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Abstract Let L be a big line bundle on a compact complex manifold X.
Given a non-pluripolar compact subset K of X and a continuous Hermitian
metric e−φ on L, we define the energy at equilibrium of (K,φ) as the Monge-
Ampère energy of the extremal psh weight associated to (K,φ). We prove the
differentiability of the energy at equilibrium with respect to φ, and we show
that this energy describes the asymptotic behaviour as k → ∞ of the volume
of the sup-norm unit ball induced by (K, kφ) on the space of global holomor-
phic sections H 0(X, kL). As a consequence of these results, we recover and
extend Rumely’s Robin-type formula for the transfinite diameter. We also
obtain an asymptotic description of the analytic torsion, and extend Yuan’s
equidistribution theorem for algebraic points of small height to the case of a
big line bundle.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The setting

Let L be a holomorphic line bundle over a compact complex manifold X of
dimension n. By a weighted subset (K,φ) (resp. a weighted measure (μ,φ)),
we will mean the data of a non-pluripolar compact subset K of X (resp. a
probability measure with non-pluripolar support) together with the weight φ

of a continuous Hermitian metric e−φ on L (cf. Sect. 2.1 for more details
on the terminology). Using additive notation for tensor powers, we can then
endow the space of global sections s ∈ H 0(X, kL) of kL with the L∞-norm

‖s‖L∞(K,kφ) := sup
K

|s|kφ

and the L2-norm

‖s‖2
L2(μ,kφ)

:=
∫

X

|s|2kφdμ,

both of which are indeed norms under the standing assumption that suppμ

(resp. K) are non-pluripolar. Consider the special case where K and suppμ

are compact subsets of

C
n ⊂ P

n =: X
endowed with the ample line bundle O(1) =: L. Restricting to C

n identifies
H 0(Pn, O(k)) with the space of polynomials of total degree at most k. The
linear form X0 ∈ H 0(Pn, O(1)) cutting out the hyperplane at infinity induces
a singular Hermitian metric on O(1) with weight log |X0|, whose restriction
to C

n is smooth. A continuous weight φ on O(1) defined near K is thus
naturally identified with a continuous function (φ − log |X0|) with compact
support in C

n. On the other hand a plurisubharmonic (psh for short) function
on C

n with at most logarithmic growth at infinity gets identified with the
weight φ of a non-negatively curved (singular) Hermitian metric on L, which
will thus be referred to as a psh weight (note that the corresponding log-
homogeneous function on L∗ is psh).

In the general setting described above, the asymptotic study as k → ∞ of
H 0(X, kL) endowed with the above L2 or L∞-norms thus appears as a nat-
ural generalisation of the classical theory of orthogonal polynomials (cf. for
instance [52] and in particular Bloom’s appendix therein).
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Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 339

These two norms on H 0(kL) are equivalently described by their unit balls,
which will respectively be denoted by

B2(μ, kφ), B∞(K, kφ) ⊂ H 0(kL).

The main goal of the present paper is to study the asymptotic behaviour of the
volume of these balls as k → ∞. As we shall see, it is related to a well-known
energy functional that we now describe.

1.2 The Monge-Ampère energy functional

We denote the curvature (1,1)-form of a smooth weight φ on L as ddcφ, and
define the Monge-Ampère operator on such weights as

MA(φ) := (ddcφ)n.

We have normalised as usual the operator dc so that ddc = i
π
∂∂ .

Integrating against this measure-valued operator induces a 1-form on the
(affine) space of smooth weights on L, and it is a remarkable fact that this
1-form is closed, hence exact. The primitive of this Monge-Ampère 1-form
will be denoted by φ �→ E (φ) and called the Monge-Ampère energy func-
tional. It is therefore characterised by the property

d

dt t=0
E ((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2) =

∫
X

(φ2 − φ1)MA(φ1). (1.1)

As is the case for any primitive, E is only defined up to a constant. We will
always assume that it is normalised by E (φ0) = 0 for some auxiliary weight
φ0 fixed once and for all. On the other hand, differences E (φ) − E (ψ) are
intrisically defined. An explicit formula for E can be obtained by integration
along line segments, which yields

E (φ) − E (ψ) = 1

n + 1

n∑
j=0

∫
X

(φ − ψ)(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−j . (1.2)

Note that the right-hand side involves the Bott-Chern secondary class attached
to the Chern character. The functional E seems to have been first explicitly
mentioned in an article in [46], where it is denoted by L. It is closely related
to the J -functional of [2], and it also corresponds to the functional I in [31,
38] and to minus F 0

ω0
on p. 59 of Tian’s book [58], where it is proved that

φ �→ E (φ) is non-decreasing and concave on smooth psh weights.
By the fundamental work of Bedford-Taylor, mixed Monge-Ampère oper-

ators can be extended to locally bounded psh weights φ. Since the difference
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340 R. Berman, S. Boucksom

of two such weights is a bounded function on X, we can use formula (1.2) to
define the Monge-Ampère energy E (φ) for a locally bounded weight φ. The
proofs of all the above properties, which only rely on integration by parts, are
then easily extended to this setting.

The locally bounded case is good enough for our purposes when L is am-
ple. The more general situation of a big line bundle is treated in Sect. 4 re-
lying on non-pluripolar products of currents and the appropriate integration-
by-parts formula proved in [25]. The end result is that E (φ) defined by (1.2)
for two psh weights φ,ψ with minimal singularities in the sense of Demailly
(cf. Sect. 2.2) still satisfies (1.1) above. It is non-decreasing and concave, and
is continuous along monotonic sequences of such weights.

1.3 Asymptotics of ball volumes and energy at equilibrium

Assume now that L is a big line bundle (which implies that X is Moishezon,
i.e. bimeromorphic to a projective manifold). Given a weighted subset (K,φ),
its equilibrium weight is defined as the following extremal weight:

PKφ := sup∗{ψ psh weight, ψ ≤ φ on K}, (1.3)

where the star denotes upper semi-continuous regularisation. The equilibrium
weight is itself a psh weight with minimal singularities (recall that K is as-
sumed to be non-pluripolar throughout). The equilibrium measure of (K,φ)

is the probability measure defined by

μeq(K,φ) := vol(L)−1MA(PKφ). (1.4)

The normalising factor is the volume of L, i.e.

vol(L) = lim
k→∞

n!
kn

Nk

where Nk := h0(kL) denotes the complex dimension of H 0(kL) (cf. Theo-
rem 2.2). Note that vol(L) > 0, precisely because L is big.

The measure μeq(K,φ) is concentrated on K , and PKφ = φ holds a.e. on
K with respect to this measure (cf. Proposition 2.10). We define the energy at
equilibrium of (K,φ) as

Eeq(K,φ) := vol(L)−1E (PKφ). (1.5)

The energy at equlibrium is well-defined only up to an overall additive con-
stant, but differences

Eeq(K1, φ1) − Eeq(K2, φ2)
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Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 341

are intrinsically defined. Our choice of normalisation yields the scaling prop-
erty

Eeq(K,φ + c) = Eeq(K,φ) + c (1.6)

for each constant c ∈ R.
On the other hand we introduce the L-functionals

Lk(K,φ) := 1

2kNk

log volk B∞(K, kφ), (1.7)

and

Lk(μ,φ) := 1

2kNk

log volk B2(μ, kφ), (1.8)

where μ is a probability measure on X with non-pluripolar support. These
functionals are meant to be reminiscent of Donaldson’s L-functionals [38].
The volume volk denotes Lebesgue measure on the vector space H 0(kL),
and is thus only defined up to a multiplicative constant. As a consequence, the
functionals Lk are defined up to overall additive constants, but here again dif-
ferences Lk(K1, φ1) − Lk(K2, φ2) (resp. Lk(μ1, φ1) − Lk(μ2, φ2)) are well-
defined since they do not depend on the choice of volk . Since H 0(kL) has
real dimension 2Nk , our choice of normalisation yields

Lk(K,φ + c) = Lk(K,φ) + c (1.9)

for each constant c ∈ R (and similarly with μ in place of K) which should of
course be compared to (1.6). Equivalently Lk defines a single valued function
of (K,φ) relatively to a fixed reference weighted set, if volk is taken as the
Lesbegue measure which gives a unit mass to the corresponding reference
ball.

We now describe our first main result:

Theorem A Let X be a compact complex manifold and L be a big line bun-
dle, let (Kj ,φj ), j = 1,2 be two weighted subsets. Then as k → ∞ we have

(i)

Lk(K1, φ1) − Lk(K2, φ2) → Eeq(K1, φ1) − Eeq(K2, φ2).

(ii) If furthermore μj is a probability measure on Kj with the Bernstein-
Markov property with respect to (Kj ,φj ), j = 1,2, then we have

Lk(μ1, φ1) − Lk(μ2, φ2) → Eeq(K1, φ1) − Eeq(K2, φ2).
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342 R. Berman, S. Boucksom

Extending classical terminology we say that a probability measure μ on
K has the Bernstein-Markov property with respect to (K,φ) if the distor-
tion between the L∞(K, kφ)-norm and the L2(μ, kφ)-norm on H 0(kL) has
subexponential growth as k → ∞ (cf. Sect. 3). Assertion (ii) of Theorem A is
a rather direct consequence of (i), but conversely the proof of Theorem A set-
tles as first step the special case of (ii) where the φj ’s are smooth and the μj ’s
are smooth volume forms. It is indeed an easy consequence of the mean-value
inequality that μj has the Bernstein-Markov property with respect to (X,φj )

in that case (cf. Lemma 3.2)—and a much more precise estimate of the dis-
tortion is available in that case via Bergman kernels asymptotics. A crucial
ingredient in this first step is our second main result:

Theorem B Let L be a big line bundle on a compact complex manifold X,
and let K be a non-pluripolar compact subset of X. Then φ �→ Eeq(K,φ) is
concave and continuous on the space of continuous weights. It is Gâteaux
differentiable, with derivatives given by integration against the equilibrium
measure:

d

dt t=0
Eeq(K,φ + tv) = 〈v,μeq(K,φ)〉

for every continuous function v.

This result is a complex analogue of a result of Alexandrov in the setting
of convex geometry [1] (see also [53], p. 345). It bears a strong resemblance
with the differentiability property of the volume of divisors [27], which is in
some sense a non-archimedean analogue of the present result (compare [26]).

The differentiability property can be understood as a linear reponse prop-
erty for the energy at equilibrium. Theorem B is a key tool in the proof of the
arithmetic equidistribution result to be described below (Theorem D). It also
found applications in equidistribution theorems for Fekete points and related
results [10, 12, 14], in the proof of a large deviation principle for determi-
nantal point processes [7, 8] as well as in a variational approach to complex
Monge-Ampère equations [13].

1.4 From volumes of L2-balls to transfinite diameters

Given a basis S = (s1, . . . , sN) of H 0(L) let

detS ∈ H 0(XN,L�N)

be the determinant section, locally defined by

(detS)(x1, . . . , xN) := det(si(xj ))i,j .
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Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 343

Given a weighted subset (K,φ) and a probability measure μ on K the L∞-
norm (resp. L2 norm ) of detS with respect to the induced probability measure
μN on KN and the induced weight

(x1, . . . , xN) �→ ψ(x1) + · · · + ψ(xN)

on L�N will simply be denoted by

‖detS‖L∞(K,φ) := sup
(x1,...,xN )∈KN

|det(si(xj ))|e−(φ(x1)+···+φ(xN ))

and

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

:=
∫

(x1,...,xN )∈XN

|det(si(xj ))|2e−2(φ(x1)+···+φ(xN ))μ(dx1) . . .μ(dxN).

In the classical case (X,L) = (Pn, O(1)) we may choose Sk as the set of
monomials of degree at most k. Given a weighted compact subset (K,φ) the
limit

lim
k→∞‖detSk‖1/kn+1

L∞(K,kφ)

provided it is shown to exist, coincides with Leja’s definition of the transfinite
diameter of (K,φ)—up to an exponent only depending on n. The existence
of the limit in the unweighted case was in fact only proved in 1975 by Zahar-
juta [60].

The basis Sk of monomials is orthonormal with respect to L2(ν,ψ), ν de-
notes the Haar measure on the compact torus T

n ⊂ C
n and ψ = log |X0| de-

notes the weight on O(1) induced by the section cutting out the hyperplane at
infinity. Since ν is known to have the Bernstein-Markov property with respect
to (Tn,ψ) ([47], cf. also Sect. 3), the next result generalizes in particular Za-
harjuta’s:

Corollary A Let (E,ψ) be a weighted subset and let ν be a probability
measure on E with the Bernstein-Markov property. For each k, let Sk be an
L2(ν, kψ)-orthonormal basis of H 0(kL).

(i) For every weighted subset (K,φ) we have

lim
k→∞

1

kNk

log‖detSk‖L∞(K,kφ) = Eeq(E,ψ) − Eeq(K,ψ).

 Author's personal copy 



344 R. Berman, S. Boucksom

(ii) If μ is a probability measure with the Bernstein-Markov property for
(K,φ) then

lim
k→∞

1

kNk

log‖detSk‖L2(μ,kφ) = Eeq(E,ψ) − Eeq(K,ψ).

In the C
n case, the existence of the limit in (i) in the weighted case was

also independently obtained in [20] using [50].
Let us quickly explain how Corollary A relates to Theorem A. Since L2-

norms are induced by scalar products, ratios of L2-balls can be expressed as
Gram determinants:

vol B2(ν,ψ)

vol B2(μ,φ)
= det

(〈si, sj 〉L2(μ,φ)

)
i,j

, (1.10)

where S = (s1, . . . , sN) is an L2(ν,ψ)-orthonormal basis of H 0(L). On the
other hand a row and column expansion of the determinant shows that

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

= N !det
(〈si, sj 〉L2(μ,φ)

)
i,j

. (1.11)

We thus get

1

kNk

log‖detSk‖L2(μ,kφ) = Lk(ν, kψ) − Lk(μ, kφ) + 1

2kNk

logNk!

which shows that (ii) of Corollary A is equivalent to (ii) of Theorem A since
logNk! = O(kn log k) = o(kNk).

We give in Proposition 4.7 a recursion formula relating the Monge-Ampère
energy on X to that on a hypersurface Y . It shows that Corollary A con-
tains in particular Rumely’s Robin-type formula for the transfinite diameter
in C

n [50]. We also show how to recover DeMarco-Rumely’s results [32] in
Sect. 6.3.

