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Chapter 1

Introduction

Singularities do occur immediately, even if one wants to study complex manifolds only.

For example when considering fibers of holomorphic maps X — Y between complex
manifolds, the objects we obtain are in general analytic sets with singularities.

Or if considering quotients of complex manifolds, e. g. for the group

= {G) (A

the orbit space C?/G is isomorphic to the affine surface F' in C?® given by 23 — 2129
which is not a topological manifold around 0 € F'.

These remarks show that complex manifolds cannot be studied successfully without
studying more general objects such as complex spaces (with singularities).

In the study of complex spaces analytic convexity is of fundamental importance; it
establishes a link between geometrical and analytical properties of sets.

Analytic convexity was introduced in complex analysis by E. E. Levi by discovering
(around 1910) that the (smooth) boundary of a domain of holomorphy in C™ is not
arbitrary, but satisfies a certain condition of pseudoconvezity.

A systematic treatment of complex spaces involves the analysis of punctual, local and
global properties.

In passing from the punctual to the local point of view the concept of coherent sheaves
plays a decisive role. The coherence of the structure sheaf gives rise to an interplay
between algebra and geometry. So, for example, the (punctual) algebraic notion of
analytic algebras corresponds to the (local) geometric objects germs of complex spaces.

For the step from local to global one can apply cohomology theory. The global theory is
particularly well developed for two classes of complex spaces that can be characterized
in terms of topological or function-theoretic “completeness”, namely the compact spaces
and the Stein spaces.

Stein spaces are exactly the 1-complete complex spaces and the strongly plurisubhar-
monic functions, which are in close relation to the Stein spaces, are exactly the 1-convex
functions.
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g-complete spaces generalize the Stein spaces, as g-convex functions do with the strongly
plurisubharmonic ones.

The g-convex with corners functions on a complex space introduced by Diederich and
Fornaess play an important role in g-convexity theory.

The concept of g-convexity developed by Andreotti and Grauert in 1962 generalizes the
concept of pseudoconvexity.

This dissertation deals, roughly speaking, with analytic convexity and g-convexity on
complex spaces.

The results are structured into two parts: one concerning compact spaces, proper mod-
ifications and generalized Ké&hler metrics (chapters 3 and 4) and the other concerning
g-complete spaces and g-plurisubharmonic functions (chapter 5).

There is less relation between the two parts, but they are both in close relation to mel!

Concerning the first part: on complex spaces there is a kind of surgery called proper
modifications. Roughly speaking one replaces a nowhere dense closed complex subspace
A of Y by another complex space B in such a way that X := (Y \ A) U B becomes
a complex space endowed with a proper holomorphic map 7 : X — Y which maps
X \ B biholomorphically onto Y\ A. Classical is the blowing-up of points: e. g. one
replaces 0 € C" by the projective space P"~! of all line directions at 0. This procedure
can be generalized: every closed complex subspace A can be blown-up in a natural way
along A.

By a theorem of Hironaka and Chow proper modifications are not too far away from
blowing-ups: they are always dominated by a locally finite sequence of blowing-ups.

But although proper modifications modify the geometry of the space only along a rare
analytic set it is enough to “disturb” important analytic properties.

So, for example, Moishezon [Mol] proved by a counterexample that for a surjective,
proper modification 7 : X — Y between complex spaces such that Y has a Kahler
metric it doesn’t follow necessarily that X is also Kéhler.

Among the compact complex manifolds the Kéahler manifolds enjoy a number of re-
markable properties. Kéhler spaces were first introduced by Grauert [Gr] and their
study was continued by Moishezon [Mol]. It is known that the definition of Moishezon
of a Kéahler metric coincides with that one of Grauert in the case of normal spaces.

The counterexample of Moishezon gives naturally rise to the question whether one can
prove in that context general results about X. Other stated the question is: how far is
X from being Kahler.

In chapter 3 we prove that X possesses a so called generalized Kihler metric (Theorem
3.1.6) by using a method from the article of M. Coltoiu and M. Mihalache [Co-Mi] and
a smooth-glueing technique from Demailly [Dem)].

The notion of generalized Kéahler metrics that we introduce (Definition 3.1.5) differs
only a little from the definition of Moishezon we use for Kahler metrics: we admit —oo
as value for the system of defining functions. More precisely it is:



Definition 3.1.5 We say that the reduced compact complex space X has a generalized
Kahler metric if there exists a covering of X with open sets (U;); such that on each set U;
there ezists a function @; : U; — [—00,00), p; Z —00 on each irreducible component of
Ui, which is strongly plurisubharmonic, reqular of class C* outside the set {p; = —o0}
and such that on each nonempty intersection U; NU; we have (locally) the compatibility
condition p; = @; + Re fi; for some holomorphic function f;;

The precise theorem is the following:

Theorem 3.1.6 Let X andY be two reduced, compact, complex spaces (with singular-
ities) and p : X — Y a surjective, holomorphic map, which is a proper modification.
Suppose that 'Y is Kahler. Then X has a generalized Kahler metric.

In chapter 4 we generalize this theorem to proper maps by using Theorem 3.1.6 as a
special case in its proof. More exactly, the result is the following:

Theorem 4.1.1 Let p : X — Y be a holomorphic and surjective map between two
reduced, compact, complex spaces with singularities and with the property that p sends
each irreducible component Cx of X (surjective) onto an irreducible component Cy of
Y of the same dimension, dim Cx = dim Cly..

If Y is Kdhler, then X has a generalized Kdahler metric.

Concerning the second part: it contains a generalization of a theorem of Fornaess and
Narasimhan ([F-N] Theorem 5.3.1.) which asserts that on each complex space we
have equality between the class of plurisubharmonic functions and that one of weakly
plurisubharmonic functions (see section 5.1). This result is evident for complex mani-
folds but totally non-trivial for complex spaces. The proof of Fornaess and Narasimhan
uses among other results also a local maximum theorem of H. Rossi (Ann. of Math. 72,
1-11, 1960) which cannot be generalized so easy (if ever) to the g-convex case.

To generalize to complex spaces a certain object in complex analysis already defined
by a local condition in open sets in C™ in a biholomorphic manner one has the choice
between the following two possibilities:

(i) to define it as the trace, by means of local embeddings, of the analogue object in
open sets in C"

(ii) to ask that for each holomorphic map f : U — X with U C CY open set (for
some fixed ¢) the “pull-back” to U of the object by means of the map f is such
an object in U.

It is well known that the resulting objects are not necessarily the same in the two
methods if X has singularities.

Chapter 5 deals with the equivalence of this two defining methods for the case of the
g-plurisubharmonic functions in the sense of Fujita [Fu] on complex spaces of finite
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dimension. We obtain so a generalization of the result of Fornaess and Narasimhan, but
only in the case of continuous functions (Theorem 5.3.14). Our proof is by induction
over the dimension of the space and is based on a new proof for the result of Fornaess
and Narasimhan (i. e. the case ¢ = 1) (see section 5.2).

At the same time we obtain a generalization of a result of Siu, namely we show that
every g-complete subspace with corners of a complex space admits a g-complete with
corners neighbourhood.

[ want to express my warmest thanks to Prof. M. Coltoiu and to Prof. K. Diederich
for their very helpful discussions and advices during the whole time of preparing my
dissertation.

I thank Prof. Coltoiu for suggesting me the problems treated here. This dissertation
was written at the University of Wuppertal. I thank the University of Wuppertal and
especially Prof. Diederich for this opportunity and for providing me a nice and proper
atmosphere to work.

To all my friends who were near me I am grateful.

Especially to my parents and to Bert Fischer, who answered me all questions concerning

BTEX.



Chapter 2

Preliminaries

2.1 Introduction to ¢g-convexity

Throughout this work all complex spaces are assumed to be reduced and with countable
topology, unless it is otherwise stated. The main definitions concerning complex spaces
we will use are those from [Ka].

Definition 2.1.1 A holomorphic map between two complex spaces ¢ : X — Y is
called an embedding if there is a closed subspace i : Y' — 'Y and a factorisation

X 2>y

BN

Y/

where ¢ is biholomorphic.

@ 15 called immersion at x € X if there are open neighbourhoods U of x in X and V of
o(x) in'Y such that @), : U — V is an embedding (i.e. it is locally an embedding).

© is called an immersion if it is an immersion at every point.

Let X be a complex space (with singularities). A function 6 : X — R is called smooth
(of class C*) if we can find for every point x € X an open neighbourhood U of x and a
holomorphic embedding i : U <— G, where G is an open subset in some euclidian space
C™ (such a i is called a “local chart”), such that there exists on G a function of class
C>, f € C*(G), with the property that foi=46,,.

We denote by PSH(X) and call them plurisubharmonic functions those upper semi-
continuous functions ¢ : X — [—00, 00) such that for every z € X there exists a local
embedding ¢ : U — U c C", where U is a neighbourhood of x and U is an open subset
of C", and there exists a plurisubharmonic function ¢ on the euclidian open subset U
such that poi = ¢.
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SPSH(X) stands for the strongly plurisubharmonic functions on X, i.e. those PSH-
functions for which we have: for every 6 € C5°(X,R) (i.e. smooth and with compact
support), there exists g > 0 such that ¢ + ¢ € PSH(X), for 0 < e < .

Example If f : X — C is holomorphic on X then |f], |f|?, log(1 + |f|*) and log | f]
are plurisubharmonic functions on X (the last function is indeed pluriharmonic on the
set {f # 0}). Furthermore log(1 + |z|?) is strongly plurisubharmonic on C™.

Remark 2.1.2

(i) If f: Z — X is a holomorphic map between complex spaces and ¢ € PSH(X)
then o f € PSH(Z).

(ii) If ¢ : X — R is plurisubharmonic and g : R — R is convex and increasing
then g o ¢ is plurisubharmonic.

Definition 2.1.3 For a function ¢ € C*(U,R), where U is an open subset of some
euclidian space C", we define the Levi form L(p) of ¢ as the hermitian form

Remark 2.1.4

(i) The Levi form of ¢ at the point z € U, calculated in 1,7 € C" is then the complex
number given by the expression

£l Z 82’182] L

Z]f

(i) A real-valued C*-function ¢ : U — R, where U is an open set in C", is plurisub-
harmonic (resp. strongly plurisubharmonic) if and only if its Levi form is positive-
semidefinite (resp. positive definite), that is that for each € U and for every
Y € C™ the inequality L(p,z)(,1) > 0 (resp. > 0 on C™\ {0}) holds. This is
equivalent to the fact that the Levi-form of the plurisubharmonic (resp. strongly
plurisubharmonic) function ¢ has exactly n non-negative (resp. n positive) eigen-
values.

If we require the Levi-form of a C?-function to have at each point a certain number
of positive eigenvalues, we get the notions of g-convex functions (see [A-G]). More
precisely, we have the following definitions:

Definition 2.1.5 A function ¢ € C*(U,R), where U is an open subset of C" is called
q-convez (q € N1 < q <mn) if its Levi form L(p) has at least n — q + 1 positive (> 0)
eigenvalues at every point of U.
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Example Let U be an open subset in a complex number space C" and ¢ a smooth
strongly plurisubharmonic function on U. The function v € C>*(U,R) defined by
vi=¢- (14 |fo|*+ ... +]f,])* is g-convex, where @ € R and fs,..., fy, (2 < q < n)
are holomorphic functions on U.

Remark 2.1.6

(i) The 1-convex functions on open euclidian subsets are exactly the smooth strongly
plurisubharmonic ones.

(ii) The above notion of g-convex functions is easily generalized to complex spaces by
using local embeddings (see [A-G]). The precise definition is the following:

Definition 2.1.7 Let X be a complex space and consider a function ¢ € C*°(X,R). ¢
is called a q-convex function (¢ € N) if for any point x € X there exists a local chart
i:U— U CC" and a function $p € C(U,R) with the property that ¢ oi = @), and
that the Levi form of ¢ has at least n — q + 1 positive eigenvalues at any point of U.

Remark 2.1.8 It can be checked that the existence of ¢ does not depend on the local
embedding chosen.

A continuous function ¢ : X — R is called an ezhaustion function for the space X if
the sublevel sets {¢ < ¢} :={z € X | p(z) < ¢} are compact for every ¢ € R.

Definition 2.1.9 A complex space X is called q-convex if there exists a compact set K
in X and a smooth exhaustion function f : X — R which is q-convexr on X \ K.
If it is possible to choose K =), then X is called q-complete.

Remark 2.1.10

(i) The 1-complete spaces are exactly the Stein spaces.

(ii) By a result of Narasimhan (see [RN]) it holds that any 1l-convex space X is a
proper modification of a Stein space at a finite set, i.e. there exists a Stein
space Z, a finite set A := {z1,...,2,} C Z and a proper (i.e. inverse images of
compact sets are still compact), holomorphic, surjective map f : X — Z such
that fi ., @ X\ f7'(4) — Z\ A is biholomorphic and that Oz ~ f.Ox.
The (analytic) set f~!'(A) is called the exceptional set of X; it is the maximal
compact analytic set of positive dimension in X. If the exceptional set is empty
it means that X is 1-complete.

