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KÄHLER-EINSTEIN METRICS NEAR AN ISOLATED LOG-CANONICAL

SINGULARITY

VED DATAR∗, XIN FU∗∗, JIAN SONG†

Abstract. We construct Kähler-Einstein metrics with negative scalar curvature near an iso-
lated log canonical (non-log terminal) singularity. Such metrics are complete near the singularity
if the underlying space has complex dimension 2. We also establish a stability result for Kähler-
Einstein metrics near certain types of isolated log canonical singularity. As application, for
complex dimension 2 log canonical singularity, we show that any complete Kähler-Einstein met-
ric of negative scalar curvature near an isolated log canonical (non-log terminal) singularity is
smoothly asymptotically close to model Kähler-Einstein metrics from hyperbolic geometry.

1. Introduction

The existence of Kähler-Einstein metrics on complex manifold has been the central topic in
complex geometry for decades. In [50], Yau established the existence of Ricci flat metrics on
complex manifolds with zero Chern class by solving the Calabi conjecture, while Aubin and Yau
[2, 50] proved the existence of Kähler-Einstein metrics independently on canonically polarized
compact manifolds. Recent results of Chen-Donaldson-Sun [10, 11, 12], Tian [47] and many
interesting subsequent papers proved equivalence between existence of Kähler-Einstein metrics
and K-stability for Fano manifolds, confirming the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture. Also there
has been intensive study of degenerate complex Monge-Ampère equations and construction of
singular Kähler-Einstein metrics on singular varieties with Kawamata log terminal (klt) singu-
larities, for example in [22, 54], based on Kolodziej’s fundamental result in [34]. Kähler-Einstein
metrics on canonical polarized variety with log canonical singularity are constructed in [4] by
the variational approach. When such varieties appear on the boundary of the KSB compact-
ification of smooth canonical models of general type, such Kähler-Einstein metrics turn out
to be genuinely geometric as degeneration of Kähler-Einstein metrics [42, 43]. However, little
is known about the geometric behavior of these singular Kähler-Einstein metrics near the log
canonical singularities. For smoothable klt singularities, the fundamental work of Donaldson-
Sun [20, 21] and [37] show that the tangent cone at any given singular point is unique and admits
a Ricci-flat cone metric as the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of smooth Käher-Einstein metrics. Such
non-collapsed local models for smoothable klt singularities are always built on Sasakian geom-
etry and an interesting metric stability result is obtained in [28, 16]. In this paper, we will
study Kähler-Einstein metrics near isolated log canonical (non-log terminal) singularity and
their asymptotic collapsing behavior near the complete end.

Let (X, p) be a germ of an isolated log canonical algebraic singularity p embedded in (CN , 0).
In this paper, we will assume p is not a log terminal singularity. We would like to construct local
Kähler-Einstein metrics with negative scalar curvature in an open neighborhood of the singular
point p. Let ρ be a nonnegative smooth plurisubharmonic (PSH) function on CN with ρ(0) = 0
and

√
−1∂∂ρ > 0. We let U ⊂⊂ X be the open domain defined by

(1.1) U = {ρ < a} ∩X

for some sufficiently small constant a > 0. For example, we can always choose ρ =
∑N

j=1 |zj |2.
By choosing a generic sufficiently small a > 0, we can assume that ∂U is smooth and strongly
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pseudoconvex. We will fix such a domain U for (X, p) for the rest of the paper. We further
require that the canonical divisor KU is Cartier and fix a local volume measure ΩX on U by

(1.2) ΩX = (
√
−1)nν ∧ ν,

where ν is a local generator of KU . Similarly, we can define ΩX when KU is Q-Cartier.
We will consider the following Dirichlet problem of a complex Monge-Ampère equation related

to the Kähler-Einstein metric on U .

(1.3)





(
√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕΩX , in U \ {p}

ϕ = ψ, on ∂U .
where ψ ∈ C∞(∂U). Our first result is on existence of finite volume Kähler-Einstein metrics
near isolated log-canonical singularities. To state the theorem, fix a log resolution π : Y → X
and let D be the simple normal crossing exceptional divisor. We also fix a defining section σD
and a hermitian metric hD for the line bundle corresponding to D (cf. Section 2 for more precise
definition). We

Theorem 1.1. Let (U , p) be a germ of an isolated log canonical algebraic (non-log terminal)
singularity defined as above. For any smooth function ψ on ∂U , there exists a function ϕKE

satisfying the following:

(1) ϕKE ∈ C∞(π−1(U) \ Supp(D)) ∩ PSH(π−1(U)),
(2) For any ǫ > 0, there is a constant Cǫ > 0, such that on π−1(U) \ Supp(D),

C ≥ ϕKE ≥ −(2n+ ǫ) log(− log |σD|2hD)− Cǫ.

(3) ϕKE solves equation (1.3) on U \ {p} if we identify U \ {p} with π−1(U) \ Supp(D), and
the Kähler metric ωKE =

√
−1∂∂ϕKE is Kähler-Einstein with finite volume:∫

U\{p}
ωnKE <∞.

(4) ϕKE has vanishing Lelong number at any point in π−1(U) and for x ∈ π−1(U),
lim

x→Supp(D)
ϕKE(x) = −∞.

Moreover, any solution to (1.3) (when pulling back to π−1(U) \ Supp(D)) satisfying (1) and (2)
above is unique.

One naturally would ask how the Kähler-Einstein metric gKE in Theorem 1.1 behaves near
the singularity p geometrically. We propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. Let gKE be a Kähler-Einstein metric constructed in Theorem 1.1 on U \ {p}.
Then gKE is complete near p. More precisely, for any fixed point q ∈ U \ {p} and R > 0, there
exists an open neighborhood Vq,R of p in U such that for any point x ∈ Vq,R \{p} and any smooth
path γ joining q and x in U \ {p}, we have

|γ|gKE
> R,

where |γ|gKE
is the arc length of γ with respect to gKE.

We are able to confirm the above conjecture in the following two special cases.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture 1.1 holds when dimU = 2.

The construction from Theorem 1.1 gives infinitely many Kähler-Einstein metrics near the log
canonical singularity p by assigning different boundary conditions. However, certain asymptotic
stability should hold for such complete Kähler-Einstein metrics. More precisely, the asymptotic
geometric behavior of complete Kähler-Einstein metrics near a log canonical singularity p should
be completely determined by the analytic structure of p.
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Our next result is to establish a volume stability for such complete Kähler-Einstein metrics.
We can always shrink U slightly because we are interested in the behavior of complete Kähler-
Einstein metrics near the isolated log canonical singularity p.

Theorem 1.3. Let gKE and g′KE be two Kähler-Einstein metrics on U \ {p} for an isolated log
canonical (non-log terminal) singularity p. Let R(x) and R′(x) be the distance functions from
any point x ∈ U \ {p} to ∂U with respect to gKE and g′KE. If both gKE and g′KE are complete
near p, then there exits c = c(n) > 0 such that

(1.4) 1− c(n)

R′(x)
≤ det (g′KE)

det (gKE)
(x) ≤ 1 +

c(n)

R(x)

for any x ∈ U \ {p} with R(x) > 1 and R′(x) > 1. In particular,

lim
x→p

det (g′KE)

det (gKE)
(x) = 1,

where x→ p with respect to the Euclidean metric from any local embedding of p in CN .

Theorem 1.3 also implies that the potentials of two complete Kähler-Einstein metrics near
the isolated log canonical singularity p must be asymptotically close to each other at infinity.

There is a large class of log canonical singularities that admits complete Kähler-Einstein
metrics with bounded geometry at the complete end. For example, a metric uniformization
is obtained in [31, 32] for isolated log canonical singularity in complex dimension 2. Another
interesting example of cones over an abelian variety is constructed in [23]. We apply the method
of bounded geometry by [14] (see also [31, 32, 48]) to prove the following stability result.

Theorem 1.4. Let (U , p) be a germ of an isolated log canonical singularity p. If there exists a
complete Kähler-Einstein metric θ near p with bounded geometry of order k ≥ 2, then for any
complete Kähler-Einstein metric gKE on U \{p} and k ≥ 0, there exists C = C(n, k, θ, gKE) > 0
such that for any x ∈ U with Rθ(x) > 1, we have

(1.5) ‖∇k
θ(ωKE − θ)‖θ(x) ≤

C

(Rθ(x))
1

2

,

where Rθ(x) is the distance from x to ∂U and ∇θ is the covariant derivative with respect to θ.

Remark 1.1. We remark that the completeness assumption of ωKE is necessary, because there
are examples of germ of log canonical singularity (U \ p) which admit both complete and incom-
plete Kähler-Einstein metrics (cf. [25, Example 2.7]). We also want to compare our stability
result with the results of [28, 16]. There in the Ricci flat case, if we could relate two different
Kähler-Einstein metrics ω1

KE, ω
2
KE as ω1

KE = ω2
KE +

√
−1∂∂u, the difficulty lies in the higher

order estimate of u. While in our case, one new ingredient is that we can show the boundedness
of volume ratio u unconditionally in Theorem 1.3 and then use it to show that any local complete
ωKE can be obtained from Cheng-Yau type construction once we have a good model metric. Then
higher order regularity of volume ratio is a byproduct of Cheng-Yau type construction. And to
our knowledge, the asymptotics result improves Cheng-Yau global construction and hence is new.

We also have the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Let (U , p) be the germ of a log canonical singularity p with dimU = 2. Then
for any complete Kähler-Einstein metric gKE near p, (U \ {p}, gKE) must be asymptotically
isometric to one of the following two local models.

(1)
(
B2/Γ, gB2/Γ

)
, where B2 is the unit ball in C2, Γ is a parabolic discrete subgroup of

Aut(B2) and gB2/Γ is the Kähler metric induced by the group arction invariant hyperbolic

metric on B2.
3



(2)
(
(H×H)/Γ, g(H×H)/Γ

)
, where H is the hyperbolic upper half plane, Γ is a parabolic dis-

crete subgroup of Aut(H × H) and g(H×H)/Γ is the Kähler metric induced by the group
action invariant hyperbolic metric gH×H.

Furthermore, if we take a sequence of points pj ∈ (U \p) with pj → p (in the Euclidean topology),
then (U , pj , gKE) converges to line R as in case (1) and converges to flat cylinder S1 × R as in
case (2), in pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

Theorem 1.4 can also be applied to higher dimensional complex hyperbolic cusps. (cf. [23])

Remark 1.2. For application, our Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.1 can be applied to understand
the geometry of Kähler-Einstein metric with negative scalar curvature constructed on certain
stable canonical polarized variety by Berman-Guenancia [4] and Song [42] (cf. example 5.1).

We further conjecture that for any complete Kähler-Einstein metric gKE on (U , p) an isolated
log canonical singularity p, any sequence of points xj → p and positive λj ≥ 1, then (U \
{p}, xj , λjgKE) converges in pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology to a product of R, C, compact
Calabi-Yau varieties and complete Calabi-Yau varieties with cylindrical end.

We briefly outline our paper. In section 2, we prove Theorem 1.1 by solving the Dirichlet
problem of singular complex Monge-Ampere equations. We prove the volume stability of Theo-
rem 1.3 for complete Kähler-Einstein metrics near isolated log canonical singularities in section
3 and a metric stability Theorem 1.4 if one of the Kähler-Einstein metric satisfies the bounded
geometry condition in section 4. In section 5, we prove Theorem 1.2 for surfaces and Corol-
lary 1.1. In section 6, we give a short discussion of conjecture 1.1 for smoothable isolated log
singularities.

