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Okounkov bodies and geodesic rays in Kéihler geometry
David Witt Nystrom

ABSTRACT
This thesis presents three papers dealing with questions in Kihler geometry.

In the first paper we construct a transform, called the Chebyshev transform, which
maps continuous hermitian metrics on a big line bundle to convex functions on the asso-
ciated Okounkov body. We show that this generalizes the classical Legendre transform in
convex and toric geometry, and also Chebyshev constants in pluripotential theory. Our
main result is that the integral of the difference of two transforms over the Okounkov
body is equal to the Monge-Ampere energy of the two metrics. The Monge-Ampere
energy, sometimes also called the Aubin-Mabuchi energy or the Aubin-Yau functional,
is a well-known functional in Kéhler geometry; it is the primitive function to the Monge-
Ampere operator. As a special case we get that the weighted transfinite diameter is equal
to the mean over the unit simplex of the weighted directional Chebyshev constants. As
an application we prove the differentiability of the Monge-Ampere on the ample cone,
extending previous work by Berman-Boucksom.

In the second paper we associate to a test configuration for a polarized variety a
filtration of the section ring of the line bundle. Using the recent work of Boucksom-Chen
we get a concave function on the Okounkov body whose law with respect to Lebesgue
measure determines the asymptotic distribution of the weights of the test configuration.
We show that this is a generalization of a well-known result in toric geometry.

In the third paper, starting with the data of a curve of singularity types, we use the
Legendre transform to construct weak geodesic rays in the space of positive singular
metrics on an ample line bundle L. Using this we associate weak geodesics to suitable
filtrations of the algebra of sections of L. In particular this works for the natural filtration
coming from an algebraic test configuration, and we show how this in the non-trivial case

recovers the weak geodesic ray of Phong-Sturm.

Keywords: ample line bundles, Okounkov bodies, Monge-Ampere operator, Legendre

transform, Chebyshev constants, test configurations, weak geodesic rays.
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Preface

This thesis consists of an introduction and the following papers.

e David Witt Nystrom,
Transforming metrics on a line bundle to the Okounkov body,
submitted.
e David Witt Nystrom,
Test configurations and Okounkov bodies,
accepted for publication in Compositio Mathematica.
o Julius Ross and David Witt Nystrom,
Analytic test configurations and geodesic rays,

submitted.
In order not to loose focus, the following paper is not included in this thesis.

e Robert Berman, Sebastien Boucksom and David Witt Nystrom,
Fekete points and convergence towards equilibrium measure on
complex manifolds,

Acta Mathematica 207 (2011), no. 1, 1-27.
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INTRODUCTION

At the International Congress of Mathematicians (abbreviated ICM) in Madrid,
2006, four mathematicians were awarded the Fields medal, generally regarded
as the highest accolade in mathematics. One of them stole the show, without
even showing up. The russian Grigori Perelman had in 2002 posted on the inter-
net a solution to one of the longstanding problems in mathematics, the Poincaré
conjecture. By the time of the ICM in 2006 a consensus had been reached
among the experts that Perelman’s solution was correct. Perelman however had
gotten disillusioned with the mathematical community, and refused to come to
Madrid to pick up his medal. The three other recipients of the Fields medal that
year were Terence Tao, Wendelin Werner and Andrei Okounkov. A large part
of this thesis revolves around a mathematical invention due to the other russian
in the bunch, Andrei Okounkov.
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If one divides mathematics into its major subfields, say algebra, number
theory, analysis, geometry, probability theory and discrete mathematics, then
this thesis belongs to the land of geometry. If one wants to be more specific, we
are doing algebraic geometry, which means that one uses algebraic equations
to define the geometries of interest. The geometric shapes one studies are in
general very complicated and either hard or impossible to visualize. For one

thing we allow the dimension of our spaces to be arbitrarily large.

In 1996 Okounkov published a paper titled "Brunn-Minkowski inequality
for multiplicities." In it he took one of the complicated geometric objects that
we are interested in and showed how to produce a simplified image of it. These
images sort of look like blobs, and are called Okounkov bodies, after their in-
ventor. Since they are so simple they do not tell us everything about the com-

plicated object we started with, but they still give us some clues.

It took more than ten years though until other mathematicians started to
realize the usefulness of these images, and by then Okounkov himself was doing
different things. In 2008 two research teams working independently developed
the ideas of Okounkov much further (see [18, 22]), and found new applications.

Other researchers (including myself) hopped on the train.

In the modern take on geometry one starts with a very flexible object called
a manifold. Up close it should look just like flat space of some chosen dimen-
sion, but its global behaviour can be complicated. One can twist and stretch
the manifold however one likes, as long as one does not tear or break it. The
manifold is the white canvas for the geometer. One should note that already
the white canvas has a lot of structure in itself, which is studied in the field of
topology. One then proceeds to give the manifold some additional structure,
making it more rigid. What kind of structure depends on what kind of geom-
etry one works with. In algebraic geometry the additional structure tells you
what functions on the manifold should be thought of as polynomials or rational
functions, i.e. quotients of polynomials. In Riemannian geometry the struc-
ture one imposes on the manifold is that of a metric. A metric enables you to
measure the lenght of curves along the manifold, and also areas and volumes.
This is what gives a manifold a precise geometric shape, so the object is now



very rigid. The most important concept in this area is that of curvature. The
curvature of a manifold with metric measures the local non-flatness of it in a
precise mathematical way. In two dimensions the curvature is just a function on
the manifold, often called the Gaussian curvature. The ordinary plane has zero
curvature since it is flat, the sphere has constant positive curvature and there are
also spaces with constant negative curvature. These negatively curved (hyper-
bolic) spaces locally look like the surface of a saddle. However, for most spaces
the curvature will vary from point to point. In higher dimensions a function is
not enough to capture the non-flatness of a space, so the curvature is a much
more complicated kind of object (a (1, 3)-tensor for those in the know). Even
though the curvature in dimensions higher than two is a complicated object one
can still form a function from it called the scalar curvature. The scalar curvature
at a point measures how the size of a ball with radius r centered at that point
compares to the size of a ball in flat space with the same radius as the radius

shrinks to zero.

The combination of algebraic geometry with Riemannian geometry is called
Kihler geometry. In Kéhler geometry one equips the manifolds with metrics,
giving rise to curvature. The metrics one uses are not arbitrary though, they are

supposed to be adapted to the algebraic structure of the manifold.

Most researchers studying Okounkov bodies have focused on algebraic geo-
metric aspects. The first and second article in this thesis uses Okounkov bodies
rather in the setting of Kihler geometry. Recall that the Okounkov body is a
simplified image of a manifold. In Kéhler geometry we add a metric to the
manifold, and the point of the first paper is to show that this extra information
can be incorporated as a graph over the original image.

The second and third paper are motivated by one of the big open problems in
Kihler geometry, the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture. The metrics one looks at
in Kéhler geometry come in classes. The Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture says
something about when a class contains a metric such that the scalar curvature

of the space becomes constant.

In the formulation of the conjecture objects called test configurations come

in. To each test configuration there is an associated sequence of numbers, and



6 CHAPTER 0. INTRODUCTION

the asymptotics of these numbers conjecturally decides if one can find this spe-
cial kind of metric or not. In the second paper, using the work of Boucksom-
Chen in [7] we show how to draw a graph over the Okounkov body which
encodes some of this number asymptotics.

The third paper is a collaboration with Julius Ross from the University of
Cambridge.

A geodesic is a curve whose length between any two nearby points is mini-
mal among all curves between those points. A geodesic ray is a geodesic which
continues indefinately in some direction.

The space of metrics in a Kéhler class is infinite dimensional, nevertheless
the work of Mabuchi, Semmes and Donaldson (see [24], [33], [12]) has showed
that this space has a beautiful geometry, and one can talk about its geodesics.
Given a geodesic ray in there one can calculate a number, and there is a con-
jecture due to Donaldson which says that if all these numbers are positive there
will be a metric in the class with constant scalar curvature.

Phong-Sturm showed in [28] how to use the data of a test configuration to
construct weak versions of these geodesic rays. Inspired by this, we present in
the third paper a general construction of weak geodesic rays. We define objects
called analytic test configurations, and show how to construct weak geodesic
rays using these. We also prove that ordinary test configurations give rise to
analytic ones, and in the case of a non-trivial analytic test configuration we
show that our geodesic rays coincide with those constructed by Phong-Sturm.

Before going into the details of the different papers we will start by recalling

some basic material on algebraic and Kihler geometry.

0.1 Kahler geometry

The exposition given here is by necessity extremely sketchy. For a proper treat-
ment of this material see e.g. [17] and [21].

In algebraic geometry one studies the geometry of the set of solutions to
polynomial equations. The simplest case is the circle which is given by the

equation z2 4 32 = 1. It gets more interesting when looking at the solutions of
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an equation like y? = 23

— x. The geometric object one thus gets is an example
of an elliptic curve. The theory of elliptic curves is extremely rich, e.g. a result
on elliptic curves was the key in Andrew Wiles proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem

in 1994.

0.1.1 Projective manifolds

Often one lets the variables take complex values, not only real ones. When
doing this the circle transforms into a sphere, and the elliptic curve becomes a
torus. Actually, this is only after adding points at infinity, making the shapes
compact, i.e. of finite extent.

Let us be more precise. Complex n-dimensional space C™ consists of all -
tuples (21, ..., 2, ) of complex numbers z;. If we want to compactify C™ adding
all the points at infinity, we construct the n-dimensional complex projective
space P". Points in P" correspond to complex lines in C"*! going through the
origin. If we pick n + 1 complex numbers Z, ..., Z,, not all zero, then the set
of points \(Z, ..., Z,) with A € C gives a complex line in C"*! through the
origin, so we get a point in P"*. This point is denoted by [Zj : ... : Z,] and the
Z;:s are called homogeneous coordinates.

If p is a homogeneous polynomial in the variables Zy, ..., Z,, then p is zero
at a point (Zy, ..., Z,,) if and only if p is zero on the whole line generated by
(Zo, ..., Zy). Thus the equation p = 0 on C"*! descends to an equation on P".
If we have a polynomial equation on C™ we can homogenize it and thus by the
above procedure get an equation on P which has the effect of adding points at
infinity to the solution, making it compact. This is what we did to get the sphere
and the torus in our previous example.

A subset X of P" is called a projective algebraic set if it is the common zero
set of some collection of homogeneous polynomials. If X does not happen to be
the union of two proper algebraic subsets, then X is called a projective variety.
If X is smooth as well, i.e. locally looks like C™ for some m, then X is called
a projective manifold.

Note here that the elliptic curve given by y?> = 22 — z consists of two
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disconnected pieces when viewed as a subset of the (z, y)-plane. But when we
move to the complex projective picture as above, what we get is one connected
piece, a torus. This showcases some of the advantages one has in using complex

numbers in geometry.

0.1.2 Holomorphic functions

When doing complex analysis in C the main object of study is usually the set of
holomorphic functions, i.e. complex valued functions f satisfying the Cauchy-
Riemann equations

of Of

e fza—y.
Instead of thinking of a function f as depending on the real variables = and y
one can just as well think of it as depending on the complex parameters z and Z.
Then the Cauchy-Riemann equation becomes equivalent to the d-bar equation

of

55 = 0.
Intuitively it says that a function is holomorphic if it only depends on z and
not z. One thus sees that any polynomial in z (and not Z) is holomorphic. In
fact any holomorphic function f can locally araound a point a be written as a

convergent power series

f2) = aiz—a),
i.e. holomorphic functions are analytic.
One can generalize this to higher dimensions, thus a complex valued func-
tion on C" is holomorphic if forall 1 < i < n,

of

Bz, =0.

Consider the complex projective space P™. A point p in P™ has homoge-
neous coordinates [Zy : ... : Z,]. At least one of these coordinates must by
definition be non-zero, so let us say that Z; = 1. The set of points in P* with

Zo = 1 is naturally identified with C", and we say that a function on that part
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of P* is holomorphic if it is holomorphic on C™. If we happen to be at a point
where Zy = 0 then for some other index ¢ we have that Z; = 1, and then we
get another identification with C™. We have thus defined what it means for a
function to be locally holomorphic on P".

Let X be a projective manifold as defined above, sitting inside some P".
We say that a function f on some part of X is holomorphic if it locally is the
restriction of a holomorphic function on some piece of P"". We know that X
looks like C™ for some m (m < n). In fact locally around each point in X
we can find m holomorphic functions giving us holomorphic coordinates z;.
A manifold with this property is called a complex manifold, so a projective
manifold is also a complex manifold.

A map between two complex manifolds is called holomorphic if the compo-
sition with any holomorphic coordinte on the target manifold is holomorphic.
If there exists a holomorphic bijection between two complex manifolds, then
we think of them as just two incarnations of the same complex manifold. In
this sense, the embedding of a projective manifold into projective space is not
unique, each manifold will have infinately many different (biholomorphic) em-

beddings.

0.1.3 Line bundles and sections

Because a projective manifold X is compact, the only functions that are holo-
morphic on the whole of X are the constants. This is one reason for introducing
holomorphic line bundles on X. A holomorphic line bundle L on X is a family
of complex lines L, = C holomorphically parametrized by the points = in X,
and such that the parametrization is locally trivial. The last statement means
that around a point x there is a neighbourhood U such that the collection of
lines L,, y € U looks like U x C. A section s of L is a function which maps
each point z € X to some point on its associated line L. Since the line bundle
is locally trivial, locally around a point x a section just looks like an ordinary
complex valued function. However, since the line bundle can "twist," globally

the section does not in general correspond to an ordinary function. A section is
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called holomorphic if it locally looks holomorphic. Thanks to the twisting of
a line bundle, we can have non-trivial holomorphic sections, even though there
are no non-trivial holomorphic functions.

We can look at the example P". There is a natural line bundle on P” denoted
by O(1). The line of O(1) corresponding to a point [Zy : ... : Z,] in P"
is defined as the dual of the line generated by (Z, ..., Z,). A homogeneous
coordinate Z; is not a well-defined function on P but to each point [Zj : ... :
Z,] it gives an element in the dual space by mapping \(Zy, ..., Z,) to AZ;.
Thus each homogeneous coordinate Z; correspond to a holomorphic section of
o).

The set of holomorphic sections of a line bundle L is denoted by HY(X, L).
It is a vector space, and a fundamental fact is that it is always finite dimen-
sional. This is in stark contrast to the local picture, where the vector space of

holomorphic functions on an open subset of C™ has infinite dimensions.

0.1.4 Chern classes, self-intersection and volume

Any manifold M has an associated collection of algrebraic objects (groups)
called the homology groups Hy (M, Z), where k ranges from zero to the real
dimension of M, say m. They are real vector spaces, and heuristically the di-
mension of the homology groups measure the number of holes in M of different
dimensions. A submanifold of dimension & gives you an element in Hy (M, Z),
but two different submanifolds does not necessarily give you two different ele-
ments. There are also cohomology groups H* (M, Z), whose elements can be
reperesented by differential forms of degree k on M (when M is smooth). For
oriented compact manifolds (such as projective manifolds) the Poincaré duality
states that for any k there is a canonical isomorphism between the homology
group Hy, (M, F) and the cohomology group H™ ¥ (M, 7), where m was the
real dimension of M.

Recall that a function is called meromorphic if it locally can be written as the
quotient of two holomorphic functions where the denominator is not identically

zero. Similarly one can talk about meromorphic sections of a line bundle. Even
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if a line bundle has no non-trivial holomorphic section one can always find a
meromorphic one. If f is a meromorphic section, let Z(f) denote the zero set
counted with multiplicities, and let P(f) denote the polar set, again counted
with multiplicities. One can show that the homology class of Z(f) — P(f) in
H,(X,Z) is independent of the particular choice of f, thus we get an invariant
of the line bundle L. By taking the Poincare dual we end up with a cohomology
class in H%(X,Z) which is called the first Chern class of L, denoted by c; (L).
The element ¢1(L) can be represented by a differential form w of degree 2,
and c¢; (L)™ denotes the element represented by w”, i.e. w wedged with itself n
times. Since X has real dimension 2n this is a form of full degree, so we can
integrate it over X to get an integer (L") which is called the self-intersection of
L. If L has n holomorphic sections whose common zero set is a finite collection
of points then (L") is the number of these points counted with multiplicity. This
explains why (L)™ is called the self-intersection.

If we have two holomorphic line bundles L; and Ly we can take their point-
wise tensor product and this will again be a holomorphic line bundle, denoted
by L1 ® Lo. Sometimes, instead of this multiplicative notation one uses ad-
ditive notation, i.e. L + Lo. This is because of the association between line
bundles and divisors, and divisors are thought of as being added, not multiplied.
This is the convention we will use in this thesis. A line bundle L tensored with
itself k times will thus be denoted by kL. The k:th power of O(1) is usually
written as O(k). If we have a homogeneous polynomial of degree k then by
the same kind of argument as above this yields a holomorphic section of O(k).
In fact, the space of holomorphic sections of O(k) is isomorphic to the set of

homogeneous polynomial of degree k. An easy calculation thus gives that

n+k> kn

dimH®(P", O(k)) = < =7+ o(k™).

n

One can prove that for any line bundle L there exists a constant C' such that

n

dimH®(X, kL) = C% + o(k™).

The constant C for a particular line bundle L is called the volume of L, denoted
vol(L), and it is an important invariant of the line bundle. A line bundle with
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positive volume is called big.

If X is a projective manifold which is embedded in PV for some IV, then one
can restrict the line bundle O(1) to X and get a holomorphic line bundle on X.
A line bundle L on X which is the restriction of O(1) under some embedding
of X into projective space is called very ample. If some positive power of L is
very ample then L is called ample.

From the definition one sees that the volume of a line bundle is always non-
negative, but it does not have to be an integer, in fact it can even be irrational.
The self-intersection on the other hand is always an integer, but it can be nega-
tive. However, from the asymptotic Riemann-Roch theorem it follows that for
ample line bundles the self-intersection and the volume coincide.

An interesting property of the self-intersection of ample line bundles is that

itis 1/n-concave. In other words, if L, and Lo are two ample line bundles then
(La+ L))" > (L) + (L5)™ (M

Since for ample line bundles the self-intersection and the volume coincides, the
volume is 1/n-concave in the ample case. Using a result due to Fujita one can

in fact prove that the inequality
vol(Ly + Ly)'/™ > vol(L1)'/™ + vol(Ly)'/™ 2)

extends to the whole class of big line bundles.
Using Jensen’s inequality it follows that 1 /n-concavity implies log-concavity

(see e.g. [16]), thus the volume functional is also log-concave.

0.1.5 The Brunn-Minkowski inequality

It was in order to explain 1/n-concavity inequalities such as (1) and (2) that
Okounkov introduced Okounkov bodies. To understand his motivation we need
to recall a classic result in convex geometry, the Brunn-Minkowski inequality.
A convex body in R"™ is a compact convex set with non-empty interior. That
it is convex means that the line segment between any two points in the body lies
in the body. Examples include the ball and the hypercube. If A and B are any
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subsets of R™ their Minkowski sum A + B is defined as
A+B:={z+y:xz€ A,y € B}.

If A and B are convex bodies, one easily sees that their Minkowski sum A +
B also will be a convex body. The Brunn-Minkowski inequality relates the
Lebesgue volume of the sum A + B with the volumes of A and B.

THEOREM 1. Let A and B be two convex bodies in R™. Then we have that
vol(A + B)Y™ > vol(A)Y™ + vol(B)Y/™. 3)

For an exposition on the Brunn-Minkowski inequality see [16].

Note the similarity between (2) and (3). Okounkov’s idea in [26] and [27]
was to, given a line bundle L, construct a convex body A(L), with the property
that its volume equals (L™) or vol(L). If the construction works so that

A(Ly + Lg) 2 A(L1) + A(Lo),

then the inequalities (1) and (2) would follow from the Brunn-Minkowski in-

equality.

0.1.6 Okounkov bodies

Okounkov found a way to associate to any ample line bundle L a convex body
A(L), now called the Okounkov body of L. This had the right kind of proper-
ties, making inequality (2) a consequence of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality.
Later, Lazarsfeld-Mustatd in [22] and Kaveh-Khovanskii in [18] independently
showed that Okounkov’s construction worked in a much more general setting,
e.g. L could be big and it would still have the same properties, thus showing
that inequality (2) also follows from Brunn-Minkowski.

Let us now describe the construction of the Okounkov body of a big line
bundle L.

When defining the Okounkov body, one can either use a flag of irreducible
subvarieties, or work with local coordinates. For simplicity we choose here to
work with local coordinates.
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Suppose we have chosen a point p in X, and local holomorphic coordinates
21, ..., 2, centered at p, and let e € H°(U, L) be a local trivialization of L
around p. If we divide a section s € H°(X, L) by e we get a local holomorphic

function. It has an unique represention as a convergent power series in the

s
- = E aaz%,
e

which for convenience we will simply write as

s = E an2”.

We consider the lexicographic order on the multiindices «, and let v(s) denote

variables z;,

the smallest index « such that a, # 0. Recall that the lexicographic order is
defined so that o < @ if for some index j, a; = B; when i < j and o; < f3;.
Let

Ay(L) == {v(s):s € H'(X,L)\ {0}}.

k

If k£ is a positive integer, e” is a local trivialization of kL. By looking at the

power series of s/e* for sections s € H°(X, kL) we get sets

A(L) := {”(;) ts € HO(X, kL) \ {0}} )
If s € H°(X, L), then s* € HY(X,kL), and one easily sees that v(s*) =
kv(s). This is the why in the definition of A, (L) the points v(s) are scaled by
1/k.

DEFINITION 1. The Okounkov body A(L) of a big line bundle L is defined as

A(L) = D AR(L).
k=1

Remark. Note that the Okounkov body A(L) of a line bundle L in fact
depends on the choice of point p in X and local coordinates z;. We will however
supress this in the notation, writing A(L) instead of the perhaps more proper
but cumbersome A(L, p, (2;)).

From the article [22] by Lazarsfeld-Mustata we recall some results on Ok-
ounkov bodies of line bundles.
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LEMMA 2. The number of points in A, (L) is equal to the dimension of the
vector space H°(kL).

LEMMA 3. The Okounkov body A(L) of a big line bundle is a convex body.

The most important property of the Okounkov body is its relation to the

volume of the line bundle, described in the following theorem.

THEOREM 4. For any big line bundle it holds that
vol(L) = nlvolg (A(L)),

where the volume of the Okounkov body is measured with respect to the standard

Lesbesgue measure on R™.

Using a result of Khovanskii on semigroups one can show that the points
in Ag(L) almost fill the intersection of A(L) with the scaled integer lattice
(1/k)Z™. Since the number of points in this intersection is easily computed to
be

volgn (A(L))E™ + o(k™),

Theorem 8 then follows using Lemma 5 and the definition of vol(L). For a
detailed proof see [22].

0.1.7 Toric geometry and moment polytopes

In general the Okounkov body of a line bundle is difficult to compute. There
are certain interesting cases though where we know exactly what they look like.

Toric manifolds are manifolds that are extremely symmetric. By definition
a toric manifold is a manifold which has an action of the algebraic torus (C*)"”
with an open dense orbit. The easiest example is given by the sphere. Yet they
do not have to be that simple, so the class of toric manifolds is sufficiently rich
geometrically to attract a lot of interest. If the toric manifold X is projective as
well, it means that X is the compactification of an embedded copy of (C*)™ in
some projective space PV . If we restrict O(1) to X, we get that the algebraic
torus action lifts to an action on the restricted line bundle. Such a line bundle is

called a toric line bundle.



16 CHAPTER 0. INTRODUCTION

Let us think about how one can embed (C*)™ into projective space to get a
projective toric manifold. A lattice polytope P in R" is by definition the convex
hull of a finite collection of points in the integer lattice Z™. Let Np denote the
number of lattice points in P, and let o;, 1 < 4% < Np be an enumeration of
these lattice points. We get a map fp from (C*)" into P> ~1 by letting

fp(z) = [, ..., 29Nr].

This might not be an embedding. But we can do the same thing for the lattice
polytopes kP, for k € N, and we thus a get sequence of maps fip. It turns out
that fp will be an embedding for k sufficiently large. By taking the closure of
the image of frp we get what is called a toric variety, i.e. it has the right kind
of algebraic torus action, but it might not be smooth manifold. We will denote
the corresponding toric variety by X p. The polytope P is called the moment
polytope of the toric variety X p.

The unit n-simplex X, is the lattice polytope in R™ spanned by the origin
and the unit vectors e;. One can show that Xy, = P". Polytopes which give
rise to toric manifolds, i.e. smooth toric varieties, are called Delzant polytopes,
so we see that X, is Delzant. In fact, a lattice polytope P is Delzant if and only
if a neighbourhood of any vertex in P can be transformed to a neighbourhood
of the origin in ¥,, by an element in GL(n,Z) and a translation.

Given a Delzant polytope P we thus get a projective toric manifold X p.
The map fp extends to a map from X p to PV?~1 and we denote the pullback
of O(1) to Xp by Lp. One can see that for any k, kLp = Ly p. Since for large
k fip is an embedding it follows that L p is an ample toric line bundle

One can understand the spaces of holomorphic sections to the powers of L,

by looking at the polytope P. Indeed we have that

H(Xp,kLp)= P <2*>. 4)
aEkPNZ™

More specifically there is a basis {s,, } for the space of sections H*(Xp,kLp)
such that for any o, 8 € kP NZ",

Safsg =2""P
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on the copy of (C*)™. The coordinates z; are given by map fip.

As in the case of Okounkov bodies, from (4) one sees that
vol(Lp) = nlvol(P).

So what is the relation between P and the Okounkov body A(L)? Note that
the Okounkov body depended upon us choosing local coordinates around some
point. We know that P is Delzant, so we can transform it so that one of its
vertices lies at the origin, and locally P looks like the unit simplex around
that point. This shape of P easily implies that the compactification of (C*)"
includes C™. Thus we can use the origin in C” as our point and z; as our local
coordinats. Using sg as the local trivialization, we get from (4) that

Ap(L) = PO (1/K)Z",

and thus
A(L)=P.

This means that one can think of Okounkov bodies as generalizing the cor-
respondence between toric line bundles and polytopes in toric geometry.

For a proper exposition of toric geometry we refer the reader to the book
[15] by Fulton.

0.1.8 Symplectic geometry and moment maps

We have not yet explained why we call the polytope P corresponding to a toric
manifolds Xp the moment polytope of Xp. This leads us into the field of

symplectic geometry.

DEFINITION 2. A 2-form w on a manifold M is symplectic if it is non-degenerate
and closed. The pair (M,w) is then called a symplectic manifold.

The non-degeneracy means that for any point p € M and any element v in
the tangent space at p there is a tangent vector w € T, M such that wy, (v, w) #
0. It turns out that symplectic manifolds must be of even real dimension 2n for

some n, and then one can formulate the non-degeneracy as w™ # 0.
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Say that S! acts on (M, w), i.e. w is left invariant under the S!-action on
M. Then the action is generated by a vector field X. We say that the action is

Hamiltonian if there is a function H solving the equation
dH = w(X,").

Indeed one can show that the one form w(X, -) always is closed, so the action
is Hamiltonian if w(X -) is exact.

Let now the real n-torus 7" := (S!)" act on (M,w). We can decompose
the torus action into n commutative circle actions. We say that the torus action
is Hamiltonian if each of these circle actions are Hamiltonian. If we let H;
denote the Hamiltonian of the 4:th S'-action we can put these together to get a
map p from M to R™, o := (Hy, ..., Hy,). The map p is called the moment map
of the torus action.

Remark. Instead of just looking at 7™ one can look at any Lie group G
acting on (M, w). If the action is Hamiltonian one can define a moment map
1 in a more invariant way than we did above, namely as a map from M to the
dual of the Lie algebra of G.

0.1.9 Plurisubharmonic functions

A function v on some open subset U of C is called harmonic if Au = 0. Here
A denotes the Laplacian, i.e.

0? 02

A= —+ —.

or? = Oy?
If u is an upper semicontinuous function from U to [—o0, c0) such that the
Laplacian Aw is positive in the sence of distributions then u is called subhar-
monic. An upper semicontinuous function v from an open subset of C™ to
[—00, 00) is called plurisubharmonic if the restriction of u to any complex line
is locally subharmonic. If u happens to be C? then this is equivalent to the

&%u

complex Hessian
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being positive semidefinite. If the Hessian is positive definite « is said to be
strictly plurisubharmonic. The notion of plurisubharmonicity is preserved by
biholomorphisms, hence it makes sense to talk about functions being plurisub-
harmonic locally on a complex manifold, and in particular on a projective man-
ifold.

0.1.10 Hermitian metrics on line bundles

Given a projective manifold X with an ample line bundle L, there is a natural
class of symplectic structures w on X, namely those symplectic forms that be-
long to the first Chern class of L, ¢1 (L). There is a more geometric way to think
about these symplectic forms w.

A 2-form w is said to be (1,1) if

W) = w(J-, ).

Here J denotes the almost complex structure on the tangent space defined by
0 0 0 0
J = , J =— .

or; Oy yi Oz;

That a (1, 1)-form w is strictly positive means that for any v € T, X
wp (v, Jv) > 0.

Such an w is clearly non-degenerate, thus is a symplectic form. A strictly pos-
itive closed (1,1)-form is called a Kéhler form. A Kihler form w gives rise
to a Riemannian metric g,, on X by saying that if v and w lie in T}, X then
9w (v, w) == w(v, Jw).

A hermitian metric h = e~ on L is a smooth choice of scalar product on
the complex line L,, at each point p on the manifold. If f is a local holomorphic
frame for L in some neighbourhood Uy, then one writes

I =hy =7,

where ¢ is a smooth function on Uy. We will use the convention to let ¢ denote
the metric h = e~?, thus if ¢ is a metric on L, k¢ is a metric on kL. Sometimes
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¢ is intead referred to as the weight of the metric h = e~?. This convention is
used in paper I, but not in the rest of the thesis.

The curvature of a smooth metric is given by dd®¢ which is the (1, 1)-form
locally defined as dd“¢¢, where f is any local holomorphic frame. Here d° is
short-hand for the differential operator

-
= 0-9),
so dd® = i/2m00. A classic fact is that the curvature form of a smooth metric
¢ lies in the first Chern class of L.

The metric ¢ is said to be positive if the curvature dd°¢ is strictly positive as
a (1,1)-form, which is equivalent to the function ¢, being strictly plurisubhar-
monic for any local frame f. We let H(L) denote the space of positive metrics
on L. A famous theorem, the Kodaira embedding theorem, states that a line
bundle has a positive metric iff it is ample. That an ample line bundle has a
positive metric is easy to show, it is the converse which is hard to prove.

The curvature form dd®¢ of a positive metric ¢ is thus a Kéhler form in
¢1(L). On the other hand, if L is ample, by the dd°-lemma (see e.g. [17]), any
form w in ¢; (L) can be written as the curvature form of a smooth metric ¢ + u,
where ¢ is a positive metric and u is a smooth function. At the point where u
attains its minimum we have that w > dd°¢, and thus w is strictly positive at
that point. If w is symplectic it follows that w will be strictly positive on the
whole of X, thus ¢ + u is a positive metric. This means that any symplectic
form in ¢; (L) is the curvature form of some positive metric. If two positive
metrics ¢ and v have the same curvature, then dd°(¢ — 1) = 0. This implies
that ¢ — 7 is harmonic on X, which by the maximum principle gives that ¢ — v
is a constant.

Therefore any symplectic (Kihler) form in ¢; (L) correspond to a positive

metric on L, which is unique up to a constant.

0.1.11 The moment polytope revisited

Since T™ C (C*)™ any toric manifold X p has a natural T™-action on it. And

as we have seen in the previous section, given an ample toric line bundle Lp
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we have natural symplectic structures on our manifold, coming from positive
metrics on Lp. By averaging a symplectic form w over the action we get a
symplectic form w,, which is invariant under the action.

We can trivialize of L over (C*)™ so that s, = z®. With respect to this
trivialization a positive metric ¢ corresponds to a plurisubharmonic function )
on (C*)™. That ¢ extends to the whole manifold forces a growth condition on

the function é, namely that
d—In( > [z°]) 5)

remains bounded.

If dd°¢ is T™-invariant then ¢ must be 7" -invariant, and thus ¢ (21, ..., z,) =
&(|z1, .., |zn|). Let f denote the function f(wy,...,wy,) = (e¥1,...,e""). It
follows that u := ¢ o f is plurisubharmonic and independent of the imaginary
parts y; of w;. It is a well-known fact that any such function is a convex function

of the real parts x; of w;. An easy calculation yields that

1 0%
dd‘u = — dy; N\ dx;. 6
v 47rzaa:i81;j Yi I\ 6 ©
We observe that 5 5
U
1/2 = dd“u(2 2.
(/)daxi dd“u( W@yi’>

Now dd°¢ = f~ "dd°u and the pushforward of 277% under ! is 271'%.
Since 2%% generates the i:th circle action on (C*)™ it follows that

Ju
8:102»

solves the Hamiltonian equation. Thus the 7™ -action is Hamiltonian and a

Hy = (1/2) 5o /7!

moment map is given by (1/2)Vuo f~1.
What is the image of the moment map p? Looking at the growth condition

(5) we get that
u —In ( Z 626”)
aePNZ"

is bounded. Clearly
Vn(e**?*) = 2a.
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It is not hard to see that the image of

(1/2VIn( Y ")
a€PNZ"
is the interior of P. It follows that the image of p is also the interior of P.
This shows why we call P the moment polytope, since it is the image of a

moment map /.

0.1.12 The Monge-Ampere energy

We have seen above that a postive metric ¢ gives rise to a symplectic form in
¢1(L) by taking the curvature dd®¢. Taking the top power of this form gives us
a volume form (dd°¢)™. This form is called the Monge-Ampere measure of ¢
and is also denoted by M A(¢). Since dd“¢ € ¢1(L), integrating M A(¢) over
X we get

| a0 = [ a@y = v,

the volume of L.

An important bifunctional on the space of positive metrics is the Monge-
Ampere energy £. It first appeared in the works of Mabuchi and Aubin (see [3]
for references). Because of this it sometimes goes under the name of Aubin-
Mabuchi energy, e.g. in paper III. The Aubin-Yau functional is yet another
name given to it.

Given two positive metrics ¢ and ¢ the Monge-Ampere energy of the pair

is defined as

1 S c 1\J c, | \n—7
n+1§/x(dd¢) A (ddep)" .

E(p ) =

The Monge-Ampere energy has the cocycle property, i.e. for all positive
metrics 1, p and 1)’

EW, o) +E(p, ) +EW ) =0.

It is very strongly connected with the Monge-Ampere operator, which maps

a metric to its Monge-Ampere measure. For any positive metric ¢ and smooth
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function u,
d

dt =0

One way of formulating (7) is to say that the Monge-Ampere operator is the

E(6+ tu)) = / uMA(B). ™

X

differential of the Monge-Ampere energy.

0.1.13 The real Monge-Ampere operator

Let u be a smooth strictly convex function on R™. There is a real version of the
Monge-Ampere operator, mapping convex functions to Borel measures on R"”.
When u is smooth we can write this as

| 2
MAg(u) = %det (5‘:?5;) dzx,
iO%j

where dz denotes the Lebesgue measure on R™. Since w is strictly convex the

0%u
8a:i8xj

is positive definite, thus M Ag(u) is a positive measure.

Hessian matrix

Depending on the growth of w at infinity the measure M A(u) can have
either finite or infinite mass.

Let P be a lattice polytope in R™. Assume that there is a constant C' such
that

ln( Z 626”) —C<u< ln( Z 626”) +C. ®)

a€PNZ" a€PNZ"

As we saw above this implies that the image of Vu is the interior of 2P. What is
the mass of M A(u)? We have that det(V?u)dz = (Vu)*dz, which means that
the Monge-Ampere measure is the pullback of the Lebesgue measure under the
gradient map times n!/2™. This implies that the mass of the Monge-Ampéere

measure is the volume of 2P times n!/2", i.e.
M Ag(u) = nlvol(P).
]:R’Vl

One can also define the real Monge-Ampere energy of a pair of smooth
strictly convex functions w and v, both being bounded as in (8). Let u; :=
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tu + (1 — t)v. Then we define

Ex(u,0) = /tio/n(u )M A(uy).

If we differentiate Eg (ug, v) with respect to ¢ we clearly get

/n i M A(ug),

and this makes it the natural real analog of the Monge-Ampére energy.

One can show that the real Monge-Ampere energy also has the cocycle

property.

0.1.14 The Legendre transform

Let u be a smooth strictly convex function on R”, and let A(u) denote the
image of the gradient Vu. The Legendre transform of w, denoted by Lu is the
function on A(w) defined by

Lu(y) :=sup{z -y —u(z) : z € R"}.

We have that Lu is convex since it is the supremum over the linear and hence
convex functions x -y —u(x). One can show that it is smooth and strictly convex
as long as u is smooth and strictly convex.

Since u is smooth and strictly convex, we see that u(z) — x - y is minimized
exactly where Vu(z) = y, and thus Lu(y) = = - y — u(z) where x solves the
equation Vu(x) = y. Using this one can show that VLu(y) = x, where again
x solves the equation Vu(z) = y.

We can take the Legendre transform of Lu and we similarly get that
L(Lu)(z) =y -z — Lu(y),

where y solves the equation V Lu(y) = x. From the above we see that it means
that Vu(z) = y and thus

L(Lu)(@) =y o — (a-y — u(@)) = u(x).
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This shows that the Legendre transform is an involution.
Let v and v be smooth strictly convex functions both satisfying the bound
(8) for some constant C. Thus the Legendre transforms Lu and Lv are convex
functions on 2P°. We claim that
n!

E(u,v) = on /2P° (Lv — Lu)dz, ©)]

where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. Let us consider f(t) := &(u¢,v) as a function of ¢, where as above
uy = tu + (1 — t)v. Let also

n!

g(t) == 5~ (Lv — Luy)dz.

2 2PO
We wish to prove that f(1) = g(1). The derivative of f with respect to ¢ was
given by

ft) = /u'tMA(ut).
The derivative of g is given by
n! d

(%Eut)dx.

Since Luy(y) = = - y — ue(x) where Vuy(z) = y, one easily gets that

9(t) = -5
2n 2PO

%Eut(y) = —tiy(x) = —tig o (Vu) "' (y).

Therefore
9(t) = —n—! (i[,u )dx = E/ iy o (Vu )_1dx =
T =790 et at =" T om0 t -
|
= ;7/7 ut(Vuf)*da: = / UtMA(’U,f)
Rn n

In the last step we used the fact that
!
%(Vu)*dx = M A(uy).

