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Abstract. In this article, we introduce topological adelic curves. Roughly speaking, a
topological adelic curve is a topological space of (generalised) absolute values on a given field
satisfying a product formula. Topological adelic curves are topological counterparts to adelic
curves introduced by Chen and Moriwaki. They aim at handling Arakelov geometry over
possibly uncountable fields and give further ideas in the formalisation of the analogy between
Diophantine approximation and Nevanlinna theory. Using the notion of pseudo-absolute
values developed in [Séd24a], we prove several fundamental properties of topological adelic
curves: algebraic coverings, Harder-Narasimhan formalism, existence of volume functions.
We also define height of closed points and give a generalisation of Nevanlinna’s first main
theorem in this framework.
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Introduction

Motivations and background.

Arakelov geometry over number fields and arithmetic function fields. Arakelov theory stems
from the analogy between number fields and function fields. Roughly speaking, one can
formulate this analogy as follows: the geometry of schemes of finite type over Spec(Z)
should be similar to the geometry of schemes of finite type over a smooth projective curve.
Unfortunately, schemes over Spec(Z) are not "compact" and it is not quite clear how to
"compactify" them within the world of schemes. To address this issue, Arakelov [Ara74] added
analytic data to algebro-geometric objects. Arakelov’s ideas have been used by Faltings
[Fal91] in his proof of Mordell’s conjecture and in the proof of Bogomolov’s conjecture
[Ull98, Zha98].

Studying the arithmetic of fields that are more general than global fields has also been
developed to a great extent. Lang remarked that it was natural to study arithmetic function
fields, namely finite type field extensions of Q [Lan74, Lan86]. Indeed, Mordell-Weil’s and
Faltings’ theorems both hold over such fields [Lan91]. Later, Moriwaki constructed a height
theory over arithmetic function fields [Mor00] (see also [BGPS16]). Recently, Vojta proved a
version of Roth’s theorem over arithmetic function fields [Voj21].

The study of infinite algebraic extensions of number fields has also been a great inspiration
for developing analogues of the tools of Diophantine geometry. Let us mention for instance
a version of Siegel’s lemma [RT96], the study of tensorial semistability [BC13] and the
introduction of Siegel fields [GR17].

Arakelov geometry over adelic curves. In [CM19],Chen and Moriwaki introduced an Arakelov
theory over arbitrary countable fields. The central object of the theory is called an adelic
curve. Namely, an adelic curve is the data S = (K, (Ω, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω), where K is a field,
(Ω, ν) is a measure space and (| · |ω)ω∈Ω is a family of absolute values on K. Moreover, an
adelic curve S = (K, (Ω, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω) is called proper if the following product formula holds.

∀a ∈ K×,

∫
Ω

log |f |ων(dω) = 0.

Adelic curves arise naturally in various number theoretic situations. In particular, any
global field can be naturally equipped with an adelic structure. More generally, any countable
field can be endowed with an adelic structure. Furthermore, adelic curves allow to study
global fields, trivially valued fields and arithmetic function fields uniformly.

Let us now introduce the counterpart of the usual tools of Arakelov geometry over adelic
curves. Let S = (K, (Ω, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω) be an adelic curve. For any K-scheme X, for any
ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Kω the completion of K with respect to the absolute value | · |ω and
Xω := X ⊗K Kω. The avatar of a line bundle in algebraic geometry is called an adelic line
bundle. Let X be a K-scheme, an adelic line bundle over X is the data L = (L,φ), where L
is a line bundle over X and φ = (φω)ω∈Ω is a family of continuous metrics (in the sense of
Berkovich analytic spaces) over each Lω := L⊗OX

OXω . In addition, the metric family is
subject to dominance and measurability conditions (cf. §6.1 in [CM19]).
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Among the results of the theory, let us first mention the development of the geometry
of numbers via the slope theory of adelic vector bundles ([CM19], Chapter IV). Note that
even in the case of number fields, Chen-Moriwaki’s approach yields a new interpretation of
known results. An arithmetic intersection theory for adelic line bundles is also constructed
in [CM21]. The study of the positivity of adelic line bundles and a Hilbert-Samuel formalism
are introduced in [CM22]. As an application, a generalisation of Bogomolov’s conjecture
over a (countable) field of characteristic zero is proven. Note also that a version of Roth’s
theorem over a particular class of adelic curves is established by Dolce and Zucconi in [DZ23].
This result generalises Vojta’s aforementioned result [Voj21].

Nevanlinna theory and M-fields. Another, but yet not disconnected, motivation for our work
is to study the analogy between Diophantine geometry and Nevanlinna theory. This analogy
was spotted first by Osgood [Osg81] and further explored by Vojta in [Voj87]. Roughly
speaking, Nevanlinna theory is the study of equations of the form f(z) = a, where f is
meromorphic on C and a ∈ P1(C). It builds on two fundamental theorems. Through the
analogy, the first one corresponds to Weil’s theorem for heights (e.g. [BG06], Theorem 2.3.8).
The second one is seen as an analogue of Roth’s theorem [Rot55]. In Appendix A, we recalled
the basic notions of Nevanlinna theory as well as the main ideas of the analogy.

In [Gub97], Gubler introduced the notion of M-fields, with the idea of including Nevanlinna
theory in an Arakelov theoretic framework. Roughly speaking, a M-field K is a field K
equipped with a measure space M such that any element a in K defines an integrable real
function |a|· defined almost-everywhere on M . Moreover, these functions are assumed to
satisfy the axioms of absolute values almost everywhere. The following example of M -field
coming from Nevanlinna theory is fundamental for our purposes. Consider the fieldM(C) of
meromorphic complex functions. Fix a real number R > 0 and set MR := {z ∈ C : |z|∞ ≤ R}
where the boundary {z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R} is equipped with the Haar probability measure and
the open disc {z ∈ C : |z|∞ < R} is equipped with a counting measure. For any f ∈M(C),
consider the map

(z ∈MR) 7→
{
|f(z)|∞ if |z|∞ = R,

e− ord(f,z) if |z|∞ = R,

which is well-defined everywhere except poles of f on the circle of radius R, hence almost
everywhere. Then one can check that we have a MR-field M(C).

Using M -fields, Gubler obtains a generalisation of Nevanlinna’s first main theorem which
includes notably the construction of a height function for fields of arithmetic nature. Nonethe-
less, it does not seem clear how one could hope to obtain further results, e.g. geometry of
numbers, in the framework of M -fields.

Goal. The goal of this article is to introduce objects of Arakelov geometric nature allowing
to handle uncountable fields and to formalise the analogy with Nevanlinna theory.

Hints from the above discussion. On the one hand, in the theory of adelic curves, the
countability condition is imposed by the fact that the parameter space of absolute values
is a measure space. This is due to the apparition of suprema and infima of measurable
functions when considering operations on adelic vector bundles. Although this approach
gives a lot of flexibility, we cannot expect the tools to transpose directly in the uncountable
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setting. A natural idea is to consider a topological space as parameter space and replace the
measurability conditions with (semi-)continuity ones.

On the other hand, the Nevanlinna theory example of M -field suggests that the space of
possible arithmetic inputs should be larger than the space of usual absolute values. Note that
even in the case of a classical adelic curve structure on Q(T ), namely coming from classical
Arakelov geometry over P1

Z ([CM19], §3.2.5), the natural topological space parametrising the
Archimedean absolute values is the set of transcendental elements of the complex unit disc.
From the point of view of measure theory, it is just the difference of the complex unit disc
and the countable subset of algebraic numbers. However, this space equipped with its usual
topology is very pathological.

Pseudo-absolute values and globally valued fields. The framework of globally valued fields,
introduced by Ben Yaacov-Hrushovski [Hru16], gives another approach to handle arithmetic
over fields. Roughly speaking, a globally valued field (GVF for short), is a field equipped
with a family of heights satisfying the usual height compatibility axioms. This notion
originates from model theory and there are several equivalent characterisations of GVFs
([BYDHS24], Theorem 7.7). The link with the above discussion is the following: a countable
GVF is an equivalence class of proper adelic curves (loc. cit., Corollary 7.11). This link with
model theory yields another motivation for developing Arakelov geometry over uncountable
fields: indeed, the ultraproduct construction is fundamental in model theory and in general,
ultraproducts are uncountable.

Over a possibly uncountable field K, the GVF structures can be interpreted as a suitable
measure on the space of pseudo-absolute values (or of pseudo-valuations) on K. More precisely,
a pseudo-absolute value on a field K is a map | · | : K → [0,+∞] satisfying

(i) |1| = 1 and |0| = 0;
(ii) for all a, b ∈ K, |a+ b| ≤ |a|+ |b|;
(iii) for all a, b ∈ K such that {|a|, |b|} ≠ {0,+∞}, |ab| = |a||b|.

Moreover, A|·| := {a ∈ K : |a| < +∞} is a valuation ring of K with maximal ideal
m|·| := {a ∈ K : |a| = 0} and | · | induces an absolute value on the residue field κ|·| := A|·|/m|·|.
In other terms, a pseudo-absolute value is an absolute value allowing "singularities". This
notion was first introduced by Weil in [Wei51] and was developed independently by Ben
Yaacov-Destic-Hrushovski-Szachniewicz [BYDHS24] and the author in [Séd24a].

Moreover, the space MK of all pseudo-absolute values on a field K equipped with
the topology of pointwise convergence is compact Hausdorff and can be interpreted as
a Berkovich Zariski-Riemann space ([BYDHS24], Proposition 2.7 and [Séd24a], Theorems
A-C). Considering the development of Berkovich’s non-Archimedean analytic geometry
[Ber90, CL06, CLD12, GK17, GK19], it is natural to expect a "global analytic" approach to
Arakelov geometry [Pau09, YZ21, CG24].

Pseudo-absolute values are thus a natural candidate to encode the local aspects of the
theoretical constructions that will follow later on. Their theory was developed in detail in
[Séd24a] with this goal in mind.

Content of the article. This article consists of three parts. In the first one, we introduce
topological adelic curves. A topological adelic curve is the data S = (K,ϕ : Ω→ V, ν), where
K is a field, Ω is a locally compact Hausdorff topological space, ϕ : (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ | · |ω ∈MK is
a continuous map between Ω and the set MK of all pseudo-absolute values on K, and ν is a
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Borel measure on Ω such that, for any f ∈ K×, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log |f |ω ∈ [−∞,+∞]
is ν-integrable (§2). We say that the topological adelic curve S is proper if the following
product formula

∀f ∈ K×,

∫
Ω

log |f |ων(dω) = 0,

holds.
Let us give an example of a topological adelic curve arising in Nevanlinna theory. We fix

R > 0. We define a topological adelic curve SR = (KR, (ΩR, νR), ϕR), where
• KR is the field of (germs of) meromorphic functions over the closed disc D(R) :=
{z ∈ C : |z|∞ ≤ R} ⊂ C;
• ΩR = {z ∈ C : |z|∞ < R}

∐
{z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R}, where {z ∈ C : |z|∞ < R} is

equipped with the discrete topology and {z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R} is equipped with the
usual topology;
• the map ϕR : ΩR →MKR

is defined by

∀z ∈ ΩR, ϕR(z) :=
{

(f ∈ KR) 7→ |f(z)|∞ ∈ [0,+∞] if |z|∞ = R,

e− ord(·,z) if |z|∞ < R;
• the measure νR is defined by

∀z ∈ {z′ ∈ C : |z′|∞ < R}, νR({z}) :=
{

log R
|z|∞ if 0 < |z|∞ < R,

logR if z = 0,
and νR is the Lebesgue probability measure on {z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R}.

A major obstacle in the above construction lies in the fact that the product formula is not
satisfied. Indeed, Jensen’s formula yields

∀f ∈ K×
R ,

∫
ΩR

log |f |ωνR(dω) = log |c(f, 0)|,

where c(f, 0) denotes the first non-zero coefficient in the Laurent series expansion of f in 0.
To address the above issue, we introduce the notion of families of topological adelic curves.

Let us present the general idea. In the above example, the product formula does not hold.
In the context of Diophantine geometry, the product formula is the ingredient that allows to
define height functions relative to a metrised line bundle. The analogue of this construction
in Nevanlinna theory is the first main theorem. The latter results from the fact that the
defect in the product formula for the collection of topological adelic curves (SR)R>0 is a
bounded function of R (in fact constant in the present case). Starting from this observation,
we can define the (compatible) families of topological adelic curves and define an (asymptotic)
notion of properness for these families. §3).

We conclude the first part by studying algebraic coverings of topological adelic curves
(§4), namely the extension of topological adelic structures w.r.t. algebraic extensions of the
base field. More precisely, we have the following result (which is a variant of Proposition 1.9
in [BYDHS24]).

Theorem A (Propositions 4.3.1, 4.4.1 and Remark 4.4.2). Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→ V, ν) be a
topological adelic curve. Let K ′/K be an algebraic field extension.

(1) There exist a topological adelic curve S′ := S ⊗K K ′ := (K ′, ϕ′ : Ω′ →MK′ , ν ′) and a
morphism of topological adelic curves S′ → S. Moreover, S′ is proper if so is S.
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(2) Assume that K ′/K is Galois and that, for any ω ∈ Ω, the residue field of the
pseudo-absolute value | · |ω is perfect. Then we have a homeomorphism

Ω′/Aut(L/K) ∼= Ω.

Moreover, if ν is Radon, then S′ is the only topological adelic curve with base field
K ′ extending S′ with Galois-invariant measure.

The second part of the article is devoted to defining adelic vector bundles over a topological
adelic curve and to constructing Harder-Narasimhan filtrations. Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→ V, ν)
be a topological adelic curve. A pseudo-norm family on a K-vector space of finite rank E
is a family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω, where ∥ · ∥ω is a pseudo-norm on E over the pseudo-absolute
value ϕ(ω) ∈MK (the suitable generalisation of a norm over a valued field). An adelic vector
bundle on S is then defined as a pair E = (E, ξ), where E is a K-vector space of finite
rank and ξ is a pseudo-norm family on E satisfying suitable regularity and integrability
conditions (cf. §5). Adelic vector bundles are "almost stable" with respect to the usual
algebraic operations performed over vector spaces (cf. Proposition 6.1.4). Concerning the
"almost stable" assertion, let us mention for now that the algebraic operations preserve the
integrability property that will be needed in what follows. We also give the family counterpart
of adelic vector bundles over a family of topological adelic curves and include an example
coming from Nevanlinna theory (§6.4).

In the case where the base topological adelic curve is proper, the Arakelov degree of an
adelic vector bundle E = (E, ξ) is defined as

d̂eg(E) := −
∫

Ω
log ∥η∥ω,detν(dω),

where η ∈ det(E) ∖ {0}, is independent of the choice of η. Denote also by µ(E) := d̂eg(E =
)/ dimK(E) the slope of E. Define as well the maximal slope µmax(E) := sup0̸=F ⊆E µ(F )
and the minimal slope µ̂min(E) := infE↠G̸={0} µ̂(G).

In §7, we adapt the Harder-Narasimhan formalism for adelic vector bundles over a proper
topological adelic curve.

Theorem B (Theorem 7.4.2). Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic vector bundle on S. We assume
that the pseudo-norm family ξ is ultrametric on Ωum. Then there exists a unique flag

0 = E0 ⊊ E1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ En = E,

of E, such that
(1) for any i = 1, ..., n, Ei/Ei−1 is semistable, i.e. for any non-zero vector subspace

F ⊂ E, we have µmin(F ) ≤ µmin(E);
(2) we have the inequalities

µ̂(E1/E0) > · · · > µ̂(En/En−1).

In the third and last part, we introduce the higher dimensional counterpart of the previous
part: namely we study algebraic varieties over a topological adelic curve. We fix a topological
adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→ V, ν) and a projective K-scheme π : X → Spec(K).

As customary in Arakelov geometry, we want to consider analytic spaces attached to
X at each ω ∈ Ω. Since elements of Ω correspond to pseudo-absolute values, we need
some adjustments. Fix a family X = (Xω)ω∈Ω, where the Xω’s are projective schemes over
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the finiteness ring Aω = {a ∈ K : |a|ω < +∞} with generic fibre X. The analytic space
associated with X in ω (w.r.t. X ) is defined as Xan

ω := (Xω ⊗Aω κ̂ω)an, where κ̂ω denotes
the completion of the residue field of Aω and analytifications are considered in the sense
of Berkovich. Let L be a line bundle on X and ω ∈ Ω. The usual notion of metric on
Berkovich spaces can be transposed in this context and is called pseudo-metric (§8.1), it
is the data (Lω, φω) of a line bundle Lω on Xω with generic fibre L and a metric φω on
the pullback of Lω to Xan

ω . Therefore a pseudo-metric family on X is defined as a family
(L, φ) = ((Lω, φω))ω∈Ω where the (Lω, φω)’s are pseudo-metrics on L in the ω’s. (L, (L, φ))
is called adelic line bundle if the pseudo-metric family (L, φ) satisfies certain regularity and
integrability conditions (§9.1-9.5). We also extend this construction to the context of adelic
line bundles, including an example in Nevanlinna theory (§9.6).

We also discuss the pushforward of adelic line bundles. More precisely, let L = (L, (Lω, φω)ω∈Ω)
be an adelic line bundle on X. Assume that X is geometrically reduced and that all the models
Xω’s are flat and finitely presented. Then by taking supremum pseudo-norms, (φω)ω∈Ω defines
a pseudo-norm family π∗φ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω on π∗L = H0(X,L) (Proposition-Definition8.1.1).
Under technical conditions, we prove that π∗L := (π∗L, π∗φ) is an adelic vector bundle on S
(Theorem 9.7.9). This result allows us to define arithmetic (χ-)volume functions on proper
topological adelic curves (§9.8).

The last section introduces heights of closed points. In the proper case, our result is the
following.

Theorem C (Theorem 10.1.2). Assume that the topological adelic curve S is proper. Let
L1 = (L1, φ1), L2 = (L2, φ2) be adelic line bundles on X. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) For any closed point P of X, we have
hL1+L2

(P ) = hL1
(P ) + hL2

(P ).

(2) Let P be a closed point of X. Assume that L1 = L2 and that φ1, φ2 have the same
model family. Then we have

hL1
(P ) = hL2

(P ) +O(1),

where the bound does not depend on P (but depends on φ1, φ2).

If the topological adelic curve is not proper, e.g. in Nevanlinna theory, we have a
family analogue. Let us describe it in the previous example. We consider the family
S = (SR = (KR, ϕR : ΩR → VR, νR))R>0 of topological adelic curves arising in Nevanlinna
theory. Denote K∞ := lim←−R>0KR =M(C), namely the field of meromorphic functions on C.
Let X∞ → Spec(K∞) be a geometrically integral projective variety. For any R > 0, denote
XR := X∞ ⊗K∞ KR. Any closed point P∞ ∈ X∞ defines a family P := (PR)R>0, where the
PR’s are closed points of the XR’s.

Then we have the notion of adelic line bundles on the family X := (XR)R>0 (§9.6). Let
L = (LR)R>0 be an adelic line bundle on X, in particular the LR’s come from a line bundle
L∞ on X∞. An important example is the following. Assume that there exists a complex
geometrically integral projective variety X such that X∞ = X ⊗C K∞. Then any metrised
line bundle on X defines an adelic line bundle on X. Such adelic line bundles are called
induced by a complex metrised line bundle.

Let P∞ ∈ X∞ be a closed point and let s∞ be a meromorphic section of L∞ which is
non-vanishing at P∞. This defines a family s = (sR)R>0 such that the sR’s are meromorphic
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sections of the LR’s which are non vanishing at the PR’s. We can now define the height
hL,s(P) : (R > 0)→ R of P w.r.t. L and s (§10.2). Note that the choice of s does not modify
the height up to a bounded function: namely, if s′ is another suitable family of sections such
that the height hL,s′(P) makes sense, we have

hL,s′(P) = hL,s(P) +O(1).
Our result is the following.

Theorem D (cf. Theorem 10.2.2 for a more general statement). Let L(1),L(2) be adelic
line bundles on X. Let P∞ be a closed point of X∞ and s(1)

∞ , s
(2)
∞ be meromorphic sections of

L
(1)
∞ , L

(2)
∞ non vanishing at P∞ respectively, yielding families s(1), s(2). Then the following

assertions hold.
(1) We have

hL(1)+L(2),s(1)+s(2)(P ) = hL(1),s(1)(P ) + hL(2),s(2)(P ).

(2) Assume that the underlying line bundles of L(1) and L(2) coincide and that they are
both induced by a complex metrised line bundle. Then we have

hL(1),s(1)(P ) = hL(2),s(2)(P ) +O(1)

with bound independent on P .

This result gives a generalisation of Nevanlinna’s first main theorem and of ([Gub97],
Theorem 3.18) in the case of closed points.

Upcoming work. Let us mention open questions that should be addressed in the future.
• In view of the sketched results from ([Séd24b], Chapter IV), an arithmetic intersection

theory of adelic line bundles should be defined over a proper topological adelic curve.
This would allow to define heights of subvarieties and would give the full generalisation
of ([Gub97], Theorem 3.18). Moreover, in view of the results in [DHS24], we expect
the definability of this arithmetic intersection product over an arbitrary GVF, which
could lead to a generalisation of the results in this article over more general fields.
• The definition of arithmetic volumes invites questions concerning the regularity of

these volumes. In view of [Séd23], we expect differentiability properties to hold
for these volumes. Note that this differentiability is a key ingredient for proving
existential closedness for globally valued fields (cf. [Sza23]) and would achieve a
major step towards the existence of a model companion for the language of GVF
([BYDHS24], Conjecture 12.7).

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Huayi Chen for his support and discussions
during the elaboration of this paper. We also thank Keita Goto, Walter Gubler, Klaus
Künnemann and Jérôme Poineau for numerous remarks and suggestions.

Conventions and notation

• All rings considered in this article are commutative with unit.
• Let A be a ring. We denote by Spm(A) the set of maximal ideals of A.
• By a local ring (A,m), we mean that A is a local ring and m is its maximal ideal. In

general, if A is a local ring, the maximal ideal of A is denoted by mA.
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• Let A be a ring and let X → Spec(A) be a scheme over A. Let A → B be an
A-algebra. Then we denote X ⊗A B := X ×Spec(A) Spec(B).
• Let K be a field and X → Spec(K) be a K-scheme. For any domain A with

fraction field K, we call model of X/A any A-scheme X → Spec(A) whose generic
fibre is isomorphic to X. A model of π : X → Spec(A) X/A is respectively called
projective,flat,coherent if π is projective, flat, finitely presented.
• Let k be a field. We denote by | · |triv the trivial absolute value on k. If we have

an embedding k ↪→ C, we denote by | · |∞ the restriction of the usual Archimedean
absolute value on C.
• Let (k, | · |) be a valued field. Unless mentioned otherwise and when no confusion

may arise, we will denote by k̂ the completion of k w.r.t. | · |.
• Let (X,OX) be a locally ringed space. We make no distinction between line bundles

and invertible OX -module and we use the additive notation for tensor products of
line bundles.
• Let (Ω,A, ν) be a measure space. Denote by L1(Ω,A, ν) be the set of all ν-integrable

functions f : Ω→ [−∞,+∞]. Let f : Ω→ [−∞,+∞], we define∫
Ω
f(ω)ν(dω) := inf

{∫
Ω
g(ω)ν(dω) : g ∈ L1(Ω,A, ν) and f ≤ g ν-a.e.

}
,

and∫
Ω
f(ω)ν(dω) := sup

{∫
Ω
g(ω)ν(dω) : g ∈ L1(Ω,A, ν) and g ≤ f ν-a.e.

}
.

We say that f is ν-dominated if∫
Ω
f(ω)ν(dω) < +∞ and

∫
Ω
f(ω)ν(dω) > −∞.

Equivalently, f is ν-dominated iff there exists g ∈ L1(Ω,A, ν) such that |f | ≤ g ν-a.e.

Part 1. Topological adelic curves: definition and algebraic coverings

1. Reminders on pseudo absolute values and adelic curves

1.1. Pseudo-absolute values.

1.1.1. Definition. Let K be a field. A pseudo-absolute value on K is a map | · | : K → [0,+∞]
satisfying

(i) |0| = 0 and |1| = 1;
(ii) for all a, b ∈ K, |a+ b| ≤ |a|+ |b|;
(iii) for all a, b ∈ K such that {|a|, |b|} ≠ {0,+∞}, |ab| = |a||b|.

Recall that any pseudo-absolute value |·| on K determines a finiteness ring A|·| = {|·| < +∞},
which is a valuation ring of K with maximal ideal m|·| = {|· | = 0}, called its kernel. Moreover,
| · | induces an absolute value on the residue field κ|·| := A|·|/m|·| called the residue absolute
value. A pseudo-absolute value is called Archimedean, non-Archimedean, residually trivial if
the associated residue absolute value is Archimedean, non-Archimedean, trivial.

We use the same notation as in [Séd24a]. Namely, by "let (| · |, A,m, κ) be a pseudo-absolute
value", we mean that | · | is a pseudo-absolute value on K with finiteness ring A, kernel
m, residue field κ. By default, when we write "let v be a pseudo absolute value", we mean
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v = (| · ∥v, Av,mv, κv). Moreover, if v is a pseudo-absolute value on K, we denote by κ̂v the
completion of the residue field κv w.r.t. the residue absolute value induced by v.

1.1.2. Extension of pseudo-absolute values. Let L/K be a finite separable field extension.
Let v be a pseudo-absolute value on K. Denote by A′ the integral closure of Av in L. This is
a Prüfer domain, namely its prime localisations are valuation rings. Moreover, the extensions
of Av to L are in bijection with Spm(A′). For any mw ∈ Spm(A′), we denote by κw the
corresponding residue field, this is a finite field extension of κv.

Proposition 1.1.1 ([Séd24a], Proposition 3.1.2). (1) There is a bijective correspondence
between the set of pseudo-absolute values on L above v and the set of extensions of
the residue absolute value of v with respect to extensions of the form κv → κw, where
w runs over the set of maximal ideals of A′.

(2) Furthermore, we have the equality∑
mw∈Spm(A′)

1
| Spm(A′)|

∑
i|v

[κ̂w,i : κ̂v]s
[κw : κv]s

= 1, (1)

where, for all mw ∈ Spm(A′), i runs over the set of extensions of the residue absolute
value of | · |v to κw and κ̂w,i denotes the completion of κw for any such absolute value.

Now consider an arbitrary finite field extension L/K. Denote by K ′ the separable closure
of K in L.

Proposition 1.1.2 ([Séd24a], Corollary 3.2.2). Let v be a pseudo-absolute value on K. Then
the set of extensions of v on L is in bijection with the set of extensions of v on K ′.

The following proposition characterises the action of the group of automorphisms on
pseudo-absolute values.

Proposition 1.1.3 ([Séd24a], Propositions 3.3.1 and 3.3.4). Let L/K be an algebraic field
extension.

(1) Aut(L/K) induces a right action on ML as follows. For all x ∈ ML, for all τ ∈
Aut(L/K), the map

| · |τ(x) : L −→ [0,+∞]
a 7−→ |τ(a)|x

defines a pseudo-absolute value on L denoted by x ◦ τ .
(2) Assume that L/K is Galois with Galois group G. Let v ∈MK such that the residue

field κv is perfect. Then G acts transitively on the set ML,v of extensions of v to L.

1.1.3. Space of pseudo-absolute values and integral structures. Let K be a field. Recall that
the set MK of all pseudo-absolute values on K equipped with the topology of point-wise
convergence is a (non-empty) compact Hausdorff topological space (loc. cit., Theorem 7.1.2).
We denote by MK,ar and MK,um respectively the set of Archimedean and non-Archimedean
pseudo-absolute values on K. Define a map ϵ : MK,ar →]0, 1] by sending any | · | ∈MK,ar to
the unique ϵ(| · |) ∈]0, 1] such that the restriction of the residue absolute value of | · | to Q is
| · |ϵ(|·|)

∞ .
An integral structure for K is a Banach ring (A, ∥ · ∥) such that A is a Prüfer domain

with fraction field K. If (A, ∥ · ∥) is an integral structure for K, then the Berkovich analytic
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spectrum M(A, ∥ · ∥) identifies as a closed subspace of MK (loc. cit., Proposition 9.1.5).
Moreover, an integral structure (A, ∥ · ∥) for K is called tame if

(i) M(A, ∥ · ∥) contains the trivial absolute value on K;
(ii) for any ultrametric element | · |x ∈M(A, ∥ · ∥) and any f ∈ A, the inequality

|f |x ≤ 1

is satisfied;
(iii) (A, ∥ · ∥) is a uniform Banach ring.

Proposition 1.1.4 ([Séd24a], Proposition 9.3.3). Let (A, ∥ · ∥) be a tame integral structure
for K. Let L/K be an algebraic extension. Then the integral closure B of A in L can be
equipped with a norm ∥ · ∥B such that (B, ∥ · ∥B) is a tame integral structure for L. Moreover,
M(B, ∥ · ∥B) can be identified with the preimage of M(A, ∥ · ∥) via the restriction ML →MK .

1.1.4. Examples of integral structure in Nevanlinna theory. Let R > 0 and let D(R) denote
the complex closed disc of radius R. We denote respectively by AR = O(D(R)) and
KR = M(D(R)) the ring of germs of holomorphic functions and the field of germs of
meromorphic functions on D(R). Let ∥ · ∥R denote the supremum norm on D(R) and define
∥ · ∥R,hyb := max{∥ · ∥R, | · |triv}, where |∥ · ∥triv denotes the trivial norm on AR. Then
(AR, ∥ · ∥R,hyb) is a Banach ring and (AR, ∥ · ∥R,hyb) defines an integral structure for K
([Séd24a], Example 9.2.1 (4)). Moreover, results from (loc. cit., §9.4.3) imply that the
integral structure (AR, ∥ · ∥R,hyb) is tame and the space VR := M(AR, ∥ · ∥R,hyb) has the
following description.

