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BOUNDARY POINTS, MINIMAL L? INTEGRALS AND
CONCAVITY PROPERTY IV—FIBRATIONS OVER OPEN
RIEMANN SURFACES

QI'AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider the minimal L? integrals related to
modules at boundary points on fibrations over open Riemann surfaces, and
present a characterization for the concavity property of the minimal L? inte-
grals degenerating to linearity.

1. INTRODUCTION

The strong openness property of multiplier ideal sheaves [26] (conjectured by
Demailly [9]) is an important feature of multiplier ideal sheaves and has opened
the door to new types of approximation technique (see e.g. [26] [34] 311 [ [5l 16
[6, 451 28| [46, [47, 17, B2] [7]), where the multiplier ideal sheaf Z(¢) is the sheaf of
germs of holomorphic functions f such that |f|?e~% is locally integrable (see e.g.
[42] 351 37, 111 121 91 131 [33] 38, B9, [10, 29]), and ¢ is a plurisubharmonic function
on a complex manifold M (see [g]).

Guan-Zhou [26] proved the strong openness property (the 2-dimensional case was
proved by Jonsson-Mustata [30]). Using the strong openness property, Guan-Zhou
[27] gave a proof of the following conjecture posed by Jonsson-Mustata (see [30]).

Conjecture J-M: If cf'(1) < +oo0, Hu({cf(¥)y —log|F| < logr}) has a
uniform positive lower bound independent of r € (0,1), where u is the Lebesgue
measure on C", and ¢f' (1) := sup{c > 0: |F|?e~2¢¥ is L! on a neighborhood of o}
is the jumping number (see [30]).

Recall that Jonsson-Mustatd [30] posed Conjecture J-M, and proved the 2-
dimensional case, which deduced the 2-dimensional strong openness property. It is
natural to ask: can one find a proof of Conjecture J-M independent of the strong
openness property?

In [3], Bao-Guan-Yuan considered the minimal L? integrals related to modules at
boundary points of the sublevel sets of plurisubharmonic functions on pseudoconvex
domains, and established a concavity property of the minimal L? integrals, which
deduced a proof of Conjecture J-M independent of the strong openness property.
In [20], Guan-Mi-Yuan generalized the concavity property to weakly pseudoconvex
Kaéhler manifolds.

Note that the linearity is a degenerate concavity. It is natural to ask:
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Question 1.1. How to characterize the concavity property degenerating to linear-
ity?

In [2I], Guan-Mi-Yuan gave an answer to Question [[LT] for the case of open
Riemann surfaces.

In this article, we give an answer to Question [[I] for the case of fibrations over
open Riemann surfaces.

1.1. Main result. Let 2 be an open Riemann surface, which admits a nontrivial
Green function Gq. Let Y be an n — 1 dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kahler
manifold, and let Ky be the canonical line bundle on Y. Let M = Q x Y be an
n—dimensional complex manifold. Let m and 7o be the natural projections from
M to @ and Y respectively. Let Kjs be the canonical line bundle on M.

Let % be a subharmonic function on Q2. Let ¢q be a Lebesgue measurable func-
tion on  such that pg + 1 is subharmonic function on 2. Let F' be a holomorphic
function on Q. Let T' € [—00, +00). Denote that

U := min{t) — 2log |F|, —T}.

For any z € Q satisfying F(z) = 0, we set ¥(z) = —T. Denote that ¥ := 7} ()
on M. Let ¢y be a plurisubharmonic function on Y. Denote that ¢ := 77 (pq) +
T3 (py)-

Let p € M be a point. Denote that J(¥), := {f € O{¥ < —t}nV):teR
and V is a neighborhood of p}. We define an equivalence relation « on J (P), as
follows: for any f,g € J(¥),, we call f « gif f = g holds on {¥ < —t}NV for some
t > T and open neighborhood V' 3 p. Denote J(¥),/ « by J(¥),, and denote the
equivalence class including f € J (¥), by fp-

If p € Nisr{¥ < —t}, then J(¥), = Onrp (the stalk of the sheaf O at p), and
fp is the germ (f,p) of holomorphic function f. If p ¢ Ny>7{¥ < —t}, then J(T),
is trivial.

Let fp,gp € J(¥), and (h,p) € Onrp. We define f, + g, == (f + ¢)p and
(h,p)- fp := (hf)p. Note that (f +g), and (hf), (€ J(¥),) are independent of the
choices of the representatives of f,g and h. Hence J(¥), is an Oy p-module.

For f, € J(¥), and a,b > 0, we call f, € I(aV + bgp)p if there exist ¢t > T and
a neighborhood V' of p, such that f{\l,<_t}m/ |f|2e= Y= dVy; < +o0, where dViy

is a continuous volume form on M. Note that I (a¥ + bgo)p is an Oy p-submodule
of J(T),.

Let Zy C M be a subset of Ny~7{¥ < —t} such that there exists a subset Zy of
Q such that Zy = Zo x Y. Denote that Z, := {z € Z : (ddc(d)) z) > 2o0rd,(F)}

and Zy := {z € Zy : v(dd°(¢), 2) < 20rd,(F)}, where d° = o F and v(dd®(¢), z)

is the Lelong number of dd®(¢)) at z (see [§]). Denote that Zy = {z € Zy :
v(dd®(v), z) > 20rd.(F)}. Note that {¥ < —t}U Z3 is an open Riemann surface
for any t > T. Denote Z; := 21 XY, Zy = Zg xY and Z3 := Z3 x Y respectively.
Let c(t) be a positive function on (7, +00) such that c(t)e™t is decreasing on
(T, +00), c(t)e™t is integrable near +o00, and ¢(—¥)e~ ¥ has a positive lower bound
on K N{¥ < —T} for any compact subset K C M\7; *(E), where F is an analytic
subset of Q such that £ C {¥ = —oo}.
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Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —to} NV, where V D Z; is an open
subset of M and tg > T is a real number. Denote

inf { [ WPt f e B < 1), 0(w)
{U<—t}

(1.1)

&(f— flp € O(Knm)p @ I(p+ ¥), for any p € ZO}

by G(t;¢, U, p,1(p + W), f), where ¢ € [T, +00) and |f|? := (v/—1)" f A f for any
(n,0) form f. Without misunderstanding, we denote G(t;¢, ¥, ¢, (¢ + ¥), f) by
G(t) for simplicity.

Recall that G(h~1(r)) is concave with respect to r (see [21], see also Theorem
212), where h(t) = t+°° c(s)e %ds for any t > T. In this article, we give a
characterization of the concavity degenerating to linearity.

Assume that Z; is finite, and denote that Z5 = {#1,22,...,2m}. Let w; be
a local coordinate on a neighborhood V., € € of z; satisfying w;(z;) = 0 for any
Jje{1,2,...,m}, where V;,NV,, = () for any j # k. We give an answer to Question
[Tl for the case of fibrations over open Riemann surfaces as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For any z € Z1, assume that one of the following conditions holds:

(A) wq + ap is subharmonic near z for some a € [0,1);

(B) (¢ — 2q:log|wl)(z) > —o0, where q. = $v(dd°(¥), z) and w is a local coor-
dinate on a neighborhood of z satisfying that w(z) = 0.

If there exists t1 > T such that G(t1) € (0,+00), then G(h™1(r)) is linear with
respect to r € (0, f;oo c(s)e *ds) if and only if the following statements hold:

(1) f= ﬂ"{(ajwfjdwj) AN7s(fy)+ [ on (Vo xY)N{¥ < ~to} NV for any j €
{1,2,...,m}, where a; € C\{0}, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic
(n—1,0) form on'Y satisfying [, |fy|*e=#¥ € (0,400), and (f;), € O(Kq), ®
I+ W), for anyp € z; X Y;

(2) wa + ¥ = 2log|g| + 2log |F|, where g is a holomorphic function on {¥ <
~T}U Z3 C Q such that ord;(9) = k; +1 for any j € {1,2,...,m};

(B)Zs#0and Y =235, (qz, — ord.,(F))Gaq, (-, z;) + 2log |[F| — t on Q
for any j € {1,2,...,m}, where Q; = {¥ < —t} U Z3 C Q and Gq, is the Green

function on $;
2 —ordzj (F)

(4) =G limess 2

L = ¢y for any j € {1,2,...,m}, where ¢y €
ajwjjdwj
C\{0} is a constant independent of j.

When F = 1, 9(z) = —oc for any z € Zy = Z3 and condition (B) holds, Theorem
can be referred to [I] (see also Theorem and Remark [Z3T]).

When Zs is an infinite analytic subset of , Proposition gives a necessary
condition of G(h™1(r)) is linear.

2. PREPARATIONS

2.1. Properties of products of Bergman spaces. In this section, we recall
some results of products of Bergman spaces.

Let U ¢ C* and W C C™ be two open sets. Let ¢ and 2 be two Lebesgue
measurable functions on U and W respectively. Let dA\y and dA\w be the Lebesgue
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measures on U and W respectively. Denote

A2(U;e %) :={f € Op: / |f|?e”? d\y < +o0},
U

A2(W;e=%2) == {g € Oy : / lgl?e”?2dA\w < +o0}.
w

Denote || f||1 := (f,, |f|?e~¥*dAy)? for any f € A2(Use=#1) and ||g||2 == ([, [9]%e#2dAw)?
for any g € A2(W;e %2) . Let M := U x W and ¢ := ¢1 + (2. Denote

A2(M;e %) = {h € O : / Ih2e~#dAn < +o0}
M

and ||h|| := ([, |h|?e=?dAar)® for any h € A2(M;e#).
We firstly recall the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (see [44]). Let u be a real positive Lebesgue measurable function on
open subset D1 C C™. Assume that there exists a number a > 0 such that the
function p=% is integrable on some open set D C Dy with respect to Lebesgue
measure dX. Let f be a holomorphic function on D. Assume that ||f||, < +oo,
where ||f|l,, == (/, |fI2udN)z. Then for any compact set K C D, there exists a
constant C'x > 0 such that

sup |f(2)] < Cre|[f] -
K

Proof. The following proof can be referred to [44]. Let K be a compact subset of
D. There exists a real number r > 0 (depends on K) such that B(z,r) C D for any

z € K. Let p:= % and ¢ = 1 4+ a. Note that |f|% is plurisubharmonic function
on D. It follows from sub-mean value inequality that for any z € K, we have

2 1 2
16) < B /B LI

Then it follows from Holder inequality that

Vol(B()If )7 < [

, % .\
<( [ upun)’( [ wtax (2.1)
B(z,r) B(z,r)

1

2 q
Sllfllﬁ(/B( )u‘“dA) |

—P

el < (vosem) ([ . u“dx)%nfnu.