Since f(0) = g(0) = 0 and f(t) = ¢(t) for all ¢ we get that f(1) = g(1),

which is what we wanted. O

One can interpret this result as saying that the Legendre transform linearizes
the real Monge-Ampere operator.
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0.1.15 Symplectic potentials

Let u be a plurisubharmonic function on C™ which does not depend on the y-
variables. Then as we noted above wu is a convex function of the x-variables.
We have chosen the definition of the real Monge-Ampere measure of u so that
it equals the pushforward of M A¢(u) on the strip R” x [0, 27)™ to R™.

Let ¢ and 1) be two T™-invariant positive metrics of an ample toric line
bundle Lp. Let as before f(wq, ..., wy,) := (€™, ..., "), but we now think of
f as mapping the cylinder R” x T™ biholomorphically to (C*)™. If we equate
the metrics with their standard trivialization over (C*)™ then uy := ¢o f~* and
Uy, = 1 o f~! are plurisubharmonic functions independent of the y-variables
on 7™, and thus we can think of them as convex functions on R". We get that

/ (6 — ¥)MA(S,) = / (16 — 1) M Ac(ug,) =
X

RnxTn

= / (ug — up) M Ag(ugp, ).

Since the left-hand-side is the ¢-derivative of £ (¢, ) and the right-hand-side

is the derivative of £(ug, , uy ), integrating over ¢ gives us that

E(p, ) = E(ug, uy). (10

We know that the image of the gradient of ug and w,, is the interior of 2P,
From section (0.1.14) we know that the Legendre transforms Lug and Lu,, are
convex functions on 2P°, so the Legendre transforms of u,/2 and w,,/2 are
convex functions on P°. It is easy to see that for any y € P° we have that

Lug(2y) = 2L(ug/2)(y)- (11)

The Legendre transform £(u,/2) times 2 is called the symplectic potential of
¢, and we will denote it by L¢ (hopefully not causing to much confusion).

Putting (9) and (10) together and using equation (11) we get that

&) =nt [ (L0~ Lo)da. (12
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0.2 Paperl

As we have seen, Okounkov bodies can be seen as a generalization of the mo-
ment polytope associated to a toric line bundle. Inspired by that, one can wonder
if there is a generalized Legendre transform which associates to a positive met-
ric of a line bundle L a convex function on the interior of the Okounkov body L.
Of course, in order to be interesting it would have to have some nice properties.
For instance, one would like to be able to calculate the Monge-Ampere energy
by integrating the difference of the transforms over the Okounkov body, as in
(12).

The first paper in this thesis proposes a transform of this kind, the Cheby-
shev transform. The Chebyshev transform of a positive metric ¢, denoted by
c[¢], is a convex function on A(L)®, and we prove the corresponding formula

g@ ) =nt [ (elv] - cleds,
A(L)°

In fact, the setting of the paper is more general. Instead of only looking
at ample line bundles we widen our scope to include all big line bundles, i.e.
those having positive volume. A big line bundle that is not ample has no positive

metrics though. So we are forced to look at more general types of metrics.

DEFINITION 3. A continuous hermitian metric h = e~% on a line bundle L is
a continuous choice of scalar product on the complex line L,, at each point p

on the manifold. If f is a local frame for L on Uy, then one writes
[fI?=hy=e "1,
where 1) ¢ is a continuous function on Uy.

Note that a continuous metric does not have to be locally plurisubharmonic.
Thus any line bundle will have (lots of) continuous metrics. We also have to
consider metric that are locally plurisubharmonic but not necessarily continu-

ous.

DEFINITION 4. A positive singular metric 1) is a metric that can be written as
Y = ¢+ u, where ¢ is a continuous metric and v is a dd°¢-psh function, i.e. u

is upper semicontinuous and dd°y := dd°¢ + dd“u is a positive (1, 1)-current.
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The last statement in the definition simply means that ¢ + wu is locally
plurisubharmonic.

We let PSH (L) denote the space of positive singular metrics on L.

As an important example, if {s;} is a finite collection of holomorphic sec-
tions of kL, we get a positive metric ¢ := ¢ In(3" |s;|*) which is defined by

letting for any local frame f,

e~V = 7”‘2 .
(X [sif*) /%

A line bundle which has a singular positive metric is called pseudoeffective.
When L is big, then we know that for k large, kL has lots of holomorphic
sections, so we get positive singular metrics on L by the above procedure, which
means that L is pseudoeffective.

A positive singular metric ¢ is said to have minimal singularities if for any
other positive singular metric ¢ we have that v < ¢ + C for some constant
C. If a positive singular metric is continuous, then clearly it has minimial sin-
gularities, but in general there are no continuous positive singular metrics. A
standard way to find positive singular metrics with minimal singularities is by
envelopes.

Let ¢ be a continuous metric (not necessarily positive) on a big line bundle

L. Then we can form the envelope P(¢) by letting

P(¢) :==sup{y) < ¢:¢ € PSH(L)}.

It is easy to show that P(¢) is a positive singular metric bounded by ¢, and that
it has minimal singularities. The way to think of this is that we get P(¢) by
projecting ¢ down to the space of positive singular metrics.

There is a theory for defining the (non-pluripolar) Monge-Ampere opera-
tor and the Monge-Ampere energy for positive singular metrics with minimal
singularities. This is based upon the pioneering work of Bedford and Taylor
in the 80’s on extending the Monge-Ampere operator to the class of locally
bounded plurisubharmonic functions. Later e.g. Boucksom, Eyssidieux, Gued;
and Zeriahi have extended this to the geometric setting of big line bundles on
manifolds.
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It means that one can define the Monge-Ampére energy £(¢, 1) when ¢ and
1) are two positive singular metrics with minimal singularities. When ¢ and v
are smooth positive metrics on an ample line bundle then this coincides with the
classical definition. If ¢ and v are two continuous metrics, not positive, then we
can define their Monge-Ampére energy £ (¢, 1) as the Monge-Ampere energy
of the envelopes P(¢) and P(1)).

0.2.1 Capacity, transfinite diameter and Chebyshev constants

The question is how to transform a given metric to a convex function on the
Okounkov body? The method we found was inspired by classical constructions
in potential theory of the complex plane and generalizations of these introduced
by Leja, Zaharjuta, Bloom-Levenberg et. al. in the context of pluripotential
theory in C™ (see [5, 32, 38]).

Let K be a compact subset of C. One way of measuring its size would be
to measure its area. However, in potential theory one is interested in different
notions of size, called capacities. One of these is called logarithmic capacity
(see e.g. [32]). Intuitively, the logarithmic capacity of a set K, denoted cap(K),
measures how much electric charge one can fit in the set while maintaining a
unit amount of potential energy.

The Lelong class L is the class of subharmonic functions v on C that are
bounded from above by In(1 + |z|?) plus some constant. If we think of C
as embedded in P!, then the Lelong class exactly corresponds to the positive
singular metrics on O(1).

Given a compact K, we let ¢ denote the envelope

¢ = (sup{p: ¢ <O0onK,¢p € L})".

The star * means that we take the uppersemicontinuous regularization of the
supremum. The Monge-Ampere measure of ¢ (i.e. dd ¢r) describes the
equilibrium distribution of charge on K. Using this, one can show that if K and

K’ are two compacts, then

E(dx, ¢rv) = Incap(K') — Incap(K). (13)
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A collection {z;} of k points in K are called Fekete points if they maximize

II l=i- $j|>1/(§)

1<i<j<k

the quantity

among all sets of k points in K. We denote this maximum by J;. As k tends to
infinity o) converges to a quantity d(K’) which is called the transfinite diameter
of K. Fekete proved (see e.g. [32] for references) that this transfinite diameter
coincides with the logarithic capacity of K.

Yet another quantity is the Chebyshev constant. We let ||.||x denote the
norm which takes the supremum of the absolute value on K. Let P}, denote the

space of polynomials in z with z* as highest degree term. Let for any k
Yi(K) = inf {|[plx : p € P}
One defines the Chebyshev constant C'(K') of K as the following limit
C(K) := lim (Yi(K))'".

It is well known that this number also coincides with the aforementioned capac-
ity and transfinite diameter.

In C™ things get more complicated, but there are still analogs of the one-
variable quantities. Given a compact K there is a similar notion of logarithmic
capacity. The Lelong class £ is now the class of plurisubharmonic functions on
C™ that are bounded from above by In(1 + Y |2;]?). Again if we think of C"
as embedded in P™, then the Leleong class corresponds to the positive singular
metrics on O(1). Given K we get an envelope ¢ exactly as in C, and for two
compacts K and K’ equation (13) holds.

Leja (see e.g. [38] for references) defined the notion of a transfinite diameter
0(K) for compacts K in C", using Vandermonde determinants. Leja got a
sequence of numbers d;, and he defined the transfinite diameter 6(K) as the
lim sup of this sequence.

By extending the concept of a Chebyshev constant Zaharjuta in [38] was
able to prove that that Leja’s sequence actually converged to the transfinite dia-
mater. Zaharjuta got his new Chebyshev constant by defining a certain convex

function on a simplex, and then taking the exponent of the mean value of this.
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For any o € N™ let P, denote the space of polynomials of the form

2%+ Z ag?’?
Bel

where 5 € I if |#] < || and § < « with respect to the lexicographic order (see
section 0.1.6). Let

Yo (K) :=inf{||p||k : p € Pa}.

Let "1 denote the set of @ = (a1, ..., o, ) where ; > 0 forall i and Y oy =
1. Let oy, be a sequence in N™ such that || = & and ay, /k converges to some
point v in X", Then Zaharjuta defined the directional Chebyshev constant
C(K,a) as

C(K,a) := lim (Y, (K))*.

k—o0
He proved that this number did not depend on the specific choice of sequence
g, and that the function In C' (K, ) was convex on X"~ 1. For this he used the
submultiplicativity of Y, namely that

Yats(K) < Yo (K)Y3(K).

Then Zaharjuta proved that

1

lnﬁ(K) = m/z:"71 IHC(K,OL)dOZ

Let us go back to the complex plane and introduce the weighted setting.
Here we are considering weighted compact sets (K, ¢) where ¢ is a continuous
function on K. The weight ¢ is to be understood as an external field. We can
define weighted analogs of the capacity, transfinite diameter and Chebyshev
constant. Let P(K, ¢) be the envelope defined as

P(K,¢) = (sup{¢) : ¢ < pon K,¢p € L})".
Then given two weighted compacts (K, ¢) and (K, 1) we have that

E(P(K, ), P(K',4)) =Incap(K’,) — Incap(K, ¢).
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The weighted transfinite diameter is defined as the unweighted one, only

that we look at the weighted quantity

k
H |z; — Jjj|€7¢(mi)/27¢(1j)/2)1/(2).
1<i<j<k
We thus get a weighted transfinite diameter (K, ¢) by taking the limit as k
tends to infinity.
The weighted Chebyshev constant is computed as the unweighted one only

using the supremum norm

\Ipl| 7.1 = sup { |p(z)|e @)/ z € K}

instead of ||.|| xon the spaces P.

As before the weighted capacity and transfinite diameter will coincide, but
in general the weighted Chebyshev constant will not yield the same number.
There is a formula relating the different quantities, but we will not go into it
here.

Also in the weighted setting in C™ we have this phenomena. The weighted
logarithmic capacity was proven to coincide with the weighted transfinite di-
ameter by Berman-Boucksom in [3]. Bloom-Levenberg studied the weighted
directional Chebyshev constants in [5] and they found a formula relating the in-
tegral of the convex function In C(K, ¢, &) with the logaritm of the transfinite
diameter, showing that they do not coincide in general.

The space of polynomials in z of degree k or less is naturally isomorphic to
the space of holomorphic sections to O(k) on P!, H°(P*, O(k)) The supremum
norms ||.||x and ||.|| x ke are also norms on this space. Since not only P}, but
P, for all 0 < m < k are affine subspaces of H°(P!, O(k)), inspired by the
idea of directional Chebyshev constants we get new directional quantities by
looking at

Vi (K, ) i= nf{|[plf 1y : p € P}

Of course, if ¢ = 0, corresponding to the unweighted setting Yy ,,, = Y., so
we get nothing new. But in general we get something different. If we let my

be a sequence of natural numbers so that my, < k and my,/k converges to some
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a € [0,1] then we define C(K, ¢, ) as the limit of (Y, (K, ¢))'/*. In the
same way as Zaharjuta did, because of submultiplicativity one can prove that
C(K, ¢,«) is well-defined and that In C(K, ¢, «) is a convex function on the
unit interval. In the paper we call this convex function the Chebyshev transform
of (K, ¢), and we denote it by c[K, ¢] It will follow as a consequence of our
main theorem that if the set is regular, i.e. P(K, ¢) is continuous, then the
integral of the Chebyshev transform is equal to the logaritm of the transfinite
diameter and hence the logaritm of the logarithmic capacity. We will postpone
the discussion of our proof till later. Note that the weighted Chebyshev constant
is the exponential of the value of the Chebyshev transform at the point one. In
the unweighted case, the Chebyshev transform is linear, and goes from zero at
zero to twice the logarithm of the classical Chebyshev constant, so integrating
gives us back the classical constant.

One can do the same thing in C™. Given a weighted compact (K, ¢) we thus
get a convex function on the full unit simplex ,, in R™ which we again call the
Chebyshev transform of (K, ¢). When ¢ = 0 then the function is linear, zero at
the origin and equal to a constant times the logarithm of Zaharjuta’s function on
the boundary X"~ giving back Zaharjuta’s integral when integrating over the
whole unit simplex. We get, again as a consequence of our main theorem, that
when (K, ¢) is regular, then n! times the integral of the Chebyshev transform
equals the logarithm of the transfinite diameter. This means that by the work of

Berman-Boucksom in [3] we get that

E(P(K, ), P(K", 1)) = n! / (K" ) — K, d)do.  (14)

Zn

Note here that the unit simplex is the Okounkov body of O(1). If we let K
be the whole P, and let ¢ be a continuous metric on O(1), then this gives us
a transform from metrics to convex functions on the Okounkov body with the
desired property that equation (14) should hold.

Since P is toric, there is already the Legendre transform mapping metrics
that are 7" -invariant to convex functions on 5,,. It is not hard to show that for
T™-invariant metrics the Chebyshev transform is nothing else than the Legendre

transform. So one can say that we have extended the Legendre transform to also
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include non-invariant metrics.

0.2.2 The Chebyshev transform

We will now describe how to extend this construction to the case of an arbitrary
big line bundle L on a projective manifold X. Given a continuous metric ¢ we
get supremum norms ||.| x4 on the spaces H(X, kL) by letting

15112, = sup {|s(z)Pe ™) : w € X}

Say that we have chosen a point p € X and local coordinates z; around that
point. We want affine subspaces in H°(X, kL) that can play the role that the
P,,:s played in the case of O(1). Let o be a point in Ay (L). It means that there
is a section s € H(X, kL) that locally can be written as z** plus higher order
terms. We let A, j denote the affine space of sections in H°(X, kL) locally of
the form

2" 4 higher order terms.

Let F'[¢](ka, k) be defined as
Fl¢)(ka, k) := inf{1n||s||i¢ ts € Aokt

This mimicks the definition of the directional Chebyshev constants, only that
here we take the logarithm from the start.

Let s be a section in H°(X, kL) and s’ a section in H°(X, mL), such that
locally s = z* 4 higher order terms and s’ = 2"? + higher order terms. Then
ss' liesin H°(X, (k+m)L) and ss’ = 2***™P 4 higher order terms. We also
have that [[ss'[[7, ..\ < I[s[1#4]15'|[5,- This implies that F[¢] is subadditive,

meaning that
Fl¢](ka+mpB, k +m) < F[g](ka, k) + F[¢](m3, m).

Using this we show that if oy is a sequence in Ay, where k tends to infinity
and ay, tends to some point & € A(L)°, then the sequence 1/kF[¢](ka, k)

converges to a number ¢[¢](«). This number does not depend of the particular
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choice of sequence «, and the function c[¢](«) is convex in o. We call ¢[¢] the
Chebyshev transform of the metric ¢.

Our main theorem is then as follows.

THEOREM 5. For any two continuous metrics ¢ and 1) on a big line bundle L,

we have that

£(6,1) = n! / (cf] - clé])de. (15)

A(L)°

It is easy to see that if ¢ = ¢ + 1, then c[¢)] = ¢[¢] + 1. We also have that
E( 4+ 1,9) = vol(L). So in this special case equation (15) reduces to the fact
that n! times the volume of the Okounkov body is equal to the volume of the
line bundle.

Building on this Yuan show in [37] how to construct a Chebyshev transform
in the setting of Arakelov geometry. He proves a statement like theorem 5 but

with the Monge-Ampere energy replaced by the adelic volume.

0.2.3 Proof of main theorem

The proof of Theorem 5 relies on the use of certain L2-norms instead of supre-
mum norms. If we pick a smooth volume form dV' on X, then we get a L?-norm
|.|ks,av on the space H°(X, kL), by letting

[T ;z/ s2ekeav.
X
If o € Ay, we can consider the number F»[¢](ka, k), defined as
Fy[o)(ka, k) = inf{lanH%%dv :s € Akt

The supremum norm and the L2 norm are asymptotically equivalent (one says
that dV has the Bernstein-Markov property) which means that one can just as
well use F5 to compute the Chebyshev transform. F3 is however not subaddi-
tive, which is why we chose to use the supremum norm ||.||x in the definition.
The point of using a L? norm is that we can construct an orthonormal basis

for H°(X, kL). Let s, be the section in Ay, ; which minimized the L?-norm.
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Then one notes that
{ePelelthak)g o€ Ay(L)} (16)

is an orthonormal basis for H°(X, kL).
Using this observation, it is easy to show that the Chebyshev transform coin-
sides with the Legendre transform on 7" -invariant metrics on toric line bundles.
In [3] Boucksom-Berman introduce bifunctionals £ of Donaldson type. If

we have a pair of continuous metrics ¢ and ¥, Li (¢, 1) is defined as

ol volB(k¢,dV)
Li (¢, %) = o1 (volB(k‘i/),dV)) .

Here B(k¢,dV) denotes the unit ball in H°(X, kL) with respect to the L2-
norm ||.||xe,av. The volume of this unit ball is not well-defined without picking
a measure, so we choose a linear isomorphism with C"™, m being the dimension
of the vector space, and take the Lebesgue measure there. When measuring the
quotient of the volume of two unit balls, then this quotient is independent of the
choice of isomorphism we made, thus it is well-defined.

Let s; be an orthonormal basis with respect to ||.||x¢,4v and ¢; an orthonor-
mal basis with respect to ||.||gy av . If Ay is the change of basis matrix between

them, then one observes that

volB(kip, dV')

det Ay[? = Y22V, 0Y )
|det Axl™ = LB (k. a)

A7)

Consider the orthonormal basis (16) and the corresponding one for the norm
[|-||kp,av . Since we know that s, and t,, lies in A, j, and the difference of two
elements in A, ; can be written as a linear combination of elements in Ag j, for

08 > a, it follows that the change of basis matrix Ay, is triangular. Thus

et A = ([ emthe - raiie) g
a€A,(L)
Combining this with equation (17) and the definition of £ we get that

n!
Ly(o,0) = T > (kB¢ (ka, k) — 1/kF5[g](ka, k)).

a€AR(L)
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Since 1/kFs[¢] and 1/kF5[1)] converge to c[¢] and c[t)] respectively, it is not
hard to show that

dim £a(6.0) =l [ (clu] - el

A(L)°

The main theorem in [3] states that the £; functionals converge to the

Monge-Ampere energy, so this gives us our main theorem.

0.2.4 Differentiability of Monge-Ampere energy

The paper also contains an application of the Main Theorem to the study of the
Monge-Ampere energy.

In [22] Lazarsfeld-Mustatd showed how one can use Okouknov bodies to
prove the differentiability of the volume functional on the space of big line
bundles. This was already known, but the new proof using Okounkov bodies
was in a sense more intuitive.

In [3] Berman-Boucksom proved that the Monge-Ampere energy was dif-
ferentiable as a functional on the space of continuous metrics on a fixed big line
bundle.

In our paper we combine the result of Berman-Boucksom and the strategy
of Lazarsfeld and Mustatd, using our formula for the Monge-Ampere energy,
and prove that the Monge-Ampere energy is differentiable as a functional on
the space of continuous metrics on line bundles in the ample cone. That is, in

contrast to Berman-Boucksom, we let the underlying line bundle vary as well.

0.3 Paper Il

The second paper relates Okounkov bodies with test configurations. The main
motivation for introducing and studying test configurations comes from the Yau-

Tian-Donaldson conjecture.
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0.3.1 The Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture

We have seen that given an ample line bundle L on a projective manifold X
there is a natural class of symplectic structures on X, namely the Kéhler forms
in ¢1(L). We could interpret these as the curvature forms of positive metrics
on L (see Section 0.1.10). We also saw that a Kihler form w gives rise to a
Riemannian metric g,,. Such a metric is called a Kéhler metric. The curvature
tensor I? of a Riemannian metric at a point takes as input two tangent vectors
and produces an endomorphism of the tangent space, so it has type (1, 3). By
contraction of the full curvature tensor R one gets the Ricci curvature Ric which
has type (0,2), i.e. it is a 2-form, and then the scalar curvature which is a
function. Of course, in the process one loses more and more information.

For a Riemann surface the scalar curvature is twice the Gaussian curvature.
The uniformization theorem tells us that any Riemann surface (which we think
of as a complex manifold) has a J-invariant Riemannian metric with constant
scalar curvature.

The Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture concerns the question when there ex-
ists a Kihler form in ¢; (L) whose Kéhler metric has constant scalar curvature.
We will use the abbreviation cscK for constant scalar curvature. When L is a
multiple of the canonical bundle K x then the Kihler metric is cscK iff it is a
Kihler-Einstein metric. The Ricci curvature form Ric(g,,) can be seen to lie
in ¢;(K%"'). A metric is Kéhler-Einstein if the Ricci curvature Ric(g,,) is a

multiple p of the Kéhler form w € ¢; (L),
Ric(g,) = pw.

From the uniformazation theorem follows that any compact Riemann surface
has a Kéhler-Einstein metric.

By scaling the constant ;2 can be chosen to be zero or plus or minus one.
Yau proved the existence of a Kihler-Einstein metric when p = 0, i.e. when
Kx is trivial. It was in fact a special case of the Calabi conjecture which was
proved by Yau (see e.g. [29] for references). Existence of such metrics when
u = —1, i.e. Kx being ample was proved independently by Aubin and Yau

(again see [29]). A manifold with K ;(1 (called the anticanonical bundle) ample
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is called Fano. There are known obstructions to the existence of Kdhler-Einsten
metrics in the Fano case. The obstuctions due to Matsushima and Futaki both
uses non-trivial automorphisms of X. E.g. the Futaki-invariant is a function on
the space of holomorphic vector fields on X which if non-zero rules out the
existence of a Kéhler-Einstein metric. Tian later found an example of a Fano
manifold without holomorphic vector fields but still no Kéhler-Einstein metric,
so this was not the end of the story.

Yau conjectured that the existence of a cscK metric with Kihler form in
c1(L) should be equivalent to the pair (X, L) being stable in the sense of GIT
(geometric invariant theory) (see e.g. [29] and [35]).

When Yau stated his conjecture, it was not clear what it should mean for a
pair (X, L) to be stable in this context. In fact several new notions of stability
has been put forward since.

The Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture is Yau’s conjecture with the stability
condition interpreted as K-stability. K-stability is a stability notion due to
Donaldson building on the work of Tian. The definition of K-stability relies

on the concept of a test configuration, which we will describe next.

0.3.2 Test configurations

Heuristically a test configuration can be thought of as a degenerated symmetry.
Even though a manifold has no holomorphic symmetries it has lots of these
degenerated symmetries.

Let us be more precise.

DEFINITION 5. A fest configuration of a pair (X, L) (X projective and L am-

ple) consists of:
(i) a scheme X with a C*-action p,
(i) an C*-equivariant line bundle L over X,

(iii) and a flat C*-equivariant projection  : X — C such that L restricted to

the fiber over 1 is isomorphic to r L for some r > 0.
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The zero fiber X := 7~1(0) of the test configuration is the degeneration
of X which has a C*-symmetry. In general the degeneration X, can be very
singular, it might not even be a scheme.

As we remarked, given a holomorphic vector field one can compute its
Futaki invariant, and this being nonzero excludes the possibility of finding a
Kihler-Einstein metric. But in general there might not be any non-zero holo-
morphic vector fields, so this stability notion (Futaki invariant being zero) turns

out to be too weak.

Donaldson shows how to define a Futaki invariant of a test configuration,
generalizing the one of vector fields, and defines K -stability using this. A pair
(X, L) is K-stable if the Futaki invariant of any non-trivial test configuration of
(X, L) is positive.

An example of a test configuration is the deformation to the normal bundle
of a submanifold (or more generally to the normal cone of a subscheme) Y C
X. Consider X x C and let X' be the blow-up of X x C along Y at zero. Let L
be the pullback of the line bundle L X C on X x C using 7. Let E denote the
exceptional divisor of the blow-up. F is a P™-bundle over Y, m = codim(Y"),
and is naturally identified with the compactified normal bundle of Y in X.If
¢ > 0 is sufficiently small the line bundle £ := L — cE will be ample. The
trivial C*-action on X x C lifts to X since Y x {0} is invariant, and it is shown
in [31] that this defines a test configuration. The central fiber is the union of X
with F, where the C*-action on X is trivial while for smooth Y the action on

FE is the natural one on the normal bundle seen as a holomorphic vector bundle.

0.3.3 Toric test configurations

When X is toric and L is a toric line bundle, then one can speak of toric test
configurations. In [13] Donaldson describes the relationship between toric test
configurations and the geometry of polytopes. Let g be a positive concave ra-
tional piecewise affine function defined on P, where P is the moment polytope
of L. One may define a polytope @ in R"*! with P as its base and the graph of
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g as its roof, i.e.

Q = {(%,y) HEAS P’y € [079(1‘)]}

That g is a concave rational piecewise affine function means precisely that )
is a rational polytope, i.e. it is the convex hull of a finite set of rational points
in R™. In fact, by scaling we can without loss of generality assume that () is
a lattice polytope. Then () corresponds to a toric line bundle Ly over a toric
variety X of dimension n + 1. We may write the correspondence between

integer lattice points of k() and basis elements for H"(kLq) as
(,n) €KQNZ™ s t7"2% € H(kLg).

There is a natural C*-action p given by multiplication in the ¢-coordinate. We
also get a projection 7 of X down to P!, by letting

()
m(z) = t=1z%(x)

for any 7, a such that this is well defined. Donaldson shows in [13] that if one
excludes ! (00), then the triple Lg, p and 7 is a test configuration, so 7 is flat
and the fiber over 1 of (X, Lg) is isomorphic to (Xp, Lp).

Donaldson also has a formula for the Futaki invariant F' of a toric test con-
figurations associated to a function g. Consider the affine subspace spanned by
a facet of P. Pick an integer basis for the n — 1-dimensional lattice inside. This
yields an isomorphism with R”~!, and we let do be the pullback of Lebesgue
measure. This measure will not depend on a particular choice of basis. Do-
ing this for all facets gives us a measure do on 0 P. The formula for the Futaki

invariant ' now reads:

1
= g (0100, 00)

where a = vol(OP)/vol(P).
Using this formula (and some hard analysis) Donaldson proved in [14] the

Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture for toric surfaces.
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As we have seen, heuristically, the relationship between a general line bun-
dle L and its Okounkov body is supposed to mimic the relationship between a
toric line bundle and its associated polytope. Therefore, one would hope that
one could translate a general test configuration into some geometric data on the
Okounkov body, as in the toric case.

0.3.4 Filtrations of the section ring

The collection of vector spaces of sections HY(X, kL) can be given the struc-
ture of a graded algebra by using tensor multiplications (s € H%(X, kL) and
t € H°(X,mL) implies that st := s ® t € H°(X,(k + m)L)). The total
algebra is called the section ring of L and denoted by R(L).

In [7] Boucksom-Chen showed how certain filtrations of the section ring
give rise to concave functions on the Okounkov body, and how this concave
function captures information about the asymptotic behaviour of the filtration.

Let us first define what we mean by a filtration.

DEFINITION 6. By a filtration F of a graded algebra & Vy, we mean a vector

space-valued map from R x N,
F: (/\,k) [ — .7:)\Vk7

such that for any k, F)\V}, is a family of subspaces of V}, that is decreasing and

left-continuous in \.

In [7] Boucksom-Chen consider filtrations which behaves well with respect
to the multiplicative structure of the algebra.

They give the following definition.

DEFINITION 7. Let F be a filtration of a graded algebra @, Vy,. We shall say
that

(i) F is multiplicative if
(FAVi)(FyVin) € FainVitm

forall k,m € Nand \,n € R.
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(ii) F is pointwise left-bounded if for each k F)\Vy, = V}, for some .

(iii) F is linearly right-bounded if there exist a constant C' such that for all k,
FrcVi = {0}

A filtration F is said to be admissible (in lack of a better word) if it is
multiplicative, pointwise left-bounded and linearly right-bounded.

Let F be an admissible filtration of the section ring. For any real number A
we consider the subring R(L, \) := @& FraH (X, kL).

Following [22] one can define the Okounkov body of R(L, \), simply using
the sections in the subring in the construction. We thus get a family of convex
sets A(L, \). We get a function G[F] on A(L) by letting

G[F](x) :=sup{A:z € A(L,\)}.

The fact that F is multiplicative makes G[F] concave, thus G[F] is called the
concave transform of the filtration F.
Given a filtration F one can encode the way the dimension of 7 HY(X, kL)

jumps as a function of \ by considering the positive measures
d . 0
Ui 1= a(_dlkaAH (X,kL)).
The next theorem is the main result in [7].

THEOREM 6. The sequence i, /k™ converges weakly as measures to the push-
forward measure G[]—"]*(d:q A(L)), Where dx|a(ry denotes the restriction of

Lebesgue measure to the Okounkov body.

0.3.5 The concave transform of a test configuration

The main observation in paper 2 is that a test configuration gives rise to an
admissible filtration of the section ring. Building on this, it was subsequently
noted by Szekylyhidi in [34] that specifying a test configurations is equivalent
to specifying a finitely generated filtration of the section ring, which means that
one can recreate the test configuration from the filtration.
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We will briefly describe how one gets the filtration starting from a test con-
figuration.

For simplicity assume £; = L,ie. 7 = 1. Let s € H%(X,kL) be a
holomorphic section. Then using the C*-action p on £LZ* we get a canonical
extension 5 € HO(X \ Xo, £L2¥) which is invariant under the action p, simply
by letting

5(p()x) := p(7)s(x) (18)

forany 7 € C*and x € X.

We prove that this section extends over X to a global meromorphic section
of £LZ%, We then get a filtration by letting Fy H°(X, kL) consist of those sec-
tions whose extension to X’ vanish along X to order A or more (when A < 0
the section is allowed a pole of at most order —\). Another way to put it is
to say that a section lies in Fy H(X, kL) if its extension multiplied by z~*
extends to a global holomorphic section. Here z is the holomorphic variable on
the base C.

That the filtration we get is multiplicative is immediate, and the bounded-
ness follows from a result due to Phong-Sturm (see [28]). Thus from the work
of Boucksom-Chen we see that get a concave function on the Okounkov body.
We will call this function the concave transform of the test configuration, de-
noted by G[7] if T denotes the test configuration.

We furthermore show that in the case of a toric test configuration, our con-
cave transform coincides with the piecewise linear function g considered by
Donaldson.

Using Theorem 6 we know that the function G[7 | captures the leading term
in the asymptotics of the measures p; associated to the filtration.

In order to calculate the Futaki invariant one usually look at the weights of
the C* action on H° (X, L((?k)7 where Lo := L|x,. These weights are also
encoded in the filtration, and summing the weights is the same as taking the
first moment of the measure fif.

Let wy, be the first moment of uy (i.e. wy = f ) and

dy, := dimH"(X, kL).
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Then from the equivariant Riemann-Roch theorem one gets that there is an
asymptotic expansion in powers of k of the expression wy, /kdy, (see e.g. [13]),
%i:pb_vua+0m4y

F is the Futaki invariant of 7 that we have denoted by F' or F(7T).
Since di, = vol(L)k™/n!+o(k™) and py /k™ converges weakly as measures
to G[7].dx Ay We get that

n!
%:wMﬂwAMQHm

The Futaki invariant also depends on the second order asymptotics of wyg
and dj, which is therefore in general not captured by G[7] and A(L) alone.
The toric case is very special in this sense. E.g. since the lattice points in
kP enumerate a basis for H°(Xp, kLp) the shape of P determines the Hilbert
polynomial of Lp, i.e. the full asymptotics of dj, and not only the leading term.
However, in [34] Szekylyhidi shows how one can use these ideas to study the

Futaki invariant.

0.3.6 Product test configurations and geodesic rays

There is a natural Riemannian metric we can put on H (L), the space of positive
metrics on L. The tangent space of H (L) is naturally identified with C'>°(X).
Let dVy := M A(¢)/n!. The norm of a tangent vector u at a point ¢ in H (L) is
then given by

[ /X [u2MA()/n.

This metric is called the Mabuchi metric (see [24], [33], [12]).

If we have a C*-action p on X which lifts to L we can think of it as a
simple kind of test configuration where X = X x C and £ = L X C. The
weight measures /i, then correspond to the weight measures of the C*-action
on HO(X,kL).

Let ¢ be a positive S'-invariant metric on L. Using the action p, we get a
geodesic ray ¢; in H(L) such that ¢; = ¢. Let us denote the ¢ derivative at
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the point one by . It is a real-valued function on X. By the function qS/ 2 we
can push forward the measure dV to a measure on R, which we denote by 114.
This measure does not depend on the particular choice of positive S*-invariant
metric ¢. In fact, we have the following.

THEOREM 7. If we denote the product test configuration by T , and the corre-
sponding concave transform by G[T|, then for any positive S*-invariant metric
¢ it holds that

pg = G[T]sdx|a(L).- (19)

The rescaled weight measures py, /k™ converges weakly to the right-hand-
side of (6). Using the approach of Berndtsson in [4], one can also show that the
sequence iy /k™ converges weakly to the left-hand-side of (6), thus proving the
theorem.

What this result tells us is that the level sets of the moment map b /2 are
related to to the level sets of G[7]. This relationship is investigated further by

Julius Ross and the author in a paper still in preparation.

0.4 Paper III

The third paper is joint with Julius Ross from the University of Cambridge. It
presents a general construction of weak geodesic rays in the space of positive
singular metrics of an ample line bundle L.

But let us first review some background material.

In the last section we touched upon the subject of geodesics in the space of
positive metrics on a line bundle. An important motivation for studying such

geodesics is again the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture.

0.4.1 The Mabuchi K-energy

Let S = S(¢) denote the scalar curvature of the Kéhler metric associated to
dd°¢. We want to understand when we can find a metric ¢ in (L) such that

the scalar curvature S(¢) is constant (i.e. a cscK metric). Let S be the average
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of S,
_ 1
5= iy . S04,
In fact
S(¢)M A(¢) = nRic(¢) A (dd°¢)" !

so it follows that S is a topological constant depending only on c;(L) and
C1 (K X )
Similar to the variational defininition of the Monge-Ampere energy

E(u / G MA(S)

one can define a functional K that involves the scalar curvature by letting

1
vol(X)

K(6n,0) = /X (5 — S(60)MA(gy).

The bifunctional K thus defined is called the Mabuchi K-energy. It has the
cocycle property just as the Monge-Ampere energy, and therefore we can fix ¢
and identify the K-energy with the functional K (-, %) on H(L). We see that if
S(¢) is constant then ¢ is a critical point of the K-energy.

One can show that the K -energy is convex along any geodesic, and even
strictly convex if the automorphism group is discrete. So in that case, if any two
points in H (L) could be joined by a geodesic it would imply that a metric with
constant scalar curvature would be unique. A recent result of Lempert-Vivas
in [23] however shows that there are situations where (L) is not geodesically
connected.

The question of uniqueness of cscK metrics is thus related to geodesic seg-
ments in H(L). The question of existence is conjecturally related to geodesic
rays rather than segments.

Heuristically, if the K-energy is bounded from below and proper in H(L),
one should be able to find a critical point ¢, which would give us a cscK metric.
So the non-existence of such a metric should imply something about the bound-

ary behaviour of the K-energy. A conjecture due to Donaldson in [11] says that
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there is no cscK metric in H (L) iff there is a geodesic ray ¢y, t € [0, 00) in
H(L) with

d

—K

7 (¢1,9) <0
for all ¢.

0.4.2 Geodesic rays

Thus understanding geodesics and in particular geodesic rays has a possible
bearing on the existence problem for cscK metric. A number of authors have
studied this (e.g. Chen-Tian, Donaldson, Phong-Sturm, Mabuchi and Semmes
among others).

It was realized in [11, 24, 33] that a curve ¢, is a geodesic iff it solves a
homogeneous Monge-Ampere equation on X x A where A is an annulus or a
puntured disc, the case of a punctured disc corresponds to geodesic rays.

Specifically, let A := {e® < |z| < ¢’} be an annulus and let 7 be the
projection from X x A to X. Given a curve ¢¢, a < t < b, of positive met-
rics, consider the metric ®(x,w) := ¢, ||(x) on 7*(L). Then the geodesic
equation for ¢, is equivalent to the degenerate homogeneous Monge-Ampere
equation

Q" =0 onX x A, (20)

where Q) = pjw + dd°® and pjwy is the pullback of the curvature of the initial
metric.

Arrezo-Tian in [1] have shown how to construct geodesic rays given some
special data using the Cauchy-Kowaleski theorem. See also the work of Chen
in [10].

It is generally hard to construct geodesic rays, since the assumptions are
so strong. Because of the difficulties many authors (e.g. Chen, Phong-Sturm,
Song-Zelditch and Sun) have studied a more general class of curves in the space
of positive singular metrics called weak geodesics.

Let ¢ be a curve in PSH(L). This curve is called a weak geodesic if the
metric ®(x,w) := @y ju|(2) is a locally bounded positive singular metric on
7* (L) which solves the homogeneous Monge-Ampere equation M A(¢;) = 0
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on X x A. When A is a punctured disc ¢ is called a weak geodesic ray. In this
case we usually think of the parameter ¢ as going from zero to plus infinity.
These weak geodesic rays are easier to construct than true ones. E.g. one
can use envelope techniques.
Let ¢ be a smooth metric on an ample line bundle L. Then we can consider
the envelope P(¢) which is defined as

P(¢) :=sup{¢: ¢ < ¢, € PSH(L)}.

Then P(¢) is a positive singular metric (i.e. not smooth) and by the work
of Bedford-Taylor the Monge-Ampere of P(¢) is zero on the set where the
envelope P(¢) is strictly less than ¢ (see [2]). By looking at the product X x P!
say and a suitable smooth metric on L X O(1) one can use a variant of this
envelope construction to produce weak geodesic rays. In order to get something
non-trivial though one has to impose some condition on the allowed behaviour

at the origin for the candidate metrics in the envelope.