Proposition 1.1.5 (loc. cit., Proposition 9.4.6). (i) We have homeomorphisms

VR,ar ∼=]0, 1]×D(R), VR,um ∼=
⊔

z∈D(R)

[0,+∞]/ ∼,

where ∼ denotes the equivalence relation which identifies the extremity 0 of each
branch.

(ii) VR,ar is dense in VR.

1.1.5. Pseudo-norms. Let K be a field and v ∈MK be a pseudo-absolute value on K. Let E
be a finite-dimensional vector space over K of dimension d. A pseudo-norm on E in v is a
map ∥ · ∥v : E → [0,+∞] satisfying the following conditions:

(i) ∥0∥v = 0 and there exists a basis (e1, ..., ed) of E such that ∥e1∥v, · · · , ∥ed∥v ∈ R>0,
such a basis is called adapted to ∥ · ∥v;

(ii) for any (λ, x) ∈ K ×E such that {|λ|v, ∥x∥v} ≠ {0,+∞}, we have ∥λx∥v = |λ|v∥x∥v;
(iii) for any x, y ∈ E, ∥x+ y∥v ≤ ∥x∥v + ∥y∥v.

Under these assumptions, (E, ∥ · ∥v) is called a pseudo-normed vector space in v.

Proposition 1.1.6 ([Séd24a], Proposition 6.1.3). Let (E, ∥ · ∥v) be a pseudo-normed vector
space in v. The finiteness module E∥·∥v

= {∥ · ∥v < +∞} is a free Av-module of rank d
generated by any basis of E satisfying condition (i) above, the kernel N∥·∥v

:= {∥ · ∥v = 0} is
equal to the Av-submodule mvE∥·∥v

of the finiteness module. Moreover, ∥ · ∥v induces a norm
on the residue vector space Ê∥·∥v

:= E∥·∥v
⊗Av κ̂v called the residue norm.
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We say that a pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥v is ultrametric, resp. Hermitian if so is the residue
norm. We also use the notation from ([Séd24a], §6). Namely, by "let (∥ · ∥, E , N, Ê) be a
pseudo-norm on the K-vector space E in v", we mean that ∥ · ∥ is a pseudo-norm on K

in v with finiteness module E , kernel N and residue vector space Ê. Moreover, without
additional specification, by "let ∥ · ∥v be a pseudo-norm on E in v", we mean the pseudo-norm
(∥ · ∥v, Ev, Nv, Êv). Moreover, if no confusion may arise, we omit "in v".

Recall that in (loc. cit., §6.2), we have introduced the usual algebraic constructions for
pseudo-normed vector spaces. More precisely, let (E, ∥ · ∥v) be a pseudo-normed vector space
in v ∈MK .

(1) Let F be a non-zero vector subspace of E. Then ∥ · ∥v induces a pseudo-norm on F
denoted again by ∥ · ∥v.

(2) Let G be non-zero quotient of E. Then ∥ · ∥v induces a quotient pseudo-norm on G
denoted by ∥ · ∥v,G.

(3) ∥ · ∥v induces a dual pseudo-norm on E∨ denoted by ∥ · ∥v,∗.
(4) Let (E′, ∥ · ∥′v) be another pseudo-normed vector space. Then this data induces

an ϵ-tensor product pseudo-norm on E in. Likewise, we have a π-tensor product
pseudo-norm on E.

(5) Let i ≥ 1 be an integer. Then ∥ · ∥v induces the ithϵ-exterior power pseudo-norm
and ithπ-exterior power pseudo-norm on ΛiE denoted respectively by ∥ · ∥v,Λi

ϵE and
∥ · ∥v,Λi

πE . In the particular, when i = d, the pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥v,Λi
πE is called the

determinant pseudo norm on det(E) and is denoted by ∥ · ∥v,det.

We now list generalisations of useful properties of norms in the context of pseudo-norms.

Proposition 1.1.7 ([Séd24a], Propositions 6.2.2-6.2.4). Let (E, (∥ · ∥v, Ev, Nv, Êv)) be a
pseudo-normed finite-dimensional K-vector space in v ∈MK .

(1) Let G be a quotient of E. Then the dual pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥v,G,∗ on G∨ identifies with
the restriction of the pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥v,∗ on E∨ to G∨.

(2) The inequality

∥ · ∥v,∗∗ ≤ ∥ · ∥v

holds, where ∥ · ∥v,∗∗ denotes the dual pseudo-norm of ∥ · ∥v,∗ on E∨∨ ∼= E. Moreover,
if either v is Archimedean, or if v is non-Archimedean and the pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥v is
ultrametric, then we have

∥ · ∥v,∗∗ = ∥ · ∥v.

(3) Let (e1, .., er) be a basis of E which is adapted to ∥ · ∥v. Then, for any η ∈ det(E),
we have the equality

∥η∥v,det = inf {∥x1∥v · · · ∥xr∥v : x1, ..., xr ∈ Ev and η = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr} .

Definition 1.1.8. Let E be a finite-dimensional vector space over K and let e = (e1, ..., er)
be any basis of E. A pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥ on E in v = (| · |, A,m, κ) for which e is an adapted
basis is called diagonalisable if there exists a basis e′ = (e′

1, ..., e
′
r) of E such that the transition
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matrix from e to e′ belongs to GLr(A) and we have

∀a1, ..., ar ∈ Kr, ∥a1e
′
1 + ...+ are

′
r∥ =


√√√√ r∑

i=1
|ai|2∥e′

i∥2 if v is Archimedean,

max
i=1,...,r

|ai|∥e′
i∥ if v is ultrametric.

In that case, we say that e′ is orthogonal for ∥ · ∥, it is moreover called orthonormal if it
satisfies the additional condition: ∥e′

i∥ = 1 for all i = 1, ..., r.

1.2. Adelic curves.

1.2.1. Adelic structures over a field. An adelic curve is the data S = (K, (Ω,A, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω)
where K is a field, (Ω,A, ν) is a measure space and (| · |ω)ω∈Ω is a family of absolute values
on K satisfying the following condition:

∀a ∈ K×, (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log |a|ω ∈ R

is A-measurable and ν-integrable. The adelic curve S is called proper if the product formula

∀a ∈ K×,

∫
Ω

log |a|ων(dω) = 0

holds.
Let S = (K, (Ω,A, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω) and S′ = (K ′, (Ω′,A′, ν ′), (| · |ω′)ω′∈Ω′) be two adelic

curves. A morphism α : S′ → S of adelic curves is a triplet α = (α♯, α♯, Iα), where
• α♯ : K → K ′ is a field extension;
• α♯ : (Ω′,A′)→ (Ω,A) is a measurable map such that

∀ω′ ∈ Ω′, ∀a ∈ K, |α♯(a)|ω′ = |a|α♯(ω′).

Moreover, the direct image of ν ′ by α♯ is assumed to be equal to ν, namely, for any
f ∈ L1(Ω, ν), we have ∫

Ω
fdν =

∫
Ω′
f ◦ α♯dν ′;

• Iα : L1(Ω′,A′, ν ′)→ L1(Ω,A, ν) is a disintegration kernel of α♯, namely Iα is a linear
map such that, for all g ∈ L1(Ω′,A′, ν ′), we have∫

Ω
Iα(g)dν =

∫
Ω′
gdν ′,

and which, for all f ∈ L1(Ω,A, ν), sends the equivalence class of f ◦ α♯ to the class
of f .

1.2.2. Algebraic coverings of adelic curves. Let S = (K, (Ω,A, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω) be an adelic
curve. Let K ′/K be an algebraic extension. Then it is possible to define an adelic curve
S ⊗K K ′ and a morphism αK′/K : S ⊗K K ′ → S. Moreover, if S is proper, then S ⊗K K ′ is
also proper.
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1.2.3. Examples of adelic curves. On a field, there are many possible adelic structures. We
list some examples.

• Any global field (i.e. number field or function field) can be equipped with a natural
adelic structure which corresponds to the classical way to perform arithmetic geometry
over these fields ([CM19], §3.2.1-3.2.2).
• Given any field K and any measure space (Ω,A, ν), we can consider the proper adelic

curve S = (K, (Ω,A, ν), (| · |triv)ω∈Ω), where the family (| · |triv)ω∈Ω consists of copies
of the trivial absolute on K. This kind of adelic curve is of particular importance
when considering the geometry of numbers and appears naturally when considering
Harder-Narasimhan filtrations of adelic vector bundles ([CM24]).
• Function fields of polarised varieties and arithmetic varieties can be endowed with

proper adelic structures ([CM19], §3.2.4-3.2.6). This gives a unified approach to
higher dimensional of classical arithmetic geometry over global fields.
• Let K be a countable field of characteristic zero. In ([CM21], §2.7), it is proved that

there exists an adelic curve S = (K, (Ω,A, ν), (| · |ω)ω∈Ω) satisfying the following
properties:
(1) S is proper;
(2) for any ω ∈ Ω, | · |ω is a non-trivial absolute value on K;
(3) the set {ω ∈ Ω : | · |ω is non-Archimedean} is infinite and countable;
(4) let K be an algebraic closure of K, for any subfield E0 ⊂ K which is finitely

generated over Q, then the set

{a ∈ K : hS⊗KK(1, a) ≤ C and [K0(a) : K0] ≤ δ}

is finite for all C ∈ R≥0 and δ ∈ Z≥1.

2. Topological adelic curves

2.1. Definitions.

Definition 2.1.1. We define the category TAC of topological adelic curves as follows. An
object of this category is the data S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) where

• K is a field;
• Ω is a locally compact Hausdorff topological space called the adelic space of S and
ϕ : Ω→MK is a continuous map called the structural morphism of S;
• ν is a Borel measure on Ω satisfying the following condition: for all f ∈ K×, the map

|f |· : Ω −→ R≥0 ∪ {+∞}
ω 7−→ |f |ϕ(ω)

is such that the function log |f |· is ν-integrable. Note that as ϕ : Ω → MK is
continuous, by definition of the topology of MK , for all f ∈ K×, the map f |· is
continuous.

Then we define morphisms between topological adelic curves. Let SK = (K,ϕK : ΩK →
MK , νK) and SL = (L, ϕL : ΩL → ML, νL) be two topological adelic curves. A morphism
α : SL → SK is the data (α♯, α♯, Iα) where

• α♯ : K → L is a field extension;
• α♯ : ΩL → ΩK is a continuous map inducing a commutative diagram
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ΩL ML

ΩK MK

ϕL

α♯ πL/K

ϕK

.

Moreover, the direct image of νL by α♯ is assumed to be equal to νK . Namely, for
any f ∈ L1(ΩK , νK), we have∫

ΩK

fdνK =
∫

ΩL

f ◦ α♯dνL;

• Iα : L1(ΩL, νL)→ L1(ΩK , νK) is a disintegration kernel of α♯, namely Iα is a linear
map such that, for all g ∈ L1(ΩL, νL), we have∫

ΩK

Iα(g)dνK =
∫

ΩL

gdνL,

and which, for all f ∈ L1(ΩK , νK), maps the equivalence class of f ◦ α♯ to the class
of f .

If S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) is a topological adelic curve, for all f ∈ K×, we define the
defect dS(f) by

dS(f) :=
∫

Ω
log |f |ων(dω).

The topological adelic curve S is called proper if, for all f ∈ K∗ we have dS(f) = 0.

Definition 2.1.2. An integral topological adelic curve is a topological adelic curve (K,ϕ :
Ω → MK , ν) such that there exists a tame integral structure (A, ∥ · ∥A) for K (cf. §1.1.3)
such that the image of the structural morphism ϕ : Ω → MK lies in the global space of
pseudo-absolute values V :=M(A, ∥ · ∥). The space V is called the integral space of S and
the integral structure (A, ∥ · ∥A) is called the underlying integral structure of S.

Let SK = (K,ϕK : ΩK → MK , νK) and SL = (L, ϕL : ΩL → ML, νL) be two integral
topological adelic curves with respective integral spaces VK , VL. A morphism α = (α♯, α♯, Iα) :
SL → SK of topological adelic curves is called integral if there exists a continuous map
α̃♯ : VL → VK such that the diagram

ΩL VL ML

ΩK VK MK

ϕL

α♯ α̃♯
πL/K

ϕK

.

is commutative.
We define the category ITAC of integral topological adelic curves as the subcategory of

TAC curves whose objects are integral topological adelic curves and whose morphisms are
integral morphisms of topological adelic curves.

Notation 2.1.3. (1) Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve. Expect
mentioned otherwise, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω the finiteness ring of the
pseudo-absolute value φ(ω). Likewise, the kernel, resp. the residue field, resp. the
underlying valuation of φ(ω), is denoted by mω, κω, vω.

(2) By "let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→ V, ν) be an integral topological adelic curve, we mean that
(K,ϕ : Ω,→MK , ν) is a topological adelic curve with integral space V .
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(3) We can use the notation from §1.1.3 in the context of topological adelic curves.
Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve. Then we define Ωar,
Ωum as the respective preimages of MK,ar,MK,um through the structural morphism
ϕ : Ω→MK . We also have a map ϵ : (ω ∈ Ωar) 7→ ϵ(ϕ(ω)) =: ϵ(ω) ∈]0, 1].

Proposition 2.1.4. Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve.
(i) For all f ∈ K, let Ωf := {ω ∈ Ω : f ∈ Aω}. Then we have ν(Ω ∖ Ωf ) = 0. Moreover,

if f ∈ K×, then ν ({ω ∈ Ω : |f |ω = 0}) = 0.
(ii) Ωar, resp. Ωum, is an open, resp. a closed subset of Ω.
(iii) If ϵ is bounded from below on Ωar, then ν(Ωar) < +∞ and Ωar is a closed subset of Ω.

Proof. Let f ∈ K. If f = 0, then Ωf = Ω and thus ν(Ω ∖ Ωf ) = 0. Assume that f ̸= 0.
Then log |f |· is ν-integrable and Ωf = {ω ∈ Ω : log |f |ω ≠ +∞}. Hence ν(Ω ∖ Ωf ) = 0.
Finally, as f ̸= 0, log |f−1|· is ν-integrable and {ω ∈ Ω : |f |ω = 0} = Ω ∖ Ωf−1 . Thus
ν ({ω ∈ Ω : |f |ω = 0}) = 0. This concludes the proof of (i).

We now show (ii). Ωar = φ−1(MK,ar) is open as φ is continuous. Likewise, Ωum is closed.
To show (iii), we may assume that Ωar ≠ ∅. Then char(K) = 0 and log |2|· ∈ L1(Ω, ν).

Therefore, the function f := max{0, log |2|·} is ν-integrable. Let 0 < m a lower bound for ϵ
on Ωar. Then

m log(2)
∫

Ωar
ν(dω) ≤

∫
Ω
f(ω)ν(dω) log < +∞,

hence ν(Ωar) < +∞. Let (ωα)α∈I be a generalised convergent sequence in Ωar with limit
ω ∈ Ω. Then the generalised sequence (ϵ(ωα))α∈I ∈ [m, 1]I is bounded. By Bolzano-
Weierstrass, up to considering a subsequence, we may assume that (ϵ(ωα))α∈I converges to
some ϵ ∈ [m, 1]. Then |2|ω = limα∈I |2|ωα = limα∈I 2ϵ(ωα) = 2ϵ > 1. Therefore, ω ∈ Ωar and
it follows that Ωar is closed. □

2.2. Examples and constructions.

2.2.1. Number fields. Let K be a number field with ring of integers OK . Let Ωum be the set
of closed points of Spec(OK) and Ωar be the set of all fields embeddings σ : K → C, both
equipped with the discrete topology. Then Ω := Ωum ⊔ Ωar is a discrete topological space.
For any ω ∈ Ωar, let ϕ(ω) ∈MK denote the Archimedean absolute value on K corresponding
to the complex embedding such that ϵ(ω) = 1. For any ω ∈ Ωum above a prime number p,
let ϕ(ω) denote the non-Archimedean extension of the p-adic absolute value such that the
absolute value of p equals 1/p. Then the morphism ϕ : Ω → MK is continuous. For any
ω ∈ Ω, denote by Kω, resp. Qω the completion of K, resp. Q, w.r.t. the absolute value
ϕ(ω), resp. the restriction of ϕ(ω) to Q. Now set ν({ω}) := [Kω : Qω]. Then the usual
product formula implies that S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) is a proper topological adelic curve.
Moreover, the homeomorphism MK

∼=M(OK ,maxv∈Ωar{| · |v}) from ([Séd24a], Proposition
7.2.1) implies that S is an integral topological adelic curve. Note that the discrete topology
is the coarsest topology on Ω making the map ϕ : Ω→MK continuous. This follows from
the fact that, for any ω ∈ Ω, one can exhibit a neighbourhood Uω of ϕ(ω) in Ω such that
ϕ−1(Uω) ∩ Ω = {ω}.
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2.2.2. Nevanlinna theory: analytic functions on a compact disc. We fix R > 0. We define a
topological adelic curve SR = (KR, ϕR : ΩR →MKR

, νR), where
• KR is the field of meromorphic functions on the closed disc D(R) := {z ∈ C : |z|∞ ≤
R} ⊂ C;
• ΩR = {z ∈ C : |z|∞ < R}

∐
{z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R}, where {z ∈ C : |z|∞ < R} is

equipped with the discrete topology and {z ∈ C : |z|∞ = R} is equipped with the
usual topology;
• the map ϕR : ΩR →MKR

is defined by

∀z ∈ Ω, ϕR(z) :=
{
vz,ar,1 = [(f ∈ KR) 7→ |f(z)|∞ ∈ [0,+∞]] if |z|∞ = R,

(f ∈ KR) 7→ e− ord(f,z) ∈ R≥0 if |z|∞ < R;

• νR is defined by

∀z ∈ ΩR,um, νR({z}) :=
{

log R
|z|∞ if 0 < |z|∞ < R,

logR if z = 0,

and νR is the Lebesgue with total mass 1 on ΩR,ar.
Moreover, results in §1.1.4 imply that SR is an integral topological adelic curve. Finally, the
Jensen formula yields

∀f ∈ K×
R , dR(f) := dSR

(f) = log |c(f, 0)|∞,

where c(f, 0) denotes the first non-zero coefficient in the Laurent series expansion of f in 0.

2.2.3. Restriction to a locally closed subset. Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) be a topological
adelic curve. Let Ω0 ⊂ Ω be a locally closed subset. Then Ω0 is a locally compact Hausdorff
MK-topological space (cf. [Bou71], Chapitre I, §9.7, Proposition 13). Moreover, if ν0 denotes
the restriction of the measure ν to Ω0, then (K,ϕ : Ω0 → MK , ν0) is a topological adelic
curve called the restriction of S to Ω0. Note that, in general, if S is proper, S0 needs not
be proper. Likewise, if S is an integral topological adelic curve with integral space V , Ω0
is a locally compact Hausdorff V -topological space and (K,ϕ0 : Ω0 → V, ν0) is an integral
topological adelic curve.

3. Families of topological adelic curves

In this section, we introduce to notion of families of topological adelic curves. It should be
seen as a preliminary approach to including the analogy between Diophantine approximation
and Nevanlinna theory in an Arakelov theoretic framework.

3.1. Definition and examples.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (I,≤I) be a poset and let Ω0 be a locally compact Hausdorff topological
space. A collection of topological adelic curves (Si = (Ki, ϕi : Ωi →MKi , νi))i∈I is called a
family of topological adelic curves if the following conditions hold:

(1) for all i, i′ ∈ I, we have char(Ki) = char(Ki′);
(2) (Ki)i∈I defines an inverse system in the category of fields, namely, for any i, i′ ∈ I

such that i ≤I i
′, we have a field inclusion Ki′ ⊂ Ki;
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(3) there exists a family of continuous maps
αi : Ωi → Ω0, i ∈ I,

which satisfies the following condition:
∀i, i′ ∈ I, ∀(ω, ω′) ∈ Ωi × Ωi′ , αi(ω) = αi′(ω′)⇒ | · |ω′|Ki∩Ki′ = | · |ω|Ki∩Ki′ .

In that case, the topological space Ω0 is called the base space of the family (Si)i∈I and
the family (αi)i∈I is called the family of structural morphisms of the family (Si)i∈I .

Example 3.1.2. (1) Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve. Let I
be any set endowed with the trivial ordering. We consider the collection (S)i∈N. By
considering the base space Ω and the family of structural morphisms consisting of
the identity Id : Ω → Ω, we obtain a family of topological adelic curves. The case
I = N should be seen as the counterpart of classical Diophantine approximation in
our framework.

(2) We equip R>0 with the usual ordering. Consider the collection (SR)R>0, where for
any R > 0, SR = (KR, ϕR : ΩR → MKR

, νR) is the topological adelic curve defined
in §2.2.2. Consider the topological space Ω0 := C

⊔
(C∖ {0}), where C is equipped

with the discrete topology and C∖ {0} is equipped with the usual topology. For any
R > 0, let

αR : ΩR −→ Ω0

ω 7−→
{

ω ∈ C if ω ∈ ΩR,um,
ω ∈ C∖ {0} if ω ∈ ΩR,ar.

Then, for any R > 0, αR is a continuous injective map and (SR)R>0 is a family of
topological adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of structural morphisms
(αR : ΩR → Ω0)R>0.

3.2. Asymptotically proper family of topological adelic curves.

Definition 3.2.1. Let (I,≤I) be a poset. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi : Ωi → MKi , νi))i∈I be a
family of topological adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of structural morphisms
(αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I . Denote

K∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ki.

For any f ∈ K×
∞, define the function

d·(f) : I −→ R
i 7−→ dSi(f) .

This function is called the defect of f w.r.t. the family S.
Let ∼ be an equivalence relation on F(I,R) which is compatible with the additive group

structure. We say that the family S is asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼ if
∀f ∈ K×

∞, d·(f) ∼ 0.

Example 3.2.2. (1) Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve. Let
I = N endowed with the trivial ordering. Consider the family S of topological adelic
curves defined in Example 3.1.2 (1). Let ∼ be the equivalence relation defined by

∀f, g ∈ F(I,R), f ∼ g ⇔ f − g = O(1).
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Then the family S is asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼ iff S is proper. Indeed if S is not
proper, then there exists f ∈ K such that dS(f) ̸= 0. Then f := (f, f2, f3, ...) ∈ K∞
satisfies |di(f)| →i→+∞ +∞.

(2) We equip R>0 with the usual ordering. Consider the collection S = (SR)R>0 con-
structed in Example 3.1.2 (2). Let ∼O(1) be the equivalence relation on F(I,R)
defined by

∀f, g ∈ F(I,R), f ∼O(1) g ⇔ f − g = O(1).
Then K∞ identifies with the field of meromorphic functions on C and, for any f ∈ K∞,
for any R > 0, we have

dR(f) = log |c(f, 0)|∞ = O(1).
Hence the family S is asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼O(1).

Note that we could also have chosen the equivalence relation ∼cst defined by
∀f, g ∈ F(I,R), f ∼cst g ⇔ (∃a ∈ R, f − g = a).

Then S is asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼cst.
Furthermore, let h : R>0 → R>0 be any function such that h(R) →R→+∞ +∞.

For any R > 0, define another measure ν ′
R on ΩR by

∀z ∈ ΩR,um, ν ′
R({z}) :=

{ 1
h(R) log R

|z|∞ if 0 < |z|∞ < R,
1

h(R) logR if z = 0,

and ν ′
R is the Lebesgue with total mass 1/h(R) on ΩR,ar. This construction yields

a family of topological adelic curves S′ := (S′
R := (KR, ϕR : ΩR → MKR

, ν ′
R))R>0

which is asymptotically proper w.r.t. the equivalence relation ∼o(1) defined by
∀f, g ∈ F(I,R), f ∼o(1) g ⇔ f − g = o(1).

Indeed, for any f ∈ K×
∞, we have

dS′
R

(f) = log |c(f, 0)|∞
h(R) →R→+∞ 0.

3.3. Adelic space attached to a family of topological adelic curves.
Definition 3.3.1. Let (I,≤I) be a poset equipped with the order topology. Let S = (Si =
(Ki, ϕi : Ωi → MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological adelic curves with base space Ω0
and family of structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I . Assume that there exists a family
β = (βj)j∈J , where J is an arbitrary index set and, for any j ∈ J , βj : I →

⊔
i∈I Ωi is a map,

such that
∀i ∈ I, βj(i) ∈ Ωi,

and αi ◦ βj : I → Ω0 is continuous.
We define the adelic space attached to the families S, β as the set

Ω∞ :=
(⊔

i∈I

Ωi

)
/ ∼,

where ∼ denotes the equivalence relation defined by
∀(i, ω), (i′, ω′) ∈

⊔
i∈I

Ωi, (i, ω) ∼ (i′, ω′)⇔ αi(ω) = αi′(ω′).
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The set Ω∞ is equipped with the finest topology making the maps

p :
⊔
i∈I

Ωi → Ω∞,

βj := p ◦ βj : I → Ω∞, j ∈ J,

continuous.

Remark 3.3.2. Using the same notation as above, we see that there exists a canonical
injective continuous map Ω∞ → Ω0 induced by the αi’s. Therefore, up to shrinking the
codomain of the αi’s, it makes sense to assume that Ω∞ and Ω0 are homeomorphic.

Example 3.3.3. (1) Let S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) be a topological adelic curve. Let I be
any set endowed with the trivial ordering. Consider the family S of topological adelic
curves defined in Example 3.1.2 (1). Let J = ∅. Then the adelic space attached to S
can be identified with Ω.

(2) We equip R>0 with the usual ordering. Consider the collection S = (SR)R>0 con-
structed in Example 3.1.2 (2). Consider the family β = (βz)z∈S1 , where, for any
z ∈ S1, for any R > 0, βz(R) = Rz ∈ ΩR,ar. Then the adelic space attached to S and
β is homeomorphic to Ω0.

4. Algebraic covering of topological adelic curves

4.1. Finite separable extension. Throughout this subsection, we fix a topological adelic
curve SK = (K,ϕK : ΩK →MK , νK) and a finite separable extension L/K. We will construct
a canonically determined adelic structure on L whose corresponding adelic curve maps to S.

4.1.1. Case of a general topological adelic curve. Let ΩL := ΩK ×VK
VL equipped with the

fibre product topology. Denote by ϕL : ΩL →ML the pullback of ϕK . Then ΩL is a locally
compact Hausdorff space. By definition of the fibre product topology, for any f ∈ L×, the
map ω ∈ ΩL 7→ log |f |ω ∈ [−∞,+∞] is continuous.

Proposition 4.1.1. The restriction morphism πL/K : ML →MK is surjective, proper, with
finite fibres.

Proof. πL/K is proper since it is continuous and both MK and ML are compact Hausdorff.
πL/K is surjective by construction and has finite fibres by Proposition 1.1.1. □

We now adapt the constructions in ([CM19], §3.3) to define a measure νL on ΩL. For any
ω ∈ ΩK , let ΩL,ω denote the fibre of ω through the restriction map πL/K : ΩL → ΩK . Let
ω ∈ Ω. Denote by Iω the cardinality of the set of valuation rings on L extending Aω.

Proposition 4.1.2. Using the same notation as in Proposition 1.1.1, the measure ΩL,ω

defined by

∀x ∈ ΩL,ω, PL,ω({x}) := 1
|Iω|

[κ̂x : κ̂ω]
[κx : κω] ,

is a probability measure.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of (1). □
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Definition 4.1.3. Let f : ΩL → [−∞,+∞]. Define IL/K(f) : ΩK → [−∞,+∞] by

IL/K(f)(ω) :=
∑

x∈π−1
L/K

(ω)

PL,ω({x})f(x).

The σ-algebra defined in ([CM19], §3.3) coincides with the Borel σ-algebra on ΩL. There-
fore, we can reproduce mutatis mutandis the arguments of ibid. to obtain a measure νL such
that the equality

νL(A) =
∫

ΩK

∑
x∈ΩL,ω

PL,ω({x})1A(x)dνK , (2)

holds for any Borel subset A ⊂ ΩL, where 1A denotes the characteristic function of A.
Furthermore, νL satisfies all the conditions of ([CM19], Theorem 3.3.7). Thus we deduce the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.1.4. We use the above notation. Then SL = S⊗KL := (L, ϕL : ΩL →ML, νL)
is a topological adelic curve. We further have a morphism αL/K : SL → SK . Moreover, for
any f ∈ L×, we have

dSL
(f) = 1

[L : K]dSK
(NL/K(f)). (3)

In particular, if SK is proper, then SL is proper.

Proof. We only need to justify that we have a morphism of topological adelic curves αL/K :
SL → SK . Denote by α♯

L/K : K → L the field extension. Define αL/K,♯ : ΩL → ΩK as the
pullback of πL/K : ML →MK by φK : ΩK →MK . By construction, the diagram in Definition
2.1.1 is commutative. Moreover, ([CM19], Theorem 3.3.7 (3)) implies that αL/K,♯,∗νL = νK .
Finally, from ([CM19], Theorem 3.3.7 (1-2)), we get that IL/K (cf. Definition 4.1.3) is a
disintegration kernel of αL/K,♯. □

4.1.2. Case of an integral topological adelic curve. Assume that SK is integral. Let (A, ∥ · ∥A)
be the underlying integral structure and let VK =M(A, ∥·∥A) be the integral space. Denote by
B the integral closure of A in L. As recalled in §1.1.3, there exists a norm ∥·∥B on B such that
(B, ∥ · ∥B) is a tame integral structure for L and VL :=M(B, ∥ · ∥B) = π−1

L/K(M(A, ∥ · ∥A)).
This is a compact Hausdorff topological space and we denote by πL/K : VL → VK the
(continuous) restriction morphism. Now the following proposition implies that the image of
structural morphism ϕL : ΩL → ML lies in VL and S ⊗K L = (L, ϕL : ΩL → VL, νL) is an
integral topological adelic curve.