1.5 Applications to analytic torsion and Arakelov geometry

In the last part of the paper, we give two further applications of Theorems A
and B related to Arakelov geometry. As a consequence of Theorem A, we
will first describe the asymptotic behaviour of the Ray-Singer analytic tor-
sion T (kφ) of large multiples of a smooth weight φ with arbitrary curvature
(computed with respect to a fixed Kähler metric ω), refining results of Bismut-
Vasserot [17]. More specifically we prove:

Theorem C If L is an ample line bundle and φ is a smooth weight on L with
arbitrary curvature, then

lim
k→∞

n!
2kn+1

T (kφ) = E (φ) − E (PXφ).
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Our second application is a generalisation of Yuan’s equidistribution the-
orem for points of small height [59] to the case of a big line bundle (but at
archimedean places only). Assume that X is a smooth projective variety de-
fined over a number field, say Q for simplicity. Let L be a big line bundle
on X/Q. Denoting by A the adèles of Q, H 0(kL)Q embeds as a co-compact
subgroup of

H 0(kL)A ⊂ H 0(kL)R × �pH 0(L)Qp

which enables us to normalise the Haar measure volAk on H 0(kL)A by

volAk H 0(kL)A/H 0(kL)Q = 1.

Suppose given a collection (φp) of continuous weights on LCp
over X(Cp)

for every prime p such that all but finitely of them are induced by a model of
X over Z. The superscript A will be used to indicate that an object implicitly
depends on (φp).

If φ is a continuous weight on LC over X(C) we define the adelic unit ball

BA(φ) := H 0(L)A ∩
(

B∞
R

(φ) × �p B∞
Qp

(φp)
)

(1.12)

and we can then consider the corresponding adelic L-functionals

LA

k (φ) := 1

kNk

log volAk BA(kφ). (1.13)

As opposed to the other L-functionals introduced so far, the adelic
L-functionals LA

k are well-defined without any further normalisation issue.
We now introduce the adelic energy at equilibrium as

E A
eq(φ) := lim sup

k→∞
LA

k (φ) ∈ [−∞,+∞].

The exponential of the right-hand side is called the sectional capacity in [51],
where it is proved that the limsup actually is a limit when L ample. Still
assuming that L is merely big, Theorems A and B together will enable us
to show (Lemma 7.4) that E A

eq(·) is differentiable at any weight φ where it
is finite, with derivative given by integration against the equilibrium measure
μeq(X(C), φ)

On the other hand, the above data allows to define the height hA
φ (x) of

any point x ∈ X(Q) (cf. (7.4)). If xj ∈ X(Q) is a generic sequence, that is a
sequence converging to the generic point of X in the Zariski topology, then it
is an easy consequence of the adelic Minkowski theorem (cf. Sect. 7.2) that
their heights admit the asymptotic lower bound

lim inf
j→∞ hA

φ (xj ) ≥ E A
eq(φ).
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Following the original variational principle first used by Szpiro, Ullmo and
Zhang [56], we will prove

Theorem D Using the above notations, suppose that xj ∈ X(Q) is a generic
sequence such that

lim
j→∞hφ(xj ) = E A

eq(φ) ∈ R.

Then the Galois orbits of the xj ’s equidistribute on X(C) as j → ∞ towards
the equilibrium measure μeq(X(C), φ).

1.6 Structure of the paper

• Sections 2 and 3 contain preliminary results on Monge-Ampère operators
and Bergman kernels asymptotics.

• Section 4 extends to our singular setting standard facts on the Monge-
Ampère energy functional, and contains the proof of Theorem B.

• Section 5 contains the proofs of Theorem A and Corollary A followed by
a sketch of an alternative argument in the ample case.

• Section 6 presents applications to the C
n setting.

• Finaly Sect. 7 presents applications to Arakelov geometry, in particular the
proof of Theorem D.

2 Mixed Monge-Ampère operators and equilibrium weights

The goal of this section is to collect some results on mixed Monge-Ampère
operators that are required to study the Monge-Ampère energy functional in
the case of a big line bundle L.

The reader primarily interested in the case of an ample line bundle will
realise that the results we mention are completely standard in that setting
(cf. for instance [40]), and proofs in the general case can be found in [25]

2.1 Weights vs. metrics

Let X be a complex manifold. We will use the additive notation for the Picard
group of line bundles on X, that is given line bundles L,M on X we will
write L + M := L ⊗ M and kL := L⊗k . Similarly we want to use an addi-
tive notation for singular Hermitian metrics on line bundles. This is formally
achieved through the following definition.

Definition 2.1 A weight φ on a line bundle L over X is a locally integrable
function on the complement of the zero-section in the total space of the dual
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Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 347

line bundle L∗ satisfying the log-homogeneity property

φ(λv) = log |λ| + φ(v)

for all non-zero v ∈ L∗, λ ∈ C.

Setting

|w|h := |〈w,v〉|e−φ(v)

for every non-zero vector w ∈ L (resp. v ∈ L∗) establishes a bijection φ �→ h

between the set of weights φ on L and the set of singular hermitian metrics h

on L, and we will simply denote by h = e−φ the metric on L induced by φ.
If we let p : L∗ → X be the fibre projection then for every two weights φ1,

φ2 on L we have φ1 − φ2 = u ◦ p for a unique function u ∈ L1
loc(X). We will

simply identify φ1 − φ2 with the corresponding function on X, so that the set
of all weights on L becomes an affine space modelled on L1

loc(X).
A section s ∈ H 0(X,L) induces a weight on L denoted by log |s| and de-

fined by

log |s|(v) := log |〈s, v〉|
for v ∈ L∗. Note that the pointwise length of s in terms of the Hermitian
metric e−φ is equal to exp(log |s| − φ), i.e. we have

|s|φ = |s|e−φ.

The curvature current of the singular metric e−φ pulls-back to ddcφ un-
der the projection p : L∗ → X and we will somewhat abusively denote by
ddcφ the curvature current on X itself. One must be careful with this sugges-
tive notation, since the curvature current ddcφ is definitely not exact on X in
general. We have set as usual ddc =: i

π
∂∂ in order to ensure that the coho-

mology class of the closed current ddcφ coincides with the first Chern class
c1(L) ∈ H 2(X,R). With this normalisation the current ddc log |s| is equal
to the integration current on the zero-divisor of s as a consequence of the
Lelong-Poincaré formula.

We will say that a weight φ is plurisubharmonic (psh for short) if it is
psh as a function on the total space L∗. The curvature current ddcφ is thus
a positive (in the French sense of the word, i.e. non-negative) (1,1)-current.
This formalism relates to the notion of quasi-psh functions as follows. If θ is a
given closed (1,1)-form, a (usc, locally integrable) function u on X is said to
be θ -psh iff θ + ddcu ≥ 0. When the cohomology class of θ is the first Chern
class c1(L), there exists a smooth weight φ0 on L, unique up to a constant,
such that ddcφ0 = θ . It follows that φ �→ u = φ − φ0 establishes a bijection
between the set of psh weights φ on L and the set of θ -psh functions u on X,
and we have ddcφ = θ + ddcu.
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2.2 Big bundles and minimal singularities

Recall that a line bundle L on a compact complex manifold X is said to be
pseudo-effective (psef for short) iff it admits a psh weight. The line bundle L

is said to be big iff its volume

vol(L) := lim sup
k→∞

n!
kn

h0(kL)

is positive. Here we write as usual by h0 := dimH 0, and the lim sup is actu-
ally a limit as a consequence of Fujita’s theorem. A theorem independently
proved by Bonavero [22] and Ji-Shiffmann [41] asserts that L is big iff it ad-
mits a strictly psh weight, i.e. a singular weight φ whose curvature current
ddcφ dominates a (smooth) positive (1,1)-form.

It follows from Demailly’s regularisation theorem [34] that φ can then
be chosen to have analytic singularities, and in particular to be locally
bounded on a Zariski open subset � of X. Finally note that X is Moishezon,
i.e. bimeromorphic to a projective manifold, iff it admits a big line bundle.

Given two psh weights φ1, φ2 on L, one says that φ1 is more singular
than φ2 if φ1 ≤ φ2 + O(1). As has been observed by Demailly, any pseudo-
effective line bundle L admits psh weights with minimal singularities in this
sense. Indeed given a smooth weight φ on L the equilibrium weight

PXφ = sup{ψ,ψ psh weight on L,ψ ≤ φ}
is automatically (usc and) psh, and it plainly has minimal singularities. We
will at any rate come back to this construction in what follows.

Note that the difference between any two psh weights with minimal singu-
larities is a bounded function by definition. When L is ample, the psh weights
with minimal singularities are exactly the locally bounded psh weights, and
in the general case the former appear to share many of the nice properties the
latter exhibit in the setting of pluripotential theory.

When L is only big, there exists as we saw a strictly psh weight that is
locally bounded on a Zariski open subset � of X. It follows that every psh
weight with minimal singularities on L is locally bounded on this same �.

2.3 Mixed Monge-Ampère operators and comparison principle

As explained above, results in this section are standard when dealing with am-
ple line bundles. Indeed, they all follow from Bedford-Taylor’s local results
for locally bounded psh weights. The proofs in the general situation where
line bundles are merely big can be found in [25].

Let L be a big line bundle. By what we saw above, we can choose a Zariski
open subset � on which every psh weight with minimal singularities is locally
bounded.
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Now let φ1, . . . , φn be psh weights on L that are locally bounded on �. We
can then define the Bedford-Taylor wedge product

ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn

as a positive measure on �. Recall that this is done by locally setting
ddcu∧T := ddc(uT ) whenever u is a locally bounded psh function and T is
a closed positive current (which thus has measure coefficients). It was proved
by Bedford-Taylor [4] that the resulting measure ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn puts
no mass on pluripolar subsets of �. The following result is proved in [25]
using [24].

Theorem 2.2 Let φ1, . . . , φn (resp. ψ1, . . . ,ψn) be psh weights on L that are
locally bounded on a Zariski open subset �. If φj is less singular than ψj for
all j , then we have

∫
�

ddcψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcψn ≤
∫

�

ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn ≤ vol(L).

Equality holds on the right-hand side when the φj ’s have minimal singulari-
ties.

This says in particular that ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn has finite total mass, and
we can thus introduce:

Definition 2.3 If φ1, . . . , φn are psh weights on L that are locally bounded
on a Zariski open subset, the non-pluripolar product

〈ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn〉
is defined as the trivial extension to X of the positive measure ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧
ddcφn on �. In particular, the Monge-Ampère measure of a psh weight φ

locally bounded on a Zariski open subset � is defined by

MA(φ) := 〈(ddcφ)n〉.
We stress that such non-pluripolar products 〈ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn〉 put no

mass on pluripolar subsets of X, and therefore do not depend on the choice
of �. By Theorem 2.2, the total mass

∫
X

〈ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn〉

only depends on the singularity classes of the φj ’s and is equal to vol(L)

when the φj ’s have minimal singularities.
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The non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère operator so defined satisfies the fol-
lowing generalised comparison principle, which will be a crucial ingredient
in the proof of Theorem B.

Corollary 2.4 Let φ1 and φ2 be two psh weights on L that are locally
bounded on a Zariski open subset. If φ1 ≤ φ2 + O(1), then we have

∫
{φ2<φ1}

MA(φ1) ≤
∫

{φ2<φ1}
MA(φ2).

Proof It is an important result of Bedford-Taylor [5] that u �→ (ddcu)n is lo-
cal in the plurifine topology for locally bounded psh functions u. By definition
of the non-pluripolar Monge-Ampère operator, it follows that φ �→ MA(φ)

defined above is also local in the plurifine topology (cf. [25]). Now let ε > 0.
The psh weight max(φ2, φ1 − ε) coincides with φ2 on the plurifine open sub-
set {φ2 > φ1 − ε} and with φ1 − ε on the plurifine open subset {φ2 < φ1 − ε}.
It follows that

∫
X

MA(max(φ2, φ1 − ε))

≥
∫

{φ2>φ1−ε}
MA(φ2) +

∫
{φ2<φ1−ε}

MA(φ1)

which is in turn

≥
∫

X

MA(φ2) −
∫

{φ2<φ1}
MA(φ2) +

∫
{φ2<φ1−ε}

MA(φ1).

On the other hand Theorem 2.2 yields
∫

X

MA(φ2) =
∫

X

MA(max(φ2, φ1 − ε))

since φ1 ≤ φ2 + O(1) implies

max(φ2, φ1 − ε) = φ2 + O(1),

and the result now follows by monotone convergence by letting ε → 0. �

We infer the following domination principle (cf. [25]):

Corollary 2.5 Let φ1 and φ2 be two psh weights on L and suppose that φ2
has minimal singularities. If φ1 ≤ φ2 holds a.e. wrt MA(φ2), then φ1 ≤ φ2
everywhere on X.
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The following continuity result is proved in [25].

Theorem 2.6 Let ψ0 be a fixed psh weight with minimal singularities on L.
Then the measure-valued operators

(φ1, . . . , φn) �→ 〈ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ddcφn〉
and

(φ0, . . . , φn) �→ (φ0 − ψ0)〈ddcφ1 ∧ · · · ∧ φn〉
are continuous along convergent sequence φ

(k)
j → φj of psh weights with

minimal singularities in the following three cases:

• φ
(k)
j decreases pointwise to φj .

• φ
(k)
j increases to φj a.e. wrt Lebesgue measure.

• φ
(k)
j converges to φj uniformly on X.

For the first operator considered, this is in fact straightforward: conver-
gence holds locally on the Zariski open subset � where weights are locally
bounded by Bedford-Taylor’s results, and it extends across the boundary of
� because the total mass is constant by Theorem 2.2. The case of the second
operator then follows quite easily.

The following integration-by-parts formula is more difficult to establish. Its
proof, given in [25], is an elaboration of the Skoda-El Mir extension theorem.

Theorem 2.7 Let u and v be two bounded functions on X, each being a
differences of quasi-psh functions that are locally bounded on a given Zariski
open subset �. Let also  be a closed positive current of bidimension (1,1)

on X. Then we have
∫

�

uddcv ∧  =
∫

�

v ddcu ∧  = −
∫

�

dv ∧ dcu ∧ .