Acknowledgements: The second author would like to thank Professor H-J. Hein for his il-
luminating lectures on his joint work with Professor S. Sun [28] during the Summer School at
Notre Dame University in 2017 and F. Tong for many interesting discussions. We also thank
the anonymous referee for many useful suggestions.

2. Kähler-Einstein metrics near log canonical singularities

2.1. The set-up. In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1. We first recall the definition for
log canonical singularities.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a normal variety such that KX is a Q-Cartier divisor. Let π : Y → X
be a log resolution and {Ei}pi=1 the irreducible components of the exceptional locus Exc(π) of π.
There there exists a unique collection ai ∈ Q such that

KY = π∗KX +

p∑

i=1

aiEi.

Then X is said to have log-canonical (resp. klt) singularities if

ai ≥ −1 (resp. ai > −1) for all i.

In this paper, since we are considering isolated singularity, we have π(Exc(π)) = p. We have
to prescribe singularities of the solution ϕ to obtain a canonical and unique Kähler-Einstein
current on X. To do so, we lift all the data to a log resolution π : Y → X. It is more convenient
to write the adjunction formula in the following form:

KY = π∗KX +
n∑

i

aiEi −
m∑

j

bjFj , ai ≥ 0, 0 < bj ≤ 1.

Let σEi , 1 ≤ i ≤ n be the defining section for line bundle associated to Ei and σFi , 1 ≤ j ≤ m
be the defining section for line bundle associated to Fj . We also equip the line bundles associated
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to Ei and Fi with smooth hermitian metric hEi , hFj on Y . Then we define:

|σE |2hE :=
∏

i

|σEi |2aihi
, |σF |2hF :=

∏

j

|σFj |
2bj
hj

Recall that ΩX is a local volume form defined on U in formula (1.2), now let ΩY be a smooth
strictly positive volume form on π−1(U), defined by

ΩY = (|σE |2hE )
−1|σF |2hF π

∗ΩX .

Then lifting equation (1.3) to Y , we have

{
(π∗

√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eπ

∗ϕ(|σF |2hF )
−1|σE|2hEΩY ,

π∗ϕ|∂U = ψ.
(2.1)

Abusing notation, we still denote the domain π−1(U) by U . Let θ be a fixed smooth Kähler
form on Y and we consider the following perturbed family of complex Monge-Ampère equations
on π−1(U) for s ∈ (0, 1),





(sθ +
√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n = eϕs

∏
i(|σEi

|2hEi
+s)ai

∏
j(|σFj

|2hFj
+s)bj

ΩY ,

ϕs|∂U = ψ.

(2.2)

For each s > 0, we shall first get solution ϕs for equation (2.2). When s = 0, equation (2.2)
coincides with equation (1.3). Next we want to use pluripotential theory to get uniform C0

estimate with barrier of ϕs. Similar C0 estimate of degenerate Monge-Ampère equations have
been obtained in different settings such as on unit ball in [34], on singular Stein domain in [26]
and on singular variety with Klt singularity in [22, 18, 54]. The main differences of our geometric
domain with previous setting is the following: we consider the log canonical singularity, which
means we do not have Lp(p > 1) integrability of right hand side of equations (2.2), hence we do
not have uniform boundedness control of ϕs, which will also cause extra trouble for high order
derivative estimates.

Firstly, let us recall that our domain U is defined by U := {ρ < a} in formula 1.1, where ρ
is smooth on CN . Hence π∗ρ is smooth on π−1U , where π is a resolution of singularity. Now
choose an arbitrary smooth extension ψ1 of ψ, which is supported on a neighborhood of ∂U .
Hence π∗ρ is smooth on π−1U . By choosing A large enough, we define a semipositive (1,1) form
ω on U
(2.3) ω := A

√
−1∂∂(ρ− a) +

√
−1∂∂ψ1.

Now

sθ +
√
−1∂∂ϕs = ω + sθ +

√
−1∂∂(ϕs −A(ρ− a)− ψ1)

Let φs := ϕs − A(ρ − a) − ψ1,M = A(ρ − a) + ψ1, then we can rewrite equations (2.2) as a
new family of equations with φs as unknown functions and with zero Dirichlet boundary.





(ω + sθ +
√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n =
eϕs+M

∏
i(|σEi

|2hEi
+s)ai

∏
j(|σFj

|2hFj
+s)bj

ΩY ,

ϕs|∂U = 0.

(2.4)

The above equations hold for φs, we abuse notation and still denote the unknown functions by
ϕs. Notice all the estimate we get for φs also holds for ϕs due to the fact that M is independent
of s. From now on, we will focus on equations (2.4).

Lemma 2.1. For each fixed s > 0, there exists a unique smooth solution ϕs to equation (2.4).
5



Proof. Recall that ∂U := {ρ = a}, hence φ := ρ − a is equal to 0 on ∂U . Now one subsolution
of equation (2.4) will be Aφ by choosing A sufficient large. it is well-known that existence of
subsolution implies existence of solution, see for example [7, Theorem A]. �

Next, we state the Kodaira Lemma which is very useful in the estimates that follows.

Lemma 2.2. [33, Lemma 2.62] Let π : Y → X be log resolution of singularity, where X is Q

factorial. Also let ω be a Kähler form on X and θ be a Kähler form on Y . Then there exists a
simple normal crossing divisor D =

∑
Di supporting on the exceptional locus, hermitian metrics

hDi on the line bundle associated to Di and a sequence of constants αi > 0, s0 > 0 such that

π∗ω + s
∑

i

αi
√
−1∂∂ log hDi > 0,

for all 0 < s ≤ s0. By adjusting the coefficients αi of Di we may assume that s0 = 1 and that
there exists a constant β > 0 such that

π∗ω +
∑

i

√
−1∂∂αi log hDi > βθ.

For simplicity, we also define

(2.5) |σD|2hD :=
∏

i

|Di|2αi
hDi

,
√
−1∂∂ log hD :=

∑

i

αi
√
−1∂∂ log hDi .

In the next two sections we obtain uniform estimates for ϕs, completing the proof of Theorem
1.1.

2.2. The C0-estimate.

Proposition 2.1. Let |σD|2hD be defined as in (2.5). For any ǫ > 0, there exists a constant
Cǫ > 0 such that

C ≥ ϕs ≥ −(2n + ǫ) log
(
− log |σD|2hD

)
− Cǫ.

Proof. First note that all ϕs are Cθ- PSH for some fixed large constant C independent of s and
ϕs = 0 on ∂U , this implies that

∆θϕs ≥ −C.
The upper bound then follows easily by comparing ϕs to the solution to the following Dirichlet
problem:

∆θu = −C,
u = 0 on ∂U .

For the lower bound we will use a barrier function inspired by [43, Proposition 3.1] (See also [19]
for an interesting C0 estimate for singular Kähler-Einstein metrics in families). From now on,
denote ǫ > 0 a small but fixed constant and Cǫ a constant depending on ǫ which might change

from line to line. Let D be as in 2.5. We scale hD so that |σD|2hD < e
−3n
ǫ . Note that this has no

effect on
√
−1∂∂ log hD. Now let H be a function defined on (−∞, 0] satisfying H ′ > 0,H ′′ > 0

to be determined. For each fixed divisor Fj and some constant 0 < δ < 1, consider the following

barrier function H(ujǫ), where

ujǫ := ǫ log |σD|2 − ǫ2(− log |Fj |2hFj
)1−δ .

For ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, direct calculation shows that

ω +
√
−1∂∂ujǫ = ω − ǫRic(D)− ǫ2(1− δ)(− log |Fj |2hFj

)−δ
√
−1∂∂(− log |Fj |2hFj

)

+ ǫ2δ(1 − δ)(− log |Fj |2hFj
)−1−δ√−1∂ log |Fj |2hFj

∧ ∂̄ log |Fj |2hFj

6



Notice that − log |Fj |2hFj
> 1, therefore (possibly change θ)

ǫ2(1− δ)(− log |Fj |2hFj
)−δ

√
−1∂∂(− log |Fj |2hFj

) ≤ ǫ2θ.

It follows from Kodaira’s Lemma that for ǫ sufficiently small, one has

(2.6) ω − ǫRic(D)− ǫ2(1− δ)(− log |Fj |2hFj
)−δ

√
−1∂∂(− log |Fj |2hFj

) ≥ ǫ

2
θ.

If we write |Fj |2 = |zj |2eϕj locally near divisor Fj , we have

(2.7)
√
−1∂ log |Fj |2hFj

∧ ∂̄ log |Fj |2hFj
≥

√
−1dzj ∧ dz̄j
2|zj |2

− θ

Combine inequalities (2.6,2.7) and further assume that H can be choosen such that H ′(ujǫ) <
1, we have

ω + sθ +
√
−1∂∂H(ujǫ) ≥ ω +H ′√−1∂∂ujǫ

≥ H ′(ω +
√
−1∂∂ujǫ)

≥ H ′
( ǫ
4
θ + ǫ2δ(1− δ)(− log |Fj |2hFj

)−1−δ
√
−1dzj ∧ dz̄j

|zj |2
)

Now define Ĥ =
∑

j H(ujǫ)

m (recall that m is the number of components of F =
∑
Fj) and

χs = ω + sθ +
√
−1∂∂Ĥ, direct calculation shows that

(2.8) χns ≥ Cδ,ǫ,n(H
′)n

dz1 ∧ dz̄1 · · · dzn ∧ dz̄n
Πj

(
|zj |2(− log |zj |)1+δ

)

Now we define H(x) = −B log(−x) for some 3n > B > 0 to be chosen later, and consider

φs := ϕs − Ĥ.

Then φs solves the following equation

(2.9) (χs +
√
−1∂∂φs)

n = eφs+Ĥ+M

∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY .

Let qs be the minimum point of φs. Without loss of generality we may assume that qs lies in the
interior. Since φs(x) → +∞ as x → Supp(D), we may also assume that qs /∈ Supp(D). Then
by the maximum principle, at qs we have the following estimate

(2.10) χns ≤ eφs+Ĥ+M

∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY ≤ C

eφs+Ĥ∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
θn,

for some constant C independent of s. Now locally near qs, σD = zα1

1 · · · zαn
k where (z1, · · · , zn)

are complex coordinates and αi > 0 for i = 1, · · · , k. Combine inequalities (2.8,2.10), we have

eφs ≥ Cδ,ǫ,ne
−Ĥ (H ′)n

Πj(− log |zj |)1+δ
≥ Cδ,ǫ,B

(− log |σD|2)B−n

Πj(− log |zj |)1+δ
,

where we have used bj ≤ 1 and the following two inequalities

(2.11) e−Ĥ ≥ B log(− log |σD|2hD), (H
′)n ≥ (−2Bǫ log |σD|2hD)

−n.

Choosing δ << ǫ and B = 2n+ ǫ, we have eφs ≥ Cǫ. Therefore

(2.12) ϕs ≥ Ĥ − Cǫ = −
∑

j

(2n+ ǫ)

m
log(−ujǫ)− Cǫ ≥ −(2n+ ǫ) log(− log |σD|2)− Cǫ.

�
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Corollary 2.1. There exists a constant C independent of s such that∫

U\Supp(D)
(ω + sθ +

√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n ≤ C.