Proposition 4.1.5. The restriction morphism πL/K : VL → VK is surjective, proper, with
finite fibres.

Proof. πL/K is proper since it is continuous and both VL and VK are compact Hausdorff.
πL/K is surjective by construction and has finite fibres by Proposition 4.1.1. □

4.2. Finite extension. Throughout this subsection, we fix a topological adelic curve SK =
(K,ϕK : ΩK →MK , νK) and a finite extension L/K. Denote by K ′/K the separable closure
of K in L and let SK′ := S ⊗K K ′ := (K ′, ϕK′ : ΩK′ →MK′ , νK′) be the topological adelic
curve constructed in §4.1.
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Proposition 4.2.1. (1) The spaces ML et MK′ are homeomorphic.
(2) There exist a topological adelic curve SL := (L, ϕL : ΩL →ML, νL) and a morphism

SL → SK′ → S of topological adelic curves.
(3) Assume that SK is an integral topological adelic curve and denote by (A, ∥ · ∥A) its

underlying integral structure and by VK its integral space. Let A′ and AL denote
respectively the integral closures of A in K ′ and L. We respectively endow A′ and AL

with the norm ∥ · ∥A′ and ∥ · ∥AL
from Proposition 1.1.4. Then VL :=M(AL) and

VK′ =M(A′) are homeomorphic and the topological adelic curve SL is integral.
Proof. (1) Corollary 1.1.2 provides a continuous bijection πL/K′ : ML →MK′ . Since both
ML and MK′ are compact Hausdorff, we obtain (1).

(2) The homeomorphism πL/K′ : ML →MK′ induces by pullback a homeomorphism ΩL :=
π−1

L/K′(ΩK′)→ ΩK′ and a continuous map ϕL : ΩL →ML. Denote by νL the pushforward of
νK′ by the inverse of the latter homeomorphism. Then SL := (L, ϕL : ΩL → ML, νL) is a
topological adelic curve.

(3) (AL, ∥ · ∥AL
) is an integral structure for L (cf. Proposition 1.1.4). Moreover, the

restriction map πL/K′ :M(AL)→M(A′) is a restriction of the homeomorphism of (1) which
is surjective. Hence it is a homeomorphism. The last part of the assertion follows directly. □

We now state a compatibility result for successive extensions of the base field.
Proposition 4.2.2. Let K2/K1/K be successive finite extensions. Then we have a canonical
isomorphism of topological adelic curves

(SK ⊗K K1)⊗K1 K2 ∼= SK ⊗K K2

making the below diagram commute.

SK ⊗K K2 SK ⊗K K1

SK

αK2/K1

αK2/K

αK1/K .

Moreover, if SK is integral, the above isomorphism and diagram lie in the category of integral
topological adelic curves.
Proof. Let (SK ⊗K K1)⊗K1 K2 = (K2, ϕ

′
2 : Ω′

2 →MK2 , ν
′
2) and SK ⊗K K2 = (K2, ϕ2 : Ω2 →

MK2 , ν2). The definition of Ω2,Ω′
2 implies that there exists a canonical homeomorphism

Ω2 ∼= Ω′2. From ([CM19], (3.15)), we deduce that ν2 can be identified with ν ′
2 via the

previous homeomorphism. Commutativity of the diagram follows from Proposition 4.2.1 (3).
In the integral case, we denote respectively by A1 and A2 the integral closures of A in K1

and K2. Note that the construction of the extension of the norm ∥ · ∥A from Proposition
1.1.4 is compatible with successive extension. Since V ′

2 is obtained by considering the integral
closure of A1 in L, which is equal to A2, we obtain V2 = V ′

2 . □

4.3. Algebraic extension. Throughout this subsection, we fix a topological adelic curve
SK = (K,ϕK : ΩK →MK , νK) and an algebraic extension L/K. Let EL/K be the set of all
sub-extensions L/K ′/K with K ′/K finite. It is a directed set with respect to the inclusion
relation and we have

L =
⋃

K′/K∈EL/K

K ′.
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Then Proposition 4.2.2 ensures that we have a cofiltered inverse system of topological adelic
curves (SK′)K′∈EL/K

whose arrows are denoted by πK′′/K′ : SK′′ → SK′ . We will prove that
the inverse limit of this inverse system exists and is a topological adelic curve with field L.

Proposition 4.2.2 yields an inverse system (SK′ = (K ′, ϕK′ : ΩK′ →MK′ , νK′))K′∈EL/K
in

TAC which induces an inverse system of Cartesian diagrams of the form

ΩK′ MK′

ΩK MK

ϕK′

πK′/K

ϕK

indexed by EL/K and whose vertical arrows are proper. Hence its inverse limit can be written
as

ΩL ML

ΩK MK

ϕL

πL/K

ϕK

,

where ΩL := lim←−K′∈EL/K
ΩK′ . Since the map πL/K is proper and the ΩK′ are locally compact

Hausdorff topological spaces, ΩL is locally compact Hausdorff.
We can now adapt the arguments from ([CM19], §3.4) to construct a Borel measure νL on

ΩL and a disintegration kernel for πL/K : ΩL → ΩK .
Hence we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3.1. We use the same notation as above. Then SL := SK ⊗K L := (L, ϕL :
ΩL →ML, νL) is a topological adelic curve and we have an isomorphism

lim←−
K′∈EL/K

SK ⊗K K ′.

Moreover, if SK is proper, then SL is proper. Finally, if SK is integral, then SL is integral.

Proof. Except for the assertion about integrality, the proposition follows from the above
paragraph. We now assume that SK is integral. Let (A, ∥ · ∥A) denote its underlying integral
structure and let VK be its integral space. Let B denote the integral closure of A in L. Then
Proposition 1.1.4 and its proof yield a norm ∥ · ∥B as well as an isomorphism

VL :=M(B, ∥ · ∥B) ∼= lim←−
K′∈EL/K

M(AK′ , ∥ · ∥AK′ ) =: VK′ ,

where, for all K ′ ∈ EL/K , (AK′ , ∥ · ∥AK′ ) denotes the extension of (A, ∥ · ∥A) over K ′.
Therefore, we see that the image of the structural morphism ϕL : ΩL →ML lies in VL and
SL is integral. □

4.4. Action of the Galois group. Throughout this subsection, we fix a topological adelic
curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) and an algebraic extension L/K whose group of K-linear
automorphisms is denoted by Aut(L/K). Let SL := (L, ϕL : ΩL →ML, νL) be the topological
adelic curve S ⊗K L defined in §4.3.

Proposition 4.4.1. (i) The action of Aut(L/K) on ML introduced in Proposition 1.1.3
(1) induces continuous and proper actions of Aut(L/K) on ML and ΩL. Moreover,
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if S is integral and VL denotes the integral space of SL, the action of Aut(L/K) on
ML induces a continuous and proper action on VL.

(ii) We assume that L/K is Galois and that, for any v ∈ MK , the residue field κv is
perfect. Then for any ω ∈ Ω, the actions of Aut(L/K) on ΩL,ω and ML,ϕ(ω) are
transitive. Moreover, if S is integral with underlying global space of pseudo-absolute
values V . Then for any v ∈ V , Aut(L/K) acts transitively on VL,v, where VL denotes
the underlying global space of pseudo-absolute values of SL.

(iii) We use the same assumptions as in (ii). Then we have homeomorphisms
ΩL/Aut(L/K) ∼= Ω, ML/G ∼= MK .

Moreover, if S is integral, we have a homeomorphism
VL/Aut(L/K) ∼= V.

Proof. By considering the trivial actions on V and Ω, we see that Aut(L/K) induces actions
on ΩL and VL. Let us show that these actions are continuous. First, assume that L/K is
finite. Since Aut(L/K) is discrete, it is enough to prove that, for any τ ∈ Aut(L/K), for
any a ∈ L, the map (| · |x ∈ ML) 7→ |a|τ(x) is continuous. This is clear by definition of the
topology on ML and since |a|τ(x) = |τ(a)|x. If now L/K is infinite, let us show that the map

αL/K : Aut(L/K)×ML −→ ML

(τ, v) 7−→ v ◦ τ
is continuous. By definition of the topology on ML, it is enough to prove that for any
intermediate extension L/K ′/K with K ′/K finite, the map αL/K ◦ πL/K′ is continuous. Let
K ′ be such an intermediate extension. By definition of the topology on Aut(L/K) and
ML, the map β : (τ, v) ∈ Aut(L/K)×ML 7→ (τ|K′ , v|K′) ∈ Aut(K ′/K)× VK′ is continuous.
The finite case implies that αK′/K is continuous. We conclude by using the fact that
αL/K ◦ πL/K′ = αK′/K ◦ β. Since ϕL : ΩL →ML is continuous, we obtain the continuity of
the action on ΩL. These actions are proper since ML and ΩL are locally compact Hausdorff
and Aut(L/K) is Hausdorff. In the case where S is integral, the action of Aut(L/K) on ML

induces a continuous and proper action on VL as VL is a compact subset of ML which is
stabilised by the action. This concludes the proof of (i).

(ii) is a direct consequence of Proposition 1.1.3 (2).
We now prove (iii). Denote G := Aut(L/K). Since K = LG, the restriction maps

πL/K : VL → V and πL/K : ΩL → Ω induce continuous maps ML/G→MK and ΩL/G→ Ω
such that the diagram

ΩL ML

ΩL/G ML/G

Ω MK

ϕL

ϕ

is Cartesian. (ii) ensures that the arrows ΩL/G→ Ω and ML/G→MK are injective, hence
bijective. Since both ML and MK are compact Hausdorff, the arrow ML/G → MK is a
homeomorphism. Therefore, the arrow ΩL/G→ Ω is a homeomorphism as it is the pullback
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of ML/G→MK by ϕ : Ω→MK . In case where S is integral we use that the map VL/G→ V
is the pullback of ML/G → MK by the natural inclusion. Hence it is a homeomorphism.
This concludes the proof of the proposition. □

Remark 4.4.2. We assume that the hypotheses of Proposition 1.1.3 (ii) hold. Using
([BYDHS24], Lemma 10.4), if the measure ν is assumed to be Radon, we see that the
measure νL is the only Aut(L/K)-invariant measure on ΩL whose pushforward via πL/K is ν.

Part 2. Adelic vector bundles and Harder-Narasimhan filtrations over
topological adelic curves

In this part, we study the intrinsic geometry of topological adelic curves. This is done
by introducing what plays the role of a vector bundle on a curve in algebraic geometry. We
introduce the counterpart of norm families in our context and introduce various regularity
and dominance conditions (§5). After that, we define adelic vector bundles on a topological
adelic curve (§6). Finally, we study slope theory for adelic vector bundles on a topological
adelic curve (§7).

5. Pseudo-norm families

In this section, we globalise the constructions of §1.1.5. Throughout this section, we fix
a topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν). Recall that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote
by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω respectively. From now on, we
assume that for any ω ∈ Ωar, we have ϵ(ω) = 1. In that case Proposition 2.1.4 implies that
ν(Ωar) < +∞ and Ωar,Ωum are open subsets of Ω. Note that this assumption is not too
harmful to the generality since we can replace, for any ω ∈ Ωar, the pseudo-absolute value | · |ω
by the pseudo-absolute value | · |1/ϵ(ω)

ω and the measure ν by the measure ν̃ := (1Ωum +ϵ1Ω,ar)ν.

5.1. Definitions. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space. For any ω ∈ Ω, we call
pseudo-norm in ω on E any map ∥ · ∥ω : E → [0,+∞] such that ∥ · ∥ω is a pseudo-norm in
φ(ω) on E (cf. §1.1.5).

Definition 5.1.1. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space. We call pseudo-norm
family on E any family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω where, for any ω ∈ Ω, ∥ · ∥ω is a pseudo-norm in ω
on E. We assume that the additional following condition holds:

(∗) for any ω ∈ Ω, there exist an open neighbourhood U of ω in Ω and a basis (e1, ..., ed)
of E such that, for any i ∈ {1, ..., d}, ∥ei∥ω ∈ R>0. Such a basis is called adapted to
the pseudo-norm family ξ in ω.

Moreover, if there exists a basis (e1, ..., ed) of E such that, for any ω ∈ Ω, for all i = 1, ..., r,
we have ∥ei∥ω ∈ R>0, we say that (e1, ..., ed) is globally adapted to ξ (on U). Finally, we say
that the pseudo-norm family ξ is ultrametric, resp. Hermitian, if ∥ · ∥ω is ultrametric for any
ω ∈ Ωum, resp. if ∥ · ∥ω is Hermitian for any ω ∈ Ωar.

Notation 5.1.2. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space.
(1) By "let ξ = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω be a pseudo-norm family on E", we mean that, for

any ω ∈ Ω, the pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥ω has finiteness module Eω, kernel Nω and residue
vector space Êω.
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(2) In case there is no explicit notation as above, for any pseudo-norm family ξ =
(∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω on E, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by

– Eω the finiteness module of ∥ · ∥ω;
– Nω the kernel of ∥ · ∥ω;
– Êω the residue vector space of ∥ · ∥ω.

Example 5.1.3. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space and fix a basis e = (e1, ..., er)
of E. We fix ω ∈ Ω and we denote respectively by Eω and Êω the restriction of scalars of E
to Aω and the corresponding residue vector space. Then e defines compatible isomorphisms

E Eω Êω

Kn An
ω κ̂ω

n

∼= ∼= ∼= .

For any λ1, ..., λr ∈ κ̂ω, we set

∥λ1e1 + · · ·+ λrer∥e,ω =
{

max{|̃λ1|ω, ..., |̃λd|ω}, if ω ∈ Ωum,

|̃λ1|ω + · · ·+ |̃λd|ω, if ω ∈ Ωar,

where |̃ · | denotes the residue absolute value on κ̂ω. Then ∥ · ∥e,ω defines a norm on Êω. By
lifting ∥ · ∥e,ω to a pseudo-norm on E in ω, we obtain a pseudo-norm family ξe = (ξe,ω)ω∈Ω
on E called the model pseudo-norm family associated with the basis e.

We also define a Hermitian pseudo-norm family ξe,2 as follows. For any λ1, ..., λr ∈ κ̂ω, we
set

∥λ1e1 + · · ·+ λrer∥e,2,ω =
{

max{|̃λ1|ω, ..., |̃λd|ω}, if ω ∈ Ωum,

(|̃λ1|
2
ω + · · ·+ |̃λd|

2
ω)1/2, if ω ∈ Ωar.

By the same arguments as above, we can lift the construction to obtain a pseudo-norm family
ξe,2 on E. Note that e is a basis of E which is globally adapted to both ξe and ξe,2.

The following lemma studies more closely condition (∗) in Definition 5.1.1.

Lemma 5.1.4. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Let ω ∈ Ω and let (e1, ..., er) be a basis of E such that, for any
i = 1, ..., r, we have ∥ei∥ω ∈ R>0. Then (e1, ..., er) is an adapted basis to ξ in ω.

Proof. By hypothesis, there exist a basis (e′
1, ..., e

′
r) of E together with an open neighbourhood

U of ω in Ω such that,

∀ω′ ∈ U, ∀i = 1, ..., r, ∥e′
i∥ω′ ∈ R>0.

It suffices to prove that there exists an open neighbourhood V of ω in Ω such that, ∥e1∥· has
value in R>0 on V . As ∥e1∥ω < +∞, we can write e1 = a1e

′
1 +· · ·+are

′
r, where a1, ..., ar ∈ Aω.

As ∥e1∥ω > 0, we may assume that a1 ∈ A×
ω and a2, ..., ar ∈ Aω. Now, by continuity of the

maps |a1|·, ..., |ar|· : Ω→ [0,+∞], there exists an open neighbourhood V ⊂ U of ω in Ω such
that

∀ω′ ∈ V, a1 ∈ A×
ω′ , a2, ..., ar ∈ Aω′ .

Thus Proposition 1.1.6 implies that ∥e1∥· has value in R>0 in V . □
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We end this subsection with two results concerning pseudo-norm families which possess a
globally adapted basis.

Lemma 5.1.5. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Assume that there exists a basis (e1, ..., er) of E which is globally
adapted to ξ. Let (e′

1, ..., e
′
r) be another basis of E. Then there exists an open subset Ω′ ⊂ Ω

such that, for all ω ∈ Ω′, the basis (e′
1, ..., e

′
r) is adapted to ξ in ω and ν(Ω ∖ Ω′) = 0.

Proof. For any i = 1, ..., r, we write e′
i = a

(i)
1 e1 + · · · a(i)

r er, where a(i)
1 , ..., a

(i)
r ∈ K. Let ω ∈ Ω.

Note that the basis (e′
1, ..., e

′
r) is adapted to ξ in ω iff, for any i, j ∈ {1, ..., r}, a(i)

j ∈ A×
ω . As

the functions log |a(i)
j |· : Ω → [−∞,+∞] are continuous and ν-integrable for i, j = 1, ..., r,

we obtain the desired assertion. □

Lemma 5.1.6. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Let s ∈ E ∖ {0}. Then the set

{ω ∈ Ω : ∥s∥ω ∈ {0,+∞}}
is a locally closed subset of Ω which has measure zero with respect to ν.

Proof. Let s ∈ E ∖ {0}. And denote Fs := {ω ∈ Ω : ∥s∥ω ∈ {0,+∞}}. We may assume that
Fs is non-empty. Let ω0 ∈ Fs. Let (e1, ..., er) be a basis of E which is globally adapted to ξ.

Write s = s1e1 + · · · + srer, where s1, ..., sr ∈ K. Then, for any ω ∈ Ω, ω belongs
to Fs iff there exists i ∈ {1, ..., r} such that si ∈ K ∖ A×

ω . For any i = 1, ..., r, denote
Fi := {ω ∈ Ω : si ∈ K ∖A×

ω }. As |s1|·, ..., |sr|· are continuous, Fs is locally closed. Thus
Fs ⊂ F1 ∪ · · · ∪ Fr.

As the functions log |si|· : Ω → [−∞,+∞] for i = 1, ..., r are ν-integrable, ν(F1) = · · · =
ν(Fr) = 0 and therefore Fs has measure zero. □

5.2. Algebraic constructions on pseudo-norm families.

Proposition-Definition 5.2.1. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with
a pseudo-norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω.

(1) Let F ⊂ E be a vector subspace of E. Then the family of restrictions ξ|F :=
(∥ · ∥ω|F )ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family on F called the restriction of ξ.

(2) Let G be a quotient of E. Then the family of quotient pseudo-norms ξG := (∥·∥ω,G)ω∈Ω
is a pseudo-norm family on G called the quotient of ξ.

(3) The family of dual pseudo-norms ξ∨ := (∥ · ∥ω,∗)ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family on the
dual vector space E∨ called the dual of ξ.

(4) Let E′ be another finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ′ = (∥ · ∥′ω)ω∈Ω. For any ω ∈ Ω, let ∥ · ∥ω,π and ∥ · ∥ω,ϵ be respectively the
π-tensor product and the ϵ-tensor product of the pseudo-norms ∥ · ∥ω and ∥ · ∥′ω. We
denote by ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′ the pseudo-norm family on E ⊗E′ consisting of the pseudo-norms
∥ · ∥ω,ϵ for ω ∈ Ωum and ∥ · ∥ω,π for ω ∈ Ωar. This family is called the ϵ, π-tensor
product pseudo-norm family of ξ and ξ′. Similarly, we define the ϵ-tensor product as
well as the π-tensor product of ξ and ξ′.

(5) Let i ≥ 1 be an integer. We denote by Λiξ the pseudo-norm family on ΛiE as the
quotient of the ϵ, π-tensor product pseudo-norm family on E⊗i. This family is called
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the exterior power pseudo-norm family on ΛiE. If i = dimK(E), the pseudo-norm
family Λiξ is called the determinant pseudo-norm family of ξ and is denoted by
det(ξ).

(6) Let ξ′ = (∥ · ∥′ω, E ′
ω, N

′
ω, Ê

′
ω)ω∈Ω be another pseudo-norm family on E Assume that

for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a basis e of E such that e is both adapted to ξ and ξ′ in
ω. Then, for any ω ∈ Ω, we have equalities

Eω = E ′
ω, Nω = N ′

ω, Êω := Ê′
ω.

We define the local distance function by

(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξ′) := sup
s∈Êω∖{0}

∣∣log ∥s∥ω − log ∥s∥′ω
∣∣ = sup

s∈E

∣∣log ∥s∥ω − log ∥s∥′ω
∣∣ ,

where we use the convention that, for any ω ∈ Ω, for any s ∈ E such that ∥s∥ω ∈
{0,+∞}, we have log ∥s∥ω − log ∥s∥′ω = 0.

Proof. It suffices to prove that condition (∗) from Definition 5.1.1 holds for the pseudo-norm
families in (1)-(5). Fix ω ∈ Ω.

(1) By construction of ξF , there exists a basis (e1, ..., er) of F which can be enlarged in a
basis (e1, ..., er, er+1, ..., ed) such that ∥e1∥ω, ..., ∥ed∥ω > 0. Then Lemma 5.1.4 implies that
there exists an open neighbourhood U of ω in Ω such that

∀ω′ ∈ U, ∀i = 1, ..., d, ∥ei∥ω′ ∈ R>0.

Thus (e1, ..., er) is a basis of F which is adapted to ξF in ω.
(2) Write G = E/F for some vector subspace F ⊂ E. By construction of ξG, there

exists a basis (e1, ..., er, er+1, ..., ed) of E such that (e1, ..., er) is a basis of F , the image of
(er+1, ..., ed) in E/F is a basis and, for any i = r + 1, ..., d, ∥ei∥ω > 0. Then one can use
Lemma 5.1.4 to conclude as above.

(3) Let (e1, ..., ed) be a basis of E which is adapted to ξ in ω, say on an open neighbourhood
U of ω. Then it follows from the construction of ξ∨ that, for any ω′ ∈ U , (e∨

1 , ...e
∨
d ) is a basis

of E∨ such that ∥e∨
1 ∥ω′,∗, ..., ∥e∨

d ∥ω′,∗ > 0. Hence the basis (e∨
1 , ...e

∨
d ) is adapted to ξ∨ in ω.

(4) Let (e1, ..., ed) and (e′
1, ..., e

′
d′) respectively be basis of E and E′ that are adapted to ξ

and ξ′ in ω on respective open neighbourhood U and U ′ of ω. The construction of π-tensor
product and ϵ-tensor product implies that the tensor product basis (e1, ..., ed)⊗ (e′

1, ..., e
′
d′)

is an adapted basis of E ⊗ E′ in ω on U ∩ U ′.
(5) This follows from (2) and (4). □

5.3. Dominated pseudo-norm families. In this subsection, we introduce an integrability
condition for pseudo-norm families. Most of its content is an adaptation of §4.1.2 of [CM19]
in our context. Recall that a function f : Ω → [−∞,+∞] is called ν-dominated iff there
exists g ∈ L1(Ω,A, ν) such that |f | ≤ g ν-a.e.

Definition 5.3.1. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-
norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. The family is called dominated if the pseudo-norm families ξ
and ξ∨ are upper dominated, namely we have

∀f ∈ E ∖ {0},
∫

Ω
log ∥f∥ων(dω) < +∞,
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and

∀φ ∈ E∗ ∖ {0},
∫

Ω
log ∥φ∥ω,∗ν(dω) < +∞.

ξ is called strongly dominated if ξ is dominated and the distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→
dω(ξ, ξ∨∨) ∈ R≥0 (cf. Definition 5.2.1 (6)) is ν-dominated.

Example 5.3.2. Using the notation of Example 5.1.3, we show that for any basis e =
(e1, ..., er) of a K-vector space E, the pseudo-norm families ξe, ξe,2 are dominated. Indeed,
for any ω ∈ Ω, we have

∀λ1, ..., λd ∈ K, log ∥λ1e1 + · · ·+ λrer∥e,ω ≤ max
i=1,...,r

|λi|ω + log(r)1Ωar(ω),

∀λ1, ..., λd ∈ K, log ∥λ1e1 + · · ·+ λrer∥e,2,ω ≤ max
i=1,...,r

|λi|ω + 1
2 log(r)1Ωar(ω).

where 1Ωar denotes the characteristic function of Ωar. Moreover, we have
∀ω ∈ Ω, ∀α1, ..., αd ∈ K, ∥α1e

∨
1 + · · ·+ αre

∨
r ∥e,ω,∗ = max

i=1,...,r
|αi|ω,

ξ∨
e,2 = ξe∨,2,

where e∨ := (e∨
1 , ..., e

∨
r ) denotes the dual basis attached to e. Therefore, the pseudo-norm

families ξe and ξe,2 are dominated.

Remark 5.3.3 ([CM19], Rem. 4.1.12). If a pseudo-norm family ξ consists of ultrametric
pseudo-norms ξω for any ω ∈ Ωum, being dominated is equivalent to being strongly dominated.

Proposition 5.3.4. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-
norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Assume that dimK(E) = 1. Then the following assertions are
equivalent.

(i) ξ is dominated.
(ii) For any s ∈ E ∖ {0}, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥s∥ω is ν-dominated.
(iii) There exists s ∈ E ∖ {0}, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥s∥ω is ν-dominated.

Proof. The arguments of the proof of ([CM19], Proposition 4.1.16) can be adapted directly.
□

Proposition 5.3.5. (1) Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a
pseudo-norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. If ξ is dominated (resp. strongly dominated),
then for any vector subspace F ⊂ E, the restriction of ξ to F is a dominated (resp.
strongly dominated) pseudo-norm family on F .

(2) Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm family
ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. If ξ is dominated (resp. strongly dominated), then for any vector
subspace F ⊂ E, the quotient pseudo-norm family ξE/F is dominated (resp. strongly
dominated).

(3) Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a dominated pseudo-norm
family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Then the dual pseudo-norm family ξ∨ on E∨ is strongly
dominated.

(4.a) Let E,F be finite-dimensional K-vector spaces equipped with dominated pseudo-norm
families ξ, ξ′ respectively. Then the ϵ, π-tensor product pseudo-norm family ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′

is a strongly dominated pseudo-norm family on E ⊗K F .
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(4.b) Let E,F be finite-dimensional K-vector spaces equipped with dominated pseudo-norm
families ξ, ξ′ respectively. Then the ϵ-tensor product pseudo-norm family ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′ is
a strongly dominated pseudo-norm family on E ⊗K F .

(5) Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a dominated pseudo-norm
family ξ. Let i ∈ N. Then the pseudo-norm family Λiξ is strongly dominated.

(6) Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm family
ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. If ξ is dominated, then the determinant pseudo-norm family det(ξ)
is strongly dominated.

(7) Let K ′/K be a finite extension of fields. Let S′ = (K ′, ϕ′ : Ω′ → MK′ , ν ′) be
the topological adelic curve constructed in §4.2. Denote by πK′/K : Ω′ → Ω the
projection. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space and let E′ := E ⊗K K ′.
Let ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω and ξ′ = (∥ · ∥′ω′)ω′∈Ω′ be pseudo-norm families on E and E′

respectively such that
∀ω ∈ Ω, ∀ω′ ∈ π−1

K′/K({ω}), ∀s ∈ E, ∥s∥ω′ = ∥s∥ω.

If ξ′ is dominated, then ξ is dominated.

Proof. (1) The upper domination of ξ implies that ξF is upper dominated. Let φ ∈ F∨.
Recall that Proposition 1.1.7 (1) implies that ξ∨

F identifies with the quotient pseudo-norm
family of ξ∨ via π : E∨ → F∨. Let φ ∈ E∨ be such that π(φ) = φ. As ξ∨ is upper dominated,
we deduce that there exists an integrable function g : Ω→ [0,+∞] such that log ∥φ∥·,∗ ≤ g
ν-a.e.. Therefore, for almost all ω ∈ Ω, we have

log ∥φ∥F,ω,∗ ≤ log ∥φ∥ω,∗ ≤ g(ω),
hence ξ∨

F is upper dominated.
We now prove the strong domination property. Assume that (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξ∨) ∈ R is

ν-dominated. Proposition 1.1.7 (1) implies that ξ∨
F identifies with a quotient pseudo-norm

family of ξ∨ and ξ∨∨
F identifies with a restricted pseudo-norm family of ξ∨∨. Therefore,

([CM19], Proposition 1.1.42) yields
∀ω ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ dω(ξF , ξ

∨∨
F ) ≤ dω(ξ, ξ∨∨).

Hence we deduce the ν-domination of (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξF , ξ
∨
F ).

(2) Let x ∈ E/F and let x be a lift of x in x. Then for any ω ∈ Ω, we have log ∥x∥E/F,ω ≤
log ∥x∥ω. Therefore, the upper domination of ξ implies that ξE/F is itself upper dominated.
Moreover, Proposition 1.1.7 (1) implies that ξ∨

E/F identifies with the restriction of ξ∨ to
(E/F )∨ ⊂ E∨. Thus (1) yields the upper domination of ξ∨

E/F .
The strong domination property is proven similarly to that of (1). ξ∨∨

E/F identifies with a
quotient pseudo-norm family of ξ∨∨ and therefore ([CM19], Proposition 1.1.42) yields

∀ω ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ dω(ξE/F , ξ
∨∨
E/F ) ≤ dω(ξ, ξ∨∨).