0.4.3 Phong-Sturm rays

Because of the connection to the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture one is partic-
ularly interested in (weak) geodesic rays associated to test configurations. Pick
a positive metric ¢ and a test configuration 7. In [28] Phong-Sturm show how
to construct a weak geodesic ray ¢, emanating from ¢ using the test configu-
ration. The behaviour of ¢; as ¢ tends to infinity is then governed by the test
configuration.

We will briefly describe their construction here.

Using ¢ one gets scalar products (-, -)x, on the vector spaces H°(X, kL),
by letting

(81782)k¢ ::/Xslﬁe_k‘bMA((b).

Recall that a test configuration give rise to a filtration J of each vector space
HO(X, kL) (see section 0.3.5). Let \; be an enumeration in increasing order of
the numbers where F H(X, kL) drops in dimension. There is a unique de-

composition of H°(X, kL) into a direct sum of mutually orthogonal subspaces
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V; such that ),V is the sum of V; over the indices i such that A\; > . If we
allow for A; to be equal to \; even when ¢ # j, we can assume that all the sub-
spaces V; are one dimensional. This additional decomposition is not unique, but
that will not matter in what follows. Let s; be a section in V; of unit length, then

{s;} is an orthonormal basis. Consider the curve of positive singular metrics

1 .
D(t) == % In (XZ: e si|?).
The Phong-Sturm ray is the limit
¢¢ := lim (sup D;(¢))*. 21

k—oo >k

Phong-Sturm prove that the curve ¢, is a weak geodesic ray. That ¢g = ¢
follows from a celebrated result by Bouche-Catlin-Tian-Zelditch [6, 9, 36, 39]
on Bergman kernel asymptotics.

Note that in linking geodesics with the Mabuchi K-energy the regularity was
essential. Therefore it is important to know what kind of regularity the weak
geodesic rays possess. In [30] Phong-Sturm prove that the weak geodesic rays

¢ are of class C™® forany 0 < o < 1.

0.4.4 The Legendre transform

A test configuration is an algebraic object, while positive singular metrics and
weak geodesic rays belong to the more analytical realm of pluripotential theory.
The object of the third paper is to show that one can use a larger class than the
(algebraic) test configurations to construct weak geodesic rays. We call the
objects in this larger class analytical test configurations, because in this context
they play a role similar to that of an ordinary test configurations.

Before giving the definition of an analytic test configuration we will dis-
cuss the Kiselman minimum principle and the Legendre transform of curves of
positive metrics.

A very important property of the class of plurisubharmonic functions is that
it is closed under taking maximum, and the supremum of a family of plurisub-

harmonic functions is plurisubharmonic after regularization. Onthe other hand,
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the minimum of two plurisubharmonic functions is very seldom plurisubhar-
monic. There is one situation though where one gets plurisubharmonic func-
tions after taking infimum, this is described by Kiselman’s minimum principle
(see [20)).

THEOREM 8. Let (2 be a pseudoconvex domain in C™ x C™ such that if (x,y) €
Q then (x,y’) € Q for all y' such that Rey = Re /. Let w be the projection
w(x,y) = x, and assume for simplicity that the fibers are connected. Let u
be a plurisubharmonic function on Q) which is independent of Im y. Then the
Sfunction v on w(QY) defined by

v(z) := inf{u(z,y) : (z,y) € Q}
is plurisubharmonic.

Let ¢, be a weak geodesic ray in PSH(L). Thinking of ¢ as a complex
coordinate where ¢, is independent of Im ¢ means that ¢, is a positive singular
metric on X x {t > 0}. By choosing a suitible open cover of X by pseudocon-

vex domains the Kiselman minimum principle implies that the metric

o = inf{¢; : t > 0}

lies in PSH(L), unless it is identically —occ. For any real number A the curve
¢ — tA is still a weak geodesic ray. Thus we get a family of positive singular

metrics
Py = inf{ep; —tA:t > 0}

parametrized by A. That ¢, is locally plurisubharmonic in all variables and in-
dependent of Im ¢ implies that ¢, is convex in ¢. Since ¢y is the infimum of
metrics that are linear and thus concave in A we get that the curve ¢, is concave
in A

A curve ¢, in PSH(L) independent of Im ¢ which is a locally bounded
positive singular metric on X X {t > 0} is called a weak subgeodesic ray. From
the procedure above we see that any weak subgeodesic ray produces a concave
curve of positive singular metrics. Note that even if the original curve ¢, is
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smooth, the concave curve ¥, can be highly singular (e.g. it will be identically
—oo for A >> 0).

We call 9, the Legendre transform of the subgeodesic ¢;. Kiselman in [20]
and others have used the local version of this Legendre transform to study sin-
gularities of plurisubharmonic functions. Here it gives us information of the
limit behaviour of ¢, as t tends to infinity.

There is also a Legendre transform going in the opposite direction. Let vy,
A € R be a concave curve of positive singular metrics such that v is equal to
some locally bounded metric ¥_ o, for A << 0, and —oo for A >> 0. Then we

can consider the curve ¢, defined by
¢ := (sup{en +tA: A € R},

where the star means we take the upper semicontinuous regularization. Then ¢
is a weak subgeodesic ray.

If we start with a weak subgeodesic ray ¢, since the Legendre transform is
an involution it follows that the Legendre transform of the concave curve ) is
our original ¢;. So if ¢; happened to be a weak geodesic the Legendre transform

of ¢, would subsequently be a weak geodesic.

0.4.5 Analytic test configurations

The objective of paper 3 was to find a more general analytical procedure to con-
struct weak geodesics than the one proposed by Phong-Sturm. Recall that in
the heuristics behind using test configurations to construct weak geodesic rays
the test configuration encodes the limiting behaviour of the ray as ¢ tends to
infinity. We have seen that a way to understand this limiting behaviour is to
apply the Legendre transform and thus get a concave curve of positive singular
metrics. In our paper we consider certain equivalence classes of concave curves
of metrics that we call analytic test configurations. Given this data and a start-
ing metric ¢, we show how to construct a weak geodesic ray by an envelope
procedure followed by a Legendre transform.

Let us be more precise.
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First some definitions from pluripotential theory. A set is called complete
pluripolar if it can be described locally as the set where a plurisubharmonic
function is minus infinity. We say that a positive singular metric ¢ has small
unbounded locus if the set where 1) fails to be locally bounded is contained in a
closed complete pluripolar subset of X (see [8]).

We can now define what we mean by a test curve.
DEFINITION 8. A map \ — v from R to PSH (L) is called a test curve if

(i) ¥y is concave in X,
(ii) and 1y has small unbounded locus whenever 1\ £ —oc.
There should also exist a constant C' such that
(iii) 1y is equal to some locally bounded positive metric 1, for A < —C,
(iiii) and Y\ = —oo for A\ > C.

We say that two metrics ¢ and 15 in PSH (L) have the same singularity

type if for some constant C' we have that
Y1 — C <y <hy +C.

We let Sing(L) denote the set of singularity types in PSH(L).
If we have a test curve v, we get a curve [1,] in Sing(L), where of course

[¢] denotes the equivalence class of .

DEFINITION 9. A concave curve [1y] in Sing(L) which is the image of a test
curve Y under the natural projection 1 — [¢] is called an analytic test con-

figuration.

We say that the analytic test configuration [¢),] is trivial if there exists a
number A, such that [¢,] = [¢] for A < A, and [1h)] = [—o0] for A > ..
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0.4.6 Maximal envelopes

Our process of constructing weak geodesics has two steps. The first step con-
sists in taking certain envelopes, called maximal envelopes.

Let ¢ be a continuous metric and 1) a positive singular metric. Then the
envelope Py ¢ is defined as

Py = sup{y)/ < min{¢, 9} : ¢/ € PSH(L)}.

This is a new positive singular metric. We can also form an envelope with
respect to the singularity type [¢] rather than v, by letting

Py = lim Pyicé.

After taking the usc regularization we get a positive singular metric ¢, which
we call the maximal envelope of ¢ with respect to the singularity type [¢].

DEFINITION 10. If ¢ € PSH(L), then 1 is said to be maximal with respect
to a metric ¢ if Y < ¢ and furthermore 1) = ¢ a.e. with respect to M A(1).

Since ¢ might not be locally bounded by M A(t)) we mean the nonpluripo-
lar Monge-Ampere measure of ¥ (see [8]).

A key technical result in our paper is the proof that the maximal envelope
@[y of any continuous metric ¢ with respect to any singularity type [¢] is max-
imal with respect of ¢.

Given a positive metric ¢ and an analytic test configuration [¢)] we get a
new concave curve by considering the curve of maximal envelopes ¢y, ;. It is
not hard to show that this is a test curve. So we can let ¢; be the Legendre
transform

1 = (sup{dpy,) +1A: A €RP",

Our main theorem is then the following.

THEOREM 9. For any positive metric ¢ and any analytic test configuration [1),]
it holds that the Legendre transform

bt = (sup{gjy,) +tA: A € R})”

is a weak geodesic ray emanating from ¢.
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0.4.7 Proof of main theorem

We have already remarked that the Legendre transform ¢, is a weak subgeodesic.
It is well-known that in order to prove that a weak subgeodesic ¢, is a weak
geodesic it suffices to show that the Monge-Ampere energy E(¢y, ¢) is linear in
t. E.g. this is what Phong-Sturm did to prove that their ray was a weak geodesic.

To calculate the energy £(¢;, ¢) we use the following lemma.

LEMMA 10. Suppose that 1) is maximal with respect to a positive metric ¢ with

small unbounded locus, and let t > 0. Then we have that
e Maw) < ety +roho) <t [ MA@ @)
X X

Remark. This is one place where the somewhat annoying assumption of
the metrics in the test curve having small unbounded locus comes into the argu-

ment.
Let N be a big natural number and let o; := ¢y, ], ¢ € Z. Then ¢, can be
approximated by

oY = max{p; +ti/N}.

Let

oM = maz;<p{p: +ti/N}.

= Elp<irp<i)-

J

Using the concavity of qbiv M e show that

E( z]tV’MH@iV’M) = E(max{prr+1 +t/N,om}, om).

Since @ r41 is maximal with respect to ¢ s we can use Lemma 10 to conclude
that

t t
- / MA(parar) < E(NMH oMy < L / MA(pr).
N Jx N Jx
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Let ¢ be such that ¢; = ¢. Then qSiV ot = ¢ + ti/N. By the cocycle property of
the Monge-Ampere energy we get that

EoY,¢) = EY, 017") + E(d),¢) =
= > e i [ Mage),
X

M>i
By letting N tend to infinity and using continuity properties of the Monge-
Ampere energy one arrives at the following equation:

o0

E(berd) = —t / MF(V),

A=—00

where
F()\) ::/)(MA(gb[w]).

In particular it shows that the Monge-Ampere energy is linear in ¢, thus theorem
9 follows.

0.4.8 Connection to the work of Phong-Sturm

One natural question is how this relates to the construction of Phong-Sturm.
Let F be an admissible filtration of the section ring R(L) (see section 0.3.4
for the definition). Let us also choose a positive metric ¢. We saw above that we
have an orthonormal basis {s; } of HY(X, kL) with respect to the scalar product
(-, -)ke, Where the section s; is associated to the weight \; (see section 0.4.3).

Let 11, » denote the metric

YA = %lﬂ ( Z ENRE
IST PPN
where Iy, » := {i : A\; > kA}. Thus ¢, ) is the Bergman metric associated to
the projection down to the subspace Fy\ H?(X, kL).
In our paper we prove that for any A the sequence of metrics 95,  converges
and the usc regularization of the limit is a positive singular metric denoted qﬁf
(with the possibility that ¢f = —o00). This is in fact a test curve, so it defines an

analytic test configuration. Using a a Skoda-type division theorem we are also
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able to prove that the metrics ¢ are maximal with respect to ¢, thus it follows
that the Legendre transform of this test curve is a weak geodesic ray emanating
from ¢.

In the case of an (algebraic) test configuration we can use the associated
filtration to thus get weak geodesic rays emanating from any positive metric ¢
we choose.

Let us compare the k:th step approximation of this ray with the correspond-
ing approximation of the Phong-Sturm ray. Note that

1
,(/)k,)\i/k +t)\l/k = %ln( Z ef)\i‘sj|2).

JE€EIk,x;

We thus get that our k:th step approximation is

Wy (t) := Sl;p{wk,/\ +tA} = Sklp{lﬁk,&/k +thi/k} =

1
:sgp{%ln( Z ethi sj|2)}.

JEIK, A,

Compare this to the approximation of the Phong-Sturm ray:
1
O(t) = 7 In ( XL: e]s]?).

Here is an elementary lemma.
LEMMA 11. If {a; : i € I} is a finite set of real numbers and k a positive

integer then

1 kas 1
r?glxaiggln(iezle )gl?ealxaiJrglnHL (23)

It shows that for & large, 1/k times the logarithm of a sum of exponetials

ek is closely approximated by the maximum of the numbers a;. If we let
1 2
a; = Eln|sl(aj)| +t\/k,

then we see that ®(¢)(x) is approximated by max{a; }. On the other hand, by

the same lemma we get that max{a; } also approximates

%ln( Z et sj(x)|2)

i7j:)‘_72>\j
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But another application of the lemma tells us that this is approximated by

max{b; }, where

b= (32 I ()?) + hi/k = dnule) + tAi /K
YRSV
This shows that Uy (¢) — ®(t) tends to zero as k tends to infinity.

This makes it very probable that the two weak geodesic rays coincide, but it
is not a proof since one has to take into account the different limiting procedures
in the definitions. We do prove that when the analytic test configuration we get
is non-trivial, then the two rays do coincide.
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Transforming metrics on a line bundle

to the Okounkov body

ABSTRACT

Let L be a big holomorphic line bundle on a compact complex manifold X.
We show how to associate a convex function on the Okounkov body of L to
any continuous metric e~% on L. We will call this the Chebyshev transform of
1, denoted by c[t)]. Our main theorem states that n! times the integral of the
difference of the Chebyshev transforms of two weights is equal to the Monge-
Ampere energy of the weights, which is a well-known functional in Kéhler-
Einstein geometry and Arakelov geometry. We show that this can be seen as
a generalization of classical results on Chebyshev constants and the Legendre
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transform of invariant metrics on toric manifolds. As an application we prove

the differentiability of the Monge-Ampere energy in the ample cone.

1.1 Introduction

In [8] and [9] Kaveh-Khovanskii and Lazarsfeld-Mustatd initiated a systematic
study of Okounkov bodies of divisors and more generally of linear series. Our
goal is to contribute with an analytic viewpoint.

It was Okounkov who in his papers [10] and [11] introduced a way of asso-
ciating a convex body in R" to any ample divisor on a n-dimensional projective
variety. This convex body, called the Okounkov body of the divisor and denoted
by A(L), can then be studied using convex geometry. It was recognized in [9]
that the construction works for arbitrary big divisors.

We will restrict ourselves to a complex projective manifold X, and instead of
divisors we will for the most part use the language of holomorphic line bundles.
Because of this, in the construction of the Okounkov body, we prefer choosing
local holomorphic coordinates instead of the equivalent use of a flag of subva-
rieties (see [9]). We use additive notation for line bundles, i.e. we will write
kL instead of L®* for the k:th tensor power of L. We will also use the additive
notation for metrics. If & is a hermitian metric on a line bundle, we may write
itas h = e¥, and call 1) a weight. Thus if ¢ is a weight on L, kv is a weight
onkL.

The main motivation for studying Okounkov bodies has been their connec-
tion to the volume function on divisors. Recall that the volume of a line bundle
L is defined as

vol(L) := liirisip g—idim(HO(kL)).
A line bundle is said to be big if it has positive volume. From here on, all line
bundles L we consider will be assumed to be big. By Theorem A in [9], for any
big line bundle L it holds that

volgn (A(L)) = %VOI(L).
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We are interested in studying certain functionals on the space of weights on
L that refine vol(L) (see below).
A weight v is said to be psh if

ddey > 0

as a current. Given two locally bounded psh weights ¢ and ¢ we define £(1, )

as

T J (- ey n e

which we will refer to as the Monge-Ampere energy of ¢ and . This bifunc-
tional first appeared in the works of Mabuchi and Aubin in Ké&hler-Einstein
geometry (see [1] and references therein).

If ¢ and ¢ are continuous but not necessarily psh, we may still define
a Monge-Ampere energy, by first projecting them down to the space of psh
weights,

P(1) := sup{¢’ : ¢' <), ¢ psh}.

We are therefore led to consider the functional

W) n+12 / P)(dd P())? A(dd°P(¢)" ™, (1.1)

where () denotes the dense Zariski-open set where both P(v)) and P(y) are
locally bounded. For psh weights 1, trivially P(¢)) = 1), therefore there is
no ambiguity in the notation. The Monge-Ampere energy can be seen as a
generalization of the volume since if we let ¥ be equal to ¢ + 1, from e.g. [1]
we have that

amwzﬁwwwwzmm»

Given a continuous weight ¢, we will show how to construct an associated
convex function on the interior of the Okounkov body of L which we will call
the Chebyshev transform of 1, denoted by c[¢)]. The construction can be seen
to generalize both the Chebyshev constants in classical potential theory and the
Legendre transform of convex functions (see subsections 9.2 and 9.3 respec-

tively).
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First we construct A(L). Choose a point p € X and local holomorphic
coordinates z1, ..., 2, centered at p. Choose also a trivialization of L around p.
With respect to this trivialization any holomorphic section s € H°(L) can be

written as a convergent power series in the coordinates z;,
s = g anz®.
(0%

Consider the lexicographic order on N”, and let v(s) denote the smallest index

a (i.e. with respect to the lexicographic order) such that

ao # 0.

We let v(HY(L)) denote the set {v(s) : s € H°(L)}, and finally let the Ok-
ounkov body of L, denoted by A(L), be defined as closed convex hull in R™ of

the union

U %U(Ho(kzL)).

E>1
Observe that the construction depends on the choice of p and the holomorphic
coordinates. For other choices, the Okounkov bodies will in general differ.
Now let ¢ be a continuous weight on L. There are associated supremum

norms on the spaces of sections H°(kL),
HSsz .= sup{|s(z)|2e P},
reX

If v(s) = ka for some section s € H(kL), we let A, j denote the affine space
of sections in H°(kL) of the form

z*® 4 higher order terms.

We define the discrete Chebyshev transform F[y)] on ., v(H°(kL)) x {k}
as

Fl)(ka, k) := inf{In||s||Z, : s € Aai}.
THEOREM 1. Forany pointp € A(L)° and any sequence (k) € 1v(H° (kL))

converging to p, the limit

lim %F[w](ka(k), k)

k—oo
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exists and only depends on p. We may therefore define the Chebyshev transform
of Y by letting

1
ly)(p) = Jim 3 F0)(ka(k), k),

for any sequence o(k) converging to p.

The main observation underlying the proof is the fact that the discrete Cheby-
shev transforms are subadditive. Our proof is thus very much inspired by the
work of Zaharjuta, who in [14] used subadditive functions on N when study-
ing directional Chebyshev constants, and also by the article [3] where Bloom-
Levenberg extend Zaharjutas results to a more general weighted setting, but still
in C™ (we show in section 7 how to recover the formula of Bloom-Levenberg
from Theorem 1).

We prove a general statement concerning subadditive functions on subsemi-

groups of N that generalizes a result of Zaharjuta.

THEOREM 2. LetT' C N? be a semigroup which generates 7% as a group, and
let F' be a subadditive function on I" which is locally bounded from below by
some linear function. Then for any sequence o(k) € T such that |a(k)| — oo
and % — p € X(I')° (2(T") denotes the convex cone generated by T') for
some point p in the interior of X3(T'), the limit

F(alk

L Fa(k)
koo |a(k)|

exists and only depends on F and p. Furthermore the function

= tim £1edb)
c[F](p) == lim_ (k)]

thus defined on (T")° N X° is convex.

Theorem 1 will follow from Theorem 2.
It should be pointed out that related Chebyshev transforms play an important
role in [12] in the context of Arakelov geometry.

Our main result on the Chebyshev transform is the following.
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THEOREM 3. Let 1) and ¢ be two continuous weights on L. Then it holds that

() = nl / (clg] — clv))dn, (1.2)

A(L)e
where d)\ denotes the Lebesgue measure on A(L).

The proof of Theorem 3 relies on the fact that one can use certain L?-norms
related to the weight, called Bernstein-Markov norms, to compute the Cheby-
shev transform. With the help of these one can interpret the right-hand side
in equation (1.2) as a limit of Donaldson bifunctionals L (1, ¢). On the other
hand, the main theorem in [1] says that the bifunctionals L (1), ) converges to
the Monge-Ampere energy when k tends to infinity, which gives us our theo-
rem.

Because of the homogeneity of the Okounkov body, i.e.
A(kL) = kA(L),

one may define the Okounkov body of an arbitrary Q-divisor D by letting

A(D) == ~A(D),
p

for any integer p clearing all denominators in D. Theorem B in [9] states that
one may in fact associate an Okounkov body to an arbitrary big R-divisor, such
that the Okounkov bodies are fibers of a closed convex cone in R" x N1 (X)g,
where N'(X)g denotes the Neron-Severi space of R-divisors. We show that
this can be done also on the level of Chebyshev transforms, i.e. there is a con-
tinuous and indeed convex extension of the Chebyshev transforms to the space
of continuous weights on big R-divisors. We prove Theorem 3 for weights on
ample R-divisors.

As an application we prove that the Monge-Ampere energy is differentiable
in the ample cone. In [1] Berman-Boucksom consider as a function of ¢ the
Monge-Ampere of weights ¢, and ¢, where vy vary smoothly with ¢. Theorem
B in [1] states that the function

F(t) := &L, )
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then is differentiable in ¢, and that the derivative is given by
B0 = [ dutade )"
Q

where 1), denotes the derivative of ¢/ at . In section 9 we prove a generalization
of this in the ample setting where the underlying R-divisor L, varies with ¢

within the ample cone.

THEOREM 4. Let A;, i = 1,...,m be a finite collection of ample line bundles,
and for each i let 1; and p; be two continuous weights on A;. Let O denote the
open cone in R™ such that a € O iff > a; A; is an ample R-divisor. Then the
function

F(a) = Exan, O aithi, Y aips)
is Ct on O.

We also calculate the differential. If we consider the special case where A

is ample and ¢ is some positive continuous weight on A, and let

F(t) :=Enrea(th1 + tp, e + o)

for some continuous weights )1 and > on an ample divisor L. Then our calcu-

lations show that

AURDY [ (Pl) = Pt (@ PG A (@ P

(1.3)

Another special case is the following. If A is an ample divisor and s4 is

a defining section for A, by multiplying with s%’tk we get embeddings of the
spaces H'(k(L — tA)) into H°(kL). There is also an associated map between

the spaces of weights, where 1, maps to

Vr—ta = —tln|sa|?

It follows from the proof of Theorem 4 that

d

) Ex(Yr—ta,0r-ta) = —Ea(Vr, 0L).
0
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Our proof uses the same approach as the proof of the differentiability of
the volume in [9]. Since the Monge-Ampere energy is given by the integral
of Chebyshev transforms over Okounkov bodies, when we differentiate we get
one term coming from the variation of the Okounkov body, as studied in [9], and
one term coming from the variation of the Chebyshev transforms. We observe
that if one in formula (1.3) as ¥ chooses the positive weight In |s|?, and let
Yo = o + 1, using the Lelong-Poincare formula one recovers the formula for
the derivative of the volume in the ample cone, i.e.

d
£|0V01X(L +tA) = nvola(L)14)),

where [A] denotes the divisor {s = 0}.

1.1.1 Organization

In section 2 we start by defining the Okounkov body of a semigroup, and we
recall a result on semigroups by Khovanskii that will be of great use later on.

Section 3 deals with subadditive functions on subsemigroups of N**+! and
contains the proof of Theorem 2.

The definition of the Okounkov body of a line bundle follows in section 4.

In section 5 we define the discrete Chebyshev transform of a weight, and
prove that this function has the properties needed for Thereom 2 to be applica-
ble. We thus prove Theorem 1. We also show that the difference between two
Chebyshev transforms is bounded on the interior of the Okounkov body.

The Monge-Ampere energy of weights is introduced in section 6. Here we
also state our main theorem, Theorem 3.

In section 7 we show how one can use Bernstein-Markov norms instead of
supremum norms in the construction of the Chebyshev transform.

The proof of Theorem 3 follows in section 8.

Section 9 discusses previuos results.

In subsection 9.1 we observe that if we in (1.2) let ¢ be equal to 1) + 1, then
we recover Theorem A in [9], i.e. that

volgn (A(L)) = %VOI(L).
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In subsection 9.2 we move on to clarify the connection to the classical
Chebyshev constants. We see that if we embed C into P! and choose our
weights wisely then formula (1.2) gives us the classical result in potential the-
ory that the Chebyshev constant and transfinite diamter of a regular compact set
in C coincides. See subsection 9.2 for definitions.

Subsection 9.3 studies the case of a toric manifold, with a torus invariant
line bundle and invariant weights. We calculate the Chebyshev transforms, and
observe that for invariant weights, the Chebyshev transform equals the Legen-
dre transform of the weight seen as a function on R™.

We show in section 10 that if the line bundle is ample, the Chebyshev trans-
form is defined on the zero-fiber of the Okounkov body, not only in the interior.

Using the Ohsawa-Takegoshi extension theorem we prove that

& (P P@y) = (0= 1! [ (elo] - cle)(0,a)da, (1)
A(L)o
where A(L)q denotes the zero-fiber of A(L), and Y is a submanifold locally
given by the equation z; = 0.

In section 11 we show how to translate the results of Bloom-Levenberg to
our language of Chebyshev transforms. We reprove Theorem 2.9 in [3] using
our Theorem 3, equation (1.4) and a recursion formula from [1].

We show in section 12 how to construct a convex and therefore continuous
extension of the Chebyshev transform to arbitrary big R-divisors.

In section 13 we move on to prove Theorem 4 concerning the differentiabil-
ity of the Monge-Ampere energy in the ample cone.

1.1.2 Acknowledgement

First of all I would like to thank Robert Berman for proposing the problem to
me. In addition to Robert Berman I would also like to thank Bo Berndtsson and
Sebastien Boucksom for their numerous valuable comments and suggestions
concerning this article.



74 CHAPTER 1. PAPERI

1.2 The Okounkov body of a semigroup

Let I' C N"*! be a semigroup. We denote by ¥(T") € R"*! the closed convex
cone spanned by T'. By A, (T") we will denote the set

Ap(T) :={a: (ka,k) €T} CR".
DEFINITION 1. The Okounkov body A(T") of the semigroup T is defined as
AT) ={a:(a,1) e X))} CR".
It is clear that for all non-negative k,
AK(T) € A(D).
The next theorem is a result of Khovanskii from [7].

THEOREM 5. Assume that T' C N"*1 is a finitely generated semigroup which

generates 7" as a group. Then there exists an element z € (1), such that
(z4+2@)NZ T CT.

When working with Okounkov bodies of semigroups it is sometimes useful

to reformulate Theorem 5 into the following lemma.

LEMMA 6. Suppose that T is finitely generated, generates 7" as a group,
and also that A(T) is bounded. Then there exists a constant C such that for all

k. if
1 n
and if the distance between « and the boundary of A(T") is greater than C/k,
then in fact we have that
a € Ay (F)

Proof. By definition we that

ac AN (;Z> iff  (ka,k) € S(T)NnzZ T
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Also by definition
a € A(T) iff (ka, k) € T.
By Theorem 5 we have that
(ka,k) el if (ka, k) — z € (),

and since X(T") is a cone, (ka, k) — z € (1) iff (o, 1) — z/k € (). If (e, 1)
lies further than |z|/k from the boundary of 3(I"), then trivially (e, 1) — z/k €
3(T). Since by assumtion the Okounkov body is bounded, the distance between
(a, 1) and the boundary of 3(T") is greater than some constant times the distance
between « and the boundary of A(T"). The lemma follows. O

COROLLARY 7. Suppose that T generates 7"t as a group, and also that A(T")
is bounded. Then A(T") is equal to the closure of the union Ug>o Ak (T).

Proof. That
Ur>0Ax(I') € A(T)

is clear. For the opposite direction, we exhaust A(T") by Okounkov bodies of
finitely generated subsemigroups of I'. Therefore, without loss of generality we
may assume that I is finitely generated. We apply Lemma 6 which says that
all the (£Z)™ lattice points in A(T) whose distance to the boundary of A(T')
is greater that some constant depending on the element z in (5), divided by k,

actually lie in A (T"). The corollary follows. O

1.3 Subadditive functions on semigroups

Let I' be a semigroup. A real-valued function F' on I is said to be subadditive
if for all o, 8 € T" it holds that

F(a+ B) < F(a) + F(B).

If « € R™"*!, we denote the sum of its coordinates > a; by |«r|. We also let
»0 C R™*! denote the set

EO = {(a17“'7an+1) : ‘Oél = 179" > O}
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In [3] Bloom-Levenberg observe that one can extract from [14] the follow-

ing theorem on subadditive functions on N**1,

THEOREM 8. Let F be a subadditive function on N**1 which is bounded from
below by some linear function. Then for any sequence a(k) € N1 such that
|a(k)| — oo when k tends to infinity and such that

a(k)/lo(k)] — 0 € X°,

it holds that the limit

= lim M
c[F](0) := lim (k)|

exists and does only depend on 0. Furthermore, the function c[F thus defined

is convex on X0,

We will give a proof of this theorem which also shows that it holds locally,
i.e. that F does not need to be subadditive on the whole of N1 but only on
some open convex cone and only for large |«|. Then Zaharjuta’s theorem still
holds for the part of X° lying in the open cone. We will divide the proof into a

couple of lemmas.

LEMMA 9. Let O be an open convex cone in RT‘I and let I be a subadditive
function on (O '\ B(0, M)) N N"* where B(0, M) denotes the ball of radius
M centered at the origin, and M is any positive number. Then for any closed

convex cone K C O there exists a constant C'i such that
F(a) < Cklal
on (K \ B(0, M))nN"+L,

Proof. Pick points in (O \ B(0, M)) N N"*1 such that if we denote by T the
semigroup generated by the points, the convex cone X(I") should contain (K \
B(0,M)) and the distance between the boundaries should be positive. The
points should also generate Z"** as a group. Then from Theorem 5 it follows
that there exists an M’ such that

(K\ B(0O,M"))nN"*1 CT. (1.5)
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Let «; denote the generators of I' we picked. The inclusion (1.5) means that for
alla € (K \ B(0, M")) N N"*1 there exist non-negative integers a; such that

o = E a; 0.

By the subadditivity we therefore get that

F(a) < ZaiF(ai) < CZCM < Cla.

Since only finitely many points in (K \ B(0, M)) N N**! do not lie in (K \
B(0, M")) N N"*1 the lemma follows. O

LEMMA 10. Let O, K and F be as in the statement of Lemma 9. Let o be a
pointin (K°\ B(0, M))NN"*L and let y(k) be a sequence in (K \ B(0, M))N
N+ such that

[y(k)| — o0
when k tends to infinity and that

v(k)

L pe K

Iy (k)

for some point p in the interior of K. Let | be the ray starting in «/|a|, going
through p, and let q denote the first intersection of | with the boundary of K.
Denote by t the number such that

a
p:tm+(1—t)q.

Then there exists a constant C'i depending only of F' and K such that

 F(y()
o sup =)

F(a)

<t
|a

+ (1 — t)CK.

Proof. We can pick points 3; in (K \ B(0,M)) N N**! with 3;/|3;| lying
arbitrarily close to ¢, such that if I" denotes the semigroup generated by the

points 3; and o, ' generates Z"*! as a group and

p € X(I)°.
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Therefore from Theorem 5 it follows that for large k (k) can be written

k) =aa+ Zazﬂi

for non-negative integers a; and a. The subadditivity of F' gives us that

F(’Y(k)) < CLF + Zaz 61 < (IF + CKZaz|ﬂz|a

where we in the last inequality used Lemma 9. Dividing by |y(k)| we get

FoW) sl Fle) | o 5 wlbl

E) T (k)
Our claim is that Ijl(%l will tend to ¢ and that 3 a’w ¢ will tend to (1 —¢).

Consider the equations

) _ ool o 5 alfl o
T2

(B v(E)] el
and
«
p=t— +(1-1)q.
|af
Observe that N
= lp— m\.
lg — af
k)
I | ey —pl < 6 and |3
lp— 1ol +0

(B T g — ol =0

where £(8) goes to zero as § goes to zero. Similarly we have that

ala lp— a7l =9 ,
> >t —£(6), (1.6)
Al Ta= &1 10 ©)

where €’(J) goes to zero as § goes to zero. Since

a|a| Z (Mﬁz
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inequality (1.6) implies that

ail Bi e
2 S E@:

The lemma follows. ]

COROLLARY 11. Let O and F be as in the statement of Lemma 9. Then for
any sequence (k) in O N Z"* such that |a(k)| — oo when k tends to infinity
and such that a(k) /|a(k)| converges to some point p in O the limit

lim F(a)
w5 Ja(k)]

exists and only depends on F and p.

Proof. Let a(k) and B(k) be two such sequences converging to p. Let K C O
be some closed cone such that p € K°. Let us as in Lemma 10 write
B(k)
p=1tr——~ + (1 — tk)qk.
1B(F)]
For any € > 0, tj, is greater than 1 — £ when k is large enough. By Lemma 10
we have that for such &k

. F(a(m)) F(B(k)) F(B(k))
IS oy =W T TR S Ty O
where C comes from the lower bound
()
o = ¢

which holds for all § by assumption. Since € tends to zero when k gets large
we have that

F(B(K))

. Fla(k)) .. .
TP Tat] = T

By letting (k) = (k) we get existence of the limit, and by symmetry the limit
is unique. O
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PROPOSITION 12. The function c[F] on O N X° defined by
_ F(a(k))
F =1
lFIp) == Jim = )

for any sequence a(k) such that |a(k)| — oo and alk) p, which is well-
(k)|

defined according to Corollary 11, is convex, and therefore continuous.

Proof. First we wish to show that ¢[F'] is lower semicontinuous. Let p be a
point in O N X° and ¢, a sequence converging to p. From Lemma 10 it follows
that

c[F)(p) < liminf c[F](gn),

an—p
which is equivalent to lower semicontinuity.
Using this the lemma will follow if we show that for any two points p and ¢
in O N X° it holds that
pta,
2
Choose sequences a(k), B(k) € O N N"*! such that

ok) B

b,
(k)] 16(K)]
and for simplicity assume that |a(k)| = |3(k)|. Then

alk) +B(k) _ p+a
(k) + B(K)] 2

2¢[F( < c[F](p) + c[F](q)- (1.7)

Hence

pra,_ . Fla)+Ak) _ o F®) | FR)
2P () = lim =T S e A T

= c[Fl(p) + c[F(q)-
O

Together with Theorem 5 these lemmas yield a general result for subadditive
functions on subsemigroups of N"**1,

A function F' defined on a cone O is said to be locally linearly bounded from
below if for each point p € O there exists an open subcone O’ C O containing
p and a linear function A on O’ such that I > X on O’.
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THEOREM 13. Let I' C N"T! be a semigroup which generates Z"t' as a
group, and let F' be a subadditive function on I" which is locally linearly bounded
from below. Then for any sequence a(k) € T such that |a(k)] — oo and

@Eﬁ;‘ — p € X(T')° for some point p in the interior of ©(T"), the limit

1 Fla()
e Ja (k)

exists and only depends on F' and p. Furthermore the function

. Fla(k))
c[Fl(p) := lim ————~
FIED= 0 T
thus defined on (I")° N X° is convex.

Proof. By Theorem 5 it follows that for any point p € X(I")° there exists an
open convex cone O and a number M such that

(O\ B(0, M)) NN C T.

We can also choose O such that F' is bounded from below by a linear func-
tion on O. Therefore the theorem follows immediately from Corollary 11 and
Proposition 12. O

We will show how this theorem can be seen as the counterpart to Theorem

5 for subadditive functions.

DEFINITION 2. Let I be a subsemigroup of N"*1 and let F be a subadditive
function of I' which is locally linearly bounded from below. One defines the
convex envelope of F, denoted by P(F), as the supremum of all linear functions
on X(I")° dominated by F, or which ammounts to the same thing, the supremum

of all convex one-homogeneous functions on X(I')° dominated by F.

THEOREM 14. IfT generates Z"+! as a group, then for any subadditive func-
tion F on T which is locally linearly bounded from below it holds that

Fa) = P(F)(a) +o(|al)

fora e T'NnE(I)°.
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Proof. That
F(a) > P(F)(a)

follows from the definition. If we let ¢[F’] be defined on the whole of ¥(T")° by
letting

(0%
m%

it follows from Theorem 13 that ¢[F] will be convex and one-homogeneous. It

c[F)(e) = |efe[F](

will also be dominated by F’ since by the subadditivity

Flo)
laf

F(ka)
|kal

for all positive integers and therefore

F(a) > lim F(ka) _E
|| k—oo |kal
It follows that
P(F) > c[F].

For o € T" by definition we have that

P(F)(a) <

for all positive integers k. At the same time

AF(e) = Jim =

hence we get that
P(F)(a) < c[F](e)

for o € T Since both P(F') and ¢[F'] are convex they are continuous, so by the
homogeneity we get that
P(F) < ¢|F)

on X(T")°, and therefore P(F') = ¢[F']. The theorem now follows from Theorem
13. O
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1.4 The Okounkov body of a line bundle

In this section, following Okounkov, we will show how to associate a semigroup

to a line bundle.
DEFINITION 3. An order < on N" is additive if « < 8 and o/ < (' implies

that
a+ad <B+p.

One example of an additive order is the lexicographic order where

(ala ..‘,Oln) <lex (513 "'aﬁn)

iff there exists an index j such that a; < 3; and a; = 3; for i < j.

Let X be a compact projective complex manifold of dimension n, and L a
holomorphic line bundle, which we will assume to be big. Suppose we have
chosen a point p in X, and local holomorphic coordinates 21, ..., z,, around that
point, and let e, € H°(U, L) be a local trivialization of L around p. Any holo-
morphic section s € H°(X, kL) has an unique represention as a convergent

power series in the variables z;,
s
[0
ok > a2
P
which for convenience we will simply write as

s = g anz”.

We consider the lexicographic order on the multiindices «, and let v(s) denote

the smallest index « such that a,, # 0.