Examples
(i) If U € C™ is a Stein open subset and if we consider the analytic subset given by

A={z e U] fi(z) = ... = fr(x) = 0} where fi,..., fr € O(U), then U \ A is

k-complete.
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More generally, if U C C™ is g-complete then U\ A is (¢+k — 1)-complete. Indeed,
if we fix a g-convex exhaustion function p for U, then the function ¢ given by
1

(i Ll
is (¢ + %k — 1)-convex on U \ A and exhausts U \ A.

p=0+

(ii) Consider a linear subspace L C P" of codimension ¢ in some complex projective
space P". Then P\ L is g-complete.
Indeed, if Lis given by L = {(20:...: 2,) | 20 = ... = z,—1 = 0} then we obtain
a g-convex exhaustion function for P*\ L by putting:

p:P"\L—R

ol + |2u|?
|ZQ|2 + ...+ ’Zq_1|2

o(2)

An important tool in complex analysis are the g-convex functions with corners, as they
were introduced by Diederich and Fornaess in [D-F.1] and [D-F.2].

Definition 2.1.11 On a complex space X a continuous real valued function f is called
q-convex with corners if for any point x € X there exists an open neighbourhood U of x
and finitely many q-convex functions fi,..., f, on U such that f), = max{fi,..., f}.

The following definition is also given in [D-F.1] and [D-F.2].

Definition 2.1.12 A complex space X is called q-conver with corners if there is a

continuous exhaustion function f on X which is q-convex with corners outside a compact
set K C X.

If it is possible to choose K = (), then X 1is called q-complete with corners.
Remark 2.1.13 The class of the ¢g-convex functions with corners on a complex space
X will be denoted by F,(X).

We list in what follows some examples of g-complete spaces which are provided in [MP]:
Expl.(i) and [Co-Di] Expl.(iii).

Examples

(i) If X is a Stein manifold and A C X is a complex subvariety which is at every
point of codimension < ¢ in X, then X’ = X \ A is g-complete with corners.

By using the smoothing result for g-convex functions with corners from [D-F.1]
one obtains from the above example the following one:

(ii) Let X and A be as above and suppose that X is of pure dimension n. Then X'
is g-complete (in the smooth sense, i.e. without corners) with ¢ = n — [2] + 1
(where [-] means the integral part).

This example is relevant if ¢ < 7.
(iii) Let X be a normal Stein space of pure dimension n > 2 and A C X a closed

complex analytic subvariety without isolated points. Then X \ A is (n — 1)-
complete (being the union of (n — 1) open Stein subspaces!).
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2.2 The tangent space on complex spaces with sin-
gularities

In what follows we refer to the book of G. Fischer [Fi]. We need the underneath notions
and results for the proof of our Theorem 4.1.1.

We will denote by O(X) the set of holomorphic functions (they are indeed functions
in the case of reduced spaces!) on X, by Ox, for a given point z € X we will denote
the set of germs in X of holomorphic functions defined in a neighbourhood of z, by
Sing(X) the (analytic) set of singular points and by Reg(X) := X \ Sing(X) the set of
regular points.

my , will stand for the maximal ideal of the algebra Ox .

Let now X be a complex space and x € X be a point. The following definition is
analogue to the complex manifold-case:

Definition 2.2.1 A C-linear map 9, : Ox, — C is called a tangent vector to X at x
(also called a derivation of Ox ) if it satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions:

(ii) dz(m%,) =0 and 0,(C-1)=0

Remark 2.2.2 These are indeed equivalent conditions:

(i) = (i1) If f,g € mx, then f(z) = g(x) = 0 and by (7) it follows that J,(f - g) = 0.
Because d,(1) = 6,(1-1) = d,(1) + 6,(1) we have that d,(1) =0 so §,(C-1) = 0.

(#4) = (i) We use the decomposition Ox, = C @ my, which is true for all complex
spaces, by definition. So, for an arbitrary germ f € Ox , we have that f = f(z)+f
and now a short computation gives the desired equality:

0u(f - 9) = 0u((f(2) + f) - (9(z) + 7)) = 8:(f(2) - g(x)) + 0u(f - )+

+9(2)02(f) + f(2)02(9) = g(x) - 02(f) + () - 62(g)

Remark 2.2.3 It is obvious that 7,X, the set of all tangent vectors to X at x, is a
C-vector space. It is called the tangent space of X at x.

Now, if ¢ : X — Y is a holomorphic map, x € X and y € Y are points with p(z) =y
and if ¢, : Oy, — Ox, denotes the canonical morphism (in the case of reduced spaces
it is given by composition with ¢), then the map

Too T, X —T,)Y

given by
6513 = 6l’ o 95.1’

is a morphism of C-vector spaces, called the Jacobian map of ¢ at x.
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Remark 2.2.4 For every tangent vector , to X at x we have the induced C-linear
map
mX,I/mi',m —C

Thus for every x € X we get a map

T.X — (mx,/m%,)",
where (-)* represents the dual space. This map turns out to be an isomorphism of
C-vector spaces.

The description of the tangent space by means of local coordinates is the following:

Consider first an open subset U C C™ and denote by z1, ..., 2z, the coordinate functions.
We then have (being in an euclidian space!) the following tangent vectors:

0
8ZZ‘

() : Oy, — C

OF of

f "~ 822- (37) - 8Zi

()

where F' represents the germ f € Oy, in some neighbourhood of z.
It is known that the map
cC" —T,U=T,C"
given by
(51, 80) 1 51 (2) -+ 5 ()
Sly-ves8Sp) = S1— () + ...+ sp=—(x
1, ) 1 821 8Zn

is an isomorphism of C-vector spaces.

Consider now the case when X is a closed complex subspace of U with the canonical
injection ¢ : X — U and defined by a coherent ideal sheaf J C Oy .

We then have at each point z € X an exact sequence
0—>jz—>OU,x—>OX,x—>O
This implies that T,¢ : T, X — T,U is injective and that its image is equal to

{6, € T,U | 6,(Jz) =0}

This means in local coordinates that 7,,.X is isomorphic to the set:

0 0
{(s1,...,8,) € C" | sla—i(x)—i-...vLsna—i(x) =0, VfeJd,}

Remark 2.2.5 The dimension of the tangent space at a point is always finite. But
whereas in the case of connected manifolds this number is the same for all points, this
is no more true for complex spaces. In the singular points of a complex space this
number is always bigger than the dimension of the tangent space at the regular points
in a small neighbourhood. More precisely, it holds:
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Proposition 2.2.6 For every point x of a complex space X we have that dime T, X =
embdim, X, where embdim, X denotes the embedding dimension of X at x, that means
the minimal m € N such that there exists an open neighbourhood U of x in X together
with an embedding U — C™.

Remark 2.2.7 It is clear that the embedding dimension at a singular point x is (strictly)
greater than the dimension of the regular points in a small neighbourhood of .

Proposition 2.2.8 Let ¢ : X — Y be a holomorphic map, x € X and y = (x).
Then ¢ is an tmmersion at x if and only if the Jacobian map Ty : T, X — T,Y 1is
mjective.

We want to point out that we considered so far only tangent vectors at a point of a
complex space. But if one wants for instance to define vector fields and differential
forms the punctual tangent vector spaces have to be glued together to a space TX. In
case of a manifold it is well known that this is a vector bundle over X, 7 : TX — X.
In the singular case this cannot be a vector bundle (for example because of Proposition
2.2.6). It turns out to be a linear fiber space over X, m: TX — X.

Definition 2.2.9 A linear space over a complex space S (or simply, a linear fiber
space) is a complex space L together with a holomorphic map ¢ : L — S and with
compositions

+:LxgL — L

and
o . Cx L — L

such that the module axioms hold.

Remark 2.2.10 xg denotes the fiber product in the category of complex spaces over
S, i.e. for given holomorphic maps ¢ : L — S and ¢’ : I’ — S between complex
spaces the fiber product of L and L’ over S is a complex space L xg L’ together with
holomorphic maps 7 : L Xg L' — L and n’ : L Xg L' — L’ such that pom = ¢ on’
and such that the following universal property holds:

Given any complex space X together with holomorphic maps ¢ : X — L and ¢’ :
X — L' such that poy = ¢’ 01}/, there is a unique holomorphic map o : X — LxgL’
such that the following diagram commutes:
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Remark that the universal property implies the uniqueness up to isomorphisms of the
fiber product.

Remark 2.2.11 L xg L' is a closed subspace of L x L’. As a set it is given by
LxsL' ={(,l")e LxL | o()=¢ ')}

Definition 2.2.12 Let (L, +,e) and (L', +,o’) be linear spaces over S. A holomorphic
map & : L — L' over S (i.e. such that ¢' o & = @) is called a morphism (of linear
spaces over S) if the diagrams

LxsL 5% g1/

L%L’

and
Id x¢
CxL —=CxlL
6 !
L —— L
commute.

We shall now define a change of base for linear fiber spaces. If ¢ : ' — S is a
holomorphic map and L is a linear space over S, then we define

V'L =1L xgS5
The compositions in L induce compositions in *L and ¢*L becomes a linear space

over 5.

Now, for the construction of the space T'X one simply takes for the underlying set the

disjoint union |J 7,X.
zeX

In order to define a complex structure on T'X consider first the case when
X—=WccCc"

is a closed complex subspace of an open subset W of C" defined by a coherent ideal
sheaf J C Oy which is generated by fi,..., f. € Ow(W).

If (z1,.-.,2n,81,-..,5,) are coordinates in W x C™ one defines the space
TX - W xC"

as the closed complex subspace defined by

af, of,
J +...+s /

e [ d n
fla 7f an 81821 aZn
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Remark that f, and ?)ﬁ v are considered here as holomorphic functions on W x C" by

means of the canonical projection map W x C* — W.

Considering T'X as a subspace in X x C" it is then defined by the sheaf of linear forms
on X x C" given by:

fora-s1+... 4+ fun-sy for v=1...r

where f,,, € Ox(X) denotes here the residue class of 2« € Oy (W).

Oz

The projection of X x C™ onto the first component induces the canonical map 7 :
TX — X. Hence TX is a linear space over X.

The coordinate description of T, X immediately implies that T, X = (T X), is the fiber
of min z, for all x € X.

Now it is easy to show that this construction does not depend on the choices made.
Hence, for an arbitrary complex space X the local pieces (i.e. where X is locally
embedded in a complex number space) may be glued together in the usual way of
glueing complex spaces (see for instance [Ka] E.31.m) to obtain the so called tangent
space of X, denoted by T'X, which is a linear space over X.

Remark 2.2.13 We want to point out that by this canonical construction of a complex
structure on T'X one gets a complex structure which is in general not reduced, even if
X was reduced!

We want to define also a morphism of tangent spaces,
Te:TX — o*TY

for a given holomorphic map ¢ : X — Y.

The problem being local with respect to X and Y we may suppose that we have a
commutative diagram of the form:

c" c™

where U and V' are open euclidian sets.

We may further assume that the ideal J C Oy of X is generated by fi,..., fr € Oy(U)
and the ideal Z C Oy of Y is generated by ¢i,...,9 € Oy (V).
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In order to define T'p we also consider the following diagram:

TU STV TV

U><C”T—(I>>U><(C’“E>V><(Cm

o]

where T'® is the classical Jacobian map defined by:

"0, " 9D,
(uaslasn)'_)@l', a—zr'sr,...,rzla—zr'sr)

and we have to show that T'® admits a restriction T'p.

But we now know that TY — V x C™ is the subspace generated by

9] 0
gi,--.,q; and tlﬂ—i—...—i—tm N

— VA=1,...,1
811)1 awm ’ ’

where (wy, ..., w,,) are the coordinates in V" and (¢, ..., t,,) are the coordinates in C™.
Consequently p*TY — U x C™ is the subspace generated by

Foofe oand 622 0ot 11, 9% oo wa—1. L (2.1)
811)1 8wm

We apply in what follows a criterion for the existence of the restriction of a map y :=
(Jx],x%) : S — T between complex spaces (see for instance [Ka| 31.9):

If A— S and B — T are complex subspaces generated by the ideal sheafs J resp. 7
then the restriction y : A — B of x exists if and only if y*Z C J, where the germ of
the inverse image sheaf x*Z is given by (x*Z)s = x2(Zy(s)) - Oss-

In our case we have to substitute in (2.1)

y 0d, P 0P,
y =S coiF Sp—
! 821 8zn
By computation we obtain then
d(gro @) d(gro @)
— 4+ .t s—— 2.2
o1 0z et 0z, (2:2)

Since ¢ is the restriction of ® it follows that the function g, o ® is a section in J over
U. This implies that (2.2) is a section in the ideal sheaf defining TX — U x C" if we
shrink U sufficiently. But this means that there is a restriction Tp : TX — ¢*TY of
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T®. It is called the Jacobian map of ¢ and we have the property that (T'y), = T, for
each point x € X.