Proof. Recall that hD is chosen such that |σD|2hD < e−4n. Let f = −3n log(− log |σD|2hD) + A
for some sufficiently large A > 0 so that

f ≥ ϕs

on ∂U for all s ∈ (0, 1). From the calculations above one can see that f ∈ PSH(ω + sθ). For
ε > 0, we let

ϕs,ε = ϕs + ǫ log |σD|2hD .
By Proposition 2.1 we have that ϕs,ε < f near Supp(D) and on ∂U . In particular, this implies
that the set {ϕs,ǫ > f} will be supported on a relatively compact set contained in (U \Supp(D)).

So by the comparison principle (cf.[8, Lemma 3.4]) and the fact that sθ + ǫ
√
−1∂∂ log hD ≥ 0

for sufficiently small ǫ, we have,∫

ϕs,ǫ>f
(ω+ sθ+

√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n ≤
∫

ϕs,ǫ>f
(ω+2sθ+

√
−1∂∂ϕs,ǫ)

n ≤
∫

ϕs,ǫ>f
(ω+2sθ+

√
−1∂∂f)n.

If we note that as ε ց 0, the open sets Wε = {ϕs,ε ≥ f} increase to W = {ϕs > f}. Note that
Supp(D) ⊂ W by Proposition 2.1. We shall see in the next section, that on compact subsets
of U \ Supp(D) (for instance on U \W ), one has uniform second derivative bounds on ϕs (cf.
Lemma 2.6). So the Corollary immediately follows as long as we can prove that

∫

U\Supp(D)
(ω + sθ +

√
−1∂∂f)n < C

for some uniform constant C. Similar to the calculations above, we have that

ω + sθ +
√
−1∂∂f ≤ Cθ +

2n

(− log |σD|2hD)2
k∑

j=1

αj

√
−1dzj ∧ dz̄j

|zj |2

≤ Cθ + C

k∑

j=1

αj

√
−1dzj ∧ dz̄j

(− log |zj |2)2|zj |2

for some uniform constant C. In the second line we also used the fact that − log |σD|2hD ≥
−c log |zj |2 for all j where c = minαj . The required estimate then follows from the binomial
theorem and the elementary observation that

∫

|z|<1/2

√
−1dz ∧ dz̄

(− log |z|)2|z|2 =

∫ 1/2

0

1

(− log r)2
· dr
r

=

∫ ∞

log 2

ds

s2
<∞.

�

2.3. Further estimates and proof of Theorem 1.1.

We first prove the boundary C1 estimate. We denote the covariant derivative of θ by ∇. We
also let D be the effective divisor from Lemma 2.2, such that Supp(D) = Supp(F ) ∪ Supp(E)
and

(2.13) ω +
√
−1∂∂ log hD > βθ

for some β > 0. Note that by the support condition, if σD is a defining section of D, then there
exists a uniform constant C such that

(2.14) |σF |−2, |σE |−2
hE

≤ C|σD|−2l,

for some l ∈ N.
8



Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all 0 < s < 1,

|∇ϕs|∂U ≤ C.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.1, let u solve the Dirichlet problem

∆u = −A,
u = 0 on ∂U .

Then if we choose A to be large enough, we have that ϕs ≤ u. Next, again by Proposition 2.1,

ϕs and
eϕs

∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY

(ω + sθ)n

are uniformly bounded in the neighbourhood of the boundary ∂U . Let Uε := {ρ > a−ε}. We fix
a small ε such that Uε has smooth boundary consisting of two components ∂U and {ρ = a− ε}.
Then we can choose b >> 1 such that

(ω + sθ +
√
−1∂∂[b(ρ− a)])n >

eϕs+M
∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY = (ω + sθ +

√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n.

On the other hand we also have

b(ρ− a)
∣∣∣
∂U

= 0 = ϕs

∣∣∣
∂U

b(ρ− a)
∣∣∣
ρ=a−ε

= −bε < ϕs

∣∣∣
ρ=a−ε

,

if we pick b >> 1. Then by the maximum principle, and the upper bound above,

b(ρ− a) ≤ ϕs ≤ u.

But then it is easy to see that for any x ∈ ∂U ,

|∇ϕs|(x) ≤ max
(
|∇b(ρ− a)|(x), |∇u|(x)

)
,

and the boundary C1-estimate follows. �

Next, we prove the global C1 estimate with suitable barrier function. Such gradient estimate
without barrier is firstly studied in [5] for standard non-degenerate Monge-Ampère equation
where ϕ is bounded and later improved in [40] when the potential only has an upper bound in
a different geometric setting.

Proposition 2.2. Let ϕs be the solution of equation (2.4), There exist N,C > 0 such that for
all 0 < s < 1,

|∇ϕs|2|σD|2NhD ≤ C.

Proof. Once again we fix a constant β > 0 such that ω +
√
−1∂∂ log hD > βθ and rewrite the

equation (2.4) as

(
ω +

√
−1∂∂ log hD + sθ +

√
−1∂∂φs

)n
=
eϕs+M

∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY .

where

φs = ϕs − log |σD|2hD .
It follows from Proposition 2.1 that φs > −C for some uniform constant C > 0. Note that our
reference metrics ω +

√
−1∂∂ log hD + sθ in the above equation are uniformly non degenerate

9



as s → 0. By abusing notation, in the rest of proof, we will use θ to denote the Kähler form
ω +

√
−1∂∂ log hD + sθ. Define

F :=
eϕs+M |σD|2hD

∏
i(|σEi |2hEi

+ s)ai
∏
j(|σFj |2hFj

+ s)bj
ΩY

(ω +
√
−1∂∂ log hD + sθ)n

For the rest of the proof, for convenience we drop the sub-script s from the notation ie. we
denote φs by simply φ. We define

H = log |∇φ|2θ + log |σD|2khD − γ(φ),

where k is a constant, γ is a one variable monotone increasing function to be determined. Since
the leading term of our function γ(x) will be chosen as Bx, and φ blows up in the rate of
− log |σD|2hD , in particular −γ(φ) has upper bound. Now log |∇φ|θ < C − 2 log |σD|hD , this

implies that when k > 2, H has a maximum in U \ Supp(D). Direct computation (cf. [39, Page
21]) shows that

(2.15) ∆′ log |∇φ|2θ ≥
2ℜ〈∇ log F,∇φ〉θ

|∇φ|2θ
− Λ trω′θ +

|∇∇φ|2θ,ω′ + |∇̄∇φ|2θ,ω′

|∇φ|2θ
− |∇|∇φ|2θ|2ω′

|∇φ|4θ

where ∆′ is taken with respect to metric ω′ = ω +
√
−1∂∂ log hD + sθ +

√
−1∂∂φs, Λ is the

bound of bisectional curvature of metric θ and | · |θ,ω′ means that the norm of the two tensor
is taken with respect to θ on the first entry and ω′ on the second entry. When |∇φ|θ > 1, by
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(2.16) |2ℜ〈∇ log F,∇φ〉θ
|∇φ|2θ

| ≤ C + C
∑

i

|σEi |−2
hEi

+
∑

j

|σFj |−2
hFj

+ |σD|−2
hD

≤ C|σD|−2l
hD
,

for some l > 0. As observed before, the final equality follows from the fact that Supp(D) =
Supp(E) ∪ Supp(F ). Next, by [39, Lemma 13], we have

(2.17)
|∇∇φ|2θ,ω′ + |∇∇̄φ|2θ,ω′

|∇φ|2θ
− |∇|∇φ|2θ|2ω′

|∇φ|4θ
≥ 2ℜ〈∇|∇φ|2θ

|∇φ|2θ
,

∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉ω′ − 2ℜ〈∇|∇φ|2θ
|∇φ|2θ

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉θ

At the maximum of H, we have

∇ log |∇φ|2 +∇ log |σD|2khD − γ′∇φ = 0

Hence we have

2ℜ〈∇|∇φ|2θ
|∇φ|2θ

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉ω′ − 2ℜ〈∇|∇φ|2θ
|∇φ|2θ

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉θ

= 2kℜ〈−∇ log |σD|2hD + γ′∇φ, ∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉ω′ − 2kℜ〈−∇ log |σD|2hD + γ′∇φ, ∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉θ

≥ 2kℜ〈−
∇|σD|2hD
|σD|2hD

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉ω′ + 2kγ′
|∇φ|2ω′

|∇φ|2θ
+ 2kℜ〈

∇|σD|2hD
|σD|2hD

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉θ − 2kγ′

(2.18)

We will choose γ as a monotone increasing function, so we can drop the term 2γ′
|∇φ|2

ω′

|∇φ|2θ
. At the

maximum of H, we can assume |σD|2khD |∇φ|
2
θ ≥ 1 otherwise we are done. Choosing k ≥ 2, we

10



have the following two estimates

|2ℜ〈−
∇|σD|2hD
|σD|2hD

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉ω′ | ≤ 2|ℜ〈∇|σD|2hD ,
∇φ
|∇φ|θ

〉ω′ |

≤ |∇|σD|2hD |
2
ω′ +

|σD|2hD |∇φ|
2
ω′

|σD|2hD |∇φ|
2
θ

≤ C|∇|σD|2hD |
2
θ trω′θ + |σD|2hD |∇φ|

2
ω′ .

|2ℜ〈−
∇|σD|2hD
|σD|2hD

,
∇φ
|∇φ|2θ

〉θ| ≤ 2|ℜ〈∇|σD|2hD ,
∇φ
|∇φ|θ

〉θ| ≤ C.

(2.19)

On the other hand, one has

(2.20) −∆′γ(φ) = −γ′∆′φ− γ′′|∇φ|2ω′ = γ′trω′θ − nγ′ − γ′′|∇φ|2ω′ ,∆′ log |σD|khD ≤ C trω′θ.

Combine estimate (2.20) with preceding estimates (2.16), (2.17), (2.18), 2.19), we have

(2.21) ∆′H ≥ (γ′ − Λ− C)trω′θ − (n + 2)γ′ − (γ′′ + |σD|2hD)|∇φ|
2
ω′ − C|σD|−2l

hD
.

Recall that φ > −C ′, now we construct our function γ as

γ(x) = (Λ + C + 1)x− E

x+ C ′ + 1

where E is a constant to be determined. Then by (2.21) we have

∆′H ≥ trω′θ − (n+ 2)(C + 1 + Λ)− C|σD|−2l
hD

+ (
2E

(φ+ C ′ + 1)3
− |σD|2hD)|∇φ|

2
ω′

Noticing that φ ≤ C − 2 log |σD|2hD , we can assume that

(
2E

(φ+ C ′ + 1)3
− |σD|2hD) ≥ |σD|2hD

by choosing suitable large constant E depending on C,C ′. Now we conclude that at the maxi-
mum of H, we have

trω′θ ≤ (|σD|hD)−2l, |∇φ|2ω′ ≤ C(|σD|hD)−2(l+1).

Hence

|∇φ|2θ ≤ C(|σD|hD)−2(2l+1).

Choosing k = 2l + 1, we have Hmax ≤ C, and letting N := k + (C + 1 + Λ), it follows from the
definition of γ(φ) that

|∇φ|2θ|σD|2NhD ≤ C.

�

Lemma 2.4. Let ϕs be the solution of equation (2.4), then there exist constant C > 0 such that
for all 0 < s < 1,

|∇2
θϕs|∂U ≤ C.

Proof. Notice that our boundary is strictly pseudoconvex, and all data in the equation (2.4) is
uniformly bounded near the boundary, so the second order estimates on the boundary follow
directly from the arguments in [13, Section 1.3]. �

Next, we will prove second order estimates with bounds from suitable barrier functions.
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Lemma 2.5. There exist constants N,C > 0 such that for all 0 < s < 1,

(2.22) sup
U

(
|σD|NhD

)
|∆θϕs| ≤ C,

where ∆θ is the Laplace operator with respect to the Kähler metric θ.