D
2q

%}7
Denote Ck := (VOI(B(Z,T))) (fB(Z " /f“d)\) and for any z € K, we have

2 1 _1
)Iflpuw #d\

z,r

Hence

|f(2)| < Ckl|fl]u-
Lemma [2.J] has been proved. O
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Remark 2.2. Let a € Z%, be a multi-index. Let f be a holomorphic function on
D. For any compact subset K C D, it follows from Lemmal21 and Cauchy integral
formula that there exists a constant Ck o > 0 such that we have

st}1{p [09f(2)| < Ckallfllp-

In the following discussion, we assume that for any relatively compact set U; € U
(W @ W), there exists a real number a3 > 0 (a2 > 0) such that e®# (e*2¥2) is
integrable on Uy (Ws). Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. A2(U;e= %), A2(W;e=%2) and A?(M;e~%) are separable Hilbert
spaces.

Proof. We prove that A%(U;e~%1) is separable Hilbert space. The same proof also
holds for A%2(W;e~%2) and A%(M;e™%).

It is clear that we only need to prove that A%(U;e~%*) is complete and separable.
Let U; € U be a relatively compact subset of U, then there exists a; > 0 such that
e®¥1 ig integrable on Uy. It follows from Lemma 2.1] that we

sup /()] < Cus Il )

Let {f.} be a Cauchy sequence in A?(U;e~%1). It follows from inequality (22
that {f,} is compactly convergent to a holomorphic function F' on U. Then

/ |fn — FlPe %1d\y = / liminf | f, — fx|?e ¥'d\u
U U k—4o00

< liminf/ |fn — frl?e #rd\y (2.3)
k—+oo U

= liminf || f, — f&l|1-
k——+oo

Hence when n is large enough, we have || F||1 < ||fo—F|l1+||fal] < e+]]fnl] < +o0,
ie. F e A%2(U;e=%1). It follows from {f,,} is a Cauchy sequence in A%(U;e~%1) and
(23) that we know that when n is large enough, we have liminf,_, o || fr. — fx|]1 <
€, where € > 0 is a small constant. Hence we have lim, o ||fn» — F||1 = 0. Hence
the norm || - ||; is complete and A%(U;e~%1) is a Hilbert space.

Let L2(U;e=%1) be the space of the Lebesgue measurable function, which is
square integrable with the weight e=%* on U. Note that L?(U;e~%1) is a separable
Hilbert space (see [44]). A%(U;e=%1) is a closed subspace of L?(U;e~%1), hence
A%(U;e=%1) is a separable Hilbert space. O

Next, we recall some results about products of Bergman spaces.

Lemma 2.4. Let h € A*(M,e™%). Let a € 7%, be a multi-index (let 8 € 7%,
be a multi-indezx). For any zo € U (wy € W), we have 0%h(z,w) € A%(W, e~ %2)
(08 h(z,wo) € A%(U,e=%1)).

Proof. Tt follows from Remark that there exists a constant Cy > 0 (Cp is
independent of w) such that for any w € W,

|02 h(z0, w)| < Col[h(z, w)||1-
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Then it follows from h € A%(M, e~ %) and Fubini’s theorem that we have
102 hz0,w)]3 - :/ 102 h(z0, w) [Pe~#2dAw
w

gco/ I[h(z, )| 2e=#2 dAmw
w

:Co/ /|h(2,w)|267“’17“’2d)\M
wJu
= Col|h]|? < +oo.

Hence we have 92h(zp,w) € A%(W,e™%2).
The same proof as above shows that 02h(z,wg) € A?(U, e~ ).
Lemma 2.4l has been proved. O

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma 2.6

Lemma 2.5. Let h € A2(M,e™%) and T € A*(U,e=%'). For any w € W, denote
H(w) := / h(z,w)T(z)e"**@dxy. (2.4)
U

Then H(w) is a holomorphic function on W and H(w) € A*(W, e~ %2).

Proof. When w € W is fixed, it follows from Lemma 24 that h(z,w) belongs to
A2(U,e=%1). Tt follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and both T" and h(z,w)
belong to A%(U,e~ 1) that

1
2

H (w)]| < < / |h(2,w)|2€“01(z)d)\u> ( / |T<z>|2ew<z>dxy) < +o,
U U

for any w € W.

Let w = (wy,wa,...,wy,) € W be given. Let Wy € W be an open convex
neighborhood of w in W. Let @ = (w1, Wa, ..., W) € Wy. It follows from Remark
22 that we have

|h(z,w) — h(z,w) — Z(w] - d)j)awjh(z,w)|2

j=1
Ldh(z,w + t(d — w)) u y 5
_|/0 = dt—;(wj — ;) Ow; (2, w)]
m 1 m
=| Z(w] —w;) / Ow; Wz, w 4 t( — w))dt — Z(wj — W), h(z, 0) |
j=1 0 j=1
m m 1 1
=)D (wy — o) (wp — ) / / t1 (B, O P2, w0 + tita (10 — w)) ) dtodty |2
j=1 k=1 0 Jo
_ 1 o .
§|’LU—’LU|4ZzZ ASUP |8wjawk(h(zaw))|2

J=1 k=1 weWy

<Cilw — wl*|lh(z, )15,
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where C'y > 0 is a constant independent of z. Then we have

H(@) — H(w) — 3 (w; — 1) /U (B, bz, w) T (D1 dAg

Jj=1

= Z,W) — zw—mw-—ﬁ;- h(z. w Ne—F1(2) 2
= U(h(, ) = h(z,w) = Y (w; — 1), h(z, )>T() d\u]|

j=

—

m

SIITII?/ (2, @) = h(z,w) = Y (wj — @), bz, w) P Gy (2.5)
U

j=1
<1711~ wl'Cy [ bz, )e P
U

|71 —w|4cl/U/W (2, )| Ze=#2() =21 A dry

=C1||T|1} 1@ — wl*||hl®

It follows from inequality (Z3]) that H(w) is a holomorphic function on W. Note
that

[Hw)|l2 < / |H (w) 2e~ Ay
w

< (/ |T(2)|26—<P1(z)d)\U>/ /|h(Z,w)|2e—<ﬂ1(z)—<ﬂ2(w)d)\Ud)\W
U w JU

= [|T[[3 - [[P]]* < +oo.
(2.6)

Hence we have H(w) € A2(W, e~ ¥2). O

The following lemma implies that the product of bases of A%(U;e~%') and
A%(W;e~%2) make a basis of A%(M;e™%).

Lemma 2.6. Let {fi(2)}icz., and {gj(w)};ez., be the complete orthonormal bases
of A2(U,e=?*) and A*(W,e~??) respectively. Then {fi(z)g;(w)}ijez., is a com-
plete orthonormal basis of A%(M,e™%).

Proof. 1t follows from Fubini’s theorem that {fi(z)g;(w)}i jez., is orthonormal
basis of A*(M,e™%). Now we prove { fi(z)g;(w)}ijez, is complete. Let h(z,w) €
A*(M,e#) such that [, h(z,w)f;(2)g;(w)e”?dAy = 0 for any i,j € Zxo.

For any ig € Z>0, denote

H;,(w) :z/Uh(z,w)fio(z)e_“’ld)\U,
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where w € W. Tt follows from Lemma 25| that H;,(w) € A%?(W,e~%2). It follows
from Fubini’s theorem that for any jo € Zx>¢, we have

0= /M Bz w)Foa () )€ dAry
_ / ( / h(z,w) Fo (2)e# dAy ) g (0)e#* dAw 2.7)
w U

- / H,y (w)g5 (@)e ™ #2dAw.
w

As jo is arbitrarily chosen and {g;(w)} cz., is the complete orthonormal basis of
A%(W,e=#2), we know that H;,(w) = 0 for any i € Z>o.

For any w € W, it follows from H;(w) = 0 for any i € Z>¢ and {fi(2)}icz-,
is the complete orthonormal basis of A%(U,e~%1), we know that h(z,w) = 0, for
any z € U. Since w is arbitrarily chosen, we know that h(z,w) = 0 on M, for any
z € U. This shows that {f;(z)g;(w)}; jez., is complete.

Lemma has been proved. - O

Let A C C be the unit disk, and let ¥ be an (n — 1)—dimensional complex
manifold, and let N = A x Y. Let m; and 75 be the natural projections from N
to A and Y respectively. Let p; be a nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function
on A satisfying that p(w) = p1(Jw|) for any w and the Lebesgue measure of
{w € A : pi(w) > 0} is positive. Let p2 be a nonnegative Lebesgue measurable
function on Y, and denote that p = 75 (p1) x 75 (p2) on N. We recall the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.7 (see [2]). For any holomorphic (n,0) form F on N, there exists a
unique sequence of holomorphic (n —1,0) forms {F}}jez., on'Y such that

F= Y mi(wdw) Am3(Fy),
JEZ>o0

where the right term of the above equality is uniformly convergent on any compact
subset of N. Moreover, if [\ |F|*p < 400, we have

[ 1520 < o
Y
for any j € Z>o.
In the following discussion, we assume that U € C is an open subset containing
origin 0 in C.
Lemma 2.8. There exists a countable complete orthonormal basis {fi(z)}iezzo of
A2(U,e=#) such that k; := ordy(f;) is strictly increasing with respect to i.
Proof. For any k € Z>¢, denote
AU, e#) = {f € A(U,e ) (921)(0) = 1 & (92£)(0) = 0 for j < k}.

If A2(U,e=%1) # (), denote Sy := inf{||f||1 : f € AZ(U,e¥')}. We prove that there
exists a Fy, € A%(U,e~%*) such that Sy, = || Fg||:.

Let {F;}jez., be a sequence of holomorphic functions in A7 (U, e~%") such that
||Fj||1 — Sk as j — +oo. It follows from Lemma 2] that for any relative compact
subset Uy € U, we have supy;, [F;| < C1||Fj||1 for some C1 > 0. As ||Fj||1 — Sk
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when j — +o0, we know that sup; supy;, |Fj| < C2 for some Cy > 0. Hence there
exists a subsequence of {Fj }jez., (also denote by {F}};ez.,) compactly convergent
to a holomorphic function Fj, on U. As {Fj}jez., is compactly convergent to Fj,
and Fj € A2(U,e~%1), we know that (0¥F})(0) = 1 and (99 F},)(0) = 0 for j < k.
It follows from Fatou’s Lemma that we know

/ |Fy.|?e #1d)\y < 1jminf/ |Fj |2 e d\y = Sk,
U J=toe Ju

which implies that F, € A?(U,e ') and ||Fy|[1 < Si. By definition of Sy, we
know that ||Fy||1 = Sk.
Denote K := {k € Z>¢ : A2(U,e~%*) # (0}. Note that K is a countable infinite
Fy,

subset of Z>¢. For any k € K, we take fj := T

Now we prove { fx(2)}rex is a complete orthonormal basis of A%(U,e~%1).