Let ¢ : X — Y be a holomorphic map and define
T(X/Y):=kerTp —TX

It is called the tangent space of ¢ (or the tangent space of X over Y'). Geometrically,
T(X/Y) consists of all tangent vectors “in the fiber direction”.
More precisely, this is justified by the following remark:

Remark 2.2.14 Given a holomorphic map ¢ : X — Y and ¢ € Y denote by X, the

fiber of ¢ over ¢, that is the inverse image through ¢ of the simple point ({¢},C).
Denote by i : X, < X the canonical injection. It then holds that T'(X,) = i*T(X/Y).

Indeed, since the question is local and with the same notations as above it follows from
the definition of T'p that T'(X/Y) < U x C" is the complex subspace generated by the
following holomorphic functions on U x C™:

f17"'7fk

%314_...4_%3”’ )\:1,_ ,k

0, n +8¢)V ] '
S1+- -+ —58,, v=1,....m

0z ! 0z,

We may assume without loss of generality that ¢ = 0 € V. It then follows that X, — U
is the subspace generated by fi,..., fy and @4, ..., ®,,. Consequently T'(X,) — U xC"
is generated by fi,..., fx, ®1,...,®,, and (2.3). The remark is verified by observing
that *T'(X/Y) — T(X/Y) is just the subspace generated by the residue classes of
Oy, ... D,

We have listed the above notions and properties about tangent spaces because we will
need them in the proof of our Theorem 4.1.1. More precisely we will need the following
lemma:

Lemma 2.2.15 For any holomorphic map ¢ : X — Y the set
Sing®(p) := {x € X | corank, ¢ > 0}

is analytic. Here corank, ¢ := dim¢ T,(X/Y) = dime T, X2y -

This lemma follows at once from the next lemma if we recall the defining ideal sheaf of
T X, (). We introduce first the following.

Let F be a coherent Ox-module and » € X. Then F(z) := F,./(mx.F.) = Fo @0y, C
is a finite dimensional C-vector space.

We call corank, F := dim¢ F(z) the corank of F at z and introduce the set Ayg(F) :=
{r € X | corank, F > 0} = {z € X | F, # mx.F,}. We then have the following

lemma:
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Lemma 2.2.16 For any coherent Ox-module F the subset Ao(F) C X is analytic.

Proof. 1t is a local question, so we can assume the existence of an exact sequence
(0%
O 0k — F—0

This yields immediately by tensoring with ®o, ,C the following exact sequence:

Clﬂ(@k—nf(x)—>0 for all z € X.

Consequently Ag(F) = {x € X | ranka(z) < k} and since « is given by a holomor-
phic (k x [)-matrix on X, the subset Ay(F) C X is the common set of zeros of all
subdeterminants of order k, so it is analytic. U

2.3 The linear space associated to a coherent ideal
sheaf. The projective space associated to a cone

2.3.1 The analytic inverse image of a sheaf and the blowing-up

We want to introduce the analytic inverse image of a coherent analytic sheaf. We will
need it for the blowing-up in the proof of our Theorem 3.1.6.

Let ¢ : X — Y be a holomorphic map between two complex spaces and let F be an
Ox-module. First we have to introduce the direct image and the topological inverse
image.

The presheaf on Y given by V — F(¢ '(V)) for each V open in Y is a sheaf. We
denote it by ¢.F and call it the direct image of F. It is a p,Ox-module.

Remark 2.3.1 Remember that by definition a holomorphic map ¢ is a pair (|¢|, ¢°)
where || : | X| — [Y| is a continuous map between the underlying topological spaces
and ©° : Oy — |p|.Ox is a morphism of sheaves of algebras on Y, which induces a
morphism ¢ : Oy, — Ox,, on the stalks. We will denote || also by ¢.

Now, if G is an Oy-module we denote by =!G the topological inverse image of G, which
is a sheaf on X uniquely determined by the property (¢'G), = Gy, for all p € X.
071G is a 1 Oy-module.

We have seen that ¢, F is a ¢,Ox-module. But via the morphism ¢° : Oy — ¢,Ox
it is also an Oy-module.

The morphism ¢° induces a morphism ¢"# : 'Oy — Ox with (¢°#), = ¢ for
p € X. Hence Ox may be considered as a ¢~ 'Oy-module.

If G is an Oy-module, we define the analytic inverse image p*G = ¢~ 1§ ®p-10y Ox
which is an Ox-module.

Remark 2.3.2 For any Oxy-module F and any Oy-module G there is a canonical
isomorphism Homx (¢*G, F) — Homy (G, p.F).

By substituting F = ¢*G and G = ¢,F one obtains canonical morphisms G —
p:(¢°G) and " (0. F) — F.

We recall some properties of ¢, and ¢*:



2.3. THE PROJECTIVE SPACE ASSOCIATED TO AN IDEAL SHEAF 17

(1) . is left exact
(i) ¢* is right exact
(iii) 'Oy = O%
(iv) In general ¢, is not right exact and ¢* is not left exact.

In Chapter 3 we make use of the blowing-up of a complex space along a certain subspace
(called the center of the blowing-up). In complex analysis the method of blowing-up was
introduced by Hopf as a “o-Prozess”. The general existence theorem is the following:

Theorem 2.3.3 LetY be a complex space together with a closed complex subspace A —
Y. Then there exists a complex space Y™ together with a holomorphic map 7 :Y* — Y
with the following properties:

(i) m is proper

(ii) A* := =1 (A) — Y* is a hypersurface (that is, its defining coherent ideal sheaf J*
has the property that for every p € Y* there exists a non-zero divisor a € Oy-
such that J; = a - Oy« ;)

(11) m is universal with respect to (ii), i.e. for any holomorphic map 7 :Y' — 'Y such
that A" :== 77Y(A) — Y’ is a hypersurface there is a unique holomorphic map
¢ Y — Y™ such that the following diagram commutes:

(iv) The restriction of ®
Y*\A*— Y \A4A

7T|Y*\A*

18 biholomorphic

(v) If Y is a manifold and A is a submanifold then Y* is a manifold.

For a complete proof of the above theorem see [Fi], p. 162.

We indicate here the explicite construction of the blowing-up with help of the projective
space associated to coherent ideal sheaves, as far as we need it in the proof of our
Theorem 3.1.6.
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2.3.2 The linear space associated to a coherent sheaf

Let J be a coherent ideal sheaf on a complex space Y. Then there exists locally an
exact sequence of the form

o 08 2 Jy — 0

where h is given by a holomorphic matrix of type ¢ x p on W. The transposed matrix
gives rise to “dual” morphisms h* = hj, : W x C? — W x CP. The linear space
ker hj;, doesn’t depend on the choice of the exact sequence, in the sense that they are
isomorphic for different choices, so we can define it globally.

Indeed, if we have two exact sequences on W, this gives rise to a commutative diagram
of the form

v 0~ G, 0
Ow O W

{al ‘/02 Id

or, 0l 2y Fy 0

that is, one proves easily the existence of the Oy -linear maps a; and ay. For instance
let a € O{’Al/ and consider Id o/ (a) which belongs to Jw. Now « being surjective we
have at least one point b € O, with a(b) = Id oa’(a). This allows us to define a linear
map as. The map ay is of course not necessarily unique.

Having now as one defines similarly a linear map a; making the diagram commutative.

Because the construction of oy and s is not unique we have to investigate what happens
if we have two pairs of linear maps (a1, as) and (o}, o) making the respective above
diagram commutative. It is easy to see that the pairs are homotopic, that means that
we obtain the existence of a linear map s : @7 — P such that hos = ay — ady,
because of the fact that as(a) — ab(a) € ker & = Im h.

It holds that the dual maps a3, o'} coincide on ker h*; this follows at once from a—a/; =
s* o h*.

In order to show that ker h* ~ ker h”* we first consider the analogous commutative
diagram

/

oy, —— o8,

O SN o
and also the following commutative diagram

(o —>Oq

a1051l la20ﬁ2

O —>(9q
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But having also the trivial commutative diagram

O%LO%LJW%()

Jld lld hld
or, 0l J ——— 0
we obtain by the considerations above that
(o fBe)" =fFy0a;=1d" on kerh”
In an analogous way it follows that we have also
(Beoas) =ajo0fy=Id" on kerh”™

That means that o is an isomorphism between ker h* and ker h'*.

The construction of the linear space ker h* being independent of the choices made, we
can glue them together to obtain a linear space over Y, denoted by V' (7), defined locally
as V(J), := ker hj,. We have also a canonical projection map m : V(J) — Y.

We remark that V(J), < W x C? being a linear subspace with respect to the second
component it is in particular a cone over W, that means it is a subspace invariant to
the scalar multiplication. More precisely it means that we have a commutative diagram

CXWXCQLWXCQ

’

Cx V(T —— V(I),

w w

where p(t,y, z1,...,24) = (y,t21,...,tz,) and p/

= /’L|(C><V(.7)‘W

2.3.3 The projective space associated to a cone

Now let V(J) < Y x C? be a cone over Y. Then it is given locally (on U) as a complex
subspace by the common zeros of homogeneous polynomials

Hy,....,H, € Oy(U)[z1,...,2
where (21, ..., z,) are the coordinates on C? (see [Fi], p. 45, Prop. 1.2.).
Foreach o € {1,...,r}and v € {1,..., ¢} there exists on {z, # 0} a unique polynomial
H, (x1,...,Zy,...,xq) € Oy (U)[z1, ..., &0, ..., 74

such that . ; . ;
.k 1 v—1 v+1 q
Hy(z1,...,2¢) = 2pHp(—, ..., , ey —)

2y 2y 2y 2y
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where k is the degree of H,. Via the biholomorphism

0, CT sV, i={(21:...:2y) | 2 #0} CP1(C)
(1o By @g) = (Tt i@yt L i@y i Ty)
we can consider H, ,, ..., H,, as holomorphic functions on U X ‘7,,. Let then J, C OUXV,,

denote the ideal sheaf generated by Hi,,...,H,,. One verifies that J, = J, on
U x (V,NV,) and so it gives rise to an ideal sheaf Jy C Opxpa-1(c).

Indeed, we have on U x V,, that

1
Hgﬂj - Z_]Ij HQ
and respectively, on U x f/u
1
H,,=—" H
o1 Zﬁ 4

But then we have the relations

k
and H,, = (—) -H,,

which hold on U x (V;, N'V,), where j—: # 0 and * # 0. This means actually that the

respective generators generate the same ideal sheaf J, = J, on U x (f/l, N f/“), so they
give rise to a well defined ideal sheaf Jy C Opyxpe-1(c).

By covering Y with open sets of this type we get a coherent ideal sheaf J C Oy xps-1(c)
independent of all choices made. The closed subspace (which is in general not reduced)
corresponding to this ideal sheaf 7,

P(V(J)) — Y x P7"1(C)
is called the projective variety over Y associated to the cone V(J), or the projective
variety associated to the ideal sheaf J C Oy denoted also by P(J).

Remark 2.3.4 We have also a canonical projection map ¢ : P(J) — Y.

The blowing-up with center (A, (Oy/J),,) is now given by the following closed subspace
in P(J)
Y™ = close(r) (P(T)\E7'(A))

and the map 7w : Y* — Y is given by 7 := ¢,..



Chapter 3

Proper modifications and
generalized Kahler metrics

3.1 Definitions and main result

First we would like to recall some well-known definitions.

Definition 3.1.1 An analytic set A in a reduced complex space X is called rare (or
thin) if it does not contain any irreducible component of X. In case that X is reduced
and irreducible this means that A is nowhere dense.

Definition 3.1.2 A holomorphic map p between two complex spaces X and Y is called
a proper modification if it is proper and there exists a rare analytic set A in'Y such that
p Y (A) is rare in X and such that Plavy-10a) : X\p Y (A) — Y\ A is biholomorphic.

Definition 3.1.3 A reduced compact complex space Y is called Kihler (in the sense
of Moishezon) if there exists a covering (V;)ier of Y with open sets such that there
exists for each index i a strongly plurisubharmonic function \; : V; — R which is
reqular of class C* and such that on each nonempty intersection V; NV, we have the
pluriharmonic compatibility condition: \; — A\; = Regi;, locally on V; NV} for some
holomorphic function g;;.

We say that two such collections (Vi, N\;)ier and (W;,1;)jes define the same Kdihler
metric on'Y if each \;—1; is pluriharmonic (i.e. is locally the real part of a holomorphic
function) on V; " W; # 0.

Remark 3.1.4 In the case of complex manifolds such a collection (U;, A;);e; defines
indeed a metric on Y, by endowing Y with the (1, 1)-form given locally (on each open

Example

(i) It is known that complex projective algebraic spaces are Kéahler (in particular the
Grassmann manifolds are).

21
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(ii) It can be shown that Hopf surfaces are not Kahler.
The Hopf surface is given by the quotient (C*\ {0})/G, where G is the free cyclic
group G := {z — 272 | j € Z} of automorphisms of C*\ {0}. It is a compact
manifold (actually it is homeomorphic with S* x S%).