2.4 Equilibrium weights

Let X be a compact complex manifold and L be a big line bundle. Given a
weighted subset (K,φ), we set

φK = sup{ψ,ψ psh weight on L,ψ ≤ φ on K}, (2.1)

so that the definition (1.3) of the equilibrium weight PKφ can be reformulated
as

PKφ = φ∗
K.
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In case K = X the inequality φX ≤ φ on X implies PXφ ≤ φ by continuity
of φ, and this means that PXφ = φX is already upper semi-continuous in that
case. This property however fails for more general weighted subsets. Extend-
ing the classical terminology, a weighted subset (K,φ) will be called regular
if φK is usc, i.e. if PKφ ≤ φ holds on K .

By Choquet’s lemma (cf. [44], p. 38) there exists an increasing sequence of
psh weights ψj such that ψj ≤ φ on K and limj→∞ ψj = PKφ a.e. on X wrt
Lebesgue measure, and we can furthermore assume that the ψj have minimal
singularities by replacing them by max(ψj , τ ) where τ is a psh weight with
minimal singularities such that τ ≤ φ on K .

The following ‘tautological maximum principle’ is a mere reformulation
of the definition of φK .

Proposition 2.8 (Maximum principle) Let (K,φ) be weighted subset. Then
for every psh weight ψ on L we have

sup
K

(ψ − φ) = sup
X

(ψ − φK).

In particular

‖s‖L∞(K,kφ) = ‖s‖L∞(X,kφK)

for every section s ∈ H 0(kL).

Note however that this fails with PKφ = φ∗
K in place of φK when (K,φ)

is not regular. Equilibrium weights behave nicely under pull-back:

Proposition 2.9 Let π : Y → X be a surjective morphism between two com-
pact complex manifolds of same dimension n, and let L be a big line bundle
on X (so that π∗L is also big). Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset of (X,L),
and consider the induced weighted subset (π−1K,π∗φ) of (Y,π∗L). Then
their respective equilibrium weights are related by

Pπ−1Kπ∗φ = π∗PKφ.

We stress that π is not assumed to have connected fibres (in which case
every psh weight ψ on π∗L is of the form ψ = π∗τ for some psh weight
on L).

Proof It is clear that Pπ−1Kπ∗φ ≥ π∗PKφ by definition. In order to prove
the converse inequality we argue as in the proof of [25] Proposition 1.12. Let
ψ be a psh weight on π∗L such that ψ ≤ π∗φ on π−1(K). Let φ0 be a fixed
smooth weight on L and set v := ψ − π∗φ0, which is a π∗θ -psh function on
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Y with θ := ddcφ0. Define a function u on X by

u(x) := max
y∈π−1(x)

v(y). (2.2)

We claim that u is a θ -psh function. Indeed it is standard to see that u is a
θ -psh function on the Zariski open subset U of regular values of π , and one
then checks that

u(x) = lim sup
y→x,y∈U

u(y)

using the fact that v is quasi-psh and π is proper, which proves the claim. Now
define τ := φ0 + u. It is a psh weight on L and it easily follows from (2.2)
that τ ≤ φ on K , thus τ ≤ PKφ. As a consequence we get π∗τ ≤ π∗PKφ. On
the other hand we have ψ ≤ π∗τ by (2.2) thus we have proved that every psh
weight ψ on L such that ψ ≤ π∗φ on π−1(K) satisfies ψ ≤ π∗PKφ, which
means that Pπ−1(K)π

∗φ ≤ π∗PKφ as desired. �

Recall from (1.4) that the equilibrium measure of (K,φ) is defined by

μeq(K,φ) := vol(L)−1MA(PKφ).

It is a probability measure by Theorem 2.2.

Proposition 2.10 If (K,φ) is a weighted subset, then μeq(K,φ) is concen-
trated on K and we have PKφ = φ on K a.e. with respect to this measure.

The technique of proof is pretty standard (see e.g. [36], p. 17), but we
provide details since this result plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem B.

Proof Let � be as before a Zariski open subset of X such that every psh
weight of L with minimal singularities is locally bounded on �. Note that
μeq(K,φ) puts no mass on the Zariski closed subset X − � since the latter
is in particular pluripolar. In order to prove (i) we thus have to show that
μeq(K,φ) puts no mass on any given (small) open ball B ⊂ � − K .

By Choquet’s lemma there exists a non-decreasing sequence ψj of psh
weights with minimal singularities such that ψj ≤ φ on K and ψj → PKφ

a.e. wrt Lebesgue measure. Since ψj is bounded on B , by Bedford-Taylor we
can find a bounded psh function τj on B such that (ddcτj )

n = 0 and which
coincides with ψj on the boundary of B (here we identify psh weights on
L|B with psh functions, implicitly fixing a trivialisation of L|B ). Since τj can
be written as a Perron envelope, it follows that τj ≥ ψj and τj+1 ≥ τj on B .
Now let ψ̃j be the psh weight that coincides with ψj outside B and with τj

on B . We then have ψ̃j = ψj ≤ φ on K since the latter doesn’t meet B , hence

ψj ≤ ψ̃j ≤ φK ≤ PKφ
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by definition of φK . We thus see that PKφ is also the increasing limit a.e.
of the psh weights ψ̃j . Since we have MA(ψ̃j ) = 0 on B , it follows that
MA(PKφ) = 0 on B by continuity of Monge-Ampère along monotonic se-
quences, and we have thus proved that μeq(K,φ) is concentrated on K .

As a second step we prove that MA(PKφ) is also concentrated on the
closed subset {PKφ ≥ φ}. The argument is essentially the same, except that
we need to be slightly more careful to guarantee that ψ̃j ≤ φ on B . Let thus
x0 ∈ � such that PKφ(x0) < φ(x0) − ε with ε > 0. If B is a small open ball
centered at x0, we can identify weights on L|B with functions. If B is small
enough we have PKφ < φ(x0) − ε on B by upper semi-continuity of PKφ

and φ ≥ φ(x0) − ε by continuity of φ. If τj denotes as above the bounded
psh function on B such that (ddcτj )

n = 0 and which coincides with ψj on
the boundary of B , then ψj ≤ φ(x0) − ε on B implies τj ≤ φ(x0) − ε on the
boundary of B , hence

τj ≤ φ(x0) − ε ≤ φ

on B by pluri-subharmonicity of τj (since φ(x0) − ε is a constant). We thus
see that ψ̃j defined as above satisfies ψ̃j ≤ φ on K , and the same reasoning
as above yields MA(PKφ) = 0 on B as desired.

Finally observe that the same sequence ψj as above satisfies

∫
X

(ψj − φ)MA(PKφ) ≤ 0

since ψj ≤ φ on K and MA(PKφ) is concentrated on K by the first step of
the proof. It follows that

∫
X

(PKφ − φ)MA(PKφ) ≤ 0

since

lim
j→∞

∫
X

(ψj − φ)MA(PKφ) =
∫

X

(PKφ − φ)MA(PKφ)

by Theorem 2.6. But we have already shown that PKφ ≤ φ a.e. wrt
MA(PKφ), thus we get PKφ = φ a.e. wrt MA(PKφ) as desired. �

We now quote from [6] the following description of μeq(X,φ) for a smooth
weight φ on X, which plays a key role in the present paper (cf. the proof of
Theorem 3.1 below):

Theorem 2.11 If φ is a smooth weight on L then ddcPXφ has L∞
loc coeffi-

cients on a Zariski open subset �.
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This result has now been extended to the case of an arbitrary big cohomol-
ogy class in H 1,1(X,R) in [11]. As in [6, 11] we infer:

Corollary 2.12 If φ is a smooth weight on L then μeq(X,φ) is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. In fact we have ddcφ ≥ 0
pointwise on the compact subset E := {PXφ = φ}, and

μeq(X,φ) = vol(L)−11E(ddcφ)n.

Proof Since ddcPXφ has L∞
loc coefficients on � a local convolution argu-

ment shows that the Bedford-Taylor measure (ddcPXφ)n has L∞
loc density

with respect to Lebesgue measure on � and coincides with the pointwise
n-th exterior power of ddcPXφ (compare for instance [36], p. 16).

If ddcφ < 0 at a point x0 ∈ X then the function PXφ −φ ≤ 0 is strictly psh
in a neighbourhood of x0, so it cannot vanish at x0 by the maximum principle.
This shows that ddcφ ≥ 0 pointwise on E.

Since both μeq(X,φ) and (ddcφ)n put no mass on X − � there remains
to show that u := PXφ − φ satisfies ∂u

∂zi∂zj
= 0 Lebesgue-a.e. on E ∩ B for

each ball B in a coordinate chart centered at a point of E. Since ddcu has
L∞

loc-coefficients we have in particular �u ∈ L1
loc hence u ∈ W

2,1
loc by ellip-

tic regularity. The result now follows by successively applying Lemma 2.13
below to u and its first partial derivatives. �

Lemma 2.13 Let A be a measurable subset of R
m and let v ∈ W

1,1
loc (Rm)

such that v = 0 a.e. on A. Then ∂v/∂xi = 0 a.e. on A for i = 1, . . . ,m.

See for instance [43], p. 53 for a proof.

2.5 Approximation by pluri-subharmonic envelopes of smooth weights

Let K be a given compact non-pluripolar subset of X. We first record the
following straightforward properties of the projection operator PK .

Lemma 2.14 The projection operator PK is non-decreasing, concave and
continuous along decreasing sequences of continuous weights on L|K . It is
also 1-Lipschitz continuous:

sup
X

|PKφ1 − PKφ2| ≤ sup
K

|φ1 − φ2|

for any two continuous weights φ1, φ2 on L|K .

The following approximation result will allow us to reduce the proof of
Theorem A to the case of smooth weights.
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Proposition 2.15 Let L be a big line bundle.

• Let ψ be a psh weight on L. Then there exists a decreasing sequence of
smooth weights φj on L such that limj→∞ PXφj = ψ pointwise on X.

• Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset. Then there exists an increasing sequence
φj of smooth weights on L such that limj→∞ PXφj = φK almost every-
where wrt Lebesgue measure.

Proof Since ψ is in particular upper semi-continuous, we can find a decreas-
ing sequence φj of smooth weights such that φj → ψ pointwise on X. Since
ψ ≤ φj is psh, we infer ψ ≤ PXφj ≤ φj , and it follows that PXφj also de-
creases pointwise to ψ , which proves the first point.

Let us now prove the second point. We first claim that

φK = sup{PXτ, τ continuous weight on L,PXτ ≤ φ on K}.

Indeed let ψ be psh weights such that ψ ≤ φ on K and let ε > 0. By the first
part of the proof, there exists a decreasing sequence φj of smooth weights
such that PXφj decreases pointwise to ψ − ε as j → ∞. By Dini’s lemma,
it follows that the usc function PXφj − φ is ≤ 0 on the compact set K for
j � 1 large enough, and we thus get

ψ − ε ≤ PXφj ≤ φK

for j large enough, hence the claim. Since the family of psh weights PXτ

as above is clearly stable by max, Choquet’s lemma thus shows that there
exists an increasing sequence τj of continuous weights such that τj ≤ φ on
K and PXτj → φK a.e. To conclude the proof we simply take an increasing
sequence of smooth weights φj such that

τj − 1/j ≤ φj ≤ τj . �

Remark 2.16 When L is ample one can show using Demaily’s regularisation
theorem [34] that the smooth weights φj in both parts of Proposition 2.15
can furthermore be taken to be strictly psh, and in particular PXφj = φj . This
shows in particular that

φK = sup{ψ,ψ continuous psh weight on L,ψ ≤ φ on K},

which is thus always lower semi-continuous in that case. It follows that (K,φ)

is regular iff φK is continuous when L is ample, which corresponds to the
classical definition (cf. [44]).
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3 The Bergman distortion function and the Bernstein-Markov property

3.1 Bergman kernels

Let (μ,φ) be a weighted measure, and let E be the support of μ, which is
non-pluripolar by our standing assumptions. The Bergman distortion func-
tion ρ(μ,φ) is defined at a point x ∈ E as the squared operator norm of the
evaluation operator

evx : H 0(L) → Lx,

in other words

ρ(μ,φ)(x) = sup
s∈H 0(L)−{0}

|s(x)|2φ/‖s‖2
L2(μ,φ)

. (3.1)

Since μ is a probability measure we have

‖s‖L2(μ,φ) ≤ ‖s‖L∞(E,φ),

which shows that

sup
E

ρ(μ,φ)1/2

is exactly the distortion between the L2(μ,φ) and L∞(E,φ)-norms on
H 0(L).

If S = (s1, . . . , sN) denotes an L2(μ,φ)-orthonormal basis of H 0(L), then
it is well-known that

ρ(μ,φ) =
N∑

j=1

|sj |2φ.

The Bergman measure associated to (μ,φ) is now defined as

β(μ,φ) := N−1ρ(μ,φ)μ. (3.2)

Note that it is a probability measure since we have
∫

X

ρ(μ,φ)μ =
∑
j

‖sj‖2
L2(μ,φ)

= N.

If we now replace φ by kφ, then the relation

sup
K

ρ(μ, kφ) ≥ Nk

shows that the distortion between the L2(μ, kφ) and L∞(E, kφ)-norms on
H 0(kL) grows at least like kn/2 as k → ∞.
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Assume now that μ is a smooth positive volume form on X and that φ is
smooth, so that E = X in particular. When φ has strictly positive curvature,
the celebrated Bouche-Catlin-Tian-Zelditch theorem [23, 28, 57, 61] asserts
that β(μ, kφ) admits a full asymptotic expansion in the space of smooth vol-
ume forms, with the probability measure μeq(X,φ) as the dominant term.

As was shown by the first named author (in [9] for the P
n case and in [6]

for the general case), part of this result still holds when the positive curvature
assumption on φ is dropped.

Theorem 3.1 Let L be a big line bundle, μ be a smooth positive volume form
on X and φ be a C2 weight on L. Then we have

• supX ρ(μ, kφ) = O(kn).

• limk→∞ β(μ, kφ) = μeq(X,φ) in the weak topology of measures.

Since this result plays a crucial role in what follows, we will sketch its
proof for the convenience of the reader, and refer to [6] for the complete
proof—a slightly more involved one in fact since Fujita’s theorem is not used
there but rather given a direct proof by analytic means.