Firstly, we prove that { fi(z) } ek is orthonormal basis. Let k € K. We prove that
for any g € A%(U, e %) satisfying (92g)(0) = 0 for any j < k, we have (fx, g)1 = 0,
where (-,-); is the inner product on A?(U,e~%'). Note that for any a € C, we
have fi + ag € AZ(U,e%). Hence for any « € C, ||f + ag|[1 > Sk. However let

(fr,9)1
llgll3

then by direct computation we have

<fk,g>1|2
lgllF "~

If (fr,9)1 # 0, we will have || fx + ag||1 < Sk, which is a contradiction. Hence we
have (fx,g)1 = 0. By the above discussion, we also know that fj is the unique
holomorphic function in A% (U, e=%*) such that || fx||1 = Sk. For any ki < ko € K,
following above discussion, we have (fx,, fr,)1 = 0. By definition, we also have
[|flls = 1. Hence {fr(z)}rek is orthonormal basis.

Secondly, we prove that {fi(z)}rex is complete. If k € Z>¢\K, then we set
fr(2) = 0. Let h € A%2(U,e ") be a holomorphic function. Let {aj}rez., be a
sequence of complex numbers which will be determined later. Let -

hi(2) =Y a;f;(2).

i<k

o= —

£+ agllt = I/l — |

Now we will choose {a}kez., such that for any j <k,
(01h4)(0) = (92h)(0). (2.8)

If 0 € Z>0\K, we set ag = 0. If 0 ¢ Z>o\K, we set ag = h(0)||Fo||1. By the
construction of {fi(2)}iez.,, we know that hy(0) = h(0). Assume that for any
j <k —1, the sequence {a;}ogjgk,l has been chosen. Now we choose the number
ap. If k € Z>0\K, then A% (U,e~%*) = (). We also note that h — hj_1 satisfies

(‘%(h - hk—l)) (0) =0, for any j < k—1.

Then we have (8§(h - hk1)> (0) = 0, otherwise M € A2(U,e %)
which is a contradiction. Since (85 (h— hk_l)) (0) =0, weset ap, =0. If k € K, it
follows from (9¥hy)(0) = (0¥h)(0) that we have the following equation

ao (0% £0)(0) + a1 (9% f1)(0) + - - + ar (9% £)(0) = (9%h)(0). (2.9)
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Note that (9% f;)(0) = m # 0 and {a; }o<;j<k—1 has been chosen. The equation
(Z3) can be solved, i.e. we can find ay such that (9¥h;)(0) = (9¥h)(0) holds. Hence

we can choose {aj}rez., by induction such that for any j <k,
(02h1)(0) = (92h)(0).
Note that for any j < k, we have <8§(hk - h)) (0) = 0. Hence we know that

<hk - h, fk>1 = 0, i.e.
(hy fi)r = (hies fo)1 = ap.
By Bessel inequality, we have ;;08 laj|? < ||n||3. Denote H(z) := Z;;OS a;jfi(z),
where the right hand-side is uniformly convergent to H(z) on any compact subset
of U and we have H(z) € A?(U,e%"). Hence for any k € Z>q, we have
(0£H)(0) = lim (92hi)(0) = (95h)(0).
Jj—+oo
Hence h = H, which implies that {fx(2)}rek is complete.

Denote fl := fk,, where k; satisfies ordy(fx,) is minimal among k € K. Denote
f2 == fr,, where ky satisfies ord(fy,) is minimal among k € K\{k1}. Denote
fi := fk,, where k; satisfies ordo(fx,) is minimal among k € K\{k1, ko, ..., ki—1}.
Now {ordo(fi)}iez-, is strictly increasing with respect to i. Note that {fi(2)}iez-,
is a rearrangement of {fx(2)}rex and {fi(2)}rex is a complete orthonormal basis
of A2(U,e=#1). We know that {f;(2)}icz., satisfies the requirement of Lemma 28

We are done.
O

In the following discussion, let U = A C C be the unit disk. It follows
from Lemma that there exists a complete orthonormal basis {f;(2)}icz., of
A2(U,e=#) which satisfies ordg(f;) is strictly increasing with respect to i. Let
W C C™ be an open set. Let {g;j(w)};ez., be the complete orthonormal basis of
A2(W,e=#2). Let F be a holomorphic function on M := U x W satisfying that
F e A*(M,e=%). It follows from LemmaRTthat F' = 3", ; 2! Fj(w), where {F}},5 ;

is a sequence of holomorphic functions on W and Fj,(w) # 0. Denote k; := ordo( fi)
for any i € Z>o and k := infiezzo{ki} = k.

Lemma 2.9. We have k >k and for any 1 > /;, Fy € A2(W,e=%2).

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 28] that {f;(2)g;(w)}s, jezs, is a complete orthonor-
mal basis of A%2(M,e~%).

As F € A%2(M, e~ %), we know that

Fzow)= Y ayfi(z)g;(w) = > fiz) Y aig;(w),
i,j€Zs0 i€Z>0 J€Zso

for some a;; € C, where the right-hand side is uniformly convergent on any compact
subset of M. Tt follows from F € A?(M,e~%) that we know ZJEZZO a;jgi(w) €
A2(W,e=%2) for any i € Z>o.

As U C C is unit disc, we assume that for each i € Z>o, fi(z) = Z;L;z bzt on U
for some b;; € C, where the right-hand side is uniformly convergent on any compact

subset of U. Then we know that F'(z,w) =5, 2! < Dien, (X ez, @ij9; (w))),
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where the index set I; := {i € Z>¢ : k; <[} and the right-hand side is uniformly
convergent on any compact subset of M. For fixed | > k, as k; € Z>¢ is strictly
increasing with respect to i, we know that I; is a finite set for any [ > k.

Recall that it follows from Lemma 27 that F = >, z'F(w) and {F},5} is

unique. The uniqueness of { £}, implies that we have >,y bu (o5 aijgj(w)) =
0 for k <1 <kand Fi(w) =3y, ba(d> ez aijgj(w)) for any | > k. Tt follows
from I; is a finite set for any | > k and > ., aijg;(w) € A%(W,e=%2) for any
i € Z>o. that we have Fj € A%(W,e=#2) for any | > k. O

Remark 2.10. By the definition of k, we know that for any | > k, |z|*'e=%1 is L}
integrable near 0 € C. As k > k, we have |z|*'e=%* is L' integrable near 0 € C for
any | > k.

2.2. Concavity property on weakly pseudoconvex Kéahler manifolds. In
this section, we recall some results about the concavity property on weakly pseu-
doconvex Kéhler manifolds [21] (see also [20]). Let M be a complex manifold. Let
X and Z be closed subsets of M. We call that a triple (M, X, Z) satisfies condition
(A), if the following two statements hold:

I. X is a closed subset of M and X is locally negligible with respect to L2
holomorphic functions; i.e., for any local coordinated neighborhood U C M and for
any L? holomorphic function f on U\X, there exists an L? holomorphic function
f on U such that f|U\X = f with the same L? norm;

II. Z is an analytic subset of M and M\(X U Z) is a weakly pseudoconvex
Kahler manifold.

Let M be an n—dimensional complex manifold. Assume that (M, X, Z) satisfies
condition (A). Let Kjs be the canonical line bundle on M. Let dVjs be a continuous
volume form on M. Let F' be a holomorphic function on M. Assume that F' is not
identically zero. Let 1) be a plurisubharmonic function on M. Let ¢ be a Lebesgue
measurable function on M such that ¢ 4 9 is a plurisubharmonic function on M.

Let T' € [—00, +00). Denote that

U := min{y — 2log |F|,—T}.
For any z € M satisfying F'(z) = 0, we set ¥(z) = —T.

Definition 2.11 ([21]). We call that a positive measurable function ¢ on (T, +00)
is in class I:’T_,M_,q; if the following two statements hold:

(1) c(t)e™t is decreasing with respect to t;
(2) For any to > T, there exists a closed subset Ey of M such that Ey C Z N
{U(z) = —oo} and for any compact subset K C M\Ey, e~ ?c(—¥) has a positive
lower bound on K N{¥ < —to} .

For f., € J(¥),, and a,b > 0, we call f,, € I(a\If + bgD)ZO if there exist t > T
and a neighborhood V of zg, such that f{\l/<—t}ﬂV |f|2e=2¥=b¢dVy; < +oco. Note
that I (a® + byp) ., Is an Oy z,-submodule of J(P) -

Let Zy be a subset of Ny>7{¥ < —t}. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on
{¥ < —tp} NV, where VO Zj is an open subset of M and to > T is a real
number. Let J;, be an Ouyz-submodule of J (W), such that I(¥ +¢)_ C J,,
where zg € Zy. Let J be the Oy ,,-module sheaf with stalks J,,, where zg € Zj.
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Denote the minimal L? integral related to .J
inf / Fl2e%c(—0) : fe HOQU < —t}, O(Kar))
{U<—t}

& (f— [z € O(Kpp)z @ Jsy, for any zg € Zy
(2.10)

by G(t;¢, U, v, J, ), where t € [T, +00), ¢ is a nonnegative function on (7', +00) and
2 _
|f|? .= v/=1" f A f for any (n,0) form f. Without misunderstanding, we denote
G(t;e, U, ¢, J, f) by G(t) for simplicity. For various ¢(t), we denote G(t; ¢, U, ¢, J, f)
by G(t; ¢) respectively for simplicity.
We recall the concavity property for G(t).

Theorem 2.12 ([21]). Let ¢ € Prasw satisfying that f;;oo c(s)e™*ds < +oo,

where Th > T. If there exists t € [T,+00) satisfying that G(t) < +oo, then

G(h=Y(r)) is concave with respect to r € (O,f;oo c(t)e~tde), . li%nOG(t) = G(T)
ST

. o o —+o0 _s
and t_1i+moo G(t) =0, where h(t) = [," " c(s)e”*ds.

When F =1 and ¥(z) = —oo for any z € Zy, J, is an ideal of Oy, for any
z € Zy and Theorem degenerates to the concavity property with respect to
the ideals at inner points ([20], see also [19]).

Let ¢(t) be a nonnegative measurable function on (7', +00). Denote that

H2(t;¢) == {f : / |flPe™%e(=W) < +oo, fe H'{U < —t},O(Kur))
{U<—t}

&(JE_ f)zo € O(KM)ZO Y Jzov for any zp € ZO};

where t € [T, 4+00).
The following corollary gives a necessary condition for the concavity degenerating
to linearity.

Corollary 2.13 ([21]). Letc € Pr . satisfying that f;;oo c(s)e™*ds < +o0, where
Ty > T. Assume that G(t) € (0,+00) for some t > T, and G(h=1(r)) is linear with
respect to r € [0, f;oo c(s)e=*ds), where h(t) = ft+oo c(s)e *ds.