Proof. We remark that the constant C in the proof might change from line to line and it depends
on θ,U but does not depend on s. Let ω′ = ω+ sθ+

√
−1∂∂ϕs. Then we consider the quantity

H = log trθ(ω
′)−Bϕs +B log |σD|2hD

for some large constant B > 2. By the C0 estimate of ϕs, H is bounded above in U . Standard
calculations (cf. [45, Lemma 3.7]) show that

(2.23) ∆′ log trθω
′ ≥ −Ctrω′θ − trθRic(ω

′)
trθ(ω′)

.

where C depends on bisectional curvature of θ. From equations (2.4), (2.14) and the elementary
observation that

√
−1∂∂ log(f + s) =

f

f + s

√
−1∂∂ log f + s

√
−1∂f ∧ ∂f
f(f + s)

holds for any smooth non-negative function f , it is easy to see that

−trθRic(ω′) ≥ −C
|σD|2lhD

,

for some constant C > 0 independent of s. Together with (2.23) and our choice of D (cf. (2.13))
we see that

∆′H ≥ −Ctrω′θ − C

|σD|2lhDtrθ(ω′)
+Btrω′(

√
−1∂∂ log hD −

√
−1∂∂ϕs)

≥ (Bβ − C)trω′θ − C

|σD|2lhDtrθ(ω′)
−Bn

≥ trω′θ − C

|σD|2lhDtrθ(ω′)
−Bn (if B >> 1)

≥ (trθ(ω
′))

1

n−1 (
θn

ω′n )
1

n−1 − C

|σD|2lhD trθ(ω′)
−Bn

≥ (trθ(ω
′))

1

n−1 |σD|2αhD − C

|σD|2lhDtrθ(ω′)
−Bn,

for some constant α independent of s and B >> 1 so that Bβ > C + 1 in line three.
By Lemma 2.4, it suffices to assume that H obtains maximum at a point p ∈ U . Moreover,

since H goes to −∞ on Supp(D), clearly p /∈ Supp(D). From the maximum principle it follows
that at point p,

(2.24)
C

|σD|2lhD trθ(ω′)
+Bn ≥ (trθ(ω

′))
1

n−1 |σD|2αhD .

We first assume that |σD|2lhD trθ(ω
′) ≥ 1 at p, then

(2.25) (trθ(ω
′))

1

n−1 |σD|2αhD ≤ C +Bn.

Notice that the other case is |σD|2lhD trθ(ω
′) ≤ 1 at p, if follows that in both cases there is an

integer k (depending on α, l and n) such that

(2.26) |σD|2khD(trθω
′)(p) ≤ C +Bn.
12



Notice that ϕs ≥ ǫ log |σD|2hD − Cǫ for any ǫ > 0, so it follows by choosing a B >> k that

H(p) ≤ C + Bn. Now fixing this B, we have H(x) ≤ C for any x ∈ U \ Supp(D). By the
definition of H, we have

|σD|2BhD(trθω
′)(x) ≤ C.

Choosing N = 2B will finish proof.
�

The following lemma on local higher order regularity of ϕs is established by the standard linear
elliptic theory after applying Lemma 2.5 and linearizing the complex Monge-Ampère equation
(2.4).

Lemma 2.6. For any compact K ⊂⊂ (U \ p), and any natural number k ∈ N, there exists a
constant C = C(k,K) > 0 such that for any 0 < s < 1

||ϕs||Ck(K) ≤ C.

In our context, we need a lemma for compactness of quasi PSH function in L1 topology. This
kind of lemma is standard and we include it for convenience.

Lemma 2.7. [27] Let U , θ and ϕs be as above. Denote A(ρ− a) + ψ1 + ϕs by ψs (cf. (2.3) for
the definition of A(ρ − a) + ψ1). Then ψs converge to a PSH function on π−1(U) by taking a
subsequence.

Proof. Fix a measure θn and a finite open covering Vi for π
−1(U) such that θ is

√
−1∂∂ exact

on each chart. On each Vi, ψs is a sθ- PSH function satisfying ‖ψs‖L1 < C and ψs < C, for
some C independent of s (cf. Proposition 2.1). By passing to a subsequence, one has

ψs
L1(Vi)−−−−→ ϕi,

where ϕi is a sθ- PSH function for any s > 0 (cf. [17]). Passing s → 0, ϕi is PSH on Vi. For
different charts Vi, Vj with Vi ∩ Vj 6= ∅, we aim to show that ϕi = ϕj . Then we can patch all
ϕi to get a PSH function on π−1(U). By taking a further subsequence, we may assume that
ϕi = ϕj on a full measure subset W of Vi ∩ Vj . Hence it suffices to show that for any point
q ∈ Vi ∩ Vj ,

ϕi(q) = lim sup
x→q,x∈W

ϕi(x).

It follows from the upper semicontinuity of ϕi that

ϕi(q) ≥ lim sup
x→q,x∈W

ϕi(x).

To get the reversed inequality, we argue by contradiction. If not, then

ϕi(q) > lim sup
x→q,x∈W

ϕi(x).

By the mean value inequality for PSH function, one has that, for some sufficiently small r > 0,

cr

∫

B(q,r)∩W
ϕidV < ϕi(q) ≤ cr

∫

B(q,r)
ϕidV,

where B(q, r) is a radius r ball in Vi ∩ Vj and cr is a constant depending on r. This is a
contradiction by noticing that ϕi < C and B(q, r) \W has measure zero. �

Now we proceed to prove our first main Theorem.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 2.7, for any sequence sj → 0, one has

(2.27) ϕsj
L1(π−1(U))−−−−−−−→ ϕ,

by taking a subsequence and moreover if we define

(2.28) ϕKE := A(ρ− a) + ψ1 + ϕ,

then ϕKE is a PSH function on π−1(U). It follows from the uniform estimates for ϕs away from
Supp(D) that by taking a further subsequence, one has

ϕsj
C∞

loc(π
−1(U)\Supp(D))−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ ϕ.

Clearly, ϕ solves the desired Mönge-Ampere equation on (Ū \ {p}) by design. Moreover, by
Proposition 2.1 there exists C > 0 such that

(2.29) − (2n + ǫ) log(− log |σD|2hD)−Cǫ ≤ ϕ ≤ C.

With the above sublog C0 estimate of ϕ and the uniqueness Lemma 2.8 below, we have

ϕs
C∞

loc(π
−1(U)\Supp(D))−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ ϕ.

when s → 0. Now ϕKE satisfies properties (1) − (2) in the statement of Theorem 1.1 and
ωKE :=

√
−1∂∂ϕKE is a Kähler-Einstein metric on U \{p} ∼= π−1(U)\Supp(D). From Corollary

2.1 and local smooth convergence on π−1(U) \ Supp(D), we also get by Fatou Lemma that
∫

U\{p}
ωnKE ≤ lim

s→0

∫

U\{p}
(ω + sθ +

√
−1∂∂ϕs)

n <∞,

and this proves (3).
Part (4) We remark that in (2.28), our function ϕKE is PSH function on π−1(U). Notice that

π−1(U) is smooth, by the sublog pole estimate of ϕKE in Proposition 2.1, it follows that ϕKE

has vanishing Lelong number at any point of π−1(U).
At last, we show that limx→Supp(D) ϕKE(x) = −∞ for x ∈ π−1(U). We argue by contradiction.

If not, noticing that ϕKE is bounded from above, then there is a smooth irreducible component
E of D and a sequence of point yi → y ∈ E such that

(2.30) C ≤ lim
i→+∞

ϕKE(yi) ≤ ϕKE(y)

for some finite constant C. The second inequality is due to the upper semicontinuity of ϕKE.
Now by the definition of PSH function (cf. [17, Definition 1.4]), ϕKE is still a PSH function
when restricted to a smooth component E of D . Indeed, a function with value in [−∞,+∞)
is PSH if and only if it is upper semicontinuous and it satisfies the mean value inequality when
restricted to any complex line. One can check easily that the mean value inequality on complex
line and the upper semicontinuity are preserved when restricted to complex submanifold.

Now we have showed that ϕKE|E is a PSH function and moreover it is finite at a point y ∈ E
(cf (2.30)), we claim that ϕKE is constant on E. Indeed, since ϕKE|E is upper semicontinuous, we
may assume ϕKE|E achieve its maximum at some point xmax. Then by the mean value inequality
for PSH function, it is clear that ϕKE is locally constant. Now E is a smooth manifold without
boundary, hence ϕKE|E is constant on E. The claim is proved. Next, using the connectedness
of Supp(D) (using p is a normal singularity), ϕKE must be constant on Supp(D). Then we need
the following general fact from [4, Lemma 2.7]: Suppose φ is a plurisubharmonic function on
the unit ball B ⊂ Cn such that∫

B
|z1|−2eφ(

√
−1)ndz1 ∧ dz1 ∧ ... ∧ dzn ∧ dzn <∞,

then φ tends to−∞ near B∩{z1 = 0}. Now pick a smooth exceptional divisor F with discrepancy
−1 from D and also pick a generic point q ∈ F (q is not included in other components of D),
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then applying the fact just recalled, one has, ϕKE(xi) tends to −∞ when xi → q. This is a
contradiction since ϕKE is a finite constant on Supp(D).

Finally, the uniqueness is a consequence of the slightly stronger uniqueness theorem below.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a unique smooth PSH function ϕ ∈ C∞(U \ p) satisfying
(1) (

√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕΩX on (U \ p), ϕ|∂U = ψ.

(2) For any ǫ > 0, there exists a constant Cǫ > 0 such that

ǫ log |σD|2hD − Cǫ ≤ ϕ ≤ C,

where D is a SNC divisor supported on the exceptional locus of a log resolution π (cf.
Lemma 2.2 for the definition).

Proof. Let ϕ be the limit of ϕs as s → 0 as above. Suppose there exists another ϕ′ satisfying
the conditions (2) in the lemma solving equation 2.4, and for any ǫ > 0, there exist C1 > 0 and
C2 = C2(ǫ) > 0 such that

ǫ log |σD|2hD − C2 ≤ ϕ′ ≤ C1

We consider the quantity

φ = ϕ− ϕ′ + δ3 log |σD|2hD + δM,

where recall that ω =
√
−1∂∂M in equation (2.4). Then φ satisfies the following equation on

the log resolution Y ,

(ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ′ − δω + δ3Ric(hD) +

√
−1∂∂φ)n

(ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ′)n

= eφ−δM |σD|−2δ3 .

Noticing that ϕ,M are bounded from above on (U \ p) and (δ3 log |σD|2hD − ϕ′)(x) → −∞
when x → supp(D), so φ obtains its maximum in (U \ p). It follows from maximum principle
that there exists C > 0 such that

sup
(U\p)

φ ≤ δC.

Therefore for any point x ∈ (U \ p), one has

ϕ− ϕ′ ≤ δC − δM − δ3 log |σD|2hD .
Let δ → 0, on (U \ p), one has

ϕ ≤ ϕ′.