We want to generalize the above concept of Kéhler metrics.

Definition 3.1.5 We say that the reduced compact complex space X has a generalized
Kihler metric if there exists a covering of X with open sets (U;); such that on each set U;
there exists a function @; : U; — [—00,00), p; & —00 on each irreducible component of
Ui, which is strongly plurisubharmonic, reqular of class C*® outside the set {p; = —oc0}
and such that on each nonempty intersection U; NU; we have (locally) the compatibility
condition p; = @; + Re fi; for some holomorphic function fi;.

In this chapter we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1.6 Let X andY be two reduced, compact, complex spaces (with singular-
ities) and p : X — Y a surjective, holomorphic map, which is a proper modification.
Suppose that Y is Kdahler. Then X has a generalized Kahler metric.

It is known by an example of Moishezon [Mol] (see also [Bi]) that it does not follow in
general from the hypothesis of our theorem that X is then also Kahler. So the question
arises natural of how “far” X is from being Kahler, that is: what general assertion one
can prove in the above context about X.

In Chapter 4 we will generalize our theorem to the following weaker hypothesis, by
using in its proof Theorem 3.1.6 as a special case:

Theorem 4.1.1 Let p : X — Y be a holomorphic and surjective map between two
reduced, compact, complex spaces with singularities and with the property that p sends
each irreducible component Cx of X (surjective) onto an irreducible component Cy of
Y of the same dimension, dim Cx = dim Cly..

IfY is Kdahler, then X has a generalized Kdahler metric.

We start now with the proof of Theorem 3.1.6.

Proof. Consider the covering of Y given by Definition 3.1.3 and the covering of X given
by U; := p~4(V;),i € I and on each U; the function @; = A\; o p. Then it follows
at once that ¢; € C*(U;) and that @; is plurisubharmonic on U;, but not necessarily
strongly plurisubharmonic. The idea in what follows is to modify in a first step @; such
that they become strongly plurisubharmonic. But then we destroy the “pluriharmonic
compatibility condition”, that is ¢; — @¢; = Re(g;; o p) locally on U; N U;. In a second
step we get also this condition back.
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3.2 First step: Strong plurisubharmonicity

To modify ¢ such that they become strongly plurisubharmonic we use a technique from
an article of Coltoiu-Mihalache [Co-Mi]. We look at the following commutative diagram
given by Chow’s lemma (see for instance [Hi] and [Mo2] or [Fi],p.171):

v 1 x

\ J/p (3.1)

Y

More precisely, given p and so implicitly the rare analytic set A, the lemma of Chow
says that there exists a coherent ideal J on Y, with supp(Oy/J) = A and such that
denoting by 7 : Y* — Y the blowing-up of Y with center (4, (Oy/J)|,) it follows the
existence of a holomorphic, proper and surjective map F' making the above diagram
commutative. The ideal J is called the ideal of Hironaka, it is not necessary the
Nullstellenideal, so the resulting complex space is not necessarily reduced (for more
details about the blowing-up see below and/or Section 2.3 )

Without loss of generality we can suppose that the open sets of the covering of Y given
by the definition of the Kéhler metric are all Stein open sets. Fix now for the moment
an arbitrary Stein open set V; of the finite covering (V;);e; of Y. V; being Stein it
follows from Cartan’s Theorem A that each fiber 7, for y € Vj}, is generated by global
sections in J (V).

But because the sets V; are relatively compact there exists a finite number of sections
fij,---s fs; € J(V;) which generate each fiber J, for y € V;. Then we have the
following equality for the zero sets:

NV, T)= ()  NLH
fe{fl,jr":fs,j}

In other words there exist sections fi,,..., fs; € I'(V;,J) generating each fiber of J
such that
ANV ={zeVi| fijx) =... = fo;(z) = 0}

Then it follows for the map

fi=(frgs-- s foy): V; — C°
that we have:
£710) = (ANV;, (Oy/T) | any;)

Now consider the function
Y1 V; — [~00,00)

given by
by =X +10g(> [ fril?)

k=1
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It is clear that 1); is strongly plurisubharmonic on Vj, {1; = —oco} = ANV, and that
wjlvj\A € C>*(V;\A). Considering now the composed function t;0p we have that ¢;op is

plurisubharmonic on U; = p~(V;), C* on U;\p~*(A) and {¢;op = —oo} = p~H(A)NU;.
We will see below that 1; o p are even strongly plurisubharmonic. But unfortunately
the pluriharmonic-compatibility condition is no longer satisfied.

With the same proof as in the article of Coltoiu and Mihalache it follows that 1; o p is
strongly plurisubharmonic. We recall the ideas from there. We use the following lemma
which is true for all reduced complex spaces (not necessarily compact). For a proof see
[Co-Mi], [Bo-Na] or our Appendix, Proposition 6.0.1.

Lemma 3.2.1 Let X andY be complex spaces andp : X — Y a proper, holomorphic,
surjective map. Let ® 1Y — [—o00,00) be an upper semicontinuous function such that

® o p is (strongly) plurisubharmonic on X. Then ® is (strongly) plurisubharmonic on
Y.

Using the diagram (3.1), we can conclude with help of this lemma that, in order to show
that 1); o p is strongly plurisubharmonic, it is enough to prove that ; om = (¢);op)o F'
is strongly plurisubharmonic on 7=*(V;).

In order to do this we need the explicit description of the analytic blowing-up. Let

m C Oc¢s denote the maximal ideal of the origin in C®. One has then an exact sequence

(the syzygy-theorem) of the form:
O( 2 ) B

(e
(CS — Oéa—>m — O

where (3 is given by multiplication with the coordinates (z1, ..., zs) of C* and « is given
by the s x (;) matrix:

29 23 24t Zg 0 0 0 0 0

-z 0 0 0 23 24 v Zs 0 0

0 —z O 0 —2 0 -+ 0 0 0

0 0 —z 0 0 —z -+ 0 0 0
2

0 0 0O --- 0 0 0 - 0 e oeee 0 e e 2

0 0 0 -+ —z 0 Y | I

Via the analytic inverse image (see Section 2.3) this gives rise to an exact sequence on
Vi
) fra o f18
ol 1% oy, g, — 0

J

(recall that fim = jvj).

Let P(J) denote the projective space over Y associated to the coherent ideal sheaf 7.
We recall the construction of P(J) in two steps (for more details see Section 2.3).
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The linear space associated to a coherent sheaf 7 being a coherent sheaf on Y
there exists locally an exact sequence of the form

O "0 — Ty — 0

where 7 is given by a holomorphic matrix of type s x m on W. The transposed matrix
gives rise to a morphism ¢y : W x C* — W x C™. The linear space ker ¢y, doesn’t
depend on the choice of the exact sequence, in the sense that they are isomorphic for
different choices, so we can define it globally.

Then V(J) defined locally as V (7)), := kerty is called the linear space over Y
associated to J and we have a canonical projection map m : V(J) — Y.

We remark that V(J)

lw = W x C?®is a cone over .

In our case, Y being compact we can cover it with a finite number of such open sets W
and by taking the maximum of the dimensions of s = sy, again denoted by s, we can
say that V() is a cone over Y, V(J),, — W x C* .

lw

The projective space associated to a cone V(J),, — W x C* being a cone it
is given as a complex subspace locally (on U) by the common zeros of homogeneous
polynomials (see [Fi], p.45). In our case there are () homogeneous linear equations
given by the matrix ffa on U = Vj:

s
2

Gl,...,G( )EOy<U)[Zl,...,ZS}

where (z1, ..., zs) are the coordinates on C*.

For each o € {1,...,(5)} and v € {1,..., s} there exists on {2, # 0} a unique polyno-
mial
Gou(T1,.. o Tyy .. xs) € Oy (U)[xy, ..., Zpy - .. 4

such that

ZV... - Py -

(remember that the degree of G, is 1). Via the biholomorphism

0, C TV —V, ={(z1:...:2) | 2 #0} C PHC)
(X1, By tg) = (T oty s Ly o )
we can consider Gy ,,...,G sy, as holomorphic functions on U x \Z, Let then J, C

Oy, denote the ideal sheaf generated by Gi,,... ,G<s) ,- Because J, = J, on
14 2 )
U x (V, NV,) it gives rise to an ideal sheaf Jy C Oy yps-1(c).

By covering Y with open sets of this type we get a coherent ideal sheaf J C Oy xps-1(c),
independent of all choices made. The closed subspace corresponding to the ideal sheaf
J, denoted P(V(J)),

P(V(T))y — W x P*(C)
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is called the projective variety over Y associated to the cone V(J), or the projective
variety associated to the ideal sheaf J C Oy, denoted also by P(J).

Remember that we obtained also a canonical projection map & : P(J) — Y.

The blowing-up with center (A, (Oy/J)|,) is now given by the closed subspace in P(7 ),

Y* = closp7)(P(T)\¢ ' (A))

*—Y.

together with the map 7 := ¢, : Y

So we have the commutative diagram

LN P(J)
Y

Returning to our problem, 7, v, being equal with ffm on V; we also have the diagram

v GEELIN P(f;m)

(Remark that it holds that V;* = 7=(V})).
Therefore because of Lemma 3.2.1 it remains for us to prove that

¥y o0& P(fjm) — [—00,00)

is strongly plurisubharmonic.

But in this form the advantage is that for the closed subspace
P(fim) — V; x P~1(C)
we can give the defining equations explicitly. They are

JriW)zm — fmj(y)ze =0, V1<m<k<s

where (21 : ... : 2,) are the homogeneous coordinates on P*~*(C).

Let

Vi xV,={(y,2) € V; xP*"HC) | 2, £0} for ve{l,...,s}

and 3
a,  V;xV, — V; x C*!
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be the biholomorphic map given by

21 Zy—1 R4l Zs -1
v\Y, = s Ty s s ) V:Idx v
a(y,2) = (y - i z,,) (a ©,)
and define
77 V; x C1 — [—00, 00)
given by
s—1
Tt taer) = N(y) + log | fu ()P +log(1+ ) [t])
k=1
where (t1,...,ts 1) denote the coordinates on C*~1.

It is then clear that 77 is strongly plurisubharmonic on V; x C¥7! and because «, is
biholomorphic it follows that 7 o a, is strongly plurisubharmonic on V; x V,,. But on
(V; x V,) Nn&1(V;) we have that

Tgoozl,:wjof

so that finally it follows that 1, o £ is strongly plurisubharmonic on £~*(V;). So we
obtained also that ; o 7 is strongly plurisubharmonic on V;*. As already seen above
this means that ¢; o p is strongly plurisubharmonic on Uj.

As a conclusion of the first step of the proof we obtained the following properties
for ¢; o p : it is strongly plurisubharmonic on Uj, regular of class C* on U;\p~'(A),
{¢pj op = —o0} = p~'(A) N Uj;, but we have destroyed the pluriharmonic-compatibility
condition, because now

Yiop=Xop+log(> | fujopl’)

k=1

the last term being a “perturbation factor”.

3.3 Second step: Pluriharmonic compatibility

In order to obtain on X a collection of strongly plurisubharmonic functions with the
pluriharmonic compatibility condition we proceed as follows.

Let

aj = |fig . | foglt on
and

ap = |fiel + ...+ [ fix]? on Vi

Consider now a relatively compact subcover of Y with open subsets V/ C V;, Vj € I.
Then the quotient

a _ |f1,j|2 4+ ...+ |f57j|2

ap  fielP o+ | fiel?




28 CHAPTER 3. PROPER MODIFICATIONS AND KAHLER METRICS

remains bounded (upper and lower) on (V; N V/)\A. The problem is only in small
neighbourhoods of A in (V/ N V))\A. But we know that on V; NV, the sections in
J(V;NVy) are generated by (fi,..., fs,j)\vjnvk and also by (fi, ... vfl7k>|vjmvk because
the respective germs generate J, for all y € V;NV}, and V; NV}, is Stein. So the following
holds:

l
Vme{l,...,s}, fm;= ng,tft,k with  gm, € O(V; N Vi)
=1

So on Vi NV, we have the inequalities

! !
gl <D gmall ferl < CY 1 fixd
=1 =1

(In the following estimates C denotes a generic constant.) From here we obtain

l
fm]|2<cz fuil)® Z|fm|2+22|ftk||fnk|

t<n

But because of

l
2> [ furll furl < (1= 1) Z | fokl?

t<n t=1

it finally follows that

l
|fm7j|2 < CZ|ft,k|2 , Vm=1,...,s

t=1

which implies that
L <C on (VINVO\A

Qg
The lower boundedness of L follows of course from the analogue upper boundedness
Qg

of 2. So now we know that log a; — log ay is bounded on (V; N V)\ A.

a;
In what follows we apply a glueing technique of Demailly [Dem] for a collection of
certain functions, which has the advantage that the glueing result is of class C*°.

More precisely, we can suppose from the begining, without loss of generality, that the
open sets V/ are isomorphic with analytic sets in open balls B (0,r;) C CN.