(3) By definition, ξ∨ is upper dominated. Moreover, Proposition 1.1.7 (2) implies that
∀x ∈ E ∖ {0},∀ω ∈ Ω, log ∥x∥ω,∗∗ ≤ log ∥x∥ω.

From the upper domination of ξ we obtain that ξ∨∨ is upper dominated. Finally, Remark
5.3.3 implies that ξ∨ is strongly dominated.

(4.a) and (4.b) Let ξ ⊗π ξ
′ = (∥ · ∥ω,π)ω∈Ω and ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′ = (∥ · ∥ω,ϵ)ω∈Ω. We first remark
that the upper domination of ξ and ξ′ implies that ξ ⊗π ξ

′ is upper dominated. Indeed, for
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any φ ∈ E ⊗K E′ ∖ {0}, for any expression φ =
∑N

i=1 φi⊗φ′
i, where N ≥ 1 is an integer and

(φi, φ
′
i) ∈ E × E′ for i = 1, ..., N , we have

log ∥φ∥ω,π ≤ log
(

N∑
i=1
∥φi∥ω∥φ′

i∥′ω

)
≤ 1Ωar(ω) logN + max

i=1,...,N
log ∥φ∥ω + max

i=1,...,N
log ∥φ′∥′ω.

Since ν(Ωar) < +∞, the function 1Ωar(·) logN is ν-integrable. Moreover, since ξ and ξ′

are upper dominated, the functions maxi=1,...,N log ∥φ∥· and maxi=1,...,N log ∥φ′∥′· are upper
dominated. Therefore ξ⊗π ξ

′ is upper dominated. As, for any ω ∈ Ω, we have ∥·∥ω,ϵ ≤ ∥·∥ω,π,
we deduce that ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′ is upper dominated. Note that we also obtain that ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′ is upper

dominated.
We now prove that (ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′)∨ is upper dominated. Recall that ([CM19], Propositions
1.1.57 and 1.2.20) imply that (ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′)∨ can be identified with ξ∨ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′∨. As ξ∨ and ξ′∨ are

upper dominated, the above paragraph implies that ξ∨ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′∨ is upper dominated. Hence

(ξ ⊗ϵ ξ
′)∨ is upper dominated and ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′ is dominated.
Combining (3) with (4.a), we obtain that ξ∨ ⊗ϵ ξ

′∨ is dominated. Since ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′ can be

identified with (ξ∨ ⊗ϵ ξ
′∨)∨, (3) furnishes the domination of ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′.
Finally ξ ⊗ϵ ξ

′ and ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′ are strongly dominated since they are both ultrametric on

Ωum.
(5) It is a direct consequence of (4.b) and (2).
(6) Let η ∈ det(E) ∖ {0}. Write η = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ed for some basis (e1, ..., ed) of E. Then

Proposition 1.1.7 (3) implies that

∀ω ∈ Ω, | log ∥η∥ω,det |≤| log ∥e1∥ω | + · · ·+ | log ∥ed∥ω | .

Since ξ is dominated, for any i = 1, ..., d, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥ei∥ω ∈ [−∞,+∞] is
ν-dominated. Therefore, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥η∥ω,det ∈ [−∞,+∞] is ν-dominated
and Proposition 5.3.4 allows to conclude that det(ξ) is dominated. Since det(E) is a K-vector
space of dimension 1, det(ξ) is ultrametric on Ωum and therefore det(ξ) = det(ξ)∨∨ which
implies the desired strong dominance.

(7) Let s ∈ E ∖ {0}. Combining the results of §4.2 with the hypothesis, we have∫
Ω

log ∥s∥ων(dω) =
∫

Ω′
log ∥s∥′ω′ν ′(dω′) < +∞.

Thus ξ is upper dominated.
Let α ∈ E∨ ∖ {0}. Let ω ∈ Ω and let ω′ ∈ π−1

K′/K({ω}). Then we have

∥α∥ω,∗ = sup
x∈Eω∖mωEω

|φ(x)|ω
∥x∥ω

= sup
x∈Eω∖mωEω

|φ(x)|ω
∥x∥′ω′

≤ ∥α∥′ω′,∗.

As ξ′∨ is upper dominated, ξ∨ is upper dominated as well. □

Proposition 5.3.6. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with two pseudo-
norm families ξ1, ξ2 such that, for any ω ∈ Ω ∈ R≥0, there exists a basis eω of E which is
both adapted to ξ1 and ξ2 (so that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R≥0 is
well-defined). Assume that ξ1 is dominated and that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→
dω(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated. Then ξ2 is dominated.



32 ANTOINE SÉDILLOT

Proof. For i = 1, 2, we denote ξi = (∥ · ∥i,ω)ω∈Ω. Let s ∈ E ∖ {0}. With the conventions
defining the local distance function, we have the inequalities∫

Ω
log ∥s∥2,ων(dω) ≤

∫
Ω

log ∥s∥1,ων(dω) +
∫

Ω
dω(ξ1, ξ2)ν(dω) < +∞.

Hence ξ2 is upper dominated.
Let α ∈ E∨ ∖ {0}. We have the inequalities∫

Ω
log ∥α∥2,ω,∗ν(dω) ≤

∫
Ω

log ∥α∥1,ω,∗ν(dω) +
∫

Ω
dω(ξ∨

1 , ξ
∨
2 )ν(dω)

≤
∫

Ω
log ∥α∥1,ω,∗ν(dω) +

∫
Ω
dω(ξ1, ξ2)ν(dω) < +∞,

where the third inequality comes from ([CM19], Proposition 1.1.43). Hence ξ∨
2 is upper

dominated. Finally, we obtain that ξ2 is dominated. □

The end of this subsection is devoted to relating the strong dominance of a pseudo-norm
family to model pseudo-norm families (cf. Example 5.1.3) in the case where there exists a
globally adapted basis.

Proposition 5.3.7. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a dominated
pseudo-norm family ξ for which there exists a globally adapted basis. Then for any basis e of
E which is globally adapted to ξ, there exists a ν-integrable function Ae : Ω→ [0,+∞] such
that, for any algebraic extension L/K, for any x ∈ ΩL, we have

dx(ξL, ξe,L) ≤ Ae(πL/K(x)).

Proof. Using the assumption of being globally adapted, the measure theoretic arguments in
the proof of ([CM19], Proposition 4.1.7) have counterparts in our setting. The proof goes
exactly along the same lines. □

Corollary 5.3.8. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with two pseudo-
norm families ξ1, ξ2 such that there exists a basis e which is both globally adapted to ξ1 and
ξ2. Assume that ξ1 and ξ2 are ultrametric on Ωum. If ξ1 and ξ2 are both dominated, then the
local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated.

Proof. Let e of E which is globally adapted to ξ1, ξ2. Proposition 5.3.7 with L = K implies
that the local distance functions

(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ∨∨
1 , ξe) = dω(ξ1, ξe) ∈ R≥0, (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ∨∨

2 , ξe) = dω(ξ2, ξe) ∈ R≥0,

are ν-dominated. As
∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(ξ1, ξ2) ≤ dω(ξ1, ξe) + dω(ξ2, ξe),

we obtain the desired ν-dominance. □

The following proposition is an adaptation of ([CM19], Corollary 4.1.10) in our setting.

Corollary 5.3.9. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ. Assume that there exists a basis of E which is globally adapted to ξ. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

(i) the pseudo-norm family ξ is dominated and the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→
dω(ξ, ξ∨∨) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated;



TOPOLOGICAL ADELIC CURVES 33

(ii) for any basis e of E such that e is globally adapted to ξ, the local distance function
(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξe) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated;

(iii) there exists a e basis of E such that e is globally adapted to ξ and the local distance
function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξe) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Let e of E which is globally adapted to ξ1, ξ2. Proposition 5.3.7 implies
that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ∨∨, ξe) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated. As ξe is
dominated, Proposition 5.3.6 implies that ξ∨∨ is dominated. As

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(ξ, ξe) ≤ dω(ξ, ξ∨∨) + dω(ξ∨∨, ξe),
we obtain the desired ν-dominance.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) This is trivial.
(iii) ⇒ (i) Let e be a basis of E such that e is globally adapted to ξ and the local

distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξe,ω) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated. Then Proposition 5.3.6 yields
the dominance of ξ. Moreover, Proposition 5.3.7 implies that the local distance function
(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ∨∨, ξe) ∈ R≥0 is ν-dominated. As

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(ξ, ξ∨∨) ≤ dω(ξ, ξe) + dω(ξ∨∨, ξe),
we obtain the desired ν-dominance. □

Corollary 5.3.10. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-
norm family ξ. Assume that there exists a basis of E which is globally adapted to ξ. If E
is dominated, then for any algebraic extension L/K, the extension of scalars ξL is strongly
dominated.

Proof. Write S⊗KL = (L, ϕL : ΩL →ML, νL). Let e be a basis of E which is globally adapted
to ξ. Proposition 5.3.7 implies that the local distance function (ω ∈ ΩL) 7→ dω(ξL, ξe,L) ∈ R≥0
is νL-dominated. As ξe,L is dominated, Proposition 5.3.6 implies that ξL is dominated. □

5.4. Regularity and measurability conditions for pseudo-norm families. In this
subsection, we introduce regularity conditions for pseudo-norm families. Here the theory
differs from the classical theory of adelic curves, due to the topological nature of the adelic
space.

Definition 5.4.1. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-norm
family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω.

(1) The family ξ is called continuous, respectively usc, lsc if, for any s ∈ E, the map
(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥s∥ω ∈ [−∞,+∞] is continuous, respectively usc, lsc. We denote by
N (E)cont, respectively N (E)usc, N (E)lsc the set of continuous, respectively usc, lsc
pseudo-norm families on E.

(2) The family ξ is called ν-measurable if, for any s ∈ E, the map (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥s∥ω ∈
[−∞,+∞] is ν-measurable. We denote by N (E)ν the set of ν-measurable pseudo-
norm families on E.

Example 5.4.2. (1) Let ξ be a pseudo-norm family on a finite-dimensional K-vector
space E. Assume that ξ is either usc or lsc. Then ξ is a ν-measurable norm family
on E. In particular, if ξ is continuous, then ξ is ν-measurable.

(2) Assume that Ω is discrete. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped
with a pseudo-norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. Then ξ is continuous.



34 ANTOINE SÉDILLOT

(3) Model pseudo-norm families constructed in Example 5.1.3 are continuous. Indeed, as
Ωar and Ωum are open, it follows from the definition of such pseudo-norm families on
each of these open sets.

Proposition 5.4.3. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-
norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω.

(1) Let F ⊂ E be any vector subspace. Assume that ξ is lsc, resp. usc. Then the
restriction pseudo-norm family ξF = (∥ · ∥F,ω)ω∈Ω on F induced by ξ is lsc, resp. usc.

(2) Assume that ξ is usc. Then the dual pseudo-norm family ξ∨ = (∥ · ∥ω,∗)ω∈Ω on E∨ is
lsc, hence is ν-measurable.

(3) Let π : E ↠ G be a quotient vector space of E. Assume that ξ is usc. Then
the quotient pseudo-norm family ξG = (∥ · ∥G,ω)ω∈Ω induced by ξ is usc, hence is
ν-measurable.

(4) Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. For any i = 1, ..., n, let Ei be a finite-dimensional K-vector
space equipped with a pseudo-norm family ξi = (∥ · ∥i,ω)ω∈Ω.

(4.a) Assume that ξ1, ..., ξn are usc. Then the π-tensor product ξ1 ⊗π · · · ⊗π ξn is a
usc and ν-measurable pseudo-norm family on E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En.

(4.b) Assume that the dual pseudo-norm families ξ∨
1 , ..., ξ

∨
n are continuous. Then the

ϵ-tensor product ξ1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξn is a lsc and ν-measurable pseudo-norm family
on E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En.

(4.c) Assume that the dual pseudo-norm families ξ∨
1 , ..., ξ

∨
n are continuous. Then the

ϵ, π-tensor product ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn is a ν-measurable pseudo-norm family on
E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En.

(5) Assume that ξ is usc. The determinant pseudo-norm family det(ξ) on det(E) is usc
and ν-measurable.

(6) Let L/K be an algebraic extension. Then the extension of scalars pseudo-norm family
ξL = (∥ · ∥x)x∈ΩL

on EL := E ⊗K L induced by ξ is lsc, hence ν-measurable.

Proof. (1) It is immediate from the definition of a continuous pseudo-norm family.
(2) Let φ ∈ E∨ ∖ {0} and a ∈ R>0. Assume that ∥φ∥ω,∗ ∈]a,+∞]. Let us prove that

∥φ∥−1
·,∗ (]a,+∞]) is open. Let x ∈ Eω ∖mωEω. By upper semi-continuity of ∥x∥· on Ω, there

exists an open neighbourhood U of ω such that ∥x∥· has value in R≥0 on U . Then the
function (ω′ ∈ U) 7→ |φ(x)|ω′

∥x∥ω′
∈ R>0 is lower semi-continuous. Hence up to shrinking U , we

may assume that for any ω′ ∈ U , we have

a <
|φ(x)|ω′

∥x∥ω′
≤ ∥φ∥ω′,∗.

We deduce the desired lower semi-continuity.
(3) Let π : E ↠ G be a quotient vector space of E. By definition, for any x ∈ E/F , we

have
∥x∥ω,E/F = inf

x∈π−1(x)
∥x∥ω.

Thus ∥x∥·,E/F is the infimum of a family of usc functions and hence is usc. Since log is
non-decreasing, log ∥x∥·,E/F is usc.

(4.a) Let x ∈ E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En and a ∈ R>0. We prove that ∥x∥−1
·,π ([0, a[) is open. Let

ω ∈ ∥x∥−1
π ([0, a[). By definition of ∥x∥ω,π, there exist a decomposition x =

∑N
i=1 x

(i)
1 ⊗· · ·⊗x

(i)
n ,
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with ∥x(i)
j ∥j,ω < +∞ for any i = 1, ..., N and j = 1, ..., n, such that

N∑
i=1
∥x(i)

1 ∥1,ω · · · ∥x(i)
n ∥n,ω < a.

Let U be an open neighbourhood of ω such that, for any ω′ ∈ U , for any i = 1, ..., N and
j = 1, ..., n, we have ∥x(i)

j ∥j,ω′ < +∞. Up to shrinking U , we may assume that, for any
ω′ ∈ U , we have

∥x∥ω′,π ≤
N∑

i=1
∥x(i)

1 ∥1,ω′ · · · ∥x(i)
n ∥n,ω′ < a.

Thus ∥x∥·,π and log ∥x∥·,π are usc and ν-measurable.
(4.b) Let x ∈ E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En and a ∈ R>0. We prove that ∥x∥−1

·,ϵ (]a,+∞]) is open. Let
ω ∈ ∥x∥−1

ϵ (]a,+∞]). By definition of ∥x∥ω,ϵ, there exists (f1, ..., fn) ∈ E∨
1 × · · · × E∨

n such
that 0 < ∥f1∥1,ω,∗, ..., ∥fn∥n,ω,∗ < +∞ and

a <
|x(f1, ..., fn)|ω

∥f1∥1,ω,∗ · · · ∥fn∥n,ω,∗
.

By continuity |x(f1, ..., fn)|· and Lemma 5.1.4, there exists an open neighbourhood U of ω
such that, for any ω′ ∈ U , we have

0 < ∥f1∥1,ω′,∗, ..., ∥fn∥n,ω′,∗ < +∞.

Up to shrinking U , by continuity of ∥f1∥1,·,∗, ..., ∥fn∥n,·,∗, we may assume that

∀ω′ ∈ U, a <
|x(f1, ..., fn)|ω′

∥f1∥1,ω′,∗ · · · ∥fn∥n,ω′,∗
≤ ∥x∥ω′,ϵ.

Hence ∥x∥·,ϵ and log ∥x∥,·,ϵ are lsc and ν-measurable.
(4.c) Let x ∈ E1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ En and A ⊂ [−∞,+∞] be a measurable set. By (4.a) and (4.b),

the sets
(log ∥x∥·,π)−1 (A), (log ∥x∥·,ϵ)−1 (A)

are ν-measurable. We can then conclude by using the equality

(log ∥x∥·,ϵ,π)−1 (A) =
(
(log ∥x∥·,π)−1 (A) ∩ Ωar

)
∪
(
(log ∥x∥·,ϵ)−1 (A) ∩ Ωum

)
combined with the fact that Ωar and Ωum are both ν-measurable.

(5) Let η ∈ det(E) and ω ∈ Ω. Assume that ∥η∥ω,det < +∞. Let a > ∥η∥ω,det. We show
that ∥η∥−1

·,det([0, a[) is an open neighbourhood of ω. By Proposition 1.1.7 (3), there exist
x1, ..., xr ∈ Eω such that η = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr and

∥η∥ω,det ≤ ∥x1∥ω · · · ∥xr∥ω < a.

Let e = (e1, ..., er) a basis of E which is adapted to ξ. Thus, for any i = 1, ..., r, xi =
x

(1)
i e1 + · · · + x

(r)
i er ∈

⊕r
i=1Aωei. Let U be an open neighbourhood of ω such that, for

any ω′ ∈ U , for any i, j ∈ {1, ..., r}, x(j)
i ∈ Aω′ . By semi-continuity of ∥x1∥·, ..., ∥xr∥·, up to

shrinking U , we may assume that, for any ω′ ∈ U , we have
∥η∥ω′,det ≤ ∥x1∥ω′ · · · ∥xr∥ω′ < a.
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Hence, for any a > 0, the set ∥η∥−1
·,det([0, a[) is open and det(ξ) is usc and ν-measurable.

□

6. Adelic vector bundles

Throughout this section, we fix a topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν). Recall
that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω
respectively.

6.1. Definitions.

Definition 6.1.1. Let ξ be a pseudo-norm family on a finite-dimensional K-vector space E.
Then E = (E, ξ) is called

(1) a upper/lower semi-continuous adelic vector bundle (usc/lsc adelic vector bundle for
short), if the pseudo-norm families ξ and ξ∨ are upper/lower semi-continuous and ξ
is dominated;

(2) an adelic vector bundle if the pseudo-norm families ξ and ξ∨ are continuous and ξ is
dominated;

(3) a measurable adelic vector bundle on S, if the pseudo-norm families ξ and ξ∨ are
ν-measurable and ξ is dominated.

Note that any (usc/lsc) adelic vector bundle is a measurable adelic vector bundle.
If E = (E, ξ) is a (usc/lsc/measurable) adelic vector bundle on S and if the pseudo-norm

family ξ is strongly dominated, then E is called a strongly (usc/lsc/measurable) adelic vector
bundle on S.

Moreover, an adelic vector bundle E = (E, ξ) on S is called Hermitian if ξ is Hermitian.

Proposition 6.1.2. Let ξ be a pseudo-norm family on a finite-dimensional K-vector space
E and assume that ξ is ultrametric on Ωum. Then E = (E, ξ) is a usc adelic vector bundle
on S iff E = (E, ξ) is an adelic vector bundle on S.

Proof. An adelic vector bundle is a usc adelic vector bundle. We show the converse implication.
Assume that E is usc. It suffices to prove that ξ and ξ∨ are both lsc. As ξ is usc, Proposition
5.4.3 (2) implies that ξ∨ is lsc. Moreover, since ξ is ultrametric on Ωum, ξ = ξ∨∨ and, as ξ∨

is usc, we obtain that ξ is lsc. □

Proposition 6.1.3. Let ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω be a pseudo-norm family on a K-vector space E of
dimension 1. Then (E, ξ) is an adelic vector bundle on S iff ξ is continuous and dominated.

Proof. The direct implication being immediate, it suffices to show the converse. Assume that
ξ is continuous and dominated. Let φ ∈ E∨ ∖ {0}. Let x ∈ E such that φ(x) = 1. Then,
for any ω ∈ Ω, we have ∥φ∥ω,∗ = 1/∥x∥ω, with the convention 1/0 = +∞ and 1/+∞ = 0.
Thus ξ∨ is continuous. □

Proposition 6.1.4. Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic vector bundle on S.
(1) Let F ⊂ E be any vector subspace. Then (F, ξF ) is an adelic vector bundle on S.
(2) E∨ = (E∨, ξ∨) is a lsc adelic vector bundle on S. Moreover, if ξ∨∨ is continuous,

then E
∨ is an adelic vector bundle on S. In particular, if ξ is ultrametric on Ωum,

then E
∨ is an adelic vector bundle on S.
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(3) Let π : E ↠ G be a quotient vector space of E. Let ξG denote the quotient pseudo-
norm family on G induced by ξ. Then (G, ξG) is a usc adelic vector bundle on S.
Moreover, if ξ is ultrametric on Ωum, then (G, ξG) is an adelic vector bundle on S.

(4) Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. For any i = 1, ..., n, let Ei = (Ei, ξi) be an adelic vector
bundle on S. We assume that the pseudo-norm families ξ1, ..., ξn are ultrametric on
Ωum.

(4.a) The ϵ-tensor product E1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ En is a measurable adelic vector bundle on S.
(4.b) The (ϵ, π)-tensor product E1⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π En is a measurable adelic vector bundle

on S.
(5) (det(E), det(ξ)) is a measurable adelic vector bundle on S. Moreover, if ξ is Hermit-

ian, then (det(E),det(ξ)) is an adelic vector bundle on S.
Proof. (1) Propositions 5.3.5 (1) and 5.4.3 (1) imply that ξF is continuous and dominated.
Now Proposition 5.4.3 (2) implies that ξ∨

F is lsc. Moreover, Proposition 1.1.7 (1) implies that
ξ∨

F identifies with the a quotient pseudo-norm family of ξ∨, and is thus usc by Proposition
5.4.3. Hence ξ∨

F is continuous.
(2) As ξ is dominated, ξ∨ is dominated (cf. Proposition 5.3.5 (3)). Since ξ∨ is continuous,

Proposition 5.4.3 (2) implies that ξ∨∨ is lsc. The last assertion comes from the fact that if ξ
is ultrametric on Ωum, ξ = ξ∨∨.

(3) First note that Proposition 5.3.5 (2) implies that ξG is dominated. Now Proposition
1.1.7 (1) combined with (1) implies that ξ∨

G is continuous. Moreover, Proposition 5.4.3 (3)
yields that ξG is usc. Thus (G, ξG) is a usc adelic vector bundle on S. If we further assume
that ξ is ultrametric on Ωum, ξG is ultrametric on Ωum as well and ξ∨∨

G = ξG and Proposition
5.4.3 (2) implies that ξG is lsc and therefore (G, ξG) is an adelic vector bundle on S.

(4.a) Proposition 5.3.5 (4.a) implies that ξ1⊗ϵ · · ·⊗ϵξn is (strongly) dominated. Proposition
5.4.3 (4.a) implies that ξ1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξn is lsc and hence ν-measurable. Combining the
identification (ξ1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξn)∨ = ξ∨

1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξ
∨
n with Proposition 5.4.3 (4.b), we obtain

that (ξ1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξn)∨ is ν-measurable (cf. ξ∨∨
i = ξi is continuous for i = 1, ..., r).

(4.b) Proposition 5.3.5 (4.b) implies that ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn is (strongly) dominated.
Proposition 5.4.3 (4.b) implies that ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn is ν-measurable. Moreover, as ξ∨∨

i = ξ
for i = 1, ..., n, we have an identification ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn = (ξ∨

1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξ
∨
n )∨ and therefore

(ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn)∨ = (ξ∨
1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξ

∨
n )∨∨ = ξ∨

1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξ
∨
n , where the last identification

comes from the fact that ξ1 ⊗ϵ · · · ⊗ϵ ξn is ultrametric on Ωum. Henceforth, the pseudo-norm
family (ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π ξn)∨ is lsc (and ν-measurable).

(5) Proposition 5.3.5 (6) implies that det(ξ) is dominated. Proposition 5.4.3 (5) implies
that the pseudo-norm families det(ξ) and det(ξ∨) are usc. Moreover, (3) implies that
(det(ξ))∨ is lsc. Thus (det(E),det(ξ)) is a measurable adelic vector bundle on S. If we
further assume that ξ is Hermitian, Proposition 6.1.3 implies that it suffices to prove that
det(ξ) is continuous. Then ([CM19], Proposition 1.2.47) implies that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we have
identifications

det(ξ) = det(ξ)∨∨ = det(ξ∨)∨.

Therefore we can use Proposition 5.4.3 (3) to obtain that det(ξ) is lsc. □

6.2. Arakelov degree.
Definition 6.2.1. Let E := (E, ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω) be a measurable adelic vector bundle on S.
Let s ∈ E ∖ {0}, then the map log ∥s∥· : Ω→ [−∞,+∞] is ν-integrable and we define the
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Arakelov degree of s as

d̂egξ(s) := −
∫

Ω
log ∥s∥ων(dω).

Definition 6.2.2. We assume that the adelic curve S is proper. Let E := (E, ξ = (∥·∥ω)ω∈Ω)
be an usc adelic vector bundle on S. Then the quantity

d̂eg(E) := d̂egdet(ξ)(η) = −
∫

Ω
log ∥η∥ω,detν(dω),

where η ∈ det(E) ∖ {0}, is independent of the choice of η. We call it the Arakelov degree of
E.
6.3. Example in Nevanlinna theory. In this subsection, we give an example of adelic
vector bundles in the context of Nevanlinna theory. Fix R > 0 and consider the topological
adelic curve SR = (KR, ϕR : ΩR → MKR

, νR) constructed in §2.2.2. For any ω ∈ ΩR, we
denote by AR,ω the finiteness ring on ω. Let E be an arbitrary finite-dimensional C-vector
space equipped with a norm ∥ · ∥. Let us see that this data induces an adelic vector bundle
on SR. Let ER := E ⊗C KR.

Let ω ∈ ΩR,ar, we denote ER,ω := E ⊗C AR,ω. It is a free AR,ω of rank dimC(E) and
ÊR,ω := ER,ω ⊗AR,ω

C identifies with E. By lifting the norm ∥ · ∥ on E, we obtain a
local-pseudo-norm on ER in ω, which is denoted by ∥ · ∥ω.

Let ω ∈ ΩR,um. Recall that AR,ω = KR as | · |ω is a usual absolute value. Then the
completion KR,ω of KR w.r.t. | · |ω is isomorphic to C((T )). Denote by K◦

R,ω
∼= C[[T ]] the

corresponding valuation ring of KR,ω. Then K◦
R,ω is the completion of the discrete valuation

ring
{f ∈ KR : f(ω) ∈ P1

C ∖ {0,∞}}.
Let ER,ω := E⊗CK

◦
R,ω, it is a free sub-K◦

R,ω-module of rank dimC(E) of ER,ω := E⊗KR
KR,ω,

hence it is a (finitely generated) lattice of ER. We consider the ultrametric lattice norm
∥ · ∥ω induced by ER,ω on ER,ω (cf. e.g. Definition 1.1.23 in [CM19]). Recall that, since | · |ω
is discrete, ER,ω coincides with the unit ball of ER,ω w.r.t. ∥ · ∥ω.

From the two above paragraphs, we have a collection ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈ΩR
of pseudo-norms on

ER.
Proposition 6.3.1. We use the same notation as above. Then ER := (ER, ξR) is an adelic
vector bundle on SR.
Proof. Let us first prove that ξ is a pseudo-norm family on ER (in the sense of Definition
5.1.1). By construction of the pseudo-norms ∥ · ∥ω, any basis of E defines a basis of ER which
is adapted to ∥ · ∥ω for all ω ∈ ΩR. Thus ξR is a pseudo-norm family on ER.

Let us now show that ξR is dominated. Fix an arbitrary basis (e1, ..., er) of E (which is
globally adapted to ξR). Let s = s1e1 + · · ·+ srer ∈ ER ∖ {0}, where s1, ..., sr ∈ KR. Let
ω ∈ ΩR,um, then ∥s∥ω ̸= 1 iff ω is either a zero or a pole of si for some i ∈ {1, ..., r}. Since
elements of KR only have a finite number of zeroes and poles, this means that ∥s∥ω = 1 for
all but a finite number of ω ∈ ΩR,um. As ΩR,um is a discrete topological space equipped with
a counting measure, (ω ∈ ΩR,um) 7→ log ∥s∥ω ∈ [−∞,+∞] is a νR-integrable function. Now
let ω ∈ ΩR,ar. Then we have

∥s∥ω ≤ max
1≤i≤r

|si|ω max
1≤i≤r

∥ei∥.
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As νR(ΩR,ar) = 1, the function (ω ∈ ΩR,ar) 7→ max1≤i≤r log ∥ei∥ ∈ [−∞,+∞] is νR-
integrable. Moreover, for any i = 1, .., r, the function log |si|· is νR-integrable. Hence
(ω ∈ ΩR,ar) 7→ max1≤i≤r log |si|ω ∈ [−∞,+∞] is νR-integrable. Finally, we obtain that ξR is
upper dominated.