DEFINITION 4. Let I'(L) denote the set

U (w(E (kL)) x {k}) € N*T.

k>0
It is a semigroup, since for s € H°(kL) and t € H°(mL)
v(st) = v(s) +v(t). (1.8)

The Okounkov body of L, denoted by A(L), is defined as the Okounkov body of
the associated semigroup T'(L).
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We write Ag(T'(L)) simply as Ag(L).

Let us recall some basic facts on Okounkov bodies (see e.g. [9] for proofs).

LEMMA 15. The number of points in Ay (L) is equal to the dimension of the
vector space H°(kL).

LEMMA 16. The Okounkov body of a big line bundle is bounded, hence com-
pact.

LEMMA 17. If L is a big line bundle, T'(L) generates Z™"1 as a group. In fact

I'(L) contains a translated unit simplex.

Remark. Note that the additivity of v as seen in equation (1.8) only de-
pends on the fact that the lexicographic order is additive. Therefore we could
have used any total additive order on N to define a semigroup I'(L), and the
associated Okounkov body A(L). We will only consider the case where the

Okounkov body A(L) is bounded, and the semigroup I'(L) generates N as a
group.

LEMMA 18. For any closed set K contained in the convex hull of Ay (L) for
some M, there exists a constant C'ic such that if

1

and the distance between o and the boundary of K is greater than CTK, then
[ Ak(L)

Proof. Let I be the semigroup generated by the elements (M 3, M) where 3 €
Aps(L), and some unit simplex in I'(L). Applying Lemma 6 gives the lemma.
O

LEMMA 19. If K is relatively compact in the interior of A(L), there exists a
number M such that for k > M,

1

implies that o € A(L).
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Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 18 by choosing M such that the dis-
tance between K and the convex hull of Ay, (L) is strictly positive, therefore

greater than CTK for large k. 0

1.5 The Chebyshev transform

DEFINITION 5. A continuous hermitian metric h = e~% on a line bundle L is
a continuous choice of scalar product on the complex line L,, at each point p

on the manifold. If f is a local frame for L on Uy, then one writes

[fI? = hy=e "1,
where 1) ¢ is a continuous function on Ug. If h = e~V is a metric, 1 is called a
weight.

We will show how one to a given continuous weight associates a subadditive
function on the semigroup I'(L).
For all (ka, k) € T'(L), let us denote by A, 1, the affine space of sections in
HO(kL) of the form
2% higher order terms.

Consider the supremum norm |||z, on HY(kL) given by
15l = sup{|s(a)[Pe” ")}
reX
DEFINITION 6. We define the discrete Chebyshev transform F[] on T'(L) by
F[y](ka, k) := inf{ln Hs\|i¢ is € Akt

A section s in A, ,} which minimizes the supremum norm is called a
Chebyshev section.

LEMMA 20. The function F [ is subadditive.

Proof. Let (ka, k) and (I8,1) be two points in I'(L), and denote by

ka8
k41
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Thus we have that
(kv k) + (18,0) = ((k + Dy, k +1).
Let s be some section in A, 1 and s’ some section in Ag ;. Since

ss' = (2" + higher order terms)(z'” + higher order terms) =

= z(**+D7 4 higher order terms,

we see that ss” € A, ;. We also note that the supremum of the product of two

functions is less or equal to the product of the supremums, i.e.

s [|Eiiyy < llslliylls']17-
It follows that
inf{|[s[[3, : s € Aax}inf{||s'l[7y : 8" € Agy} <inf{[[t]|2 0y it € Ayrri}
which gives the lemma by taking the logarithm. O

LEMMA 21. There exists a constant C such that for all (ka, k) € T'(L),

F[Y](ka, k) = Cl(ka, k)|

Proof. Let r > 0 be such that the polydisc D of radius r centered at p is fully
contained in the coordinate chart of zq, ..., z,. We can also assume that our
trivialization e, € H°(U, L) of L is defined on D, ie. D C U. Let s be a

section in A, , and let

s
—.
€p

§:=
Denote by v, the trivialization of . Hence

|s|2e=*Y = |52 kvr,

Since 1, is continuous,
e Vr> A
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on D for some constant A. This yields that

[Is[[* > sup{|3(z)[?e**» ()} > AF sup{|3(x)*}.
xeD zeD
We claim that
sup{|5(z)[*} > rHlol.
x€D

Observe that

sup{[2*e[2} = i,
zeD

One now shows that
sup{|2"*|*} < sup{|2z*® + higher order terms|?}
z€D zeD

by simply reducing it to the case of one variable where it is immediate. We get
that
||S||2 > Akrk|a\

and hence
Fip)(ko, k) > kIn A+ kla|Inr > C(k + k|af),
if we choose C to be less than both In A and In 7. O

DEFINITION 7. We define the Chebyshev transform of v, denoted by c[i)] as
the convex envelope of F[i] on 5(T')°. It is convex and one-homogeneous. We
will also identify it with its restriction to A(L)°, the interior of the Okounkov
body of L. Recall that by definition

A(L) :=X(L) N (R™ x {1}).
PROPOSITION 22. For any sequence (ka(k), k) inT'(L), k — oo, such that

lim a(k) =pe A(L)°,

k—oo

it holds that )
c[Yl(p) = Jm T I [[ta k)l

where t oy 1, is a Chebyshev section in Ay ((k),k-
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Proof. By Lemma 20 and Lemma 21 we can apply Theorem 14 to the function
F[¢] and get that

oI — (1) i ELAOR)
elv](p) = |, Dlell (o g) = I, D) Jim s
ka, k .
= i S = i .l

O

LEMMA 23. Let 1) be a continuous weight on L and consider the continuous

weight on L given by ¢ + C for some constant C. Then it holds that
Fly + Cl(ka, k) = F[](ka, k) — kC, (1.9)

and that
cp+Cl=cly]-C

on A(L)°.

Proof. For any section s € H°(kL) we have that

lIslFr0y = € lsllRys

therefore

I ||s|[Z(y1cy = W [[s][hy, — KC.
The lemma thus follows from the definitions. O

LEMMA 24. If 1) and @ are two continuous weights such that

Y <o,
then
Fly] = Flel,
and also
] > clgl

Proof. Follows immediately from the definitions. O
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PROPOSITION 25. For any two continuous weights on L, 1 and p, the differ-
ence of the Chebyshev transforms, c[(] — c[p], is continuous and bounded on
A(L)°.

Proof. 1t is the difference of two convex hence continuous functions, and is
therefore continuous. Since ¥ — ¢ is a continuous function on the compact

space X, there exists a constant C' such that
<o+ C.
Thus by Lemma 24 and Lemma 23 we have that
] <clp+Cl=clg] - C.
By symmetry we see that c[¢)] — c[¢p] is bounded on A(L)°. O
For Okounkov bodies we have that
A(mL) = mA(L),
see e.g. [9]. The Chebyshev transforms also exhibit a homogeneity property.

PROPOSITION 26. Let ¢ be a continuous weight on L. Consider the weight
map on mL. For any p € A(L)° it holds that

clmy](mp) = me[4](p).

Proof. We observe that trivially A,,q 1 = Aq,km, as affine subspaces of
H°(kmL), and hence

Fmy)(kma, k) = F[](kma, km).

Let a(k) — p € A(L)°.We get that

clmap](mp) = | (mp, >|c[m¢](|§ : §|>

Fmy)(kma(k), k) _
Fl(ma(k), 1]

g PWlma) )

k—oo k

= |(mp,1)] klim
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1.6 The Monge-Ampere energy of weights

One may define a partial order on the space of weights to a given line bundle.
Lety <, @if
P <o+0(1)

on X. If a weight is maximal with respect to the order <,,, it is said to have
minimal singularities. It is a fact that a weight with minimal singularities on
a big line bundle is locally bounded on a dense Zariski-open subset of X (see
e.g. [1]). On an ample line bundle, the weights with minimal singularities are
exactly those who are locally bounded.

Let ¢ and ¢ be two locally bounded psh-weights. By MA,,, (¢, p) we will

denote the positive current
> (ddp)) A (ddep)™
7=0

and by MA (%)) we will mean the positive measure (ddy)™.

DEFINITION 8. If1) and @ are two psh weights with minimal singularities, then
we define the Monge-Amp
‘ere energy of V) with respect to p as

1
n+1

E(, ) = /Q (W — O MAL (),

where ) is a dense Zariski-open subset of X on which v and ¢ are locally
bounded.

Remark. In [1] Berman-Boucksom use the notation £(v/) — £(¢) for what
we denote by £(v, ¢). Thus they consider £(v) as a functional defined only up
to a constant.

An important aspect of the Monge-Ampere energy (and a motivation for

calling it an energy) is its cocycle property, i.e. that

E(W, @)+ E(p,0") + EW' ) =0

for all weights ¢, p and ¢’ (see e.g. [1]).
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DEFINITION 9. If ) is a continuous weight and K a compact subset of X, the
psh envelope of 1 with respect to K, Py (1), is given by

Pr(¢) :=sup{y : ¢ pshweight on L, o < 1 on K}.

For any 1 and K, as one may check, P () will be psh and have minimal
singularities. When K = X, we will simply write P (1)) for Px ().

If ¢ and ¢ are continuous weights, we will call

E(P(Y), P(¢))

the Monge-Ampere energy of i) with respect to ¢, and we will denote it by
E(, v). Since for psh weights ¢, trivially P (1)) = 1, therefore the notation is
unambiguous.

We refer the reader to [5] for a more thorough exposition on Monge-Ampere
measures and psh envelopes.

We now state our main result.

THEOREM 27. Let v and @ be continuous weights on L. Then it holds that
o) =nt [ (cld] = clel)ar (1.10)
A(L)°

where d)\ denotes the Lebesgue measure on A(L)°.

The proof of Theorem 27 will depend on the fact that one can also use L>-
norms to compute the Chebyshev transform of a continuous weight. This will

be explained in the next section.

1.7 Bernstein-Markov norms

DEFINITION 10. Let p be a positive measure on X, and 1 a continuous weight
on a line bundle L. One says that . satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property
with respect to 1 if for each € > 0 there exists C = C(e) such that for all
non-negative k and all holomorphic sections s € H°(kL) we have that

sup {|s(z)[2e @)} < C’esk/ |s|2e~ Y dp. (1.11)
reX X
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If ¢ is a continuous weight on L and p a Bernstein-Markov measure on X
with respect to v, we will call the L2-norm on H°(kL) defined by

812, = /X s Pe M dy

a Bernstein-Markov norm. We will also call the pair (1), 1) a Bernstein-Markov
pairon (X, L).

For any continuous weight ¥ on L there exist measures p such that (¢, u)
is a Bernstein-Markov pair. In fact it is easy to show that any smooth volume
form dV on X satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property with respect to any con-
tinuous weight, see e.g. [1].

A pair (E, 1)) where F is a subset of X and 1) is a continuous weight on L
is called a weighted subset. The equilibrium weight ¢ g of (E, 1) is defined as

Vg :=sup{y : ¢is psh,p < ¢ on E}.

A weighted set (E, 1) is said to be regular if the equilibrium weight ¢ g is upper

semicontinuous.

DEFINITION 11. If a compact K C X is the support of a positive measure
1, one says that | satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property with respect to the
weighted set (K,) if for all k and s € H°(kL) inequality (1.11) holds when
X is replaced with K.

LEMMA 28. If u is a smooth volume form and (K,) is a compact regular
weighted subset, then the restriction of p to K satisfies the Bernstein-Markov
property with respect to (K, ).

For a proof we refer to [1].

We want to be able to use a Bernstein-Markov norm instead of the supre-
mum norm to calculate the Chebyshev transform of a continuous weight .

We pick a positive measure p with the Bernstein-Markov property with re-
spect to t. For all (ka, k) € T'(L), let ¢y, be the section in H(kL) of the
form

2" 1 higher order terms
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that minimizes the L?-norm

ol i= [ tase ™ dn
X

It follows that
<taklgk >kyp=0

for o # 3, since otherwise the sections ¢, ;, would not be minimizing. Hence
{toz,k; S Ak([/)}

is an orthogonal basis for H°(kL) with respect to ||.||xy .. Indeed they are
orthogonal, and by Lemma 5 we have that

#{tar o € Ag(L)} = #A,(L) = dim(H°(kL)),
therefore it must be a basis.

DEFINITION 12. We define the discrete Chebyshev transform F [, u] of (1, p)
on T by

Flo, pl(ka, k) = 1n][takllky -

We also denote 4 F[1), p)(ke, k) by ci [, ] ().

We will sometimes write ¢ [1)] when we mean c[v, u], considering p as
fixed.

PROPOSITION 29. For any sequence (ka(k), k) in T'(L), k — oo, such that

lim a(k) =p e A(L)°,

k—o0
it holds that
cl](p) = lim e[, pl(a(k)).

Proof. For a point (ka, k) € T, let ¢, ; be the minimizer with respect to the

Bernstein-Markov norm. By the Bernstein-Markov property we get that

[tasllzup < Ce™[1th 4%,
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and hence

F)(ka, k) < Fli, u)(ka, k) +InC + ek. (1.12)

Let s be any section in A, ;. We have that by definition

el < M8l < w(XO]ls][3

sup?

SO

F, pl(ka, k) < Fl](ka, k) + In u(X). (1.13)

Equations (1.12) and (1.13) put together gives that
FY)(ka, k) —InC —ck < F[y, pl(ka, k) < F[Y](ka, k) +1n p(X). (1.14)

It follows that

which gives the proposition. O

LEMMA 30. Let i) be a continuous weight on L and consider the continuous

weight on L given by ¢ + C for some constant C. Then it holds that
Fli + C, i (ks k) = FI, (ko k) — KC.

Proof. This follows exactly as in the case of the suprumum norm, see proof of
Lemma 23. O

PROPOSITION 31. Let (¢, ) and (p,v) be two Bernstein-Markov pairs, and

assume that
v<o

Then for every € > 0 there exists a constant C' such that

Fl, pl(ka, k) > Flo,v](ka, k) — C" — ek.
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Proof. Let ti’ . andt” , be the minimizing sections with respect to the Bernstein-
Markov norms ||. ||y, and ||.| |k, respectively. From equation (1.14) and Propo-

sition 31 we get that

Fl, pl(ka, k) > FY](ka, k) —InC — ek > Flp|(ka, k) —InC — ek >
> Flp,v] —Inv(X) —InC — k.

O

PROPOSITION 32. For any two Bernstein-Markov pairs on (X, L), (¢, 1) and
(¢, v) the difference of the discrete Chebyshev transforms

Ck [¢7 /J/] - Ck[% V]
is uniformly bounded on A(L)°.

Proof. By symmetry it suffices to find an upper bound. Let C' be a constant
such that ¢ < ¢ + C. By Lemma 30 and Proposition 31 we get that

1 1 c’
CkW’M](a) = EF[wMM](kavk) > EF[QO"F 07 V}(ka,k) — ? — €=
1 (04 104
= cFlovl(kak) = C = — —e = alp,vl(a) - C— - —=.
The proposition follows. O

1.8 Proof of main theorem

1.8.1 Preliminary results

Let B2(u, ky) denote the unit ball in H°(kL) with respect to the norm

e ™
X

ie.
B2(p, k) := {s € H°(kL) : / |s|2e *edp < 1},
X
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Consider the quotient of the volume of two unit balls

vol B2 (yu, k)
volB2 (v, k)

with respect to the Lebesgue measure on H(kL), where we by some linear
isomorphism identify H°(kL) with CV, N = h%(kL). In fact the quotient of

the volumes does not depend on how we choose to represent H°(kL).

LEMMA 33.
volB%(p, k) det([ sisje ¥ dv);;
VOIBZ(Z/, k?/)) N det(f sigje—k¢du)ij’

where {s;} is any basis for H°(kL).

(1.15)

Proof. First we show that the right hand side does not depend on the basis. Let

{t;} be some orthonormal basis with respect to [ |.|*¢ *¥dv, and let A = (a;;)

S; = E aijtj.

be the matrix such that

Then we see that

/sigje_kwdy = /(Z aiktk)(z ajltl)e_kd’du = Zaikajk. (1.16)

Therefore by linear algebra we get that
det (/ Sisje_kwdz/> = det(AA*) = |detA%. (1.17)
ij

If we let {s}} be a new basis,

si=Y bys;,  B=(by),

det </ .s;é;ekwdy> = |detB|*det (/ si§jekwdu) :
ij ij

Since |detB|? also will show up in the denominator, we see that the quotient

then

does not depend on the choice of basis.



1.8. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM 97

Let as above {¢;} be an orthonormal basis with respect to [ |.|2e~*¥dv and
let {s;} be an orthonormal basis with respect to [ |.|2e~*%dyu and let

S; = Zaijtj7 A= (aij).

It is clear that
volB? (1, ko)

— |detA]”.
VolB2 (v, k) 9t

Note that the square in the right-hand side comes from the fact that we take the
determinant of A as a complex matrix. By equations (1.16) and (1.17) we also

have that
det (/ sisje_k"bdu) = |detA|?,
ij

and since {s;} were chosen to be orthonormal

det (/ sisje_k“’du> =1.
j

The lemma follows. O

DEFINITION 13. Let (p, 1) and (v, v) be two Bernstein-Markov pairs on (X, L).
The Donaldson Ly, bifunctional on (v, ) is defined as

n! volB2(pu, k)
Li(p, 1) = ofn+1 In (volBQ(V, kﬁf})) .

Theorem A in [1] states that for Bernstein-Markov pairs the Donaldson Ly,

bifunctional converges to the Monge-Ampere energy.

THEOREM 34. Let (v, 1) and (1, v) be two Bernstein-Markov pairs on (X, L).
Then it holds that

i Li(p,4) = E(p, ¥)-
We will use this result to prove our main result, Theorem 27, stating that the

Monge-Ampere energy of two continuous weights is equal to the integral of the

difference of the respective Chebyshev transforms over the Okounkov body.
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1.8.2 Proof of Theorem 27

Proof. We let {s;} be a basis for H°(kL) such that
s; = 2" 4 higher order terms,

where a; € Ay (L) is some ordering of Ay (L). Let

si=) aijty, A= (ay).

From the proof of Lemma 33 we see that

det (/ SiSje_kwdl/) = |detA|*det (/ ti ,fi_ ke_k“/’dy) =
X ij X ) Js i

= [detA[? H ||ti,k||2>

aeAk(L)

since tg , constitute an orthogonal basis. Also since the lowest term of s; is
zFei we must have that a;; = 0for j < iand a;; = 1. Hence detA = 1, and

consequently

det(/ sisje_kde> = H |Itik||2
. _ :

W aeAg(L)
From equation (1.15) we get that

Lo ) = 1o S (lbl(e) — exlel(a)

aEAk(L)

For all k let é[t)] denote the function on A(L)® assuming the value of
¢k [¥] in the nearest lattice point of Ag(L) (or the mean of the values if there

are multiple lattice points at equal distance). Then

2N (@bl - elel@) = n! / (&[] — xlil)dA + e(k),

a€Ag(L) A(L)°

where the error term e(k) goes to zero as k tends to infinity since by Kho-
vanskii’s theorem we have that Ay (L) fills out more and more of A(L)° N
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((1/k)Z)™. By Propositions 29 and 32 we can thus use dominated convergence

to conclude that

Jim Lo ) =nt [ (elv] ~ clel)ar

A(L)°

Combined with Theorem 34 this proves the theorem. O

1.9 Previous results

Some instances of formula (1.10) are previously known. Here follows three

such instances.

1.9.1 The volume as a Monge-Ampere energy
We consider the case where we let o = 1) + 1. It is easy to see that this means
that P(¢) — P(¢) = 1, thus

1
n+1

E(p.) = / MA,(P(¢), P()). (118)

Furthermore it has been shown by Berman-Boucksom (see e.g. [1]) that for any
n-tuple of psh weights ¢/; with minimal singularities it holds that

/ dd°yy A ... A dd°, = vol(L), (1.19)
Q

where (2 denotes the dense Zariski-open set where the weights v; are all locally
bounded. Equations (1.18) and (1.19) together yields that

E(p, ) = vol(L). (1.20)

Any minimizing section with respect to [ |.|2e~*% will also minimize the norm

/|.|2e_k('/’+1) :/|.|26_k“’.

It follows that c[t)] — c[¢] is identically one. Therefore

[ (elv) - eliir = volen (A(L)). (1.21)
A(L)°
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Equations (1.20) and (1.21) and Theorem 27 then gives us that
vol(L) = n!volgn (A(L)).

We have thus recovered Theorem A in [9].

1.9.2 Chebyshev constants and the transfinite diameter

Let K be a regular compact set in C. We let ||.||x denote the norm which
takes the supremum of the absolute value on K. Let Pj denote the space of

polynomials in z with z* as highest degree term. Let for any k
Yi(K) .= inf{||p||x : p € Pr}.
One defines the Chebyshev constant C'(K') of K as the following limit

C(K) := lim (Yi(K))'/*.

k—o0

Let {z;}¥_, be a set of k points in K. Let dy({z;}) denote the product of

their mutual distances, i.e.

di({xi}) o= [ ] i — a5l.
i<j
One calls the points {x;} Fekete points if among the set of k-tuples of points
in K they maximize the function dy. Define Ty (K) as dy({x;}) for any set of
Fekete points {x;}¥_;. Then the transfinite diameter 7'(K) of K is defined as
T(K) = lim (Te(K))"/ ().

k—oo

We will now think of C as imbedded in the complex projective space P!.
Let Zo, Z; be a basis for H°(O(1)), therefore [Zy, Z;] are homogeneous coor-
dinates for P1. Let

Z _%
-7

z: and w = .
Z
Let p denote the point at infinity

[0,1].
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Then w is a holomorphic coordinate around p, and Z; is a local trivialization
of the line bundle O(1) around p. Thus we will identify a section Z§'Zy~* €
H°(O(k)) with the polynomial w® as well as with 2*~<. This means that the
Okounkov body A(O(1)) of O(1) is the unit interval [0, 1] in R. We observe
that a section s € H(O(k)) lies in P; as a polynomial in z if and only if

s = w" " 4 higher order terms.

For a section s let s denote the corresponding polynomial in z. Consider the
weight P (In|Zy|?). It will be continuous since K is assumed to be regular

(see e.g. [1]). Then we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 35. Forany a € [0, 1], i.e. that lies in the Okounkov body of O(1), we
have that
c[Pr(In|Zy|*)](a) = 2(1 — ) In C(K).

Proof. By basic properties of the projection operator Px (see [1]) it holds that
for for any section s € H°(O(k))

S;p{|8|26—kln|zo\2} _ Sulp{|8|2€_kPK(ln‘ZU|2)}. (1.22)
P

Since the conversion to the z-variable means letting Z be identically one, we
also have that

sup{[s|2eF 1%} = sup{|32} = ||3]|%. (1.23)
K K
We see that s € A, j iff § = 2F7%% + lower order terms. Hence
F[Py (In|Zo|*))(ke, k) = 2In Yia—i(K),
and
F[Pg(In|Zo|*)](ka, k)

[ Prc(n|Zo)](0) = Jim . :

= lim %m Yia—k(K) = lim 2(1-a) In(Yi_ o (K))FF =
=2(1 - o) InC(K).
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Let K and K’ be two regular compact subsets of C. From Theorem 27 and

Lemma 35 we get that
E(Pr(In|Zo|*), Px (In]Zo]?)) =

B /(0 1)(C[PK(ln Z0]?)] = [P (I Zo[*)])dA ()

= /0 1 2(1—a)lnC(K)—2(1 —a)InC(K")) d\(a) =
o =InC(K)—-InC(K').
On the other hand it follows from Corollary A in [1] that
InT(K) —InT(K') = £(Pg/(In|Zy|?), Pk (In| Zo|?)). (1.24)
Thus by Theorem 27, using Lemma 35 and equation (1.24) we get that
InT(K)-InT(K')=InC(K) —InC(K").

In fact it is easy to check that for the unit disc D, T'(D) = C(D) = 1, so we
recover the classical result in potential theory that the transfinite diameter 7'(K)
and the Chebyshev constant C'(K) are equal.

For a thorough exposition on the subject of the transfinite diameter and ca-
pacities of compacts in C we refer the reader to the book [13] by Saff-Totik.

1.9.3 Invariant weights on toric varieties

Let X be a smooth projective toric variety. We will view X as a compactified
(C*)™, such that the torus action on X via this identification corresponds to the
usual torus action on (C*)™. As is well-known, there is a polytope A naturally
associated to the embedding (C*)™ C X. We assume that A lies in the non-
negative orthant of R™. There is a line bundle L with a trivialization on (C*)™
such that

A(La)=AN (%Z)”,

and any section s € H(kLA) can in fact be written as a linear combination of
the monomials 2z where
o€ KANZ™.
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Let dV be a smooth volume form on X invariant under the torus action.

Then it holds that for any torus invariant weight v,
/ 22ZPe M dV =0
X

when @ # (. This follows from Fubini since trivially the monomials are or-
thogonal with respect to the Lebesgue measure on e.g. tori. Because of this for
any torus invariant weight ¢ the minimizing sections tf « are given by zk and

consequently
1
k[, dV](a) = Eln/ |2 2R gy,
X

Assume for simplicity that 1) is positive.

LEMMA 36. For any strictly positive torus invariant weight 1) we have that

c¥l(a) = In (nggL{lzaIQe‘w(z)})

Proof. We have that
/ |2F e R aV < dV (X) sup{|zF®[Pe "} =
X X

— AV (X) (sup{|z*[>e ¥ })",
zeX

which yieds the inequality
c[Y](e) <In( sup{|za|26_w(z)}).
zeX
By the Bernstein-Markov property of dV with respect to 1) we get that
/ |Zka|2€fkwdv > Cefsk Sup{|zka|267kw(z)} —
X zeX
= Ce F (sup{|z* \267’/’(2)})]{.
zeX
Using Proposition 29 it follows from this that

c¥](a) = In (sup{|z*[*e™*}).

zeX



104 CHAPTER 1. PAPERI

Since 1) is a weight on L it obeys certain growth conditions in C™. In fact for
« lying in the interior of A = A(LA) it holds that

sup{|z®[%e"¥(*)} = sup {|*?e ¥},
X zeCn
and the lemma follows. O

Remark. If we do not assume that the weight 1) is strictly positive, the
lemma still holds if we in the supremum replace v with the projection P(1)).

Let O denote the map from (C*)™ to R™ that maps z to (In |z1], ..., In |z, ).
Since we assumed 1) to be torus invariant, the function 1) o0 ©~1 is well-defined
on R™. We will denote 10O~ by 1. Since 1) was assumed to be psh, it follows
that 1)g will be convex on R™. Recall the definition of the Legendre transform.
Given a convex function g on R" the Legendre transform of g, denoted g*,
evaluated in a point p € R" is given by

g"(p) == sup {(p,z) — g()}.
zER™

Observe that
In ((]z*[2e™¥) 0 © ! (2)) = 2{a, 2) — Yo (z). (1.25)

Thus by equation (1.25) and Lemma 36 we get that

) =2 (%) (@,

The function on the right is called the symplectic potential of v, denoted by ;.
Theorem (27) now gives us that for any two invariant weights ¢ and ¢ on L it
holds that

E(, ) =n! /Ao(u@ — Uy )dA,

which is well-known in toric geometry. In fact this can be derived from the fact
that the real Monge-Ampere measure of a convex function is the pullback of
the Lebegue measure with respect to the gradient of the convex function times
a constant.
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1.10 The Chebyshev transform on the zero-fiber

Let us assume that

2120

is a local equation around p for an irreducible variety which we denote by Y.
Let HY(X|Y, kL) denote the image of the restriction map from H°(X, kL) to
H°(Y,kLy), and let T'(X|Y, L) denote the semigroup

Urso (v(H?(X|Y, kL)) x {k}) C N™.

Note that since zy, ..., z,, are local coordinates on Y, v(H°(X|Y, kL) will be a

set of vectors in N1,

DEFINITION 14. The restricted Okounkov body A x|y (L) is defined as the Ok-
ounkov body of the semigroup T'(X|Y, L).

LEMMA 37. IfY is not contained in the augmented base locus By (L), then
[(X|Y, L) generates Z™ as a group.

This is part of Lemma 2.16 in [9].

Remark. The augmented base locus B (L) of L is defined as the base
locus of any sufficiently small perturbation L — €A, where A is some ample
line bundle. Here we are only interested in the case where L is ample, and then
it is easy to see that the augmented base locus B, (L) always is empty.

Assume now that L is ample. We will show that the Chebyshev transform
c[¢] can be defined not only in the interior of the Okounkov body but also on

the zero fiber,
A(L)o :=A(L)N ({0} x R*71).

From Theorem 4.24 in [9] we get the following fact,

A(L)o = Axy(L). (1.26)

Note that since the Okounkov body lies in the positive orthant of R™, A(L)g
is a part of the boundary of A(L), hence the Chebyshev transform of a contin-

uous weight is a priori not defined on the zero-fiber. Nevertheless, we want
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to show that one can extend the Chebyshev transform to the interior of zero-
fiber A(L)o. To do this, we need to know how I" behaves near this boundary,
something which Theorem 5 does not tell us anything about.

LEMMA 38. Assume L to be ample, and p any point in the interior of A(L)y.
Let E%—s—l denote the unit simplex in Z"**, X% _ | the unit simplex in R" ', and
let S denote the simplex {0} x XX | x {0}. Then I'(L) contains a translated
unit simplex (o, k) + X,,41 such that (kp, k) lies in the interior of the (n — 1)-
simplex
(a,k)+ S

(i.e interior with respect to the R" ™! topology).

Proof. The augmented base locus of L is empty since L is ample, thus by
Lemma 37 we may use Lemma 6 in combination with equation (1.26) to reach
the conclusion that for large k, there are sections s such that (p, k) lies in the
interior of (v(sy), k) + S with respect to the R"~! topology. We may write L

as a difference of two very ample divisors A and B. We may choose B such
that A (B) contains X, in Z", and A such that A (A) contains origo. Now

kL = B+ (kL — B).

Since L is ample, for k large we can find sections s}, € H°(kL — B) such that
v(s},) = v(sk). We get that

(v(sk), k) +2n CT(L),

by multiplying s}, by the sections of B corresponding to the points in the unit
simplex %,, C A;(B). Also observe that

(k+1)L = A+ (kL — B).

Now by multiplying s}, with the section of A corresponding to origo in A;(A)
we get

(v(s}), k) +(0,...,0,1) C T(L).
Since

S x {0}U(0,...,0,1) = S,y
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we get
(v(s}), k) + Tny1 C T(D).

O
Remark. The proof is very close to the argument in [9] which shows the
existence of a unit simplex in I'(L), when L is big. The difference here is that

we need to control the position of the unit simplex, but the main trick of writing

L as a difference of two very ample divisors is the same.

LEMMA 39. Let p be as in the statement of Lemma 38. Then there exists a
neighbourhood U of p such that if we denote the intersection U N A(L) by U,
for k large it holds that

(kU,k)NZ"*t C T(L).

Proof. Let (a,m)+ X%, C I'(L) be as in the statement of Lemma 38, and let
D% C T'(L) denote the set

D% = (a,m) + X2 x {0} = (a + T%) x {m}.
Let also DF denote the set
DR = (a + XF) x {m}.

Since trivially
YE 42 = (kR Nz,
—_——
k

we have that

(kD® km)NZ"*! = D* + ...+ D2 CT(L).
——————
k
Therefore the lemma holds when & is a multiple of m. Furthermore, since m

and m + 1 are relatively prime, if & is greater than m(m + 1) we can write

k=km+ kg(m + 1),
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where both %k, and ko are non-negative, and ks < m. Thus we consider the set

D% 4 ...+ D% +ko(a,m + 1) CT(L).
N————
k1

Because of the bound ks < m, and since («, m + 1) lies on the zero fiber, for a

neighbourhood U of p, when k gets large we must have that
(KU, k)N Z"* C D + ...+ D% 4+ky(a,m +1) CT(L).
——————
k1

O

COROLLARY 40. Assume L is ample, then the chebyshev function c[y)] is well-
defined on the interior of the zero-fiber, A(L)g, and it is continuous and convex
on its extended domain A(L)° U A(L)J.

Proof. The proof goes exactly as for the case of an interior point, now using
Lemma 39 instead of Theorem 5. O

LEMMA 41. Assume L is ample, and ) is a continuous weight. Then for any
regular compact set K it holds that the projection Pk (1) also is continuous. In

particular, since X is regular, P(1)) is continuous when L is ample.
Proof. Seee.g. [1]. O

We will have use for the Ohsawa-Takegoshi extension theorem. We choose

to record one version (see e.g. [6]).

THEOREM 42. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle and let S be a divisor.
Assume that L and S have metrics V1, and VU g respectively satisfying

ddUp, > (14 6)dd Vg + dd“V,,

where V¥ i is some smooth metric on the canonical bundle K x . Assume also
that

dd°Up > dd*(Ug + Uk ,).
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Then any holomorphic section t of the restriction of L to S extends holomor-

phically to a section t of L over X satisfying
- ds
t 2 -V <C i 2 -V =
Jleperen < s P g

Here wy, is a smooth volume form on X and dS is a smooth volume form on S.

LEMMA 43. Suppose L is ample. Let A be an ample line bundle, with a holo-
morphic section s such that locally s = z1. Also assume that the zero-set of s,
which we will denote by Y, is a smooth submanifold. Then for all o € A x|y (L)

we have that
cx|[e](0,a) = ey [P(e)y](a). 1.27)

Proof. We may choose z; = 2z, ..., Z,—1 = 2, as holomorphic coordinates on
Y around p. We consider the discrete Chebyshev transforms of the restrictions
of P(y) and P(%)) to Y. Since L is ample, by Lemma 41 P(y) and P(¢))
are continuous, therefore the restrictions will also be continuous psh-weights
on Ly, therefore the Chebyshev transforms cy [P(¢)|y] and cy [P(v)|y] are
well-defined.

We note that if t € H°(X, kL) and

t = 2*(0) 4 higher order terms,
the restriction of ¢ to Y will be given by
ty = 7% 4 higher order terms.
Furthermore
sup{|t|y|26_kP("’)} < sup{|t|2e P},
Y X
This gives the inequality

ex[¢](0,a) > ey [P(p)y](a),

by taking ¢ to be some minimizing section with respect to the supremum norm
on X.
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For the opposite inequality we use Proposition 29 which says that one can
use Bernstein-Markov norms to compute the Chebyshev transform.
Ift € HO(Y,kLyy),

t = 2 4 higher order terms,

then if & is large enough there exists a section t € H°(X, kL) such that ty = t.
This is because we assumed L to be ample, so we have extension properties (by

e.g. Ohsawa-Takegoshi). We observe that any such extension must look like
t = 2#(9) 4 higher order terms,
because if we had that
t = ZFBLA) 4 higher order terms
with 87 > 0, then since all higher order terms also restrict to zero,
ty =0,

which is a contradiction.

Let U be some smooth strictly positive weight on L. Then for some m
ddm¥ > (14 0)dd°V 4 + dd°P g,

and
dd°mV > dd°V 4 + dd“ Vg,

where U4 and Wx, are weights on A and Kx respectively. We have that
ddP(p) > 0, hence

dd®((k — m)P(p) + m¥) > (1 + 8)dd°U 4 + dd°U g,

and
dd®((k —m)P(p) + m¥) > dd°U 4 + dd“ Vg,

for all k > m. Since P(¢p) is continuous hence locally bounded, we also have
that for some constant C,

U —C < Plp) <V +C.
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We can apply Theorem 42 to these weights, and get that for large k, given a
t € H°(Y,kL)y) there exists an extension ¢t € H°(X, kL) such that

/ ‘t|2e—kP(Lp)wn < emC/ |t|26—(k—m)P(Lp)—m\IldM

X X

gemCCS/ |t~|26—(k:—m)P(Lp)—m\IldVSeQché/ |ﬂ2e—kP(go)dV7
Y Y

where Cj is constant only depending on § and dv is a smooth volume form on
Y. By letting £ be the minimizing section with respect to [, |.|>e=*¥(¥)dy and
using Proposition 29 we get that

ex[)(0, @) < ey [P(e)y](e),

/|t|267’wwn§/ |t|267kp(“")wn.
X X

PROPOSITION 44. Let L, A and Y be as in the statement of Lemma 43. Then

we have that

Ev (P()y . PW)y) = (n— 1)! / (] — ) (0, a)da.

A(L)o

since

O

Proof. The proposition follows from Lemma 43 by integration of equality (1.27)
over the interior of the zero-fiber, and Theorem 27 which says that

&y (P(¢)y PW)y) = (n— 1)! /A L PN = er PRyl

O

We will cite Proposition 4.7 from [1] which is a recursion formula relating
the Monge-Ampere energy and the restricted energy.

PROPOSITION 45. Suppose L is ample, let s € H(L), and let Y be the smooth
submanifold defined by s. Let 1) and @ be two continuous weights. Then

(n+1)Ex (), 0) —nEy (P))y, P())y) =
- /X (In|s|? — P())MA(P(p)) — / (In[s[> — P())MA(P(1)).

X
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In particular, combining Theorem 27, Proposition 44 and Proposition 45 we
get the following.

PROPOSITION 46. Let L, s and Y be as in Proposition 45. Then it holds that

1
/A 1 (X = ex D ddn = 2oy /A e e
1 2
+m/x(ln|s| — P(p))MA(P(¢)) —
1 2
‘G?ﬁﬁmm P(4))MA(P(1)).

1.11 Directional Chebyshev constants in C"

In [3] Bloom-Levenberg define the weighted version of the directional Cheby-
shev constants originally introduced by Zaharjuta in [14]. In this section we
will describe how this relates to the Chebyshev transforms we have introduced.

The setting in [3] is as follows. Let < be the order on N” such that o <; /3
if |a| < |8, orif |a| = |B] and @ <jex 5. Let P, denote the set of polynomials
p(z1, ..., zn) in the variables z; such that

p = 2% + lower order terms.

Observe that here we want lower order terms, and not higher order terms. Let
K be a compact set and h an admissible weight function on K. For any o € N
they define the weighted Chebyshev constant Y3(«) as

i(a) = inf{sup{[h(2)“'p(2)]} : p € Pu}.
zE
They then show that the limit

h — : 1/deg(v)
TK,0) = lim  Y3(«
( ) a/deg(a)—0 3( )

exists. These limits are called directional Chebyshev constants.
In our setting we wish to view C™ as an affine space lying in P™. Also,
polynomials in z; can be interpreted as sections of multiples of the line bundle



1.11. DIRECTIONAL CHEBYSHEV CONSTANTS IN CN 113

O(1) on P™ in the following sense. Let Zy, ..., Z,, be a basis for H°(O(1)) on

P, and identify them with the homogeneous coordinates [Zy, ..., Z,,]. We can

choose
p:=[1:0:..:0]
to be our base point, and let z; := go be holomorphic coordinates around

p. We also let Zy be our local trivialization of the bundle. Given a section

s € H°(O(k))we represent it as a function in z; by dividing by a power of Z
Zi(’)“ = Z aqz”.
Therefore we see that
z(@oar,nan) o (@1,an)
We could also choose a different set of coordinates. Let
g:=1[0:...:0:1]

be our new base point, and let w; := g be coordinates around q. Let Z,, be

the local trivialization around q. Given a section s € H°(O(k)) we represent it

as a function in w; by dividing by a power of Z,,

Hence

Z(a07a1:~~7an) —s w(ao,...,anfl).