Let ®; : V/ — B(0,r;) denote the chart and we can assume that 0 € ®;(V}). Consider
for each j the functions

v; : V) — [~00,00)

given by
1
vi(2) =loga;(z) — ———5 =:loga;(z) — 0;(z2)
/ ey T 0



3.3. SECOND STEP: PLURIHARMONIC COMPATIBILITY 29

One sees at once that 0; € C*(V/) and 0;(2) — +oc for 2 — 9V}, z € V], so that
we have v; € C*(V/\A) and v;(z) — —oo for z — 9V] , z € V] (we have also that
vj(2) = —oc for z € ANV)).

In order to get a C* -glueing of the functions v; on Y\ A, to overcome the fact that the
function max(v;); is only continuous, we proceed as follows:

Let o : R — R be a function of class C* with ¢ > 0, suppo C [—%, %] and with
Jg 0(u)du = 1 and let m denote the function

m:R?— R

given by

m(ty, ..., ty) = | max{t; +uy,...,t; +u,} H o(uy)du,
e 1<n<q

(in our case ¢ will be the number of open sets of the finite covering (V); of Y).

It is clear that m is increasing in each variable , that it is convex and of class C*° and
that the following property holds:

~

m(tl,...,tj,...,tq) :m(tl,...,tj,...,tq) (32)

whenever
t] < maX{tl, c. ,tjfl,tj+1, c. ,tq} -2

(where * denotes as usual that the respective variable is missing).

Let now v denote the function on Y given by

v(2) =m(01(2),...,04(2))

We then have that v € C*(Y\A). However, written in this form we have to ignore
the v,’s for which z € V. This can be done because of the following: the maximum is
taken over the v;’s with z € V/, so for different positions of z we have a different number
of functions over which we take the maximum. But we have that v;(2) — —o0, for
z — V], z € V!, i.e. the values of vi(z) with z near the boundary of V/ doesn’t play
an effective role in the maximum. This fact together with (3.2) shows that v is globally
well defined.

At the same time it allows us to choose a covering (V}"); of YV, V' CC W; CC V] such
that already each v;(z) for z € V;\ V" does not play an effective role in the maximum,
in particular m(nllw1 (2),..., Vg, (2)) = m(v1(2),...,04(2)) for each z € Y. We will
need the covering (W;); in what follows.

Remark first that we have {z € Y | v(2) = —o0} = A.

The listed properties of the function m imply that m(n;, . .., n,) is still plurisubharmonic
if 1,...,n, are plurisubharmonic. Because of the special form of m it follows that it
also preserves the strongly plurisubharmonicity.

Indeed, we have to check that for any strongly plurisubharmonic functions (such that
the composition makes sense) 7y, ..., 7, and for each § € C5° there exists ¢y > 0 such
that m(n) 4 €6 is plurisubharmonic V 0 < e < g.



30 CHAPTER 3. PROPER MODIFICATIONS AND KAHLER METRICS

But this follows at once from:

m(n) + €0 = m(n) + / el H o(uy,)du, =

R 1<n<q

= | max(m +ui+eb,..n,+ug+ef) [ olwn)du, =m(n+eb)

R 1<n<q
Now consider on Vj, for each index j, the function
MMA; + v,
We will show that if M is a sufficiently big constant then
;= (MM +v) ° Pl 1,

is strongly plurisubharmonic on p~!(V}).

To do this consider first the function M\; —6; on V;NW;. Because ¢; and its derivatives
are bounded on W; and A, is strongly plurisubharmonic on Vj it follows that there exists
a constant M such that M\; — 6; is strongly plurisubharmonic on V; N W,.

Now look on p~ (V) at

;= (MXjop+vop) =

P~ (V)

= MMjop+ [ max(logajop—6iop+us,...,logagop—=0,0p+u,) H o(uy)du, =
Ra 1<n<q

= max(MA\;op+log ajop—6i0ptuy, ..., MAjop+loga,op—8,0p+uy,) H o(uy,)du,
R4 1<n<q

(where M\; op+loga; op—6; 0p is defined on p~!(V; N ;) respectively).

We have shown in the first step that

Yjop=2A; Op+10g(z|fk,j|2) op=Ajop+logajop
k=1

is strongly plurisubharmonic on U; := p~(V})

What concerns A; it was important only that A; was strongly plurisubharmonic on
V;. So we can replace it by any other strongly plurisubharmonic function, for example
on V; N W; by MA\; — 0;, to obtain by the same type of argumentation the analogue
conclusion, that

MMNjop+loga;op—0;0p

is strongly plurisubharmonic on p~*(V; N W;),V 4,V i.

S0, it follows finally from the above listed properties of m that the function ¢; is strongly
plurisubharmonic on U, := p~(V}).
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In conclusion, we obtained a covering
(U = p"(V}))jer
of X and on each open set U; a strongly plurisubharmonic function
pj: Uj — [-00,00)

with the property that ¢ is regular of class C* outside the rare set {x € U, | ¢;(z) =
—OO} = Uj ﬂp‘l(A).

This collection of functions satisfies also the desired pluriharmonic-compatibility con-
dition, that is, we have on each non-empty intersection U; N Uj; locally that:

i = M)\iOp—i_boplp*l(vi)ﬁp’l(vj) - M)\j Op+MRe(fijOp>+nop‘p*1(vi)ﬂp*1(vj) - ng_i_Re gij

with g¢;; holomorphic. This completes the proof of our Theorem 3.1.6. U



Chapter 4

Proper maps and generalized
Kahler metrics

4.1 General setup

Now we can extend our result to the following more general context:

Theorem 4.1.1 Let p : X — Y be a holomorphic and surjective map between two
reduced, compact, complex spaces with singularities and with the property that p sends
each irreducible component Cx of X (surjective) onto an irreducible component Cy of
Y of the same dimension, dim Cx = dim Cly..

If Y is Kdhler, then X has a generalized Kdahler metric.

Remark 4.1.2

(i) In general we only know that the image of an irreducible component of X is
contained in an irreducible component of Y

(ii) In the context of the above theorem it follows that dim X = dimY
(iii) X being compact and p continuous it follows that p is automatically proper

(iv) The hypothesis of the above theorem concerning the irreducible components of X
and Y is satisfied for example in the following special cases:

(a) X and Y are irreducible (and therefore pure dimensional) and dim X =
dimY

(b) X and Y are pure dimensional with dim X = dim Y and they have the same
number of irreducible components

The idea of the proof is to reduce this problem to the now known context of a proper
modification between compact complex spaces, where the “base” space is Kahler. This
is possible with help of the following “Stein factorization theorem” (see for instance [Fi]
p.70, Th.1.24).

32
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Theorem 4.1.3 Let p : X — Y be a proper holomorphic map. Then there is a

commutative diagram
X
SN
Y ¢&——

T

Z

of complex spaces and holomorphic maps with the following properties:

(i) T is finite

(11) o is proper, surjective, has connected fibers and the canonical map o° : Oy —
0.Ox 1is an isomorphism.

Remark 4.1.4 In our context we have also the following supplementary properties:

(i) Z is compact (because X is compact and o is continuous and surjective; or because
Y is compact and 7 is proper)

(ii) 7 is surjective (because p and o are surjective)

(iii) Z is reduced

Indeed, if there would exist an open set V' C Z such that Oz(V) contains a
nilpotent element, then because of Oz(V) ~ Ox(c~1(V)) it would follow that
Ox(o7Y(V)) contains nilpotent elements, which is a contradiction to the fact that
X is reduced

(iv) 7 being finite and surjective it follows also that dimY = dim Z, so that dim X =
dim Z

(v) Y being Kéhler and 7 being finite it follows that Z is also Kahler (see for instance
[Bi] or [VV] or see our Appendix, Proposition 6.0.2).

Our goal is to show that o is a proper modification. For this we need some additional
short lemmas concerning the images and inverse images through o and 7 of rare analytic
sets and of the irreducible components.

4.2 Images and inverse images of analytic sets

Lemma 4.2.1 For every holomorphic, proper and surjective map f : X — Y between
two complex spaces it holds that for each irreducible component Cy of Y there exists an
irreducible component Cx of X with f(Cx) = Cy.
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Remark that we will apply this lemma to the maps ¢ and 7.

Proof. Assume the contrary is true. Because f is surjective there would exist at least
2 components Cy, and Cl, such that f(Cx,) U f(Cx,) = f(Cx, UCx,) = Cy and
with the property that f(Cx,) # Cy # f(Cx,). But f being proper, f(Cx,) and
f(Cx,) are analytic sets different from Cy with the union equal to Cy. This would be
a contradiction to the irreducibility of Cy. U

Remark that this lemma also implies that X has at least the same number of irreducible
components as Y.

Lemma 4.2.2 With the notations and with the hypothesis of Theorem 4.1.1 and The-
orem 4.1.3 it holds that each irreducible component Cx of X goes (surjective) onto an
wrreducible component Cy of Z.

Proof. By Reductio ad absurdum, we assume the existence of a component Cx such

that o(Cx) =: B i Cy is a rare analytic subset in C;. Because there exists by our
hypothesis on p a component Cy such that p(C'x) = Cy, that is such that 70(Cyx) = Cy
ie. 7(B) = Cy it would follow that we have the following two surjective and finite
mappings (B is closed in Cy !):

B —» Cy

Cz—»Cy

from where we can deduce that (see for instance [Ka] E.49.p) dim B = dim Cy and
dim Cy; = dim Cy so, it follows that dim B = dim Cy. But Cy is reduced and irre-
ducible and B is a closed, proper analytic subset, so dim B < dim C'z, which comes in
contradiction to the above deduced fact. So the Lemma 4.2.2 is proved. O

Lemma 4.2.3 With the notations and with the hypothesis of Theorem 4.1.1 and The-
orem 4.1.3 it holds that each irreducible component Cy of Z goes (surjective) through T
onto an irreducible component Cy of Y.

Proof. Again by contradiction, if there exists a component C; with 7(Cyz) =: C Z Cy
consider an irreducible component Cx of X with o(Cx) = C%. Then it follows that

p(Cx) =710(Cx) =7(Cy) = C Z Cy which comes in contradiction to our hypothesis
on p. U

Remark 4.2.4 So o as well as 7 fulfil the same condition as p does by hypothesis.

Lemma 4.2.5 Let o : X' — Y’ be a surjective, holomorphic map between two re-
duced complex spaces such that each irreducible component of X' is mapped through o
(surjective) onto an irreducible component of Y'. Let A — Y’ be a rare analytic subset.
Then 07 (A) — X' is also rare.

Proof. Suppose for the moment that X’ is an irreducible, reduced complex space. If,
by contradiction, we suppose that the inverse image of A is not rare we then have that
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0 '(A) = X'. But this means also that o(X’) C A # Y”, which is a contradiction with
the fact that o is surjective.

Consider now the general case, i.e. X’ is no longer supposed to be irreducible. But
A — Y’ is rare if and only if A contains no irreducible component of Y’. This is
equivalent with the fact that ANCy. is rare in Cy- for every irreducible component C'y-
of Y'. So, we have that for every Cys , 07'(A N Cy~) is rare in Cxs, for each C'xs with
0(Cx+) = Cy:. But this means that o~!(A) is rare in X'. O

Lemma 4.2.6 Let o: X' — Y’ be a surjective, holomorphic and proper map between
two reduced complex spaces of the same finite dimension, dim X' = dimY’, such that
each irreducible component Cx: of X' is mapped through o (surjective) onto an irre-
ducible component Cy: of Y'. Let A <— X' be a rare analytic subset. Then o(A) — Y’
1s also rare.

Proof. Suppose again for the moment that X’ and Y’ are irreducible (reduced) complex
spaces. If, by contradiction, we suppose that the image of A is not rare we then have
that o(A) =Y’ = o(X') so g, : A — Y’ is surjective, holomorphic and proper and
because X' is reduced and A is rare we have dim A < dim X’ = dimY’. We want to
show that it follows from the surjectivity of g, that dim A > dim Y” which will lead to
a contradiction.

For this it is enough to consider the case when A is irreducible. Indeed, else applying
Lemma 4.2.1 we obtain the existence of an irreducible component A; of A with o(A;) =
Y’. We work further with A; instead of A (we have dim A > dim A; > dim Y”).

By repeatedly replacing A by Sing(A) we can also assume that o(A) = Y’ and that
o(Sing A) # Y’. Indeed, this process has to end after finitely many steps because
otherwise we would have a contradiction by the existence of a sequence of surjective
maps (all being restrictions of o)

A—Y'

Sing A — Y’
Sing(Sing A) - Y’
Sing(. .. Sing(A)) - Y’

where at each step the dimension of the domains of definitions is by one lower. But
remember that A has finite dimension, so we would get once a surjective map with an
empty defining space.