Proof By an elementary argument locally replacing φ by its second order
Taylor expansion at the centre of a ball and using the mean value inequality,
one shows that supX ρ(μ, kφ) = O(kn), i.e. the first assertion, and

lim sup
k→∞

N−1
k ρ(μ, kφ) ≤ vol(L)−1(ddcφ)n/μ

pointwise on the set where ddcφ ≥ 0 (compare [15], Theorem 2.1).
We now sketch the proof of the second point. Since we are dealing with

probability measures, it is enough to show by weak compactness that if ν

is a given accumulation point of the sequence of measures β(μ, kφ), then
necessarily ν ≤ μeq(μ,φ).

Now set E := {PXφ = φ}, so that ddcφ ≥ 0 on E and

μeq(X,φ) = vol(L)−11E(ddcφ)n

by Corollary 2.12 recalled above from [6, 11]. Since we automatically have

ρ(μ, kφ) ≤ exp (k(PXφ − φ)) sup
X

ρ(μ, kφ)

by Proposition 2.8, the first assertion shows that N−1
k ρ(μ, kφ) tends to 0

(exponentially fast) pointwise on X − E.
Putting all this together yields

lim sup
k→∞

N−1
k ρ(μ, kφ)μ ≤ μeq(X,φ)
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a.e. on X, and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence finally implies that

ν ≤ μeq(X,φ)

for any accumulation point ν as desired. �

3.2 The Bernstein-Markov property

Let μ be a positive volume form on X. By the first part of Theorem 3.1, if φ

is a C2 weight on L then the distortion

sup
X

ρ(μ, kφ)1/2

between the L2(μ, kφ) and L∞(X, kφ)-norms on H 0(kL) grows precisely
like kn/2, which is the minimal possible growth.

This fact is no longer true if we drop the smoothness assumption on φ. Ar-
guing as in [15], p. 3 one can for instance show that the distortion is O(kn/α)

when φ is of class Cα with 0 < α < 2, and this estimate is optimal. For gen-
eral C0 weights we have the following elementary fact:

Lemma 3.2 Let μ be a smooth positive volume form. If φ is a C0 weight
on L, then the distortion has at most sub-exponential growth, i.e. for every
ε > 0 we have

sup
X

ρ(μ, kφ)1/2 = O(eεk).

Proof Given ε > 0 we can cover X by a finite number of small balls Bj on
which L is trivialised and φ is ε-close to its value φj at the centre of the
ball. We can also assume that X is still covered by smaller balls B ′

j relatively

compact in Bj . A section s ∈ H 0(kL) is identified with a holomorphic section
on Bj , and the desired inequality

|s(x)|2e−2kφ ≤ Ce2εk

∫
Bj

|s|2e−2kφdμ

for x ∈ B ′
j is thus an immediate consequence of the mean value inequality

applied to the psh function |s|2e−2kφj on Bj . �

We introduce the following extension of standard terminology (see [19]):

Definition 3.3 Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset. We say that a probability
measure μ on K has the Bernstein-Markov property wrt (K,φ) if the dis-
tortion between the L2(μ, kφ) and L∞(K, kφ)-norms on H 0(kL) has sub-
exponential growth.
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The following result is shown in [14], generalising results of Siciak [54].

Theorem 3.4 Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset and let μ be a probability
measure on K putting no mass on pluripolar sets. Assume that:

• (K,φ) is regular, i.e. PKφ ≤ φ holds on K .
• μ is determining for (K,φ), i.e. for every psh weight ψ on L, ψ ≤ φ

a.e. wrt μ already implies ψ ≤ φ on K .

Then μ has the Bernstein-Markov property wrt (K,φ).

This somewhat technical looking criterion actually shows that a host of
reasonable measures satisfy the Bernstein-Markov property. On the one hand
if K is for instance either (the closure of) a smoothly bounded domain or
a real analytic totally real n-submanifold of X, then (K,φ) is regular for
any continuous weight φ. On the other hand if (K,φ) is regular then it is
shown in [14] that any probability measure on K with support equal to K is
determining for (K,φ), and the domination principle (Corollary 2.5) shows
that the equilibrium measure of (K,φ) is determining as well (its support is
equal to the Šilov boundary of (K,φ)).

In the present article, we shall actually only use the following two spe-
cial cases of Theorem 3.4: either μ and φ are both smooth (in which case
the Bernstein-Markov property is a trivial consequence of the mean value in-
equality, as already noticed), or μ is the Haar measure on the unit compact
torus T

n ⊂ (C∗)n ⊂ P
n (in which case the Bernstein-Markov property was

established in [47]).
The next lemma will allow us to replace L∞-balls by L2-balls whenever

convenient.

Lemma 3.5 Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset and let μ be a probability mea-
sure on K . Then we have

0 ≤ Lk(μ,φ) − Lk(K,φ) ≤ 1

2k
log sup

K

ρ(μ, kφ).

In particular if μ has the Bernstein-Markov property wrt (K,φ) then

lim
k→∞ Lk(μ,φ) − Lk(K,φ) = 0.

Proof If we set

Ck := 1

2k
log sup

K

ρ(μ, kφ)

then we have

‖s‖L2(μ,kφ) ≤ ‖s‖L∞(K,kφ) ≤ ekCk‖s‖L2(μ,kφ)
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for all k and all sections s ∈ H 0(kL). Since the volume form volk is homoge-
neous of degree 2Nk = dimR H 0(kL) on H 0(kL) we get

0 ≤ log
volk B2(μ, kφ)

volk B∞(K, kφ)
≤ 2kNkCk

and the result follows by definition (1.7) and (1.8) of the L-functionals. �

4 The Monge-Ampère energy functional

In this section L denotes a big line bundle on X. We have chosen to use the
language of weights in this section since the rest of the article is naturally
expressed in this language, but it is of course immediate to extend the results
of this section (and Theorem B in particular) to the more general case of
θ -psh functions, where θ is a closed smooth (1,1)-form with big cohomology
class.

4.1 The energy functional on psh weights

Let us first fix a psh weight ψ0 with minimal singularities. As explained in
the introduction, we define the Monge-Ampère functional E on psh weights
with minimal singularities by the formula

E (φ) = 1

n + 1

n∑
j=0

∫
X

(φ − ψ0)〈(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ
n−j

0 )〉.

This normalises E by the condition E (ψ0) = 0.
As in Sect. 2.3, the brackets denote non-pluripolar products. Concretely

this means that the integrals are only extended over a Zariski open subset �

of X on which all psh weights are locally bounded, so that Bedford-Taylor
wedge products are well-defined on �.

We now verify that E remains a primitive of the Monge-Ampère operator
in our singular setting.

Proposition 4.1 For any two psh weights φ1, φ2 with minimal singularities
we have

d

dt t=0+
E ((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2) =

∫
X

(φ2 − φ1)MA(φ1).

Proof The function u := φ2 − φ1 is bounded. We compute

(n + 1)E ((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2)
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=
∫

�

(φ1 − ψ0 + tu)

n∑
j=0

((1 − t)ddcφ1 + tddcφ2)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

=
∫

�

(φ1 − ψ0)

n∑
j=0

(ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

+ t

∫
�

u

n∑
j=0

(ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

+ t

∫
�

(φ1 − ψ0)

n∑
j=1

j (ddcφ1)
j−1 ∧ ddcu ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j + O(t2).

By integration-by-parts (Theorem 2.7) we have

∫
�

(φ1 − ψ0)

n∑
j=1

j (ddcφ1)
j−1 ∧ ddcu ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

=
∫

�

uddc(φ1 − ψ0)

n∑
j=1

j (ddcφ1)
j−1 ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

=
∫

�

u

n∑
j=1

j (ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

−
∫

�

u

n−1∑
j=0

(j + 1)(ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j .

Now

n∑
j=0

(ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j +
n∑

j=1

j (ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

−
n−1∑
j=0

(j + 1)(ddcφ1)
j ∧ (ddcψ0)

n−j

= (ddcφ1)
n + n(ddcφ1)

n.

It follows that

E ((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2) = E (φ1) + t

∫
�

u(ddcφ1)
n + O(t2)

as desired. �
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As a consequence, we see that (1.2) always holds, that is:

Corollary 4.2 For any two psh weights with minimal singularities φ,ψ we
have

E (φ) − E (ψ) = 1

n + 1

n∑
j=0

∫
X

(φ − ψ)〈(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−j 〉.

Proof We fix ψ and temporarily denote by F (φ) the right-hand side expres-
sion. We can then apply Proposition 4.1 with ψ in place of φ0 to get

d

dt
F ((1 − t)φ + tψ) =

∫
X

(ψ − φ)MA((1 − t)φ + tψ)

= d

dt
E ((1 − t)φ + tψ),

and the result follows since F (·) and E (·) − E (ψ) both vanish at ψ . �

4.2 General properties of the energy

Theorem 2.6 implies the following continuity properties of the energy:

Proposition 4.3 The map φ �→ E (φ) is continuous along converging se-
quences φj → φ of psh weights with minimal singularities in the following
three cases.

• φj decreases to φ pointwise.
• φj increases to φ a.e. for the Lebesgue measure.
• φj converges to φ uniformly on X.

Proposition 4.4 The map φ �→ E (φ) is non-decreasing and concave on psh
weights with minimal singularities.

Proof The first point follows from Corollary 4.2. To prove concavity, let
φ1, φ2 be two psh weights with minimal singularities and set

g(t) := E (tφ1 + (1 − t)φ2).

By Proposition 4.1, we have

g′(t) =
∫

X

uMA((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2)
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with u := φ2 − φ1. Computing the second derivative yields

g′′(t) = n

∫
�

uddcu ∧ ((1 − t)ddcφ1 + tddcφ2)
n−1

= −n

∫
�

du ∧ dcu ∧ ((1 − t)ddcφ1 + tddcφ2)
n−1 ≤ 0

by Theorem 2.7 again, and the proof is complete. �

Remark 4.5 More generally one can consider variations along a 1-parameter
family φt (with t in the unit-disc � in C) of weights on L with minimal sin-
gularities. Under suitable regularity assumptions on (t, x) �→ φt(x) a simple
modification of the previous proof yields

ddc
t E (φt ) =

∫
x∈X

(ddc
(x,t)φt (x))n+1. (4.1)

In the smooth case at least, this formula is well-known in Kähler geometry.
When L is ample the operator that maps a curve φt of smooth strictly psh
weights to the Monge-Ampère measure (ddc

(x,t)φt (x))n+1 may be identified
with the geodesic curvature of the curve ddc

xφt in the space of all Kähler
metrics K(X,L) on X lying in the first Chern class c1(L). The geodesic cur-
vature is defined with respect to the Riemannian metric on K(X,L) naturally
defined at φ by taking L2 norms of tangent vectors with respect to the volume
form (ddc

xφ)n [31]. Formula (4.1) thus shows that E is affine along geodesic
segments in K(X,L).

It is also interesting to note that

kn+1

(n + 1)!
∫

X

(ddc
(x,t)φ)n+1

is the leading term of the (1,1)-part of the pushed-forward form
∫

X

chX×�(kL, kφ)td(TX,ω),

which coincides with the curvature of the Quillen metric on detH •(kL) by
the main result of [18] (see also [55], Theorem 4, p. 132).

Remark 4.6 As a consequence of Proposition 4.4, we may extend as in [25]
the definition of E (φ) to an arbitrary psh weight on L as follows:

E (φ) = inf
ψ≥φ

E (ψ) ∈ [−∞,+∞[
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for ψ ranging over all psh weights with minimal singularities such that
ψ ≥ φ. It is straightforward to see that φ �→ E (φ) so defined remains non-
decreasing and concave on all psh weights. It is shown in [25] that it is also
upper semi-continuous in the weak topology and that Corollary 4.2 remains
true if both E (φ) and E (ψ) are finite.

The following result relates the Monge-Ampère energy EX on X to the
energy EY on a hypersurface Y of X. We assume here that L is ample and Y

is smooth for simplicity.

Proposition 4.7 Let L be an ample line bundle, and assume that Y is a
smooth hypersurface of X cut out by a section s ∈ H 0(X,L). If φ,ψ are
locally bounded psh weights on L then we have

n(EY (φ|Y ) − EY (ψ |Y )) = (n + 1)(EX(φ) − EX(ψ))

+
∫

X

log |s|φMA(φ) −
∫

X

log |s|ψMA(ψ).

Proof Consider the following simple algebraic formula

(ddcφ)n − (ddcψ)n = ddc

(
(φ − ψ)

n−1∑
j=0

(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−1−j

)
. (4.2)

From the point of view of Bott-Chern secondary characteristic classes, it may
be interpreted as a double transgression formula (compare [37, 55]). At any
rate, multiplying (4.2) by

uε := log(|s|φ + ε)

and using integration by parts gives

∫
X

uε(ddcφ)n − uε(ddcψ)n

+ (ddcφ) ∧ (φ − ψ)

n−1∑
j=0

(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−1−j

=
∫

X

(φ − ψ)ddc(uε + φ) ∧
n−1∑
j=0

(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−1−j .
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Now uε + φ decreases to log |s| as ε → 0 and ddc(uε + φ) converges to the
integration current [Y ] by the Lelong-Poincaré formula, and we get

∫
X

log |s|φMA(φ) −
∫

X

log |s|ψMA(ψ) + (n + 1)(EX(φ) − EX(ψ))

= n(EY (φ|Y ) − EY (ψ |Y ))

as desired. �

The following pull-back formula is straightforward using Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 4.8 Let π : Y → X be a surjective morphism between compact
complex manifolds of same dimension n and denote by e its (topological)
degree. Let L be a big line bundle on X, and let φ,ψ be two psh weights with
minimal singularities on L. Then we have

EY (π∗φ) − EY (π∗ψ) = e (EX(φ) − EX(ψ)) .

4.3 Proof of Theorem B

In this section we prove Theorem B. Let thus K be a non-pluripolar compact
subset of X. We first prove that

φ �→ Eeq(K,φ) = vol(L)−1E ◦ PK(φ)

is concave and continuous. Concavity is an immediate consequence of Propo-
sition 4.4: for any weights φ1, φ2 on L|K we have

PK((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2) ≥ (1 − t)PKφ1 + tPKφ2

by concavity of PK (Lemma 2.14) hence

E (PK((1 − t)φ1 + tφ2)) ≥ E ((1 − t)PKφ1 + tPKφ2)

(since E is non-decreasing)

≥ (1 − t)E (PKφ1) + t E (PKφ2)

(since E is concave). Continuity of φ �→ Eeq(K,φ) follows from Lemma 2.14
and the third case of Proposition 4.3.