Then there exists a unique holomorphic (n,0) form F on {¥ < =T} such that
(F=f)y € O(K 1) 2@z, holds for any zg € Zo, and G(t) = f{\l,<_t} |F|2e=¢c(—)
holds for any t > T.

Furthermore

N . t1
/ |F|2e%a(—T) = JFS(LC) / a(t)etdt
{—t1<U<—t,} S, c(t)etdt Ji,

holds for any nonnegative measurable function a on (T,+0o0), where T <ty < t1 <
+oo and Ty € (T, +00).
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Remark 2.14 ([21]). If H?(to;¢) C H2(to;c) for some to > T, we have

. G(T,: +o0
G(to;¢) = / |F|?e~?e(—0) = Jm}#/ é(s)e *ds,
{W<—to} Jr o elt)etdt Jio
where ¢ is a nonnegative measurable function on (T, +o0) and Ty € (T, +o0). Thus,
if H2(t;¢) C H2(t;e) for any t > T, then G(h™'(r);é) is linear with respect to
r e [0, f;oo c(s)e4ds).

We recall a characterization of G(t) = 0, where t > T.

Lemma 2.15 ([21]). Let ¢ € Pr v satisfying that f;;oo c(s)e™*ds < 400, where
Ty >T. Let to > T. The following two statements are equivalent:
(2) fzo € O(KM)ZO ® Jzo: fO’I’ any zo € Zy.

2.3. Properties of Oy ,-module J,. In this section, we present some properties
of Oprp-module J,. The notation used in this section can be referred to Section
o

Let T € [—00, +00). Denote

VU := min{7] (¢ — 2log |F|), —T}.
If F(z) =0 for some z € Q, we set U(z,w) = =T for any w € Y. Let T3 > T be
any real number.

Denote

p1 = 2max{ry(¢) + T, 71 (21og |[F|)},
and
Uy = min{¥,-T1}.

Denote ¢ := 75 (¢vq) + 75 (¢y). By definition we have I(¥q + ¢), = I(¥ + ¢),, for
any p € M. Recall that g + 1 and ¢ are subharmonic functions on 2, hence for
any relatively compact subset U € (), there exists a real number a; > 0 such that
€% is integrable on U. Note that ¢y is a plurisubharmonic function on ¥ and
then for any relatively compact set W € Y, there exists a real number as > 0 such
that e*?¥Y is integrable on W.

Let ¢(t) be a positive measurable function on (T, +oc) such that ¢(t) € Pr s w.
Let dVjs be a continuous volume form on M. Let p € M be a point, denote that
Hy,:={f, € J(V),: f{\l,<_t}m/0 [fI2e%c(=W)dVy < +oo for some t > T and Vj is
an open neighborhood of p} and H,, := {(F,p) € Omp : on |F|2e= %= %1c(—Wy)dVys <
~+oo for some open neighborhood Uy of p}.

As ¢(t) € Prasw, hence c(t)e™t is decreasing with respect to t and we have
IV 4+ @), = I(V + ¢), C H,. We also note that H, is an ideal of Oxzp.

In [21], we proved the following proposition of H,/I(¢ + U1),.

Proposition 2.16 ([21]). There ezists an Oy, p-module isomorphism P : Hy,/I(o+
W1)p = Hp/Z(o + @1+ Y1)y

We recall the following closedness property of submodule of O%n)o.
Lemma 2.17 (see [18]). Let N be a submodule of Of, ,, 1 < q < +o0, let f; €
Ocn (U)? be a sequence of q—tuples holomorphic in an open neighborhood U of the

origin o. Assume that the f; converge uniformly in U towards a q—tuples f €
Ocn(U)?, assume furthermore that all germs (fj,0) belong to N. Then (f,0) € N.
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We recall the following well-known result due to Skoda.

Lemma 2.18 ([40]). Let w be a plurisubharmonic function on A™ C C™. If
v(dd®u,0) < 1, then e=2* is L' on a neighborhood of o, where o € A™ is the
origin.

Following from Lemma [2.18 and Siu’s Decomposition Theorem, we can obtain
the following well-known result (see [21]).

Lemma 2.19. Let ¢ be a subharmonic function on the unit disc A C C. Then we
have Z(p), = (2F), if and only if v(dd®(p),0) € [2k, 2k + 2).

Recall that Zy C Q is a subset of Nys7{(m1).(¥) < —t}. Recall that Z; := {z €
Zo : v(dd°(Y), 2) > 20rd.(F)}, Zo := {z € Zy : v(dd°(¢)),2) < 20rd.(F)}, and
Zs :={z € Zy: v(dd° (1), z) > 20rd.(F)}. We denote Z; := Zy XY, Zy := Zo X Y
and Z3 := Z3 x Y respectively.

Lemma 2.20. Assume that c(t) > 1 near +oo and v(dd(y), 20) + v(dd*(¢) +
va),z0) ¢ Z for any zo € Zy. Then for any p = (z,w) € Zy, we have H, =
I(p+ V).

Proof. It follows from Proposition that H, = I(¢ + ¥1), if and only if H, =
Z(o+ VY1 + 1)y, where Hy, := {(h,p) € Oy : |h[?e”?~?1c(—¥) is integrable near
p}. Now, we prove Hp =Z(o + U1 + ¢1)p.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that M = A x A" !, 2 =0¢€ A and
p =0 € M (the origin of M). As c(t)e™! is decreasing, we have Z(p + V1 + ¢1), C
H,o. For any (h,o0) € H,, there exists 1 > 0 such that fArl cAn= |h|2e= = ?1e(—) <
400, which implies that

/ |h|2e™? %1 < 400, (2.11)
Apy XA

where A, = {z € C: |z| < r1}. Hence we know that h € A*(A,, x A=t e#=¢1),
It follows from LemmaZ9and Remark2I0that we know that h(z, w) = 3,5, 2 Fi(w),
where {Fj};> is a sequence of holomorphic functions on W satisfying Fy(w) # 0,
Fy € A2(Ar=1 e=#v) and |z|?le~?e~(m)-(#1) is L1 integrable near 0 € A for any
1> k.

Denote that 21 := v(dd®(),0) and z2 := v(dd°(pq +1),0). It follows from Siu’s
Decomposition Theorem that

¢ =z log|z| + 1, (2.12)
where 1) is a subharmonic function on A satisfying that v(dd®(¢),0) = 0. As
v(dd®(¢),0) < 20rdy(F'), we have

1
Y < E(Wl)*(%’l) = max{¢ + T1,2log |F|} < z1log|z] + C1 (2.13)
near 0, where C is a constant, which implies that v(dd®(3(m1).(¢1)),0) = z1. As
29 = v(dd®(pq + 1),0), we have
pa + ¢ < xzlogz| + Oy (2.14)

near 0, where Cs is a constant. Combining inequality 211)), equality (212), in-
equality (213) and inequality (2I4)), we get that there exists ro € (0,r1) such
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/ |Z|2k7117I26’¢J~
A

T2

<0y / |2[2kem 2 ()= (P1) —pa—v+d

T2

that

ZC?,/ |23 (m)- (o) —pa—i log ul (2.15)

T2

Sogecl/ |2 |2 e—pa—(m)(e1)
A

T2
< + o0.

For any p > 1, as v(dd“(¢),0) = 0, it follows from Lemma 21§ that there exists

rs € (0,r9) such that fA e ¥ < +00, where %—I—% = 1. It follows from inequality
T3

I3) and Holder inequality that

2k—x] —mg
/ o5
Ay

3

1 1
_ / |Z|2k—m1—mge1[z » / 67%12) q (2.16)
- \Ua,, A

T3
<+ 00,

which shows that |z|2kzﬁlz2 is integrable near o for any p > 1. As z1 + 22 =
v(dd®(x), 0) +v(dd®(pa +1),0) & Z, we have |z|>*~¥1772 is integrable near 0. Note
that v(dd®(¢q + (11)«(T1 + ¢1)),0) = v(dd*(a + ¥ + 3(m1)+(1)),0) = z1 + 2.
It follows from Lemma [ZI9 that (2*,0) € Z(pq + (71)«(¥1 + ©1))o-

It follows from (z!,0) € Z(pq + (m1)«(V1 + ¢1))o and F; € A2(A2~! e=#) for
any [ > k that we have 2/ Fj(w) € Z(p + W1 + ¢1), for any [ > k. It follows from
Lemma 217 and h(z,w) = 3,5, 2 F(w) that we have (h,0) € Z(¢ + V1 + ¢1),.
Hence we obtain that H, = I(g5+ Uy + ¢1)o-

Lemma is proved. O

Lemma 2.21. For any z € Zy, assume that one of the following two conditions
holds:

(A) ¢+ av) is subharmonic near z for some a € [0,1);

(B) (¢ — 2p.log|w|)(z) > —oo, where p. = jv(dd*(¢),z) and w is a local
coordinate on a neighborhood of z satisfying that w(z) = 0.

Let c(t) > f—; Then for any p = (z,w) € Z1\Zs, we have H, = I(¢ + V),.

Proof. It follows from Proposition that H, = I(¢ + ¥1), if and only if H, =
Z(o+ VY1 +¢1),, where Hy, := {(h,p) € Oprp : |h[?e”?~?1c(—W1) is integrable near
p}. Now, we prove Hy, =Z(p + V1 + ¢1),.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that M = A x A" !, 2 =0¢€ A and
p =0 € M (the origin of M). As c(t)e™" is decreasing, we have Z(p + V1 + ¢1), C
H,. For any (h,o) € H,, there exists r; > 0 such that fA” At |h|2e=¢=%1e(—T) <
+00. Denote that z1 := v(dd®(),0) and z2 := v(dd®(¢q + ), 0).

Firstly, we prove H, C Z(¢ + U1 + 1), under condition (A4) (¢ + ayy is sub-
harmonic near 0 for some a € [0,1)). As ¢(t) > f—;, we can assume that c(t) > e
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when ¢ > T7. Then we have

/ |h[2e—#—aTi—¢1 < / Ih[2e~ %91 (= ;) < +o0.
Apy xATTT Ay xATT!

Hence we know that h € A%2(M,e~¥~2¥1=#1) Tt follows from Lemma [ZJ and Re-
mark 210 that we know that h(z,w) = 3,5, z'Fi(w), where {F}};> is a sequence
of holomorphic functions on W satisfying Fj(w) # 0, F; € A2(A"! e=#Y) and
|z|Ple~¥a—(m)-(@¥ite1) 45 L1 integrable near 0 € A for any [ > k.