So we are now in the situation of having a surjective map
A—»Y'
with A irreducible and reduced and such that
Sing A A4 Y'.
Consider now the following map between two manifolds given by the restriction of p:

M = A\o *(Sing Y’ U o(Sing A)) — Y'\(Sing Y’ U o(Sing A))

Now we use the following theorem of Sard:
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Theorem 4.2.7 (Sard) Let M and N be real manifolds of dimensions m resp. n and
let o € C*(M, N), where k > max(m—n+1,1). Then the set C, of critical values of ¢
is locally of measure zero in N, i.e. B(C,NV) is a set of measure zero in R"™ for every

local chart B:V — R™ of N.

Remark 4.2.8 A value b € p(M) is called critical value if the fiber M, := o~ 1(b)
contains at least one point where ¢ is not a submersion.

Applying this theorem to our map above we obtain the existence of a point in the
connected manifold M (remember that A is irreducible!), say a € M, where g is a
submersion, so in particular it is a point where dim A = dim A, = dim M > dim Y’
holds (A, denotes the germ of A at a). That was our goal to prove in order to get a
contradiction, so the special case where X’ and Y’ are irreducible is proved.

For the general case the argument is now again very easy. Indeed, by using the previous
special case we have the following: A — X' is rare if and only if A N Cx/ is rare for
all irreducible components C'y, of X’. But then from the previous case we have that
0(ANCx:) = o(A) N Cy: is rare in Cy- , this being equivalent to the fact that o(A) is
rare in Y. O

Remark 4.2.9 Another proof for this lemma can be obtained at once with the help of
a Corollary from [Fi] ,p.141.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1.1

Now we have all preliminaries to start proving that ¢ is a proper modification. As we
have seen above this is enough in order to prove Theorem 4.1.1.

Using the lemmas from Section 4.2 and the fact that X and Z are reduced we see that
Sing(Z) — Z

Sing(X) — X
o(Sing(X)) — Z
o ! (Sing(2)) — X

and
o~} (o(Sing(X))) — X

are all rare analytic sets.

Consider now D = Sing Z U o(Sing X ), D — Z which is a rare analytic set in Z. Con-
sider also the surjective map oy _, - X\o~Y(D) — Z\D given by the restriction
of 0 to X \ 07 !(D). For each irreducible component C'x of X we then have a surjective
map between two connected manifolds

. CX\O'_I(D) e Cz\D

Tl ro-1(0)
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where C is chosen such that o(Cx) = Cy, in particular by our hypothesis we then have
that dim C'xy = dim C%. Applying Sard’s Theorem 4.2.7 it follows that there exists a
regular point a € Cx \ o' (D) where ¢ is a submersion, that is a point a where the linear

tangent map of o , T, (0, \ _1(D>) is surjective. Because of the same finite dimension
X (o8

of the spaces it follows that the linear tangent map T,( ) is in fact bijective,

Tlex\o-1(p)
that is the determinant of the Jacobian matrix is nonvanishing, det J, (a) # 0.
Cx

\o—1(D)
But this tells us that the set
{x € Cx\o YD) | detJ,(z) =0}

is a rare analytic set in C'x\o~!(D). This being true for all irreducible components C'x
of X it follows that

B:={rc X\oc YD) | detJ,(z) =0}
is a rare analytic set in X\o~!(D). Note that we do not know whether B is analytic
in X.
We want to prove the existence of a rare analytic set C' in X such that B C C, (where B

denotes the closure of B in X). In fact we will find C' such that CN (X \ o' (D)) = B.
Because 0~!(D) is rare it follows at once that C' is rare in X.

To find C' we make use of some known notions and results about the tangent space and
the tangent map for complex spaces with singularities. For a complete description we
refer to [Fi]. A short introduction was given in Section 2.2.

It follows from Lemma 2.2.15 that the set
C = Sing’(0) := {z € X | corank, o > 0}
is analytic. That means that the set
C={rxe X | dimkerT,o >0} = {z € X | T,0is not injective}

is analytic in X.
Moreover because C' N (X \ 07!(D)) = B, this set is also rare as noticed above.

Let A:= D Uo(C) which is rare in Z and consider the surjective map

)ZX\O'_l(A)—>Z\A

Tlx\o-1(a
We have for all z € X \ 07!(A) that x € Reg(X) and = ¢ C. Therefore x ¢ B, so that
det J,(x) # 0 for each x € X \ 07 1(A).

But this means that ¢ is locally biholomorphic in X \ c7'(A). Because Ol o1(a) DOS

connected fibers it follows that Ol vomt ) is injective, so we deduce finally that the map
) -1

Ol voiin) - X \o (A — Z\A
is biholomorphic, which proves the fact that o : X — Z is a proper modification.

As we mentioned above this is enough to conclude as desired that X has a generalized
Kéhler metric. So the proof of Theorem 4.1.1 is now complete. U
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A supplement to a Theorem of
Fornaess and Narasimhan

Fornaess and Narasimhan proved (in [F-N], Theorem 5.3.1) that for any complex space
X the identity WPSH(X) = PSH(X) holds, where WPSH(X) denotes the weakly
plurisubharmonic functions on X and PSH (X) denotes, as usual, the plurisubharmonic
functions on X.

Of course, for the case when X has no singularities, i.e. X is a complex manifold, this
identity is trivial. But for the singular case the inclusion WPSH(X) C PSH(X) is no
more trivial.

In this chapter we give another proof for this identity (Theorem 5.2.2) but for continuous
functions only, which is shorter and easier and which has the advantage that it can be
generalized to g-plurisubharmonic functions (Theorem 5.3.14) as they were introduced
by Hunt and Murray in [H-M](see also [Fu]).

In the same time we obtain also a generalization of a theorem of Siu ([Siu]), namely we
show (Theorem 5.3.16) that every g-complete subspace with corners of a complex space
X admits a g-complete with corners neighbourhood in X. This result will be needed
in the proof of our Theorem 5.3.14.

5.1 Some definitions and needed results

We will denote by WPSH(X) the class of weakly plurisubharmonic functions on X,
as they were introduced in [F-NJ, i.e. the class of upper semicontinuous functions
¢ : X — [—00,00) such that for any holomorphic function f : A — X, where A
denotes the unit disc in C, the composition ¢ o f is subharmonic on A.

SW PSH(X) stands for the strongly weakly plurisubharmonic functionson X, i.e. those
W PSH (X)- functions for which we have: for every 6 € C5°(X,R) (i.e. smooth and with
compact support) there exists €g > 0 such that ¢ + &6 is in WPSH(X) for 0 < & < &y.

In the alternative proof of Forneaess-Narasimhan’s Theorem we will use an extension
theorem of Richberg, which can be found in [R], Satz 3.3:
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Theorem 5.1.1 (Richberg) Let X be a complex space and Y a closed complex sub-
space of X. Then for every function ¢ on Y which is continuous (resp. smooth) and
strongly plurisubharmonic, there exist a neighbourhood V' of Y in X and a function
Y on V. which is continuous (resp. smooth), strongly plurisubharmonic and such that

Py =9
We shall also need a theorem due to M. Coltoiu in [MC.1].

Theorem 5.1.2 (M. Coltoiu) Let X be a complex space which admits a strongly
plurisubharmonic exhaustion function ¢ : X — [—o00,00). Then X is 1-convex.

Remark 5.1.3 If in the above theorem ¢ is supposed to be real-valued, as remarked in
[MC.1] it follows easily from the Maximum Principle that the exceptional set of X (i.e.
the maximal compact analytic subset) is empty, hence X is Stein. This is a theorem of
Forngess-Narasimhan, Theorem 6.1 in [F-N].

The following result is due to M. Peternell (Lemma 5 in [MP]; see also [Dem]). For this
we need first the following:

Definition 5.1.4 Let X be a manifold. A function v : X — [—00,00) is called
almost plurisubharmonic if it can be written locally as a sum of a plurisubharmonic and
a smooth function.

If X is a complex space we require that v can be locally extended as an almost plurisub-
harmonic function in the ambient space of an embedding.

Theorem 5.1.5 (M. Peternell) IfY is a closed analytic subset in a complex space X
then there exists an almost plurisubharmonic function v on X such that v € C*°(X\Y')
andY ={zr € X | v(z) = —o0}.

The next needed result is due to Siu ([Siu]):

Theorem 5.1.6 LetY be a closed Stein subspace in a complex space X. Then Y has
a Stein open neighbourhood in X .

5.2 Another proof of Fornaess-Narasimhan’s Theo-
rem

First of all we prove a lemma which shows the interplay between SW PSH- and SPSH-
functions on a complex space under certain conditions.

Lemma 5.2.1 Let 2 be an open subset of a reduced Stein space X with dim X < +o00
and such that Q0 admits a SW PSH - exhaustion function ¢ : 0 — R. Then 2 is Stein.
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Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality that ¢ > 0.
The proof is by induction on n = dim X.

If n = 0 then X has only isolated points and it is therefore a manifold, so there is
nothing to prove.

Suppose now that the lemma is true for all complex spaces Y with dimY <n — 1 and
let dim X = n.

Consider Y = Sing(X), the singular locus of X. We have dimY < n — 1 and by the
induction hypothesis, since ¢y, ., € SWPSH (Y NQ) is an exhaustion function for YN,
it therefore follows that Y N €2 is Stein. So Y N 2 admits a smooth, SPSH-exhaustion
function, which we shall denote by 1; (the smoothness condition, at least the continuity
will be necessary for applying Richberg’s extension theorem).

Now Theorem 5.1.1 yields a SPSH and smooth extension of ¢y to an open neighbour-
hood V of Y N in (), denoted by 1; : V. — R. By shrinking V| if necessary, we can
suppose that ¢ is defined in a neighbourhood of V (the closure being in €2) and that
{z € V | ¢(z) < ¢} is relatively compact in V for all real numbers c.

But Y being a closed analytic subset of a Stein space X there exists fi,..., f,, € O(X)
such that Y = {x € X | fi(z) = ... = fu(z) = 0}. If we define p := log(|f1|*> + ... +
| fm|?) then we have also that Y = {z € X | p(z) = —o0}.

Let now x : (0,00) — R be a smooth, convex, rapidly increasing function (to be made
precise later) and define:

p— max(1),xop+p) on V
Xop+p on OQ\V

We choose y such that :

(i) xo@+p > 1 on AV (the border being considered in Q)

(ii) ¢ is an exhaustion function of €.

These two conditions can be achieved for a suitable choice of y, for example in the
following way:

Consider a sufficiently small open neighbourhood W of ¥ N {2 in ) such that wWcVv
and such that 1) > x o ¢ + p on W. This last condition can be fulfilled because p takes
the value —oo exactly on Y and w is real and continuous on V 2 Y N €.

Consider now a strictly increasing sequence of non-negative numbers (¢, ), with ¢y = 0
and lim ¢, = +o00 and consider the relatively compact sets given by

n—oo

A ={xeQ|c¢<¢)<ci}, 1€N

We have that 4; 1OV N'Y = 0 so that ¢ — p is bounded from above on A; NV by a
positive constant M;. So the condition we impose on y in order to obtain condition (i)
is to have:

x(x) > M,; for x€[c,cit1), 1€N
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Now in order to find conditions for y such that 1 is an exhaustion function for 2 we
remark that it is enough to find conditions for y such that y o ¢ + p is an exhaustion
function on Q\ W because on V > W the function 1/; is already an exhaustion function
and we have chosen W such that ¢ > y o ¢ +pon W. In order to do this it is enough
to require to x to satisfy the following condition (observe that in particular it follows
that x(z) > zVz € R):

X > cip1+ Li

CisCit1)
where the constants L; > 0 are chosen such that |p| < L; on A; \ W.

Indeed, with this condition imposed on y we have that for all ¢ the following inequality
holds on A; \ W:

Xop+p>cit (51)
because on A; \ W we have x o ¢ > ¢;411 + L; > ¢;411 — p. Remark that then (5.1) holds
also on A, \ W for all k > i, because (¢;); increases. But this implies that

i1
{r e Q\W | xop+p<cn}C|JA;\W)
=0
which is relatively compact in €2 (and also in 2\ W). But this means that y o ¢ + p is
an exhaustion function for 2\ W.

So all we need in order to satisfy our conditions (i) and (ii) is the existence of a convex,
smooth and strictly increasing function x : (0,00) — R which satisfies

2 k‘z = max(Mi, Cit+1 + Lz)
(in particular we have lim k; = +00). But this is a well known fact.
Now, to finish the proof of our Lemma 5.2.1 we observe that by the definition of ¥ and

condition (i) one obviously has that ¢y € PSH(2). If now 7 > 0 is a smooth strongly
plurisubharmonic function on X then ¢ + 7190 € SPSH(2) and it is exhaustive.

By Theorem 5.1.2, €2 is Stein and the proof of our Lemma 5.2.1 is complete. U

Now we are ready to give a new proof of Fornaess-Narasimhan’s Theorem for the case
of continuous functions:

Theorem 5.2.2 On any complex space X it holds: any continuous WPSH (X)- func-
tion 1s also a PSH(X)- function.

Proof. The problem being locally we may assume that X is a closed analytic subset in
some Stein open subset U of C".