To define Chebyshev transforms we need an additive order on N™. Since the
semigroup I'(O(1)) will not depend on the order, we are free to choose any
additive order. Let <5 be the order which corresponds to inverting the order <

with respect to the z; variables, i.e.

(040, "'7a7l—1) <2 (/6)07 ---aﬁn—l)

iff
(B1s -, Bn) <1 (a1, ... am).
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Therefore

at,..

Zletman) L Jower order terms = w(®0++%n=1) 4 higher order terms. (1.28)

We may identify the weight function » with a metric b = e~%/2 on O(1).
Consider the weight Pk (). For simplicity assume that K is regular. Since
O(1) is ample from Lemma 41 it follows that Pk (¢) is continuous, therefore
the Chebyshev transform ¢[ Pk (v)] is well-defined. It is a simple fact that

sup{|s(z)|26_kw(2)} = sup {|s(z)|26_kPK('/’)(Z)}. (1.29)
zeK z€Pn
Letag =0, and let k = Z? a;. By (1.28) we see that s € A(qy,....an_1).k
iff it is on the form
2(@1man) 4 Jower order terms.
By (1.29) it follows that
InYs(aq, ..., ) = F[Px (V)] (ka, k).
Thus we get that for 6 = (61, ...,6,,) € X°
c[Pr())(0,61, ..., 0 1) = 2In7"(61, ..., 0,,). (1.30)

Observe that the order <5 we used to defined the Chebyshev transform has
the property that (0,a) <o (81,3) when 8; > 0. It was this property of the
lexicographic order we used in the proof of Proposition 44. Therefore the theo-
rem holds also for Chebyshev transforms defined using <5 instead of < . Let
(K’, 1) be another weighted set in C™, and let ¢’ be the corresponding weight
on O(1) associated to h'. Then integrating (1.30) gives us that

! h R (gt B
m/zo In7T"(K,0) —In7T" (K',0)d0 =
— 1)
A(O(1))o

where Y := {Z; = 0}. Here we used that A(O(1))o is a (n — 1)-dimensional

unit simplex, and thus
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Bloom-Levenberg define a weighted transfinite diameter d"(K') of K which

is given by

d"(K) :=exp <measl(20) /ZO 1mh(K,9)d0) .

There is also another transfinite diameter, (5h(K ), which is defined as a limit of

certain Vandermonde determinants. By Corollary A in [1] we have that

(n+1)

In 6" (K) —In 6" (K') = 5
n

E(Pr(¥'), Pr(¥))-
Then by Theorem 27, equation (1.31) and Proposition 46 we get that
In6"(K) —Iné" (K') =
=Ind"(K)—Ind" (K') + % / =(In | Zo|* — P (1)) MA(Pg () —
o [ S nlZaf? - Pre(w)MAPr ().

In fact, the positive measure MA (P (1)) has support on K, and Pk (¢)) = ¢
a.e. with respect to MA(Px (¢))). In the notation of [3], (¢ — In|Zy|?)/2 is
denoted @, and MA(Pk (v)) is denoted (dd°Vy ;)" Thus in their notation

1n5h( K)—Iné" (K') =

=Ind"(K)—Ind" (K _7/ Qdd° Vi o)" / Q' (dd°Vier o).

For the unit ball B, with h = 1 = |Z|? and therefore Q;, = 0, it is straight-

forward to show that we have an equality

Using this we get that
h h 1 cY/* n
Ino"(K)=Ind (K)——/ Q(ddVig o)™
n Ji ’

By taking the exponential we have derived the formula of Theorem 2.9 in [3].
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1.12 Chebyshev transforms of weighted Q- and R-

divisors

Because of the homogeneity of Okounkov bodies, one may define the Ok-
ounkov body A(D) of any big Q-divisor D. Set

A(D) := 1A(pD)
p

for any p that clears the denominators in D. In [9] Lazarsfeld-Mustatd show that
this mapping of a Q-divisor to its Okounkov body has a continuous extension
to the class of R-divisors.

In Proposition 26 we saw that Chebyshev transforms also are homogeneous
under scaling. Therefore we may define the Chebyshev transform of a Q-divisor
D with weight 1, by letting

f)(a) = %c[pw(pa), o € AD), (1.32)

for any p clearing the denominators in D. We wish to show that this can be
extended continuously to the class of weighted R-divisors.
We will use the construction introduced in [9]. Let Dy, ..., D,. be divisors

such that every divisor is numerically equivalent to a unique sum
zzzai[h, a; € 7.

Lazarsfeld-Mustatd show that for effective divisors the coefficients a; may be

chosen non-negative.

DEFINITION 15. The semigroup of X, I'(X), is defined as

rx):= (U(HO(OX(ZaiDi))) x{a}) czm,

a€eN"

where v stands for the usual valuation,

s = 2%+ higher order terms = S Q.
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Lazarsfeld-Mustatd show in [9] that T'(X) generates Z™ " as a group.
Let ¥(I'(X)) denote the closed convex cone spanned by I'(X), and let for
a e N
Afa) :=X(T(X)) N (R™ x {a}).

By [9] for any big Q-divisor D = Y a;D;,
A(a) = A(D), a=(ay,..,a.).

Let for each 1 < ¢ < r 9); be a continuous weights on D;. Then for a € N”,
> a;t) is a continuous weight on > a; D;. For an element (a, a) € T'(X), let
Aa.a € HY(Y a;D;) be the set of sections of the form

2z + higher order terms.

DEFINITION 16. The discrete global Chebyshev transform F[in, ..., ;] is de-
fined by
Fl1, ey ] (e, a) := inf{ln HsHi)a 18 € Ana}

for (a,a) € T(X).
LEMMA 47. F[1)1, ...,,] is subadditive on T'(X).
Proof. If s € H°(Ox (Y a; Dy)),

s = z% + higher order terms,
andt € H°(Ox (Y. b;D;)),

t = 2z + higher order terms,
then st € H*(Ox (> (a; + b;)D;)) and

st = 29T 4 higher order terms.

Thus the subadditivity of F'[)1, ..., ;] follows exactly as for F[¢)] in Lemma
20. O

LEMMA 48. F[1)1, ..., ;] is locally linearly bounded from below.
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Proof. Let (ov,a) € E(I'(X))°. Let 4, be the trivializations of the weights

1, then
Z aiPip

is the trivialization of Y a;t;. Let D be as in the proof of Lemma 21, and
choose A such that
e~ 2 aiVip 5 A

Since the inequality
e~ S bithip > A

holds for all b in a neighbourhood of a, the lower bound follows as in the proof
of Lemma 21. O

DEFINITION 17. The global Chebyshev transform c[i1, ..., V. ]of the r-tuple
(11, ..., 1) is defined as the convex envelope of F i1, ..., ¢,] on Z(T'(X))°.

PROPOSITION 49. For any sequence (a(k), a(k)) € T'(X) such that
|(a(k), a(k))| — oo and

it holds that

i Fl1: s Url(a(R), alk)
e k). ak)

Proof. By Lemma 47 and Lemma 48 we can use Theorem 14, which gives us

e, ., ] (p, a).

the proposition. [

PROPOSITION 50. For rational a, i.e a = (ay, ..., a,) € Q" the global Cheby-
shev transform c[in, ..., ¥, ](p, a) coincides with ¢ [y, a;;] (p), where the Cheby-
shev transform of the Q-divisor Y, a; D; as defined by (1.32).

Proof. By construction it is clear that for all («, a) € I'(X) we have that

Flp1, ...y r](a, ka) [Zalwz} a, k).



1.12. CHEBYSHEV TRANSFORMS OF WEIGHTED Q- AND R-DIVISORS119

Choose a sequence («(k), ka) € I'(X) such that

o (alh), k) (a)
k—oo |(a(k), ka))|  [(p,a)|
where we only consider those k such that ka is an integer. Then by Proposition

49 we have that

0[1/11, ey @DT}(p? a) — k]LH;O ‘(p7 a)‘ le’(oz(i;](]j;(ﬁ)’ ICCL) _

o Fl ek palk e, ]
= 0 10 =00, k) kloo(|<a<k>,ka>|> (e @)

=c [Z ai¢z} (p)-

O

Now that we have defined the Chebyshev transform for weighted R—divisors
we wish to show that the formula of Theorem 27 holds true also in this case.

First we need some preliminary lemmas.

LEMMA 51. The function E(t, ty) is (n+ 1)-homogeneous in t fort > 0, i.e.
E(t,tp) = t"EW, ).

Proof. For weights with minimal singularities ¢’ and ¢’, by definition of the

Monge-Ampere energy we have that

_ 1 o ! ! N o
E(t, tp) = T Q(tw tp" )MA,, (ty', te") =
tn+1

— /! / 1 N gn+l
- n+1/Q(1/’ — @ )MA, (Y, @) = t"T1E(, ). (1.33)

We also observe that ¢’ is a psh weight on ¢L iff ¢’ is a psh weight on L.
Therefore we get that

P(ty) = tP(1)). (1.34)

Combining (1.33) and (1.34) the lemma follows. O
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LEMMA 52. Assume that L is ample. Let 1) and v’ be two continuous weights
on L, and let o and ¢’ be two continuous weights on some other big line bundle
L'. Then the function

E( +tp, 0 +1¢)
is continuous in t for t such that L + tL’ is ample.

Proof. We show continuity at ¢ = 0. Since L is ample, for some € > 0
L+el

will be ample. Furthermore the Monge-Ampere energy is homogeneous. We
may write
L+tel
as .
A=)l +— L+ el')),

thus without loss of generality we can assume that L’ is ample. By the cocycle
property of the Monge-Ampere energy we have that for any continuous weight
pon L’
E(W+tp, P'+t¢") = E(ttip, Y+1Q)+E(Y+1G, P'+P)+E (U 4+, ' +1").
Thus it suffices to consider two special cases. The first where we assume that
1) = 1)’. In the second case we instead assume that ¢ = ¢’ and that ¢ is psh.

First assume that ¢ = 1. Since (v, 1) = 0, we must show that £(¢) +
ty, ¥ + t¢') tends to zero when ¢ tends to zero. Lemma 1.14 in [1] tells us that
the projection operator is 1-Lipschitz continuous. In our case this means that

sup |P(y + 1) = P(¢ + t)] < tsup o — ).
We get that
EW + 1,9 + )| =
1

— 1l [ (P + 1) — P+ t)MAN (P + t0), P + )] <
n X

1
< tsup |p — | — / MA,, (P(i) + tp), P( + 1)) =
X 771+1 X

=tsup|o — ¢'|vol(L + tL').
X
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Since the volume is continuous (see e.g. [1]), we get continuity in this case.
Now we intead assume that ¢ = ¢’ and that ¢ is psh. We first show right-

continuity. Since ¢ is psh, for all 7 < ¢ we have that

P +rp)+ (t—1)p

is psh and it is clearly dominated by 1 + tip, thus by the definition of the pro-

jection operator
P +tp) = P +re) + (t—1)p.
It follows that P (¢ + t¢) — tep is increasing in t. Also
dd®(P(y + to) — tp) > —tddp,
thus by standard results in potential thoery we have that
dd® im (P(¢ + tp) — tp) > 0.

This gives us that

lim(P( + t9) — 1) = P(y).
The same holds for
P +tp) — tep.

We now write P () + tg) as
(P(¥ +tp) —to) +tp

and P(¢)’ + typ) as
(P(Y)' +1p) — to) + 1
in the expression for

E(W +tp, Y + ty)

and the right-continuity follows from the fact that mixed Monge-Ampere oper-
ators are continuous along pointwise decreasing sequences of psh or quasi-psh
weights converging to a weight with minimal singularities (see [5]). For the
left-continuity we use the homogeneity of the Monge-Ampere energy exactly
as above to reduce to the case of right-continuity already considered. O
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We are now ready to prove our main theorem in the setting of weighted

ample R-divisors.

THEOREM 53. For ample R-divisors > a;D; we have that

EO aihi, Y aipi) =
—nt [ (clr, s 0)(pr) — b, o )9, @))dAD).  (135)
A(Y a;Dy)

Proof. First we show that (1.35) holds when a € Q". By the homogeneity of
the Okounkov body and the Chebyshev transform we have that

n! /A (tL)O(c[tw] — c[tg])d\ = t"n! /A (L)O(c[w] — clg])dA =
=" E(p, 1) = E(tep, 1)),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 51. Then by Proposition 50, (1.35)
holds for a € Q". Therefore by the continuity of the Monge-Ampere energy,
the continuity of the global Chebyshev transform, and the fact that equation
(1.35) holds for rational a, the proposition follows. O]

1.13 Differentiability of the Monge-Ampere energy

We wish to understand the behaviour of the Monge-Ampere energy & (1, )
when the weights ¢, and ¢, vary with ¢. In [1] Berman-Boucksom study the
case where 1; and ¢, are weights on a fixed line bundle or more generally a R-
divisor. We are interested in the case where the underlying R-divisor is allowed
to vary as well. In [9] Lazarsfeld-Mustatd prove the differentiability of the vol-
ume by studying the variation of the Okounkov bodies. Since our Theorem 27
and Theorem 53 states that the Monge-Ampere energy is given by the integra-
tion of the difference of Chebyshev transforms on the Okounkov body, we wish
to use the same approach as Lazarsfeld-Mustatd did in [9]. The situation be-
comes a bit more involved, since we have to consider not only the variation of
the Okounkov bodies but also the variation of the Chebyshev transforms.

In this section we will assume that L is an ample R-divisor.
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To account for the variation of the Chebyshev transform when the underly-
ing line bundle changes it becomes necessary to consider not only continuous

weights but also weights with singularities. Specifically weights of the form
w —tln |S|27

where v is a continuous weight on L, s is some section of an ample line bundle
A, and t is positive. Observe that these weights only have 4oo singularities.

In fact, by general approximation arguments one can show that the results
that we have established for continuous weights also hold for weights that are
lower semicontinuous and only have +oo singularities. But for completeness
we include arguments proving this for 1) — ¢ In |s|2.

Let U be some fixed continuous positive weight on A. For any number R

we denote by In |s|3  the weight
In |s|? z := max(In|s|*>, ¥ — R).
LEMMA 54. For R > 0 we have that
P( — thn |s2 ) = P — r1n |s[2).

Proof. That
P(y —tln|s|3p) < P(y —thn]s|)

is clear since
Y —tln|s|3y <o —thn|s]?

P() — tIn|s|?) is psh, therefore upper semicontinuous by definition, which
means that it is locally bounded from above. Thus locally we can find R > 0
such that

Y —t(U — R) > P(¢p — tIn|s|?).

But we have assumed that our manifold X is compact, so there exists an R such
that ¢) — t(¥ — R) dominates P(¢) — tIn |s|?) on the whole of X. The same
must be true for ) — ¢tIn|s|3 ;. By definition P(y) — tln|s|% ;) dominates
all psh weights less or equal to 1) — tln |s|§r R in particular it must dominate
P(¢—rin|s|?). O



124 CHAPTER 1. PAPERI

LEMMA 55. If L is integral, i.e. a line bundle, then for R > 0 such that
Py —thn|s]i g) = P(¢ — thn|s?),
we have that F[i) — tIn|s|? z] = Fl¢) — tIn|s]?].
Proof. This follows the fact that for all weights ( and all sections s it holds that
sup {|s(z)Pe~#("} = sup{|s(z)Pe” "D},
reX zeX
see e.g. [1]. ]

From Lemma 55 it follows that the Chebyshev transform c[¢) — tIn |s|?] is
well-defined, also for R—divisors, and that Proposition 22 holds in this case.
The formula for the Monge-Ampere energy as the integral of Chebyshev trans-
forms will also still hold.

PROPOSITION 56. For any continuous weight p on L — tA it holds that
E(p—tin|s|? @) = (1.36)
=nl! / clp] — e[t — tIn|s*]dA. (1.37)
A(L—tA)°
Proof. For integral L, choose an R > 0 such that
Py — tin]sf ) = P(¢ — tIns]).

Then (1.36) follows in this case from Theorem 27 and Lemma 55. By ho-
mogeneity (1.36) holds for rational L, and by continuity for arbitrary ample
R-divisors. O

Theorem B in [1] states that the Monge-Ampere energy is differentiable
when the weights correspond to a fixed big line bundle. By the comment in the
beginning of section 4 in [1] this holds more generally for big (1, 1) cohomol-
ogy classes, e.g. R-divisors. We thus have the following.

THEOREM 57. Let 1, be a smooth family of weights on a big R-divisor D, and

o any psh-weight with minimal singularities. Then the function

@) = EWr, )
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is differentiable, and

£ = [ uMA(P(),

where u = %md}t'
We also need to consider the case where

Pr = tho + t(® —In|s[?),
where @ is some continuous weight on A.
LEMMA 58. For every € there exists a R > 0 such that

Pt + 4(® — In[s[% ) = P(tho + H(® — Ins]?))

fort > e.

Proof. Recall that In [s|? ; was defined as max{¥ — R, In|s|*} for some con-
tinuous weight ¥ on A. That

P(tho +t(® —In s[5 z)) < P(¢o + t(® — In|s[?))
is clear since
Yo+ H(® — In[s|? ) < o + H(® — I s[?)

and the projection operator is monotone. When

o P +1(® —1In |51*)) = tho — t@

R v
= P +

we get that
P(iho + (@ —In|s[3g)) = P(to + (P — In|s|?))
because for such R

Yo +H(® —In|s|2g) > — (¥ — R) > P(¢g + t(® — In|s|?))
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and the same is true for the projection. By the homogeneity of the projection
operator we have that

Py +t(® —In|s?)) — ¢ — t®

v =
y +

:P(%+¢—ln|s|2)—%—¢+\ﬂ

We also have that for ¢t > r
o P

P(7+<I>fln|s|2)770SP(f+<I>fln|s|2)f

by the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 52. P (@ +® —1In|s|?)is psh
and therefore upper semicontinuous, and since L is ample, P(t)g) is continuous.
This yields that

P(@+¢—1n|s|2)—w—@+w

T
is an upper semicontinuous function on the compact space X, so it has an upper
bound. The lemma follows by setting » = 1 /e and choosing R larger than

P(%+<I>fln|s|2)fwf@+\ll.

We state and prove a slight variation of Lemma 3.1 in [2].

LEMMA 59. Let fir be a sequence of concave functions on the unit interval,
and let g be a function on [0, 1] such that fy, converges to g pointwise. It follows
that

¢/(0) < liminf f{(0).
Proof. Since f}, is concave we have that
fe(0) + fr(0)t = fi(t)
hence
lim inf ¢ £3,(0) > g(t) — 9(0).

The lemma follows by letting ¢ tend to zero. O
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We now prove that Theorem 57 holds true also in our singular setting.

LEMMA 60. The function
() = E(wo + (@~ In|s*), ¢)

is right-differentiable at zero and

4
dt |0+

£(0) = [ (@~ InlsP)MAP(n)).
Proof. Let us denote ® — In |s|? by u, and let

up ;= P —In |3|3-k
Let f;. denote the function

fr(t) = E(Wo + tug, p).

By e.g. [1] the functions f; are concave, and by Theorem 57 they are differen-
tiable. By Lemma 58 we get that for any € > 0 there exists a k such that f = fj

on (g, 1). Therefore it follows that f is concave and that
fe—f
pointwise. Since f is concave it is right-differentiable. We also have that
70) = [ wMA(P(w0)
Q

by Theorem 57. Thus from Lemma 59 we get that

FO < [ aMAP().
Q
Since f is concave the derivative is decreasig, for all e > 0

F0) 2 (e) = lim [ uMA(P(o + cur)) = / UMA (P (1o + £u)),
—0JQ Q

where the last step follows by monotone convergence since

MA(P (v + eur)) = MA(P (Yo + cu))
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for large k£ by Lemma 58. The projection operator is 1-Lipschitz continuous,
therefore we get that P(¢g + ux) will converge to P(tg) uniformly. The
Monge-Ampere operator is continuous along sequences of psh weights with

minimal singularities converging uniformly (see [5]), hence

lim [ uMA(P( + eu)) = / UMA(P (i),
=0 Jq Q

and the lemma follows. ]

We will also need an integration by parts formula involving In |s|?.

LEMMA 61. Let p and ¢’ be continuous weights on an ample R-divisor L. Let
1 be a continuous psh weight on an ample line bundle A, and let s € H°(A)
be a section such that its zero set variety Y is a smooth submanifold. Then it
holds that

/Xw —In|s|*)dd"(P(p) — P(¢')) AMA,_1(P(p), P(¢')) =
= /X(P(w) — P(¢"))ddd N MA,_1(P(p), P(¢")) — n€y (P(¢)1y, P(¢")y)-

Proof. The lemma will follow by the Lelong-Poincare formula as soon as we
establish that

/Xw —In[s|*)dd(P(¢) — P(¢')) AMA,_1(P(0), P(¢)) =
= /X(P(w) — P(¢))dd* () — In|s|*) AMA,_1(P(¢), P(¢)),

which is an integration by parts formula. By [5] we may integrate by parts when
the functions are differences of quasi-psh weights with minimal singularities.
We denote by uy, the quasi-psh weight with minimal singularities ¢ — In[s|3

and get that
/X ukdd(P(2) — P(¢')) AMA,_1(P(9), P(¢')) =

- /X (P(¢) = P(¢'))dd“ux AMAn_1(P(0), P()).
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Since P(p) and P(¢’) are both continuous, by the Chern-Levine-Nirenberg
inequalities (see e.g. [6]) we get that

/| I s d0°Pl) AMA, 1 (P(e). P) < C [ (5 =1nlsP)lav

/ (6 —In[s)|dd° P(¢') AMA, 1 (P(g), P()) < C" /X (6 —In|s]?)|av

for some constants C' and C’ and some smooth volume form dV. By standard
results In |s|? is locally integrable, thus both integrals are finite. This means that

we can use monotone convergence to conclude that the LHS will converge to

/Xw —In|s])dd*(P(p) = P(¢")) AMAL_1(P(), P(¢))

when k goes to infinity. A special case of Proposition 4.9 in [6], chapter 3, is
that monotone convergence for Monge-Ampere expressions holds when one of
the terms has analytic singularities and the others are locally bounded. By this
it follows that the LHS will converge to

/X (P(¢) — P(&/))dd* (6 — I |s]*) A MA,_1 (P(¢), P(¢),
and we are done. O

Assume that we have chosen our coordinates z1, ..., 2,, centered at p such
that
z1 =0
is a local equation for an irreducible variety Y. Assume also that Y is the zero-
set of a holomorphic section s € H°(A) of an ample line bundle A. Then by
Theorem 4.24 in [9] the Okounkov bodies of L and L +tA with respect to these

coordinates are related in the following way
A(L) = (A(L +tA) —te)) N (RL)™

There is also correspondence between the Chebyshev transforms of weights on
Land L +tA.
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PROPOSITION 62. Let A and s be as above. Suppose also that we have chosen
the holomorphic coordinates so that zy = s locally. Then for a > r it holds

that

cr[v)(a, o) = crlp)(a, o) =
=cp_raly —rIn|s]?)(a —r,a) —cp_rale —rIn|s]*|(a —r,a). (1.38)

Proof. First assume that L is integral. Since we have that locally s = 27, for
te H(kL),

t = 2#(®) 4 higher order terms,

if and only if

t _ Jk(a—r,a) :
e z + higher order terms.

We also have that

- z t(z ° - z)—rln|s(z)|?
Sup{|t(x)\26 Iw(./)} up{%e E(e(z)—rln|s(z)]| )}.
rex [s7%()

Thus (1.38) holds for integral L. By the homogeneity and continuity of the
Chebyshev transform it will therefore hold for ample R-divisors. O

We are now ready to state and prove our generalization of Theorem 57 in
the ample setting, where the underlying R-divisor is allowed to vary within the

ample cone.

THEOREM 63. Let A;, i = 1,...,m be a finite collection of ample line bundles,
and for each i let ; and ¢, be two continuous weights on A;. Let O denote the
open cone in R™ such that a € O iff Y a;A; is an ample R-divisor. Then the

f(a) =& a4 Zaﬁﬁzvzal@z

function

is Ct on O.

Proof. Let a be a point in O, and denote Y a;A; by L. Denote Y a;p by ¢
and ) a;} by ¢'. We want to calculate the partial derivatives of F' at a. Thus
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we let L’ be an ample line bundle, let ¢ and v’ be two continuous metrics on

L’ and we consider the function

) :=Erpr (o +th, ¢ +t4").

We claim that f is differentiable at ¢ = 0, and that the derivative varies contin-
uously with L, ¢ and .

We may assume that L’ has a non-trivial section s such that Y := {s = 0} is
a smooth manifold, since otherwise because of the homogeneity we may just as
well consider some large multiple of L’ instead. We choose local holomorphic
coordinates such that z; = s. Recall that the Okounkov bodies of L and L +tL’

are related in the following way
A(L) = (A(L+tL") —ter) N (Ry)™. (1.39)

Let A(L), denote the fiber over r of the projection of the Okounkov body

down to the first coordinate, i.e.
A(L), := A(L) N ({r} x R*1).
Then one may write equation (1.39) as
A(L+tL") = Up<p <t A(L + tL'), U (A(L) + teq). (1.40)

Furthermore the energy is given by integration of the Chebyshev transforms

over the Okounkov bodies. Using (1.40) and Proposition 62 we get that

Epir (@ 4ty @' +ty) =
= n!/ cle’ + thy] — e[ + th]dX =
A(L+EL)°

t
=n! / / cle’ + ty](r, o) — el + ty] (r, @) dadr +
r=0 J A(L+tL")e
+n!/ ol + (W] — n |s[2)] — elip + H(by — In |s|2)]dp =
A(L)®

t
=n! / / cle’ + ty](r, @) — clp + tah] (r, a)dadr +
r=0 J A(L+tL')°

+EL (@ + t(hy — In|s?), ¢ + t(; — In|s[?)).
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Hence by Theorem 57 and the fundamental theorem of calculus it follows
that this function is right-differentiable. We also want to calculate the right-

derivative.

We get that

d
— Eppr o+t @ + 1)) =
dt|os

ol /A 1 C00) — o0+

d
IR CE O In[s?), ¢’ +t(y; — In|s[?)) =
0+

=nEy (P(¢)y, P(©))y) EL(e + (Y —Ins]?), ¢’ +t(; —In|s]?)),

Ll
dt|os

using Proposition 44 in the last step. Since in the second term the divisor L
does not change with ¢, we may use Theorem 57. Also, because of the cocycle
property of the Monge-Ampere energy, we only need to consider two cases, one
where ¢ = ¢, and the other one where we let ¢ # ¢’ but instead assume that

W = 1), = 1) is some fixed smooth positive metric on L'.

First assume that ¢ = ’. The first term disappears and we get that
— Eppr (@ + thy, p + 1) =
dt|oy

d /
= o Exle+ tlo —Inlsf?). o + £ —Insf) =

- /X (o — In |s/)MA(P(e)) - /X (6, — In |s|2)MA(P(g)) =
- /X (o — UHMA(P(p)). (141)

Here we used Lemma 60.
This term depends continuously on the weight (.

Now let p # ¢’ but instead assume that 1); = 1p; = 1) is some fixed smooth

positive metric on L’. Then we have that
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o i (p+t, ¢ +tY) =
lo+
=nEy (P()y, P(¢)y)+ (1.42)

i Eulo #( = Tnls). i+ ¢0 — Inlsf) =

— &y (P(9) -+ P() ) + /X (¢ — In |s[2)MA(P(¢)) -

- /XW —In[s|*)MA(P(¢")) =
=nEy (P(o)y. P(¢")y) +

+/X(w —In|s?)dd*(P(p) = P(¢")) AMA,_1(P(p), P(¢")) =

- /X (P(g) — P(&))dd“d AMA,_1 (P(¢), P()). (143)

In the last step we used Lemma 61.

This will also depend continuously on the pair (¢, ¢') exactly as in Lemma
52.

By definition a R—divisor can be written as a finite positive sum of ample
line bundles, thus since we have shown that the Monge-Ampere energy is con-
tinuously partially right-differentiable in the ample integral directions it follows
that the function f is right-differentible when L’ is any ample R-divisor. Since
the derivatives we have calculated for ample line bundles are linear, the same

formulas hold for arbitrary R-divisors.

Now we consider the question of left-differentiability By Lemma 51 the
Monge-Ampére energy is (n + 1)—homogeneous. For some possibly large &,
kL — L’ is ample. Because of the homogeneity of the Monge-Ampere energy,
without loss of generality, we may assume that L — L’ is ample, otherwise just
change L to kL. Also

t
——(L—tL)y=L+——(L—L).
T4 ) =L+ )
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Using this and the homogeneity we get that

Er—tr (@ — thy, ¢ — ty) =
t t
= (1= )" "y (o + 17—t(('0 — )¢ + 17_75(%0/ — 1)) (1.44)

The left-differentiability thus follows from the previous case by equation (1.44)

and the chain rule.

To show the differentiability of f then, we only need to calculate the left-
derivative to make sure it coincides with the right-derivative. Recall that be-
cause of the cocycle property we only needed to consider two cases. First as-

sume that ¢ = ¢’. Equations (1.44) and (1.41) now yields that

a
dt |,

(L= oo+ 750 =)o+ T (e —¥))) =
d

t t
= —— g t ’ _— — _— — ! =
di o, LTS (L (o + 1 _t(<P Vi), + 1_t(<ﬂ V)

d
Erpr @+t o+ thy) = ——  Eny (o —tdy, o — thy) =

dt|oy
4
dtfos

- / (¢ — 10) — (i — 1) MA(P () = / (o — U4 MA(P(p)) =
X X
d

=—  Eppr(o+t, @ +tiy).
dt oy

Now let ¢ # ¢’ but instead assume that ¢, = 1, = 1 is some smooth
positive weight on L’. By the cocycle property we may also assume that ¢ and
o — 1 are smooth and positive. By equation (1.42) we get that
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d
d i (@ + 1, ¢ +t)) =
e, (et (= )+ (' — ) =
o, Lt i (L—L)\P 1—¢ ¥ P 1—¢ P
= (n+1)E(p¢') -
d / l ’ _
i1, L+1%t(L—L’)(50+17_75(<P V), ¢ +17—t(<'0 ¥)) =
= (n+1)E(py') -
)

- /X (9 — ) — (¢ — $))MA(P(¢)) =

- /X (P(g) — P(o))dd"(¢) A MA,_1(P(), P(¢)) =

d

=— Ernr e+t +t).
dt oy

We used that ¢’ = P(¢’) a.e. with respect to MA(P(¢")) (see e.g. [1]). We
also used the observation that

dd°e AMAy_1(P(p), P(¢')) + MA(P(¢')) = MA,(P(p), P(¢)),

and that by definition

/ (P(¢) — P&/ ))MAL(P(0), (&) = (n + )EL(p. ).

The differentiability of f follows, and we saw that the derivative depended con-

tinuously on L, ¢ and ¢’. Hence the function F is C! on O. O

Note that in the special case where 1, = Yy + tV and p; = g + tW for
some fixed positive weight ¥ on L', our calculations show that

n—1

£ =Y [ (Po) = Pl))dd"¥ A (ddPlo)) A (@ Pligo))" .

Jj=0
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Let ¢g = 11 + 1 and as W choose In |s|? where s is a defining section for an

ample divisor A. Then f(t) = volx (L + tA) and using the Lelong-Poincare

formula on the RHS of equation above one recovers the classical result that

d
— Volx(L + tA) = TLVOIA(L‘A).
dto
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Test configurations and
Okounkov bodies

ABSTRACT

We associate to a test configuration for a polarized variety a filtration of
the section ring of the line bundle. Using the recent work of Boucksom-Chen
we get a concave function on the Okounkov body whose law with respect to
Lebesgue measure determines the asymptotic distribution of the weights of the
test configuration. We show that this is a generalization of a well-known result
in toric geometry. As an application, we prove that the pushforward of the
Lebesgue measure on the Okounkov body is equal to a Duistermaat-Heckman
measure of a certain deformation of the manifold. Via the Duisteraat-Heckman

141
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formula, we get as a corollary that in the special case of an effective C*-action
on the manifold lifting to the line bundle, the pushforward of the Lebesgue
measure on the Okounkov body is piecewise polynomial.

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 Okounkov bodies

In [14] Okounkov introduced a way to associate a convex body in R” to any
ample divisor on a n-dimensional projective variety. This procedure was later
shown to work in a more general setting by Lazarsfeld-Mustatd in [12] and by
Kaveh-Khovanskii in [8] and [9].

Let L be a big line bundle on a complex projective manifold X of dimen-
sion n. The Okounkov body of L, denoted by A(L), is a convex subset of R™,
constructed in such a way so that the set-valued mapping

A:L+— A(L)

has some very nice properties (for the explicit construction see Section 2.2). It

is homogeneous, i.e. for any k € N
A(kL) = kA(L).

Here kL denotes the the k:th tensor power of the line bundle L. Secondly, the
mapping is convex, in the sense that for any big line bundles L and L’, and any
k,m € N, the following holds

A(KL +mL") D EA(L) + mA(L),

where the plus sign on the right hand side refers to Minkowski addition, i.e.
A+B:={r+y:xcAye B}

Recall that the volume of a line bundle L, denoted by vol(L), is defined by

dim HO(kL
vol(L) := li]rfn sup W
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By definition L is big if vol(L) > 0. The third and crucial property, which
makes Okounkov bodies useful as a tool in birational geometry, is that for any
L

vol(L) = n!volgn (A(L)).

where the volume of the Okounkov body is measured with respect to the stan-
dard Lesbesgue measure on R”.

2.1.2 Test configurations

Given an ample line bundle L on X, a class of algebraic deformations of the
pair (X, L), called test configurations, were introduced by Donaldson in [5],
generalizing a previous notion of Tian [21] in the context of Fano manifolds. In
short, a test configuration consists of:

(i) a scheme X with a C*-action p,
(i1) an C*-equivariant line bundle £ over X,

(iii) and a flat C*-equivariant projection 7 : X — C such that L restricted to
the fiber over 1 is isomorphic to L for some r > 0.

To a test configuration 7 there are associated discrete weight measures i(7, k)
(see Section 2.4 for the definition). The asymptotics of the first moments of
these measures, together with the Hilbert polynomial, is used to define the
Futaki invariant (see Section 2.4). This in turn is used to formulate stability
conditions, such as K -stability, on the pair (X, L). These conditions are con-
jectured to be equivalent to the existence of a constant scalar curvature metric
with Kihler form in ¢; (L), a conjecture which is sometimes called the Yau-
Tian-Donaldson conjecture. This is one of the big open problems in Kihler
geometry. By the works of e.g. Yau, Tian and Donaldson, a lot of progress has
been made, in particular in the case of Kahler-Einstein metrics, i.e. when L is
a multiple of the canonical bundle. For more on this, we refer the reader to the
expository article [15] by Phong-Sturm.

When L is assumed to be a toric line bundle on a toric variety with associ-
ated polytope P, it was shown by Donaldson in [5] that a torus equivariant test
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configuration is equivalent to specifying a concave rationally piecewise affine
function on the polytope P. This has made it possible to translate algebraic sta-
bility conditions on L into geometric conditions on P, which has proved very
useful.

Specifically, Donaldson has a formula for the Futaki invariant which only
involves the moment polytope and the piecewise affine function (see [5]).

Heuristically, the relationship between a general line bundle L and its Ok-
ounkov body is supposed to mimic the relationship between a toric line bundle
and its associated polytope. Therefore, one would hope that one could translate
a general test configuration into some geometric data on the Okounkov body.
The main goal of this article is to show that this in fact can be done, thus pre-
senting a generalization of the well-known toric picture referred to above, and
described in greater detail in Section 2.7.

In this article we show how to get a concave function on the Okounkov body,
which generalizes the toric picture. Using the concave function one can com-
pute the leading order term in the asymptotic expansion of the first moments.
However, the Okounkov body and the concave function on it does not in general
determine the Futaki invariant, since it also involves the second-order terms in
the expansions. What is special about the toric case is that there the moment
polytope and the piecewise affine function determine the full asymptotics of the
Hilbert polynomial and the first moments of the weight measures.

2.1.3 The concave transform of a test configuration

By a filtration F of the section ring &, H%(kL) we mean a vector space-valued
map from R x N,

F:(t,k) — FH(KL),

such that for any k, F;H?(kL) is a family of subspaces of HY(kL) that is
decreasing and left-continuous in ¢. F is said to be multiplicative if

(FH (kL)) (F,H°(mL)) C Fyy sH°((E+m)L),
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it is left-bounded if for all &
F_ H°(EL) = H°(KL)  for  t>>1,
and is said to linearly right-bounded if there exist a C' such that
FHO(kL) = {0}  for t>Ck.

The filtration F is called admissible if it has all the above properties.
Given a filtration F, one may associate discrete measures v(F, k) on R in

the following way

v(F, k)= kin%(— dim Fy, H°(kL)),
where the differentiation is done in the sense of distributions.

In their article [2] Boucksom-Chen show how any admissible filtration F
of the section ring &5 H®(kL) of L gives rise to a concave function G[F] on
the Okounkov body A(L) of L. G[F] is called the concave transform of F.
The main result of [2], Theorem A, states that the discrete measures v(F, k)
converge weakly as k tends to infinity to G[F].d\|a(z), the push-forward of
the Lebesgue measure on A(L) with respect to the concave transform of F.

Let 7 be a test configuration on (X, L). Given a section s € H%(kL), there
is a unique invariant meromorphic extension to configuration scheme &X'. Using
the vanishing order of this extension along the central fiber of X we define a
filtration of the section ring & H°(kL), which we show has the property that
for any k

(7T, k) =v(F, k).
We will denote the associated concave transform by G[7]. Combined with

Theorem A of [2] we thus get our first main result.

THEOREM 1. Given a test configuration T of L there is a concave function
G[T] on the Okounkov body A(L) such that the measures (T, k) converge
weakly as k tends to infinity to the measure G[T |.d\|a(r)-

We embed our test configuration into C times a projective space PV, so
that the associated action comes from a C*-action on PV, This we can always
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do (see e.g. [19]). The manifold X lies embedded in PV, and we thus via the
action get a family X, of submanifolds. As 7 tends to 0, X, converges in
the sense of currents to an algebraic cycle |Xy| (see [6]). We let wpg denote
the Fubini-Study on PV. Restricted to X, the (n,n)-form wfg/n! defines a
positive measure, that as 7 goes to zero converges to a positive measure dursg,
the Fubini-Study volume form on | Xg|. There is also a Hamiltonian function A
for the S'-action. Using a result of Donaldson in [6] and Theorem 1 we can
relate this picture with the concave transform by the following Corollary.