Let α = α1e
∨
1 + · · ·αre

∨
r ∈ E∨

R ∖ {0}, where α1, ..., αr ∈ KR. Let ω ∈ ΩR,um. Denote
E∨

R,ω := HomK◦
R,ω

(ER,ω,K
◦
R,ω). Then ([CM19], Proposition 1.1.34) yields the equality

∥ · ∥ω,∗ = ∥ · ∥E∨
R,ω

of norms on ER,ω. Therefore the same argument used in the above paragraph for the
lattice E∨

R,ω instead of ER,ω implies that ∥α∥ω,∗ = 1 for almost all ω ∈ ΩR,um and thus
[(ω ∈ ΩR,um) 7→ log ∥α∥ω,∗] is a νR-integrable function. Now let ω ∈ ΩR,ar. Then we have

∥α∥ω,∗ ≤ max
1≤i≤r

|αi|ω max
1≤i≤r

∥e∨
i ∥∗,

and the same arguments of the above paragraph imply that ξ∨
R is upper dominated. Hence

ξR is a dominated pseudo-norm family on E.
Finally, let us prove that ξR and ξ∨

R are continuous. We start by showing the continuity
of ξR. Let s ∈ ER. By discreteness of ΩR,um, it suffices to prove that ∥s∥· is continuous
on ΩR,ar. Fix an arbitrary basis (e1, ..., er) of E (which is globally adapted to ξR). Write
s = s1e1 + · · ·+ srer ∈ ER ∖ {0}, where s1, ..., sr ∈ KR. By definition, for any ω ∈ ΩR,ar, we
have

∥s∥ω =
{
∥s1(ω)e1 + · · · sr(ω)er∥ if s1(ω), ..., sr(ω) ∈ P1(C) ∖ {∞},

+∞ otherwise.

Note that the set U := {ω ∈ ΩR,ar : s1(ω), ..., sr(ω) ∈ P1(C) ∖ {∞}} is the complement of a
finite set, hence it is open. The continuity of ∥s∥· on U is equivalent to the continuity of the
map

f : (ω ∈ U) 7→ s1(ω)e1 + · · · sr(ω)er ∈ E,

where E is equipped with the topology induced by the norm ∥ · ∥. By continuity of the
maps |s1|·, ..., |sr|· on U , we see that f is continuous w.r.t. the topology on E induced by
the infinite norm w.r.t. the basis (e1, ..., er), which is the same as the desired topology by
equivalence of norms. Therefore, ∥s∥· is continuous on U . It remains to prove that ∥s∥· is
continuous at any point of the finite set ΩR,ar ∖ U . Let ω0 ∈ ΩR,ar ∖ U . Since ΩR,ar ∖ U is
discrete, it suffices to prove the continuity of ∥s∥· on a neighbourhood V of ω0 such that
V ∩ (ΩR,ar ∖ U) = {ω0}. To show that ∥s∥· is continuous at ω0, it suffices to show that

lim
V ∋ω→ω0

∥s∥ω = ∥s∥ω0 = +∞.

By symmetry, we may assume that s1 has minimal valuation, i.e. has a pole of the greatest
order in ω0, among s1, ..., sr. Denote this order by p < 0. We see that, up to shrinking V ,
we can write s = (T − ω0)ps′, where s′ satisfies

∀ω ∈ V, ∥s′∥ω < +∞.

By the above case of continuity and compactness of ΩR,ar, we obtain that ∥s′∥· is bounded
on V . As

lim
V ∋ω→ω0

(ω − ω0)p = +∞,
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we obtain the desired continuity.
To conclude the proof, we prove that ξ∨

R is continuous. As in the previous case, it suffices
to prove that, for any α ∈ E∨

R, the function ∥α∥·,ω is continuous on ΩR,ar. Note that, by
construction, for ω ∈ ΩR,ar, the pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥ω,∗ is the pseudo-norm constructed on E∨

R
by lifting the norm ∥ · ∥∗ on E∨. Therefore, the above case can be applied and implies that
ξ∨

R is continuous. □

Definition 6.3.2. Let E be a finite-dimensional complex vector space equipped with a norm
∥ · ∥. Let R > 0. Let ER := EC ⊗C KR and ξR = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈ΩR

be the pseudo-norm family
on ER constructed as above. Then the adelic vector bundle ER := (ER, ξR) is called the
induced adelic vector bundle on SR by the complex normed vector space (E, ∥ · ∥). Note that
any basis of E is globally adapted to ξR.

Remark 6.3.3. Let E be a finite-dimensional complex vector space equipped with a norm
∥ · ∥. Let R > 0. Consider a finite extension K ′/KR. Then one can use the same arguments
as above to prove that (E, ∥ · ∥) induces an adelic vector bundle on the topological adelic
curve SR ⊗KR

K ′.

6.4. Adelic vector bundles on families of topological adelic curves.

Definition 6.4.1. Let (I,≤I) be a (non-empty) totally ordered set. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi :
Ωi →MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of
structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I (cf. Definition 3.1.1). By a (usc/lsc/measurable)
adelic vector bundle on S, we mean a collection E = (Ei = (Ei, ξi = (∥ · ∥i,ω)ω∈Ωi))i∈I where

(i) for any i ∈ I, Ei is an (usc/lsc/measurable) adelic vector bundle on Si;
(ii) for any i ≤I i

′ ∈ I, we have an isomorphism Ei′ ⊗Ki′ Ki
∼= Ei, in particular Ei′ ⊂ Ei;

(iii) for any i ≤I i
′ ∈ I, for any (ω, ω′) ∈ Ωi × Ωi′ such that αi(ω) = αi′(ω′), we have

∀s ∈ Ei, ∥f∥i,ω = ∥f∥i′,ω′ .

Note that (ii) implies that for any i ∈ I, dimKi(Ei) does not depend on i. We denote this
integer by dim(E) and call it the dimension of E.

Example 6.4.2. We consider the totally ordered set R>0 equipped with the usual total
ordering. Consider the family of topological adelic curves S = (SR)R>0 constructed in
Example 3.1.2 (2). Let E = (E, ∥ · ∥) be a finite-dimensional complex normed vector space.
Let R > 0. In §6.3, we have constructed the induced adelic vector bundle ER = (ER, ξR) on
SR by E (cf. Definition 6.3.2). By construction, the collection (ER)R>0 is an adelic vector
bundle on S.

Proposition-Definition 6.4.3. Let (I,≤I) be a totally ordered set. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi :
Ωi →MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of
structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I . Let E = (Ei = (Ei, ξi = (∥ · ∥i,ω)ω∈Ωi))i∈I be an
adelic vector bundle on S. Denote

K∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ki =
⋂
i∈I

Ki, E∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ei =
⋂
i∈I

Ei.

(1) Let F∞ ⊂ E∞ be any vector subspace. For any i ∈ I, let Fi := F∞ ⊗K∞ Ki ⊂ Ei and
denote by ξi,Fi the restriction of ξi to Fi. Then F := (Fi = (Fi, ξi,Fi))i∈I is an adelic
vector bundle on S.
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(2) E∨ := (Ei
∨ = (E∨

i , ξ
∨
i ))i∈I is a lsc adelic vector bundle on S. Moreover, if for any

i ∈ I, ξ∨∨
i is continuous, then E∨ is an adelic vector bundle on S. In particular, if

for any i ∈ I, ξi is ultrametric on Ωi,um, then E∨ is an adelic vector bundle on S.
(3) Let π : E∞ ↠ G∞ be a quotient vector space of E∞. For any i ∈ I, let Gi :=

G∞ ⊗K∞ Ki, it is a quotient vector space of Ei and let ξi,Gi denote the quotient
pseudo-norm family on Gi induced by ξi. Then G := (Gi = (Gi, ξi,Gi))i∈I is a usc
adelic vector bundle on S. Moreover, if for any i ∈ I, ξi is ultrametric on Ωi,um, then
G is an adelic vector bundle on S.

(4) Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. For any j = 1, ..., n, let E(j) = (E(j)
i = (E(j)

i , ξ
(j)
i ))i∈I be an

adelic vector bundle on S. We assume that, for any i ∈ I the pseudo-norm families
ξ

(1)
i , ..., ξ

(n)
i are ultrametric on Ωi,um.

(4.a) The ϵ-tensor product E(1)⊗ϵ · · ·⊗ϵ E(n) := (E(1)
i ⊗ϵ · · ·⊗ϵE

(n)
i )i∈I is a measurable

adelic vector bundle on S.
(4.b) The (ϵ, π)-tensor product E(1) ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π E(n) := (E(1)

i ⊗ϵ,π · · · ⊗ϵ,π E
(n)
i )i∈I is

a measurable adelic vector bundle on S.
(5) det(E) := (det(Ei))i∈I is a measurable adelic vector bundle on S. Moreover, if for

any i ∈ I, ξi is Hermitian, then det(E) is an adelic vector bundle on S.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 6.1.4 combined with the fact that all the involved algebraic
constructions are compatible with the extension of scalars. □

Definition 6.4.4. Let (I,≤I) be a totally ordered set. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi : Ωi →
MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of
structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I . Let E = (Ei = (Ei, ξi = (∥ · ∥i,ω)ω∈Ωi))i∈I be a
measurable adelic vector bundle on S. Denote

K∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ki =
⋂
i∈I

Ki, E∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ei =
⋂
i∈I

Ei.

For any s ∈ E∞ ∖ {0}, define

d̂egE(s) : I −→ R
i 7−→ d̂egEi

(s) .

The function d̂egE(s) is called the Arakelov degree of s w.r.t. E.
Let ∼ be an equivalence relation on F(I,R) which is compatible with the additive group

structure. Assume that S is asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼ (cf. Definition 3.2.1). Assume
that E is an adelic vector bundle on S. Let η, η′ ∈ det(E∞) ∖ {0}. Then

d̂egdet(E)(η)− d̂egdet(E)(η
′) ∼ 0.

Therefore the class of d̂egdet(E)(η) in F(I,R)/ ∼ yields a well-defined element denoted by
d̂eg(E) called the Arakelov degree of E.

Example 6.4.5. We consider the totally ordered set R>0 equipped with the usual total
ordering. Consider the family of topological adelic curves S = (SR)R>0 constructed in
Example 3.1.2 (2). Let E = (E, ∥ · ∥) be a complex normed vector space of dimension 1.
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We consider the adelic vector bundle E = (ER, ξR)R>0 constructed in Example 6.4.2. Let
e ∈ E ∖ {0} and let f ∈ K∞ =M(C)×. Then

∀R > 0, d̂egE(f · e)(R) = T (R, f)− ln ∥e∥,
(cf. §A for the notation T (R, f)).

7. Slopes of adelic vector bundles: proper case

In this section, we introduce slope theory for adelic vector bundles on a fixed proper
topological adelic curve adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν). Most of the results can be
directly adapted from ([CM19], §4.3).

7.1. Degree, positive degree.

Proposition 7.1.1. Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic vector bundle on S. The following assertions
hold.

(1) Assume that E is Hermitian. Then we have the equality

d̂eg(E, ξ) = −d̂eg(E∨, ξ∨).
(2) In general, we have the inequality

0 ≤ d̂eg(E, ξ) + d̂eg(E∨, ξ∨) ≤ 1
2 dimK(E) log dimK(E)ν(Ωar).

(3) Let E′ = (E′, ξ′) be another adelic vector bundle on S. Assume that the double-dual
pseudo-norm families ξ∨∨, ξ′∨∨ are continuous (e.g. if ξ and ξ′ are ultrametric on
Ωum). Then we have the equality

d̂eg(E ⊗ϵ,π E′) = dimK(E′)d̂eg(E) + dimK(E)d̂eg(E′).
(4) Let

0 = E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ En = E

be a flag of vector subspaces of E. For any i = 1, ..., n, denote by ξi the restriction of
ξ to Ei and by ηi the quotient pseudo-norm family induced by ξi on Ei/Ei−1. Then
we have the inequality

n∑
i

d̂eg(Ei/Ei−1, ηi) ≤ d̂eg(E, ξ).

Moreover, if ξ is Hermitian, then the above inequality is an equality.

Proof. (1) and (2) are respectively the counterpart of ([CM19], Propositions 4.3.8 and 4.3.10).
First remark that (3) is true if E and E′ are adelic line bundles on S. The general case

follows from the fact that the canonical isomorphism

det(E)⊗ dimK(E′) ⊗K det(E′)dimK(E) ∼= det(E ⊗K E′)
yields an identification

det(ξ)⊗ dimK(E′) ⊗ϵ,π det(ξ′)⊗ dimK(E) = det(ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ
′)

of pseudo-norm families.
(4) is an analogue of ([CM19], Proposition 4.1.13). □
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Definition 7.1.2. Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic vector bundle on S. Let F ⊂ E be any vector
subspace and denote by ξF the restriction of ξ to F . Then Proposition 6.1.4 (1) implies that
F := (F, ξF ) is an adelic vector bundle on S. We define the positive degree of E as

d̂eg+(E) := sup
F ⊆E

d̂eg(F ),

where F runs over the set of all vector subspaces of E.

Remark 7.1.3. The positive degree of an adelic vector bundle plays the role of the number
of "small sections" in the classical framework of Arakelov geometry over number fields.

7.2. Slopes.

Definition 7.2.1. Let E = (E, ξ) be a measurable adelic vector bundle on S. Assume that
E ̸= {0}.

(1) We define the slope of E as

µ̂(E) := d̂eg(E)
dimK(E) .

(2) We define the maximal slope of E as

µ̂max(E) := sup
{0}≠F ⊆E

µ̂(F ),

where F runs over the set of non-zero vector subspaces of E.
(3) Assume that E is an adelic vector bundle on S. Let E ↠ G be a quotient vector

space of E. Denote by ξG the quotient pseudo-norm family on G induced by ξ and
let G := (G, ξG). Proposition 6.1.4 (2) implies that G is a lsc adelic vector bundle on
S. We define the minimal slope of E as

µ̂min(E) := inf
E↠G ̸={0}

µ̂(G),

where G runs over the set of non-zero quotient vector spaces of E.

7.3. Harder-Narasimhan filtration: Hermitian case.

Proposition 7.3.1. Let E = (E, ξ) be a non-zero Hermitian measurable adelic vector bundle.
Let Θ(E) denote the set of all pairs of vector subspaces of E. For any (E1, E2) ∈ Θ(E), for
i = 1, 2, we denote by Ei = (Ei, ξi), where ξi denotes the restriction of ξ to Ei, this is an
adelic vector bundle on S.

(1) For any (E1, E2) ∈ Θ(E), we have the inequality

d̂eg(E1 ∩ E2) + d̂eg(E1 + E2) ≤ d̂eg(E1) + d̂eg(E2).

(2) There exists a unique non-zero vector subspace Edes ⊂ E such that

µ̂(Edes) = µ̂max(E).

(3) We have

µ̂max(E) < +∞, µ̂min(E) > −∞.
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Proof. (1) is a direct adaptation of ([CM19], Corollary 1.2.52).
(2) is a consequence of ([CM19], Proposition 4.3.28)
Finally, (2) implies that µ̂max(E) < +∞. Moreover, The inequality µ̂min(E) > −∞ follows

from the inequality 0 ≤ µ̂max(E) + µ̂min(E). □

Definition 7.3.2. Let E = (E, ξ) be a non-zero Hermitian measurable adelic vector bundle.
The vector subspace Edes ⊂ E constructed in Proposition 7.3.1 (2) is called the destabilising
vector subspace of E. If Edes = E, then E is called semistable.

Let E = (E, ξ) be a non-zero Hermitian adelic vector bundle on S. Let E1 ⊂ E2 be vector
subspaces of E. For i = 1, 2, we denote by ξi the restriction of ξ to Ei. We denote η by η the
quotient pseudo-norm family induced by ξ2 on E2/E1 and call it the subquotient pseudo-norm
family induced by ξ on E2/E1. We also denote E2/E1 = (E2/E1, η). Note that E2/E1 is a
Hermitian lsc adelic vector bundle on S. Therefore, it makes sense to study the semistability
of E2/E1.

Using the construction of Proposition 7.3.1 (2), we can construct inductively a flag

0 = E0 ⊊ E1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ En = E,

called the Harder-Narasimhan flag of E, such that, for any i = 1, ..., n, Ei/Ei−1 is semistable.

Proposition 7.3.3. We use the same notation as above. For any i = 1, ..., n, let µi :=
µ̂(Ei/Ei−1). Then we have

µ1 > · · · > µn.

Proof. This is an adaptation of ([CM19], Proposition 4.3.37) in our setting: all the ingredients
of the proof have a counterpart.

□

7.4. Harder-Narasimhan filtration: general case. In the recent work [CJ23], Chen and
Jeannin developed a very general framework for proving the existence of Harder-Narasimhan
filtrations which is inspired by game theory.

7.4.1. Preliminaries. Recall that a poset (L,≤L) is a bounded lattice if L possesses a greatest
element ⊤ together with a lowest element ⊥ and such that any finite subset of L admits a
supremum and an infimum w.r.t. ≤L. If (L,≤L) is a complete lattice, we define

P<(L) := {(a, b) ∈ L2 : a <L b}.

For any (a, b) ∈ P<(L), we denote

L[a,b] := {c ∈ L : a ≤L c ≤L b}, L]a,b] := L[a,b] ∖ {a}, L[a,b[ := L[a,b] ∖ {b}.

Recall that a bounded lattice (S,≤) is called a complete lattice if every subset of S admits a
supremum and an infimum w.r.t. ≤.

The setting we consider is as follows. We consider a bounded lattice (L,≤L), a complete
lattice (S,≤) together with a pay-off function

µ : P<(L)→ S.
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This data is called a Harder-Narasimhan game on (L,≤L) with pay-off function µ. In that
case, we define the optimal pay-off threshold

µ∗
A := inf

x∈L∖{⊤}
sup

y∈L]x,⊤]

µ(x, y).

We say that the Harder-Narasimhan game is semi-stable if

∀y ∈ L∖ {⊥}, µA(⊥, y) ≯ µA(⊥,⊤).

Let (x, y) ∈ P<(L). Then the restriction µ[x,y] of µ to P<(L[x,y]) yields the pay-off function
of a Harder-Narasimhan game called the restriction of the Narasimhan game to L[x,y]. We
denote by µA(x, y) the optimal pay-off threshold of this restricted Harder-Narasimhan game.

We now introduce Harder-Narasimhan filtrations in this general setting.

Theorem 7.4.1 ([CJ23], Theorem 1.1). Let (L,≤L) be a bounded lattice and let a (S,≤) be
a complete lattice together with a pay-off function

µ : P<(L)→ S.

We make the following assumptions.
(i) (S,≤) is totally ordered.
(ii) The pay-off function µ is convex, namely for any (x, y) ∈ L2 such that x ≰L y we

have the inequality

µ(x ∧ y, x) ≤ µ(y, x ∨ y).

(iii) (L,≤L) satisfies the ascending chain condition, namely, there does not exist a family
(xn)n∈N in L such that

x0 <L x1 <L · · · <L xn <L xn+1 <L · · · .

(iv) (L,≤L) satisfies the µA-descending chain condition, namely, for any a ∈ L, there
does not exist a family (xn)n∈N in L such that

x0 >L x1 >L · · · >L xn >L xn+1 >L · · ·

and

µA(a, x0) < µA(a, x1) < · · · < µA(a, xn) < µA(a, xn+1) < · · · .

Then there exists a unique increasing sequence

⊥= a0 <L a1 <L · · · <L an = ⊤

such that
(1) for any i = 1, ..., n the restricted Harder-Narasimhan game L[ai−1,ai] with pay-off

function µ[x,y] is semi-stable;
(2) we have the inequalities

µA(a0, a1) > · · · > µA(an−1, an).
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7.4.2. Harder-Narasimhan filtration on a proper topological adelic curve. We now apply the
results of the above paragraph to prove the existence of a Harder-Narasimhan filtration for
(not necessarily Hermitian) adelic vector bundles on a proper topological adelic curve. Recall
that we have fixed a proper topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν).

Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic line bundle on S. We assume that the pseudo-norm family ξ
is ultrametric on Ωum. We consider the set L(E) of vector subspaces of E, equipped with
the ordering defined by the inclusion relation, it is a bounded lattice. We also consider the
totally ordered set [−∞,+∞] with the usual ordering. For any (F ′, F ) ∈ P<(L(E)), namely
F ′ ⊊ F are vector subspaces of E, recall that the subquotient F/F ′ is an adelic vector bundle
on S (cf. Proposition 6.1.4 (3)). Therefore we can define

µ(F ′, F ) := µ̂(F/F ′) ∈ R.

Then we obtain a Harder-Narasimhan game on L(E) with pay-off function µ. Note that, for
any (F ′, F ) ∈ P<(L(E)), we have

µA(F ′, F ) = µ̂min(F/F ′) ∈ [−∞,+∞].

Note that, for any (F ′, F ) ∈ P<(L(E)), the semi-stability of the Harder-Narasimhan game is
equivalent to saying that, for any vector subspace F ⊂ E, we have the inequality

µ̂min(F ) ≤ µ̂min(E).

Theorem 7.4.2. Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic vector bundle on S. We assume that the
pseudo-norm family ξ is ultrametric on Ωum. Then there exists a unique flag

0 = E0 ⊊ E1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ En = E,

of E, such that
(1) for any i = 1, ..., n, Ei/Ei−1 is semistable;
(2) we have the inequalities

µ̂(E1/E0) > · · · > µ̂(En/En−1).

Proof. We will apply Theorem 7.4.1 in our setting. Let us see that the hypotheses (i-iv)
are satisfied. (i), (iii) and (iv) are trivially true. We only need to check that the pay-off
function µ is convex, namely, for any vector subspaces F, F ′ ⊂ E such that F ′ ⊈ F , we have
the inequality

µ̂(F/(F ∩ F ′)) ≤ µ̂((F + F ′)/F )
of slopes of adelic vector bundles on S. The canonical isomorphism

f : F ′/(F ∩ F ′)→ (F + F ′)/F

is constructed as follows. An element α ∈ F ′/(F ∩ F ′), represented by some x′ ∈ F ′, is
mapped to the class of x′, viewed as an element of F +F ′, in (F +F ′)/F . This is independent
of the choice of x′. Write ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω. For any ω ∈ Ω, denote respectively by ∥ · ∥ω,1 and
∥ · ∥ω,2 the subquotient pseudo-norm induced by ∥ · ∥ω on F ′/(F ∩ F ′) and (F + F ′)/F . Let
α ∈ F ′/(F ∩ F ′). For any representative x′ ∈ F ′ of α, by construction of f , we have the
inequality

∥f(α)∥ω,2 ≤ ∥x′∥ω.
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As x′ is arbitrary, we obtain
∀α ∈ F ′/(F ∩ F ′), ∥f(α)∥ω,2 ≤ ∥α∥ω,1.

Therefore, we have

d̂eg(F ′/(F ∩ F ′)) ≤ d̂eg((F + F ′)/F ).
We can conclude by using the fact that

dimK(F ′/(F ∩ F ′)) = dimK(F ′)− dimK(F ∩ F ′))
= dimK(F + F ′)− dimK(F ) = dimK((F + F ′)/F ).

□

Definition 7.4.3. Let E = (E, ξ) be an adelic line bundle on S. We assume that the
pseudo-norm family ξ is ultrametric on Ωum. Then the flag constructed in Theorem 7.4.2 is
called the Harder-Narasimhan flag of E.

Remark 7.4.4. In the classical theory of adelic curve, to obtain an analogue finiteness
result to Proposition 7.3.1 (3), Chen and Moriwaki crucially use ([CM19], Theorem 4.1.26) to
approximate general adelic norm families by Hermitian ones. Unfortunately, in our context,
it is not quite clear how to adapt such a result. We insist on the fact that, for now, we do
not have a finiteness result for maximal and minimal slopes for non-Hermitian adelic vector
bundles on S.

Part 3. Arithmetic varieties over topological adelic curves: adelic line bundles
and heights

In this final part, we study the higher dimensional analogue of the previous one. We start
by studying the local aspects of the theory (§8). Then we globalise these local ingredients
(§9). We finish by constructing global height functions (§10).

8. Pseudo-metrics: local case

In this section, we introduce the higher dimensional analogue of pseudo-absolute values and
pseudo-norms. Roughly speaking, this is done by considering models over the finiteness ring
of a pseudo-valued field and by using the classical theory of Berkovich spaces on the special
fibre of the model. We extend the usual notions of Fubini-Study metrics and semi-positive
metrics to the pseudo-metric framework.

Throughout this section, we fix a field K equipped with a pseudo-absolute value v =
(| · |, A,m, κ) ∈MK . Recall that we denote by κ̂ the completed residue field of v.

8.1. Pseudo-metrics. We first recall some notions from ([Séd24a], §8.1). Fix a field K
equipped with a pseudo-absolute value v = (| · |, A,m, κ) ∈MK . Recall that we denote by κ̂
the completed residue field of v. Fix a projective K-scheme X and a projective model X of
X/A. The completed special fibre of X is defined by X̂s := X ⊗A κ̂. Then the (local) model
analytic space associated with X is the Berkovich analytification X̂s

an.
Let L be a line bundle on X. A (local) pseudo-metric on L is the data ((X ,L), φ), where

(X ,L) is a projective model of (X,L) over A and φ is a metric on the pullback of L to X̂s.
Such a pseudo-metric (L, φ) is respectively called lsc, usc, continuous if the metric φ is lsc,
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usc, continuous. When there is no possible confusion on the model X , we allow ourselves to
denote the pseudo-metric by (L, φ).

Proposition-Definition 8.1.1 ([Séd24a], §8.1). Assume that X is geometrically reduced if
A = K. Let L be a line bundle on X and ((X ,L), φ) be a pseudo-metric on L, where X is
a flat coherent model of X/A. Then φ induces a pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥(L,φ) on H0(X,L) with
finiteness module H0(X ,L), kernel mH0(X ,L) and residue norm ∥ · ∥φ, namely the supnorm
over X̂s

an induced by the metric φ. When no confusion may arise, we simply denote ∥ · ∥(L,φ)
by ∥ · ∥φ.

From now on and until the end of this subsection, we fix a projective K-scheme X and a
projective model X of X over A. All pseudo-metrics are considered w.r.t. the model X .

Notation 8.1.2. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (X ,L) be a model of (X,L). Then
we denote by Lv the pullback of L to the completed special fibre Xv := X ⊗A κ̂.

Proposition-Definition 8.1.3. (1) Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (L, φ) be a pseudo-
metric on L. Then (−L,−φ) is a pseudo-metric on −L. Moreover, if (L, φ) is
respectively continuous/usc/lsc, then (−L,−φ) is continuous/lsc/usc.

(2) Let L,L′ be two line bundles on X. Let (L, φ), (L′, φ′) be pseudo-metrics on L,L′

respectively. Then (L+L′, φ+φ′). Moreover, if (L, φ) and (L′, φ′) are both respectively
continuous/usc/lsc, then (L+ L′, φ+ φ′) is continuous/usc/lsc.

(3) Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Let g : Y be a projective
model of Y over A and let g : Y → X be a projective morphism such that g extends
f . Then we have a commutative diagram with Cartesian squares

Y X

Y X

Ys Xs

f

g

g̃

.

Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (L, φ) be a pseudo-metric on L. Then (g∗L, g̃∗φ)
is a pseudo-metric on L. By abuse of notation, we denote this pseudo-metric by
g∗(L, φ) and g̃∗φ by g∗φ. g∗(L, φ) is called the pullback of (L, φ) w.r.t. the morphism
g : Y → X . Moreover, g∗(L, φ) is continuous/usc/lsc if φ is continuous/usc/lsc.

(4) Let K ′/K be a field extension and let v′ = (| · |′, A′,m′, κ′) be a pseudo-absolute value
on L such that v′ extends v. Consider the fibre products f : X ′ := X ⊗K K ′ → X
and g : X ′ := X ⊗A A

′.
(i) Then X ′ is a projective model of X ′ over A′. Moreover, X ′ is flat/coherent if X

is flat/coherent. Moreover, we have a natural isomorphism X ′
s
∼= X ⊗κ κ

′.
(ii) Let (L, φ) be a pseudo-metric on L. Let L′,L′ denote the pullbacks of L,L to

X ′,X ′ respectively. Then (X ′,L′) is a model of (X ′, L′) and denote by φ′ the
metric on L′

v′ induced by φ on Lv. Then f∗(L, φ) := (L′, φ′) defines a pseudo-
metric on L′ which is called the extension of (L, φ) w.r.t. the field extension
K ′/K.
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Proof. (1) Since (X ,L) is a model of (X,L), we deduce that (X ,L∨) is a model of (X,L∨).
Moreover, φ∨ defines a metric on L∨

v which is respectively continuous/lsc/usc if φ is continu-
ous/usc/lsc.

(2) It is clear that (X ,L+L′) is a model of (X,L+L′). The assertion about the regularity
of (L+L′, φ+φ′) follows from the definition of the sum of two metrics on a Berkovich space.

(3) We first justify that the squares are Cartesian. For the first one, we have isomorphisms
Y ×X X ∼= Y ×X (X ⊗A K) ∼= Y ⊗A K ∼= Y.

For the second one, we have isomorphisms
Ys
∼= Y ⊗A κ ∼= Y ×X (X ⊗A κ) ∼= Y ×X Xs.

Finally, the assertion about pseudo-metrics is clear from the properties of usual metrics on
Berkovich spaces.

(4.i) We have isomorphisms
X ′ ⊗A′ K ′ ∼= (X ⊗A A

′)⊗A′ K ′ ∼= X ⊗A K
′ ∼= (X ⊗A K)⊗K K ′ ∼= X ′,

hence X ′ is a model of X ′ over A. Moreover, X ′ is a projective A′-scheme. Since being flat
and of finite presentation is preserved by base change, X ′ is flat/coherent if X is flat/coherent.
We now justify the assertion about the Cartesian squares. Finally, we have isomorphisms

Xs ⊗κ κ
′ = (X ⊗A κ)⊗κ κ

′ ∼= X ⊗A κ
′ ∼= (X ⊗A A

′)⊗A′ κ′ ∼= X ′ ⊗A′ κ′ = X ′
s.