Note that ¢q + (7m1).(a¥1 + ¢1) = pa + ap + (2 — a) max{, 2log|F|} and
v(dd“(po + a1)),0) = v(dd(pa + ),0) — (1 — a)o(dd*(¢),0) = z2 — (1 — a)xy.
As v(dd®(v),0) = 20rdy(F), we have v(dd®(pq + (m1)«(a¥1 + ©1)),0) = 29 — (1 —
a)x1+ (2 —a)xry = xo + x1. Note that v(dd®(va + (71)«(P1 +¢©1)),0) = z1 +22. Tt
follows from |z|?e=#2~(m)-(a¥1+¢1) j5 [ integrable near 0 € A for any [ > k and
Lemma 219 that (z!,0) € Z(pq + (m1)+(¥1 + ¢1))o for any I > k .

It follows from (2%,0) € Z(pq + (71)«(V1 + ¢1))o and F; € A2(A"1 e=#Y) for
any [ > k that we have 2/ Fj(w) € Z(p + ¥ + ¢1), for any [ > k. It follows from
Lemma ZI7 and h(z,w) = 3, z'F;(w) that we have (h,0) € Z(p + U1 + ¢1),.
Hence we obtain that H, = Z(¢ 4+ ¥; + 1), under condition (A).

Now, we prove H, C Z(¢+ W1 +¢1), under condition (B) ((1) — z1 log |w|)(0) >
—o0). For any (h,0) € H,, there exists ro > 0 such that [,  an—1 |h[2e™ ¢ #1¢(—V) <

T2 r2
400, which implies that

/ |h|?e™ %1 < 4o0. (2.17)
Dpy x AT

Hence we know that h € A*(A,, x A7 e7#7%1) It follows from Lemma 23 and
Remark 210 that we know that h(z,w) = 3,5, 2'Fj(w), where Fy(w) # 0, {Fi};>x
is a sequence of holomorphic functions on W satisfying Fy € A2(A%"!, e=#¥) and
|z|2le~Pa=(m)=(#1) s L1 integrable near 0 € A for any [ > k.

It follows from Siu’s Decomposition Theorem that

1/):I110g|2|+1/;,

where 1) is a subharmonic function on A satisfying that v(dd(¢)),0) = 0. Note that
¥(0) > —oo and @@ + (1)« (¢1) < o +2z11og |2|+ C1 = po+1 — ¢ + 1 logz] <
(x1 + 22) log |2| — 1/3 + Cy near 0, where C; and Cy are constants. Note that e¥ is
subharmonic, then it follows from |z|?'e~?2~(")+(¥1) is L' integrable near 0 € A
for any | > k and the sub-mean value inequality that there exists r3 € (0,r2) such
that for any [ > k, we have
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/ |Z|2l7I1712
A

T3

r3
=27 / pAHlmei=en gy
0

T 2T . )
< ~1 /3/ pRlFl—zi—22 B (re'”) gg gy
“et Jo Jo (2.18)
1

) / e
e N

< ?/ |2 Ple—e=(m)a(o)
ew(o) Arg

<+ o0.

As v(dd“(¢+ (1)« (P14 ¢1)),0) = 21 + 29, it follows from inequality (ZI8) and
Lemma ZT9 that (z!,0) € Z(¢ + (71)«(¥1 + ¢1))o for any I > k.

It follows from (2!,0) € Z(pq + (m1)«(V1 + ¢1))o and F; € A2(A""1 e=9Y) for
any [ > k that we have 2! Fj(w) € Z(p + ¥ + ¢1), for any [ > k. It follows from
Lemma 217 and h(z,w) = 3,5, 2 Fi(w) that we have (h,0) € Z(¢ + V1 + ¢1),.
Hence we obtain that H, = Z(¢ 4+ ¥; + ¢1), under condition (B).

Lemma 2271 is proved. O

2.4. Some required lemmas. In this section, we recall and present some required
lemmas.

Lemma 2.22 (see [24]). Let c(t) be a positive measurable function on (0,-+00),
and let a € R. Assume that ft+°o c(s)e %ds € (0,400) when t near +o0o0. Then we
have

+ oo —as
(1) lims— 400 % =1 if and only if a = 1;

o0 ¢(s)e” % ds

(2) hmt_)_;,_oo W =0 Zf and only ’Lfa > 1,'

f:roo c(s)e”**ds

T (e ds = +o0 if and only if a < 1.

(3) lirnt_>+oo

The following Lemma belongs to Fornsess and Narasimhan on approximation
property of plurisubharmonic functions on Stein manifolds.

Lemma 2.23 ([I5]). Let X be a Stein manifold and ¢ € PSH(X). Then there
exists a sequence {@n}tn=1... of smooth strongly plurisubharmonic functions such
that @, | .

Now, we recall some basic properties of the Green functions. Let (2 be an open
Riemann surface, which admits a nontrivial Green function Gq, and let zy € .

Lemma 2.24 (see [36], see also [43]). Let w be a local coordinate on a neighborhood
of 2o satisfying w(zo0) = 0. Ga(z,20) = SUPyeay (z) V(2), where Ag(z0) is the set of
negative subharmonic function on Q such that v —log |w| has a locally finite upper
bound near zy. Moreover, Gq(-, z9) is harmonic on Q\{z0} and Gq(-, z0) — log |w|
is harmonic near zg.

Lemma 2.25 (see [22]). For any open neighborhood U of zy, there exists t > 0
such that {z € 2 : Ga(z,z0) < —t} is a relatively compact subset of U.
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Let S :={z; : j € Z>1 & j < 7} be a discrete subset of the open Riemann
surface €2, where v € Zs2 U {+00}. We recall the following two lemmas about

Z1§j<»y QjGQ('v Zj)'

Lemma 2.26 (see [23]). Let ¢ be a negative subharmonic function on  such that
%v(ddcw, zj) > qj for any j, where ¢; > 0 is a constant. Then 221§j<7 q;Gal- zj)
is a subharmonic function on Q satisfying that 221§j<7 q;Galz5) > ¥ and
23 1<jery 3iGals, 25) is harmonic on Q\S.

The following lemma will be used in the proofs of Proposition and Propo-
sition 2341
Lemma 2.27 (see [23]). Let ¢ be a negative plurisubharmonic function on €
satisfying %’U(ddcw,ZQ) > q; > 0 for any j, where q; is a constant. Assume
that ¢ % 221§k<7 q;Gal-,zj). Let l(t) be a positive Lebesque measurable func-
tion on (0,4+00) satisfying 1 is decreasing on (0,400) and f0+ool(t)dt < +oo.
Then there exists a Lebesgue measurable subset V' of M such that [(—(z)) <
(=231 ckery 4iGal(z, 25)) for any 2 € V and p(V) > 0, where p is the Lebesgue
measure on ).

Let Y be an n — 1 dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kéhler manifold. Let M =
Q x Y be a complex manifold, and Kj; be the canonical line bundle on M. Let 7y,
w9 be the natural projections from M to 2 and Y. Let ¢); be a subharmonic function
on § such that ¢.;, = %v(dd%/;l,zj) >0 forany z; € S ={z; : 1 < j < ~}, and
let o be a Lebesgue measurable function on 2 such that ¥; 4+ ¢gq is subharmonic
on Q. Let ¢y be a plurisubharmonic function on Y. Denote that ¢ := 7 (1),
¢ =71 (pq) + 75 (py). Using the Weierstrass Theorem on open Riemann surfaces
(see [14]) and Siu’s Decomposition Theorem, we have

po + Y1 = 2log|go| + 2uo,
where g is a holomorphic function on Q and ug is a subharmonic function on
such that v(ddug, z) € [0,1) for any z € Q.

Let w; be a local coordinate on a neighborhood V,, CC  of z; satisfying
wj(z;) = 0 for z; € Zy, where V., N V., = 0 for any j # k. Without loss of
generality, assume that w;(V.,) = {w € C : |w| < s;}, where s; > 0. Denote that
Vo = U1§j<7 V.;. Assume that go = djw;cj hj on V., where d; is a constant, k; is
a nonnegative integer, and h; is a holomorphic function on V., such that h;(z;) = 1
for any j (1 <j <#).

Let ¢(t) be a positive measurable function on (0, +00) satisfying that c(t)e™" is
decreasing and f0+oo c(t)e~tdt < +oo. We recall the following optimal L? extension
theorem.

Theorem 2.28 (see [1]). Let F' be a holomorphic (n,0) form on Vo xY such that
F = ﬂ"{(wfjfjdwj) A 75 (E;) on V., XY, where k; is a nonnegative integer, f;
is a holomorphic function on V., such that f;j(z;) = a; € C\ {0}, and F; is a
holomorphic (n —1,0) form on'Y for any 1 < j <.

Denote that Ip :={j:1<j < ’y&l;:j—kl—kj < 0}. Assume that l;:j—kl—kj =0
and ug(zj) > —oo for j € Ip. If

/ |Ej[2e™%Y < 400 (2.19)
Y
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forany 1 <j<~, and

) 12 ,—2u0(z5) ~
3 %/Y |F;[2e=?Y < +oo, (2.20)
jEIR Z5 177

then there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M, such that (F — F,(zj,y)) €
(O(Kn) @Z(p + 1)) (2 for any 1 <j <~y andy €Y, and

N +oo 2 12 ,—2u0(z5) ~
/ |F[2e Pc(—1) < ( / c(s)e_sds) 3 ”'“J|6—2 / |Ej|2e%v .
M 0 jelr ‘JZj|dj| Y
(2.21)

The following lemma will be used in the proofs of Proposition 2.32] and Propo-
sition 2:34]

Lemma 2.29. For any 1 < j < v, assume that one of the following conditions
holds:

(A) wq + ay is subharmonic near z; for some a € [0,1);

(B) (¢1 — 2g., log |wj|)(z;) > —oco, where q., = sv(dd(y1), ).

Let F be a holomorphic (n,0) form on M such that F = lel%j i (whdw;) A
75 (Fj1) on Vo, XY for any j according to Lemma[2.7], where l;j is a nonnegative
integer, F;; is a holomorphic (n —1,0) form on'Y satisfying that I:"j = Fj,fcj £ 0.
Denote that

Ip={j:1<j<y&kj+1-k <0}

Assume that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
—+oo
/ |F|?e=?é(—y) < C’/ é(s)e %ds
{p<—t} ¢

for any t > 0 and any nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function ¢(t) on (0,400).
Then kj +1—k; =0 for any j € Ip, [, |Fji|*e™ ¥ < 400 for any j.1, and

>

2me—2uo(z;) -
/ B2 < C.
j€lr v

q2j|dj|2

Proof. Firstly, we prove that [, |Fj;[?e™%¥ < o0 for any j,l. Fixed z;, there
exists 7; > 0 such that {|w;| < r;} C V., and

/{ ‘ }Y|F|Qe*%(—¢)<+oo (2.22)
wj|<rjpX

for any nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function é(¢) on (0, +00) satisfying f0+°° é(s)e *ds <
+00.
If there exists a € [0,1) such that ¢ + ayy near z;, note that there exists a
positive Lebesgue measurable function ¢(t) on (0, +00) such that ¢(t)e~* (denoted
by b(t)) is increasing near +oco and fOJrOO é(s)e ®ds < 400, then there exist 7; €
(0,7;) and Cy < 0 such that b(¢) is increasing on (—Cf, +00)

o +ayp; < Cy,
1 < Cy
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on {|w;| < 7;}. Inequality ([2:22) shows that

/ |F|2€_”;(“’Y)_Clb(—01)
{lw;| <73} xY

S/ |F|2e—wf(wn+aw1)—w;(¢y)b(_ﬁ(wl)) (2.23)
{Jw;| <7 }xY

< + o0.