COROLLARY 2. Assume that we have embedded the test configuration T in
some PN x C, let h denote the corresponding Hamiltonian and dypgs the posi-

tive measure on | Xy| defined above. Then we have that
h*d/J,FS = G[T}*d)wA(L)-

If | X, is a smooth manifold, on which the S'-action is effective, the mea-
sure h.dupg is the sort of measure studied by Duistermaat-Heckman in [7].
They prove that such a Duistermaat-Heckman measure is piecewise polyno-
mial, i.e. the distribution function with respect to Lebesgue measure on R is
piecewise polynomial. For a product test configuration, | Xo| & X, therefore

we can apply the result of Duistermaat-Heckman to get the following.

COROLLARY 3. Assume that there is a C*-action on X which lifts to L, and
that the corresponding S*-action is effective. If we denote the associated prod-
uct test configuration by T , the concave transform G[T| is such that the push-

forward measure G[T].d\ a(r) is piecewise polynomial.

We also consider the case of a product test configuration, which means that
there is an algebraic C*-action p on the pair (X, L). We let ¢ be a positive S*-
invariant metric on L. Using the action p, we get a geodesic ray ¢, of positive
metrics on L such that ¢o; = . Let us denote the ¢ derivative at the point one
by . It is a real-valued function on X. There is also a natural volume element,
given by dV,, := (dd®p)™/n!. By the function ¢»/2 we can push forward the

measure dV,, to a measure on R, which we denote by . This measure does
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not depend on the particular choice of positive S'-invariant metric . In fact,

we have the following.

THEOREM 4. If we denote the product test configuration by T , and the corre-
sponding concave transform by G[T), then for any positive S*-invariant metric
@ it holds that

Ko = G[T]*d/\\A(L)-

The proof uses Theorem 1 combined with the approach of Berndtsson in [1],
but is simpler in nature.

Phong-Sturm have in their articles [15] and [17] shown that the pair of a test
configuration 7 and a positive metric ¢ on L canonically determines a C'':!
geodesic ray of positive metrics on L emanating from ¢. We conjecture that the
analogue of Theorem 4 is true also in that more general case.

In [14] Okounkov considered the case of a connected reductive group G
acting on a projective variety, and there used the concept of an Okounkov body
to prove that in the classical limit the law describing the multiplicities as a
funciton of their respective highest weight was log-concave. The case G =
St corresponds to what we have called a product test configuration. However
Okounkov, for his purposes, chooses a flag which is invariant under the group
action, while we let the flag to be chosen independently of the action, focusing
on the resulting concave function on the Okounkov body. See also [10] where
Kaveh-Khovanskii extend the previous work of Okounkov in [14], building a
theory on Okounkov bodies associated to graded (G-algebras, obtaining among
other things general results on log-concavity of the accompanying Duistermaat-
Heckman measures.

2.1.4 Organization of the paper

The definition of Okounkov bodies and some fundamental results concerning
them is in Section 2.2, using [12] by Lazarsfeld-Mustata as our main reference.

Section 2.3 is devoted to describing the setup, definitions and main results
of the article [2] by Boucksom-Chen on the concave transform of filtrations.
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Section 2.4 contains a brief introduction to test configurations, following
mainly Donaldson in [5] and [6].

We discuss embeddings of test configurations in Section 2.5, and link it to
certain Duistermaat-Heckman measures.

In Section 2.6 we show how to construct the associated filtration to a test
configuration, and prove Theorem 1, Corollary 2 and Corollary 3.

Section 2.7 concerns toric test configurations. We show that what we have
done is a generalization of the toric picture, by proving that in the toric case,
the concave transform is identical to the function on the polytope considered by
Donaldson in [5].

Relying on the work of Ross-Thomas in [18] and [19], we obtain in Section
2.8 an explicit description of the concave transforms corresponding to a special
class of test configurations, namely those arising from a deformation to the
normal cone with respect to some subscheme.

In Section 2.9 we study the case of product test configurations, and relate it

to geodesic rays of positive hermitian metrics. Hence we prove Theorem 4.

2.1.5 Acknowledgements

I wish to thank Robert Berman, Bo Berndtsson, Sebastien Boucksom, Julius
Ross and Xiaowei Wang for many interesting discussions relating to the topic

of this paper.

2.2 The Okounkov body of a line bundle

Let T be a subset of N**!, and suppose that it is a semigroup with respect to
vector addition, i.e. if o and [ lie in I, then the sum « + 3 should also lie in I".
We denote by ¥(T") the closed convex cone in R"*! spanned by I'.

DEFINITION 1. The Okounkov body A(T') of T is defined by

Al) :={a:(a,1) e Z(I")} CR™
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Since by definition ¥(I") is convex, and any slice of a convex body is itself
convex, it follows that the Okounkov body A(T") is convex.
By A (T") we will denote the set

Ap(T) :={a: (ka, k) e T} CR".
It is clear that for all non-negative &,
AK(T) € A(T) N (1/k)Z)"

We will explain the procedure, which is due to Okounkov (see [14]), of
associating a semigroup to a big line bundle.

Let X be a complex compact projective manifold of dimension n, and L a
holomorphic line bundle, which we will assume to be big. Suppose we have
chosen a point p in X, and local holomorphic coordinates 21, ..., z,, centered at
p, and let e, € H 9(U, L) be a local trivialization of L around p. If we divide
a section s € HY(X, kL) by ellf we get a local holomorphic function. It has an

unique represention as a convergent power series in the variables z;,
S
[e%
g = E 22
p
which for convenience we will simply write as

s = E a2,

We consider the lexicographic order on the multiindices «, and let v(s) denote

the smallest index « such that a,, # 0.

DEFINITION 2. Let I'(L) denote the set
{(v(s),k):s € H(kL),k € N} C N*H1,
It is a semigroup, since for s € HY(kL) andt € H°(mL)
v(st) = v(s) +v(t).

The Okounkov body of L, denoted by A(L), is defined as the Okounkov body of
the associated semigroup T'(L).
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We write Ag(T'(L)) simply as Ag(L).

Remark. Note that the Okounkov body A(L) of a line bundle L in fact
depends on the choice of point p in X and local coordinates z;. We will however
supress this in the notation, writing A(L) instead of the perhaps more proper
but cumbersome A(L, p, (z;)).

From the article [12] by Lazarsfeld-Mustata we recall some results on Ok-

ounkov bodies of line bundles.

LEMMA 5. The number of points in A (L) is equal to the dimension of the
vector space H°(kL).

LEMMA 6. We have that

A(L) = UpZ, Ag(L).
LEMMA 7. The Okounkov body A(L) of a big line bundle is a bounded hence
compact convex body.

DEFINITION 3. The volume of a line bundle L, denoted by vol(L), is defined
by
dim H°(kL
vol(L) := liiri)solip W
The most important property of the Okounkov body is its relation to the

volume of the line bundle, described in the following theorem.
THEOREM 8. For any big line bundle it holds that
vol(L) = nlvolgn (A(L)),

where the volume of the Okounkov body is measured with respect to the standard

Lesbesgue measure on R™.

For the proof see [12].

2.3 The concave transform of a filtered linear se-
ries

In this section, we will follow Boucksom-Chen in [2].
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First we recall what is meant by a filtration of a graded algebra.

DEFINITION 4. By a filtration F of a graded algebra ®1, Vi, we mean a vector

space-valued map from R x N,
F:(t, k) — F Vg,

such that for any k, FiVy, is a family of subspaces of Vi, that is decreasing and

left-continuous in t.

In [2] Boucksom-Chen consider certain filtrations which behaves well with
respect to the multiplicative structure of the algebra.
They give the following definition.

DEFINITION 5. Let F be a filtration of a graded algebra ®1,Vy,. We shall say
that

(i) F is multiplicative if
(FiVi)(FsVi) C FigrsVierm
forallk,m € Nand s,t € R.
(ii) F is pointwise left-bounded if for each k F.V}, =V}, for some t.

(iii) F is linearly right-bounded if there exist a constant C such that for all k,
FreVi, = {0}.

A filtration F is said to be admissible if it is multiplicative, pointwise left-
bounded and linearly right-bounded.

Given a line bundle L on X its section ring &, H° (kL) is a graded algebra.

Boucksom-Chen in [2] show how an admissible filtration on the section
ring @, H°(kL) of a big line bundle L gives rise to a concave function on the
Okounkov body A(L). We will review how this is done.

First let us define the following set

Ap (L, F) = {v(s)/k : s € F;H°(kL)} C R",
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where as before v(s) = « if locally
s = Cz™ + higher order terms,
C being some nonzero constant. From the definition it is clear that
Aga(L, F) © Ap(L),

since
Ag(L) = {v(s)/k:s € H(kKL)}

and FH°(kL) C H°(kL). Similarly as in Lemma 5, from [12] we get that
|Ak¢(L, F)| = dim F, H°(kL), 2.1)

where |.| denotes the cardinality of the set.

For each k& we may define a function G, on Ay (L) by letting
Gr(a) :=sup{t:a € A (L, F)}.

From the assumption that F is both left- and right-bounded it follows that Gj,

is well-defined and real-valued.

LEMMA 9. If we denote by vy, (L) the sum of dirac measures at the points of

Ak(L),i.e.
ve(L) == Y da,

aGAk(L)

then we have that
d . 0
Gryvi(L) = a(— dim FH”(kL)).
Proof. By equation (2.1) and the definition of G, we have that

dim F, H (kL) = |Ag +(L, F)| :/
{Gr2>t}

(D)= [ (G0 (L))
t
(2.2)
The lemma now follows by differentiating the equation (2.2). O
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On the union UR2 ; Ay (L) one may define the function
G[F](«) := sup{Gi(a)/k : a € Ag(L)}.

By Boucksom-Chen in [2], or Witt Nystrom in [22], one then gets that the
function G[F] extends to a concave and therefore continuous function on the
interior of A(L). In fact one gets that G[F] is not only the supremum but also
the limit of G /k, i.e. for any p € A(L)°

G[Fl(p) = Jim Grlar)/k,

for any sequence o, converging to p.
Remark. To show how this fits into the framework of [22], we note that if

we let

G(a, k) := Gi(a/k),
then G is a function on I'(L). By the multiplicity of F it follows that G is
superadditive, and by the linear right-boundedness, G is going to be linearly
bounded from above. Thus one may apply the results of [22] to this function.
The main result of [2], Theorem A, is that we also have weak convergence

of measures.

THEOREM 10. The measures
1
kn

converge weakly to the measure

((Gr/k) v (L))

G[FledNa(r)

as k tends to infinity, where d\ A1) denotes the Lebesgue measure on R™ re-
stricted to A(L).

2.4 Test configurations

We will give a very brief introduction to the subject of test configurations. Our
main references are the articles [5] and [6] by Donaldson.

First the definition of a test configuration, as introduced by Donaldson in [5].
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DEFINITION 6. A ftest configuration T for an ample line bundle L over X

consists of:
(i) a scheme X with a C*-action p,
(ii) an C*-equivariant line bundle L over X,

(iii) and a flat C* -equivariant projection m : X — C where C* acts on C by
multiplication, such that L is relatively ample, and such that if we denote
by Xy := w (1), then L|x, — X1 is isomorphic to rL — X for some
r > 0.

By rescaling we can for our purposes without loss of generality assume that
r = 1 in the definition.

A test configuration is called a product test configuration if there is a C*-
action p’ on L — X such that £ = L x C with p acting on L by p’ and on
C by multiplication. A test configuration is called trivial if it is a product test
configuration with the action p’ being the trivial C*-action.

Since the zero-fiber X := 7~1(0) is invariant under the action p, we get
an induced action on the space H"(kLy), also denoted by p, where we have
denoted the restriction of £ to Xy by Lg. Specifically, we let p(7) act on a
section s € H(kLo) by

(p(7)(9)) (@) := p(7)(s(p™" (7)(2)))- (2.3)

Remark. Some authors refer to the inverted variant

as the induced action. This is only a matter of convention, but one has to be
aware that all the weights as defined below changes sign when changing from
one convention to the other.

Any vector space V' with a C*-action can be split into weight spaces V;,
on which p(7) acts as multiplication by 77, (see e.g. [5]). The numbers 7; with
non-trivial weight spaces are called the weights of the action. Thus we may
write HY(kLg) as

H°(kLo) = ®,V,
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with respect to the induced action p.
In [15], Lemma 4, Phong-Sturm give the following linear bound on the

absolute value of the weights.

LEMMA 11. Given a test configuration there is a constant C such that
|ni| < Ck

whenever dim V,,, > 0.

There is an associated weight measure on R :

w(T k)= > dimV,d,

7N=—00
and also the rescaled variant
1 oo
AT k) = > dim Vydy-n,,. (2.4)
1nN=—00

The first moment of the measure u(7, k), which we will denote by wy,
thus equals the sum of the weights 7); with multiplicity dim V;,,. It can also be
seen as the weight of the induced action on the top exterior power of H°(kLjg).
The total mass of u(7, k) is dim H°(kLg), which we will denote by dj. By
the flatness of 7 it follows that for k large it will be equal to dim H® (kL) (see
e.g. [18]). One is interested in the asymptotics of the weights, and from the
equivariant Riemann-Roch theorem one gets that there is an asymptotic expan-
sion in powers of k of the expression wy, /kdy, (see e.g. [5]),

Ok _ By — kYR + O(K2). 2.5)
kd,
I is called the Futaki invariant of 7, and will be denoted by F'(7).

DEFINITION 7. A line bundle L is called K-semistable if for all test configu-

rations T of L over X, it holds that F(T) > 0. L is called K-stable if it is
K-semistable and furthermore F(T) = 0 iff T is a product test configuration.

Donaldson has conjectured that L being K -stable is equivalent to the exis-
tence of a positive constant scalar curvature hermitian metric with Kéhler form
in ¢1 (L) (see [5], [6] and the expository article [16]).
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2.5 Embeddings of test configurations

One way to construct a test configuration of a pair (X, L) is by using a Kodaira
embedding of (X, L) into (PV, O(1)) for some N. If p is a C*-action on PV,
this gives rise to a product test configuration of (P, O(1)). If we restrict to the
image of p’s action on (X, L), we end up with a test configuration of (X, L). A
basic fact (see e.g. [19]) is that all test configurations arise this way, so that one
may embed X into PV x C for some N, the action p coming from a C* -action
on PV,

Let 7 be a test configuration, and assume that we have chosen an embed-
dding as above. Let z; be homogeneous coordinates on P?V, and let us define

the following functions

We assume that we have chosen our coordinates so that the metric ||z||? is
invariant under the corresponding S*-action on CN*+1. Then the infinitesimal
generator of the action p is given by a hermitian matrix A. We define a real-

valued function h on PV by

h:= ZAijhij‘

It is a Hamiltonian for the S'-action (see [6]). Let wrg denote the Fubini-Study
form on PV The zero-fiber X of the test configuration can via the embedding
be identified with subsheme of PV, invariant under the action of p. By | Xy
we will denote the corresponding algebraic cycle, and we let [X] denote its
integration current. The wedge product of [X,] with the positive (n, n)-form
whkg/n! gives a positive measure, dupg, with | Xo| as its support. We have the

following proposition.

PROPOSITION 12. In the setting as above, the normalized weight measures
(7T, k) of the test configuration converges weakly as k tends to infinity to the

pushforward of the measure dyups with respect to the Hamiltonian h,

(T, k) = hadprs.
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Proof. This is essentially just a reformulation of a result by Donaldson in [6].
Using the weight measures ji(7, k), Equation (20) in the proof of Proposition
3 in [6] says that

/]R o di(T, k) = / h'dpps + o(1).

[Xol

for any positive integer r. In other words, for all such r, the r-moments of
the measures ji(7, k) converge to the r-moment of the pushforward measure
h.durs. But then it is classical that this implies weak convergence of measures.

O

The measure h.dp g is the sort of measure studied by Duistermaat-Heckman
in [7]. They consider a smooth symplectic manifold M with symplectic form
o, and an effective Hamiltonian torus action on M. This gives rise to a mo-
ment mapping J, which is a map from M to the dual of the Lie algebra of the
torus, which we can naturally identify with R* k being the dimension of the
torus (we refer the reader to [7] for the definitions). There is a natural volume
measure on M, given by ¢”/n!, called the Liouville measure. The pushfor-
ward of the Liouville measure with the moment map J, J,(c™/n!), is called
a Duistermaat-Heckman measure. They prove that it is absolute continuous
with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”, and provide an explicit formula, in
the literature referred to as the Duistermaat-Heckman formula, for the density
function f. As a corollary they get the following.

THEOREM 13. The density function | of the measure J,.(c™/n!) is a polyno-
mial of degree less that the dimension of M on each connected component of

the set of regular values of the moment map J.

In our setting the Liouville measure is given by duprg, and the moment
map J is simply given by the Hamiltonian h. Thus when all components of the
algebraic cycle | Xy| are smooth manifolds, and the action is effective, we can
apply Theorem 13 to our measure h.durs and conclude that it is a piecewise
polynomial measure on R. In general of course some components of | X| may
have singularities. However, one case where we know that X is a smooth
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manifolld is when we have a product test configuration, because then Xy = X.

Hence we get the following.

PROPOSITION 14. For a product test configuration, with a corresponding effec-
tive S'-action, it holds that the law of the asymptotic distribution of its weights

is piecewise polynomial.

Proof. By Proposition 12 the law of the asymptotic distribution of weights is
given by the measure h.dupgs and by the remarks above we can use Theorem
13 to conclude that h,durg is piecewise polynomial. O

2.6 The concave transform of a test configuration

Given a test configuration 7 of L we will show how to get an associated filtra-
tion F of the section ring @, H°(kL).

First note that the C*-action p on L via the equation (2.3) gives rise to an
induced action on HO(X, kL) as well as H°(X \ Xg, kL), since X \ X is
invariant.

Let s € H°(kL) be a holomorphic section. Then using the C*-action p
we get a canonical extension 5 € H?(X \ X, kL) which is invariant under the

action p, simply by letting

5(p(r)x) := p(7)s(x) (2.6)

forany 7 € C* and z € X.

We identify the coordinate ¢ with the projection function 7(x), and we also
consider it as a section of the trivial bundle over X. Exactly as for HO(X, kL),
p gives rise to an induced action on sections of the trivial bundle, using the same
formula (2.3). We get that

(p(N)t)(x) = p(7)(t(p~ ' (T)2) = p(T) (7™ t(2)) = 77 t(x),  Q27)

where we used that p acts on the trivial bundle by multiplication on the ¢-
coordinate. Thus
p(T)t =77,
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which shows that the section ¢ has weight —1.
By this it follows that for any section s € H°(kL) and any integer 7, we
get a section t =5 € H°(X \ Xy, kL), which has weight 7.

LEMMA 15. For any section s € H°(kL) and any integer 1 the section t~"5
extends to a meromorphic section of kL over the whole of X, which we also

will denote by t~"s.

Proof. 1t is equivalent to saying that for any section s there exists an integer 7
such that 75 extends to a holomorphic section S € HY(X,kL). By flatness,
which was assumed in the definition of a test configuration, the direct image
bundle 7, L is in fact a vector bundle over C. Thus it is trivial, since any vector
bundle over C is trivial. By e.g. Lemma 2 in [15] any complex vector bundle
over C with a C*-action has an equivariant trivialization. The trivialization con-
sits of global sections S;, giving a basis at each point ¢, and with the additional
property that
p(1)Si =" fii(7)S;, (2.8)

where the f;;s are holomorphic. The action restricts to the fiber over zero,
and thus we have a decomposition in a finite number of weight spaces V;;. By
restricting equation (2.8) to this fiber it follows that the functions f;; are Laurent
polynomials in 7 whose degrees are bounded from above by the maximum of
the weights 77 and from below by the minimum of the weights.

Consider a section s € H°(kL). We can write it as s = Y. a;5;(1). It
follows that

5(t) = O aip(t)Si)(t) = O aifi;(£)S;)(t). (2.9)

Since we observed that the degrees of the Laurent polynomials f;;s were bounded
from below, equation (2.9) tells us that 5(¢) extends holomorphically after mul-

tiplying by ¢ raised to some large power. O

DEFINITION 8. Given a test configuration T we define a vector space-valued
map F from 7 x N by letting

(n,k) — {s € H°(kL) : t "5 € HY(X,kL)} =: F,H°(kL).
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It is immediate that 7, is decreasing since H°(X, kL) is a C[t]-module.
We can extend F to a filtration by letting

}-nHO(kL) = FﬁﬂHo(kL)
for non-integers 7, thus making F left-continuous. Since
=t ggh = (4715) (¢ ) € HO(X, kL)HO (X, mL) C HO(X, (k+m)L)
whenever s € 7, H’(kL) and s’ € F,y H°(kL), we see that
(Fy HORL))(Fyy HO(mL)) C Frpo HO(k 4+ m)L),

i.e. F is multiplicative. Furthermore, by Lemma 39 it follows that F is left-
bounded and right-bounded.

PROPOSITION 16. For k> 0
w(T, k) = d%(— dim F, H(kL)).
Proof. Recall that we had the decomposition in weight spaces
HO(kLo) = @y Vy,

and that -
w(T, k) := Z dim V;,6,,.

nN=—00
We have the following isomorphism:

(mekL) {0y = HO(X, kL) /tH (X, kL),

the right-to-left arrow being given by the restriction map, see e.g. [19]. Also,
for k > 0, (m.kL) |0y = H°(kLo), therefore we get that for large k

HY(kLo) = H(X,kL)/tH® (X, kL), (2.10)

We also have a decomposition of H%(X', kL) into the sum of its invariant weight
spaces W,,. By Lemma 39 it is clear that a section S € HY(X, kL) lies in W,
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if and only if it can be written as t~"5 for some s € H%(kL), in fact we have
that s = S| x. Thus we get that

W, = F,H°(kL),
and by the isomorphism (3.38) then
V, = F,H (kL)) F,1HO (KL).

Thus we get
dim 7, HO(kL) = dim V, 2.11)
n'zn
and the lemma follows by differentiating with respect to 77 on both sides of the
equation (3.39). O

PROPOSITION 17. The filtration associated to a test configuration T is always
admissible. If we let Gy [T| denote the functions on A (L) associated to the
Siltration F(T) as previously definied, then we have that

and )
MT . k) = = (Ge[T]/k)« (v (L)))- (2.13)

Proof. The equality of measures (2.12) follows immediately from combining
Lemma 9 and Proposition 16, and (2.13) is just a rescaling of (2.12). Since
by Lemma 38 the weights of a test configuration is linearly bounded, by (2.12)
we get that the same holds for the functions Gi[7], i.e. the filtration F is
linearly left- and right-bounded. It is hence admissible, since the other defining
properties had already been checked. O

THEOREM 18. With the setting as in the proposition above, we have the follow-

ing weak convergence of measures as k tends to infinity
(T, k) = G[T]wdAa(w)-

Proof. Follows from Theorem 10 together with Proposition 17. O
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COROLLARY 19. In the asymtotic expansion

Wi

We _ o -1 -2
pa, = o KR+ 007

we have that
n!

Ry = i /A L, GO

Proof. Recall that in Section 2.4 we defined wy, by

Wi :z/a:d,u(T, k),
R

i.e. in other words
wg = Z ndim V;,
®,V, being the weight space decomposition of HY(kLg).Thus Theorem 18

implies that

ity = Jim [ an(T.k) = [ o(GIT)-(Naw) = [ GTan
k—oo k k—oo R R A(L)
(2.14)

using the weak convergence and the definition of the push forward of a measure.

(2.14) together with the standard expansion
dy, = dim H°(kL) = k™vol(L)/n! + o(k™)
yields the corollary. O

Another consequence of Theorem 18 is that it relates the Okounkov body
A(L) with the central fibre X, and therefore X, in the sense of the following

corollary.

COROLLARY 20. Assume that we have embedded the test configuration T
in some PN x C, let h denote the corresponding Hamiltonian and djpg the

Fubini-Study volume measure on | X| as in Section 2.4. Then we have that
G[T].dNa(r) = hydprs.

Proof. Follows immediately from combining Proposition 12 and Theorem 18.
O
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As in Section 2.5, if we restrict to the case of product test configurations
where the S!-action is effective, we can apply the Duistermaat-Heckman theo-

rem to these measures, and get the following.

COROLLARY 21. Assume that there is a C*-action on X which lifts to L, and
that the corresponding S*-action is effective. If we denote the associated prod-
uct test configuration by T , the concave transform G[T| is such that the push-

forward measure G[T.d\ a(r) is piecewise polynomial.

Proof. Follows from combining Proposition 14 and Corollary 20. O

2.7 Toric test configurations

We will cite some basic facts of toric geometry, all of which can be found in
the article [5] by Donaldson. Let Lp — Xp be a toric line bundle with cor-
responding polytope P C R™. Thus for every k there is a basis for H°(kLp)
such that there is a one-one correspondence between the basis elements and the

integer lattice points of kP. We write this as
a€kPNZ" < 2* € H'(kLp).

In [5] Donaldson describes the relationship between toric test configurations
and the geometry of polytopes. Let g be a positive concave rational piecewise
affine function defined on P. One may define a polytope @ in R**! with P as

its base and the graph of g as its roof, i.e.

Q= {(‘Tvy) e Pye [0,9(.’17)}}

That g is rational means precisely that the polytope @ is rational, i.e. it is the
convex hull of a finite set of rational points in R™. In fact, by scaling we can
without loss of generality assume that () is integral, i.e. the convex hull of a
finite set of integer points. Then by standard toric geometry this polytope @)
corresponds to a toric line bundle Lg over a toric variety X of dimension

n + 1. We may write the correspondence between integer lattice points of kQ)
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and basis elements for H%(kLg) as
(,m) €kQNZ™" s t712% € H(kLg). (2.15)

There is a natural C*-action p given by multiplication on the ¢-variable. We
also get a projection 7 of X down to P!, by letting
1t (g

for any 7,  such that this is well defined. Donaldson shows in [5] that if one
excludes 77! (o), then the triple L, p and 7 is in fact a test configuration, so
 is flat and the fiber over 1 of (X, L) is isomorphic to (Xp, Lp).

It was shown by Lazarsfeld-Mustatd in [12], Example 6.1, that if one choses
the coordinates, or actually the flag of subvarieties, so that it is invariant under
the torus action, the Okounkov body of a toric line bundle is equal to its defining

polytope, up to translation. Thus we may assume that P = A(Lp) and
v(z%) = a.

The invariant meromorphic extension of the section z* € H®(kLp) is 2% €
H O(k:LQ), where we have identified X p with the fiber over 1. By our calcu-
lations in Section 2.6, equation (3.36), the weight of t=7z is 7. Thus we see
that
Gr(a) = sup{n: 772" ¢ H°(kLg)} = kg(a),

by the correspondence (2.15) and the fact that g is the defining equation for the
roof of (). We get that G, /k is equal to the function ¢ restricted to A (L), and
thus by the convergence of Gy, /k to G[T], that

G[T)=gy.

We see that our concave transform G[7] is a proper generalization of the
well-known correspondence between test configurations and concave functions
in toric geometry.

It is thus clear that, as was shown for product test configurations in Propo-

sition 21, for toric test configurations it holds that the pushforward measure

G[T].dNa(Lp) = 9«d\p
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is the sum of a piecewise polynomial measure and a multiple of a dirac measure,
simply because P is a polytope and g is piecewise affine (the dirac measure part

coming the top of the roof).

2.8 Deformation to the normal cone

One interesting class of test configurations is the ones which arise as a defor-
mation to the normal cone with respect to some subscheme. This is described
in detail by Ross-Thomas in [18] and [19], and we will only give a brief outline
here.

Let Z be any proper subscheme of X. Consider the blow up of X x C along
7 x {0}, and denote it by X'. Hence we get a projection 7 to C by composition
X — X xC — C. We let P denote the exceptional divisor, and for any positive

rational number ¢ we get a line bundle
L.:=7"L —cP.

By Kleimans criteria (see e.g. [11]) it follows that L. is relatively ample for
small ¢. The action on (X x C,L x C) given by multiplication on the C-
coordinate lifts to an action p on (X, L.), since both Z x {0} and L x C are
invariant under the action downstairs. Ross-Thomas in [18] show that this data
defines a test configuration.
From the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [18] we get that
ck
HO(X,kL.) = EPt* " HO (X, kL ® T}) @ t**C[t]HO(KL),  (2.16)
i=1
for £ sufficiently large and ck € N. Here Jz denotes the ideal sheaf of Z, and
the sections of kL are being identified with their invariant extensions. From the
expression (2.16) we can read off the associated filtration F of H°(kL). That

t*HO(KL) C HY(X,kL,)

means that
F_ooHY (kL) = H°(kL).
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Furthermore, for 0 < ¢ < ck and any s € H°(kL) we get that t*~is ¢
HO(X,kL,.)iff s € HY(KL ® J%). This implies that for —ck < 7 <0,

FyHO (kL) = HO(kL ® J5").

Also, when 1 > 0 we get that 7, H(kL) = {0}. In summary, if we let g be
defined by

ge,k(1) := [max(n + ck, 0)]

for n € (—o0, 0] and let g, , = oo on (0, c0), then by our calculations
FyHO(KL) = HO(kL ® J2+™). 2.17)

Thus this natural class of filtrations can be seen as coming from test configura-
tions.

Let us assume that Z is an ample divisor with a defining holomorphic sec-
tion s € HY(Z),ie. Z = {s = 0}. Let a be a number between zero
and ¢, then L — aZ is still ample. Using multiplication with s** we can
embed HO(k(L — aZ)) into H°(kL). With respect to this identification of
HO(k(L — aZ)) as a subspace of H°(kL) for all k, we can identify the Ok-
ounkov body of L — aZ with a subset of A(L). By vanishing theorems (see
e.g. [12]), for large &k

HO(k(L — aZ)) = H* (KL ® JE%), (2.18)
and therefore by (2.17)
H(k(L — aZ)) = Fi(a—ecyH (KL).

It follows that the part of A(L) where G[7] is greater or equal to a — ¢ coincides
with A(L — aZ).!
Recall that by Theorem 8

vol(L — aZ)

volgn A(L — aZ) = '
n!

'We thank Julius Ross for poining this out to us.
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By this, a direct calculation yields that the pushforward measure G[7].dA|a(r)
can be written as

vol(L — ¢Z) d <V01(L (z+c)Z)) p

el S’ ,

ol do — X[—c,0] %

n!

where dy denotes the dirac measure at zero and x|_.,g) the indicator function of
the interval [—c, 0]. Since for any ample (or even nef) line bundle the volume is

given by integration of the top power of the first Chern class,

vol(L) = /X (L),

it follows that the volume function is polynomial of degree n in the ample cone.
Thus the measure G[7 ].dA|a () is a sum of a polynomial measure of degree
less than n and a dirac measure.

Let again Z be an arbitrary subscheme of X. Consider the blow up of X
along Z, and let E denote the exceptional divisor. If F is irreducible we may
introduce local holomorphic coordinates (z;) on the blow up, such that locally
E is given by the equation z; = 0. Using these coordinates we get an associated
Okounkov body A(L') where L’ = p* L, and p denotes the projection from the
blow up down to X. However, since all sections of L’ and its multiples are
lifts of sections of L and its multiples, it is customary to think of A(L’) as an
Okounkov body of L (see [12]). We will do that from here on. For s € H°(kL),
the first coordinate of v(s) is equal to the vanishing order of s along Z, i.e. the
largest integer r such that s € H°(kL ® J}%). Thus by (2.17) we get that

Apy(L) = {v(s)/k : s € FyHO(kL)} = Ap(L) 0 {z1 > gex(n)/k}.
Furthermore

Gr(a) =sup{n:a € Ay, (L)} =
=sup{n: a1 > gex(n)/k} = kmin(aq —¢,0),

and therefore
G[T]|(x) = min(z; — ¢, 0).
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2.9 Product test configurations and geodesic rays

There is an interesting interplay between on the one hand test configurations
and geodesic rays in the space of metrics on the other (see e.g. [15] and [17]).
The model case is when we have a product test configuration.

Let H, denote the space of positive hermitian metrics ¢ of a positive line
bundle L over X. The tangent space of H 1, at any point ¢ is naturally identified
with the space of smooth real-valued functions on X. The works of Mabuchi,
Semmes and Donaldson (see [13], [20] and [4]) have shown that there is a nat-
ural Riemannian metric on Hy,, by letting the norm of a tangent vector u at a
point ¢ € H, be defined by

] 2, = /X ul?dVy,

where dVy, := (ddy)™. Let ¢, be aray of metrics, ¢ € (0, c0). We may extend
it to complex valued ¢ in C* if we let ¢/, be independent on the argument of ¢.
We say that v, is a geodesic ray if

(dd°)" T =0 (2.19)

on X x C*. The equation (2.19) is the geodesic equation with respect to the
Riemannian metric on H, (see e.g. [17]).

Let 7 be a product test configuration. That means that there is a C*-action
p on the original pair (X, L). Restriction of p to the unit circle gives a S'-action.
Let ¢ be an S*-invariant positive metric on L. We geta CX ray 7 — o, € H[,
of metrics by letting for any £ € L

€], = |p(T) 71|, (2.20)

Similarly we get corresponding rays ko, in Hyy. Since ¢ was assumed to be
Sl-invariant, ¢, only depends on the absolute value |7|. Also because the action

p is holomorphic, it follows that
(dd°p;)" T =0,

therefore o is a geodesic ray.
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In [1] Berndtsson introduces sequences of spectral measures on R arising
naturally from a geodesic segment of metrics, and shows that they converge
weakly to a certain pushforward of a volume form on X. Inspired by his result,
we consider the analogue in our setting.

Let ¢ denote the derivative of (.- at 1, so ¢ is a smooth real-valued function
on X. We consider the positive measure on R we get by pushing forward the

volume form dV,, := (ddy)™ on X with this function divided by two,

py = (¢/2)dV,.

The measure p., does not does not depend on the choice of S*-invariant metric

. In fact, we have the following result.

THEOREM 22. Let G[T| denote the concave transform of the product test con-

figuration. We have an equality of measures
tp = GT]dAa(r)-

Proof. We will use one of the main ideas in the proof of the main result of
Berndtsson in [1], Theorem 3.3. However, in our setting where the geodesic
comes from a C*-action things are much simpler since we do not need the
powerful estimates used in [1].

Let dV be some fixed smooth volume form on X. We will introduce two
families of scalar products on H(kL), parametrized by 7, ||.||,.1 and ||.||;.2-
First we let for any s € H(kL)

]2, = /X 152, dv,

while we let

s

2, = /X Ip(r) s dV = ||o(r) 8|2

Direct calculations yield that

d d ,
%HSHE,I = E /X |S|ig07dv = A(—k@7)|8|indV = (T*ktﬁ-rsas)‘r,l»

221
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where T"_j,; denotes the Toeplitz operator with symbol —k¢-.

Differentiating ||.|| - 2 with respect to 7 we get that

d d B B d _

EHSHEJZE(P(T) s, p(7) 18)1,1=((Ep(7) M5, 8)11. (2.22)

On the other hand

Hnﬂf/| D2, dV () /m L (s())|2,dV (x) =
/ l(p (@) |7,V (p( / lp(T) " R dVe,  (2.23)

where dV; (z) := dV(p(7)x) thus denotes the resulting volume form after the
T-action. Since dV;(x) depends smoothly on 7, using (2.23) we get that

d

d
gtz =gz llslize) = (2.24)
dT‘ / ‘,0 S|ktp dV dV)‘ S
/um_ﬁuém@w:awh, 225

where thus C' is a uniform constant independent of s and k. Therefore letting
7 = 1 in equations (2.21) and (2.22), and using (2.24) we get that

d

7 PMir=1 = g2 + Ei, (2.26)

where the error term FE, i
Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a IN-dimensional Hilbert space, and let \;
denote the eigenvalues of A, which therefore are real, counted with multiplicity.

The spectral measure of A, denoted by v(A), is defined as
oy

We consider the normalized spectral measure of Ty /2,

1
Vg 1= k‘” (Tkga/Q/k)
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By Theorem 3.2 in [1], which is a variant of a theorem of Boutet de Monvel-
Guillemin (see [3]), we get that the measures vy, converge weakly as k tends to
infinity to the measure f,.

Let HO(kL) = >, Vi be the decomposition in weight spaces, and let P,

denote the projection to V;,. Then
o) = Y P
n

and thus J
Ep(T)h:l => P, (2.27)
From (2.27) we see that the normalized spectral measures of % o(7) |r=1, Which

we denote by p, coincides with the previously defined weight measure

According to Theorem 18 the sequence [i(7, k), and therefore uy, converges
weakly to the measure G[T |.d\|a(L)-

Lastly, by the the min-max principle, when perturbing an operator A by an
operator E/ with small norm ||E|| < &, then each eigenvalue is perturbed at
most by . Thus from (2.26) it follows that v, — 1, converges weakly to zero,
and the theorem follows. O

We will relate this result to our previous discussion on Duistermaat-Heckman
measures in Section 2.5 and 2.6, by showing that the map ¢/2 is a Hamiltonian
for the S'-action when the symplectic form is given by dd°e. This is of course
well-known (see e.g. [4]), but we include it here for the benefit of the reader.

Let V' be the holomorphic vector field on X generating the action p. Hence,
the imaginary part ImV of V' generates the S'-action. By definition, /2 is a
Hamiltonian if it holds that

ImV |dd°yp = dg/2, (2.28)

where | denotes the contraction operator.
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If we can show that
—iV]dd®p = 0¢/2,

equation (2.28) will follow by taking the real part on both sides. We calculate
locally with respect to some trivialization and without loss of generality we may

assume that

Recall that by definition

)

2
—idedcgozlziaaw iz = 159¢

ZlaZj i~ 5 8721

Since V' = 0/0z generates the action, it follows that locally /921 = ¢, and

we are done.
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Analytic test configurations and

geodesic rays

ABSTRACT

Starting with the data of a curve of singularity types, we use the Legen-
dre transform to construct weak geodesic rays in the space of locally bounded
metrics on an ample line bundle L over a compact manifold. Using this we
associate weak geodesics to suitable filtrations of the algebra of sections of L.
In particular this works for the natural filtration coming from an algebraic test
configuration, and we show how this in the non-trivial case recovers the weak

geodesic ray of Phong-Sturm.
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3.1 Introduction

Let H(L) be the space of smooth strictly positive hermitian metrics on an am-
ple line bundle L over a compact manifold X. Then, by the work of Mabuchi,
Semmes and Donaldson (see [24], [32], [18]), H(L) has the structure of an in-
finite dimensional symmetric space with a canonical Riemannian metric. Thus
a natural way to study this space is through its geodesics, an approach that
has been taken up by a number of authors (e.g. Chen-Tian, Donaldson, Phong-
Sturm, Mabuchi and Semmes among others).