Similarly, one has ϕ ≥ ϕ′ on (U \ p). Therefore ϕ = ϕ′.
�

3. Volume Stability

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3 and some consequences. Suppose we have
two complete Kähler-Einstein metric ωKE and ω′

KE on (U \ p), by Kähler-Einstein condition,

we can write ω′
KE = ωKE +

√
−1∂∂ϕ, where

ϕ := log
ω′n
KE

ωnKE
.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Fix a point q such that distωKE
(q, ∂U) =: 2R(q). We construct a cut-off

function ζ(x) = η( r(x)R ) ≥ 0, where r(x) is some smoothening of dωKE
(x, q) (obtained for instance

by running the heat flow) and

η ∈ [0, 1], η−1(η′)2 ≤ C(n), |η′′| ≤ C(n),

and let H = ζϕ. Note that ζ satisfies

ζ = 1 on BωKE
(q,R), ζ = 0 outside BωKE

(q, 2R).
15



Moreover, by Laplace comparison, we also have that

∆ωKE
ζ ≥ −C

R2
(1 +R).

for some dimensional constant C. Since both ωKE and ω′
KE are KE metrics, we have

trωKE

√
−1∂∂ϕ = −n+ trωKE

ω′
KE ≥ n(e

ϕ
n − 1).

Assume H attains a positive maximum at point Q (otherwise H(q) ≤ 0). Then at point Q, we
have

∆H ≥ (∆ωKE
ζ)(

H

ζ
) + ζ∆ωKE

ϕ+ 2ℜ〈∇ζ,∇H

ζ
〉

≥ −c(n)H
ζ

(R−2(1 +R)) + ζn(e
ϕ
n − 1) + 2ℜ〈∇ζ, 1

ζ
∇H〉 − 2H〈∇ζ, 1

ζ2
∇ζ〉

≥ −c(n)H
ζ

(R−2(1 +R)) + nζ
ϕ2

n2
+ 2ℜ〈∇ζ, 1

ζ
∇H〉 − 2

H

ζR2

≥ −c(n)H
ζ

(R−2(1 +R)− H

c(n)n
) + 2ℜ〈∇ζ, 1

ζ
∇H〉 − 2

H

ζR2

=
c(n)H

ζ

(
−R−1 −R−2 − 2

c(n)
R−2 +

H

nc(n)

)
+ 2ℜ〈∇ζ, 1

ζ
∇H〉,

where c(n) is a dimentional constant which might change from line to line. By maximum
principle on the ball of radius R, noticing that ∇H(Q) = 0, we get

(3.1) H(Q) ≤ c(n)(
1

R
+

1

R2
).

Hence ϕ(q) = H(q) ≤ 2c(n) 1
R(q) when R ≥ 1.

�

Remark 3.1. The above theorem is true as long as ωKE and ω′
KE are complete. No other

metric properties of ωKE, ω
′
KE are required.

We prove one corollary of Theorem 1.3.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose we are in the setting of Theorem 1.3 i.e, U admits a complete Kähler-
Einstein metric ωKE with negative scalar curvature and V olωKE

(U) < ∞, then for any other
complete Kähler-Einstein metric ω′

KE with negative scalar curvature, V olω′
KE

(U) <∞.

Proof. it is obvious, since ϕ = log
ω′n
KE
ωn
KE

is bounded by theorem 1.3. �

By applying Yau’s Schwarz Lemma, we have the following theorem concerning the comparison
of two different Kähler-Einstein metrics.

Corollary 3.2. Let ωKE and ω′
KE be two complete Kähler Einstein metrics with negative scalar

curvature. If moreover the bisectional curvature of ωKE is smaller than −K2. where K2 is a
positive constant. Then there is a constant c such that

1

C
ω′
KE ≤ ωKE ≤ Cω′

KE.

Proof. Let u = trω′
KE
ωKE, by Chern-Lu’s inequality we have

∆ω′
KE
u ≥ −K1u+K2u

2.

where −K1 is the Ricci curvature of ω
′. We still use the cut-off function ζ as in Theorem 1.3. Let

G = ζu. Then by the Chern-Lu inequality and the same argument as in the proof of Theorem
16



1.3, we get the following inequality

G ≤ K1

K2
+ c(K1,K2)R

− 1

2

When R is larger, the estimate is better, hence we have ωKE ≤ cω′
KE for some constant which

depending on the metric ω′. The volume ratio estimate in Theorem 1.3 also gives us the reverse
inequality. �

To end this section, we prove a uniqueness theorem for Dirichlet problem which will be used
later in section 4.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that there exists a complete Kähler metric ω =
√
−1∂∂ρ on (U \ p).

Further assume that the Kähler potential ρ is bounded from above and ρ(x) → −∞, when
x→ p. Then any smooth bounded solution ϕ of the following Dirichlet problem

(3.2)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕωn on U \ p,

ϕ|∂U = 0.

is unique i.e ϕ = 0.

Proof. Let ϕǫ = ϕ− ǫρ and ωǫ = (1 + ǫ)ω, then ϕǫ satisfies the equation

(3.3)

{
(ωǫ +

√
−1∂∂ϕǫ)

n = eϕ

(1+ǫ)nω
n
ǫ on U ,

ϕǫ|∂U = −ǫρ.
Since ρ goes to −∞, ϕǫ admits minimum in U . If minimum is on the boundary, ϕǫ ≥ −ǫ inf∂U ρ.
If the minimum is in the interior point Q, ϕǫ(Q) = ϕ(Q)− ǫρ(Q) ≥ log(1+ ǫ)− ǫmaxρ. In both
cases, let ǫ → 0, we get ϕ ≥ 0. Similar argument showes that ϕ ≤ 0. Hence 0 is the unique
solution. �

Remark 3.2. We remark that Lemma 3.1 can also be proved by using maximum principle when
ω has bounded geometry property.

4. Kähler-Einstein metrics with bounded geometry

4.1. Preliminaries of the bounded geometry method. In this section, we want to use
bounded geometry methods of [31, 15, 48] to construct complete Kähler-Einstein metric on
U \ {p}. So our geometric domain of interest will be U \ {p} with boundary ∂U and also one
complete end of infinite distance, which is punctured neighbourhood of p in Euclidean topology.

We recall definitions of quasi-coordinate which are used by [14, 31, 48] to deal with complete
Riemannian manifolds with bounded curvature but with shrinking injectivity radius.

Definition 4.1. Let V be an open set in Cn with coordinates (v1, v2, · · · , vn). Let X be an
n-dimensional complex manifold and φ a holomorphic map of V into X. φ is called a quasi-
coordinate map if it is of maximal rank everywhere. In this case, (V, φ, (v1, v2, · · · , vn)) is called
a quasi-coordinate of X.

Definition 4.2. Let W be a neighbourhood of p compactly contained in U , and ω be a Kähler

metric on (U\p) which is complete towards p. A system of quasi-coordinates on (Ŵ := W\{p}, ω)
is a set of quasi-coordinates Γ = {(Vα, φα, (v1α, v2α · · · , vnα))} of Ŵ with the following properties:

(a) Ŵ ⊂ ⋃
α(Image of Vα) ⊂ (U \ p);

(b) For each point x ∈ Ŵ, there is a quasi-coordinate Vβ and x̃ ∈ Vβ , such that φβ(x̃) = x
and dist(x̃, ∂Vβ) ≥ ǫ1 in the euclidean sense, where ǫ1 is constant independent of β;

(c) There are positive constant c and Ak, k = 1, 2, · · · , independent of α, such that for each
quasi coordinate (Vα, φα, (v

1
α, v

2
α · · · , vnα)), the following inequalities hold:

c−1(δij̄) ≤ (gαij̄) ≤ c(δij̄)
17



| ∂
p+q

∂vpαv̄
q
α
gαij̄ | < Ap+q,∀p, q,

where (gαij̄) denote the metric tensor of the Riemannian metric associated to ω on chart

(Vα, φα, (v
1
α, v

2
α · · · , vnα)).

Roughly speaking, a set of quasi coordinates of metric domain (Ŵ , ω) is a set of coverings of
W by charts such that the pull back of ω satisfies uniform bounded metric properties. Now we
define the Cheng-Yau function space.

Definition 4.3. We define the Hölder space of Ck,α function on Û := U \ p by exploiting the
quasi-coordinate system. For any nonnegative integer k, α ∈ (0, 1), we define

‖u‖k,α(Ŵ) = sup
Vβ∈Γ

( sup
z∈Vβ

∑

p+q≤k
| ∂p+q

∂vpβ∂v̄
q
β

u(z)|+ sup
z,z′∈Vβ

∑

p+q=k

|z−z′|−α| ∂p+q

∂vpβ∂v̄
q
β

u(z)− ∂p+q

∂vpβ∂v̄
q
β

u(z′)|)

let us introduce one more compact set V with Û \ Ŵ ⊂ V ⊂ Û to cover whole Û . Now define:

‖u‖k,α(Û) = ‖u‖k,α(Ŵ) + ‖u‖k,α(V )

The function space Ck,α(Û) is the completion of {u ∈ Ck(Û)|‖u‖k,α(Û) <∞}.
Remark 4.1. The existence of quasi coordinate is crucially used in our proof. The classical
interior Schauder estimate for a linear elliptic operator L, is as follows:

‖u‖Ck,α(V1) ≤ C(sup |u|V2 + ‖Lu‖Ck−2,α(V2)),

where V1 ⊂⊂ V2 ⊂ Rm. Notice that the constant C depends on the ellipticity of L, the Ck−2,α

norms of the coefficients of L and the distance between V1 and ∂V2. If we have a quasi coordinate

system defined above, the Schauder estimate on Û is reduced to that on a fixed bounded domain
in Euclidean space.

We also introduce the following assumption for our geometric domain (U , p).
Definition 4.4. Bounded geometry of order k,: Let (X, p) a germ of isolated log canonical
singularity embedded in (CN , 0), we call (X, p) has bounded geometry of order k. If

(1) there is a complete metric ω =
√
−1∂∂ρ defined on (X \ p) which has a system of quasi

coordinates up to kth derivative of metric g, see definition (4.2) item (d).
(2) there is a function M on (U \ p) satisfying Ric(ω) + ω =

√
−1∂∂M and for any i ≤

k, ||∇i
ωM || < Ci. (Here the potential function M is not unique, we only require one of

them satisfy the boundedness property, and in this note, the most interesting case is
M = 0).

Before we proceed, we state and prove the following modified version of Yau’s generalized
maximum principle on noncompact manifold.

Lemma 4.1. [14] Suppose (Û , ω) is of bounded geometry of order k with k ≥ 2. Let f be a smooth

function on Û , which is bounded from above, and sup f > sup∂U f, then there is a sequence {yi}
in Û such that limi→∞ f(yi) = sup f, limi→∞ |∇gf |(yi) = 0 and limi→∞ |∆gf |(yi) ≤ 0, where the
derivatives are taken with respect to metric g associated to the the Käher form ω.

Proof. : Without loss of generality, let us assume that sup f = 0. If sup f is attained, the lemma
is obvious. Otherwise we choose a sequence xi with lim f(xi) = 0. It is easy to see {xi} must
go to infinity. Now at each point we take a quasi coordinate chart Vi covering xi. On each Vi,
define a non-negative function βi : Vi → R such that

βi(xi) = 1, βi = 0 on ∂Vi, β
i ≤ C, |∇βi| ≤ C, and (βipq̄) ≥ −C(δpq̄),
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where C is positive number independent of i, and all norms are taken with respect to the
Euclidean norm. Now consider

−f
βi

as a function on Vi. Notice that −f
βi blows up on the boundary of Vi, so it admits minimum at

point yi which is in the interior of Vi. Now let

−f
βi

(yi) = inf
Vi

−f
βi
.