Let ¢ € WPSH(X) be continuous. Consider X := X x C which is Stein and
Q:={(z,w) € X | p(2) +log|w| < 0}.

We notice that Q is itself Stein. Indeed, to see this choose g > 0 a smooth, SPSH,
exhaustion function for X x C and define

1

h(z,w) = g(z,w) — ©(z) + log [w]|
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which is a SW PS H (2)-exhaustion function for 2. By Lemma 5.2.1  is Stein. We have
QC X xCcUxCcC* Consider now an open set W in C"*! with the property
that W N (X x C) = Q. By Siu’s Theorem 5.1.6 applied for the situation Q@ C W, it
follows that there exists V" an open Stein set in C"™! with V' N (X x C) = Q. Since V is
Stein it follows that — log ¢,, is plurisubharmonic on V', where ¢,, denotes the boundary
distance of V' in the w-direction (see [G-R]). From the definition of Q@ =V N (X x C)
it follows that — log 5%( = ¢ and so we have the required plurisubharmonic extension
of . U

5.3 A generalization to the ¢g-convex case

To generalize Fornsess-Narasimhan’s Theorem to the g-plurisubharmonic case (but for
continuous functions only) we will follow the general ideas of the proof in Section 5.2.
But first of all we will give the precise definitions of g-plurisubharmonic (in notation
q-PSH) and weakly q-plurisubharmonic (in notation ¢-W PSH) functions on complex
spaces. We recall the definitions for open sets in C".

Definition 5.3.1 (see for instance [Fu]) An upper semicontinuous function ¢ : D —
[—00,00), where D C C™ is an open subset, is called subpluriharmonic if for every
relatively compact subset G CC D and for every pluriharmonic function u defined on a
neighbourhood of G such that ¢, < uj,., we have also ¢ < u on G.

Definition 5.3.2 ([H-M]) A function defined on D C C" and with values in [—o00, 00)
is called g-plurisubharmonic (1 < q < n) in D if it is upper semicontinuous and if it is
subpluriharmonic on the intersection of every q-dimensional complex plane with D.

Remark 5.3.3

(i) n-plurisubharmonic means subpluriharmonic

(ii) 1-plurisubharmonic means plurisubharmonic
(iii) If a function is g-plurisubharmonic, it also is ¢’-plurisubharmonic, for every ¢’ > ¢
(iv) If ¢ : D — [—00,00) is ¢-plurisubharmonic, where D is open in C", and if
f: D' — D is a holomorphic map defined on the open set D’ in C™ then p o f

is g-plurisubharmonic on D', for every ¢ < min(n,m)

(v) A real valued C?-function defined on an open set D in C" is g-plurisubharmonic
(1 < ¢ <mn) if and only if the Levi form of ¢ has at least n — ¢ + 1 non-negative
eigenvalues at every point of D.

Now we define the g-plurisubharmonic functions on an arbitrary complex space.
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Definition 5.3.4 Let X be a complex space and ¢ : X — [—o00,00) be an upper
semicontinuous function on X. Then ¢ is called q-plurisubharmonic on X if for every
point x € X there exists a local embedding i : U — U C C", where U is a neighbourhood
of &, U an open subset of C", and there exists @ a q-plurisubharmonic function on U
such that ¢ oi = .

Remark 5.3.5 If we suppose that ¢ is continuous we don’t require in the above defini-
tion that ¢ shall be continuous; it is in general assumed to be only upper semicontinuous.

We also define the weakly g-plurisubharmonic functions on complex spaces as follows:

Definition 5.3.6 Let X be a complex space and let ¢ : X — [—00,00) be an upper
semicontinuous function. Then ¢ s called weakly q-plurisubharmonic on X if for every
holomorphic function f : G — X, where G is open in C?, it follows that ¢ o f is
subpluriharmonic on G.

Remark 5.3.7 It is known (see a remark in [KM]) that on a complex manifold the two
classes ¢-W PSH and ¢-PSH coincide. What is not obvious is the inclusion ¢-W PSH C
q-PSH for the singular case.

We may define the ¢-SPSH and ¢-SWPSH functions on a complex space X in a
similar way as it was done in Section 5.1 or in Section 2.1.

More precisely one has:

Definition 5.3.8 We will say that a ¢-PSH (qg-W PSHresp.) function ¢ : X —
[—00,00) is a g-SPSH function (¢-SW PSH resp.) if for every 6 € C§°(X,R) there ex-
ists €9 > 0 such that if 0 < e < g then p+¢€0 is in q¢-PSH(X) (in ¢-WPSH(X)resp.).

We remind that we have denoted (see Section 2.1) by F,(X) the set of the g-convex
functions with corners on X. Theorem 5.1.1 which was needed in Section 5.2 has to be
replaced in the g-convex case by the following:

Lemma 5.3.9 ([MC.5]) Let X be a complex space, A C X a closed analytic sub-
set, f € Iy(A) and m > 0 a continuous function on A. Then there erists an open
neighbourhood V- of A in X and f € F (V) such that |f — f| <n on A.

We will need also the following approximation result due to Bungart [B] :

Theorem 5.3.10 (Bungart) Let X be a complex manifold and ¢ : X — R a contin-
uwous q¢-SPSH(X) function. Then for any continuous function n: X — (0,00) there
ezists a function ¢ € Fy(X) such that |¢ — | <n on X.

Remark 5.3.11 In fact Bungart proved this result only when X is an open subset of
some euclidian space C". But as Matsumoto ([KM]) remarked, this result still holds
when X is any complex manifold. For the sake of completeness we give here a proof for
the manifold case using Bungart’s theorem.
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Proof. Fix three locally finite open coverings (U;)ien, (V;)ien, (W;)ien of X such that
U, ccV, cc W, cc X for 911 i € N and such that each W, is the domain of a
biholomorphic map ¢ : W; — W;, W, being an open set in C™.

Consider for each index i € N a function ¢; € C°(X,R) such that 6; = —1 on 9V,
i=1onU;and §; =0 on X \ W,.

Let now ¢; > 0 be small enough such that 2¢;6; < n and such that ¢ + ¢;0; is still
q-SPSH.

Now because V; is contained in W; ~ W;, we can apply Bungart’s theorem in order to
get for all i € N a ¢g-convex with corners function ¢; € F,(W;) with the property that

n(x)
=)

[p(z) + €i0i(z) — @i(z)| < min(e,

on a neighbourhood of V.

It follows that we have ¢; < ¢ on dV; and ¢; > ¢ on U;. Therefore we may define
@ : X — Rby ¢(z) :=max{yp;(z) | z € V;}. Clearly ¢ € F,(X), p < @pand ¢ < p+n
as desired. U

We shall use also the following result due to Fujita (Theorem 1 in [Fu]):

Theorem 5.3.12 (Fujita) Let D be an open subset of C™ which is q-complete with
corners, let w € C",||w|| = 1 and denote by 0,, the boundary distance function of D
along the w-direction. Then —logd,, is q-plurisubharmonic on D.

Remark 5.3.13 In fact Fujita proves this result for “pseudoconvex domains of order
(n—q)”, but by Bungart’s approximation result (Theorem 5.3.10 above) this assumption
is equivalent to g-complete with corners.

We can state now our main result of this chapter:

Theorem 5.3.14 If X is a complex space and ¢ a continuous ¢-W PSH function on
X then it is also a ¢-PSH function on X.

(Remember that the local extensions are not required to be continuous.)
In order to prove it we give first two other results.

Lemma 5.3.15 Let X be a reduced complex space of finite dimension for which there
exists a continuous exhaustion function ¢ : X — R which is in ¢-SWPSH(X). Then
there exists a q-convex function with corners v : X — R, exhausting X .

Proof. We may assume that ¢ > 0. In the regular case, i.e. if X is a complex manifold
this lemma is a direct consequence of Bungart’s approximation theorem. In the singular
case the proof is by induction on n = dim(X).

The case n = 0 is obvious. Now suppose that Lemma 5.3.15 holds for all complex
spaces Y with dimY <n — 1 and let dim X = n.
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Consider Y = Sing(X), the singular locus of X. Because dimY < n — 1 and ¢},
satisfies the conditions of our Lemma we conclude that there exists an exhaustion

function ¢; : Y — R which is g-convex with corners. By Lemma 5.3.9 we can find a
neighbourhood V' of Y in X and ¢ € F, (V) such that |1y —¢1| <1lonY.

By shrinking V' if necessary, we can suppose that Uy is defined on a neighbourhood of
V and and that {x € V' | ¢ (z) < ¢} is relatively compact in V| for all real numbers c.

By Peternell’s Theorem there exists an almost plurisubharmonic function 6 : X —
[—00,00) such that 0|, . is smooth and such that Y = Sing(X) = {z € X | 0(z) =
—o0}.

X

Now let x : [0,00) — R, be a continuous, convex, increasing function which is linear
on segments. This means that there is a division 0 = ag < a1 < ... < a, < ... of
[0,00) such that the restriction of x to each [a;, a;41] is linear. Therefore on [a;, a;11],
x(t) = A;t + B; with A; > 0 and the convexity of y gives that A;,; > A;.

If x is as above and it increases rapidly at infinity then clearly (x o ¢ + 9)‘Reg(x> is
in ¢-SPSH(Reg(X)). This can be seen as follows: take a locally finite open covering
(Uj)jen, U; CcC X, of X such that for each j on a neighbourhood of Uj one has
0 = 0, ; + 05 ; with 0; ; smooth and 6, ; plurisubharmonic. Then if the constants A; > 0
in the definition of x are chosen large enough, we have that for all j € N, x o + 6, ; is
¢-SWPSH on Uj.

Therefore we can find x as above such that (xo@+60)
SWPSH(Reg(X)).

Also if x increases rapidly we may assume that (xy o +6)),, > 151\3\/ and that (y o+
6) exhausts X \ V' (see also the proof of our Lemma 5.2.1).

By Bungart’s approximation theorem there is a function u : Reg(X) — R which is
g-convex with corners and such that:

isin ¢-SPSH(Reg(X)) = ¢-

‘ch(X)

Ix\v

(i) Jlu—(xop+0) <1onReg(X)
(11) Uy > 2/;1|av

We define now ¢ : X — R as follows:

max(¢y,u) on V\Y
v=1 i on Y
u on X\V

Then clearly ¢ is an exhaustion function on X and ¢ is g-convex with corners. Thus
our lemma is proved. U

The next theorem (a generalization of Siu’s theorem 5.1.6) will also be needed.

Theorem 5.3.16 Let S be a closed analytic subset of a complex space X and assume
that S 1s q-complete with corners. Then there exists an open neighbourhood V' of S in
X such that V' is g-complete with corners.
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Proof. Since S C X is a closed complex subspace there exists by Peternell’s Theorem
an almost plurisubharmonic function A on X such that S = {z € X | A(z) = —o0} and
such that A, € C*(X'\ 5).

Denote by 1 : S — R a positive, g-convex exhaustion function with corners. Applying
Lemma 5.3.9 we deduce that there exists a g-convex function with corners, v, in a
neighbourhood U of S such that [¢) — | < 1 on S. We can assume that 1 > 0.

We may suppose again, by eventually shrinking U, that 1 is defined on a neighbourhood
of U and that v exhausts U.

Consider again y a continuous, convex, increasing, real function defined on [0, c0) which
is linear on segments such that:

(i) if V={z e U | xot(z) + A(z) < 0}, then OV N U = )
and that

(ii) the function ¢ := max(— ) defined on V is g-convex with corners.

1
xop+X’
The choice of x satisfying (ii) is possible as in Lemma 5.3.15. We can also realize
condition (i) by choosing a sequence of real numbers (\,), \, —oo such that {z €
U | ) <n and Mz) < A} is relatively compact in U and requiring that x :
[0,00) — R satisfies additionally xy,_, ., > —A, Vn € N.

Then it follows that the set V = {z € U | yot)(z)+A(z) < 0} is an open g-complete with
corners neighbourhood of S (¢ being the exhaustion function) and therefore Theorem
5.3.16 is proved. Il

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 5.3.14.

Proof. The problem being locally, we can assume, without loss of generality, that X
is a closed analytic subset in a Stein open subset U C C". Let p € ¢-WPSH(X) be
continuous.

We have X x C C U x C c C*"! and consider Q2 C X x C the open set given by:

Q={(z,w) € X xC | |w| < e ?®}

On €2 there exists a continuous ¢-SW PSH exhaustion function. Indeed, denote by
s: X x C— R asmooth, SPSH(X x C), positive exhaustion function and consider
1
s(zy,w) - —————: Q0 — R
p(2) + log [w]|
This function has the desired properties, so that for €2 we can apply Lemma 5.3.15 and
we get so a g-convex with corners exhaustion function ¢ :  — R. But this means

that € is g-complete with corners.