(4.ii) This is clear using (4.i) and the properties of usual metrics on Berkovich Spaces. □

Remark 8.1.4. Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Let L be a line
bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric (L, φ). Then the extension of (L, φ) to f∗L is
subject to the choice of a model Y of Y over A extending f . Let Y ′ be an arbitrary model of
Y over A. Then consider the schematic closure Y of the graph of f in Y ′ ×Spec(A) X . Then
we see that Y is a model of Y over A such that Y dominates Y ′ and g : Y → X extends f .

Definition 8.1.5. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (L, φ), (L, φ′) be two continuous
pseudo-metrics on L. Then (OX , φ − φ′) is a pseudo-metric on OX . Then we define the
distance between φ and φ′ as

dv(φ,φ′) := sup
x∈Xan

v

| log | · |φ(x)− log | · |φ′(x)|,

where, for all x ∈ Xan
v , log | · |φ(x)− log | · |φ′(x) := log |ℓ|φ(x)− log |ℓ|φ′(x) for some ℓ ∈ L(x)

(this value does not depend on the choice of ℓ).

8.2. Fubini-Study pseudo-metric and Fubini-Study operator. The following construc-
tion is a crucial example of pseudo-metrics. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space.
Let (∥ · ∥, E , N, Ê) be a pseudo-norm on E. Let x ∈ Xan

v , we denote by | · |E(x)
• the ϵ-extension of scalars of the residue norm induced by ∥ · ∥ on Ê ⊗κ̂ κ̂(x) if v is

non-Archimedean;
• the π-extension of scalars of the residue norm induced by ∥ · ∥ on Ê ⊗κ̂ κ̂(x) if v is

Archimedean.
Consider the projective bundle P(E)→ Spec(A) associated with E and denote by OE(1)

the universal line bundle on P(E). Likewise, we have the projective bundles P(E)→ Spec(K)
and P(Ê)→ Spec(κ̂) for which we denote respectively by OE(1) and O

Ê
(1) the associated
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universal line bundles. Then (P(E),OE(1)) is a model of (P(E),OE(1)) over A and we have
a commutative diagram whose horizontal arrows are surjective

E ⊗K OP(E) OE(1)

E ⊗A OP(E) OE(1)

Ê ⊗κ̂ OP(Ê) O
Ê

(1)

.

For any x ∈ Xan
v , we denote by | · |E,FS(x) the quotient norm on O

Ê
(1)(x) := O

Ê
(1)⊗κ̂

κ̂(x) induced by the norm | · |E(x) on Ê ⊗κ̂ κ̂(x) constructed above. Then the family
φE,FS := (| · |E,FS(x))x∈Xan

v
defines a metric on O

Ê
(1). Therefore, we obtain a pseudo-metric

(OE(1), φE,FS) on OE(1).

Definition 8.2.1. We use the same notation as above. The pseudo-metric (OE(1), φE,FS)
on OE(1) is called the Fubini-Study pseudo-metric on OE(1) associated with the locally
pseudo-normed vector space E.

Proposition 8.2.2 ([CM19], Proposition 2.2.12). We use the same notation as above. Then
the Fubini-Study pseudo-metric (OE(1), φE,FS) is continuous.

Example 8.2.3. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space and fix a basis (e1, ..., ed) of
E. Fix λ1, ..., λr. Let ∥ · ∥ denote the diagonalisable pseudo-norm on E such that (e1, ..., ed)
is an orthogonal basis of ∥ · ∥ such that, for any i = 1, ..., d, we have ∥ei∥ = e−λi . Namely,
for any x = x1e1 + · · ·+ xded ∈ E, where x1, ..., xd ∈ K, we have

∥x∥ =


max

i=1,...,d
|xi|e−λi if v ∈MK,um,√√√√ d∑

i=1
|xi|2e−2λi if v ∈MK,ar.

Let E := (E, ∥ · ∥). Then we can see e1, ..., ed as global sections of OE(1) without common
zeroes and (e1, ..., ed) is adapted to ∥·∥. Moreover, the Fubini-Study pseudo-metric (OE(1), φ)
is given as follows (cf. [BE21], Lemma 7.17). Let τ be a local trivialisation of O

Ê
(1), then

for any i = 1, ..., d we consider the function fi := si/τ and we have

− log |τ |φ =


max

i=1,...,d
log |fi|+ λi if v ∈MK,um,

1
2 log

√√√√ d∑
i=1
|fi|2e2λi if v ∈MK,ar.

We now consider the general situation where we have a line bundle L on the projective
K-variety X. Fix a model (X ,L) of (X,L). Assume that there exist a finite-dimensional
K-vector space E equipped with a pseudo-norm (∥ · ∥, E , N, Ê) and surjective morphism of
sheaves β : E ⊗A OX → L. Denote E := (E, ∥ · ∥). Then β yields a morphism of schemes
g : X → P(E) such that L is isomorphic to g∗OE(1). By considering generic fibres, g induces
a morphism f : X → P(E) which is extended by g by construction.
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Definition 8.2.4. We use the same notation as above. The pullback of the Fubini-Study
pseudo-metric on OE(1) by g is a continuous pseudo-metric on L which is called the quotient
pseudo-metric induced by E and β.

Consider the particular case where E ⊂ H0(X,L) is a basepoint free vector subspace. Let
∥ ·∥ be a diagonalisable norm on E as in Example 8.2.3. Let E = (E, ∥ ·∥). Then the quotient
pseudo-metric on L induced by E and β is called a Fubini-Study pseudo-metric on L.

More generally, if L is a semi-ample line bundle on X. We say that a pseudo-metric
(L, φ) is Fubini-Study if there exists an integer n ≥ 1 such that nL is globally generated
and a Fubini-Study local pseudo metric (nL, ψ) on nL such that φ = n−1ψ. The class of
Fubini-Study pseudo-metrics on L is denoted by FS(L).

We now introduce the Fubini-Study operator for pseudo-metrics.

Definition 8.2.5. We assume that the model X is flat and coherent. Let L be a line bundle
on X. Let (L, φ) be a pseudo-metric on L. We assume that L is globally generated. Thus
we have a surjection β : H0(X ,L)⊗A OX → L. Moreover, the pseudo-metric (L, φ) induces
a pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥φ on H0(X,L) (cf. Definition 8.1.1). Then we can use the construction
of Definition 8.2.4 to produce a continuous quotient pseudo-metric (L, φFS) on L, it is called
the Fubini-Study pseudo-metric associated with (L, φ).

Proposition 8.2.6 ([CM19], Proposition 2.2.23). We assume that the model X is flat and
coherent. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a quotient pseudo-metric on L. Then,
for any integer n ≥ 1, we have (nL, nφ) = (nL, (nφ)FS).

8.3. Semi-positive pseudo-metrics.

Definition 8.3.1. Let L be a line bundle on X. Fix a continuous pseudo-metric (L, φ) on
L. For any integer n ≥ 1, we denote by (nL, φn) the pseudo-metric (nL, (nφ)FS).

(1) Assume that L is semi-ample. Choose an integer n ≥ 1 such that nL is globally
generated. Then (L, φ) is called semi-positive if the sequence

dv(nkφ, φnk)
nk

, k ≥ 1

converges to 0. Note that this definition does not depend on the choice of n.
(2) Assume that L is semi-ample. Then (L, φ) is called plurisubharmonic (psh for short)

if there exists a sequence of (L, φi)i≥1 of Fubini-Study pseudo-metrics such that the
sequence of function (φ− φi)i≥1 converges uniformly to the null function.

(3) Let L be a line bundle on X. Then (L, φ) is called integrable if there exist line
bundles L1, L2 on X equipped respectively with plurisubharmonic pseudo-metrics
(L1, φ1), (L2, φ2) such that L1 and L2 are very ample, L = L1 −L2 and φ = φ1 −φ2.

Remark 8.3.2. (1) A plurisubharmonic pseudo-metric is at first glance a special case
of semi-positive pseudo-metric. If κ̂ = C, then for any semi-positive pseudo-metric
(L, φ), φ is a plurisubharmonic metric in the usual sense (cf. [Zha95], Theorem 3.5).

(2) The terminology and definition of plurisubharmonic pseudo-metrics is inspired from
[BE21].

Proposition 8.3.3. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (L, φ) be a continuous pseudo-metric
on L. Let K ′/K be a field extension and let v′ = (| · |′, A′,m′, κ′) be a pseudo absolute value
on K ′ extending v. Consider the fibre product f : X ′ := X ⊗K K ′ → X and denote by L′ the
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pullback of L to X ′. If (L, φ) is semi-positive, then f∗(L, φ) is a semi-positive pseudo-metric
on L′.

Proof. Recall that the pseudo-metric f∗(L, φ) is equal to (L′, φ′), where L′ is the pullback
of L to X ′ := X ⊗A A′ and φ′ is the pullback of φ to X ′

s ⊗κ′ κ̂′. ([CM21], Remark 3.2.7)
implies that the metric φ′ is semi-positive. Therefore, the local pseudo metric (L′, φ′) is
semi-positive. □

Proposition 8.3.4. Assume that the special fibre Xs is geometrically reduced. Let L be a
line bundle on X. Let (L, φ) be a continuous pseudo-metric on L with L semi-ample. Then
(L, φ) is psh iff is is semi-positive.

Proof. First note that it suffices to prove that if (L, φ) is semi-positive, then (L, φ) is psh.
Thus we assume that (L, φ) is semi-positive. The κ̂ = C is treated in Remark 8.3.2. The
κ̂ = R is dealt with by combining Proposition 8.3.3 with ([BE21], Theorem 7.31).

The non-Archimedean and non trivially valued case follows from ([CM21], Proposition
3.2.19). For the trivially valued case, we choose a transcendental extension K ′/K and a
pseudo-absolute value v′ = (| · |′, A′,m′, κ′) extending v such that κ′ is non-trivially valued.
Consider the fibre product f : X ′ := X ⊗K K ′ → X and the pullback L′ of L to X ′. Then
the pullback of (L, φ) to X ′ is semi-positive by Proposition 8.3.3. Then by the non-trivially
valued case, f∗(L, φ) =: (L′, φ′) is psh. By ([BE21], Theorem 7.31), φ′ is continuous psh
metric on L′

v′ and therefore φ is psh and (L, φ) is a (continuous) psh pseudo-metric on L. □

9. Pseudo-metric families

In this section, we introduce the global counterpart of §8. We first introduce the global
analogue of pseudo-metrics: pseudo-metric families (§9.1). Then we introduce integrability
and regularity conditions for pseudo-metric families (§9.2-9.3). After that, we introduce the
pushforward of a pseudo-metric family (§9.4). We are now able to define the notion of adelic
line bundles (§9.5). Then we introduce adelic line bundles for families of topological adelic
curves (§9.6. All the previously introduced notions are studied in the case of an integral
topological adelic curve (§9.7). Finally, we define the arithmetic volume and the χ-volume of
adelic line bundles subject to specific conditions (§9.8).

9.1. Definitions. In this subsection, we fix a topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν)
and a projective K-scheme X. Recall that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω and κω, the
finiteness ring and the residue field of ω respectively.

Definition 9.1.1. Let L be an invertible OX -module.
(1) A model family of (X,L) is a family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω such that, for any ω ∈ Ω, (Xω,Lω)

is a projective model of (X,L) over Aω. A model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω of (X,L) is
called very ample, resp. flat, resp. coherent if, for any ω ∈ Ω, Lω is very ample, resp.
Xω is flat, resp. Xω is coherent.

(2) A pseudo-metric family φ on L is a family ((Xω,Lω), φω)ω∈Ω where, for any ω ∈ Ω,
(i) (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is a model family of (X,L), which is called the model family of φ;
(ii) (Lω, φω) is a pseudo-metric in ω on L.

Notation 9.1.2. Let L be an invertible OX -module.
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(1) If (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is a model family of (X,L), by "let φ = (φω)ω∈Ω be pseudo-metric
family with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω", we mean that, φ is a pseudo-metric family
on L with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω such that, for any ω ∈ Ω, (Lω, φω) satisfies (ii)
in Definition 9.1.1.

(2) If (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is a model family of (X,L), then for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote respectively
by Xan

ω the Berkovich analytic space (Xω ⊗Aω κ̂ω)an and by Lω the pullback of L to
Xω ⊗Aω κ̂ω.

Remark 9.1.3. We consider the case where X = Spec(K ′), where K ′/K is a finite extension
of fields. For any ω ∈ Ω, let A′

ω be the integral closure of Aω in K ′, it is a semi-local Prüfer
domain and we denote Xω := Spec(A′

ω). Let L be a line bundle on X, i.e. a one-dimensional
K ′-vector space. Then a pseudo-metric family φ on L with model family (Xω,Lω) is the
same as a pseudo-norm family ξL on the one-dimensional K ′-vector space L, relatively to
the topological adelic curve S′ := S ⊗K K ′.

Definition 9.1.4. Let L be a line bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric family φ
with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω.

(1) We have a pseudo-metric family −φ with model family (Xω,−Lω)ω∈Ω on −L.
(2) Let L′ be another line bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric family φ′ with

model family (Xω,L′
ω)ω∈Ω. Then we have a pseudo-metric family φ+ φ′ with model

family (Xω,Lω + L′
ω)ω∈Ω.

(3) Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Assume that, for any ω ∈ Ω,
f extends to a Aω-morphism gω : Yω → Xω, where Yω is a model of Y over Aω. Then
we have a pseudo-metric family f∗φ with model family (Yω, g

∗
ωLω)ω∈Ω on f∗L.

(4) Let P : Spec(K ′) → X be a closed point. Denote by S′ = (K ′, ϕ′ : Ω′ → MK′ , ν ′)
the topological adelic curve S ⊗K K ′. Let ω′ ∈ Ω′ with finiteness ring A′

ω′ , denote
ω := πK′/K(ω′). Then we have a commutative diagram

Spec(K ′) Xω

Spec(A′
ω′) Spec(Aω)

and the valuative criterion of properness yields a unique morphism Spec(A′
ω′)→ Xω.

The image of the closed point of Spec(A′
ω′) together with the residue absolute value

of ω′ furnish a point xω′ = (Pω′ , | · |ω′) ∈ Xan
ω , where Pω′ is a closed point. Then

the norm | · |φω (xω′) can be lifted to a pseudo-norm P ∗φω on E′ := P ∗L. Thus the
family P ∗φ := (P ∗φω)ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family on P ∗L (w.r.t. the topological
adelic curve S′).

Example 9.1.5. A crucial example of pseudo-metric families is the so-called "quotient
pseudo-metric families" which are defined as follows. Let E = (E, ξ), where E is a finite-
dimensional K-vector space and ξ = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family on E.
Let L be a line bundle on X. Fix a model family (X ,L) := (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω of (X,L). Assume
that, for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a surjective homomorphism βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω. Then,
for any ω ∈ Ω, we consider the quotient pseudo-metric (Lω, φω) induced by (E, ∥ · ∥ω) and
βω (cf. Definition 8.2.4). Then the family ((Xω,Lω), φω)ω∈Ω defines a pseudo-metric family
on L which is called the quotient pseudo-metric family induced by E and β := (βω)ω∈Ω on L.
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Proposition 9.1.6. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (X ,L) := (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω be a model
family for L. Assume that there exist a finite-dimensional K-vector space E equipped with two
dominated pseudo-norm families ξ = (∥·∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω, ξ

′ which possess a common global
adapted basis, together with a family of surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω →
Lω)ω∈Ω. Let φ,φ′ be respectively the quotient pseudo-metric families on L induced by β, (E, ξ)
and β, (E, ξ′). Then the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν-dominated.

Proof. By ([CM19], Proposition 2.2.20), for any ω ∈ Ω, we have the inequality
dω(φ,φ′) ≤ dω(ξ∨∨, ξ′∨∨).

Using Corollary 5.3.8, as ξ∨∨
1 and ξ∨∨

2 are both ultrametric on Ωum, the local distance function
(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ∨∨, ξ′∨∨) is ν-dominated. Hence so is (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′). □

9.2. Dominated pseudo-metric family. In this subsection, we fix a topological adelic
curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) and a projective K-scheme X. Recall that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we
denote by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω respectively.

Definition 9.2.1. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let φ := (φω)ω∈Ω be a pseudo-metric family
on L with model family (X ,L) := (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω.

(1) Assume that the model family (X ,L) is very ample. Then φ is called dominated, if
there exist
(i) a finite-dimensional K-vector space E together with a dominated pseudo-norm

family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω on E;
(ii) a family of surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω)ω∈Ω which

induces a family of closed immersions g := (gω : Xω ↪→ P(Eω))ω∈Ω;
such that the quotient metric family φ′ induced by (E, ξ) and β satisfies: the local
distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν-dominated.

(2) In the general case, we say that φ is dominated if there exist two very ample line
bundles L1, L2 onX, respectively equipped with two dominated pseudo-metric families
φ1, φ2, whose underlying model families are very ample, such that L = L1 − L2 and
φ = φ1 − φ2.

Proposition 9.2.2. Let L1, L2 be two very ample line bundles on X equipped respectively
with pseudo-metric families φ1 := (φ1,ω)ω∈Ω, φ2 := (φ2,ω)ω∈Ω with respective very ample
model families (Xω,L1,ω)ω∈Ω, (Xω,L2,ω)ω∈Ω. If φ1 and φ2 are dominated, then φ1 + φ2 is
dominated.

Proof. As φ1, φ2 are dominated, there exist two finite-dimensional K-vector spaces E1, E2
equipped respectively with dominated pseudo-norm families ξ1, ξ2, together with surjective
homomorphisms β1 : E1 ⊗K OX → L1, β2 : E2 ⊗K OX → L2 inducing closed immersions
ι1 : X ↪→ P(E1), ι2 : X ↪→ P(E2) such that the respective induced quotient pseudo-metric
families φ′

1, φ
′
2 have respective model families (Xω,L1,ω)ω∈Ω, (Xω,L2,ω)ω∈Ω and the local

distance functions (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ1, φ
′
1), (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ2, φ

′
2) are ν-dominated.

Then we have a closed immersion X ↪→ P(E1 ⊗K E2) by composing (ι1, ι2) : X →
P(E1) × P(E2) with the Segre embedding P(E1) × P(E2) → P(E1 ⊗K E2). Moreover, by
considering the dominated pseudo-norm family ξ1 ⊗ϵ,π ξ2 on E1 ⊗K E2, we see that the
induced quotient pseudo-metric family on L1 + L2 is φ′

1 + φ′
2. As we have

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(φ1 + φ2, φ
′
1 + φ′

2) ≤ dω(φ1, φ
′
1) + dω(φ2, φ

′
2),
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we obtain the desired dominance. □

Remark 9.2.3. We can adapt ([CM19], Remark 2.1.10) in our context to see that (1) and
(2) in Definition 9.2.1 are equivalent when the model family is very ample. Let L be a line
bundle on X and fix a very ample model family (X ,L) := (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. Assume that (1)
holds. Then we can write L = 2L − L and φ = 2φ − φ. As (Xω, 2Lω)ω∈Ω is a very ample
model family for 2L and 2φ is dominated by Proposition 9.2.2, (2) holds. Conversely, write
L = L1 − L2 and φ = φ1 − φ2, where L1, L2 are very ample line bundles on X equipped
respectively with dominated pseudo-metric families φ1, φ2 whose underlying model families
are very ample. Let φ′ be a dominated pseudo-metric family in the sense of (1). Then again
Proposition 9.2.2 implies that φ′ + φ1 is dominated in the sense of (1). Therefore, the local
distance function

(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ2, φ
′ + φ1) = dω(φ,φ′)

is ν-dominated (cf. Proposition 9.1.6). Hence (1) holds.

Proposition 9.2.4. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let (X ,L) := (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω be a model
family of (X,L). Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space equipped with a pseudo-
norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω. Assume that there exists a family of surjective
homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω). If ξ is dominated, then the quotient
pseudo-metric family φ induced by E = (E, ξ) and β (cf. Example 9.1.5) is dominated.

Proof. Since X is projective, there exists a very ample line bundle L′ such that L+L′ is also
very ample. Fix a very ample model family (Xω,L′

ω)ω∈Ω of (X,L′) such that (Xω,Lω +L′
ω)ω∈Ω

is a very ample model family of L+L′. Fix a finite-dimensional K-vector space E′ equipped
with a dominated pseudo-norm family ξ′ = (∥ · ∥′ω, E ′

ω, N
′
ω, Ê

′
ω)ω∈Ω and a family of surjective

homomorphisms β′ = (β′
ω : E ′

ω ⊗Aω OXω → L′
ω) which induces a family of closed immersions

g′ = (g′
ω : Xω ↪→ P(E ′

ω))ω∈Ω.
Denote by g = (gω : Xω → P(Eω))ω∈Ω the family of morphisms defined by β. Fix ω ∈ Ω.

Then we have a morphism (gω, g
′
ω) : Xω → P(Eω)×Spec(Aω)P(E ′

ω). As P(Eω)×Spec(Aω
P(E ′

ω)→
P(E ′) is separated and g′

ω is a closed immersion, (gω, g
′
ω) is closed immersion ([GW10], Remark

9.11). Moreover, we have the Segre embedding P(Eω)×Spec(Aω) P(E ′
ω)→ P(Eω⊗Aω E ′

ω), which
is a closed immersion ([GW10], Proposition 8.20). Therefore the composition with (gω, g

′
ω)

yields a closed immersion g′′
ω : Xω ↪→ P(Eω ⊗Aω E ′

ω).
Therefore, the family of surjective homomorphisms β′′ = (βω ⊗ β′

ω)ω∈Ω induces the family
of closed immersions g′′ = (g′′

ω)ω∈Ω.
Let φ′ denote the quotient pseudo-metric family on L′ induced by β′ and (E′, ξ′). φ′ is

dominated by definition. Moreover, the pseudo-metric family φ+ φ′ is the quotient pseudo-
metric family induced by (E⊗K E′, ξ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′) and the family of surjective homomorphisms β′′.
Using Definition 9.1.4, we see that ξ ⊗ϵ,π ξ

′ is dominated. Therefore φ+ φ′ is a dominated
pseudo-metric family on L+ L′. Writing (L,φ) = (L+ L′, φ+ φ′)− (L′, φ′), we obtain that
the pseudo-metric family φ is dominated. □

Proposition 9.2.5. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let φ := (φω)ω∈Ω be a pseudo-metric
family on L with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω.

(1) If φ is dominated, then −φ is a dominated pseudo-metric family on −L.
(2) Let L′ be another line bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric family φ′. If φ

and φ′ are dominated, then φ+ φ′ is a dominated pseudo-metric family on L+ L′.
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(3) Let φ′ be another pseudo-metric family on L with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. If φ′ is
dominated and the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν-dominated, then
φ is dominated.

(4) Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Assume that, for any ω ∈ Ω,
f extends to a Aω-morphism gω : Yω → Xω, where Yω is a projective model of Y over
Aω. If φ is dominated, then f∗φ is a dominated pseudo-metric family on f∗L.

(5) Let φ′ be another pseudo-metric family on L with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. If φ
and φ′ are both dominated, then the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is
ν-dominated.

Proof. (1) Write (L,φ) = (L1, φ1)− (L2, φ2) with L1, L2 very ample line bundles on X and
φ1, φ2 dominated pseudo-metric families on L1, L2 (whose underlying model families are very
ample). Then (−L,−φ) = (L2, φ2)− (L1, φ1) and therefore −φ is dominated.

(2) Write (L,φ) = (L1, φ1)−(L2, φ2) with L1, L2 very ample line bundles on X and φ1, φ2
dominated pseudo-metric families on L1, L2 and (L′, φ′) = (L′

1, φ
′
1) − (L′

2, φ
′
2) with L′

1, L
′
2

very ample line bundles on X and φ′
1, φ

′
2 dominated pseudo-metric families on L′

1, L
′
2. Then

φ1 +φ′
1 and φ2 +φ′

2 are respectively dominated pseudo-metric families on L1 +L′
1 and L2 +L′

2
by Proposition 9.2.2. Hence, by writing (L+L′, φ+φ′) = (L1+L′

1, φ1+φ′
1)−(L2+L′

2, φ2+φ′
2),

we obtain that φ+ φ′ is dominated.
(3) We first consider the very ample case. By hypothesis, there exist a finite-dimensional

K-vector space E together with a dominated pseudo-norm family ξ on E and a family of
surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω) such that the quotient metric
family ψ induced by (E, ξ) and β satisfies: the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ′, ψ) is ν-dominated.
Then we have

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(φ,ψ) ≤ dω(φ,φ′) + dω(φ′, ψ).

Hence φ is dominated.
In the general case, we write (L,φ′) = (L1, φ

′
1) − (L2, φ

′
2) with L1, L2 very ample line

bundles on X and φ′
1, φ

′
2 dominated pseudo-metric families on L1, L2 (whose underlying

model families are very ample). Let φ1 := φ + φ′
2 and φ2 := φ′

2. Then φ = φ1 − φ2 and
φ1, φ2 are respectively pseudo-metric families on the very ample line bundles L+ L2 = L1
and L2. Moreover, we have

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(φ1, φ
′
1) = dω(φ+ φ′

2, φ
′
1) = dω(φ,φ′).

Therefore, the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ1, φ
′
1) is dominated and by the very

ample case, φ1 is dominated. As φ2 is dominated, φ is dominated.
(4) We start with the very ample case. By hypothesis, there exist a finite-dimensional

K-vector space E together with a dominated pseudo-norm family ξ on E and a family of
surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω) such that the quotient metric
family φ′ induced by (E, ξ) and β satisfies: the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν-dominated.
Then f∗(β) : E ⊗K OY → f∗L is a surjective homomorphism and f∗φ′ is the quotient
pseudo-metric family induced by (E, ξ) and f∗(β). Note that both f∗φ and f∗φ′ have model
family (Yω, g

∗
ωLω)ω∈Ω. Proposition 9.2.4 implies that f∗φ′ is dominated. Moreover, we have

∀ω ∈ Ω, dω(f∗φ, f∗φ′) ≤ dω(φ,φ′).

Thus (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(f∗φ, f∗φ′) is ν-dominated and (3) implies that f∗φ is dominated.
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Let us now consider the general case. Write (L,φ) = (L1, φ1)− (L2, φ2) with L1, L2 very
ample line bundles on X and φ1, φ2 dominated pseudo-metric families on L1, L2 (whose
underlying model families are very ample). Then f∗φ1, f

∗φ2 are dominated by the very
ample case. Since f∗φ = f∗φ1 − f∗φ2, by (1) and (2) we obtain that f∗φ is dominated.

(5) Let L1 be a very ample line bundle on X such that L2 = L+ L1 is very ample. Fix a
dominated pseudo-metric family φ1 in L1 whose underlying model family is very ample. We
may assume that the induced model family of L2 is also very ample. Set φ2 = φ+ φ1 and
φ′

2 = φ′ +φ1. (2) implies that φ2 and φ′
2 are both dominated. Since L2 is very ample with a

very ample model family, Proposition 9.1.6 combined with the triangle inequality imply that
the local distance function

(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ2, φ
′
2) = dω(φ,φ′)

is ν-dominated. □

9.3. Regularity conditions for pseudo-metric families. In this subsection, we fix a
topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) and a projective K-scheme X. Recall
that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω
respectively.

Definition 9.3.1. Let L be a line bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric family
φ = (φω)ω∈Ω with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. We say that the pseudo-metric family φ is
respectively usc, lsc, continuous if, for any closed point P of X, the pseudo-norm family P ∗φ
(cf. Definition 9.1.4 (4)) on P ∗L is usc, lsc, continuous.

Proposition 9.3.2. (1) Let L be a line bundle on X equipped with a respectively usc,
lsc, continuous pseudo-metric family φ. Then the pseudo-metric family −φ on −L is
respectively usc, lsc, continuous.

(2) Let L1, L2 be two line bundles on X equipped with respectively usc, lsc, continuous
pseudo-metric families φ1, φ2 respectively. Then φ1 + φ2 is a respectively a usc, lsc,
continuous pseudo-metric family on L1 + L2.

(3) Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Assume that, for any ω ∈ Ω,
f extends to a Aω-morphism gω : Yω → Xω, where Yω is a projective model of Y
over Aω. Let L be a line bundle equipped with a respectively usc, lsc, continuous
pseudo-metric family φ. Then the pseudo-metric family f∗φ on f∗L is respectively
usc, lsc, continuous.

Proof. (1) Let P be a closed point of X. Then P ∗(−φ) = (P ∗φ)∨ and the result follows
from Proposition 6.1.3.

(2) Let P be a closed point of X. Then P ∗(φ1 +φ2) = P ∗φ1⊗P ∗φ2. Then the continuity
follows from the explicit description of tensor product pseudo-norm families over vector
spaces of dimension 1.

(3) It is seen directly from the construction of the pullback pseudo-metric family. □

Proposition 9.3.3. Let E = (E, ξ) where E is a finite-dimensional K-vector space and
ξ = (∥ · ∥ω) is a pseudo-norm family on E which is assumed to be ultrametric on Ωum. Let L
be a line bundle on X and let (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω be a model family of (X,L). Assume that, for
any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a surjective homomorphism βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω. Denote by φ the
corresponding quotient pseudo-metric family on L (cf. Example 9.1.5). If the pseudo-norm
family ξ is continuous, then φ is a usc pseudo-metric family on L.
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Proof. Let P be a closed point of X. Using Remark 9.1.3, we see that P ∗φ identifies with
the quotient pseudo-norm family of the pseudo-norm family ξ ⊗K κ(P ) via the surjective
homomorphism [·]P : E ⊗K κ(P )→ P ∗L. In general, the pseudo-norm family ξ ⊗K κ(P ) is
only known to be lsc, which is not sufficient to conclude.