Given a continuous weight φ on L|K and u ∈ C0(K), the concave function
E ◦ PK admits a directional derivative at φ in the direction u, and our goal is
to show that it is given by

d

dt t=0+
E ◦ PK(φ + tu) = 〈λ,u〉

 Author's personal copy 



Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 367

where λ is the linear form on C0(K) defined by

〈λ,u〉 =
∫

K

uMA(PKφ).

Note that λ computes the directional derivatives of E at PKφ according to
Proposition 4.1.

As a preliminary remark, we show:

Lemma 4.9 In order to prove Theorem B one may assume that u is a C∞
function on X.

Proof Theorem B admits the following integral reformulation

E ◦ PK(φ + u) − E ◦ PK(φ) =
∫ 1

t=0

∫
K

uMA(PK(φ + tu))dt.

If we let uj be a sequence of smooth functions on X converging uniformly to
u on K , then PK(φ + tuj ) → PK(φ + tu) uniformly on X by Lemma 2.14.
By Proposition 4.3, we deduce that

lim
j→∞ E ◦ PK(φ + uj ) = E ◦ PK(φ + u).

On the other hand for each t we have
∫

K

uj MA(PK(φ + tuj )) −
∫

K

uMA(PK(φ + tu))

=
∫

K

(uj − u)MA(PK(φ + tuj )) +
∫

K

u(MA(PK(φ + tuj )

− MA(PK(φ + tu))).

The first term is bounded by vol(L) supK |uj − u| by Theorem 2.2, whereas
the second one converges to 0 by Theorem 2.6. We thus see that

lim
j→∞

∫
K

uj MA(PK(φ + tuj )) =
∫

K

uMA(PK(φ + tu))

for all t , and we infer

lim
j→∞

∫ 1

t=0

∫
K

uj MA(PK(φ + tuj ))dt =
∫ 1

t=0

∫
K

uMA(PK(φ + tu))dt

by dominated convergence, which shows our claim. �
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From now on we will thus assume that u is the restriction to K of a C∞
function on X, that we also denote by u.

The problem at hand is an instance of a differentiability property for the
optimal value of a concave optimisation problem with parameter. Indeed since
E is non-decreasing we have

E ◦ PK(φ) = sup{E (ψ),ψ psh weight with minimal singularities

ψ ≤ φ on K}
by Choquet’s lemma and continuity of the energy along non-decreasing se-
quences.

There has been a certain amount of work on differentiability of such opti-
mal values in an abstract setting, but it seems that what we are trying to prove
doesn’t follow formally from such general results. On the other, the proof of
Lemma 4.10, though pretty elementary, was inspired by more delicate con-
siderations in [45].

The next lemma enables us to replace E by its linearisation λ at PKφ.

Lemma 4.10 We have

d

dt t=0+
E ◦ PK(φ + tu) = d

dt t=0+
〈λ,PK(φ + tu) − PKφ〉.

Proof Set for simplicity

a := d

dt t=0+
〈λ,PK(φ + tu) − PKφ〉,

which exists since λ ◦ PK is concave. On the one hand, concavity of E yields

E ◦ PK(φ + tu) ≤ E ◦ PK(φ) + 〈λ,PK(φ + tu) − PKφ〉,
hence

d

dt t=0+
E ◦ PK(φ + tu) ≤ a.

On the other hand, given ε > 0 we can fix δ > 0 small enough such that

〈λ,PK(φ + δu) − PK(φ)〉 ≥ δa − δε. (4.3)

For t > 0 small enough we then have

E ((1− t)PKφ + tPK(φ + δu)) ≥ E ◦PK(φ)+ t〈λ,PK(φ + δu)−PKφ〉− tδε

by Proposition 4.1

≥ E ◦ PK(φ) + tδa − 2tδε
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by (4.3). But since

PK(φ + tδu) ≥ (1 − t)PKφ + tPK(φ + δu)

by concavity of PK , we finally infer that

E ◦ PK(φ + tδu) ≥ E ◦ PK(φ) + tδa − 2tδε

for all t > 0 small enough by monotonicity of E . It follows that

d

dt t=0+
E ◦ PK(φ + tu) ≥ a − 2ε

for each ε > 0, and the result follows. �

We are now reduced to proving the linearised version of the problem, to
wit

Lemma 4.11 The super-differential at φ of the linearised problem is reduced
to λ. In other words, we have

d

dt t=0+
〈λ,PK(φ + tu) − PKφ〉 = 〈λ,u〉

for each u ∈ C0(K).

Recall that the super-differential of a concave function f at a point x0 of
an open convex subset U of a locally convex topological vector space V is
defined as the set of all continuous linear forms l ∈ V ∗ such that

f (x0) + 〈l, x − x0〉 ≥ f (x)

for all x ∈ U , which means that l defines at support hyperplane at (x0, f (x0))

to the graph of f (cf. e.g. [49] for more details). A crucial ingredient here is
the following orthogonality relation

〈λ,PKφ − φ〉 = 0,

which follows from Proposition 2.10. Since PK(φ +u) ≤ φ +u, this property
implies

〈λ,PK(φ + u) − PK(φ)〉 ≤ 〈λ,u〉,
which means that the linear form λ belongs to the super-differential at 0 of
the continuous concave function

u �→ 〈λ,PK(φ + u) − PKφ〉.
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At this point, we also see that Theorem B reduces to the differentiability
part of the assertion, since the differential then has to coincide with λ.

Proof We now prove Lemma 4.11. Our goal is to show that

〈λ,PK(φ + tu) − PKφ − tu〉 = o(t).

Since on the one hand

PK(φ + tu) ≤ φ + tu = PKφ + tu

λ-a.e. and on the other hand

sup
X

|PK(φ + tu) − PKφ − tu| = O(t)

by Lemma 2.14, it will be enough to show that

lim
t→0+

∫
{PK(φ+tu)<PKφ+tu}

λ = 0. (4.4)

We are going to show this by applying the comparison principle (Corol-
lary 2.4). We now fix a strictly psh weight φ+ with analytic singularities
on L. Since u is assumed to be smooth according to Lemma 4.9, it follows
that φ+ + εu is psh for ε > 0 small enough. Upon scaling u, we may assume
that ε = 1.

Since PKφ − PK(φ + tu) is bounded by Lemma 2.14, it follows in partic-
ular that

PK(φ) + tφ+ + tu

and

PK(φ + tu) + tφ+
are both psh wieights on the same R-line bundle (1 + t)L with equivalent
singularities (use the language of quasi-psh functions to make sense of the
notion of psh weight on an R-line bundle). The generalised comparison prin-
ciple (Corollary 2.4) thus yields

∫
Ot

MA(PK(φ) + t (u + φ+)) ≤
∫

Ot

MA(PK(φ + tu) + tφ+)

with

Ot := {PK(φ + tu) < PK(φ) + tu}.
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Now the binomial formula yields

MA(PK(φ + tu) + tφ+)

= MA(PK(φ + tu))

+
n∑

j=1

(
n

j

)
tj (ddcPK(φ + tu))n−j ∧ (ddcφ+)j (4.5)

on the Zariski open subset where all psh weights with minimal singularities
are locally bounded. Since t (u + φ+) is a psh weight on tL by assumption,
we have ∫

Ot

MA(PKφ) ≤
∫

Ot

MA(PK(φ) + t (u + φ+)),

which is in turn

≤
∫

Ot

MA(PK(φ + tu)) + O(t)

by (4.5) and Theorem 2.2. But PKφ ≤ φ implies that

Ot ⊂ {PK(φ + tu) < φ + tu},

and we infer that ∫
Ot

MA(PK(φ + tu)) = 0

by Proposition 2.10 again. We thus conclude that

∫
Ot

MA(PKφ) = O(t),

and the proof of Lemma 4.11 is thus complete. �

We now show that the energy at equilibrium is C1,1 in the following sense:

Proposition 4.12 Let (K,φ) be a weighted subset and let u be a smooth
function on X. Then the directional derivative of φ �→ Eeq(K,φ) at φ in the
direction u is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the sup-norm on K .

Proof By Lemma 2.14 and Theorem B it is enough to show that

φ �→
∫

X

uMA(φ)
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is Lipschitz continuous on the space of psh weights with minimal singular-
ities endowed with the sup-norm. By (4.2) above and integration by parts
(Theorem 2.7) yield

∫
X

uMA(φ) −
∫

X

uMA(ψ) =
∫

X

(φ − ψ)ddcu ∧ 

where the positive current

 :=
n−1∑
j=1

〈(ddcφ)j ∧ (ddcψ)n−j 〉

has uniformly bounded mass by Theorem 2.2, and the result follows. �

5 Volume growth and transfinite diameter

5.1 Proof of Theorem A

Let (K1, φ1) and (K2, φ2) be two weighted subsets. Our goal is to prove that

lim
k→∞ Lk(K1, φ1) − Lk(K2, φ2) = Eeq(K1, φ1) − Eeq(K2, φ2). (5.1)

If this formula holds for all (K1, φ1) and a fixed (K2, φ2), then it also holds
for any (K2, φ2) by taking differences. We can thus assume that K2 = X and
that φ2 is a fixed smooth weight on X.

Step 1. As a first step, we also assume that K1 = X and φ1 is smooth. Let
μ be a smooth positive volume form, so that both weighted measures (μ,φi),
i = 1,2 satisfy the BM property by Lemma 3.2. By Lemma 3.5, (5.1) is thus
equivalent in that case to

lim
k→∞ Lk(μ,φ1) − Lk(μ,φ2) = Eeq(X,φ1) − Eeq(X,φ2). (5.2)

As mentioned in (1.10), the volume ratio of L2-balls can be expressed as a
Gram determinants. As a consequence, we will prove:

Lemma 5.1 The directional derivatives of Lk(μ, ·) at a smooth weight φ are
given by integration against the Bergman measure β(μ, kφ).

Proof Let v be a given smooth function. By (1.10) we have

Lk(μ,φ + tv) − Lk(μ,φ) = − 1

2kNk

log detHk(t)
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with the Gram matrix

Hk(t) :=
(∫

X

s
(k)
i s

(k)
j e−2k(φ+tv)dμ

)
1≤i,j≤N

,

Sk = (s
(k)
j )j being a fixed orthonormal basis of H 0(kL) with respect to

L2(μ, kφ). Since Hk(0) = id, it follows that

d

dt t=0
Lk(μ,φ + tv) = − 1

2kNk

d

dt t=0
trHk(t)

= − 1

2kNk

∫
X

∑
j

|s(k)
j |2(−2kv)e−2kφμ

= 1

Nk

∫
X

vρ(μ, kφ)μ

and the result follows by definition (3.2) of β(μ, kφ). �

By Theorem 3.1 we have

lim
k→∞β(μ, kφ) = μeq(X,φ) (5.3)

for any smooth weight φ. Now the right-hand side is the derivative of Eeq(X, ·)
by Theorem B, so in view of Lemma 5.1 we get (5.2) by integrating (5.3)
along the segment between φ1 and φ2. More precisely, Lemma 5.1 implies

Lk(μ,φ1) − Lk(μ,φ2) =
∫ 1

t=0
dt

∫
X

(φ1 − φ2)β(μ, kφt )

with

φt := tφ1 + (1 − t)φ2.

By (5.3) we have
∫

X

(φ1 − φ2)β(μ, kφt ) →
∫

X

(φ1 − φ2)μeq(X,φt )

for each t ∈ [0,1]. Since
∫

X

(φ1 − φ2)β(μ, kφt ) ≤ sup
X

|φ1 − φ2|

for each k and each t , it follows by dominated convergence that

lim
k→∞ Lk(μ,φ1) − Lk(μ,φ2)
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=
∫ 1

t=0
dt

∫
X

(φ1 − φ2)μeq(X,φt )

=
∫ 1

t=0

d

dt
Eeq(X,φt ) = Eeq(X,φ1) − Eeq(X,φ2)

by Theorem B, as desired.

Remark 5.2 The argument just presented is similar to Donaldson’s proof of
Proposition 2 in [38]. In particular, Lemma 5.1 is a variant of Lemma 2 of [38]
(cf. also Lemma 3.1 of [16]).

Step 2. We now consider the general case. We first note that

Lk(K,φ) = Lk(X,φK) (5.4)

as a consequence of Proposition 2.8, and that Lk(X, ·) is non-decreasing. By
Proposition 2.15 we can find two sequences φ±

j of smooth weights on L such
that

PXφ−
j ≤ φK ≤ PKφ ≤ PXφ+

j (5.5)

where PXφ−
j (resp. PXφ+

j ) increases (resp. decreases) to PKφ almost every-
where (resp. everywhere) on X when j tends to infinity. By Step 1, we get

E (PXφ−
j ) − Eeq(X,φ2)

= lim
k→∞ Lk(X,PXφ−

j ) − Lk(X,φ2)

≤ lim inf
k→∞ Lk(X,φK) − Lk(X,φ2)

≤ lim sup
k→∞

Lk(X,φK) − Lk(X,φ2)

≤ lim
k→∞ Lk(X,PXφ+

j ) − Lk(X,φ2)

by (5.5) and monotonicity of Lk(X, ·)
= E (PXφ+

j ) − Eeq(X,φ2)

by Step 1 again. Now

Eeq(X,φ±
j ) = vol(L)−1E (PXφ±

j )

tends to

vol(L)−1E (PKφ) = Eeq(K,φ)
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by continuity of the energy along monotonic sequences (Proposition 4.3), and
putting all this together concludes the proof of Theorem A.

5.2 Proof of Corollary A

We start the proof with some algebraic preliminaries. Let (μ,φ) be a weighted
measure on (X,L). For each m ∈ N the Hilbert space structure on H 0(X,L)

defined by the L2(μ,φ)-scalar product induces a Hilbert space structure
on both H 0(X,L)⊗m and H 0(X,L)∧m respectively. If (sj ) is an L2(μ,φ)-
orthonormal basis of H 0(X,L) then si1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ sim , 1 ≤ i1, . . . , im ≤ N and
si1 ∧· · ·∧ sim , 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N , are respective orthonormal basis, which
shows that the vector space embedding

�m : H 0(X,L)∧m → H 0(X,L)⊗m

induced by the anti-symmetrisation operator

s1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ sm �→
∑
σ∈Sm

sgn(σ )sσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sσ(m)

satisfies

‖�m(v)‖2 = m!‖v‖2. (5.6)

On the other hand H 0(Xm,L�m) is endowed with the L2-scalar product
induced by the probability measure μm and the weight

(x1, . . . , xm) �→ φ(x1) + · · · + φ(xm).