Consider now an open set W in C"*! with the property that W N (X x C) = Q. Then
Theorem 5.3.16 can be applied for the situation (2 C V. We conclude the existence of
an open set Q2 C C™"! which is g-complete with corners and for which QN (X x C) = Q
holds.
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Now it is enough to consider ¢,, the distance to the boundary of Q) along the w-direction.
By Theorem 5.3.12 this is a ¢-PSH(S2) function (not necessary continuous). But by
the definition of €2, it follows that — log (5w‘X = ¢ and so we have the desired conclusion

that ¢ is a ¢-PSH (X)) function. O



Chapter 6

Appendix

In the proof of our Theorems 3.1.6 and 4.1.1 we used the following two known results
for which we want to give here proofs (see [Co-Mi], Prop. 2.1 resp. [VV] ,Thm. 1).

Proposition 6.0.1 Let X, Y be complex spaces and p: X — Y a proper, surjective,
holomorphic map. Let ® 1 Y — [—00,00) be an upper semicontinuous function such
that ® o p is plurisubharmonic (respectively strongly plurisubharmonic) on X. Then ®
is plurisubharmonic (respectively strongly plurisubharmonic) on'Y'.

Proposition 6.0.2 Let f : X — Y be a finite, holomorphic map between compact
complex spaces. If Y is Kahler, then X is Kahler too.

Proof of Proposition 6.0.1. Because on each complex space the equality WPSH(X) =
PSH(X) between weakly plurisubharmonic and plurisubharmonic functions holds (also
for non-continuous functions see [F-N]!) we have to show that the composition ® o f is
subharmonic on W for each holomorphic map f : W — Y, where W is an open set in
the complex plane C.

In what follows we make some reductions to the problem:
1) We show first that it is enough to consider the case when Y is a domain in C.

For this consider the set
Z ={(w,z) e Wx X | f(w) =p(z)}

It is endowed with a natural structure of a complex space, being the inverse image of
the diagonal in Y X Y under the holomorphic map f xp: W x X — Y x Y. The
structure on Z is such that the projections onto the two factors induce holomorphic
maps mx : 4 — X and my : Z — W verifying po mx = f o my, i.e. we have a

48
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commutative diagram of the form

W x X
- J

!
W ——Y

Since p is surjective it follows by the definition of Z that my, is also surjective. But
from our hypothesis that ® o p is plurisubharmonic (the strongly plurisubharmonic
case will be considered at the end) it follows that (® o f) oy = (P o p) o mx is also
plurisubharmonic. Remember that we want to show that ® o f is subharmonic. But
® o f being upper semicontinuous and 7y, being holomorphic, proper and surjective it
follows that if ® o f plays the role of ® and 7y, that one of p it is indeed enough to
consider the case when Y = W is a domain in C.

2) Now in this case, p being proper, we have that for any irreducible component Cx of
X it follows that p, o, 18 constant or that p(Cx) =Y, because the only analytic subsets
in C are those of dimension 0 (i.e. the points) or the whole plane.

The map p being surjective, that means that it is enough to assume that X is irreducible;
we don’t loose generality.

3) The last reduction is to show that it is enough to prove the subharmonicity of ®
outside a discrete set of points in C.

Indeed, the result we will use and which will be proved later is the following (see [Gr-Re])
Lemma 6.0.3 Let D be a domain in C and zg € D be an arbitrary point. Suppose we

have given a function s defined and subharmonic in D\ {20} and which is bounded from
above on a neighbourhood of zy.

Then there exists a unique subharmonic extension of s to D, that one given by

s(z) for z# z
5(z) = ¢ limsups(w) for z= z
(we0)

Now it remains to prove that for an irreducible complex space X and Y an open subset
in C, the function ® as given in Proposition 6.0.1, is subharmonic outside a discrete set
of points in C.

To prove this we use the fact that the fibers of p (which are analytic sets) have all (pure)
codimension 1 (see [Ka] 48.3geo and remember that X is irreducible and p surjective).

Consider now an arbitrary point yo € Y and 2 € p~'(yo) and a neighbourhood V of z,
in X which goes surjective through p on a neighbourhood W of yo in C. We can also
suppose that V' is embedded as an analytic subset in some complex euclidian set V.

We can apply then, for instance, the following (see [Gu], vol 11, chap. G, thm. 4, p. 75)
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Theorem 6.0.4 If U is the germ at the origin of an analytic set in C then codim U
is the largest integer k for which there is a k-dimensional linear subspace L through the
origin in C" with UN L = 0.

In our situation (eventual}y shrinking the neighbourhoods) we get the existence of a
linear complex subspace L in C" of maximal dimension with respect to the property

that L 0 (p,) (%) = {wo}-

But then, again because of Theorem 6.0.4, we obtain that the complex subspace LNV
of V has (at least) dimension 1. In conclusion we got the existence of a subspace L of
dimension 1 in V such that LN p~'(yo) = {x}. So p|, is not constant, so it is an open
map between complex spaces of dimension 1.

But this implies that p|, is a local isomorphism outside a discrete set of points with
discrete image. It is then clear that because ® o p is subharmonic on L we have that ®
is subharmonic in a neighbourhood of 3y in Y outside a discrete set of points. But yg
being arbitrary and subharmonicity being a local problem, this is enough to conclude
the proof, that is we have that ® is subharmonic on Y outside a discrete set of points
and thus also on Y.

The strongly plurisubharmonic case follows at once from the definition of the strongly
plurisubharmonicity and the plurisubharmonic case proved above. O

Proof of Lemma 6.0.3. Because s is supposed to be bounded from above in a neigh-
bourhood of z; we have that limsup s(z) < 400, so § is well defined, i.e. it has values

z—20

in [—o0, 00).
Of course § is upper semicontinuous, by definition.
If by contradiction, we suppose that s is not subharmonic on D this means that we can

find an open set W in D, zy5 € W and a harmonic function h on W such that s+ h is
not constant and takes its maximum m only in zy because on D\ {z} § is subharmonic.

Consider a disc Ky := {z € C | |z — 29| < dy} contained in W. We then have on 0K
that §(z) + h(z) < m. But § + h being upper semicontinuous on W we can find € > 0
such that 5(z) + h(z) < m — € on 0K, .

Now consider the annulus Ry := {z € W | d < |z — 2| < dp}, where 0 < d < dy, and
the harmonic function given by
B |z = |
d

m for |z —2z|=d
m—e for |z—2z|=4dp

>
=
N
I
=
(@)
%I&‘
=
N
7N
Sy
N——

It is clear that
ha(2) = {

so that 5(z) + h(z) < hg(z) on OR,; and because zy ¢ R; and § + h is subharmonic on
D\ {20} it follows that we have the inequality 5(z) + h(z) < hy(z) for all z € Ry.
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But on Ky \ {20} the function hy converges uniformly on compact subsets to m — ¢,
for d — 0, so that we have on Ky \ {20} that §(z) + h(z) < m — ¢ holds. This implies
that §(20) + h(z0) < m —e. But this last inequality is not compatible with the equality
5(z0) +h(z9) = m. Getting a contradiction it follows that the assumption we made that
5 is not subharmonic is false.

In order to show that s is the unique subharmonic extension of s we apply the following
fact: for each plurisubharmonic function f : X — [—00, 00) on an irreducible complex
space X, and for every point x5 € X the equality

limsup f(z) = f()

holds.

Indeed, we have the following sequence of inequalities:

f(zo) < limsup f(z) < f(zo)

1134)(170

(z#x0)
the first inequality being justified by the Maximum principle for plurisubharmonic func-
tions (remember that we work on an irreducible space) and the last one is given by the
upper semicontinuity of f.

With this the lemma is proved. O

Proof of Proposition 6.0.2. In what follows we adapt for our situation the proof of
Theorem 1, p. 254 given in [VV].

In our situation — that one of a finite mapping between compact spaces — we can choose
two finite coverings (U;);es of X and (V;);er of Y with the following properties:

(i) On each open set V; there exists a strongly plurisubharmonic function ¢; : V; —
R such that (V;, ;) defines a Ké&hler metric on Y.

(ii) Every set U; is a connected component of some f~!(V}).

(i) On each open set U; there exists a smooth, strongly plurisubharmonic function
@; Uy — (0,00). (This can be achieved since each complex space has a neigh-
bourhood base of Stein open sets.)

We now define a function
6:J —1

by

8(j) = i
where i is such that U; is a connected component of f~(V}).
Consider a shrinking with compact sets (K;);c; of the covering (V;);cs, that is: each
set K; is compact, K; C V; and |J,.; K; = Y. We can also suppose that if we denote
by K ; the connected component of the compact set f~'(K(;) which is included in Uj,
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we have also [, K; = X. Choose now functions g; € C*(V;), 0 > 0, o; = 1 on a
neighbourhood of K;.

Then consider for each index j € J the real function defined on X by

.. | (@gef)? on U
;=
0 on X \U;.
It follows that the function 6,¢; is C*° on X with compact support in U;.

Define then for any collection ¢ = (¢;),e; of positive numbers the following smooth
functions:

e+ X — (0,00)
given by

pe(z) = eif(x)p;(x)

jeJ

Define then on U}, the function

Pe(x) = pre(x) == Y5y 0 f(x) + @e(x) for kel
One sees at once that p, € C*(Uy,R) and that p; — pr = (¥su) — Ys)) © f, 50 1 — Pre
is pluriharmonic on U; N Uy.

We want to prove that each pj, is strongly plurisubharmonic on an open set W}, with
the property that supp 8, O Wy D K. Because (Wj)ges is then a covering of X we
will get the collection (Wy, px)res which defines a Kéhler metric on X.

Because strongly plurisubharmonicity is a local property it is enough to show that py
is strongly plurisubharmonic in a neighbourhood of each point zy € supp 6.

So, fix an arbitrary point xy € supp 6, and choose sufficiently small neighbourhoods
U,, CC U} of ¢, i.e. with the property that U, C ﬂlero U, where J,, :={l € J |z €

supp 6;}.

We can also suppose that we have two neighbourhoods Vf’(xo) CC Vf”(xo) of f(xg) such
that f(U;,) C Vi, C ﬂlelmo)‘/}, where It = {i € I | f(xo) € Vi}, and that

Uxo c Cn, Vf(xo) C C™ are open euclidian sets such that U, C Uzo and V]Z/(xo) C f/f(xo)
are embedded closed analytic subsets such that f| , extends as a holomorphic function
zg

to f 5 . Thus we have the following commutative diagram
Ua

1/ zQ 1
U:ro Vf(wo)

Without loss of generality we can also assume (by eventually shrinking U}/ resp. Vf”(xo))

that each function a1 where [ € J,,, extends as a strongly plurisubharmonic function
zo
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to the open subset UIO in C", and that o5
V(1)

» extends as a smooth function resp.
14
f(zg)

| extends as a strongly plurisubharmonic function to the open set Vf(xo) in C™.
Yﬁzm
!

These considerations show us that it is enough to consider the case when U and Vf’(xo)
are euclidian open sets of dimension n resp. m. We will suppose this in what follows.

Then we can find for each index j € J,, and k € J positive constants Asu), Bj,
Cj, Dj such that for each v € U, , y = f(x), for each n € C" and for each vector
£ = (51,...,§m) given by & = Ofs(x) - m, for s = 1,...,m (where dfs(z) denotes as
Afs Afs

D20 (x),..., 9e

(1) L(Wsry y)€ = AslI€NI?
(i) (%, )77 > Bj[n|]”
)
)

usual the vector (x) |) the following inequalities hold:

(iii

|0i (@) - L5y, )€l < CylI€]I°
(iv) [Re((9es(s)(1)€) - (9;(x)n))| < DjlI€]| - (|l

where || - || denotes the euclidean norm and L£(-, ) denotes the Levi form.

For the existence of A5y and B; one uses the strongly plurisubharmonicity of s and
of ¢; and the fact that U, and V]ﬁ(m) are relatively compact.

The Levi form of p; gives by computation:

Lpe,x)n = L(Vs@), y)§
Z 2¢jp4(@ (}695@ W)E]" + 05) ()L 0s5): y)£>
+ > gj0)° (W) L@ wn+ > 4e;050)(y) Re ((ag(s(j) (y)f)(agoj(x)r]))
JjeJ Jj€J

We can estimate it in the following way:

Lpe, x)n = AlE|I* + Bllnll* — Cligl* — 2Dl - |In]

where we have denoted

A = Asw

B = ZSijQg(j)<y)
jeJ

C = > 2,C05(y)
jeJ

D = Y 2;D;05(y)
jeJ

If we will prove that we have
(A—C)B > D? (6.1)
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then it will follow that L(pg,x)n is positive unless n = 0, which would complete the
proof.

In order to prove (6.1) choose d; > 0 small enough such that C' < A/2 for each
0 < ¢; <4y, which is possible because A does not depend on . By using the Schwarz
inequality one obtains for 0 < e; < 4, that

2
A ~
(A=C)B =3 &Bigi(y) > A (Z 6j3j05<j>(y)>

jeJ jeJ

where A is a constant. But because . /e;Bj > €;4/B;/é1, by suitable choice of §; > 0
one obtains A%\/B;/d, > 2D; and so the desired inequality (6.1).

Hence the proof is complete. X turns out to be indeed Kéhler. Il
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