Write S ⊗K κ(P ) = (κ(P ), ϕP : ΩP → Mκ(P ), νP ), P ∗φ = (∥ · ∥P,φ,x)x∈ΩP
and ξL =

(∥ · ∥P,x, EP , NP , ÊP,x)x∈ΩP
. For any x ∈ ΩP , we denote by (AP,x,mP,x, κP,x) the finiteness

ring of x. As P ∗L is a quotient vector space of dimension 1 of E ⊗K κ(P ), for any x ∈ ΩP ,
the residue vector space of P ∗ in x is a quotient vector space of dimension 1 of ÊP,x. Hence
we can use ([CM19], Proposition 1.3.26) to obtain

∀ℓ ∈ P ∗L, ∀x ∈ ΩP , ∥ℓ∥P,φ,x = inf
(s,λ)∈E×κ(P )×,[s]P =λℓ

|λ|−1
x ∥s∥πκ(P )/K(x).

As for any λ ∈ κ(P ), the map (x ∈ ΩP ) 7→ |λ|x is continuous and, for any s ∈ E, the map
(x ∈ ΩL) 7→ ∥s∥πκ(P )/K(x) is continuous, we obtain that P ∗φ is usc. □

9.4. Pushforward of pseudo-metric families. This subsection is devoted to studying the
behaviour of the supremum pseudo-norm family determined by a pseudo-metric family. This
notion is crucial in view of developing volume functions on topological adelic curves. We
fix a topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) and a projective K-scheme X. Recall
that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω
respectively.

Definition 9.4.1. Assume that X is geometrically reduced. Let L be a line bundle on
X. Let φ = (φω)ω be a pseudo-metric family on L with a flat and coherent model family
(Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. For any ω ∈ Ω, φω induces a pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥φω on H0(X,L) (cf. Definition
8.1.1). In the case where the family ξ = (∥ · ∥φω )ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family in the sense of
Definition 5.1.1, we call it the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ. In that case, we say
that the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ is well-defined.

Remark 9.4.2. We use the notation of Definition 9.4.1. In general, it is not clear that the
condition (∗) in Definition 5.1.1 is satisfied for the family ξ of supremum pseudo-norms. We
will give a criterion when the topological adelic curve is assumed to be integral.

Example 9.4.3. Let E be a finite-dimensional K-vector space and let ξ = (∥ · ∥ω)ω∈Ω be
a pseudo-norm family on E. For any ω ∈ Ω, denote by Eω the finiteness module of ∥ · ∥ω.
Assume that X is geometrically reduced. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω
be a model family of (X,L). Assume that we have a family β = (βω : Eω⊗Aω OXω → Lω)ω∈Ω
of surjective homomorphisms. Denote by φ the quotient pseudo-metric family defined by
(E, ξ) and β. Then the pushforward pseudo-norm family of ξ is well-defined. Moreover, if ξ
possesses a globally adapted basis, then the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ possesses
a globally adapted basis.

Proposition 9.4.4. Assume that X is geometrically reduced. Let L be a line bundle on
X. Let φ = (φω)ω be a pseudo-metric family on L with a flat and coherent model family
(Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. Assume that the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ is well-defined. We
denote it by ξ = (∥ · ∥φω )ω∈Ω. Let K ′/K be a finite field extension. Let XK′ := X ⊗K K ′, let
L′ = L⊗K K ′ and let S′ := S ⊗K K ′ = (K ′, ϕ′ : Ω′ →MK′ , ν ′) denote the topological adelic
curve constructed in §4.2. Denote by φ′ the pseudo-metric family on L′ induced by extension
of scalars by φ. Let (X ′

ω′ ,L′
ω′)ω′∈Ω′ denote the model family of φ′. Then the following hold.
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(1) The pushforward pseudo-norm family ξ′ of φ′ is well-defined.
(2) If ξ′ is dominated, then ξ is dominated.

Proof. (1) follows directly from the fact that the ξ is well-defined. Moreover, the pseudo-norm
families ξ, ξ′ satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition 9.2.5 (7). Hence (2) holds. □

We are now able to prove the analogue of ([CM19], Theorem 6.1.13) in our setting.

Theorem 9.4.5. Assume that X is geometrically integral. Let L be a line bundle on X. Let
φ = (φω)ω be a pseudo-metric family on L with a flat and coherent model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω.
Assume that the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ is well-defined and possesses a globally
adapted basis. If φ is dominated, then ξ is strongly dominated.

Proof. As ξ is ultrametric on Ωum, it suffices to prove that ξ is dominated.

Claim 9.4.6. Assume that the model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is very ample, in particular L is
very ample. Then ξ is dominated.

Proof. Let E = H0(X,L) and r := dimK(E). As in the proof of ([CM19], Theorem 6.1.13),
there exist a finite extension K ′/K and closed points P1, ..., Pr of X such that κ(Pi) ⊂ K ′

for all i = 1, ..., r. Moreover, we have a strictly decreasing sequence of K-vector spaces

{0} = Er ⊊ · · · ⊊ Er = E ⊗K K ′,

such that

∀i ∈ {1, ..., r}, Ei = {s ∈ E0 : s(P1) = · · · s(Pr) = 0}.

By Proposition 9.4.4, we may assume that K = K ′.
Let α1, ..., αr denote respectively local bases of L around P1, ..., Pr. Then we define a basis

(θ1, ..., θr) of E∨ as follows.

∀i ∈ {1, ..., r}, ∀s ∈ E, θi(s) := fs(Pi),

where, for any s ∈ E, s = fsαi around Pi. Denote by (e1, ..., er) the corresponding dual basis
of E.

Let ω ∈ Ω. Define a pseudo-norm on E in ω as follows. Let s ∈ E written as s =
s1e1 + · · · srer, where s1, ..., sr ∈ K. We set

∥s∥′ω := max
i=1,...,r

|si|ω.

Then ξ′ = (∥ · ∥′ω)ω is a pseudo-norm family on E and the basis (e1, ..., er) is globally adapted
basis to ξ′. Note that ξ′ is dominated. Moreover, Lemma 5.1.5 implies that, there exists
an open subset Ω′ ⊂ Ω such that, for any ω ∈ Ω′, the finiteness modules of ∥ · ∥ω and
∥ · ∥′ω coincide and ν(Ω′) = 0. From now on, we work on the topological adelic curve
S′ = (K,ϕ′ : Ω′ →MK , ν|Ω′) obtained by restriction of the adelic structure on Ω′ (cf. §2.2.3).

We have a family of surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω)ω∈Ω′ . We
consider the quotient pseudo-metric family φ′ = (φ′

ω)ω∈Ω′ induced by (E, ξ′) and β.
Let us prove that, for any ω ∈ Ω′, we have ∥ · ∥′ω = ∥ · ∥φ′

ω
. Let ω ∈ Ω′. Using ([CM19],

Proposition 2.2.23), we have the inequality ∥ · ∥φ′
ω
≤ ∥ · ∥′ω. We prove the converse inequality.

By the valuative criterion of properness, for any i = 1, ..., r, the rational point Pi defines
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a rational point P̃i,ω of the special fibre Xω,s (the unique closed point of {Pi} ∩ Xω,s). Let
(i, j) ∈ {1, ..., r}. Then we have

|ei|φ′
ω
(P̃i,ω) =

{
1 if i = j,
0 if i ̸= j.

Let s = s1e1 + · · ·+ srer ∈ Eω, where s1, ..., sr ∈ Aω. Then
∀i = 1, ..., r, |s|φ′

ω
(P̃i,ω) = ∥s∥′ω ≤ ∥s∥φ′

ω
.

Therefore, the following holds.
∀ω ∈ Ω′, dω(ξ, ξ′) ≤ dω(∥ · ∥φω , ∥ · ∥φω ) ≤ dω(φ,φ′).

As φ is dominated, the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω′) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν|Ω′-dominated.
Therefore using Proposition 5.3.6, we obtain that ξ is dominated. This concludes the proof
of the claim. □

Claim 9.4.7. For any s ∈ H0(X,L)∖{0}, the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ log ∥s∥φω is ν-dominated.

Proof. Let s ∈ H0(X,L)∖ {0}. Lemma 5.1.6 implies that there exists a locally closed subset
Ω′ ⊂ Ω such that ν(Ω ∖ Ω′) = 0 and, for any ω ∈ Ω′, ∥s∥φω /∈ {0,+∞}. We denote by
S′ = (K,ϕ′ : Ω′ →MK , ν|Ω′) the restriction of the adelic structure introduced in §2.2.3.

Choose a very ample line bundle L1 on X with a very ample model family (Xω,L1,ω)ω∈Ω′

of L1, such that L2 := L + L1 is very ample and the model family (Xω,Lω + L1,ω)ω∈Ω′ is
very ample. For any ω ∈ Ω′, we denote E1,ω := H0(Xω,L1,ω) and E2,ω := H0(Xω,L2,ω). Note
that multiplication by s yields a family of injective homomorphisms (E1,ω ↪→ E2,ω)ω∈Ω′ .

We consider an arbitrary dominated pseudo-norm family ξ′
2 = (∥ · ∥′2,ω)ω∈Ω′ on E2 :=

H0(X,L) such that, for any ω ∈ Ω′, the finiteness module of ∥ · ∥′2,ω is E2,ω. Denote by
ξ′

1 = (∥ · ∥′1,ω)ω∈Ω′ the restriction of ξ′
2 to E1 := H0(X,L). Note that for any ω ∈ Ω′, the

finiteness module of ∥·∥′1,ω is E1,ω. Note that Proposition 5.3.5 (1) implies that ξ′
1 is dominated.

Let i = 1, 2. Denote by φ′
i the quotient pseudo-metric family induced by ξ′

i and the family of
surjective homomorphisms β′

i = (β′
i,ω : Ei,ω ⊗Aω OXω → Li,ω)ω∈Ω′ . Let φ′ := φ′

2 − φ′
1, this is

a pseudo-metric family on L with the same model family as φ. Hence Proposition 9.2.5 (5)
implies that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω′) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν|Ω′-dominated.

Arguing as in the proof of ([CM19], Claim 6.1.16), we obtain ∥s∥φ′
ω
≤ 1. Moreover, for

any u ∈ E, which belongs to
⋂

ω∈Ω′ E1,ω (up to shrinking Ω′), we have
∥su∥φ′

2,ω
≤ ∥s∥φ′

ω
∥u∥φ′

1,ω
.

Using the fact that ξ′
1 and ξ′

2 are dominated. we deduce that the function (ω ∈ Ω′) 7→ log ∥s∥φ′
ω

is ν|Ω′-dominated. We can conclude using the fact that

∀ω ∈ Ω′, dω(∥ · ∥φω , ∥ · ∥φ′
ω
) ≤ dω(φ,φ′).

□

We now prove Theorem 9.4.5. Choose a very ample line bundle L1 on X with a very
ample model family (Xω,L1,ω)ω∈Ω′ of L1, such that L2 := L + L1 is very ample and the
model family (Xω,L2,ω := Lω + L1,ω)ω∈Ω′ is very ample. Fix a global section t ∈ H0(X,L1).
Let φ1 = (φ1,ω)ω∈Ω be a dominated pseudo-metric family such that the pushforward metric
family of φ1 is well-defined and possesses a globally adapted basis and, for any ω ∈ Ω, we
have ∥t∥φω ≤ 1 (it is possible to do so by choosing a suitable quotient pseudo-metric family
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cf. Example 9.4.3). Let φ2 := φ+φ1 and denote by ξ2 the pushforward pseudo-metric family
of φ2. Proposition 9.2.5 (2) implies that φ2 is dominated. As (Xω,L2,ω)ω∈Ω is very ample,
Claim 9.4.6 implies that ξ2 is strongly dominated.

Note that by hypothesis, for any ω ∈ Ω, t ∈ H0(Xω,L1,ω) and multiplication by t gives an
injective homomorphism H0(Xω,Lω) ↪→ HXω ,L2,ω . Fix a basis (s1, ..., sr) of H0(X,L) which
is globally adapted to ξ. For i = 1, ..., r, write ti := tsi ∈ H0(X,L2). Enlarge (t1, ..., tr) to a
basis t := (t1, ..., tn) of H0(X,L2) which is globally adapted to ξ2. Let ξt,2 = (∥ · ∥t,2,ω)ω∈Ω
denote the model pseudo-norm family on H0(X,L2) defined by the basis t (cf. Example
5.1.3). Corollary 5.3.9 implies that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ2, ξt,2) is
ν-dominated. Thus there exists a ν-dominated function A : Ω→ [−∞,+∞] such that, for
almost all ω ∈ Ω, for any (λ1, ..., λr) ∈ Kr, we have

log ∥λ1s1 + · · ·+ λrsr∥φω ≥ log ∥λ1t1 + · · ·+ λrtr∥φ2,ω

≥ log ∥λ1t1 + · · ·+ λrtr∥φt,2,ω −A(ω), (4)
where the first inequality comes from the fact that ∥t∥φ1,ω ≤ 1. Moreover, we have the
inequality

log ∥λ1s1 + · · ·λrsr∥φω ≤ log ∥λ1t1 + · · ·λrtr∥φt,2,ω + max
1≤i≤r

log ∥si∥φω .

Claim 9.4.7 implies that there exists a ν-dominated function B : Ω→ [−∞,+∞] such that
the inequality

log ∥λ1s1 + · · ·λrsr∥φω ≤ log ∥λ1t1 + · · ·λrtr∥φt,2,ω +B(ω) (5)
holds for almost all ω ∈ Ω.

Denote by ξ′ the restriction of the pseudo-norm family ξt,2 to H0(X,L). Then the basis
(s1, ..., sr) is both globally adapted to ξ and ξ′. Moreover (4) and (5) imply that the local
distance function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(ξ, ξ′) is ν-dominated. By Corollary 5.3.9, the pseudo-norm
family ξ is strongly dominated. □

Proposition 9.4.8. We consider the case where X = Spec(K ′), where K ′/K is a finite
extension of fields. We denote S′ := S ⊗K K ′ = (K ′, ϕ′ : Ω′ →MK′ , ν ′). For any ω ∈ Ω, let
A′

ω be the integral closure of Aω in K ′, we denote Xω := Spec(A′
ω). Let L be a line bundle on

X equipped with a pseudo-metric family φ with model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω. Denote by ξL the
pseudo-norm family on L (w.r.t. the topological adelic curve S′) introduced in Remark 9.1.3.
Assume that ξL possesses a globally adapted basis. Then φ is dominated iff ξL is dominated.

Proof. We first assume that φ is dominated. Since the model family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is very
ample, there exist a finite-dimensional K-vector space E together with a dominated pseudo-
norm family ξE = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω on E which possesses a globally adapted basis
and a family of surjective homomorphisms β := (βω : Eω ⊗Aω A

′
ω → Lω)ω∈Ω such that the

quotient pseudo-metric family φ′ induced by (E, ξ) and β satisfies: φ′ has model family
(Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω and the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ dω(φ,φ′) is ν-dominated. We denote by ξ′

L the
pseudo-norm family on L w.r.t. the topological adelic curve S determined by φ′. Then by
definition, ξ′

L identifies with the quotient norm family on L (viewed as a K ′-vector space) of
the extension of scalars ξE,K′ via the surjection E ⊗K K ′ → L. Corollary 5.3.10 implies that
ξE,K′ is dominated and Proposition 5.3.5 (2) implies that ξ′

L is dominated. As
∀ω ∈ Ω′, dω(ξL, ξ

′
L) = dω(φ,φ′),



62 ANTOINE SÉDILLOT

Proposition 5.3.6 ensures that ξL is dominated.
Conversely, assume that ξL is dominated. Let e ∈ L be a globally adapted basis to ξL.

Then denote by ξe = (∥ · ∥e,ω)ω∈Ω the pseudo-norm family on K · e defined by
∀ω ∈ Ω, ∀λ ∈ K, ∥λe∥e,ω = |λ|ω.

Then ξe is dominated and ξe,K′ is dominated by Corollary 5.3.10. Corollary 5.3.9 implies
that the local distance function (ω ∈ Ω′) 7→ dω(ξe,K′ , ξL) is ν ′-dominated. Denote by φ′

the pseudo-metric family induced by the family of surjective homomorphisms β = (βω :
Aω · e ⊗Aω A

′
ω
∼= Lω)ω∈Ω. Then, for any ω ∈ Ω′, we have dω(ξe,K′ , ξL) = dω(φ,φ′). Hence

Proposition 9.2.5 (3) implies that φ is dominated. □

9.5. Adelic line bundles. In this subsection, we fix a topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ :
Ω → MK , ν) and a projective K-scheme X. Recall that, for any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω

and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω respectively.
Definition 9.5.1. Let L be a line bundle on X equipped with a pseudo-metric family φ.
We say that L = (L,φ) is respectively a usc/lsc adelic line bundle on X if φ is both usc/lsc
and dominated. Moreover, we say that L is a (continuous) adelic line bundle if φ is both
continuous and dominated.

Moreover, an adelic line bundle (L,φ = (φω)ω∈Ω) is called semi-positive, resp. integrable,
if, for any ω ∈ Ω, the locally pseudo-metrised line bundle (L,φω) is semi-positive, resp.
integrable.
Proposition 9.5.2. (1) Let L = (L,φ) be a usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundle on X.

Then −L := (−L,−φ) is respectively a usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundle on X.
(2) Let L1 = (L1, φ1), L2 = (L2, φ2) be both usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundles on X.

Then L1 + L2 := (L1 + L2, φ1 + φ2) is respectively a usc/lsc/continuous adelic line
bundle on X.

(3) Let f : Y → X be a projective morphism of K-schemes. Assume that, for any ω ∈ Ω,
f extends to a Aω-morphism gω : Yω → Xω, where Yω is a projective model of Y
over Aω. Let L = (L,φ) be an adelic line bundle on X. Then f∗L : (f∗L, f∗φ) is
respectively a usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundle on X.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Propositions 9.2.5 and 9.3.2. □

Proposition 9.5.3. Let E = (E, ξ) where E is a finite-dimensional K-vector space and
ξ = (∥ · ∥ω, Eω, Nω, Êω)ω∈Ω is a pseudo-norm family on E which is assumed to be ultrametric
on Ωum. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω be a model family of (X,L).
Assume that, for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a surjective homomorphism βω : Eω ⊗Aω OXω → Lω.
Denote by φ the corresponding quotient pseudo-metric family on L (cf. Example 9.1.5).
Assume that E = (E, ξ) is an adelic line bundle on S. Then L = (L,φ) is an adelic line
bundle on X.
Proof. The fact that φ is dominated is Proposition 9.2.4. Proposition 9.3.3 implies that φ is
usc. As ξ∨ is continuous and as −φ identifies with the quotient pseudo-metric family induced
by (E∨, ξ∨), Proposition 9.3.3 implies that −φ is usc as well. This implies that φ is lsc, and
therefore continuous. □

Example 9.5.4 (Adelic line bundles in Nevanlinna theory). Let R > 0. Consider the
topological adelic curve SR = (KR, ϕR : ΩR → MKR

, νR) be the topological adelic curve
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defined in §2.2.2. Let X be a reduced projective C-scheme and denote XR := X ⊗C KR.
For any ω ∈ ΩR, denote by AR,ω the finiteness ring of ω and let XR,ω := X ⊗C AR,ω, it is a
projective model of XR over AR,ω. Let (L,φ) be a metrised line bundle on X, namely L is
a line bundle on X and φ is a continuous metric on L. Further, assume that L is globally
generated. For any ω ∈ ΩR, we denote LR,ω := L⊗OX

OXR,ω
and LR := L⊗OX

OXR
. Note

that LR and the LR,ω for ω ∈ ΩR are globally generated as well.
Let us show that (L,φ) induces an adelic line bundle on XR. Let ω ∈ ΩR,ar. Then the

special fibre of XR,ω identifies with X. Then (LR,ω, φ) defines a pseudo-metric on LR. Let
ω ∈ ΩR,um. As ϕR(ω) is a usual absolute value on KR, we have XR = XR,ω. Then the
completion KR,ω of KR w.r.t. | · |ω is isomorphic to C((T )). Denote by K◦

R,ω
∼= C[[T ]] the

corresponding valuation ring of KR,ω. Let X̃R,ω := X ⊗C K
◦
R,ω and L̃R,ω := L ⊗OX

OX̃R,ω
.

Then (X̃R,ω, L̃R,ω) is a model of XR ⊗KR
KR,ω over K◦

R,ω and the model metric φR,ω

determined by this model yields a local pseudo metric on LR in ω. These construction yield
a pseudo-metric family φR = (φR,ω)ω∈ΩR

with model family (XR,ω,LR,ω)ω∈ΩR
. Let us prove

that φR is dominated and continuous.
Denote E := H0(X,L) and

ER := E ⊗C KR, ∀ω ∈ ΩR,ar, ER,ω := E ⊗C AR,ω, ∀ω ∈ ΩR,um, ẼR,ω := E ⊗C K
◦
R,ω.

Let ∥ ·∥φ denote the supremum norm on E induced by φ and denote by φFS the Fubini-Study
(usual) metric on L associated with φ. Recall that φFS is the quotient metric associated with
the complex normed vector space (E, ∥ · ∥φ). Moreover, by using the results of §6.3, we have
an adelic vector bundle (ER, ξR) on SR. As for any ω ∈ ΩR, XR,ω is flat and coherent, we
denote by φR,FS Fubini-Study pseudo-metric family associated with (ER, ξR).

Let ω ∈ ΩR,um. As C → K◦
R,ω is flat, for any ω ∈ ΩR,um, flat base change yields

ẼR,ω = H0(X̃R,ω, L̃R,ω) and the evaluation morphism ẼR,ω ⊗K◦
R,ω
OX̃R,ω

→ L̃R,ω is surjective.
Using ([CM19], Proposition 2.3.12), we obtain that φR,ω identifies with the quotient metric
induced by the lattice norm defined by the lattice ẼR,ω inside ẼR,ω := ẼR,ω⊗K◦

R,ω
KR,ω. Note

that from the description of ξR given in §6.3, we have φR,FS,ω = φω.
Moreover, we have

∀ω ∈ ΩR, dω(φR, φR,FS) = 1ΩR,ar(ω)d(φ,φFS),
where d(φ,φFS) denotes the usual distance between the (complex) continuous metrics φ
and φFS. As νR(ΩR,ar) < +∞, we obtain that the local distance function [(ω ∈ Ω) 7→
dω(φR, φR,FS] is νR-dominated. Using Proposition 6.3.1 and Proposition 9.2.4, we obtain
that φR,FS is dominated. Therefore, by using Proposition 9.2.5 (3), we see that the pseudo-
metric family φR is dominated.

We conclude by proving the continuity of φR. Let P be a closed point of XR. Denote
by SR,P = (κ(P ), ϕP : ΩR,P →Mκ(P ), νR,P ) the topological adelic curve SR ⊗KR

κ(P ). By
definition of the pseudo-norm family P ∗φR on P ∗L, we see that P ∗φR coincides with the
pseudo-norm family determined by (E, ∥ · ∥) on κ(P ). Using Remark 6.3.3, we obtain the
continuity of P ∗φR.

Definition 9.5.5. We use the same notation as in Example 9.5.4. Let R > 0. Then the
adelic line bundle constructed in Example 9.5.4 is called the adelic line bundle induced by
(L,φ) on XR.
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Proposition 9.5.6. We use the same notation as in Example 9.5.4. Assume that X is reduced.
Let R > 0 and let (L,φ) be a metrised line bundle on X. We denote by LR = (LR, φR) the
adelic line bundle on XR induced by (L,φ). Denote by ξR the collection of supremum pseudo-
norms on ER := H0(XR, LR) induced by the pseudo-metric family φ. Then ER := (ER, ξR)
is an adelic line bundle on SR.

Proof. We first note that ξR is a well-defined pseudo-norm family on ER. Indeed, any basis
of the space of global sections E := H0(X,L) yields a globally adapted basis for ξR. Denote
by ∥ · ∥ the supremum norm on H0(X,L) induced by the continuous metric φ.

Write ξR = (∥·∥φω )ω∈ΩR
. Let ω ∈ ΩR,ar. Then ∥·∥φω coincides with the local pseudo-norm

on H0(X,L) in ω whose residue vector space is E and whose residue norm is ∥ · ∥. Let
ω ∈ ΩR,um. As X is reduced, ([CM19], Proposition 2.3.16 (3)) implies that ∥ · ∥φω coincides
with the lattice norm used in §6.3.

Using this description, we see that (ER, ξR) coincides with the adelic vector bundle induced
by the normed vector space (E, ∥ · ∥) (cf. Definition 6.3.2). This allows us to conclude. □

9.6. Adelic line bundles on families of topological adelic curves. Throughout this
subsection, we consider the following setting. Let (I,≤I) be a (non-empty) totally ordered
set. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi : Ωi →MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological adelic curves with
base space Ω0 and family of structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I (cf. Definition 3.1.1).
We denote

K∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ki =
⋂
i∈I

Ki.

Let π∞ : X∞ → Spec(K∞) be a projective K∞-scheme. For any i ∈ I, we denote πi : Xi :=
X∞ ⊗K∞ Ki → Spec(Ki) and X := (Xi)i∈I . For any i ∈ I, for any ω ∈ Ωi, we denote by
(Ai,ω,mi,ω, κi,ω) the finiteness ring of ω.

Definition 9.6.1. By a usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundle on X, we mean a collection
L = (Li)i∈I , where

(i) for any i ∈ I, Li = (Li, ((Xi,ω,Li,ω), φi,ω)ω∈Ωi) is respectively a usc/lsc/continuous
adelic line bundle on Xi;

(ii) there exists a line bundle L∞ on X∞ such that, for any i ∈ I, Li = L∞ ⊗OX∞ OXi ;
(iii) for any i, i′ ∈ I with i ≤I i

′, for any (ω, ω′) ∈ Ωi×Ωi′ such that αi(ω) = αω′ , we have
Xi,ω = Xi′,ω′ ⊗Ai,ω Ai′,ω′ , Li,ω = Li′,ω′ ⊗OXi,ω

OXi′,ω′

and the pseudo-metric φi,ω is the pullback of φi′,ω′ by the morphism ϖ(i,ω),(i′,ω′) :
Xi,ω → Xi′,ω′ .

Proposition 9.6.2. (1) Let L = (Li)i∈I be a usc/lsc/continuous adelic vector bundle
on X. Then −L := (−Li)i∈I is respectively a usc/lsc/continuous adelic vector bundle
on X.

(2) Let L(1) = (L(1)
i )i∈I ,L(2) = (L(2)

i )i∈I be both usc/lsc/continuous adelic line bundles
on X. Then L(1) + L(2) := (L(1)

i +L
(2)
i )i∈I is respectively a usc/lsc/continuous adelic

line bundle on X.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 9.5.2 combined with the fact that condition (iii)
in Definition 9.6.1 is compatible with taking dual and tensors products. □
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Example 9.6.3. We consider the totally ordered set R>0 equipped with the usual total
ordering. Consider the family of topological adelic curves S = (SR)R>0 constructed in
Example 3.1.2 (2). Let X be a reduced projective C-scheme and let (L,φ) be a metrised line
bundle on X, where L is assumed to be globally generated. Using the construction of Example
9.5.4, for any R > 0, we obtain an adelic line bundle LR = (LR, φR) on XR := X ⊗C KR.
Then L := (LR)R>0 is an adelic line bundle on X := (XR)R>0.

9.7. Pseudo-metric families for integral topological adelic curves. In this subsection,
we study the case where the base topological adelic curve is integral. By fixing a model over
the integral structure, we obtain a family of models and we can further make use of the
results coming from the theory of global Berkovich spaces (cf. [LP24]).

We fix an integral topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω → MK , ν) and a projective
K-scheme X. We denote by (A, ∥ · ∥) the underlying integral structure of S and we let
V := M(A, ∥ · ∥). We also fix a flat and coherent model X → Spec(A) of X over A. We
further assume that (A, ∥ · ∥) is a geometric base ring ([LP24], Définition 3.3.8)and we denote
by X an the Berkovich analytic space attached to X (loc. cit., Définition 4.1.5), this is a
compact Hausdorff topological space by (loc. cit., Proposition 6.5.3). Recall that, for any
ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Aω and κω, the finiteness ring and the residue field of ω respectively.

9.7.1. Global adelic space.

Definition 9.7.1. We denote by X an
Ω the topological fibre product X an ×V Ω and we call it

the global adelic space attached to X w.r.t. the model X . We have a Cartesian diagram of
topological space

X an
Ω X an

Ω V

p

ϕ

such that the map p : X an
Ω → Ω is proper (as the pullback of the proper map X an → V ).

Notation 9.7.2. (1) Let U ⊂ X be a Zariski open subset. We denote by Uan
ω the fibre

product Uan ×V Ω.
(2) Let L be a line bundle on X . For any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by Lω the pullback of L to
Xω = X ⊗A Aω.