We claim that the usual vector space isomorphism

H 0(X,L)⊗m � H 0(Xm,L�m)

is an isometry with respect to the Hilbert space structures. Indeed this
amounts to saying that given an L2(μ,φ)-orthonormal basis (sj ) of H 0(X,L)

the Nm sections of H 0(Xm,L�m) defined by

(x1, . . . , xm) �→ si1(x1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sim(xm), 1 ≤ i1, . . . , im ≤ N,

are orthonormal, which is an immediate consequence of Fubini’s theorem.
Now recall from the introduction that given a basis S = (s1, . . . , sN) of

H 0(L) we define the determinant section detS ∈ H 0(XN,L�N) by

(detS)(x1, . . . , xN) := det(si(xj ))i,j . (5.7)
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Given a weighted subset (K,φ) and a probability measure μ on K the corre-
sponding L∞-norm (resp. L2 norm ) of detS will simply be denoted by

‖detS‖L∞(K,φ) := sup
(x1,...,xN )∈KN

|det(si(xj ))|e−(φ(x1)+···+φ(xN )) (5.8)

and

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

:=
∫

(x1,...,xN )∈XN

|det(si(xj ))|2e−2(φ(x1)+···+φ(xN ))μ(dx1) . . .μ(dxN).

(5.9)

We will rely on the following formula for this L2-norm, which is well-known
in the context of determinantal point processes (compare [33], p. 103, [42],
Proposition 2.10) and is also familiar in quantum mechanics (Slater determi-
nants).

Lemma 5.3

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

= N !det(〈si, sj 〉L2(μ,φ))i,j .

Proof Let S′ be an L2(μ,φ)-orthonormal basis and write

sj =
N∑

i=1

aij s
′
i .

The matrix A = (aij ) satisfies

det(〈si, sj 〉L2(μ,φ))i,j = |detA|2

thus (5.9) yields

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

= det(〈si, sj 〉L2(μ,φ))i,j‖detS′‖2
L2(μ,φ)

.

We may thus assume that S = S′ is an L2(μ,φ)-orthonormal basis and we
then have to show that

‖detS‖2
L2(μ,φ)

= N ! (5.10)

But comparing definitions shows that

detS = �N(s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sN),
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where s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sN is a length-one generator of the determinant line

detH 0(X,L) := H 0(X,L)∧N

and

�N : H 0(X,L)∧N → H 0(X,L)⊗N � H 0(XN,L�N)

is the anti-symmetrisation operator. The result now follows from (5.6). �

Now let as in Corollary A (E,ψ) be a weighted subset and ν be a proba-
bility measure with the Bernstein-Markov property for (E,ψ). For each k let
Sk = (s

(k)
j ) be an L2(ν, kψ)-orthonormal basis of H 0(kL). Given a weighted

subset (K,φ) we set

Dk(K,φ) := 1

kNk

log‖detSk‖L∞(K,kφ)

with Nk := h0(kL) and our goal is thus to show that

lim
k→∞ Dk(K,φ) = Eeq(E,ψ) − Eeq(K,φ).

Step 1. We will first show that (ii) of Corollary A is actually equivalent
to (ii) of Theorem A. Let thus μ be a probability measure on K with the
Bernstein-Markov property for (K,φ). Since the L2-norms L2(μ, kφ) and
L2(ν, kψ) are induced by scalar products on H 0(X, kL) the ratio of their
unit-ball volumes can be expressed as a Gram determinant:

vol B2(ν, kψ)

vol B2(μ, kφ)
= det

(
〈s(k)

i , s
(k)
j 〉L2(μ,kφ)

)
i,j

.

By Lemma 5.3 we thus get

‖detSk‖2
L2(μ,kφ)

= Nk!vol B2(ν, kψ)

vol B2(μ, kφ)
,

or in other words

1

kNk

log‖detSk‖L2(μ,kφ) = Lk(ν,ψ) − Lk(μ,φ) + logNk!
2kNk

.

Now Nk = O(kn) implies

logNk! = O(kn log k) = o(kNk),

and we thus see that (ii) of Corollary A is equivalent to (ii) of Theorem A.
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Step 2. We now prove (i) of Corollary A assuming that there exists a prob-
ability measure μ with the Bernstein-Markov property with respect to (K,φ)

(which is not the general case). We have to show that

log‖detSk‖L∞(K,kφ) = log‖detSk‖L2(μ,kφ) + o(kNk). (5.11)

Let ε > 0. By the Bernstein-Markov property of μ with respect to (K,φ)

there exists C > 0 such that

|s(x)|2kφ ≤ Cekε

∫
X

|s|2kφdμ (5.12)

for every k, every section s ∈ H 0(X, kL) and every x ∈ X. Now if x1, . . . , xNk

are points of X, then for each j

x �→ detSk(x1, . . . , xj−1, x, xj+1, . . . , xNk
)

is a holomorphic section in H 0(X, kL). A successive application of (5.12)
thus yields

‖detSk‖2
L∞(X,kφ) ≤ CNkekNkε‖detSk‖2

L2(μ,kφ)
,

and (5.11) follows.
Step 3. We finally show (i) of Theorem A for an arbitrary weighted sub-

set (K,φ). Note that Step 2 shows in particular that (i) of Corollary A holds
when K = X, since any smooth volume form has the Bernstein-Markov prop-
erty with respect to (X,φ) by Lemma 3.2. We remark that Dk(X, ·) is non-
increasing, and a successive application of Proposition 2.8 to each variable of
the holomorphic section detSk shows that

Dk(K,φ) = Dk(X,φK),

which is the analogue of (5.4). We may then conclude by using exactly the
same arguments as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem A, simply replacing Lk

with −Dk .

5.3 Alternative arguments for an ample line bundle

The case of an ample line bundle L already covers the C
n case. For read-

ers primarily interested in this situation we stress that all preliminary results
on mixed Monge-Ampère operators in Sect. 2 are then standard (cf. for in-
stance [35, 36]), since psh weights with minimal singularities are in fact lo-
cally bounded when L is ample.

As we are going to show, somewhat simpler proofs of Theorems A and B
can be provided when L is ample. The main point is that Theorem A can then
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be obtained as direct consequence of the usual Bouche-Catlin-Tian-Zelditch
theorem without relying on [6, 7], whereas Theorem B can be deduced by
combining Theorem A with [6, 7].

Proof of Theorem A Using the same reasoning as in Step 2 of the proof of
Theorem A above, we are reduced to showing that

Lk(X,φ1) − Lk(X,φ2) → E (PXφ1) − E (PXφ2) (5.13)

when φ1, φ2 are smooth weights. By taking differences it is even enough to
treat the case where φ2 is smooth and strictly psh, the existence of such a
weight φ2 being guaranteed by the assumption that L is ample.

Since PXφ1 is a continuous psh weight Richberg’s regularisation theorem
([48], see also [35], p. 52) yields a sequence of smooth strictly psh weights
ψj such that

εj := sup
X

|PXφ1 − ψj |

tends to 0 as j → ∞. Since Lk(X, ·) is non-decreasing and satisfies the scal-
ing property it follows that

|Lk(X,ψj ) − Lk(X,PXφ1)| ≤ εj ,

i.e.

Lk(X,ψj ) → Lk(PX,φ1) = Lk(X,φ1)

as j → ∞ uniformly with respect to k. Since we also have E (ψj ) → E (PXφ1)

we are thus reduced to the case where φ1 is smooth strictly psh as well.
We now fix a smooth volume form μ. Since μ has the BM property with re-

spect to both (X,φ1) and (X,φ2), Lemma 3.5 shows that (5.13) is equivalent
to

Lk(μ,φ1) − Lk(μ,φ2) → E (φ1) − E (φ2).

But this is just an integrated version of the Bouche-Catlin-Tian-Zelditch the-
orem (cf. [15] for a particularly simple proof of a weak version suficient for
our purpose). Indeed the latter says that the derivative of Lk(μ, ·) at a smooth
strictly psh weight (which is equal to β(μ, kφ) by Lemma 5.1) converges to
E ′(φ) = μeq(X,φ) as k → ∞.

A special case of Theorem B Here we assume that K = X. If φ1, φ2 are
smooth weights and μ is a smooth volume form Theorem A implies that

lim
k→∞ Lk(μ,φ1) − Lk(μ,φ2) = Eeq(X,φ1) − Eeq(X,φ2).
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On the other hand the differential of Lk(μ, ·) at a smooth weight φ is given by
integration against β(μ, kφ) by Lemma 5.1 and [7] (i.e. Theorem 3.1) implies
that

lim
k→∞β(μ, kφ) = μeq(X,φ).

Integrating along the line segment between φ1 and φ2 yields

Eeq(X,φ1) − Eeq(X,φ2) =
∫ 1

t=0
dt

∫
X

(φ1 − φ2)μeq(X, tφ1 + (1 − t)φ2),

which is equivalent to Theorem B (for K = X).

6 Applications to logarithmic pluri-potential theory

In this section, we will reinterpret our general results in the special case where
(X,L) = (Pn, O(1)) and the compact subsets considered lie in the affine
piece C

n. As explained in the introduction, this corresponds to weighted log-
arithmic pluri-potential theory in C

n.
We choose homogeneous coordinates [Z0 : · · · : Zn] on P

n such that
Z0 = 0 cuts out the hyperplane at infinity, so that zj := Zj/Z0 define the
Euclidean coordinates on C

n. The linear form Z0 can be seen as the section
in H 0(Pn, O(1)) inducing the constant polynomial 1 on C

n, and this section
enables us to identify weights on O(1) over C

n to functions on C
n by

φ �→ v := φ − log |Z0| = − log |Z0|φ.

We then have ddcφ = ddcv on C
n by the Lelong-Poincaré formula, and φ

extends to a psh weight (resp. with minimal singularities) on O(1) over P
n iff

v is a psh function on C
n such that v ≤ log+ |z| + O(1) (resp. v = log+ |z| +

O(1)) on C
n.

If K is a compact subset of C
n, μ is a probability measure on K and

v ∈ C0(K) is a continuous function on K , then we will talk about the
weighted subset (K,v) and the weighted measure (μ, v). The equilibrium
weight of (K,v) is then identified with the usc regularisation of Siciak’s ex-
tremal function attached to (K,v), and will be denoted by PKv. It is thus a
psh function on C

n such that PKv = log+ |z| + O(1).

6.1 Leja’s transfinite diameter as an energy

Denote by T ⊂ (C∗)n ⊂ P
n the unit compact torus induced by the toric Kähler

structure of P
n. As is well-known, the equilibrium function of (T ,0) is then

max
1≤j≤n

log+ |zj |
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and the equilibrium measure

μT := μeq(T ,0)

is then the Haar probability measure on T . For each k, let Sk denote
the family of all monomials on C

n of degree at most k, which is an
L2(μT ,0)-orthonormal basis. Comparing definitions, Leja’s transfinite diam-
eter d∞(K,v) (cf. [52]) is then seen to be defined by

logd∞(K,v) = lim
k→∞

(n + 1)!
nkn+1

log‖detSk‖L∞(K,kv)

provided the limit exists. In the unweighted case (v = 0), the limit has been
proved to exist by Zaharjuta [60]. Corollary A shows that the limit also exists
in the weighted case, and unravelling definitions we get

logd∞(K,v) = 1

n

n∑
j=0

∫
Cn

(
max

i
log+ |zi | − PKv

)
(ddcPKv)j

∧
(
ddc max

i
log+ |zi |

)n−j

(6.1)

(compare [32, 50] for the unweighted case).

6.2 A weighted iterated Robin formula

As a corollary of the recursion formula (4.7) we get the following weighted
generalisation of Rumely’s Robin-type formula [50]:

Corollary 6.1 Let (K,v) be a weighted compact subset of C
n. Then its trans-

finite diameter satisfies

logd∞(K,v) = 1

n

n∑
j=0

∫
Yj

(log
∣∣Zj

∣∣ − PKv)(ddcPKv)n−j

where [Z0 : · · · : Zn] denote homogeneous coordinates in P
n, Y0 = P

n and
Yj = {Z0 = · · · = Zj−1 = 0} when j ≥ 1.

Proof Let T0 := T , φ0 = log |Z0| and ψ := log |Z0| + v. By (6.1) we then
have

n logd∞(K,v) = (n + 1)
(

EY0(PT0φ0) − EY0(PKψ)
)

with

PT φ = max
0≤j≤n

log |Zj |.
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We thus see that PT φ|Y1 coincides with the similarly defined weight PT1φ1
on Y1. On the other hand |Z0|φ ≡ 1 on T and Proposition 4.7 thus implies

(n + 1)(EY0(PT0φ0) − EY0(PKψ))

= n(EY1(PT1φ1) − EY1(PKψ |Y1))

+
∫

Y0

(log |Z0| − PKψ)(ddcPKψ)n,

and the formula follows by induction on n. �

In case n = 1, this formula relates the weighted Robin constant

γ (K,v) := lim|z|→∞
(
v∗
K(z) − log |z|)

to the weighted transfinite diameter by

− logd∞(K,v) = γ (K,v) +
∫

K

(PKv)ddc(PKv),

the weighted version of Robin’s formula (cf. [52]).

6.3 Pull-back, the resultant and dynamics

We first consider the following general dynamics situation. Let (X,L) be a
projective manifold endowed with an ample line bundle and let f : X → X

be an endomorphism such that f ∗L = dL in the Picard group of X for some
integer d , called the (first) algebraic degree of f . These assumptions imply
in particular that f is a finite morphism, and its topological degree is e = dn.
We also assume that d ≥ 2, so that f is not an automorphism.

We would like to consider the action of d−1f ∗ on the space of weights
on L. However the equality f ∗L = dL, which holds in Pic(X), only means
that f ∗L and dL are isomorphic, and a specific choice of isomorphism is
required in order to identify weights on f ∗L with weights on dL. Such a
choice is equivalent to that of a lifting of f to a map F : L → L that is
homogeneous of degree d on the fibres.

The choice of a lift F enables to consider the action of d−1f ∗ on weights
of L, and the dynamical Green weight may then be defined by

gF := lim
m→∞(d−1F ∗)mφ

where φ is any given continuous psh weight on L. The Green weight gF is a
continuous psh weight, and is the unique fixed point of d−1F ∗ in the space of
continuous weights on L (cf. for instance Sibony’s survey in [29]). The Green
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weight gF depends on the specific choice of a lift F and not just on f . Indeed
we have

gλF = gF + 1

d − 1
log |λ| (6.2)

for each λ ∈ C
∗.