It follows from Lemma 27 and inequality 2.23) that [, |Fj,;[*e™%¥ < +o0 for any
1> k.

If (41 — 2q.; log |w;|)(z;) > —o0, then Uy =Py — 2q., log |wj| is a subharmonic
function on V, satisfying Uy (zj) > —oo. Choosing ¢ = 1, it follows from Fubini’s
Theorem and sub-mean value inequality of subharmonic functions that

/ FPe
{lwj|<r;}xY

>CQ/ |2 (120, Tog s D= (ov) (2.24)
{lwjl<r;}xY
Z47T61[}1(Zj)02/ ' |r|2’5j+2qzj+1dr/ |I:"j|2e_“””7

0 Y

where Cy > 0 is a constant. Combining inequality (222) and inequality (224]), we
get that [, |Fj|?e™#Y < 4o0. It follows from Lemma and Remark [ZI0 that

lw;|?'e=#2 is integrable near z; for any [ > k;, hence there exists 7 € (0,7;) such
that
[ 1Y el Ami B P
{lw;|<ri}xyY I>F 41
B - 2.25
§2/ |7} (wfﬂ dw;) A5 (Fj)[2e % + 2/ |F|?e~% (2.25)
{lwgl<r]}xy {lwg|<ri}xy
<+ o0.

Combining Fubini’s Theorem and sub-mean value inequality of subharmonic func-
tions, inequality ([Z:2H) shows that [, |F;; . ,|?e™#" < +oo. Hence, we know that

Sy |Fja?e Y < 400 for any [ > k; by induction.
Now, we prove that Iij +1—Fk; =0for any j € Ir and

>

JEIR

Ie2u0(%)

) -
Fi|?e %Y < C.
qu|dj|2 /Yl ]| B

According to Siu’s Decomposition Theorem, Lemma and [2.26] we can assume
that

hr=2 > q.,Gal )+ o, (2.26)
1<j<y

where 1y is a negative subharmonic function on € such that v(dd®(¢y), z;) = 0 for
any 1 < j <. Lemma [2.23 shows that there exist smooth subharmonic functions
{UZ}ZGZZI and {1/)1}16221 on €2 such that u; and 1; are decreasingly convergent to
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up and 1y with respect to [, respectively. For any positive integer m satisfying
2 <m <+, denote that I,, :={j € Ir : 1 <j < m}. Denote that

G:=2 Z q:,Gal, zj).

1<j<v

Fixing a positive integer m, there exists a € [0, 1) such that g + at); is subhar-
monic near z; for any 1 < j < m satisfying (¢1 — 2¢., log |w;[)(z;) = —oo. Note
that there exists a positive Lebesgue measurable function ¢(¢) on (0, +00) such that
¢(t)e=* (denoted by b(t)) is increasing near +o0o and f0+oo é(s)e %ds < +oo. Note
that

[ ppera-wz ¥ f (FPee(—)
{p<—t} —m J{Y<—=t}N(V., xY)
= ’ (2.27)
> / |F2e2e(—1p).
jelm {p<—t3N(Vz; xY)
Fixing j € I,,,, we will prove that l;j +1=k; and
f _ V. XY |F|26_¢E(_¢) 2u0(Z]
lim jnf — =0 ) > . / Fy[2ev.  (2.28)
t—+oo [, e(s)esds Qz]|d |

If (1 — 2q., log |w;|)(zj) > —o0, we have 1)g(z;) > —oo. For any € > 0, there
exists rj 1 > 0 such that U; := {|w;(2)| <rj1:2€ V., } € V.,

sup 2Ju(z) — wi(z5)] <e,
ZGU]‘

and

sup |H;(z) — Hj(z;)| <,
ZGU]‘

where H; = G — 2q., log |w;| + z/NJl + € is a smooth function on V. There exists
t1 > 0 such that {2¢., log|w;|+H;(z;) < —t1} € U; and ¢ is increasing on [t1, +-00),
then we get that

/ IFleve(—)
{p<—t3N(V; xY)

> / ~ [FPe?2(—y)
{m1 (G+d0) <—t)n(Vz, xY) (2.29)

- / F[2em (2108 90| —2u () —e+ G o) 5 (o)
{2¢z log |wj|+H;(z;)<—t}xY

x &(my (=242, log |w;| — Hj(z5)))

for t > t;. Note that there exists a holomorphic function §; on U; such that

G -
|g;|* = e . Note that ord.;(g;) = 1, and let d; = lim,_,., 5)]] o € C\{0}.
Note that lim, ., 90— g, e C\{0}. Without loss of generality, assume that

w7 (2)
{90(2) =0:z € Ujj} = {z;}. It follows from Fubini’s Theorem, sub-mean value
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inequality of subharmonic functions and inequality ([Z:29) that

/ Fleve(—)
(< —t)N(Vz; xY)

>

/ |F 2t ()29 €71 (~2108 190|201 (25) —e0) 475 (~ov)
{24z log |w;[+H;(z;)<—t}xY
x &(mi(=2qz, log lw;| — H;(z5)))

t4H;(25)
24z

p2Rit20s =Kt 6o og |r| — H;(z;))dr

O g /
>4m
0

|d;?

< [ AR pee
Y

:27r|czj|2qzj e—2ui(zj)—e+bo(z;) - (’%%’?“Jﬂ) Hj(z;) /+°° . (%’?HJA) Sé(s)ds
Q= |d; | ‘

X / |Fj[2e#>
Y

for t > t1. Asliminf, , |

(2.30)

f — zi X |F‘267¢5(7¢) ~
(o< t}}(rai E(YS))eiSdS < 400 and Fj # 0, it follows
t

from Lemma [2.22] and I;j —kj+1 <0 that l;:j —kj+1=0. Hence letting e — 040,
inequality (230) implies that

o ff{w<—t}m<vzjw>|F|2€_%(_¢)
it =i
[ 7 e(s)esds (231)
old 12925 o~ 2w (z) o (25) — (G 24z, log |w;|)(2;)—1(z;) _
> 7T|dJ| € . x/ |Fj|2eﬂay_
qu|dj|

Note that |d;|*%s e~ (@72 log|wil(2) — 9 Jim; | wj(z) = uo(z;) and limy_, oo Py (25) =
1o(z;). Letting | — +o0, it follows from inequality (23] that

f _ V. XY |F|2eﬂpé(_¢) 2 —2u0(zj) -
lim inf G LS = : /|Fj|267“’”.

+oo z 2
t—=too [, c(s)esds qz,1d;|

If (Y1 —2q. log |w;])(z;) = —oo, then pq+a); is subharmonic on a neighborhood
V., C V., of z;. Denote that

o 1= pa + a1 — 2s1 log |w;|

is a subharmonic function on f/zj, where s; = %v(ddc(m +ai), zj). Following from
Lemma [2.23] there exist smooth subharmonic functions {Sﬁl}lezzl and {7,/;1}16221
on 2 such that ¢; and 1@ are decreasingly convergent to ¢g and g with respect to
I, respectively. For any e > 0, there exists 72 > 0 such that U := {|w;(2)] < rj2:
zeV,} eV,

sup [pi(2) — @i(2;)| < e,
zEU]’.
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and

sup |H;(z) — Hj(z;)| <,
ZEUj

where H; = G'—2q_, log |wj]| +1);+€ is a smooth function on f/zj. There exists to > 0
such that {2q.; log |w;| + H;(z;) < —t2} € Uj and b(t) = é(t)e”* is increasing on
[t2, +00), then we get that

/ |FPe#e(—1)
{p<—t3N(V; xY)

>

/ ~ |F|2e—7ff(san+aw1)—7r§(w)b(_ﬁ(Q/Jl))
{71 (GHd)<—1}N(Vz; xY) (2.32)
>

/ |2 (281 Tog [y —pu(25) =€) 75 (~x)
{29z, log |w;|+H; (z;)<—t}xY

x b(my (—2qz, log |w;| — Hj(z;)))

for t > to. It follows from Fubini’s Theorem, sub-mean value inequality of subhar-
monic functions and inequality (Z32]) that

/ F2e#e(—y)
(< —1)N(Vz; xY)
_tHHj(2))
e 2‘12]‘ ~
247re_“”(zf)_€/ rh =2ty (—2g,,; log |r| —Hj(zj))drx/ |[Ej|Pem#
0 Y
ome—i(z)—e _(Eizatl) gy phee (Rimaadi .
2 T . ( 75 ) ( )/ e ( = >b(s)dsx/ |y [2eY
qu t Y
ome—wi(z)—e (it oy pfee (Rt N, -
_2mem e (S ’/ (55 >5(S)dsx/ |2
qu t Y
(2.33)

for ¢ > t1. Note that

14 (L= @), = S(o(dd (e + an). ) + (1 — a)o(dd (). 7))

= %(’U(ddc(ipﬂ +91), %))

- Ordzj (90)

which implies that

T

j—81+1+a:éj—kj—|—1
qZ]‘ qu

+ 1.