Then

−f
βi

(yi) ≤
−f
βi

(xi) = −f(xi),

df

f
(yi) =

dβi

βi
(yi),

fpq̄
f

(yi) ≥
βipq̄
βi

(yi).

Using these inequalities and our choice of βi, we have

0 < −f(yi) ≤ −Cf(xi),
|df(yi)| ≤ −Cf(xi),

(fpq̄)(yi) ≤ −Cf(xi)(δpq̄).
By the bounded geometry of quasi coordinates, the above norms can also be take with respect
to the metric ω. Hence sequence {yi} satisfies all the properties required in the lemma. �

4.2. Construction of Kähler-Einstein metrics with bounded geometry. Using function
ρ in item (1) of Definition (4.4) to define a domain:

(U \ p) := {ρ < a}
We point out that function ρ used here is different from the one used in definition (1.1). The
main goal of this section is to prove the following theorem concerning the solvability of Kähler-
Einstein equation on (U \ p) by a perturbative method.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose (X, p) is a germ of log canonical singularity and a punctured neigh-
bourhood U \ p of p admits a complete Kähler metric ω with bounded geometry of order k. Then
for any smooth function ψ on the boundary ∂U , the following Dirichlet problem

(4.1)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕ+Mωn on U ,

ϕ|∂U = ψ.

admits a solution in Cheng-Yau function space defined in (4.3) with ||ϕ||k,α < C(ψ, ρ,M).

We first take the function space U to be an open set of Ck,α(U), which is defined in (4.3), as
follows:

U = {φ ∈ Ck,α(U) : 1
c
(gαij̄) ≤ (gαij̄ + φij̄) ≤ c(gαij̄), in each quasi coordinateVα},

for some constant c, which however is not fixed.

Proof of theorem 4.1: The proof consists of several steps.
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Step 1: Find an ω-PSH extension of function ψ to the domain U . Choose an arbitrary
smooth extension ψ1 of ψ, which is supported on {x : a ≥ ρ(x) ≥ c} Also choose a convex
monotone increasing function H : [−∞, a] → R which is zero on [−∞, b] for some constant
b < c. Now define

P = AH(ρ)−AH(a).

By chossing A large, ω +
√
−1∂∂P +

√
−1∂∂ψ1 is still a Kähler form. Choosing P + ψ1 as our

new extension of ψ, then by construction
√
−1∂∂(P + ψ1) is supported on a neighborhood of

∂U . Therefore ω coincides with ω +
√
−1∂∂P +

√
−1∂∂ψ1 in a punctured neighbourhood of p.

In sum, we have

(4.2)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂(ψ1 + P ))n = e−Fωn on U

ψ1 + P |∂U = ψ.

where the function F is still in Cheng-Yau’s function space. Hence if we define ω̃ by ω̃ =
ω +

√
−1∂∂(ψ1 + P ), ϕ̃ = ϕ − (ψ1 + P ) and F̃ = F + ψ1 + P. Simple calculation shows the

Equation (4.1) is equivalent to

(4.3)

{
(ω̃ +

√
−1∂∂ϕ̃)n = eϕ̃+F̃ ω̃n on U

ϕ̃|∂U = 0.

So from now on, we will focus on zero boundary value problem.
The rest of the proof is by continuity method, which is based on a combination of estimates

from [13, 5, 14, 31]. We set up the continuity method as follows:

(4.4)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂ϕt)

n = eϕt+tMωn

ϕt|∂U = 0.

where M belongs to Cheng-Yau function space defined in (4.3).

Step 2: Openness part in the continuity method. As usual, the openness will follow from
the inverse mapping theorem. We need to show the linearized equation at ωt

(4.5)

{
∆ωth− h = v on U
h|∂U = 0,

has a unique solution in Ck,α(U) with the estimate

‖h‖k,α(U) ≤ c‖v‖k−2,α(U)
for some constant c independent of the function v.
We first remark here that ωt := ω +

√
−1∂∂ϕt is a complete metric of bounded geometry up to

k − 2 covariant derivatives by the function choice of function space U at the beginning of the
proof. Next take an exhaustion {Ui} of the domain U towards the infinity. (Here the boundary
of our compact domain Ui has two components and one of them coincide with ∂U). Following
equation

(4.6)

{
∆ωthi − hi = v on Ui
h|∂Ui

= 0,

has a unique solution hi for each i. Maximum principle implies that supUi
|hi| ≤ sup |v|. Interior

Schauder estimate of our function space implies that

‖hi‖k,α(K) ≤ c‖v‖k−2,α(U).
for any compact set K strict away from ∂U . This inequality, combined with standard global
Schauder estimate for a fixed compact set V containing ∂U imply that hi → h pointwise with

∆ωth− h = v, h|∂U = 0
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Moreover, we have

‖h‖k,α(U) ≤ c‖v‖k−2,α(U).
Hence we establish the openness part.

Step 3: C0estimate. We have the following equality:

ϕ+M = log det(gij̄ + ϕij̄)− log det gij̄

=

∫ 1

0

∂

∂t
log det(gij̄ + tϕij̄)dt

=

∫ 1

0
B(t)ij̄ϕij̄dt,

where B(t)ij̄ is the cofactor matrix of matrix (gij̄ + tϕij̄). Since at a point x ∈ Ω we may asume

gij̄ = δij̄ and ϕij̄ = δij̄ϕīi. If ϕīi ≥ 0, then ϕīi
1+tϕīi

≤ ϕīi. If ϕīi ≤ 0, then ϕīi
1+tϕīi

≤ ϕīi. Hence we

have two inequalities as follows:

ϕ+M ≤ ∆ωϕ,

ϕ+M ≥ ∆ω1
ϕ.

where ω1 = ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ. By Lemma 4.1, we get the C0 estimate.

Step 4: C1 boundary estimate. On the one hand since ϕ+M ≤ ∆ωϕ, we construct a barrier
function h from above as follows. Take a domain V ⊂ U satisfying p /∈ V . We also require that
∂V = ∂U ∪ C, where C is a smooth connected manifold disjoint with ∂U . Then derive h by
solving the following Dirichlet problem in V :

(4.7)

{
∆ωh = c,

h|∂U = 0 and h|C = d.

where d := supU |ϕ| and c := infU (ϕ+M). Then maximum principle implies that h ≥ ϕ in V .
On the other hand, we construct a barrier function h1 from below as follows. Take the global

strict ω -PSH function P we constructed in step 1 and choose a constant B large enough such
that

(4.8)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂BP )n ≥ esupϕ+Mωn on V,

BP ≤ ϕ on C and BP = 0 on ∂U .

Then maximum principle of Monge-Ampère equation implies h1 := BP ≤ ϕ on V . Noticing
that h and h1 coincide with ϕ on ∂Ω, we get the boundary gradient estimate of ϕ.

Step 5: Global C1 estimate. Since on noncompact manifold, we do not necessary have
maximum point with gradient vanish etc. We will follow [5] to obtain the C1 estimate. Define
φ = log |∇ϕ|2 − γ(ϕ) where γ is monotone increasing function to be determined. Assume that
supΩ φ is not obtained on ∂U , then by the generalized maximum principle, we can find a point
q ∈ Ω with

φ(q) + ǫ > sup
Ω
φ, |V |ω(q) < ǫ,∆ωφ(q) < ǫ

where V := ∇ωφ. By (2.15), at q, we have

∆′ log |∇ϕ|2g ≥
2Re∇m log F∇mϕ

|∇ϕ|2g
− Λ trg′g + 2ℜ〈

∇|∇ϕ|2g
|∇ϕ|2g

,
∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2g
〉g′ − 2ℜ〈

∇|∇ϕ|2g
|∇ϕ|2g

,
∇ϕ
|∇ϕ|2g

〉g
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Now using V = ∇ log |∇ϕ|2 − γ′∇ϕ, we get

2ℜ〈
∇|∇ϕ|2g
|∇ϕ|2g

,
∇ϕ
|∇ϕ|2g

〉g′ − 2ℜ〈
∇|∇ϕ|2g
|∇ϕ|2g

,
∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2g
〉g = 2ℜ〈V + γ′∇ϕ, ∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2g
〉g′ − 2ℜ〈V + γ′∇ϕ, ∇ϕ

|∇ϕ|2g
〉g

> −ǫtrg′g − ǫ− γ′

The inequality above with

∆′γ(ϕ) = γ′∆′ϕ+ (γ′′)|∇ϕ|2

imply that

ǫtrg′g > ∆′φ > (γ′ − ǫ− Λ)trg′g + (γ′′)|∇ϕ|2 − γ′ − ǫ− n−C

where C is the bound of gradient of function log F . Now we construct our function γ as

γ(x) = (Λ + 2)x− 1

x+ C ′ + 1

where C ′ is the lower bound of ϕ. Then by standard argument we get global C1 estimate.

Step 6: Boundary C2 estimate. We notice the argument of [13] of boundary C2 estimate is
purely local around the boundary and our equation can be written as

(4.9)

{
detϕij̄ = eϕ+f on Ω

ϕ|∂U = ψ,

locally, this is exactly one of the equation considered in [13], hence the estimate follows by the
fact that

√
−1∂∂ρ is strictly positive in a neighbourhood of ∂U .

Step 7: Global C2 estimate and completion of the proof. We have the well-known
inequality as follows:

∆′ log trgg
′ ≥ −Btrg′g − C

where B,C depends on the geometry of good background metric g and Ricci curvature of the
volume form on the right hand side of the equation. Notice that

∆′ϕ = n− trg′g.

By setting A=B+C+1,we have the differential inequality

∆′(log trgg
′ −Aϕ) = trg′g −An.

This inequality and the boundary C2 estimate imply the global C2 estimate. Then by Evans-
Krylov Theorem, we have interior C2,α estimate. Now the metric is uniformly bounded in a
neighbourhood of the boundary, the local argument of [13] will give global C2,α estimate.

�

Remark 4.2. The C2,α estimate of ϕ depends on the extension ψ1 of our boundary function ψ
in Step 1, it is not clear if we can have ‖ψ1‖2,α < C‖ψ‖2,α for some constant C independent of
the boundary value.

In the following lemma, we prove that any complete local Kähler-Einstein metric is indeed
obtained from solving Monge-Ampère equations (4.1) with different Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions.