Now let (E,φ) be a reference weighted subset of X, and define the trans-
finite diameter (with respect to (E,φ)) of a weighted subset (K,ψ) by

d∞(K,ψ) := exp

(
n + 1

n
(E (PEφ) − E (PKψ))

)
,

so that this coincides with Leja’s transfinite diameter for weighted compact
subsets of C

n if (E,φ) = (T ,0). We then prove the following general pull-
back formula:

Theorem 6.2 There exists a constant c > 0 such that for any weighted subset
(K,ψ) we have

d∞(f −1K,d−1f ∗ψ) = c d∞(K,ψ)1/d

and in fact

c = exp

(
(n + 1)(d − 1)

nd
(E (PEφ) − E (gF ))

)
.

Proof Let τ be a psh weight with minimal singularities on L. We have

E (PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗τ)

= E (PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗PEφ) + E (d−1f ∗PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗τ)

= E (PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗PEφ) + d−1 (E (PEφ) − E (τ ))

by Proposition 4.8. On the other hand Proposition 2.9 shows that the equi-
librium weight of (f −1K,d−1f ∗ψ) is d−1f ∗PKψ , hence applying this to
τ := PKψ proves the first assertion with

c := exp

(
n + 1

n

(
E (PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗PEφ)

))
.

On the other hand, applying the above relation to τ := gF yields

E (PEφ) − E (d−1f ∗PEφ) = d − 1

d
(E (PEφ) − E (gF )),

hence the second assertion. �
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We now specialise this transformation formula to P
n and show how to

recover DeMarco-Rumely’s result [32].

Corollary 6.3 Let f : P
n → P

n be an endomorphism of degree d ≥ 2, and
let F : C

n+1 → C
n+1 be a lifting of f to a d-homogeneous polynomial map.

Then for every weighted compact subset (K,ψ) we have

d∞(f −1K,d−1f ∗ψ) = d∞(K,ψ)
1
d |Res(F )|−1/ndn+1

where Res(F ) denotes the resultant of F .

Proof Our arguments mostly follow [3] and [32] with some simplifications.
The space of all d-homogeneous polynomial maps F : C

n+1 → C
n+1 is an

affine space C
N+1 of dimension

N + 1 := (n + 1)

(
n + d

d

)
.

Each such map F induces a rational map f : P
n ��� P

n. By [39] (p. 105
and p. 427) there exists an irreducible hypersurface H of P

N of degree
(n + 1)dn such that f is an endomorphism iff F ∈ π−1(PN − H), where
π : C

N+1 − {0} → P
N denotes the quotient map. The variety of all degree

d endomorphisms f of P
n is thus identified with the smooth affine variety

P
N − H . The irreducible homogeneous polynomial of degree (n + 1)dn in

N + 1 variables cutting out H is called the resultant and is denoted by Res.
It is normalised by the condition Res(F0) = 1 for

F0(Z0, . . . ,Zn) = (Zd
0 , . . . ,Zd

n).

The transformation formula (6.2) above implies

E (gλF ) = E (gF ) + 1

d − 1
log |λ|,

so that F �→ (d − 1)E (gF ) descends to a weight τ on O(1) over P
N − H .

The main point is now Theorem 4.5 of [3], which says that ddcτ ≡ 0
on P

N − H . On the other hand Remark 1.3 of [3] implies that τ is locally
bounded from above near each point of H , hence extends to a psh weight on
O(1) over P

N . The closed positive (1,1)-current ddcτ on P
N is supported on

the irreducible hypersurface H , thus the Support Theorem for closed positive
currents (see [35], Corollary 2.14, p. 165) implies

ddcτ = c[H ]
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for some c > 0, and in fact c = 1/(n + 1)dn since H has degree (n + 1)dn.
This means in turn that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

E (gF ) = 1

(n + 1)(d − 1)dn
log |Res(F )| + C (6.3)

for all F . This corresponds to Proposition 4.9 of [3], whose proof has been
reformulated here. Now the Green weight of the above map F0 is easily seen
to be

gF0 = max
j

log |Zj |,

which is also the equilibrium weight PTn0 of (Tn,0). Since we have
Res(F0) = 1, we infer that C = Eeq(T ,0), so that (6.3) becomes

exp

(
(n + 1)(d − 1)

nd
(E (PT 0) − E (gF ))

)
= |Res(F )|−1/ndn+1

,

and the result follows. �

7 Analytic torsion and equidistribution of small points

7.1 Asymptotics of the analytic torsion

Let X be a compact Kähler manifold equiped with a fixed Kähler form ω and
induced measure ωn. If L is a line bundle over X, recall that the complex line

detH •(L) :=
∑
q≥0

(−1)q detHq(L)

(in our additive notation for tensor products of lines) is called the determinant
of cohomology of L. If φ is a smooth weight on L, then detH •(L) can be
equiped with a natural L2 Hermitian metric | · |L2(φ), induced by the L2 metric
associated with φ and the measure ωn at the level of harmonic representatives.
If ψ is another smooth weight on L, the quotient of the corresponding L2

metrics on detH •(L) yields a number

log
| · |2

L2(ψ)

| · |2
L2(φ)

=
∑
q≥0

(−1)q log
vol B2

q(φ)

vol B2
q(ψ)

,

where we denote by B2
q the L2-ball of Hq(X,L) for any q ≥ 0.
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The Ray-Singer analytic torsion is defined by

T (φ) :=
∑
q≥0

(−1)qq log det>0�
′′
q,

where �′′
q denotes the anti-holomorphic Laplacian ∂∂

∗ + ∂
∗
∂ acting on

smooth L-valued (0, q)-forms on X, and det>0 denotes the zeta-regularised
product of its non-zero eigenvalues 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · ·, i.e. the derivative at
z = 0 of the meromorphic continuation to C of the zeta-function

∑
j λ−z

j .
The Quillen metric on the complex line detH •(L) is then the twisted met-

ric

| · |2Q(φ) := | · |2
L2(φ)

e−T (φ).

Theorem 1.2.3 of [18] (cf. also [55], Corollary 1, p. 132) expresses varia-
tions of Quillen metrics in terms of secondary Bott-Chern forms. It implies in
particular in our case that

∑
q≥0

(−1)q log
vol B2

q(φ)

vol B2
q(ψ)

+ T (φ) − T (ψ) =
∫

X

c̃h(φ,ψ) ∧ td(ω) (7.1)

for any two smooth weights φ,ψ on L, where td(ω) = 1 + Ricci(ω)/2 +
(higher degree terms) is the Todd form of the Hermitian bundle (TX,ω) and
c̃h denotes the secondary form of the Chern character. Formula (4.2) shows
that

E (φ) − E (ψ) = n!
2

∫
X

c̃h(φ,ψ). (7.2)

If L is furthermore ample, then the higher cohomology of kL vanishes for
k � 1, thus (7.1) and (7.2) imply

log
vol B2(kφ)

vol B2(kψ)
+ T (kφ) − T (kψ) = 2kn+1

n! (E (φ) − E (ψ)) + O(kn). (7.3)

If φ is a smooth weight such that ddcφ > 0 (hence L is ample), the main
result of [17] is the following two-term asymptotic expansion of the analytic
torsion:

T (kφ) = 1

2

∫
X

log
(kddcφ)n

ωn
exp(kddcφ) + o(kn)

= kn log k

2(n − 1)! vol(L) + kn

2n!
∫

X

log

(
ddcφ)n

ωn

)
(ddcφ)n + o(kn),

and in particular T (kφ) = o(kn+1).
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On the other hand, if L is still ample but φ has arbitrary curvature, Theo-
rem 10 of [17] merely says that T (kφ) = O(kn+1). We will now explain how
to refine this estimate using our results:

Theorem 7.1 Let ω be a Kähler metric on X. If L is an ample line bundle
and φ is a smooth weight on L with arbitrary curvature, then

lim
k→∞

n!
2kn+1

T (kφ) = E (φ) − E (PXφ).

Proof Since L is ample, we can choose another smooth weight ψ on L with
ddcψ > 0, so that T (kψ) = o(kn+1) by the result of [17] recalled above. On
the other hand Lemma 3.5 implies

log
vol B2(kφ)

vol B2(kψ)
= log

vol B∞(X, kφ)

vol B∞(X, kψ)
+ o(kn+1),

and (7.3) thus yields

log
vol B∞(X, kφ)

vol B∞(X, kψ)
+ T (kφ) = 2kn+1

n! (E (φ) − E (ψ)) + o(kn+1).

Theorem A now yields the result. �

Remark 7.2 We see that for a smooth metric on an ample line bundle Theo-
rem A is in fact equivalent to the above estimate for the analytic torsion.

As a consequence of their result on the asymptotics of the analytic torsion,
Bismut-Vasserot gave in Theorem 10 of [17] an asymptotic comparison result
for L2 metrics induced by two different volume forms. We now give a simple
proof of (a generalisation of) that result:

Theorem 7.3 Let L be a big line bundle and φ be an arbitrary smooth weight
on L. For any two positive measures μ,ν on X, we then have

lim
k→∞

1

Nk

log
vol B2(ν, kφ)

vol B2(μ, kφ)
=

∫
X

log
(μ

ν

)
μeq(X,φ).

Proof Note that if f is a function on X we have B2(e−f μ,φ) = B2(μ,

φ + 2f ). Now let f := log(μ/ν) and μt := e−tf μ for t ∈ R, so that μ0 = μ

and μ1 = ν. By the above remark, Lemma 5.1 implies that

d

dt
log vol B2(μt , kφ) = Nk

∫
X

fβ(μt ,φ).
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We thus get

log
vol B2(ν, kφ)

vol B2(μ, kφ)
= Nk

∫ 1

t=0
dt

∫
X

fβ(μt , kφ)

and the result follows by dominated convergence since for each t we have
β(μt , kφ) → μeq(X,φ) by Theorem 3.1. �

7.2 Adelic heights

Following the discussion in the introduction, let X be a smooth (irreducible)
projective variety over Q and L be a big line bundle on X/Q. Suppose given
once and for all a collection (φp) of continuous weights on LCp

over X(Cp)

for every prime p such that all but finitely of them are induced by a model of
X over Z. If φ is a continuous weight on LC, recall that

LA

k (φ) = 1

kNk

log volk BA(kφ)

where BA denotes the adelic unit-ball defined by (1.12)
By the adelic version of Minkowski’s theorem (cf. Appendix A of [21]),

for every ε > 0 there exists a non-zero s ∈ H 0(L)Q such that

log‖s‖L∞(φ) ≤ −LA

1 (φ) + log 2 + ε

and log‖s‖L∞(φp) ≤ 0 for all p.

On the other hand, recall that the height of a point x ∈ X(Q) is defined by

hA
φ (x) := − 1

deg(x)

∑
y∈Gx

(
log |s(y)|φ +

∑
p

log |s(y)|φp

)
(7.4)

where G denotes the absolute Galois group, Gx is the (finite) Galois orbit
of x and s is a rational section of L defined over Q such that x is neither a
pole nor a zero of s. The right-hand side of (7.4) is indeed independent of the
choice of s by the product formula, and the sum

∑
p only involves finitely

many terms. Note that hA

kφ(x) = khA
φ (x).

If we use sections s ∈ H 0(kL)Q provided by Minkowski’s theorem to com-
pute heights, we see by (7.4) that

hA
φ (x) ≥ LA

k (φ) − log 2

k

for any x ∈ X(Q) not in the zero divisor of s, where the adelic L-functionals
LA

k are defined by (1.13). As a consequence, if xj ∈ X(Q) is a generic se-
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quence, i.e. a sequence converging to the generic point of X in the Zariski
topology, then for each k we get

lim inf
j

hA
φ (xj ) ≥ LA

k (φ) − log 2

k
,

and we infer

lim inf
j→∞ hA

φ (xj ) ≥ E A
eq(φ). (7.5)

Note that we have

E A
eq(φ) = v̂ol(L)

(n + 1)vol(L)

in the notations of [30], p. 15, and (7.5) is thus equivalent to Lemma 5.1 of
the same [30].

The main point in the proof of Theorem D is the following result.

Lemma 7.4 The function E A
eq(·) is differentiable at any continuous weight

φ such that E A
eq(φ) ∈ R. Its directional derivatives are given by integration

against the equilibrium measure μeq(X(C), φ).

Proof Since the Haar measure on

H 0(kL)A ⊂ H 0(kL)R × �pH 0(kL)Qp

is induced by a product measure, we see that variations of adelic L-functionals
are given by

LA

k (ψ) − LA

k (φ) = 1

kNk

log
volRk B∞

R
(kψ)

volRk B∞
R

(kφ)

where

B∞
R

(·) := B∞(·) ∩ H 0(kL)R

denotes the unit-ball of the sup-norm on the R-vector space H 0(kL)R of
R-sections, and volRk denotes Lebesgue measure on the latter space. By
Lemma 7.5 below, we get

lim
k→∞

1

kNk

log
volRk B∞

R
(kψ)

volRk B∞
R

(kφ)
= lim

k→∞
1

2kNk

log
volk B∞(kψ)

volk B∞(kφ)
,

where B∞ denotes as before the unit-ball of the sup-norm in the complex
vector space H 0(kL)C of C-sections and volk is Lebesgue measure on that
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space. We now conclude by Theorems A and B, using the trivial relation

lim sup
k→∞

ak − lim sup
k→∞

bk = lim
k→∞(ak − bk)

provided the right-hand limit exists (and is finite). �

Lemma 7.5 Let X be a smooth projective variety defined over R, and let L

be a big line bundle on X/R. Let φ be a continuous weight over X(C), and
denote by B∞

R
(φ) the unit-ball of the sup-norm in H 0(L)R. Then

log
volRk (B∞

R
(kφ))2

vol B∞(kφ)
= o(kNk).

Proof Let μ be a smooth positive volume form on X(C), so that (μ,φ) has
the Bernstein-Markov property. The scaling argument used in the proof of
Lemma 3.5 immediately yields

log
volRk (B2

R
(kφ))2

volk B2(kφ)
= log

volRk (B∞
R

(kφ))2

volk B∞(kφ)
+ o(kNk).