2
f{w<—t}m(vzj><y) |F|e™?e(—1)
f;roo é(s)e—sds

Lemma [2.22 and I;j —kj +1 <0 that l::j — kj +1 = 0. Hence letting ¢ — 04 0,

As liminf, | < 400 and Fj % 0, it follows from
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inequality (233) implies that

f{w<—t}m(vzj xY) |F[?e?e(—1p)

lim inf T
t—+o00 j; 5(8)6*5618 (2 34)
9re—1(z)—(1-0) (G —2q:; log [wg)(z)) '
> / |F-|2e_“"y.
a0z,

Note that
Jim o(z5) + (1= a)(G + = 24z, log [w;[)(25)
=(1 = a)(G + Yo — 2qz, log |w;|)(2;) + ¥o(2;)
=(1 —a)(¢1 — 2¢:, log |w;[)(z;) + (va + a1 — 251 log Jw;|)(z;)
=(pa + 11 — 2k; log |w;])(z;)
=2ug(z;) + 2log|d,],
then it follows from inequality (234]) that

f _ V. XY |F|2eﬂpé(_¢) —2u0(zj)
lim inf = t}m(_,’_;]ox ) = ' /|F |2 s
t—r+oo J; T é(s)esds Qz,|d 2

Hence for any m satisfying 2 < m < v, we have l;j —kj+1=0 for any j € I,
and inequality (227)) implies that

2= F2e¢¢(—
%e / |Fj|?e=#Y < liminf Jwe—ny IF (=) e

Qz,|d |2 t—oo f:oo é(s)esds

JEI

By the arbitrariness of m, we have I;j +1—k; =0forany j € Ir and

2re—2uo(z;) -
> 7T6|7d|2/ [EjfPem#r < C.
jerp  1z1% Y
]

2.5. Linearity on fibrations over open Riemann surfaces at inner points.
In this section, we recall and present some results about the concavity degenerating
to linearity on fibrations over open Riemann surfaces at inner points.

Let 2 be an open Riemann surface, which admits a nontrival Green function Gq,
and let K¢ be the canonical (holomorphic) line bundle on Q. Let Y be an n — 1
dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kéahler manifold. Let M = Q2 X Y be a complex
manifold, and Kj; be the canonical line bundle on M. Let 71, mo be the natural
projections from M to Q and Y.

Let Zy be a (closed) analytic subset of Q and denote Zy := 7} '(Zo) be an
analytic subset of M. Let ¥; be a negative subharmonic function on €2 such that
¥1(2) = —oo for any z € Zo, and let g be a Lebesgue measurable function on
such that pq + 11 is subharmonic on ). Let ¢y be a plurisubharmonic function on
Y. Denote that ¢ := 77 (1/11) = 7} (pa) + 75 (py). Let ¢ be a positive function
on (0, +0o0) sucht that f Jetdt < +o0, c(t)e™! is decreasing on (0, +00) and
e~ ¥?c(—1) has a positive lower bound on any compact subset of M \ 7, *(E), where
E C {¢1 = —o0} is a discrete subset of .
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Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on a neighborhood of Z,. Denote

inf { [ e el f e O < —11,0(Ky)
{<—t}
& (f_ f,p) € O(KM);D RZL(p+ 7/));0 for any p € ZO}

by G(t) for any t € [0, +0c0).

Recall some notations related to open Riemann surfaces (see [14], see also [25]
22, 19]). Let P : A — Q be the universal covering from the unite disc A to .
The holomorphic function f on A is called a multiplicative function, if there is a
character x, which is the representation of the fundamental group of €2 such that
g*(f) = x(g9)f, where |x| = 1 and g is an element of the fundamental group of Q.
Denote the set of such f by OX(Q) .

It is known that for any harmonic function u of 2, there exists a x, and a mul-
tiplicative function f,, € OX«(Q) such that |f,| = P*(e*). If u; — up = log |f]|, then
Xu; = Xus, Where u; and ug are harmonic functions on 2 and f is a holomorphic
function on 2. Recall that for the Green function Gq(, z9), there exists a x, and a
multiplicative function f,, € OX=0 () such that |f.,(2)| = P*(eF2(20)) (see [T]).

Let Zo = {zj : j € Z>0& 1 < j < m} be a finite subset of the open Riemann
surface 2. Let w; be a local coordinate on a neighborhood V,; CC Q of z; satisfying
w;i(z;) = 0 for z; € Zy, where V., NV, = 0 for any j # k. Denote that Vj :=
Ui<j<m Vz;- Without loss of generality, assume that w;(Vz;) = {w € C: [w| <7},
where r; > 0. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on Vo x Y. Theorem 212 implies
that G(h~%(r)) is concave with respect to r, where h(t) = ;roo c(s)e *ds. We
recall a characterization of the concavity of G(h~!(r)) degenerating to linearity for
the fibers over sets of finite points as follows.

Theorem 2.30 ([1]). Assume that e~ ¥c(—1)) has a positive lower bound on any
compact subset of M \ Zy, G(0) € (0,+00) and (Y1 — 2q.,Ga(-, 2j))(z;) > —oo0,
where q.; = $v(dd(¢1),z;) > 0 for any j € {1,2,...,m}. Then G(h™'(r)) is
linear with respect to r € (0, f0+oo c(t)e~tdt] if and only if the following statements
hold:

(1) 1/11 =2 f:l szGQ('azj);
j=

(2) forany j € {1,2,....,m}, f = wf(ajwfjdwj)/\@(fy)—i—fj on V., XY, where
a; € C\{0} is a constant, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n—1,0)
form on'Y such that [y |fy[Pe”# € (0,400), and (fj,(2;,y)) € O(Kn)(z, ) @
Z(p+)(z;,y) for any j € {1,2,...,m} andy € Y;

(3) pa + 11 =2loglgl+2 > Gal-,z;) + 2u, where g is a holomorphic function
j=1
on Q such that ord.,(g) = k;j and u is a harmonic function on €;

m
(4) TI Xz, = X—u, where X_y and X, are the characters associated to the func-
j=1
tions —u and Gq(-, z;) respectively;



26 QI’AN GUAN, ZHITONG MI, AND ZHENG YUAN

(5) for any j € {1,2,...,m},
k;

. ajw;’ dw;
lim

X m m = Co,
P, <fu (n le) (z pldff“»
=1 =1 2]

where ¢y € C\ {0} is a constant independent of j.

Remark 2.31 (see [21]). The statements (3), (4) and (5) hold if and only if the
following statements hold:

(1) pa + 1 = 2loglg1|, where g1 is a holomorphic function on Q such that
ord,;(g1) = kj +1 for any j € {1,2,...,m};

ord, . . ajwlvcj w .
(2) %lmz_,zj éfld =c¢g for any j € {1,2,...,m}, where ¢o € C\{0}

is a constant independent of j;

We give a generalization of Theorem 2.30] which will be used in the proofs of
Proposition and Theorem

Proposition 2.32. Let G(0) € (0,+00) and q., = 3v(dd°(¥1),z;) > 0 for any
j e {1,2,...,m}. For any j € {1,2,...,m}, assume that one of the following
conditions holds:

(A) wq + aq is subharmonic near z; for some a € [0,1);

(B) (1 —2¢2,Gal: 2))(z) > —oc.

Then G(h™'(r)) is linear with respect to r € (0, f0+oo c(t)e~tdt] if and only if the
following statements hold:

(1) 1/11 =2 f:l qszQ(',Zj),'
j=

(2) forany j € {1,2,....m}, f = wf(ajwfjdwj)/\@(fy)—i—fj on V., XY, where
a; € C\{0} is a constant, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n—1,0)
form on'Y such that [, |fy[Pe”? € (0,400), and (fj,(2;,y)) € O(Kn)(z, ) @
Z(p+)(z;,y) for any j € {1,2,...,m} andy € Y;

(3) pa + 1 = 2log|g1|, where g1 is a holomorphic function on  such that
ord.;(g1) = kj + 1 for cmyg e{1,2,....,m};

(4) %'(gl)l'mz_,zj %ndwj =co for any j € {1,2,...,m}, where ¢y € C\{0}
%

is a constant independent of j.

Proof. The sufficiency follows from Theorem 230 and Remark 23Tl Thus, we just
need to prove the necessity. It follows form Theorem 2301 and Remark 2.3T] that it

suffices to prove ¢¥1 =23 ¢.,Ga(-, ).
j=1
It follows from Corollary 213 that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on

M satistying (F — f,p) € (O(Kn) @ Z(¢ + 9)), for any p € Zp,
Gy = [ PP ve-u) (2.35)
{v<-t}

for any ¢t > 0 and

Ze=%a(—y) = —G(O) +Ooa s)e %ds
/M ] (=)= f0+oo c(s)e=sds /0 (s)e™7d
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for any nonnegative measurable function a(t) on (0,4o00). It follows from Lemma
27 that F = 37,07 7} (wjdw;) A m3(Fjp) on Vo, x Y for any j € {1,2,...,m},
where k; is a nonnegative integer and F}; is a holomorphic (n — 1,0) form on Y
satisfying that Fj := F/ i # 0. Denote that

Ip={j:1<j<m&kj+1-k <0}

Using the Weierstrass Theorem on open Riemann surfaces (see [I4]) and Siu’s De-
composition Theorem, we have

o + 1 = 2log|go| + 2uo,

where gq is a holomorphic function on 2 and ug is a subharmonic function on 2 such
that v(ddug, z) € [0,1) for any z € Q. There exists a nonnegative integer k; such

that d; := lim._, ., % € C\{0}. Tt follows from LemmaZ20 that k; +1—k; = 0
for any j € Ir, [, |Fji|?e™ %Y < 400 for any j,1, and

2 —2uo(z;)
me / Bty < — GO (2.36)

]6] 4z g ldiP > ¢(s)e=sds

Note that |w§-|2e**"9*“’1 is integrable near z; for any [ > k; and any j € {1,2,...,m},

hence it follows from Lemma 217 that (Zlej 7} (whdw;) A5 (Fj1),p) € (O(Kn)®

Z(p + 1)), for any p € Zo. Denote that ¢y := 23 ¢.,Gal,z2;) and ¢q =
j=1

va + 11 — 1. Note that 91 > 11, Pa + 191 = oo + 11 and ¢(t)e™! is decreasing on

(0, +00). Using Theorem 28 there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form F on M, such

that (F — F,p) € (O(Ky) ® Z(n}(@a + 1) + 75 (y)))p = (O(Kn) @ Z(p + 1)),
for any p € Zp and

0 < [ PR el-n)

S ) (2.37)
; .

+oo Ime 2uo(z;)
< c(s)e %ds / Ej|2e v,
</0 (=) > gl [File

EI

Combining equality (237, inequality (236) and inequality (2.37)), we obtain that
[ BRe e = [ (B e )

As F # 0, it follows from Lemma 227 that ¢, = i1 = 2 E q:,Gal, z5).
j=1
Thus, Proposition holds. O

Let Zy = {#2j : j € Z>1} be an infinite discrete subset of the open Riemann
surface §). Let w; be a local coordinate on a neighborhood V., CC €2 of z; satisfying
w;i(zj) = 0 for z; € Zy, where V., NV, = 0 for any j # k. Without loss of
generality, assume that w;(Vz;) = {w € C: |w| < rj}, where r; > 0. Denote
that Vo := U2, Vo,. Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on V5 x Y. We recall a
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necessary condition such that G(h=!(r)) is linear for the fibers over infinite analytic
subsets as follows.