Lemma 4.2. Let ωKE be a complete Kähler-Einstein metric with bounded geometry property on
U \p and ω′

KE be another complete Käher-Einstein metric on U \p. Then there exists a function
ψ on ∂U and a solution ϕ of equation (4.1) (with ω = ωKE,M = 0,Dirichlet boundary value ψ)
obtained by the bounded geometry method as in Theorem 4.1. Moreover, ω′

KE = ωKE+
√
−1∂∂ϕ.
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Proof. From the fact that ω′
KE is a complete Kähler-Einstein metric and Theorem 1.3, we know

that ω′
KE = ωKE +

√
−1∂∂ϕ̃ and ϕ̃ is a bounded smooth solution of equation (4.1). On the

other hand, by Theorem 4.1, we can find another function ϕ solving equation (4.1) with Dirichlet
boundary value ψ := ϕ̃|∂U . By the uniqueness Lemma 3.1, we conclude that ϕ = ϕ̃, and hence
ω′
KE = ωKE +

√
−1∂∂ϕ. This completes the proof. �

We shall now prove Theorem 1.4 on the asymptotic behaviour of KE metrics we constructed in
Theorem 4.1. With the help of estimates of higher order derivatives of ϕ and quasi coordinates,
we prove the stability of local complete Kähler-Einstein metrics with negative scalar curvature
near isolated log canonical singularity.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. : First of all, since ω′
KE is complete, by Lemma 4.2, ω′

KE = ωKE +√
−1∂∂ϕ where ϕ is the solution from Theorem 4.1 with suitable Dirichlet boundary value. For

any point q ∈ (U \ p), we can choose a quasi coordinate (V̂ , φ) covering q such that there is a

point q̂ ∈ V ⊂ V̂ , φ(q̂) = q and dist(q̂, ∂V̂ ) ≥ dist(V, ∂V̂ ) ≥ ǫ1. Let β be the cut-off function we
constructed in the proof of Lemma 4.1. Then we have the following inequalities:

∑k
i=1 |β(k)|Euc ≤ Bk,

where B′
ks are constants independent of p and V by the existence of quasi coordinates 4.2. This

is true because under the construction of the system of quasi coordinates, we have dist(V, ∂V̂ ) ≥
ǫ1 > 0, hence controlling the derivatives of cut-off function uniformly. Actually, we can even
assume the covering domains we choose are B 1

4
ǫ1
, B 1

2
ǫ1

by subdividing the original coverings. By

our previous proof of the a priori estimates of ϕ from equation 4.1, we also have the following
inequalities, for any point q ∈ (U \ p) and any nonnegative integer k:

∑k
i=1 ‖∇(k)ϕ‖ωKE

(q) ≤ Ck.

When k = 0, the C0 decay of ϕ is Theorem 1.3. For k ≥ 1, we do computations in the quasi
coordinate as follows:

−
∫

V̂
βϕ∆ϕ =

∫

V̂
β|∇ϕ|2 +

∫

V̂
ϕ〈∇ϕ,∇β〉,

∫

V
|∇ϕ|2 ≤

∫

V̂
β|∇ϕ|2 ≤ C · (C2 +B1) · sup

V̂

|ϕ|.

Similarly, using integration by part,
∫

V
β|∇kϕ|2 =

∫

V
(

∑

i+j=2k−1

∇iβ∇jϕ)ϕ ≤ (Bk + C2k−1) · sup
V̂

|ϕ|.

Note that by theorem 4.1, there is constant C(ψ, ωKE, n) such that ωKE
C(ψ,ω,n) ≤ ω′

KE ≤ C(ψ, ωKE, n)ωKE.

Suppose distωKE
(q, ∂U) ≥ R, then distω′

KE
(q, ∂U) ≥ 1

C(ωKE ,ψ,n)
R, by the triangle inequality, we

have

distωKE
(∂(φ(V̂ )), ∂U) ≥ distωKE

(q, ∂U)− distωKE
(q, ∂(φ(V̂ ))) ≥ R− C ′ǫ1 ≥

R

2
.

where V̂ is a covering of point q and C ′ is the metric equivalence constant in the definition of
quasi coordinates (4.2), where depends on the geometry of ωKE. Similarly, we have

distω′
KE

(∂(φ(V̂ )), ∂U) ≥ R

2C(ωKE, ψ, n)
.

Hence by the C0 estimate of ϕ in Theorem 1.3,
∫

V
|∇kϕ|2 ≤ C(ψ, ωKE, n) · (C2k−1 +Bk) ·

c(n)

R
.
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Now that we have L2 norm control of all higher order derivatives, by Sobolev embedding on Eu-

clidean space and property (d) of quasi-coordinate, we can conclude that
∑k

i=1 ‖∇iϕ‖ωKE
(q) ≤

1
R(q)1/2

· C(k, ωKE, ψ) �

Remark 4.3. We remark that the decay rate R
−1

2 of function ϕ obtained in the above theorem
is far from optimal. The optimal decay rate might need a case by case treatment depending on
the type of the singularity. It is pointed out to us by Professor Hein that if |ϕ| ≤ R−1, and if
all its higher order derivatives are bounded, then by using quasi coordinates and the regularity
theory of Monge-Ampère equations, the decay rate can be improved to R−1.

We use the metric stability result to show that to construct a geometric domain with bounded
geometry property in a punctured neighbourhood of an isolated log canonical singularity, we only
need to show there exists a Kähler metric with bounded geometry property on its finite cover.
Therefore, once for some singularity has bounded geometry property, so it does for its finite
quotient, hence more example of singularity with bounded geometry property will be obtained.
This will be useful when the metric on the finite cover is not necessary invariant under the finite
group action.

Corollary 4.1. Let (X, p) be an isolated log canonical singularity embedded in CN and (U\p, ω =√
−1∂∂ρ) is Kähler-Einstein domain with bounded geometry property of infinite order defined

as in Definition 4.4. Let (Y, p′) be the quotient space (X, p)/G, where G is a finite group acting
freely on (X \ p) and fixing point p. Then for any k ≥ 1, there is a punctured neighbourhood
U ′ \ p′ of p′ admitting a Kähler metric ω′ with bounded geometry property of order k. Hence
Theorem 1.4 can be applied to the finite quotient domain (U ′ \ p′, ω′).

Proof. For simplicity, assume G = Z2. Let f be the non trivial element of G. Define

ρ′ := ρ+ f∗ρ, ω′ :=
√
−1∂∂ρ′

then ρ′ is invariant under the Z2 action. Note that ω̂ =
√
−1∂∂f∗ρ is also a complete Kähler-

Einstein metric with bounded geometry property near p, hence by Theorem 1.4, we have

ω̂ = ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ,

k∑

i=1

‖∇iϕ‖ω(q) ≤
C(k, ω, ψ)

R1/2(q)
.

In particular, this shows that ω′ = ω + 1
2

√
−1∂∂ϕ has bounded geometry property of order k

by possibly shrinking the domain. This completes the proof. �

5. Log canonical singularities on surfaces

5.1. Model metrics with bounded geometry property. In this short subsection, we pro-
vide some explicit examples of (X, p) with bounded geometry property of infinite order. We
mainly focus on complex dimension 2 and expect that there are more examples in higher dimen-
sion by using arithmetic quotient of symmetric domains (cf. [23, 52]). We should remark that
all log canonical surface singularity admits a model metric with bounded geometry property.
However, in complex dimension higher than two, there are examples of log canonical singularity
which admit a local Kähler-Einstein metrics but these metrics do not have bounded geometry
property. For such an example, we can take a negative line bundle over a non flat Calabi-Yau
manifold and then contract the zero section.

Lemma 5.1. [32, 38, 53]
Any isolated normal log canonical (non log terminal) surface singularity can be uniformized by
bounded symmetric domains with invariant Kähler-Einstein metric ω =

√
−1∂∂ρ and classified

as:
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(1) One point partial compactification of B2/Γ,Γ a parabolic discrete subgroup of Aut(B2).
Invariant metric is defined by

√
−1∂∂ρ, ρ = log 1

1−|z1|2−|z2|2 , where z1, z2 are complex

coordinates of B2

(2) One point compactification of H × H/Γ,Γ a parabolic discrete subgroup of Aut(H × H)
corresponding to a boundary point. Invariant metric is defined by

√
−1∂∂ρ, ρ = log( 1

y1y2
),

where y1, y2 are the imaginary part of the complex coordinates of H×H.

Remark 5.1. Type 1 singularities, up to a finite quotient, have a minimal resolution whose
exceptional divisor is an elliptic curve. Type 2 singularities, once again up to finite quotients,
have minimal resolutions whose exceptional divisor is a cycle of smooth rational curves.

Remark 5.2. The invariant Kähler-Einstein metrics in Lemma 5.1 have a system of quasi
coordinates in a punctured neighborhood of the isolated log canonical singularities. This is the
main property we will use in the following proof of Corollary 1.1.

Proof of Corollary 1.1. By Lemma 4.2, for any isolated log canonical surface singularity, there
is a reference metric with bounded geometry of order k for any k. Hence Corollary 1.1 is a direct
consequence of theorem 1.4 except for the statement about the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.
We deal with each of the cases separately.

(i) By [23], the uniformization metric in the upper half plane model is

ω = −
√
−1∂∂(Imu− |v|2) = −

√
−1∂∂ log(− log |σD|hD),

where D is an elliptic curve. The total space of resolution is a negative line bundle
over the elliptic curve. Direct calculation shows that the metric ω degenerates along
the tangential direction of D and the S1 circle direction contained in the fiber of the
negative line bundle. Hence it is clear that, when we choose the base point pj → p,
(U , pj, gKE) → R in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

(ii) In this case, the model is H×H/Γ with the invariant metric given by
√
−1∂∂ log( 1

y1y2
)

where yi is the imaginary part zi, i = 1, 2. To make things clear, we describe what is the
group action (see [31] page 55 or [32] page 344 for more details).

Let G(M,V ) =
{( ǫ µ

0 1

)
, ǫ ∈ V, µ ∈M

}
acts on C2 properly discontinuous and without

fixed points as follows:

(5.1)
( ǫ µ
0 1

)
• (z1, z2) := (ǫz1 + µ, ǫ′z2 + µ′),

where M ∼= Z × Zω0 is a rank 2 free module over Z generated by 1 and another real
quadratic irrational number ω0 and V ∼= Z generated by a quadratic irrational number
ǫ > 0. Here ǫ′ (resp. µ′) is the Galois conjugation over Q of ǫ (resp. µ′) and ǫ also
satisfies ǫ′ = 1

ǫ . The action of G(M,V ) can be restricted onto H2 where H is the upper
half plane.

Let x1, y1 and x2, y2 be the real coordinates of z1, z2 separately and define

Lc := {y1y2 = c} ⊂ H×H,

where c is a positive constant. By ǫǫ′ = 1, we know that Lc is invariant under the action
of Γ. Now show that the set Lc/Γ is a torus bundle over a circle. Let x1, x2, y1 be the
coordinates on set Lc. By (5.1), the action of

(
ǫn µ
0 1

)
when restricted on Lc is given by

(x1, x2, y1) −→ (ǫnx1 + µ, ǫ−nx2 + µ′, ǫny1)

The action of M via the embedding

(5.2) µ 7→
(1 µ
0 1

)

on R2(x1, x2) realizes M as a lattice of R2, so that the projection of Lc/Γ onto y1
identifies Lc/Γ with a T2 bundle over S1.

25



The metric tensor is given by:

g =
dx1 ⊗ dx1

y21
+
dy1 ⊗ dy1

y21
+
dx2 ⊗ dx2

y22
+
dy2 ⊗ dy2

y22

=
dx1 ⊗ dx1

y21
+
y21dx2 ⊗ dx2

c2
+ 2

dy1 ⊗ dy1
y21

+
dc⊗ dc

c2
− 2

dc ⊗ dy1
cy1

,

where c = y1y2. Letting ĉ = log c, we have

g =
dx1 ⊗ dx1

y21
+
y21dx2 ⊗ dx2

e2ĉ
+ 2

dy1 ⊗ dy1
y21

+ dĉ⊗ dĉ− 2
dĉ⊗ dy1

y1

Let T2(y1) be the family of torus defined by the lattice action on R2(x1, x2), which
depends on y1. We claim that the diameter of (T2, gĉ) → 0 when ĉ → ∞, where

gĉ =
dx1⊗dx1

y2
1

+
y2
1
dx2⊗dx2
e2ĉ

. Since y1 is bounded, without loss of generality, we may assume

gĉ = dx1 ⊗ dx1 +
dx2⊗dx2
e2ĉ

. We prove the claim by contradiction, if not, we can assume

that diam(T2, gĉ) decrease to some constant η 6= 0. Hence for each i ∈ Z, we have point
qi ∈ T2 such that distgi(o, qi) ≥ η

2 We can take an accumulation point q of qi by the

compactness of T2. By triangle inequality, we have distgi(o, q) ≥ η
4 . This contradicts

the fact that Z + Zω is dense in R, which enables us to show that distgi(o, q) → 0.
So if we take a sequence of base point pi = (x1i, x2i, y1i, ci) in U \ p with ci → 0, the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of (U , pj , gKE) is a flat cylinder Y . More precisely, Y is defined
as R2/Z, where

n • (ŷ1, ĉ) = (ŷ1 + n log ǫ, ĉ)

and the metric is

gY = 2dŷ1 ⊗ dŷ1 + dĉ⊗ dĉ− dŷ1 ⊗ dĉ− dĉ⊗ ŷ1

where ŷ = log y.

