y+K’>>5

> exp (- <(A + K*)(1 + koB)|®| + koB|®| + K)) 5

since ¢ = 62 < 1.
On the other hand ¢y < exp (—koR(z))d < J, hence if we set

Fz) i= ((A+ K*)(1+ koB)|®(@)] + ko Bl®(x)] + K)
we have F > 0 and e F@)§ < to < 0.
Let V be a relatively compact open subset of €2, and assume 0 < F' < M on V, then
(4.13) e Mg <ty<é

on V.
However by ([@I12), for z € V' we have:

0 > () — P(0)(z) + ckoB®(z) + (1 + ckoB)®(z) + clog§ — K'8?
= f(Bo) — clogty — P(0)(x) 4+ ckoB®(x) + fi(1 + ckoTy)®(z) + clog d — K'6>
= U(x,to) + K't2 — P(0)(z) — clogty + ckoB®(z) + (1 + ckoB)®(z) + clog § — K'52
that is
W(z,t9) + K't3 — P(0)(x) < clogty + ckoB|®|(x) + ji(1 + ckoB)|®|(z) — clog § + K'5°.
Then, since ¢ = 6% < 1 and % < A+ K** we obtain

st T KB = PO 10,00 4 g pia)(a) + (44 K*)(1 + koB)@|(z) + K

<
52 - )
< koB|®|(z) + (A+ K**)(1 4 koB)|®|(x) + K’
= F(z).
Hence
(4.14) U(z,t9) + K't3 — P(0)(x) oy

52

on the relatively compact open subset V' on €2 chosen above.
Now recall that the function t — ¥(z,t) + K’t? is increasing and it is greater or equal to P(0), then
if we let &' = e M§ <ty we get

/ TISI2
0< U(z,d) + Kég P(0)(x) <M
or equivalently, 3
U(z,0) + K'6"” — P(0)(x)
52
forz € Vand 0 < ¢ =e M5 < Se ™™ (recall that § < S < 1/2).
We then infer that for € V and for 0 < §' < Se™™
¥(z,d") — P(0)(z)
5/2
Since the relatively compact set V' in () is arbitrary, combining the above inequality together with
Lemma [3.3] we show that P(0) in C1! in Q.

0< < Me*M

—K'< < Me*M _ K/

Remark 4.1. Tt is worth observing that the estimate (£.10]) is essentially the one given in [4, Lemma
1.12].
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Given k (possibly different) C! functions fi,. .., fx on X, we can consider the rooftop envelope
P(minj<;<y fj), also denoted by P(f1,..., fr). Note that P(fi,..., fx) is a genuine a-psh function
with minimal singularities. In fact, the functions f; for 1 < j < k are continuous on X, then there
is a positive constant C' such that —C < min;<;<y f; < C, therefore P(0) — C < P(f1,..., fx) <
P(0) + C.

We are now able to derive our main theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold. Assume a is a smooth real closed (1,1)-
form such that {a} is a big class. Let fi,..., fi be oLl functions on X. Then the rooftop envelope
P(f1,..., fx) is CH in Q, the ample locus of {a}. In particular the coefficients of i00P(f1,. .., fr)
are locally bounded on any local holomorphic coordinate system in 2.

Proof. We first assume that (X,w) is Kéhler, that £ = 1 and that the function f; is quasi-psh. As
in [4], we observe that in the above computations we do not really need a to be a smooth form. In
our arguments we only need that the coefficients of a are bounded on the open sets V/,1 < i <r
given above. Observe that since f; is quasi-psh and it is C11(X), then coefficients of i90f; are
locally bounded. We can then replace the smooth form a by a + 99 f;.

If P(f1) is the psh envelope of f; with respect to the form «, then P(f;) — f1 coincides with the
envelope P(0) with respect to a + 99 f1. Moreover if ¢ : X — X is the modification as above, the
function f; o g is still CY! and quasi-psh on X. Thus, we infer that P(fy) is CY1 in Q.

We now take functions f1,... fr which are not necessarily quasi-psh and we choose A > 0 big enough
such that Aw > «. We then consider the rooftop envelope of fi,..., fx w.r.t. Aw, Pao(f1,..., fx)-

Since the functions fi,..., fi are in C’lvi(X)iand Aw is a Kéhler form it follows from [7] and [106]
Theorem 2.5] that Pa,(f1,..., fx) is also C*! on X.
Moreover Pay(f1,..., fi) is also quasi-psh by definition, hence the arguments above ensure that

Pa(PAw(f17 I 7fk)) is Ctin Q.

We claim that Pa(f17 ) fk) = Pa(PAw(f17 ) fk))

Indeed, Po(Paw(fi,---,fx)) < Pal(fi,..., fr) since Pay(fi,..., fr) < minj<j<y f;. For the re-
verse inequality we observe that any a-psh function is also Aw-psh (Aw > «). This implies that
Py(f1,-- ) < Paw(f1,--., fr). Taking the envelope w.r.t a both sides we get the equality we
wanted.

Finally to remove the Kéahler assumption: given a compact complex manifold X, we observe (as
we did at the beginning of Section M) that we can choose a K&hler current representing {a} which
is smooth on Q. If we resolve its singularities and we make further blow-ups as in [I9, Theorem
3.4 and Lemma 3.5] we obtain a compact Kihler manifold X with a birational morphism from X
to X which is biholomorphic over €2. Then (as in Section @) we can pull-back the form « and the
functions P(0), f1,..., fr in order to reduce to the Kéhler case. O
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