9.7.2. Global pseudo-metrics. Let L be a line bundle on X . By a metric φ on L, we mean
a family φ = (| · |φω (x))(x,ω)∈X an

Ω
, where, for any (x, ω) ∈ X an

Ω , | · ∥φ(x) is a norm on the
κ̂ω-vector space L(x, ω) := L⊗OX κ̂ω. We say that a metric φ on L is strongly continuous if,
for any local section s of L on a Zariski open subset U ⊂ X , the function

((x, ω) ∈ Uan
Ω ) 7→ |s|φω (x) ∈ [0,+∞[

is continuous. Likewise, we have the notion of strongly upper/lower semi-continuous metric.
Let L be a line bundle on X. By a model global pseudo-metric (L, φ) on L over X , we

mean that L is a line bundle on X such that (X ,L) is a model of (X,L) and that φ is a
metric on L. In this article, we will not consider any other kind of global pseudo-metrics.
Therefore by "global pseudo-metric" we mean model global pseudo-metric.

Proposition 9.7.3. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a global pseudo-metric on
L over X .



66 ANTOINE SÉDILLOT

(1) Then the family (Xω,Lω)ω∈Ω is a flat and coherent model family of (X,L) in the
sense of Definition 9.1.1.

(2) For any ω ∈ Ω, we denote by φω the family (| · |φω(x))x∈Xan
ω

. Then ((Xω,Lω), φω)ω∈Ω
defines a pseudo-metric family on L.

Proof. (1) holds by stability of flatness and finite presentation along base change and (2)
follows from ([LP24], Proposition 4.5.3). □

Conversely, let ((Xω,Lω), φω)ω∈Ω be a pseudo-metric family of a line bundle L on X.
Assume that there exists a model (X ,L) of (X,L) such that, for any ω ∈ Ω, the pullback of L
to Xω is Lω. Then, by patching all the pseudo-metrics φω, we obtain a global pseudo-metric
on L. Thus global pseudo-metrics are special kinds of pseudo-metric families.
Notation 9.7.4. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a global pseudo-metric on
L. By abuse of notation, we will identify the global pseudo-metric φ with the corresponding
pseudo-metric family ((Xω,Lω), φω)ω∈Ω. For instance, a global pseudo-metric is called
dominated if the corresponding pseudo-metric family is so.
Remark 9.7.5. We consider the case where X = Spec(K ′), where K ′/K is a finite extension
of fields, and X = Spec(A′), where A′ denotes the integral closure of A in K ′. Let L be a
line bundle on X, i.e. a one-dimensional K ′-vector space. Then, for any ω ∈ Ω, the local
analytic space Xan

ω is a discrete finite set. Therefore, a global pseudo-metric (L, φ) is the
same as a pseudo-norm family ξL on the one-dimensional K ′-vector space L, relatively to
the (integral) topological adelic curve S′ := S ⊗K K ′.
9.7.3. Pushforward of global pseudo-metrics. Throughout this paragraph, we assume that X
is geometrically integral.

Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a global pseudo metric on L. Then for any
ω ∈ Ω, we can consider the sup-pseudo-norm ∥ · ∥φω (cf. 8.1.1). Let ξ := (∥ · ∥φω )ω∈Ω.
Proposition 9.7.6. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a global pseudo metric on
L. Assume that the global pseudo-metric φ is strongly continuous. Then ξ is well defined
and is an upper semi-continuous pseudo-norm family on H0(X,L).
Proof. Recall that, for any ω ∈ Ω, ∥ · ∥φω is a pseudo-norm on H0(X,L) with finiteness
module H0(Xω,Lω). Let s ∈ H0(X,L), let us prove that the function (ω ∈ Ω) 7→ ∥s∥φω is
upper semi-continuous. We will use the following lemma.
Lemma 9.7.7 ([CM22], Proposition 2.2.4). Let π : X → Y be a closed continuous mapping
of topological spaces and let f : X → [−∞,+∞] be an upper semi-continuous function.
Assume that, for any y ∈ Y , the fibre π−1(y) is compact. Then the function

ϕf : Y −→ [0, 1]
y 7−→ sup

x∈π−1(y)
f(x)

is upper semi-continuous.
Let s ∈ H0(X,L). Apply the above lemma with X = X an

Ω , Y = Ω and f : ((x, ω) ∈
X an

Ω ) 7→ |s|φω (x), which is continuous. Note that p : X an
Ω → Ω is a proper map since Ω is

locally compact and Hausdorff. Since, for any ω ∈ Ω, we have
sup

(x,ω)∈p−1(ω)
|s|φω (x) = ∥s∥φω ,
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we deduce the desired upper semi-continuity.
Thus it suffices to prove that for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists an adapted basis for ξ in ω.

We fix ω0 ∈ Ω. Since ∥ · ∥φω0
is a pseudo-norm on E, there exists a basis (s1, ..., sd) of E

such that, for any i = 1, ..., d, we have ∥si∥φω0
∈ R>0. As, for any i = 1, ..., d, the map

(ω ∈ Ω) 7→ ∥si∥φω ∈ [0,+∞] is upper semi-continuous, there exists an open neighbourhood
U of ω0 in Ω such that, for any ω ∈ U , we have

∀i = 1, ..., d, ∥si∥φω < +∞.

Therefore, it remains to prove that, up to shrinking U , we have

∀i = 1, ..., d, ∥si∥φω > 0.

For any closed point P of X and x and any element of Ωκ(P ),ω0 , by the valuative criterion of
properness, we obtain a point in the local model analytic space Xan

ω which is denoted by
(P, x) and whose image in Xω is a closed point. Since closed points of Xω are dense in Xan

ω ,
for any i = 1, ..., d, there exist a closed point P of X and an element x ∈ Ωκ(P ),ω0 such that
|si|φω0

(P , x) > 0. By continuity of φ, up to shrinking U , we may assume that, for any ω ∈ U ,
there exists a point Pi,ω ∈ Xan

ω such that |s|φω (Pi,ω) > 0. In particular, we obtain

∀i = 1, ..., d, ∥si∥φω > 0.

Hence ξ is a usc pseudo-norm family on H0(X,L) □

Definition 9.7.8. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a strongly continuous
global pseudo metric on L. Then the usc pseudo-norm family ξ = (∥ · ∥φω )ω∈Ω is called the
pushforward pseudo-norm family induced by the continuous global pseudo-metric φ on L.

Theorem 9.7.9. Let L be a line bundle on X and let (L, φ) be a strongly continuous and
dominated global pseudo metric on L. Denote by ξ the pushforward pseudo-norm family of φ.
Assume that ξ possesses a globally adapted basis. Then ξ is a usc and dominated pseudo-norm
family on H0(X,L).

Proof. It is a consequence of Theorem 9.4.5 and Proposition 9.7.6. □

9.8. Volume functions on a proper topological adelic curve. In this subsection, we
fix a proper topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) and a geometrically integral
projective K-scheme π : X → Spec(K) of dimension d.

Definition 9.8.1. Let L = (L,φ) be an adelic line bundle on X. For any integer n ≥ 1, let
π∗(nL) := (H0(X,nL), π∗(nφ)), where π∗(nφ) denotes the collection of supremum pseudo-
norms on H0(X,nL) induced by nφ. Assume that, for any integer n ≥ 1, π∗(nφ) is well
defined and is dominated and usc, so that the Arakelov degree d̂eg(π∗(nL)) makes sense.

Then we define the χ-volume

v̂olχ(L) := lim sup
n→+∞

d̂eg(π∗(nL))
nd+1/(d+ 1)! ,

and the arithmetic volume

v̂ol(L) := lim sup
n→+∞

d̂eg+(π∗(nL))
nd+1/(d+ 1)! .
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Example 9.8.2. Assume that the topological adelic curve is integral and fix a flat and
coherent projective model X over the integral structure. Let L be a line bundle on X
equipped with a global pseudo-metric (L, φ) w.r.t. the model X . Denote L := (L, (L, φ)).
Assume that (L, φ) is strongly continuous and dominated and that, for any integer n ≥ 1,
the pushforward pseudo-norm family π∗(nφ) possesses a globally adapted basis (e.g. when φ
comes from a quotient of a pseudo-norm family which possesses a globally adapted basis as
in Example 9.4.3). Then we can consider the χ-volume v̂olχ(L) and the arithmetic volume
v̂ol(L).

10. Height of closed point

In this section, we introduce global heights over topological adelic curves. We start by
constructing height functions for closed points over a proper topological adelic curve (§10.1).
Then we give the family counterpart for asymptotically proper families of topological adelic
curves (§10.2).

10.1. Height of closed points on a proper topological adelic curve. In this subsection,
we fix a proper topological adelic curve S = (K,ϕ : Ω→MK , ν) and a projective K-scheme
X.

Definition 10.1.1. Let L = (L,φ) be an adelic line bundle on X. Let P be a closed point
of X. The pseudo-norm family P ∗φ is continuous and dominated (cf. Proposition 9.4.8). As
P ∗L is a κ(P )-vector space of dimension 1, Proposition 6.1.3 implies that P ∗L := (P ∗L,P ∗φ)
is an adelic line bundle on SP := S ⊗K κ(P ). As S is proper, SP is proper as well (cf.
Proposition 4.3.1). We define the height of P w.r.t. L as

hL(P ) := d̂egS(P ∗L).

Theorem 10.1.2. Let X be a projective K-scheme and let L1 = (L1, φ1), L2 = (L2, φ2) be
adelic line bundles on X. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) For any closed point P of X we have
hL1+L2

(P ) = hL1
(P ) + hL2

(P ).

(2) Let P be a closed point of X. Assume that L1 = L2 and that φ1, φ2 have the same
model family. Then we have∣∣∣hL1

(P )− hL2
(P )

∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
Ω
dω(φ1, φ2)ν(dω) < +∞.

Proof. (1) This follows from Proposition 7.1.1 (3).
(2) Let P be a closed point of X. Write S ⊗K κ(P ) = (κ(P ), ϕP : ΩP →Mκ(P ), νP ). By

definition, for any ω ∈ Ω, for any x ∈ π−1
κ(P )/K(ω), we have

dx(P ∗φ1, P
∗φ2) ≤ dω(φ1, φ2)

By definition of hL1
(P ), hL2

(P ), we obtain∣∣∣hL1
(P )− hL2

(P )
∣∣∣ ≤ ∫

ΩP

dx(P ∗φ1, P
∗φ2)νP (dx) ≤

∫
Ω
dω(φ1, φ2)ν(dω).

The finiteness assertion follows from Proposition 9.2.5 (5). □
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Remark 10.1.3. Theorem 10.1.2 should be seen as the analogue of Nevanlinna’s first main
theorem in Arakelov geometry (cf. Theorem A.2.1).

10.2. Height of closed points on asymptotically proper families of topological adelic
curves. In this subsection, we consider the following setting. Let (I,≤I) be a (non-empty)
totally ordered set. Let S = (Si = (Ki, ϕi : Ωi → MKi , νi))i∈I be a family of topological
adelic curves with base space Ω0 and family of structural morphisms (αi : Ωi → Ω0)i∈I (cf.
Definition 3.1.1). For any i ∈ I and for any ω ∈ Ωi, we denote by Ai,ω the finiteness ring of
ω. Moreover, we denote

K∞ := lim←−
i∈I

Ki =
⋂
i∈I

Ki.

Let π∞ : X∞ → Spec(K∞) be a projective K∞-scheme. For any i ∈ I, we denote πi : Xi :=
X∞ ⊗K∞ Ki → Spec(Ki) and X := (Xi)i∈I . For any i ∈ I, for any ω ∈ Ωi, we denote by
(Ai,ω,mi,ω, κi,ω) the finiteness ring of ω. We also fix an equivalence relation ∼ on F(I,R)
which is compatible with the additive group structure and assume that the family S is
asymptotically proper w.r.t. ∼ (cf. Definition 3.2.1).

Definition 10.2.1. Let L = (Li)i∈I be an adelic line bundle on X. For any i ∈ I, write
Li = (Li, φi), L∞ := lim←−i∈I

Li and φ := (φi)i∈I . Let P∞ be a closed point of X∞. Then, for
any i ∈ I, P∞ determines a closed point Pi of Xi and write P := (Pi)i∈I . We say that P is
the closed point of X determined by P∞.

Moreover, for any s∞ ∈ P ∗
∞L∞, for any i ∈ I, we denote by si the image of s∞ in P ∗

i Li

and s := (si)i∈I . Then, for any i ∈ I, P ∗
i Li := (P ∗

i Li, P
∗
i φi) defines an adelic vector bundle

on S (condition (iii) in Definition 9.6.1 implies condition (iii) in Definition 6.4.1). Then define

d̂egP∗φ(s) : I −→ R
i 7−→ d̂egP ∗

i φi
(si)

As S is asymptotically proper, it follows that the class of d̂egφ(s) in F(I,R)/ ∼ is independent
on the choice of s∞. This class is denoted by hL(P) and called the height of P w.r.t. the
adelic line bundle L.

Theorem 10.2.2. Let L(1),L(2) adelic line bundles on X. Let P be the closed point of X
determined by a closed point P∞ of X∞. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) We have the equality
hL(1)+L(2)(P) = hL(1)(P) + hL(2)(P)

in F(I,R)/ ∼.
(2) Assume that the equivalence relation ∼ is compatible with the partial ordering on
F(I,R) induced by the usual ordering on R. For j = 1, 2, write L(j) = (L(j)

i , φ
(j)
i )i∈I .

Assume that, for any i ∈ I, L(1)
i = L

(2)
i and that φ(1)

i , φ
(2)
i have the same model family

and that the function

d(L(1),L(2)) : (i ∈ I) 7→
∫

Ωi

dω(φ(1)
i , φ

(2)
i )νi(dω) ∈ R

satisfies
d(L(1),L(2)) ∼ 0.



70 ANTOINE SÉDILLOT

Then we have the equality
hL(1)(P) = hL(2)(P)

in F(R>0,R)/ ∼.

Proof. (1) For j = 1, 2, let s(j)
∞ be an element of P∞L

(j)
∞ inducing a family s(j) := (s(j)

i )i ∈ I.
Then s∞ := s

(1)
∞ · s(2)

∞ is an element of P∞(L(1)
∞ + L

(2)
∞ ) inducing a family s := (s(1)

i · s
(2)
i )i∈i.

As we have
∀i ∈ I, d̂egP∗(φ(1)+φ(2))(s) = d̂egP∗φ(1)(s(1)) + d̂egP∗φ(2)(s(2)),

we can conclude using the fact the definition of the heights hL(1)+L(2)(P), hL(1)(P), hL(2)(P)
is independent on the choice of s(1)

∞ , s
(2)
∞ .

(2) Let i ∈ I. Denote Si,Pi := Si ⊗Ki κ(Pi) = (κ(Pi), ϕi,Pi : Ωi,Pi → Mκ(Pi), νi,Pi). As in
the proof of Theorem 10.1.2 (2), for any ω ∈ Ωi, for any x ∈ π−1

κ(Pi)/Ki
(ω), we have

dx(P ∗
i φ

(1)
i , P ∗

i φ
(2)
i ) ≤ dω(φ(1)

i , φ
(2)
i ).

Let s∞ be an element of P∞L∞ inducing a family s := (si)i ∈ I. Then we have

∀i ∈ I, |d̂egP∗φ(1)(s)(i)− d̂egP∗φ(2)(s)(i)| ≤ d(L(1),L(2))(i).
Using the assumption on the equivalence relation ∼, we obtain the desired result. □

Example 10.2.3. We consider the totally ordered set R>0 equipped with the usual total
ordering. Consider the family of topological adelic curves S = (SR)R>0 constructed in
Example 3.1.2 (2). We consider the equivalence relation ∼O(1) on F(R>0,R) with respect to
which the family S is asymptotically proper (cf. 3.2.2).

Let X be a reduced projective C-scheme and let (L,φ) be a metrised line bundle on
X, where L is assumed to be globally generated. For any R ∈ R>0 ∪ {∞}, we denote
XR := X ⊗C KR (recall that K∞ = M(C) the field of meromorphic functions on C). In
Example 9.6.3, we have constructed an adelic line bundle L := (L, φ) := (LR, φR)R>0 on
X := (XR)R>0.

Let P = (PR)R>0 be the closed point of X determined by a rational point P∞ ∈ X∞(K∞) =
X(M(C)). From the point of view explained in §A.2, P∞ corresponds to a holomorphic
curve f : C→ X and for any R > 0, PR corresponds to the restriction of f to the closed disc
of radius R in C.

Let s be an regular meromorphic section of L such that f(C) ⊈ | div(s)|. For any
R ∈ R>0 ∪ {∞}, denote y si the regular meromorphic section of LR determined by pullback
of s and write s := (sR)R>0. Then, for any R > 0, we have the equality

d̂egP∗φ(s) = Tf,(L,φ,s)(R),
(cf. §A.2 for the notation Tf,(L,φ,s)(R)).

Note that the equivalence relation ∼O(1) is compatible with the partial ordering on
F(R>0,R) and that for any other continuous metric φ′ on L determining another adelic line
bundle L′ on X, we have

∀R > 0, d(L,L′)(R) ≤
∣∣∣∣∣ max
x∈X(C)

log |s|φ
′(x)

|s|φ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ < +∞,
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where s denotes an arbitrary regular meromorphic section of L such that f(C) ⊈ | div(s)|.
Hence the function d(L,L′) is bounded.

Therefore, Theorem 10.2.2 gives a generalisation of Theorem A.2.1 in our context (see
also Theorem 3.18 in [Gub97]).

Appendix A. Nevanlinna theory of complex functions

A.1. Classical Nevanlinna theory. We denote K =M(C), namely the field of meromor-
phic functions on C, which is the fraction field of the ring of entire functions A := O(C).
Let E =

∑
ai[zi] be a divisor on C, with the zi pairwise distinct. For any k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we

define the truncated counting functions

∀t > 0, nk(t, E) :=
∑

|zi|∞<t

min{k, ai},

and

∀r > 1, Nk(r, E) :=
∫ r

1

nk(t, E)
t

dt.

For ease of notation, we let n(t, E) := n∞(t, E) and N(r, E) := N∞(r, E).
Let f ∈ K, for any a ∈ P1(C), we denote by (f)a the divisor of associated to (f − a), if

a ̸=∞, and to 1/f if a =∞. Then the proximity function in ∞ of f is defined by

∀r > 0, m(r, f) := 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
log+ |f(reiθ)|∞dθ.

The function (r ∈ R>0) 7→ m(r, 1/(f−a)) is called the proximity function of f in a ∈ C.Finally,
the height of f (with respect to ∞) is defined by

∀r > 1, T (r, f) := m(r, f) +N(r, (f)∞).

Morally, the proximity function of f measures the mean approximation of f to ∞ on
a circle of given radius. The counting function counts how many times f attains ∞, i.e.
has a pole, in an open disc of given radius. The philosophy of Nevanllina is that these two
functions contain all the necessary information concerning the behaviour of f with respect
to ∞. The characteristic function, namely the sum of the two previous ones, behaves as a
height function in Diophantine geometry:

∀f1, f2 ∈ K, T (r, f1 + f2) ≤ T (r, f1) + T (r, f2) + log 2.

Theorem A.1.1 (Nevanlinna’s first main theorem, [NW14], Theorem 1.1.17). Let f ∈ K
and a ∈ C. Then

T (r, 1
f − a

) = T (r, f) +O(1),

where the bound O(1) is a bounded function of r, with bound depending only on f and a.

Morally, Nevanlinna’s inequality, which is itself a consequence of Nevanlinna’s first theorem,
gives an upper bound for the counting function in terms of height.

In fact, other height functions may be defined. For our purposes, it is more convenient to
work in a more geometric framework, namely, we will consider any f ∈ K as a holomorphic
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curve f : C → P1(C). Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on P 1(C), equipped with a
hermitian metric φ and an invertible meromorphic section s. Denote D := div(s). We define

Nf (r,D) := ord(f∗D, 0) log r +
∑

0<|z|∞<r

ord(f ∗D, z) log
∣∣∣∣rz
∣∣∣∣
∞
,

mf (r,D) := − 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
log |s(f(reiθ))|φdθ,

Tf (r,D) := Nf (r,D) +mf (r,D).

The previous constructions are now the special case L = O(1), φ the standard metric, and
D = [∞]. Then Nevanlinna’s first main theorem is rephrased as follows. Consider L and f
fixed. Then the height function Tf (r,D) does not depend, up to a bounded function of r,
neither of the choices of the metric φ nor of the meromorphic section s.

The Northcott property has a counterpart in Nevanlinna theory: this is the Liouville
theorem, which states that an entire function is constant iff T (r, f) is a bounded function of
r.

Let f ∈ K. Define the order of f as

ρ(f) := lim sup
r→∞

T (r, f)
log r .

Nevanlinna’s first theorem shows that this quantity does not depend on the choice of height
function.

As it was previously mentioned, Nevanlinna’s first theorem yields an upper bound for
counting functions of meromorphic functions. Nevanlinna’s second theorem gives a result in
the other direction: namely it yields a lower bound. To state it, we need consider multiple
proximity functions.

Theorem A.1.2 (Nevanlinna’s second theorem, [NW14], Theorem 1.2.5). Let f ∈ K. Let
q ≥ 1 be an integer and let a1, ..., aq ∈ P1(C). Then

q∑
i=1

mf (r, ai) ≤exc 2Tf (r) +O(log+ Tf (r)) + o(log r),

or, equivalently,
q∑

i=1
Nf (r, (f)ai) ≥exc (q − 2)Tf (r)−O(log+ Tf (r))− o(log r),

where ≤exc means that the inequalities hold for all r > 0 except on a set of finite Lebesgue
measure.

Roughly speaking, Nevanlinna’s second main theorem says that a meromorphic function
on C cannot avoid "too many points", in that case, at most 2.

It is possible to measure to what extent the counting function at a point is significantly
smaller than the height via the so-called defect. More precisely, let f ∈ K, and let a ∈ P1(C).
Then the defect of f at a is defined by

δf (a) := lim inf
r→∞

mf (r, a)
Tf (r) = 1− lim sup

r→∞

Nf (r, (f)a)
Tf (r) ,
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where the second equality comes from Nevanlinna’s first theorem. The same theorem implies
that we have the inequality 0 ≤ δf (a) ≤ 1 and Nevanlinna’s second theorem yields∑

a∈P1(C)
δf (a) ≤ 2.

In the δf (a) > 0 case, we say that a is a deficient value for f . With this notion at hand,
Nevanlinna’s second theorem implies that a given meromorphic function cannot have too
many deficient values.

A.2. Holomorphic curves on a projective variety. In this subsection, we fix a complex
projective variety X and we study holomorphic maps f : C → X. The latter are called
holomorphic curves in X. Since X is projective, f induces a holomorphic map f : C→ Pn(C)
and Weierstrass factorisation theorem ([Ahl66], Chapter 5, Theorem 8) implies that there
exist entire functions f0, ..., fn without common zeroes such that f(x) = [f0(x) : · · · : fn(x)]
for all x ∈ C. This way we can see f : C→ X as a K-point f ∈ X(K), where K =M(C).
In this context, we can extend the definitions of counting, proximity and height functions.

Let D be a divsor on X. Assume that f(C) ̸⊂ |D|, so that f∗D is a divisor on C. Define
the counting function

Nf (r,D) := ord(f∗D, 0) log r +
∑

0<|z|∞<r

ord(f∗D, z) log r

|z|∞
,

for all r > 0. Denote L := OX(D) and let s be a regular meromorphic section of de L
such that D = div(s). Let φ be a continuous Hermitian metric on L. Define the proximity
function

mf (r, (L,φ, s)) := − 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
log |s|φ(f(reiθ))dθ,

for all r > 0. Finally, the height function is defined by

Tf,(L,φ,s)(r) := mf (r, (L,φ, s)) +Nf (r,D),

for all r > 0.
We can now state the two main theorems of Nevanlinna theory for holomorphic curves.

Theorem A.2.1 (Nevanlinna’s first theorem ([BG06], Theorem 13.2.9)). Let f : C → X
be a holomorphic curve, with X a projective complex variety. Let L be a line bundle on X,
let s be a regular meromorphic section of L and let φ be a continuous Hermitian metric on
L. Denote D := div(s) and assume that f(C) ̸⊂ |D|. This data defines a height function
(r > 0) 7→ Tf,(L,φ,s)(r) ∈ R.

(1) Let φ′ be another continuous Hermitian metric on L. Then we have

Tf,(L,φ,s)(r)− Tf,L,φ′,s(r) = 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
log |s|φ

′

|s|φ
(f(reiθ))dθ,

for all r > 0. In particular, the LHS in the above equality is a bounded function of r.
(2) Let s′ be another regular meromorphic section of L such that f(C) ̸⊂ |div(s′)|. Then

we have

Tf,(L,φ,s)(r)− Tf,L,φ,s′(r) = log |c((s′/s) ◦ f, 0)|∞,
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for all r > 0, where c((s′/s)◦f, 0) denotes the first non-zero coefficient in the Laurent
series expansion of the meromorphic function (s′/s) ◦ f .

As in the complex case, we study the asymptotic behaviour of the height function. The
latter tends to +∞ as r → +∞ if the holomorphic curve is not constant. Therefore, we
consider height functions associated with different choices of metrics and regular meromorphic
sections as equivalent. Properties of height functions are similar to the ones appearing in
Diophantine geometry.

Proposition A.2.2. Let f : C→ X be a holomorphic curve, where X denotes a complex
projective variety.

(1) Let (L1, φ1, s1), (L2, φ2, s2) be continuous Hermitian metrised Cartier divisors on
X. Let φ1+2 be a continuous Hermitian metric on L1 ⊗ L2. Assume that f(C) ̸⊂
|div(s1)| ∪ | div(s2)|. Then

Tf,(L1⊗L2,φ1+2,s1⊗s2)(r) = Tf,(L1,φ1,s1)(r) + Tf,(L2,φ2,s2)(r) +O(1).

(2) Let α : X → Y be a morphism between complex projective varieties. Let (L,φ) be a
continuous Hermitian line bundle Y and let s be a regular meromorphic section of L.
Assume that f(C) ̸⊂ |div(s)| and that α(X) ̸⊂ |div(s)|. Then

Tf◦α,(L,φ,s)(r) = Tf,(f∗L,f∗φ,f∗s)(r) +O(1).

(3) Let (L,φ) be a Hermitian line bundle L on X which is globally generated. Let s be
a regular meromorphic section of L. Then the height function Tf,(L,φ,s) is bounded
from below.

In the context of holomorphic curves, Nevanlinna’s second theorem is not known. Its
conjectural statement is known as the Griffith conjecture.

Conjecture A.2.3 (Griffiths’ Conjecture). Let A be an ample line bundle on a complex
projective variety X. Denote KX := ∧dim(X)T ∗

X the canonical line bundle on X. Let D be a
normal crossing divisor on X.

(1) Then, for any holomorphic curve f : C→ X with Zariski dense image, the inequality

mf,D(r) + Tf,KX
(r) ≤exc O(log+ Tf,A(r)) + o(log(r))

holds.
(2) For any ϵ > 0, there exists an algebraic subset Z ⊈ X such that, for any holomorphic

curve f : C→ X such that f(C) ̸⊂ Z, we have

∀C ∈ R, mf,D(r) + Tf,KX
(r) ≤exc ϵTf,A(r) + C.

This conjecture is known in the case where X is a curve and in the X = Pn(C) case (cf.
[Voj97] refining a result of Cartan). In the recent preprint [DH22], Dong and Hu announced
a proof of the Griffiths conjecture. Unfortunately, there seems to be a gap in the paper.

A.3. Analogy with Diophantine approximation. We conclude this appendix by giving
the idea of the (heuristic) analogy between Diophantine approximation and Nevanlinna
theory. For more details, we refer to [Voj87, BG06, Voj10].
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Diophantine approximation Nevanlinna theory
Z O(C)
Q M(C)

{bi : i ∈ I} ⊂ Q infinite f ∈ O(C) non constant
i ∈ I r > 0

{| · |∞} ⊂ S finite set of absolute values on Q {θ : θ ∈ [0, 2π]}
MQ ∖ S {z ∈ R : |z|∞ < r}
|bi|v, v ∈ S |f(reiθ)|∞, θ ∈ [0, 2π]
|bi|v, v /∈ S ord(f, z), |z|∞ < r

Height Characteristic function
h(bi) =

∑
v∈MQ

log+ |bi|v T (f,∞, r)
Proximity function Proximity function

∀a ∈ Q, mS(a, bi) =
∑

v∈S log+ | 1
bi−a |v ∀a ∈ C, m(f, a, r)

Counting function Counting function
∀a ∈ Q, NS(a, bi) =

∑
v /∈S log+ | 1

bi−a |v ∀a ∈ C, N(f, a, r)
Product formula Jensen’s formula∑

v∈S log |bi|v = 0 T (f,∞, r)− T (f, 0, r) = log |c(f, 0)|∞
Height theory First main theorem

∀a ∈ Q, mS(a, bi) +NS(a, bi) = h(bi) +O(1) ∀a ∈ C, T (f, a, r) = T (f,∞, r) +O(1)
Roth’s theorem Second main theorem (weak form)

∀ϵ > 0, ∀m ∈ Z≥ 1, ∀a1, ..., am ∈ Q, ∀ϵ > 0, ∀m ∈ Z≥1, ∀a1, ..., am ∈ C,∑n
j=1m(bi, aj) ≤exc (2 + ϵ)h(bi)

∑n
j=1m(f, aj , r) ≤exc (2 + ϵ)T (f,∞, r)

Defect Defect
∀a ∈ Q, δ(a) := lim infi∈I

mS(a,bi)
h(bi) ∀a ∈ C, δ(a) := lim infr→+∞

m(f,a,r))
T (f,∞,r)

In the line concerning Roth’s theorem, ≤exc means that the inequality holds for all i ∈ I
except a finite number.
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