In this paper we give a general method for constructing weak geodesics in
the space of locally bounded positive metrics on L. The initial data consists
of a fixed smooth positive metric ¢ and a curve of singular positive metrics
1y on L for A € R that is concave in A\. We are really only interested in the
singularity type of 105, so we consider the equivalence class of ) under the
relation ¢ ~ ¢} if 1 — 1)), is bounded globally on X. We define the maximal

envelope of this data to be

¢x :=sup{e) 1) < gand ¥ ~ P}

where the supremum is over positive metrics ¢ with the same singularity type
as ¥y, and the star denotes the operation of taking the upper-semicontinuous

regularization.

THEOREM 1. Suppose 1y is a test curve (as defined in (11)) and ¢ € H(L),

and consider the Legendre transform of its maximal envelope ¢y given by

o~

¢ =sup{pr + At} fort € [0, 00).
A

Then (Et is a weak geodesic ray in the space of locally bounded positive metrics

on L that emanates from ¢.

We recall what is meant by a weak geodesic. Let A := {e® < |z| < €’} be
an annulus and 7 be the projection X x A — X. Given a curve ¢¢, a < t < b,

of positive metrics, consider the metric ®(x, w) := @iog |w|(x) on 7*(L). Then
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a simple calculation reveals that if the ¢, are smooth then the geodesic equation

for ¢, is equivalent to the degenerate homogeneous Monge-Ampere equation
Q" =0 onX x A4, 3.1)

where ) = m*wg + dd°® and wy is the curvature of the initial metric. A curve
of locally bounded positive metrics is said to be a weak geodesic if it solves
(3.1) in sense of currents.

The first step in our approach to Theorem 1 is showing that the Monge-

Ampere measure of the maximal envelope ¢, satisfies
MA((Zﬁ)\) = 1{¢A:¢}MA(¢)\) for all )\, (32)

where 15 denotes the characteristic function of a set S. We say that a positive
metric ¢ bounded by ¢ and having property (3.2) is maximal with respect to
¢ (see Definition 10), and a test curve ¢, where ¢, is maximal with respect
to ¢ for all A is referred to as a maximal test curve. We show that the Aubin-
Mabuchi energy of the Legendre transform of a maximal test curve is linear in
t, which is well known to be equivalent to (3.1) once it is established the curve

is a subgeodesic.

A now standard conjecture, originally due to Yau, states that for a smooth
projective manifold it should be possible to detect the existence of a constant
scalar curvature Kéhler metric algebraically. Through ideas developed by many
authors (e.g. Chen, Donaldson, Mabuchi, Tian) a general picture has emerged
in which such metrics appear as critical points of certain energy functionals that
are convex along smooth geodesics. The input from algebraic geometry arises
through Donaldson’s notion of a test configuration which, roughly speaking, is
a one-parameter algebraic degeneration of our original projective manifold.

In a series of papers, Phong-Sturm show how one can naturally associate a
weak geodesic ray to a test configuration [25, 26, 28]. (See also [1] by Arezzo-
Tian, [11, 12] by Chen, [14] by Chen-Tang and [13] by Chen-Sun for other
constructions of geodesic rays related to test configurations.) We show how the
geodesic constructed above can be viewed as a generalization of the geodesic
of Phong-Sturm.
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Generalizing slightly, suppose that Fj, », for £ € N, A € R is a multi-
plicative filtration of the graded algebra ®; H°(X, kL). Using our underlying
smooth positive metric ¢ we have an L?-inner product on each H°(X, kL), and
thus can consider the associated Bergman metric

1 2
OkA = T ln; [sal

where {s,} is an orthonormal basis for F . C H(X, kL).

THEOREM 2. Suppose that Fy, » is left continuous and decreasing in \ and
bounded (see (18)). Then there is a well-defined limit

6% = (lm )"

Furthermore this limit is maximal except possibly for one critical value of ),

and its Legendre transform is a weak geodesic ray.

In particular this applies to a natural filtration associated to a test configu-
ration, and thus we have associated a weak geodesic to any such test configu-
ration. We prove that, in the case when the analytic test configuration we get
is non-trivial, we recover the construction of Phong-Sturm. Hence one inter-
pretation of Theorem 1 is that in the problem of finding weak geodesics, the
algebraic data of a test configuration can be replaced with a curve of singularity

types which we thus refer to as an analytic test configuration.

It should be stressed that in the problem of finding constant scalar curvature
metrics it is important to have control of the regularity of geodesics under con-
sideration. By using approximations to known regularity results of solutions of
Monge-Ampere equations, Phong-Sturm prove that their weak geodesic is in
fact C1@ for 0 < a < 1 (see [28]). It is interesting to ask whether such regu-

larity holds more generally, which is a topic we hope to address in a future work.

Organization: We start in Section 3.2 with some motivation from convex

analysis, and Section 3.3 contains preliminary material on the space of singular
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metrics, the Monge-Ampere measure and the Aubin-Mabuchi functional. The
real work starts in Section 3.4 where we consider the maximal envelopes as-
sociated to a given singularity type. Along the way we prove a generalization
of a theorem of Bedford-Taylor which says that such envelopes are maximal
(Theorem 20). This is then extended to the case of a test curve of singularities,
and in Section 3.6 we discuss the Legendre transform and prove Theorem 1.
Following these analytic results, we move on to the algebraic picture. In
Section 3.7 we associate a test curve to a suitable filtration of the coordinate
ring of (X, L), and prove Theorem 2. We then recall how such filtrations arise
from test configurations, and in Section 3.9 show how this agrees with the con-

struction of Phong and Sturm.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Robert Berman, Bo Berndtsson,
Sebastian Boucksom, Yanir Rubenstein, Richard Thomas for helpful discus-
sions. We also thank Dano Kim for pointing out a mistake in a previous version
of this paper. The first author is supported in part by a Marie Curie Grant
(PIRG-GA-2008-230920).

3.2 Convex motivation

This section contains some motivation from convex analysis in the study of the
homogeneous Monge-Ampere equation. Much of this material is standard; our
main references are the two papers [30] and [31] by Rubinstein-Zelditch. Al-
though this is logically independent of the rest of the paper, the techniques used
are very similar: we shall presently see how solutions to this equation can be
found using the Legendre transform in two different, but ultimately equivalent,

ways.

Let Conv(R™) denote the space of convex functions on R™. We take the

convention that the function identically equal to —oo is in Conv(R™).

DEFINITION 1. Let ¢ be a C? convex function on an open subset of R™. The
(real) Monge-Ampere measure of ¢, denoted by M A(¢), is the Borel measure
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defined as

_ 90 99
MA(@) = dg — A G

Furthermore M A has an unique extension to a continuous operator on the cone
of (finite-valued) convex functions (see [31] for references). If ¢ is C? then

MA(¢) = det(V?¢)dx = (V¢)*dz, (3.3)

i.e. the Monge-Ampére measure is the pullback of the Lebesgue measure under

the gradient map.

If ¢ € Conv(R™), let Ay denote the set of subgradients of ¢, i.e. the set of
points y in R™ such that the convex function ¢ — x - y is bounded from below.
So, if ¢ is differentiable then Ay is simply the image of V¢. One can easily
check that Ay is convex, thatif r > O then A, = Agand Ay € Ay + Ay,

When ¢ is C? it follows from equation (3.3) that the total mass of the
Monge-Ampere measure M A(¢) equals the Lebesgue volume of the set of gra-
dients A,. An important fact [31] is that this is true for all convex functions on

R™ with linear growth, i.e.
MA(¢) = vol(Ag). (3.4)
R‘n,

We say two convex functions ¢ and 1) are equivalent if |¢p — 1| is bounded,
and denote this by ¢ ~ . Since for two equivalent convex functions ¢ and

with linear growth we clearly have that
Ay = Ay,
it follows from (3.4) that

MA(¢) = MA(y) whenever ¢ ~ 1.
Rn R?’I,
DEFINITION 2. Let ¢ € Conv(R") and let ¢ be a bounded continuous function
onR™. A curve ¢y in Conv(R"™), t € [a, b], is said to solve the Cauchy problem

for the homogeneous real Monge-Ampere equation, abbreviated as HRMA, with
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initial data (¢, ¢), if the function ®(x,t) := ¢y(x) is convex on R x [a, b], and

satisfies the equation
MA(®)=0 onthestrip R" X (a,b),

with initial data 5

¢0 = ¢7 a|t:0+¢t = ¢

Let ¢g and ¢; be two equivalent convex functions with linear growth, and
¢; be the affine curve between them. The energy of ¢ relative to ¢g, denoted
by E(¢1, ¢o) is defined as

1

eonon) = [ ([ 0= ownrace))a

We observe that by the linear growth assumption it follows that the relative
energy E(¢1, Po) is finite. This energy has a cocycle property, namely if ¢q, ¢
and ¢4 are equivalent with finite energy then

5(¢27 d)O) = 5(¢27 ¢1) + 5(¢1, ¢0)7

which is easily seen to be equivalent to the fact that

0 0
ag(%,(ﬁ) = - &@MA(@)-

The energy along a smooth curve ¢, of convex functions with linear growth is
related to the Monge-Ampere measure of ®(z,t) := ¢ (x) by the identity

9 9
/R"X[a’b] MA(®) = %t:bs(@,%) - %t:aé’(cpt,qﬁa). 3.5)

Thus a smooth curve ¢, of equivalent convex functions of linear growth solves
the HRMA equation if and only if  is convex and the energy £ (¢;, ¢, ) is linear

int.

As is noted in [30] the Cauchy problem is not always solvable. Nevertheless
there is a standard way to produce solutions ¢; with ¢ € [0, 00) to the homo-
geneous Monge-Ampere equation with given starting point ¢y = ¢ using the

Legendre transform. We give a brief account of this.
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For simplicity assume from now on that ¢ is differentiable and strictly con-
vex. Recall that the Legendre transform of ¢, denoted by ¢*, is the function on
A, defined as

o (y) == sgp{x -y — ¢(x)}

(which we can also think of as being defined on the whole of R™, by being +o0
outside of Ag). Since ¢* is defined as the supremum of the linear functions
x -y — ¢(x), it is convex. In fact, one can show that ¢ being differentiable and
strictly convex implies that ¢* is also differentiable and strictly convex.

For a given y € Ay, the function = - y — ¢(x) is strictly concave, and is

maximized at the point where the gradient is zero. Thus we get that

¢"(y) =x-y—d(x) where Vo(z) =y, (3.6)

and hence
Vo*(y) =z where Vo(x)=y.
The Legendre transform is an involution. For using the above formula for ¢**
we deduce that V¢**(x) = y, for = such that V¢*(y) = x which holds when
Vo(x) =y, ie.
V¢ (x) = Vo(z).
If Vo(x) = y, then ¢* (y) = = - y — ¢(x), therefore

P () =a-y—¢"(y) =z-y—(x-y—¢(x) = d(x),
and hence ¢** = ¢.

LEMMA 3. If ¢ is a curve of convex functions, then for any point y € Ay,

0

~—ot(x),

9 .
&@(y) = ot

where x is the point such that V$(x) = y.

Proof. Let x; be the solution to the equation V¢¢(z;) = y. By the implicit
function theorem x; varies smoothly with ¢. By equation (3.6) we know

0 (a0~ 9la)) — o).

D)= 2wy o) = o

ot
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Since z; - y — ¢(x) is maximized at x = xq the derivative of that part vanishes

att = 0, so we get the lemma for ¢ = 0, and similarly for all ¢. O

This leads us to the following formula relating the energy with the Legendre

transform,

LEMMA 4. We have that
£6ns) = [ (@ - oD 37)
Ay

Proof. We noted above that the derivative with respect to ¢ of the left-hand side
of (3.7) is equal to

0
- %dthA(@)'

On the other hand, differentiating the right-hand side yields

0 * * _ g * _ g —1 _

i [, @ —oiy=— [ Geitw= [ Gouver wiy =
9 0

- a@(v@) dy = - E@MA(@)’

where we used Lemma 3 and the fact that (V¢ )*dy = M A(¢:). Since both
sides of the equation (3.7) is zero when ¢, = ¢ and the derivatives coincide, we

get that they must be equal for all ¢. O

Now fix a smooth bounded strictly concave function v on A and let

o= (@ —tu)™.
By the involution property of the Legendre transform (q;t)* = ¢* — tu.
PROPOSITION 5. The curve ¢y, t € [0, 00) solves the HRMA equation.

To see this note that from (3.7) it follows that

E(r, ) —/A¢(¢* —as:;)dy:/

Ag

(¢* — ¢* + tu)dy = t/ udy,

Ay

which is linear in ¢. The convexity of ®(t, z) = ¢;(z) can of course be shown

directly, but it also follows from another characterization of QNSt that also involves
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a Legendre transform, but in the ¢-coordinate instead of in the z-coordinates

which we now discuss.

Let A be the subset of Ay where u is greater than or equal to A and let ¢
be defined as

o :==sup{y < ¢ : 9 € Conv(R"),A, C Ar}.

LEMMA 6. The curve of functions ¢y is concave in A and

{or =0} ={2: Vo(z) € Ay}
Proof. Let; < ¢ besuchthat Ay, C Ay, withi =1,2.Let0 < ¢ < 1. From
our discussion above it follows that t1)1 + (1 — )12 < ¢ and
Aty (1-t)ypy © Ay, + (1 =) Ay, AN, + (1 =) AN, C Ain, 1 (1-t)r0

where the last inclusion follows from the fact that « was assumed to be con-
cave. For the second statement, it is easy to see that in fact ¢, is equal to the
supremum of affine functions x - y + C bounded by ¢ and y lyingin Ay. O

DEFINITION 3. Fort > 0 let QASt be defined as
1 = Slip{@\ + 1A}

Since for each A the function (x,t) — ¢éx(x) + tA is convex in all its
variables, and the supremum of convex functions is convex, we get C/I\)(:U, t) =

ggt(as) is convex.

PROPOSITION 7. We have that (Z)t = $t~ In particular this proves that P is
convex, thereby proving g?)t solves the HRMA equation (Proposition 5).
Proof. We claim

%@(w) = u(Véy(x)). (3.8)
To see this first consider the right-derivative at £ = 0. As we noted above, the

gradient of a Legendre transform is the point where the maximum is attained,

thus in this case

0 e ile) = sup{A: 6n(2) = 6(2)}
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By the second statement in Lemma 6 it follows that this supremum is equal to
u(Ve(z)), and we are done for ¢ = 0. On the other hand it is easy to see that

Gty 4ty = Yty

with ¢ := q§t1 . Using this we get that the equation (3.8) holds for all . Thus by
Lemma 3 the Legendre transform of at is equal to ¢ — tu, so by the involution
property of the Legendre transform QAﬁt coincides with gg O

Now the above discussion can be applied as follows. Let 1/, be a concave
curve in Conv(R™), with |5 — ¢| bounded for A\ < —C and ¥y = —occ for

A > C for some constant C. We call such a curve a test curve. Define ¢, as

o = sup{y : ¢ < ¢, ¢ <y +0(1),9 € Conv(R"™)}.

Let also u be the function on Ay defined by

u(y) :=sup{A:y € Ay, }.

Since 1, was assumed to be concave it follows that u is concave, so in fact
ox =sup{y < ¢: ¢ € Conv(R"™), Ay, C {u> A}}.

From Proposition 7, $t solves the homogeneous real Monge-Ampere equa-
tion. Thus in order to get solutions to the HRMA, instead of starting with a
concave function u on A4 we can just as well start with a test curve 1. In
the subsequent sections we will show how this construction carries over in the

context of positive metrics on line bundles.

3.3 Preliminary Material

We collect here some preliminary material on the space of positive metrics,
the (non pluripolar) Monge-Ampere measure and the Aubin-Mabuchi energy
functional. Most of this material is standard, and we give proofs only for those
results for which we did not find a convenient reference.
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3.3.1 The space of positive singular metrics

Let X be a compact Kéhler manifold of complex dimension n, and let L be an
ample line bundle on X. A continuous (or smooth) hermitian metric h = e~ ?
on L is a continuous (or smooth) choice of scalar product on the complex line
L,, at each point p on the manifold. If f is a local holomorphic frame for L on
Uy, then one writes
7 =hy=e"%,

where ¢y is a continuous (or smooth) function on Uy. We will use the conven-
tion to let ¢ denote the metric h = e~?, thus if ¢ is a metric on L, k¢ is a metric
on kL := L®*,

The curvature of a smooth metric is given by dd°¢ which is the (1, 1)-form
locally defined as dd“¢y, where f is any local holomorphic frame. Here d° is
short-hand for the differential operator

i _
5 (0-),
s0 dd® = i/md0. A classic fact is that the curvature form of a smooth metric ¢
is a representative for the first Chern class of L, denoted by c¢; (L). The metric
¢ is said to be strictly positive if the curvature dd®¢ is strictly positive as a
(1, 1)-form, i.e. if for any local holomorphic frame f, the function ¢ is strictly
plurisubharmonic. We let H(L) denote the space of smooth strictly positive
(i.e. locally strictly plurisubharmonic) metrics on L, which is non-empty since
we assumed that L was ample.

A positive singular metric ¢ is a metric that can be written as ¥ := ¢ +
u, where ¢ is a smooth metric and u is a dd“¢-psh function, i.e. u is upper
semicontinuous and ddy := dd®¢ + ddu is a positive (1, 1)-current. For
convenience we also allow u = —oo. We let PSH (L) denote the space of
positive singular metrics on L.

As an important example, if {s;} is a finite collection of holomorphic sec-
tions of kL, we get a positive metric ¢ := 1 In(}" |s;|*) which is defined by
letting for any local frame f,

2
]

(X [sal?)1/+
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We note that PSH (L) is a convex set, since any convex combination of
positive metrics yields a positive metric. Another important fact is that if ¢; €
PSH(L) for all ¢ € I are uniformly bounded above by some fixed positive
metric, then the upper semicontinuous regularization of the supremum denoted
by (sup{v; : i € I})* lies in PSH(L) as well. If ¢ is in PSH (L), then the
translate 1) + ¢ where c is a real constant is also in PSH(L). For any ¢ €
PSH(L), dd is a closed positive (1,1)-current, and from the dd¢ lemma it
follows that any closed positive current cohomologous with dd“i) can be written
as dd¢¢ for some ¢ in PSH(L). By the maximum principle this ¢ is uniquely

determined up to translation.

If there exists a constant C' such that ¢ < ¢ + C, we say that v is more
singular than ¢, and we will write this as

(CRago)

If both ) > ¢ and ¢ > i we say that ¢ and ¢ are equivalent, which we write
as 1) ~ ¢. Following [9] an equivalence class [¢)] is called a singularity type,
and we introduce the notation Sing(L) for the set of singularity types. If ¢ is
equivalent to an element in (L) we say that 1) is locally bounded.

The singularity locus of a positive metric ¢ is the set where v is minus in-
finity, i.e. the set where ¢y = —oo when f is a local frame. The unbounded
locus of v is the set where 1 is not locally bounded. Recall that a set is said
to be complete pluripolar if it is locally the singularity locus of a plurisubhar-
monic function. In [9] BEGZ (Boucksom-Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi) give the

following definition.

DEFINITION 4. A positive metric v is said to have small unbounded locus if its

unbounded locus is contained in a closed complete pluripolar subset of X.

We note that metrics of the form 1 In(3" |s;|?) have small unbounded locus,
since they are locally bounded away from the algebraic set U;{s; = 0} which

is a closed pluripolar set.
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3.3.2 Regularization of positive singular metrics

If f is a plurisubharmonic function on an open subset U of C" then using a
convolution we can write f as the limit of a decreasing sequence of smooth
plurisubharmonic functions on any relatively compact subset of U.

If 4 is a positive singular metric, we can use a partition of unity with respect
to some open cover Uy, to patch together the smooth decreasing approximations
of 9y, . Thus any positive singular metric can be written as the pointwise limit of
a decreasing sequence of smooth metrics, but of course because of the patching
these smooth approximations will in general not be positive.

A fundamental result due to Demailly [16] is that any positive singular met-
ric can be approximated by metrics of the form £~ In(}", |s;|?), where s; are
sections of kL. Let Z(¢) denote the multiplier ideal sheaf of germs of holomor-
phic functions locally integrable against e =7 dV, where f is a local frame for
L and dV is an arbitrary volume form. We get a scalar product (., .)gy on the
space HO(kL ® Z(k1)) by letting

lslity i= [ IsPeteav,
bl
Let {s;} be an orthonormal basis for H%(kL ® Z (k1)) and set

1
Py = %ln(2|si|2).

THEOREM 8. The sequence of metrics 1), converge pointwise to ¢ as k tends

to infinity, and there exists a constant C' such that for large k,

¢§¢k+%-

As areference see [17], but the results of Demailly are in fact much stronger
than that stated here, and hold in greater generality [16]. When ¢ is assumed
to be smooth and strictly positive, a celebrated result by Bouche-Catlin-Tian-
Zelditch [7, 10, 35, 39] on Bergman kernel asymptotics implies that the ¢y in
fact converge to ¢ in any C""* norm.

Using a variation of this construction Guedj-Zeriahi prove in [21] that any
positive singular metric on an ample line bundle is the pointwise limit of a

decreasing sequence of smooth positive metrics.
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3.3.3 Monge-Ampere measures

Let v;, 1 < i < n, be an n-tuple of positive metrics, so for each ¢, dd®y; is a

positive (1, 1)-current. If all ¢); are smooth one can consider the wedge product
ddiy A ... A dd iy, (3.9)

which is a positive measure on X. The fundamental work of Bedford-Taylor
shows that one can still take the wedge product of positive currents dd®i); to
get a positive measure as long as the metrics v; are all locally bounded. The
Monge-Ampere measure of a locally bounded positive metric v, is then defined
as the positive measure

MA() = (dd*v)".

This measure does not put any mass on pluripolar sets (i.e. sets that are locally
contained in the unbounded locus of a local plurisubharmonic function). We

recall the following important continuity property, proved in [2].

THEOREM 9 (Bedford-Taylor). If¢;x, 1 < ¢ < n+ 2, k € N, are sequences
of locally bounded positive metrics such that each ; j, decreases to a locally
bounded positive metric 1;, then the signed measures (Y1, — V2,5)ddPs 1 N
e NddYp 401, converge weakly to (Y1 — 2)dd®Ps A ... A dd®Pnyo. If each
sequence of locally bounded positive metrics 1); J, instead increase pointwise
a.e. to a positive metric 1;, then again the measures (Yn j; — ¥2,)dd°Ps i A
e N dd®Pp 12 1 converge weakly to (11 — 2)dd®Ps A ... A dd®Yp 2.

Since the curvature form dd®¢ of any smooth metric ¢ is a representative of

c1(L), we see that if ¢; is any n-tuple of smooth metrics then

/ddc(bl/\...Addcqbn:/ e (D) (3.10)
X X

which is just a topological invariant of L. Since any positive metric can be ap-
proximated from above in the manner of Theorem 9 by positive metrics that are
smooth, we see that (3.10) still holds if the ¢; are merely assumed to be locally

bounded instead of smooth.
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Recall that a plurisubharmonic function is, by definition, upper semicontin-
uous, so if 1) is a positive metric then for each local frame f the function 1) ¢ is
upper semicontinuous. The plurifine topology is defined as the coarsest topol-
ogy in which all local plurisubharmonic functions are continuous; a basis for
this topology is given by sets of the form A N {u > 0}, where A is open in the
standard topology and w is a local plurisubharmonic function. This topology
has the quasi-Lindelof property [3, Thm 2.7], meaning that an arbitrary union
of plurifine open sets differs from a countable subunion by at most a pluripolar
set. Any basis set AN {u > 0} is Borel, so it follows from the quasi-Lindelsf
property that the plurifine open (and closed) sets lie in the completion of the

Borel o-algebra with respect to any Monge-Ampere measure [3, Prop 3.1].

DEFINITION 5. A function f is said to be quasi-continuous on a set ) if for
every € > 0 there exists an open set U with capacity less than € so that f is

continuous on Q \ U.

We refer to [2] for the definition of capacity. By [3, Thm 4.9] plurisubhar-
monic functions are quasi-continuous.

If f;, is a sequence of non-negative continuous functions increasing to the
characteristic function of an open set A then the characteristic function of a ba-
sis set AN {u > 0} is the increasing limit of the non-negative quasi-continuous
functions

k fr,(max{u,0} — max{u — 1/k,0}).
From this fact and the quasi-Lindelof property it follows that the characteris-
tic function of any plurifine open set differs from an increasing limit of non-

negative quasi-continuous functions at most on a pluripolar set.

A fundamental property of the Bedford-Taylor product is that it is local in

the plurifine topology, so if ¢; = v} for all ¢ on some plurifine open set O then
lodd®yy A ... Add“), = 1odd®P) A ... A ddY),,

where 1o denotes the characteristic function of O. We also have that the con-
vergence in Theorem 9 is local in this topology [3, Thm 3.2], i.e. we get con-
vergence when testing against bounded quasi-continuous functions.
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LEMMA 10. Let ¥y be a sequence of locally bounded positive metrics that
decreases pointwise (or increases a.e.) to a locally bounded positive metric 1,

and let O be a plurifine open set. Then
1oMAW) < likm inf 1o M A(yy),

where the lim inf is to be understood in the weak sense, i.e. when testing against

non-negative continuous functions.

Proof. Let u; be a sequence of quasi-continuous functions increasing to 1o
except on a pluripolar set. Let f be a non-negative continuous function. Since
u; M A(1)y;) converges weakly to u; M A(v), and M A(t)) does not put any

mass on a pluripolar set,

[ swdraw) = tim [ pusra) <tmin [ paraw. - G

Now wu; increases to the characteristic function of O except possibly on a pluripo-

lar set, so letting ¢ tend to infinity in (3.11) yields

/ FMA() < liminf / FMA(y).
(0] O

k—o0

O

For singular ¢; there is a (non pluripolar) product constructed by Boucksom-
Eyssidieux-Guedj-Zeriahi [9], building on a local construction due to Bedford-
Taylor [3]. Fix a locally bounded metric ¢, and consider the auxiliary metrics
;1 = max{1;, ¢ — k} for k € N, and the sets

O = ﬂ{wi > ¢ — k}.

The non-pluripolar product of the currents dd®i);, here denoted by dd®iy; A... A
dd“,, is defined as the limit

dd*y A oo A dd“, = T 10, dd Py g A oo A dd Y i

Since we are assuming that X is compact this limit is well defined [9, Prop.

1.6]. The (non-pluripolar) Monge-Ampere measure of a positive metric is ¥ is
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defined as M A(v) := (dd®y)™. Essentially by construction, the non-pluripolar
product is local in the plurifine topology [9, Prop. 1.4], and is multilinear [9,
Prop 4.4].

Clearly from the definition and (3.10), for any n-tuple of positive metrics
¥; on L,

/ ddiy A ... Ndd, < / e (D),
X X
however the inequality may well be strict.
Combining Lemma 10 with the fact that the Monge-Ampere measure is
local in the plurifine topology yields the following continuity result.

LEMMA 11. Let 1)y, be a sequence of positive metrics decreasing to a positive
metric v, and let ¢ be some locally bounded positive metric. If O is a plurifine

open set contained in {1p > ¢ — C'} for some constant C' then
LoMA(Y) < liminf 10 M A(vy), (3.12)

where again the lim inf is to be understood in the weak sense. If 1y, instead is
increasing a.e. to ¢, and O is a plurifine open set contained in {1; > ¢ — C'}

for some natural number j and some constant C' then once again
loMA(’LZJ) < thn inf loMA(l)[)k)
— 00

Proof. First assume that 1)y, is decreasing to v. Let ¢}, := max{¢y, ¢ — C}
and ¢’ := max{y, ¢ — C'}. From Lemma 10 it follows that

10MA(¢/) < hkm inf 1OMA(1MC)7

and since by assumption ¢’ = v and ), = 1)}, on O the lemma follows from
the locality of the non-pluripolar product. The case where vy, is increasing a.e.

follows by the same reasoning. O

In [9, Thm 1.16] BEGZ prove the following monotonicity property of the
non-pluripolar product when restricted to metrics with small unbounded locus.
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THEOREM 12. Let ;, ¢} be two n-tuples of positive metrics with small un-

bounded locus, and suppose that for all i, 1; is more singular than ;. Then

/ dd®y1 A ... A dd,, < / dd“P A ... A dde),.
X X

BEGZ also prove a comparison principle for metrics with small unbounded
locus [9, Cor 2.3] and a domination principle [9, Cor 2.5]. When combined
with the comparison principle, the proof of the domination principle in [9] in

fact yields a slightly stronger version:

THEOREM 13. Let ¢ be a positive metric with small unbounded locus and sup-
pose that there exists a positive metric p, more singular than ¢, with small
unbounded locus and such that M A(p) dominates a volume form. If ¢ is a
positive metric more singular than ¢ and such that ¢ < ¢ a.e. with respect to
M A(¢), then it follows that 1 < ¢ on the whole of X.

3.3.4 The Aubin-Mabuchi Energy

The Aubin-Mabuchi energy bifunctional maps any pair of equivalent positive

metrics ¢1 and 15 to the number
1 & c i c n—i
£ = g 3 v gy
Observe

EW+t,y) = t/X MA(®Y).

The Aubin-Mabuchi energy restricted to the class of locally bounded met-
rics has a cocycle property (see, for example, [6, Cor 4.2]), namely if ¢q, ¢1
and ¢4 are locally bounded equivalent metrics then

E(po, p2) = E(¢o, 1) + E(P1, P2).

In fact the proof in [6] of the cocycle property extends to the case where the
equivalent metrics are only assumed to have small unbounded locus, since the

integration-by-parts formula of [9] used in the proof holds in that case.
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This leads to an important monotonicity property. If ¥, and ¥y are

equivalent with small unbounded locus, and 1y > 1, then

E(Wo, 2) > E(Y1,12)

since E(¢o,v2) = E(Wo,¥1) + E(1,12), and E(o,1) > 0 as it is the
integral of the positive function 1y — 1)1 against a positive measure.
We also record the following lemma, which comes from the locality of the

non-pluripolar product in the plurifine topology.

LEMMA 14. Let 1y ~ )3 be such that 1y > 3. Let ¥ and vy be two other
metrics such that Y| ~ % and assume that {{] = {5} = {11 = 12} and that
W) = 1 and Yl = 1o on the set where 11 > 1)2. Then

5(1//1»1/1&) = 5(1/}171/}2)'

Following Phong-Sturm in [25] we can relate weak geodesics to the energy
functional. Let A := {e® < |z| < €’} be an annulus and let 7 denote the
standard projection from X x A to X. A curve of metrics ¢; of L, a <t < b,
can be identified with the rotation invariant metric on 7* L whose restriction to
X x {w} equals iy, |-

DEFINITION 6. A curve of positive metrics ¢, a < t < b, is said to be a weak
subgeodesic if there exists a locally bounded positive metric ® on 7* L that is
rotation invariant and whose restriction to X x {w} equals ¢y, |- A curve ¢y
is said to be a weak geodesic if it is a weak subgeodesic and furthermore ®

solves the HCMA equation, i.e.
MA(®)=0
on X x A°.

As in the convex setting (3.5) there is a formula [?, 6.3] relating the Aubin-
Mabuchi energy of a locally bounded subgeodesic ¢, with the Monge-Ampere

measure of ®, namely

ddgg(qbty(ba) = 7T>c<(]\4A((I)))7 (3.13)
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where 7, (M A(®)) denotes the push-forward of the measure M A(®) with re-

spect to the projection 7. From this we immediately get the following lemma.

LEMMA 15. A curve ¢ of locally bounded positive metrics is a weak geodesic
if and only if it is a subgeodesic and the Aubin-Mabuchi energy E(¢s, ) is

linear in t.

3.4 Envelopes and maximal metrics

In studying the Dirichlet problem for the HCMA equation it is often possible to
give a solution as an envelope in some space of plurisubharmonic functions (or

positive metrics). Such envelopes will be crucial in our setting as well.

DEFINITION 7. If ¢ is a continuous metric, not necessarily positive, let P¢

denote the envelope

P = sup{y < ¢, € PSH(L)}.

Since ¢ is assumed to be continuous it follows that (Pp)* < ¢, thus P¢ =
(P¢)*, so P$ € PSH(L).

The next theorem is essentially just a reformulation of a local result of
Bedford-Taylor [2, Corollary 9.2] in our global setting. It follows as a special
case of [6, Prop 1.10] (letting K = X).

THEOREM 16. If ¢ is a continuous metric then P¢p = ¢ a.e. with respect to
MA(P®).

Recall that if A is a closed set and 4 is a Borel measure we say that p is
said to be concentrated on A if 14 = p, or equivalently u(A€) = 0. Thus
another way of formulating Theorem 16 is to say that M A(P¢) is concentrated
on {P¢ = ¢}. We now extend this result to more general envelopes that arise
from the additional data of singularity type.

DEFINITION 8. Given a positive metric ¢p € PSH(L) let Py, denote the pro-
Jjection operator on PSH (L) defined by

Py := sup{t < min{, v}, € PSH(L)}.
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We also define Py by
Py = lim Pyicd= sup{¢)' < ¢,9' ~ 9,9’ € PSH(L)}.

Clearly P, ¢ is monotone with respect to both ¢ and ¢. Since min{¢, '}
is upper semicontinuous, it follows that the upper semicontinuous regulariza-
tion of Py ¢ is still less than min{¢, ¢}, and thus P,¢ € PSH(L). By this
it follows that Py (Py¢) = Py, i.e. that Py, is indeed a projection operator
on PSH(L). One also notes that the upper semicontinuous regularization of
Pry9, lies in PSH (L) and is bounded by ¢.

DEFINITION 9. The maximal envelope of ¢ with respect to the singularity type
[¢] is defined to be

D) = (Pyy#)*

DEFINITION 10. If¢ € PSH(L), then 1 is said to be maximal with respect
to a metric ¢ if v < ¢ and furthermore ) = ¢ a.e. with respect to M A(v)).
Similarly, if A is a measurable set, we say that 1) is maximal with respect to ¢
on Aifp < ¢pandp = ¢ a.e. on A with respect to M A(1).

The terminology is justified by a proof below that the maximal envelope
of a continuous metric ¢ is maximal with respect to ¢. Note that we do not
know whether the maximal envelope ¢y is equivalent to 1. Therefore the
method in the proof of Theorem 16 in [6] does not apply, so instead we will
use an approximation argument. The reason for the use of the word maximal is

motivated by the following property:

PROPOSITION 17. Let v be maximal with respect to a metric ¢. Suppose also
that there exists a positive metric p = 1 with small unbounded locus and such
that M A(p) dominates a volume form. Then for any ¢’ ~ 1) with ¥ < ¢ we
have 1) < 1.

Proof. Since ¢ < ¢, the maximality assumption yields ¢’ < v a.e. with re-
spect to M A(v)), so the proposition thus follows from the domination principle
(Theorem 13). O]
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The next two lemmas are the main steps in showing that maximal envelopes

are maximal.

LEMMA 18. Let vy, be a sequence of positive metrics increasing a.e. to a pos-
itive metric ¥, and assume that all 1y, are maximal with respect to a fixed con-
tinuous metric ¢ on some plurifine open set O. Then 1) is maximal with respect
to ¢ on O.

Proof. Since ¢ was assumed to be continuous, 1) < ¢. Now, for all k

{ve =0} S{v =9}

and thus by the the maximality of ¢x, we know 1o M A(t)y) is concentrated on
{Yp = ¢}. Since ¢ < ¢ we have that {¢p = ¢} = {¢ > ¢}, and since ¢ is
continuous this is a closed set. Let C' be a constant. The set O N {1 > ¢ — C'}
is plurifinely open, so by Lemma 11 it follows that

Lol(y,>¢-0y MA(Y) < liminf 1o1 gy, >y MA(Yr). (3.14)

It is easy to see that if y is a sequence of measures all concentrated on a closed
set A, and

p < liminf puy
in the weak sense, then p is also concentrated on A. It thus follows from (3.14)
that 101y, >¢—cy M A(1) is concentrated on {1) = ¢}. Since M A(z)) puts
no mass on the pluripolar set {¢); = —oo} the lemma follows by letting C' tend

to infinity. O

LEMMA 19. Let v € PSH(L) and let ¢ be a continuous metric. Then the
envelope Py,¢ is maximal with respect to ¢ on the plurifine open set {1 > ¢}.

Proof. By definition Py ¢ < ¢. Now let ¢, be a sequence of continuous metrics
decreasing pointwise to min{¢, 1}, so that ¢ < ¢ for all k and ¢ = ¢ on
the set {¢ > ¢}. For example let ¢, := min{¢, ¥y} where vy, is a sequence
of smooth metrics decreasing pointwise to ¥. From Theorem 16 it follows that
M A(P¢y,) is concentrated on {P¢y, = ¢}, and since ¢, = ¢ when ¢ > ¢
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we get that 1,543 M A(P¢y) is concentrated on {P¢r = ¢}. Now Py is
decreasing in k and limg_ o P¢p < min{¢,1}. At the same time, for any
k € N we clearly have that P,¢ < P¢y,, which taken together means that

khm P¢k = Pq/)(,b.
Since P¢y < ¢ this implies that { P¢y, = ¢} is decreasing in k and

{Pyo = ¢} = ({Pox = ¢}. (3.15)
kEZ
Let O denote the plurifine open set {¢) > ¢} N {Py¢ > ¢ —C}. By Lemma 11
we know
1oMA(Py¢) < liminf 10 M A(Péy),

and thus we conclude that 10 M A(P,¢) is concentrated on {P¢; = ¢} for
any k, so by (3.15) we get that 1o M A(P,¢) is concentrated on {Py¢ = ¢}.
Since M A(P,¢) puts no mass on the pluripolar set { Py¢ = —oo}, letting C
tend to infinity yields the lemma. O

THEOREM 20. Let 1 € PSH(L) and let ¢ be a continuous metric. Then ¢y,
is maximal with respect to ¢, i.e. ¢y = ¢ a.e. with respect to M A(¢y)).