But we can further assume that μ is invariant by complex conjugation, so that
the L2(μ, kφ)-scalar product is defined over R, and it is then easy to see that
the left-hand side is equal to its value in the Euclidean space situation, that is

volRk (B2
R
(kφ))2

volk B2(kφ)
= Nk!

((Nk/2)!)2

by expressing it in terms of Gram determinants of orthonormal basis of
H 0(L)R. Now both Nk and Nk/2 are O(kn), and this implies by Stirling’s
formula that both logNk! and log(Nk/2)! are O(kn log k) = o(kn+1). The re-
sult follows. �

7.3 Proof of Theorem D

If x ∈ X(Q) is an algebraic point, let μx denote the averaging measure on
X(C) along the Galois orbit Gx. By (7.4) it is immediate to see that

hA
φ+v(x) = hA

φ (x) + 〈μx, v〉 (7.6)

for any continuous function v on X(C).
Now let (xj ) be a generic sequence such that limj→∞ hφ(xj ) = E A

eq(φ) ∈
R. If v is a continuous function on X(C), we are to show that

lim
j→∞〈μxj

, v〉 = 〈μeq(X(C), φ), v〉.
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By Lemma 7.4 the right-hand side is equal to the derivative at t = 0 of the
function g(t) := E A

eq(φ + tu). On the other hand by (7.6) the left-hand side is
equal to the derivative at t = 0 of the affine function fj (t) := hφ+tu(xj ). The
asymptotic lower bound (7.5) implies that

lim inf
j→∞ fj (t) ≥ g(t)

for all t , and the following elementary lemma yields the result.

Lemma 7.6 Let fj be a sequence of concave functions on R and let g be a
function on R such that

• lim infj→∞ fj ≥ g.
• limj→∞ fj (0) = g(0).

If the fj and g are differentiable at 0, then

lim
j→∞f ′

j (0) = g′(0).

Proof Since fj is concave, we have

fj (0) + f ′
j (0)t ≥ fj (t)

and it follows that

lim inf
j→∞ tf ′

j (0) ≥ g(t) − g(0).

The result now follows by first letting t > 0 and then t < 0 tend to 0. �

In other words this lemma states that if gj (t) = fj (t) − g(t) is asymptoti-
cally minimized at t = 0 when j → ∞ in the sense that

gj (t) ≥ gj (0) + o(1)

then the derivative at 0 is asymptotically 0, i.e. g′
j (0) = o(1). This lemma is

inspired by the variational principle in the original proof by Szpiro-Ullmo-
Zhang [56]. The case of concave functions fk pertains to the situation con-
sidered in [14].

Acknowledgements We would like to thank B. Berndtsson, F. Berteloot, A. Chambert-Loir,
J.-P. Demailly, V. Guedj, C. Mourougane, N. Levenberg and A. Zeriahi for interesting discus-
sions related to the contents of the present paper. We are especially grateful to N. Levenberg
for pointing out a gap in the proof of Theorem B in a previous version of this work. Finally we
thank the anonymous referees for some useful suggestions regarding the organisation of the
article.

 Author's personal copy 



392 R. Berman, S. Boucksom

References

1. Aleksandrov, A.D.: On the theory of mixed volumes of convex bodies III: Extension of
two theorems of Minkowski on convex polyhedra to arbitrary convex bodies. Mat. Sb. 3(1),
27–44 (1938) (Russian). [English translation available in Selected works Part I: Selected
scientific papers. Gordon and Breach]

2. Aubin, T.: Réduction du cas positif de l’équation de Monge-Ampère sur les variétés käh-
lériennes compactes à la démonstration d’une inégalité. J. Funct. Anal. 57(2), 143–153
(1984)

3. Bassanelli, G., Bertoloot, F.: Bifurcation currents in holomorphic dynamics on P
n.

J. Reine Angew. Math. 608, 201–235 (2007)
4. Bedford, E., Taylor, B.A.: A new capacity for plurisubharmonic functions. Acta Math.

149(1–2), 1–40 (1982)
5. Bedford, E., Taylor, B.A.: Fine topology, Šilov boundary, and (ddc)n. J. Funct. Anal.

72(2), 225–251 (1987)
6. Berman, R.: Bergman kernels and equilibrium measures for line bundles over projective

manifolds. Preprint (2007). arXiv:0710.4375
7. Berman, R.: Determinantal point processes and fermions on compex manifolds: bulk uni-

versality. Preprint (2008). arXiv:0811.3341
8. Berman, R.: Large deviations and entropy for determinantal point processes on complex

manifolds. Preprint (2008). arXiv:0812.4224
9. Berman, R.: Bergman kernels for weighted polynomials and weighted equilibrium mea-

sures of Cn. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 58(4), 1921–1946 (2009)
10. Berman, R., Boucksom, S.: Equidistribution of Fekete points on complex manifolds.

Preprint (2008). arXiv:0807.0035
11. Berman, R., Demailly, J.-P.: Regularity of plurisubharmonic upper envelopes in big coho-

mology classes. Preprint (2009). arXiv:0905.1246
12. Berman, R., Witt Nyström, D.: Convergence of Bergman measures for high powers of a

line bundle. Preprint (2008). arXiv:0805.2846
13. Berman, R., Boucksom, S., Guedj, V., Zeriahi, A.: A variational approach to complex

Monge-Ampère equations. Preprint (2009). arXiv:0907.4490
14. Berman, R., Boucksom, S., Witt Nyström, D.: Fekete points and convergence towards

equilibrium measures on complex manifolds. Preprint (2009). arXiv:0907.2820
15. Berndtsson, B.: Bergman kernels related to Hermitian line bundles over compact complex

manifolds. In: Explorations in Complex and Riemannian Geometry. Contemp. Math., vol.
332, pp. 1–17. Am. Math. Soc., Providence (2003)

16. Berndtsson, B.: Positivity of direct image bundles and convexity on the space of Kähler
metrics. J. Diff. Geom. 81(3), 457–482 (2009)

17. Bismut, J.-M., Vasserot, E.: The asymptotics of the Ray-Singer analytic torsion associated
with high powers of a positive line bundle. Commun. Math. Phys. 125(2), 355–367 (1989)

18. Bismut, J.-M., Gillet, H., Soulé, C.: Analytic torsion and holomorphic determinant bun-
dles. I–III. Direct images and Bott-Chern forms. Commun. Math. Phys. 115 (1988)

19. Bloom, T., Levenberg, N.: Strong asymptotics for Christoffel functions of planar mea-
sures. Preprint (2007). arXiv:0709.2073

20. Bloom, T., Levenberg, N.: Transfinite diameter notions in C
N and integrals of Vander-

monde determinants. Preprint (2007). arXiv:0712.2844
21. Bombieri, E., Gubler, W.: Heights in Diophantine Geometry. New Mathematical Mono-

graphs, vol. 4. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2006)
22. Bonavero, L.: Inégalités de Morse holomorphes singulières. J. Geom. Anal. 8(3), 409–425

(1998)
23. Bouche, T.: Convergence de la métrique de Fubini-Study d’un fibré linéaire positif. Ann.

Inst. Fourier 40(1), 117–130 (1990)
24. Boucksom, S.: On the volume of a line bundle. Int. J. Math. 13(10), 1043–1063 (2002)

 Author's personal copy 

http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0710.4375
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0811.3341
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0812.4224
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0807.0035
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0905.1246
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0805.2846
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0907.4490
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0907.2820
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0709.2073
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0712.2844


Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy 393

25. Boucksom, S., Eyssidieux, P., Guedj, V., Zeriahi, A.: Monge-Ampère equations in big
cohomology classes. Preprint (2008). arXiv:0812.3674. To appear in Acta Math.

26. Boucksom, S., Favre, C., Jonsson, M.: Valuations and plurisubharmonic singularities.
Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 44(2), 449–494 (2008)

27. Boucksom, S., Favre, C., Jonsson, M.: Differentiability of volumes of divisors and a prob-
lem of Teissier. J. Algebraic Geom. 18, 279–308 (2009)

28. Catlin, D.: The Bergman kernel and a theorem of Tian. In: Analysis and Geometry in
Several Complex Variables, Katata, 1997. Trends Math., pp. 1–23. Birkhäuser, Boston
(1999)

29. Cerveau, D., Ghys, E., Sibony, N., Yoccoz, J.-C.: Dynamique et Géométrie Complexes.
Panoramas et Synthèses, vol. 8. Société Mathématique de France, Paris (1999)

30. Chambert-Loir, A., Thuillier, A.: Formule de Mahler et équidistribution logarithmique.
Ann. Inst. Fourier 59(3), 977–1014 (2009)

31. Chen, X.X.: The space of Kähler metrics. J. Diff. Geom. 56(2), 189–234 (2000)
32. De Marco, L., Rumely, R.: Transfinite diameter and the resultant. J. Reine Angew. Math.

611, 145–161 (2007)
33. Deift, P.A.: Orthogonal Polynomials and Random Matrices: A Riemann-Hilbert Ap-

proach. Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 3. American Mathematical Society,
Providence (1999). New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences,
New York

34. Demailly, J.-P.: Regularization of closed positive currents and Intersection Theory. J. Al-
gebraic Geom. 1, 361–409 (1992)

35. Demailly, J.-P.: Complex Analytic and Algebraic Geometry. Book available at www.
fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/books.html

36. Demailly, J.-P.: Potential Theory in Several Complex Variables. Manuscript available at
www.fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/

37. Donaldson, S.K.: Anti self-dual Yang-Mills connections over complex algebraic surfaces
and stable vector bundles. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 50(1), 1–26 (1985)

38. Donaldson, S.K.: Scalar curvature and projective embeddings. II. Q. J. Math. 56(3), 345–
356 (2005)

39. Gelfand, I.M., Kapranov, M.M., Zelevinsky, A.V.: Discriminants, Resultants, and Multi-
dimensional Determinants. Birkhäuser, Boston (1994). x+523

40. Guedj, V., Zeriahi, A.: Intrinsic capacities on compact Kähler manifolds. J. Geom. Anal.
15, 607–639 (2005)

41. Ji, S., Shiffman, B.: Properties of compact complex manifolds carrying closed positive
currents. J. Geom. Anal. 3(1), 37–61 (1993)

42. Johansson, K.: Random matrices and determinantal processes. Preprint (2005). arXiv:
math-ph/0510038v1

43. Kinderlehrer, D.: Stampacchia: An Introduction to Variational Inequalities and Their Ap-
plications. Academic Press, New York (1980)

44. Klimek, M.: Pluripotential Theory. London Mathematical Society Monographs. New Se-
ries, vol. 6. Oxford Science Publications/The Clarendon Press/Oxford University Press,
New York (1991)

45. Lempio, F., Maurer, H.: Differential stability in infinite-dimensional nonlinear program-
ming. Appl. Math. Optim. 6, 139–152 (1980)

46. Mabuchi, T.: K-energy maps integrating Futaki invariants. Tohoku Math. J. (2) 38(4), 575–
593 (1986)

47. Nguyen, T.V., Zeriahi, A.: Familles de polynômes presque partout bornés. Bull. Sci. Math.
(2) 107(1), 81–91 (1983)

48. Richberg, R.: Stetige streng pseudokonvexe Funktionen. Math. Ann. 175, 257–286 (1968)
49. Rockafellar, R.T.: Convex Analysis. Princeton Landmarks in Mathematics (1970)
50. Rumely, R.: A Robin formula for the Fekete-Leja transfinite diameter. Math. Ann. 337(4),

729–738 (2007)

 Author's personal copy 

http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:0812.3674
http://www.fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/books.html
http://www.fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/books.html
http://www.fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:math-ph/0510038v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:math-ph/0510038v1


394 R. Berman, S. Boucksom

51. Rumely, R., Lau, C.F., Varley, R.: Existence of the sectional capacity. Mem. Am. Math.
Soc. 145(690) (2000)

52. Saff, E.B., Totik, V.: Logarithmic Potentials with Exterior Fields. Springer, Berlin (1997).
(With an appendix by Bloom, T.)

53. Schneider, R.: Convex Bodies, the Brunn-Minkowski Theory. Encyclopaedia of Mathe-
matics and Its Applications, vol. 44. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1993)

54. Siciak, J.: Families of polynomials and determining measures. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse
Math. (5) 9(2), 193–211 (1988)

55. Soulé, C.: Lectures on Arakelov Geometry. With the Collaboration of D. Abramovich,
J.-F. Burnol and J. Kramer. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 33 (1992)

56. Szpiro, L., Ullmo, E., Zhang, S.: Equirépartition des petits points. Invent. Math. 127(2),
337–347 (1997)

57. Tian, G.: On a set of polarized Kähler metrics on algebraic manifolds. J. Differ. Geom.
32(1), 99–130 (1990)

58. Tian, G.: Canonical Metrics in Kähler Geometry. Birkhäuser, Basel (2000)
59. Yuan, X.: Big line bundles over arithmetic varieties. Invent. Math. 173(3), 603–649 (2008)
60. Zaharjuta, V.: Transfinite diameter, Chebyshev constants, and capacity for compacta

in C
n. Math. USSR Sb. 25, 350–364 (1975)

61. Zelditch, S.: Szegö kernels and a theorem of Tian. Int. Math. Res. Not. 6, 317–331 (1998)

 Author's personal copy 


	Growth of balls of holomorphic sections and energy at equilibrium
	Introduction
	The setting
	The Monge-Ampère energy functional
	Asymptotics of ball volumes and energy at equilibrium
	From volumes of L2-balls to transfinite diameters
	Applications to analytic torsion and Arakelov geometry
	Structure of the paper

	Mixed Monge-Ampère operators and equilibrium weights
	Weights vs. metrics
	Big bundles and minimal singularities
	Mixed Monge-Ampère operators and comparison principle
	Equilibrium weights
	Approximation by pluri-subharmonic envelopes of smooth weights

	The Bergman distortion function and the Bernstein-Markov property
	Bergman kernels
	The Bernstein-Markov property

	The Monge-Ampère energy functional
	The energy functional on psh weights
	General properties of the energy
	Proof of Theorem B

	Volume growth and transfinite diameter
	Proof of Theorem A
	Proof of Corollary A
	Alternative arguments for an ample line bundle

	Applications to logarithmic pluri-potential theory
	Leja's transfinite diameter as an energy
	A weighted iterated Robin formula
	Pull-back, the resultant and dynamics

	Analytic torsion and equidistribution of small points
	Asymptotics of the analytic torsion
	Adelic heights
	Proof of Theorem D

	Acknowledgements
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