�

Proof of theorem 1.2 (Surface case). By Theorem 4.1, when ω =
√
−1∂∂ρ is Kähler-Einstein

metric with bounded geometry property, the following Dirichlet problem on U \ p admits a
bounded solution ϕ.

(5.3)

{
(ω +

√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕωn

ϕ|∂U = ψ,

Now we rewrite the equation

(ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ)n = eϕωn

as

(
√
−1∂∂ϕ̃)n = eϕ̃−ρ

ωn

(
√
−1)nν ∧ ν (

√
−1)nν ∧ ν,

where ϕ̃ = ρ+ ϕ and ν is a local holomorphic volume form (possibly multi valued). Note that
log ωn

(
√
−1)nν∧ν − ρ is pluriharmonic function on U \ p.

Claim: log ωn

(
√
−1)nν∧ν − ρ is a sublog function, i.e log ωn

(
√
−1)nν∧ν − ρ ≥ ǫ log |σD|hD + Cǫ.

Assuming this claim, we can complete the proof as follows. By the uniqueness Theorem 2.8,
we conclude that ϕ̃+ log ωn

(
√
−1)nν∧ν − ρ coincides with the solution from Theorem 1.1 (when the

boundary value is matched). Recall that the Riemannian metric induced by ω +
√
−1∂∂ϕ in

Theorem 4.1 is complete, in particular, this implies that the Kähler-Einstein metric associated
with the solution from Theorem 1.1 is complete towards p.
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Proof of the Claim. We will use the explicit expression of ρ, ω, and ν from Lemma 5.1 to prove
the claim case by case. Now we outline the proof. There are essentially 4 types of isolated log
canonical (non Klt) singularities in complex dimension 2.

(1.1) When the exceptional divisor of the minimal resolution of singularity is an elliptic curve
D. Then the model metric ω = −

√
−1∂∂ρ, ρ = log(− log |σD|hD). And when pulled back

to the resolution, ν ∧ ν̄ has a pole 1
|σD |2hD

along the exceptional divisor. Straightforward

calculation shows that both log ω2

ν∧ν̄ and ρ are sub log functions.
(1.2) The singularity is finite quotient of case (1.1) above. When pulled back to the finite

cover, log ωn

(
√
−1)nν∧ν − ρ, by proof of case 1 above, is a bounded function. Here we have

used the fact that ω is invariant under the finite quotient, and when pull backed to finite
cover, ν is still a generator of holomorphic volume form near the singularity point p.

(2.1) When the exceptional divisors of the minimal resolution of singularity is circle of rational
curves Di, 0 ≤ i ≤ m. Now let us focus on the metric behaviour of ω near the intersection
of two exceptional divisors. Without loss of generality, assume locally Dk = {uk =

0},Dk+1 = {vk = 0}, then the metric ω =
√
−1∂∂ρ, ρ = − log(log |uαk v

β
k | log |uα

′

k v
β′

k |)

ω =

√
−1∂ log |uαkv

β
k | ∧ ∂̄ log |uαk v

β
k |

(log |uαk v
β
k |)2

+

√
−1∂ log |uα′

k v
β′

k | ∧ ∂̄ log |uα′

k v
β′

k |
(log |uα′

k v
β′

k |)2

And when pulled back to the resolution, ν ∧ ν̄ has a pole 1
|ukvk|2 along the exceptional

divisor. Then direct calculation shows that both log ω2

(
√
−1)nν∧ν̄ and ρ are sublog func-

tions.
(2.2) When the singularity is finite quotient of case (2.1), then we can argue as case (1.2) to

complete the proof.

�

We end this section by providing an example of a family of canonical polarized surface with
the central fiber equipped with log canonical singularity satisfying bounded geometry property.

Example 5.1. Degeneration of Godeaux surfaces A surface X is called a Godeaux surface if
π1(X) = Z5 and universal cover is quintic hypersurface. A explicit construction could be as
follows: Define Z5 on P3 in the following way:

ρ • (X0,X1,X2,X3) = (X0, ρX1, ρ
2X2.ρ

3X3)

Then there exists quintics (in P3) invariant and fixed point free under the Z5 action with 5 non
degenerate triple points and no other singularities by a dimension count argument. (cf. [49, pg.
135]). Then the Z5 quotient will give a family of Godeaux with central fiber a canonical polarized
variety coupled with a single simple elliptic singularity (cone over elliptic curve).

�

6. Discussion of conjecture 1.1 for Smoothable isolated log canonical

singularities

In this section, we give a discussion of conjecture 1.1 when the isolated log canonical singularity
is smoothable. First we set up the question.

Let π : X → B be a smoothing of an isolated log canonical (non-log terminal) singularity
(X0, p) over B ∈ C such that Xt = π−1(t) is smooth for t 6= 0. We assume that the total space
X has at worst canonical singularities and the canonical divisor KX is ample. For simplicity, we
assume KX/B is Cartier and let ν be a local generator ν of the bundle KX/B such that νt = ν|Xt

is a local holomorphic n form on Xt, where dimXt = n for t ∈ B. X can locally be embedded
in CN+1 and we apply a pluriharmonic function ρ on CN+1 to define U := {ρ ≤ 0} ∩ X so
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that p ∈ U . After perturbation, we can always assume ∂U is smooth and dρ 6= 0 on ∂U . By
continuity, we may assume ∂Ut is smooth for t sufficiently close to 0, where Ut = U ∩ Xt and
ρt = ρ|Xt .

We let ψ be a smooth function in an open neighborhood of ∂U and let ψt be its restriction
to ∂Ut. We also let Ω be the real-valued smooth (n, n)-volume measure on X defined by

Ω = (
√
−1)nν ∧ ν̄

and let

(6.1) Ωt = Ω|Xt = (
√
−1)nνt ∧ ν̄t

be the restriction of Ω on Ut. Immediately we have
√
−1∂∂ log Ω = 0,

√
−1∂∂ log Ωt = 0

for t ∈ B.
By Theorem 1.1, there is a unique solution ϕt to the following Dirichlet problem for Monge-

Ampère equation on Ut

(6.2)

{
(
√
−1∂∂ϕt)

n = eϕtΩt

ϕt|∂Ut = ψt

for each t ∈ B. If we let ωt =
√
−1∂∂ϕt, then the corresponding Kahler metric gt satisfies the

Kahler-Einstein equation

Ric(gt) = −gt
on Ut for t ∈ B∗ and U0 \ {p} for t = 0.

In [42], the third author combines semi-stable reduction and maximum principle to derive
uniform estimates with barrier for ϕt for t ∈ B when X is a stable family of canonical polarized
variety. And then apply the local version of partial C0 estimate (cf. [20, 21]) initiated by
[46] for noncollapsed polarized Kähler-Einstein manifold and some other tools to show that the
Kähler-Einstein metric g0 on X0 is complete towards the local canonical locus.

In our local situation, now we have a degeneration of polarized Kähler-Einstein manifold

(Ut, gt, Lt, ht)
with boundary, where Lt is a trivial line bundle and ht := e−ϕt is the hermitian metric on Lt
whose curvature is the Kähler form associated to the Kähler-Einstein metric gt . Notice that
Ut, t ∈ B∗ is a strongly pseudoconvex domain, so we can solve ∂̄ equation with L2 estimate
on Ωt. So we believe that the techniques developed in [42] and the local version of the partial
C0-estimate (cf. [21, Theorem 1.1]) can still be applied.

A. Appendix

Lemma A.1. Let (U , ω) be a Kähler manifold with boundary (the boundary can possibly have
several components). If ϕ,ψ are two continuous ω− PSH function on Ū satisfying ϕ > ψ on
∂U , then for Ω := {ϕ < ψ} we have

∫

Ω
ωnψ ≤

∫

Ω
ωnϕ.

Proof. Suppose first that ϕ,ψ and the boundary Ω are smooth. Set ϕt = max(ϕ + t, ψ), t > 0.
Then close to ∂Ω, we have ϕt = ϕ+ t. Define the closed current

Tt =

k=n∑

k=1

(
n

k

)
(
√
−1∂∂ϕt)

k−1 ∧ ωn−k
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and set T = limt→0 Tt. By Stokes’s theorem∫

Ω
ωnϕt

=

∫

Ω

√
−1∂∂ϕt ∧ Tt + ωn =

∫

∂Ω
dcϕt ∧ Tt +

∫

Ω
ωn

=

∫

∂Ω
dcϕ ∧ T +

∫

Ω
ωn =

∫

Ω
ωnϕ

Since ϕt → ψ in Ω as t → 0, we get by applying the convergence theorem that ωnϕt
→ ωnψ in Ω.

Hence for a test function χ in Ω with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 we get∫

Ω
χωnψ = lim

t→0

∫

Ω
χωnϕt

≤ lim inf
t→0

∫

Ω
ωnϕt

.

So ∫

Ω
ωnψ ≤ lim inf

t→0

∫

Ω
ωnϕt

=

∫

Ω
ωnϕ,

which completes the proof for smooth functions. Now we suppse that ϕ,ψ satisfy the extra
assumption

(A.1)
√
−1∂∂ϕ ≥ (δ − 1)ω,

√
−1∂∂ψ ≥ (δ − 1)ω,

for some δ > 0. Then by [6, Theorem 2], we can find two sequence of ω− PSH function ϕj and
ψj on Ω̄ converging uniformly to ϕ,ψ respectively. Given a compact set K ⊂ Ω, we find t > 0
and a positive integer j0 such that

K ⊂ Ω(t, j) := {ϕj < ψj − t} ⊂ Ω

for j > j0 and the boundary of Ω(t, j) is smooth (using Sard’s theorem). Now we have
∫

K
ωnψ ≤ lim inf

j→∞

∫

Ω(t,j)
ωnψj

≤ lim inf
j→∞

∫

Ω(t,j)
ωnϕj

≤
∫

Ω
ωnϕ,

where the second inequality is due to the first part of the proof. We still need to get rid of the
assumption of (A.1). Note that for fixed t ∈ (0, 1) and ω− PSH functions ϕ,ψ, the functions
tϕ, tψ satisfy (A.1) for some δ > 0. For a fixed compact set K ⊂ Ω and constant t ∈ (0, 1), we
may choose δ > 0 sufficiently small such that K ⊂ Ω(δ, t) := {ϕ < ψ − δ

t }. Now we have
∫

K
ωnψ ≤ lim inf

t→1

∫

Ω(t,δ)
ωntψ ≤ lim inf

t→1

∫

Ω(t,δ)
ωntϕ ≤

∫

Ω
ωnϕ,

To complete the proof it is enough to consider an exhaustion sequence of compact subsets of
Ω. �
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