Proof. Py ¢ = ¢y a.e., and since Py ¢ increases to Py ¢, it thus increases
to ¢y] a.e.. By Lemma 19 we get that Py, c¢ is maximal with respect to ¢ on
the plurifine open set {1 > ¢ — C'} and thus also on any set {¢p > ¢ — C'}
whenever ¢’ < C. From Lemma 18 it thus follows that gb[w] is maximal with
respect to ¢ on the set {1 > ¢ — C'} for any C. Since M A(¢yy)) puts no mass
on {1 = —oo} the theorem follows. O

EXAMPLE 1. Consider the case that s is a section of r L that vanishes along a
divisor D, and set ¢ = % In |s|2. Then the maximal envelope Gy s considered

by Berman [5, Sec. 4], and equals
sup{v' < ¢: ¢ € PSH(L),vp(¢') > 1}*

where vp denotes the Lelong number along D. This metric governs the Bergman

kernel asymptotics of sections of kL for k > 0 that vanish along the divisor
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D. The more general case when 1) has analytic singularities is also considered
in[5].

The maximal property gives the following bounds on the energy functional

which will be crucial for our construction of weak geodesics (Theorem 28).

PROPOSITION 21. Suppose that 1 is maximal with respect to a positive metric
¢ with small unbounded locus, and let t > 0. Then

' / MA(Y) < E(max{y +1,6},6) < t / MA(9). (3.16)
X X

Proof. Since by assumption 1) < ¢ we know max{y + ¢, ¢} < ¢ + ¢, so from
the monotonicity of the Aubin-Mabuchi energy it follows that

E(max{v) 1,6}, 0) < E@B+1.0) =1 /X MA()

which gives the upper bound. For the lower bound, first choose an € with 0 <

€ < t. Again by monotonicity,
E(max{y +t, 0}, ) > E(max{y) + ¢, 0}, max{y + €, ¢}). 3.17)

Now clearly

E(max{y +t, ¢}, max{h +€,0}) > (t —¢) /{q/-s- N MA(Y).  (3.18)
p+e>

By the assumption that ¢ is maximal with respect to ¢
| vaw) = [ araw)
{v=0} X
and since {¢p = ¢} C {¢) +¢€ > ¢}, the combination of (3.17) and (3.18) yields

Emax{y +1,6},6) > (t — ¢) /X MA(Y).

Since € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily the lower bound in (3.16) follows. O
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3.5 Test curves and analytic test configurations

DEFINITION 11. A map A — ¢ from R to PSH(L) is called a test curve if

there is a constant C' such that
(i) 1y is equal to some locally bounded positive metric 1 _ o, for A < —C,
(ii) Yy = —oo for A > C,
(iii) 1y has small unbounded locus whenever 1) % —oo, and
(iiii) 1y is concave in .

Observe that since V) is concave and constant for \ sufficiently negative it is

decreasing in \.

Note that the set of test curves forms a convex set, by letting

(Z i) (A) = Z i (A).

It is also clear that any translate v, (\) := (A — a) of a test curve -y is a new
test curve.

We introduce the notation A, for the critical value of a test curve defined as
Ac = 1nf{A : ¢y = —o0}.
For later use we record here two continuity properties of test curves.
LEMMA 22.
1. A test curve 1y, is left-continuous in \ as long as A < .

2. Suppose that A\ < \. and Xy is a decreasing sequence that tends to .
Then

(Hm 9x,)" = Pa. (3.19)

(So a a test curve is right continuous modulo taking an upper semicon-

tinuous regularization.)
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Proof. For (1), let \j; increase to some A < A., so we need to show that
Jm = s

By our hypothesis there exists a A’ such that A < A" < A, and thus ¢y, Z —cc.
Since 1) (x) is concave in \ it is continuous for all x such that ¥y (z) # —oo.
Thus 1, converges to 1 at least away from a pluripolar set, i.e. a.e. with
respect to a volume form. On the other hand we have that ¢, is decreasing
in k, so the limit is a positive metric. Now if two positive metrics coincide a.e.
with respect to a volume form it follows that they are equal everywhere, because
this is true locally for plurisubharmonic function.

The proof of (2) is essentially the same. This time )y is a decreasing se-
quence, so as A < A, we may as well assume that each Ay < )\ and so in
particular 15, # —oo. Then the ¢, form an increasing sequence so the left
hand side of (3.19) is a positive metric. But for the same reason as above, the
limit limg_, o 95, equals ¢, away from a pluripolar set, and thus the left and
right hand side of (3.19) agree a.e. with respect to a volume form, and thus are
equal everywhere. O

DEFINITION 12. A map v from R to Sing(L) is called an analytic test con-
figuration if it is the composition of a test curve with the natural projection of
PSH(L) to Sing(L).

We say that an analytic test configuration [, ] is trivial if [¢))] = [¢] for
A < Acand [¢hy] = [—oo] for A > A.

As with the set of test curves, the set of analytic test configurations is con-
vex. We now extend the definition of the maximal envelope (Definition 9) to

test curves.

DEFINITION 13. Let 1)) be a test curve and ¢ an element in H(L). The maximal
envelope of ¢ with respect to 1 is the map

A on = By, = (Pyy9)”

It is easy to see that ¢ only depends on ¢ and the analytic test configuration
[¥5], since if ¢\ ~ 1)y we trivially have ¢y, = @[y, ]- Observe also that since
1_ oo 18 locally bounded, we have ¢y = ¢ for A < —C.
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DEFINITION 14. We say that a test curve v is maximal if for all A the metric

Yy is maximal with respect to P_ .

Since ) is decreasing in A,

{hy =y D2 {oy =} if A<V,

It follows that if 1/ is a maximal test curve, ¥,/ is maximal with respect to ¥y

whenever A < \.
PROPOSITION 23. The maximal envelope ¢y is a maximal test curve.

Proof. We first show it is a test curve. Pick a real number C. Let A and A\’ be

two real numbers, and let 0 < ¢ < 1. By the concavity of ¥y,

tPy,vcP+ (1 —1)Py,, o0 < thx + (1 —t)n + C < Ypnpa—pn +C.

Thus from the definition of the projection operator,

tPp,rcd+ (1 =t) Py, 400 < Py, . ,_,+C®

which means that Py, y c¢ is concave in A for all C. Since Py, ;¢ ¢ increases
to Py,19, and an increasing sequence of concave functions is concave, we get
that P, 1¢ is concave, and because of the monotonicity of the upper semicon-
tinuous regularization it follows that P, 1¢* = ¢ also is concave. The other
properties of a test curve are immediate.

Clearly ¢_, = ¢, so that ¢, is maximal follows from Theorem 20. O

3.6 The Legendre transform and geodesic rays

If f is a convex function in the real variable A, the set of subderivatives of f,
denoted by Ay, is the set of ¢t € R such that f(\) — ¢ is bounded from below.
If f happens to be differentiable, then the set subderivatives coincides with the
image of the derivative of f. By convexity of f, the set of subderivatives is
convex, i.e. an interval. Recall that the Legendre transform of f, here denoted

by f, is the function on A defined as

F(t) = SIAlP{t)\ - f()}
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Since fis defined as the supremum of the linear functions t\ — f(\), it follows
that fis convex.

If f is concave instead of convex, then of course — f is convex, and one
can define the Legendre transform of f, also denoted by f, as the Legendre

transform of — f i.e.

ft) = St;p{f(A) +tA},
which is thus convex.

DEFINITION 15. The Legendre transform of a test curve v, denoted by 1@, is
given by
Yy := (sup{thx +1A})",
AER

where t € [0, 00).

Recall that the star denotes the operation of taking the upper semicontinuous

regularization.

LEMMA 24. Let 1)y be any test curve (not necessarily maximal). Then the
Legendre transform {ﬁ\t is locally bounded for all t, and the map t — Jt isa

subgeodesic ray emanating from \_ .

Proof. By assumption, for some A, 1y is locally bounded, and trivially ;Zt >
Yy + tA, thus @t is locally bounded. It is clear that for a fixed A, the curve
¥\ 4+t is a subgeodesic. Clearly sup,cp{tx +tA} is convex and Lipschitz in
t, and the same is easily seen to hold for &t. Thus 1@ is upper semicontinuous
in the directions in X and also Lipschitz in ¢, which implies that it is upper
semicontinuous on the product X xR . Therefore QZt (thought of as a function
on the product) coincides with the upper semicontinuous regularization of of
supyep{¥a + tA}.

Now, taking the upper semicontinuous regularization of the supremum of
subgeodesics yields a subgeodesic, as long as it is bounded from above. We
observed above that 1) < ¥ _.,. Now for some constant C, ¢ = —oo. It
follows that 1@ < Y_o + tC, so it is bounded from above and thus it is a

subgeodesic.
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Finally by definition thy = (sup,(¥»))*, which clearly is equal to ¥_o
since P\ < 1_o (¢ being decreasing in A) and " | = ¢¥_ . O

One can also consider the inverse Legendre transform, going from sub-

geodesic rays to concave curves of positive metrics.

DEFINITION 16. The Legendre transform of a subgeodesic ray ¢:, t € [0, 00),
denoted by (E xs A € R is defined as
dx = inf {¢, —tA}.
€[0,00)

t

It follows from Kiselman’s minimum principle (see [22]) that for any A € R,
ngS A 18 a positive metric (we would like to thank Bo Berndtsson for this observa-
tion). Furthermore it is clear that ;5 A 1s concave and decreasing in A. From the
involution property of the (real) Legendre transform it follows that the Legendre
transform of $ A 1S ¢4, thus any subgeodesic ray is the Legendre transform of a

concave curve of positive metrics.

The goal of this section is to prove that if ¢ is an maximal test curve then
the Legendre transform ta of ¥, is a weak geodesic ray emanating from ¢_ .
By Lemma 24 we know @t is a subgeodesic ray emanating from ¥ _.,. What
remains then is to show that if 1, is maximal then the Aubin-Mabuchi energy

E (1@, 120) is linear in ¢, which we now do with an approximation argument.

For N € N consider the approximation igV to @’/;t, given by
U = sup{pe-~ +th2 N}
kEZ

Since v is concave it is continuous in A at all points such that ¢y (z) > —oo.
From the continuity it follows that zZéV will increase pointwise to zZt ae.as NV

tends to infinity. Also let QZtN M denote the curve

M= sup {dhp-n +th2 N}
keZ k<M

Once again, zZ,fV and @va M are all locally bounded.
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LEMMA 25. Let M < M’ be two integers. Then
G = Yapan + 127N

implies that
QZtJV)M == ”Q[JMQ—N + tM2_N

Proof. Certainly f()\) := 9 (x) + t\ is concave in \. If
OEM > g+ tM27N

at x, then f would be strictly decreasing at A\ = M2~ so by concavity we
would get that f(M'27N) < f(M2-N) < ¢ (z), which would be a con-
tradiction. O

LEMMA 26. If )y is a maximal test curve then

t?“[/JwA@mM+DTN>§e<7“M+%&NMJSta*V/"AhuwMTw»
X X

Proof. By Lemma 25 it follows that A,fv M — Ypra-~ +tM2~N on the support

of zZiV ML _ 1ZtN M and thus Lemma 14 yields

E@pMH My = E(max{¥pra-~, Yiars1ye-n + 127V} hara-~)(3.20)

Since we assumed that ¢, was maximal we get that ¢(j/41)2-~ is maximal
with respect to ¥ 79—~ , and thus the lemma follows immediately from Lemma
21. O

Let ¢, be a maximal test curve, and let F'(\) denote the function

F\) = /X MA(¥y).

Whenever A < X, 9 < 1) and therefore it follows from Theorem 12 that
F()) is decreasing in A\, hence F'(\) is Riemann integrable.

PROPOSITION 27. If )y is a maximal test curve then

o0

(e, Do) = —t / MF(N). (3.21)

A=—00
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Proof. Suppose first m € Z is such that v,,, = ¥ _ . For a given N € N set
M = m2". Then

afv’Mzw_oo—th:{b\o—th.

By repeatedly using the cocycle property of the Aubin-Mabuchi energy in

combination with Lemma 26 we get that

£y 2 VE((k+1)27N) <E@N M) <> 2N F(k2N). 3.22)
k>M k>M

We noted above that @N increases pointwise to @t a.e. as N tends to infinity.

By the continuity of the Aubin-Mabuchi energy under a.e. pointwise increasing

sequences (11),

E Wy, o + tm) = t/ AF(N)dA,

A=m

since both the left- and the right-hand side of (3.22) converges to this. Again
using the cocycle property we get that

g@t,lzo) = E(Jt,lzo +tm) +5(1Z0 +tm,7$0) =

= t/:o AF(X)dA +tm/X MA{W_) = t//\oo F(N)dA + tmF(m)3.23)
Since I;y our assumption the measure dF’ is zeroion (—o0, m), integration by
parts yields
—t/:O MF(A) = APV +t/:o F(\)dA =
=tmF(m)+ /:O F(X)dA. (3.24)

The proposition follows from combining equation (3.23) and equation (3.24).

O

THEOREM 28. The Legendre transform 1, of a maximal test curve 1y is a weak

geodesic ray emanating from \_ ..

Proof. That 12); is a subgeodesic emanating from _,, was proved in Lemma
24. According to Proposition 27 the energy £ (@t, 120) is linear in ¢, and there-
fore by Lemma 15 we get that 1@ is a geodesic ray. O
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These weak geodesics are continuous in ¢ in the following sense:

PROPOSITION 29. Let 1) be a test curve and ¢, ¢' € H(L). Suppose ¢, is the
maximal curve of ¢ (with respect to 1y ) and similarly for ¢/X Il|lo—¢'||oc < C
then

||$t - $’th < C forallt.

Proof. We claim that ||¢x — ¢\ || < C for all A. But this is clear since ¢ < ¢’
implies that ¢ < ¢/, for all A. It is also clear that (¢ + C')y = ¢» + C when C
is a constant. Now we noted above that ¢ < ¢’ implies that ¢ < ¢/, for all A,
and so it follows that ngSt < ¢?/t for all ¢. We also noted that (¢ + C)y = ¢+ C,
so consequently gb/+\C’t = $t + C which proves the lemma. O

Let [1,] be an analytic test configuration, and let ¢ be an associated max-
imal test curve. Then [¢,] defines a new analytic test configuration. This could
possibly differ from [¢),], but the following proposition tells us that the associ-

ated geodesic rays are the same.

PROPOSITION 30. Let ¢' € H(L). Then the Legendre transform qub’[m] coin-
cides with the Legendre transform of ¢ := ¢E ol

Proof. Since ¢\ ~ ¢, we get that qﬁ’[ oa] = c/){ AL thus without loss of generality

we can assume that ¢’ = ¢. Recall that the critical value A\, was defined as
Ae :=inf{A: ¢p) = —o0}.

If A < ). there exists a A" such that A < A\’ < )., and thus by the assumption
¢ has small unbounded locus. Let C be a constant less than A such that

¢c = ¢. By concavity it follows that
o = 1o+ (1 =7)dn,
where 0 < r < 1, is chosen such that
A=rC+(1-r)\.

If we let
p=rd+(1—r)dr,
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by the multilinearity of the Monge-Ampére operator it follows that M A(p)
dominates the volume form 7™M A(¢). Furthermore p has small unbounded

locus and is more singular than ¢,. Thus by Proposition 17 we get that

Py, 1cd < o

for any constant C' and therefore

Plgs] = Px, (3.25)

whenever A < A.. If A > A, then clearly equation (3.25) holds as well since
both sides are identically equal to minus infinity. It follows that for any ¢ > 0,

Ox < Doy < Pa—e;

which implies that

—_—

(¢/\)t < (¢[¢/\])t < ((bAfe)t = (¢A)t + et.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary the proposition follows. O

3.7 Filtrations of the ring of sections

First we recall what is meant by a filtration of a graded algebra.

DEFINITION 17. A filtration F of a graded algebra &V}, is a vector space-
valued map from R x N,

.7:2 (t7k) '—>fth,

such that for any k, F;Vy, is a family of subspaces of Vi, that is decreasing and

left-continuous in t.

In [8] Boucksom-Chen consider certain filtrations which behaves well with
respect to the multiplicative structure of the algebra. They give the following

definition.
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DEFINITION 18. Let F be a filtration of a graded algebra @©Vy,.. We shall say
that
(i) F is multiplicative if
(FiVi)(FsVin) € FeqsVirm
forall k,m € Nand s,t € R.

(ii) F is (linearly) bounded if there exists a constant C such that F_yc Vi, =
Vk and fkcvk = {O}for all k.

The goal in this section is to associate an analytic test configuration ¢% to
any bounded multiplicative filtration of the section ring R(L) = &, H®(kL).

Let ¢ € H(L), and let dV be some smooth volume form on X with unit
mass. This gives the L2-scalar product on H°(kL) by letting

($,8) ke = / s(2)t(z)e FE v (2).
p's
For any A € R let {s; »} be an orthonormal basis for F, H(kL) and define
1
Prex = %ln(z [sial®),
which is a positive metric on L.

LEMMA 31. For any ), the sequence of metrics ¢y, » converges to a limit as k

tends to infinity, and the usc regularization of the limit
f .
¢y = (lim ¢pn)"
k—o0
is a positive metric.

Proof. Since

Ky\(z,w) := Z sia(2)sia(w)

is a reproducing kernel of Fy\ H°(kL) with respect to (-, )k, as for the full

Bergman kernel we have the following useful characterization

> sinl? =sup{|s]® : s € FuaH (KL), ||s|[7, < 1}. (3.26)
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Let ||s||2, = sup,¢ x{|s(2)|?e7**} and define
Fia(2) = sup{|s(2)” : s € FraH (kL) ||s[3, < 1}
We trivially have the upper bound
Frpa(z) < e ko),
It follows that
(%ka,A)* _ (sup{%ln|s|2 s € FinHO(L), ||s|% < 11)*

is a positive metric. Let A be fixed, pick a point z € X, and let for all k,
sk € FraHO (kL) be such that ||sk||oo = 1 and

Fix(2) = [sk(2)]*.

Since the product sy, sy, lies in Fym)xH°((k + m)L) by the multiplicativity

of F, and |[skSm||oo < |ISk|loo||Sm]]oc, We get that
Frpma(2) 2 Fea(2)Fim A (2), (3.27)

i.e. the map k — Fj,_»(z) is supermultiplicative. The existence of a limit

1
lim —1In Fj »(2)

k—oo

thus follows from Fekete’s lemma (see e.g. [37]). Since we assumed that dV/

had unit mass, we get that for any section s
l1sll7g < llsllZ,
and thus by equation (3.26)
Do lsiaG)P = Feal2).

On the other hand, by the Bernstein-Markov property of any volume form dV'

we have that for any € > 0 there exists a constant C so that

15113 < Cee®[|sllzg
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and thus
Z |si7(2)|? < Cee Fi A (2), (3.28)

(see [37]). It follows that the difference ¢y x(2) — % In F, »(2) tends to zero as
k tends to infinity, thus the convergence of ¢y, » follows.
By the supermultiplicativity we get that for any k € N

1 1 .
Z InFj, 5 < llirgo 7 InFy ) = llggo DL,
and thus )
(I Fea)" < (lim )" =: 65 (3:29)

On the other hand, clearly
. 1 N
lim ¢; » < sup{(—InFi )"},
l—oo k k
and it follows that )
¢ = (SI;P{(E In Fy 2)*})"
so ¢ is indeed a positive metric. O

Remark. Since all volume forms dV on X are equivalent, the limit ¢, does
not depend on the choice of volume form dV.

LEMMA 32. We have that

Pren < 0% + e(k),
where e(k) is a constant independent of ) that tends to zero as k tends to infinity.

Proof. By combining the inequalities (3.28) and (3.29) from the proof of the the
previous lemma we get that for any € > 0 there exists a constant C, independent
of A such that

drr < 0% +e+ (1/k)InC..

This yields the lemma. O

PROPOSITION 33. The map A — gbf is a test curve.



214 CHAPTER 3. PAPER III

Proof. Let A be such that Fyy H°(kL) = HY(kL) for all k. Then ¢ » is the
usual Bergman metric, and by the result on Bergman kernel asymptotics due to
Bouche-Catlin-Tian-Zelditch (see Section 3.3) we get that ¢, 5 converges to ¢.
Trivially we see that if FjxH°(kL) = {0} for all k then ¢ = —oc. By the

boundedness of the filtration we thus have qbf = ¢ for A < —C and (;Sf = -0
for A > C.

By the multiplicativity of the filtration we see ¢, = —oo if and only if for
all k,

FinH(kL) = {0}.

Pick a A such that ¢ # —oo, then for some k, Fj)\HO(kL) is non-trivial.
From Lemma 32 it follows that gbf has small unbounded locus since ¢y, » has
small unbounded locus.

It remains to prove concavity. Let A1, Ao € R and let ¢ be a rational point in
the unit interval. Let m be a natural number such that m¢t is an integer. Given
apoint z € X, let s1 € Fpx, H'(kKL) and so € Fyr, H°(kL) be two sections
with ||$1]]co = |[$2]|cc = 1 such that

Fia, = [s1(2)?

and
Fi = s2(2)
By the multiplicativity of the filtration,

57557 € Frr(eas 41— HO(MEL),

and trivially ||s’1”ts;n(1_t)||OO < 1. It follows that
F >F mt m(1—t)
mk,tha+(1-t)xs (2) = Fieag (2)7 Fiea, (2) :

Taking the logarithm on both sides, dividing by mk, and taking the limit yields
that

B (1tyne = L0, + (1 — )0, (3.30)

except possibly on the pluripolar set where the limits are not equal to their upper
semicontinuous regularization. But it is easily seen that if a positive metric is
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larger than or equal to another except on a pluripolar set then it is in fact larger
than or equal on the whole space. Thus we get that (3.30) holds on the whole
of X. Recall that ¢ was assumed to be rational. If A\; < A5, the left-hand side
of (3.30) is decreasing in ¢ since clearly d)f is decreasing in \. The right-hand
side of (3.30) is continuous in ¢, so it follows that the equation (3.30) holds for
allt € (0,1), i.e. ¢ is concave in . O

LEMMA 34. Forany two ¢,v € H(L) and any A € R we have ¢% ~ .

Proof. Assume that ¢ < 1, then it is immediate that for all £ and A we have that
bk ) < Y., and we thus get that ¢ < 7. Also it is clear that (¢ + C)x ) =
®r,» + C. When combining these two facts we get the lemma. O

DEFINITION 19. We call the map X — [¢%] the analytic test configuration

associated to the filtration F.

So by the previous lemma this analytic test configuration depends only on
F and not on the choice of ¢ € H(L). Our next goal is to show the curve ¢¥ is

maximal for A < ., for which we will need a Skoda-type division theorem.

THEOREM 35. Let L be an ample line bundle. Assume that L has a smooth
positive metric ¢ with the property that dd°¢ > dd ¢k, for some smooth
metric ¢r, on the canonical bundle Kx. Let {s;} be a finite collection of
holomorphic sections of L and m > n + 2 where n = dim X.

Suppose s is a section of mL such that

/ Sy <
—_— 0.

x (2 lsa)™

Then there exists sections h,, € H°((n + 1)L) such that

s = g has®,
«

where o is a multiindex o = (oy;) with )", a; = m —n — 1, and s* are the

monomials s* :=II;s".
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Proof. Let k be an integer such that n + 2 < k < m. Then given a section

t € H(kL) with ,

1t

Jos e <

an application of the Skoda division theorem [36, Thm. 2.1] yields sections {¢; }
of (k — 1)L suchthatt =), t;s; and

|t:]?

J s <
(To apply the cited theorem replace F, E, ¢, n with kL — Kx, L, k¢ — dx,®
respectively and replace ag with k — 1 > n + 1.)
Now we first apply the above with k& = m to the section s, and then apply

again with £ = m — 1 to each of the sections ¢;. Repeating this process with
k = m,m —1,...,n + 2 we see that s can be written as a linear sum of

monomials in the s; as required. O
PROPOSITION 36. For ) less than the critical value ). we have that
F .
N PNE
k—o0

Proof. Let ¢y, := ¢y, oo, i.€. the Bergman metric 1/kIn(}" |s;]?), where {s;}
is an orthonormal basis for the whole space H°(kL) with respect to (-, ) k-
By the Bernstein-Markov property of any volume form dV (see e.g. [37]), or

simply the maximum principle, we get that

or < ¢+ e, (3.31)

where €, tends to zero as k tends to infinity. Since ¢y, ) is decreasing in A, the
inequality (3.31) still holds when ¢y, is replaced by ¢ x, i.e. ¢\ — €x < @.
Therefore ¢, » — €1, belongs to the class of metrics the supremum of which
yields Py, 19, and thus clearly

Dkx < Plo, \1¢ + €k

Letting & tend to infinity yields

¢% < (lim Py, ,10)"
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For the other inequality it is enough to show that for any constant C,

Py rcd < % (3.32)

By the assumption that A\ < ). we have that ¢ # —oo. Let ¢ be a positive
metric dominated by both ¢y, x + C and ¢, where k is large enough so that kL
fulfills the requirements of Theorem 35. We denote by J (k) the multiplier
ideal sheaf of germs of holomorphic functions locally integrable against e ~*.
Let {s;} be an orthonormal basis of H°(kL ® J (k)), and denote by 1y, the

Bergman metric
1
Uy = Eln(z |si]?).
By Theorem 8 we have that
Y <Y+ 0

where J, tends to zero as k tends to infinity, and ¢, converges pointwise to ).
If s lies in H(kL ® J (k1)), specifically we must have that

/ ﬁd‘/ < 00

x 2 lsial? ’

since we assumed that 1) was dominated by ¢x  +C = 1/kIn(} |s; »[?) +C.
Similarly if s lies in H°(kmL ® J (km1)) we have

/ LdV < 00
x sy S

From Theorem 35 applied to the sections {s; 5} it thus follows that

s = Zhasa,

where h, € HY(k(n + 1)L), and the s* are monomials in the {s; »} of degree
m —n — 1. Because of the multiplicativity of the filtration each s lies in
]-"k(m_n_l),\HO(k(m —n — 1)L), and by the boundedness of the filtration we
also have that each hy, lies in F_,(,, 1 1yc HY(k(n+1)L) for some fixed constant
C. We thus get that H°(km L ® J (kma))) is contained in

(F_pnanycHO(k(n + 1) L)) (Frm-n—1)2H° (k(m — n — 1)L))
C Frtm-n—-1)—k(nt1)cH(kmL). (3.33)
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Since we assumed that v < ¢ we have that 1y, is less than or equal to the
Bergman metric using an orthonormal basis for H(kmL ® J(kmt)) with
respect to ¢. Because of (3.33) this Bergman metric is certainly less than or

equal to g, , where

N o= %(/{(m —n—DA=k(n+1)C).

Hence

Yiem < Grm,n -

On the other hand, by Lemma 32 we have that
¢km,x\’ S (b‘)?\:’ + e(km),

where e(km) is a constant independent of )\’ that tends to zero as km tends to
infinity. Since \’ tends to A as m tends to infinity we get that ¢ < limy/_, ) ¢%,,
and thus by Lemma 22 ¢ < ¢ . Taking the supremum over all such 1) com-
pletes the proof. O

COROLLARY 37. The test curve ¢3 is maximal for X < \. and its Legendre

transform is a geodesic ray.

Proof. Theorem 20 tells us that ¢4, ] is maximal with respect to ¢ = ¢_ .
By Lemma 18 it follows that this is true for the limit gbf = limg— o0 Do), 4] S
well. Let ¢ be the test curve defined by ¢ := ¢ for A < A\, and ¢ = —o0
for A > A.. Then we get that ¢, is a maximal test curve, thus its Legendre

transform is a geodesic ray. On the other hand, for every € > 0 we have that

ox < 0% < dr—e,

and therefore

B < @7), < by +et.

Since € was arbitrary we get that the Legendre transform of qﬁf coincides with
that of ¢, and thus it is a geodesic ray. O
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Remark.  Given an analytic test configuration [¢),] there is a naturally

associated filtration JF of the section ring, defined as
FinHO(EL) := H° (KL ® J (k).

This filtration is bounded, but in general not multiplicative.

3.8 Filtrations associated to algebraic test configu-

rations

We recall briefly Donaldson’s definition of a test configurations [19, 20]. In
order to not confuse them with the our analytic test configurations, we will in

this article refer to them as algebraic test configuration.

DEFINITION 20. An algebraic test configuration 7 for an ample line bundle L

over X consists of:
(i) a scheme X with a C*-action p,
(ii) a C*-equivariant line bundle L over X,

(iii) and a flat C* -equivariant projection m : X — C where C* acts on C by
multiplication, such that L is relatively ample, and such that if we denote
by Xy := 7 1(1), then L\x, — X is isomorphic to rL — X for some
r > 0.

By rescaling we can without loss of generality assume that » = 1 in the
definition. An algebraic test configuration is called a product test configuration
if there is a C*-action p’ on L — X such that £ = L x C with p acting on L by
p' and on C by multiplication. An algebraic test configuration is called trivial if
it is a product test configuration with the action p’ being the trivial C*-action.

Since the zero-fiber Xy := 71(0) is invariant under the action p, we get
an induced action on the space H°(kLy), also denoted by p, where we have
denoted the restriction of £ to Xy by Lg. Specifically, we let p(7) act on a
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section s € H(kL) by

(p(T)(s)() = p(7)(s(p~ " (7)(2)))- (3.34)

By standard theory any vector space V' with a C*-action can be split into weight
spaces V3, on which p(7) acts as multiplication by 7*¢, (see e.g. [19]). The
numbers \; with non-trivial weight spaces are called the weights of the action.

Thus we may write H°(kLg) as
H°(kLo) = ®2Va

with respect to the induced action p.
In [26, Lem. 4] Phong-Sturm give the following linear bound on the abso-

lute value of the weights.

LEMMA 38. Given a test configuration there is a constant C such that
whenever dim Vy, > 0.

In [38] the second author showed how to get an associated filtration F of
the section ring @5 H (kL) given a test configuration 7 of L which we now
recall.

First note that the C*-action p on L via the equation (3.34) gives rise to
an induced action on H?(X, kL) as well as H?(X' \ Xo, kL), since X \ Xj is
invariant. Let s € H°(kL) be a holomorphic section. Then using the C*-action
p we get a canonical extension 5 € H(X \ Xy, kL) which is invariant under

the action p, simply by letting
s(p(m)x) = p(7)s(x) (3.35)

forany 7 € C* and z € X.
We identify the coordinate z with the projection function 7(z), and we also
consider it as a section of the trivial bundle over X. Exactly as for HO(X, kL),
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p gives rise to an induced action on sections of the trivial bundle, using the same
formula (3.34). We get that

(p(1)2)(x) = p(7)(z(p~(T)x) = p(7)(r ' 2(x)) = 7~ "2(x),  (3.36)

where we used that p acts on the trivial bundle by multiplication on the z-

coordinate. Thus

which shows that the section z has weight —1.
By this it follows that for any section s € HY(kL) and any integer \, we
get a section z~*5 € H(X \ Xy, kL), which has weight \.

LEMMA 39. For any section s € H(kL) and any integer \ the section z~*5

extends to a meromorphic section of kL over the whole of X', which we also

will denote by 2~ 5.

Proof. 1t is equivalent to saying that for any section s there exists an integer A
such that 2?5 extends to a holomorphic section S € H°(X, kL). By flatness,
which was assumed in the definition of a test configuration, the direct image
bundle 7, L is in fact a vector bundle over C. Thus it is trivial, since any vector
bundle over C is trivial. Therefore there exists a global section S’ € HO(X, kL)
such that s = S|y On the other hand, as for H(kLo), H°(X, kL) may be
decomposed as a direct sum of invariant subspaces W) such that p(7) restricted

to W acts as multiplication by 7. Let us write
S =>"5%, (3.37)

where Sy, € Wy . Restricting the equation (3.37) to X gives a decomposition

SZE SN

where sy 1= Sﬁ\,lx. From (3.35) and the fact that S, lies in W, we get that
for x € X and 7 € C* we have that

v (p(r)(x)) = p(r) (53 () = p(7)(Shi (2)) = (p(7)S5)(p(7) () =
=S5 (p(7)(2)),

of s,
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and therefore 5,/ = T’\/Sﬁ\,. Since trivially
it follows that t*5 extends holomorphically as long as A > max —\’. O

DEFINITION 21. Given a test configuration T we define a vector space-valued
map F from Z x N by letting

(\E) — {s€ HO(kL) : 27?5 € HO(X,kL)} = FoH°(KL).

It is immediate that F) is decreasing since H%(X, kL) is a C[z]-module.
We can extend F to a filtration by letting

FAH (kL) := Fi3 H°(kL)
for non-integers A, thus making F left-continuous. Since
2O eg = (2728) (27N ¢) € HO(X, kL)HO (X, mL) C HO(X, (k+m)L)
whenever s € F\H(kL) and s’ € F\ H°(kL), we see that
(FAH(KL))(Fy HO(mL)) € Fapx H((k +m)L),

i.e. F is multiplicative.

Recall that we had the decomposition of H°(kLg) into weight spaces V.

LEMMA 40. For each A\, we have that

dim Fy H(kL) = Z dim Vy .
A>A

Proof. We have the following isomorphism:
(mkL) oy = H(X, kL) /zHO (X, kL),

the right-to-left arrow being given by the restriction map, see e.g. [29]. Also,
for k> 0, (m.kL) 10y = H°(kLo), therefore we get that for large k

HO(kLo) = HY(X,kL)/2H° (X, kL), (3.38)
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We also had a decomposition of H%(X', kL) into the sum of its invariant weight
spaces Wy. By Lemma 39 it is clear that a section S € H?(X, kL) lies in W,
if and only if it can be written as z~*5 for some s € H"(kL), in fact we have
that s = S| x. Thus we get that

Wy = FyH(kL),
and by the isomorphism (3.38) then
Vy =2 FAH(KL) ) Fo1 H(KL).

Thus we get

dim FAH (kL) = )  dim Vy. (3.39)
A >A
O

Using Lemma 40 together with Lemma 38 shows that the filtration F is
bounded.

3.9 The geodesic rays of Phong and Sturm

In [26] Phong-Sturm show how to construct a weak geodesic ray, starting with
a ¢ € H(L) and an algebraic test configuration 7 (see also [33] for how this
works in the toric setting). In the previous section we showed how to associate
an analytic test configuration [¢7] to an algebraic test configuration, and thus
get a weak geodesic using the Legendre transform of its maximal envelope.
Recall by Proposition 30 this geodesic is the same as the Legendre transform
of the original test curve ¢ . The goal in this section is to prove that for non-
trivial analytic test configurations this ray coincides with the one constructed by

Phong-Sturm.

To describe what we aim to show, recall that if V' is a vector space with a
scalar product, and F is a filtration of V, there is a unique decomposition of V'

into a direct sum of mutually orthogonal subspaces V), such that

FAV =D, >aVa,-
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Furthermore we allow for A; to be equal to A; even when i # j, so we can
assume that all the subspaces V), are one dimensional. This additional decom-
position is of course not unique, but it will not matter in what follows.

Let ¢ € H(L) and H°(kL) = @V, be the decomposition of H°(kL) with
respect to the scalar product (-, -)xs coming from the volume form (dd®¢)™.
Consider next the filtration coming from an algebraic test configuration (note
that then the collection of A\; will depend also on & but we omit that from our
notation) and define the normalized weights to be
Ai
%
which form a bounded family by Lemma 38.

5\1‘ =

Now if s, is a vector of unit length in V), , then {s;} will be an orthonormal
basis for H(kL). Since the filtration F encodes the C*-action on H?(kL) it
is easy to see that the basis {s;} is the same one as in [26, Lem 7]. In terms of
the notation in the previous sections we have

Prn = A;ﬂ lsi/> and ¢ = (Hm ¢rn)"

DEFINITION 22. Let

1 A
D (t) := z ln(zi: eis|?)
The Phong-Sturm ray is the limit
O(t) ;= lim (sup O;(t))". (3.40)

k—oo >k

Our goal is the following:

THEOREM 41. Let ¢* be the analytic test configuration associated to the fil-

tration F from a test configuration. Assume that ¢” is non-trivial. Then

LEMMA 42.

O(t) = lim (sup D4(t)) lim (sup max{¢, x, + th )" (341)

*
k—oo 1>k k—oo 1>k
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Proof. Our proof will be based on the elementary fact that if {a;; : ¢ € I;} isa
set of real numbers then

1 ) 1
maxa;; < janel‘”-’ < Ilnez?(al,,- + jln|fl|. (3.42)

i€l ‘
iel;

Now pick z € X and ¢ > 0. Let
1 -
ap g = 7 In |SZ‘(1‘)‘2 + t>\7,
and I; be the indexing set for the A;. Then |;| = O(I") and

(I)l(t) = %ln (Z ehu,i) )

Thus by (3.42)
miax{al,i} <Pt) < mzax{au} + |Il—l‘ (3.43)
Now set )
bii =5, +tAhi = 71n Z |sj(z)|* + thi.
Aj >N
For fixed i, pick any jo such that
max [5;(2)* = |sjo> and  Xj, > Ai.
Then
b < %111(|Il||sjo|2 +h < %1n|sj0|2 N, + lny” = ajo.+ lny”.
Clearly a;; < b; ; for all 7, so we in fact have
mlax{al,i} < max{b;} < mZTcLX{al,i} + o yl|7
which combined with (3.43) yields
max by} - o y” < (1) < max{byi} + &l y”.

Now taking the supremum over all [ > k followed by the upper semicontinuous
regularization and then the limit as k£ tends to infinity gives the result since

k=1 1n |I}| tends to zero. O
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Proof of Theorem 41. From Lemma 32 we know that there is a constant €({)
such that

G5, Tthi < @3 +thi +e(l),

where €(1) is independent of \; and tends to zero as [ tends to infinity. Thus we

certainly have
max{¢y s, + tAi} < sup{of + A} + €(l),
@ A

and so

(sup max{@, 5, + tAi})* < (67); + supe(l).
>k 1>k

Hence taking the limit as & tends to infinity and using Lemma 42 gives
O(t) < (¢7)s.

For the opposite inequality, since we assumed that the analytic test configu-
ration was non-trivial, there is a A’ < A, such that ¢ # qﬁf\r,. Set

n=sup{\: ¢ = ¢}

so, by assumption, 7 is strictly less than A..

Consider first A such that ¢ # ¢ and ¢ # —oo. Then for any § > 0
there are, for arbitrarily large k, normalized weights A;(z) in (A — 0, A), since
otherwise we would have ¢ _; = ¢, which is impossible by concavity of ¢”.
Thus we have for k& > ko,

supmax{d x, +tA} > dr o, () + 1A (k) = dp (@) + (A —0).
>k i
Therefore
O(t) > ¢+t if  ¢% # ¢, and ¢ # —o0, (3.44)

and in particular
®(t) > (sup{d5 +tA})".
A>n
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Now if ) is such that ¢ = ¢ then using the right continuity part of Lemma

22,

¢% +tA = +tA= (sup {5 })* +tA < (sup{g% +tN})* < d(t),
A'>n A'>n

which along with (3.44) completes the proof. O

Remark. A natural conjecture would be that the analytic test configuration

is trivial iff the algebraic test configuration 7 has non-zero norm (see [34]).
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