Proposition 2.33 ([I]). Assume that e~ ?c(—) has a positive lower bound on any
compact subset of M \ Zy, G(0) € (0,+00) and (Y1 — 2¢.,Ga(-, 2j))(z;) > —oo0,
where q.,; = $v(dd®(¢1),z;) >0 for any j € Z>1. Assume that G(h™1(r)) is linear
with respect to r € (0, f0+oo c(t)e~tdt], then the following statements hold:

(1) 1/11 =2 Zl szGQ('azj);
j=

(2) forany j € Z>1, f = wi‘(ajwfjdwj)/\w;(fy)—i—fj on V., xY, where a; € C\
{0} is a constant, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n—1,0) form on
Y such that fY |fY|267APY € (Oa +OO)7 and (fj7 (Zja y)) € O(KM)(217U)®I(<P+1/})(ZJ,1/)
forany j € Z>1 andy €Y;

(3) pa + 1 = 2loglg|, where g is a holomorphic function on € such that
ord.;(9) = k;j + 1 for any j € Z>1;

() for any j € Zsn,

2z lim dg
ord.;(g) === ajw;’ dw;

= Co,

where ¢ € C\ {0} is a constant independent of j;
(5) > g < +oo.
JE€EZL>1
We give a generalization of Proposition 2.33] which will be used in the proof of
Proposition

Proposition 2.34. Let G(0) € (0,+00) and q., = 1v(dd°(¥1),2;) > 0 for any
J € Z>y. For any j € Z>1, assume that one of the following conditions holds:

(A) wq + ay is subharmonic near z; for some a € [0,1);

(B) (1 —2¢2,Gal: 2))(z) > —oo.

If G(h™Y(r)) is linear with respect to r € (0, fOJrOO c(t)e~tdt], then the following
statements hold:

(1) 1/11 =2 iozl qszQ(',Zj),'
j=

(2) forany j € Z>1, f = wi‘(ajwfjdwj)/\w;(fy)—i—fj on V., xY, where a; € C\
{0} is a constant, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n—1,0) form on
Y such that fY |fY|2e_S0Y € (Oa +OO)7 and (fj7 (Zja y)) € O(KM)(217U)®I(<P+1/})(ZJ,1/)
forany j € Z>1 andy €Y;

(3) pa + 1 = 2loglg|, where g is a holomorphic function on € such that
ord.,(g) = k;j +1 for any j € Z>1;

() for any j € Zsn,

Tz lim dg
Ordzj (g) A ajwjj d’LUj

= Co,

where ¢ € C\ {0} is a constant independent of j;
(5) > q; < +oo.

JE€EZL>1

Proof. The proof of Proposition 2.34] is similar to Proposition 2.32)
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It follows form Proposition 2:33] that it suffices to prove ¥ = 2 E q:,Gal, zj).

It follows from Corollary 2I3] that there exists a holomorphic (n O) form F' on
M satistying (F — f,p) € (O(Kn) @ Z(¢ + 9)), for any p € Zp,

G(t) = /{ L e e (2.35)

for any ¢t > 0 and
G(0 e
/ |F|2e %a(—y) = B © / a(s)e °ds
Jo  cls)esds

for any nonnegative measurable function a(t) on (0,400). It follows from Lemma
27 that F = le%j 71 (whdw;) A5 (Fjp) on V., X Y for any j € Z>1, where kj is a
nonnegative integer and F}; is a holomorphic (n — 1,0) form on Y satisfying that
Fj:=F; ;. # 0. Denote that

Ip = {j!jEZZl&]%j-i-l—kj SO}
Using the Weierstrass Theorem on open Riemann surfaces (see [I4]) and Siu’s De-
composition Theorem, we have
pa + 11 = 2log|go| + 2uo,

where gq is a holomorphic function on 2 and ug is a subharmonic function on €2 such
that v(dd®uo, z) € [0,1) for any z € Q. There exists a nonnegative integer k; such

that d; := lim, ., g,i’].(z")) € C\{0}. It follows from Lemma @29 that k; +1—k; = 0
'UJ] z
for any j € Ir, [, |Fji[?e™#¥ < +oc for any j,1, and

2u0 (25
Z L/ |F 2e=¥Y < # (2.39)

jern T4l c(s)e=*ds

Note that |wé-|2e_9"9_w1 is integrable near z; for any [ > k; and any j € Z>1, hence

it follows from LemmaR. T that (3, w7 (whdw;) A5 (Fj1),p) € (O(Kar) @Z(o+

~ +oo ~

¥))p for any p € Zy. Denote that 11 :=2 > q.,Ga(-, 2;) and ¢q = 0o + 1 — 1.
i=1

(
Note that 1/;1 > Y1, ¢a + 1/31 = @qo + 11 and c(t)e ! is decr?asing on (0,+400).
Using Theorem 228 there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form F on M, such that
("= F.p) € (O(Kum) @ Z(n1 (@ + ¥1) + 75 (¢y)))p = (O(Kn) @ Z( + 1)), for

any p € Zy and
< [ VPP e(-u)
M

S/ |F|26*”T(¢Q)*”3(@Y)c(—wf(@Zl)) (2.40)
" .
+oo 27T€—2u0(z]~)/ _
< c(s)e *ds _— Fi|2e™ Y.
([ ) 2 PTRER M

JEIR
Combining equality (23], inequality (239) and inequality (2Z-40), we obtain that

[ PR ey = [ (PR )
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~ - “+o00
As F # 0, it follows from Lemma 227 that 11 = 1 =2 > ¢.,Ga(:, ).
j=1
Thus, Proposition 2:34] holds. O

3. A NECESSARY CONDITION FOR G(h~!(r)) IS LINEARITY

Let © be an open Riemann surface, which admits a nontrivial Green function
Gq. Let Y be an n — 1 dimensional weakly pseudoconvex Kéahler manifold, and
let Ky be the canonical line bundle on Y. Let M = Q2 x Y be an n—dimensional
complex manifold. Let m; and ms be the natural projections from M to © and Y
respectively. Let Kj; be the canonical line bundle on M.

Let ¢ be a subharmonic function on 2. Let pq be a Lebesgue measurable func-
tion on €2 such that pq + ¥ is subharmonic function on 2. Let F’ be a holomorphic
function on . Let T' € [—00, +00). Denote that

U := min{t — 2log|F|,-T}.

For any z € Q satisfying F(z) = 0, we set ¥(z) = —T. Denote that ¥ := 7} (¥)
on M. Let ¢y be a plurisubharmonic function on Y. Denote that ¢ := 75 (pq) +
T3 (py).

Let Zy C M be a subset of Ny~ {¥ < —t} such that there exists a subset ZO of
Q such that Zy = Zo x Y. Denote that Z; := {z € Zg : v(dd(1)), z) > 20rd.(F)}
and Zy 1= {z € Zy : v(dd°(¢)), z) < 20rd.(F)}, where d° = jﬁ and v(dd®(v)), 2)
is the Lelong number of dd“(¢)) at z (see [8]). Denote that Zy = {z € Zy :

v(dd®(1), z) > 20rd.(F)}. Note that {¥ < —t}uU Zs is an open Riemann surface

for any t > T. Denote Z; := 21 XY, Zy = Zg xY and Z3 := Z3 x Y respectively.

Let c(t) be a positive function on (0,+00) such that c(t)e™" is decreasing on
(T, +00), c(t)e~t is integrable near +o00, and ¢(—¥)e~ ¥ has a positive lower bound
on KN{¥ < —T} for any compact subset K C M\n; *(E), where E is an analytic
subset of Q such that F ¢ {¥ = —oco}.

Let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —to} NV, where V D Z; is an open
subset of M and tg > T is a real number. Denote

inf { / [fPee(—W) : f e HO{W < —t}, O(Kr))
{U<—t}

(3.1)

&(f_ fp € O(Km)p @1(p + V), for any p € ZO}

by G(t;c, ¥, ¢, I(p + V), f), where t € [T,+0o0). Without misunderstanding, we
denote G(t;¢, 9, @, I(¢ + ), f) by G(t) for simplicity.

Note that there exists a subharmonic function ; on Q; := {¥ < —T'} U Z3 such
that 11 + 2log |F| = 1. Denote that M’ :=Q; x Y € M and ¢ := 7} (1)

For any z € Oy, if F(z) = 0, for any y € Y, we have ¥((z,y)) # —oo, then
we know that e~ ?c¢(—W) = e ¥¢(—1) has a positive lower bound on K\ ({z} x
Y) Cc Kn{¥ < —T}, where K € M is a neighborhood of (z,y). Combining
e~%c(—)) < Ce?=% = Ce~milpatv—2los|F)=mi(¢v) on K, we have v(dd(pq +
), z) > 20rd,(F). Hence we have pq + 97 is a subharmonic function on ;.

For any z € Zs, if F(z) # 0, we know that I(p + U)izy) = Z(p + ﬁ)(zﬁy) is
an ideal of Oy (,,,) for any y € Y. For any 2z € Zs, if F(z) = 0, we know that
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hizy) € 1(o+V)(., if and only if there exists a holomorphic extension h of h near

(z,) such that (;L, (z,9)) € Z(p + z/;)(zyy), where y € Y and h(. ) € I(¢ 4+ V). ).
Let f; be a holomorphic (n,0) form on Vi, where V4 D Z3 is an open subset of
M’. Denote

imf{/~ \flPe=%c(—) : f € HO({9p < —t}, O(Kur))
{th<—t}

&(f_ flvp) € O(KM);D ®I(@+J))pa for any p € Z3}

by Gy, (t), where t € [T, +00).

Note that e**"c(—1/~)) has a positive lower bound on any compact subset of
M\ (m7 (B U Zg)) and EU Zs C {4y = —oo}. Let fo be a holomorphic (n,0)
form on V N ({¥ < —to} U Z3) = VN {h < —to} such that (f2), € O(Ku), @ H,
for any p € Zy, where H, = {h, € J(T), : f{‘y<7t}mU |h|2e=%c(=W)dVy < 400
for some ¢ > T and some neighborhood U of p}, dV)s is a continuous volume
form on M, V D Zj is an open subset of M and ty > T is a real number. Theo-
rem 212 shows that G(h™(r);¢, U, p, I(¢ + V), f2) and Gy, (h~!(r)) are concave
with respect to r, where h(t) = ;roo c(s)e *ds. We give a relationship between
Gh™Y(r);e, U, 0, I(p+ V), f2) and Gy, (h~*(r)), which will be used in the proof of
Proposition [3.2)

Lemma 3.1. If Hy, = I(¢+Y), for anyp € Zo\Zs, then G(t;¢, U, ¢, [(p+T), f2) =
Gy, (t) for anyt > T.

Proof. For any t > T and holomorphic (n,0) form f on {¢) < —t} satisfying (f —
f2,p) € O(Kun)p @ L(p + ), for any p € Z3 and f{u?<—t} |[fIPe=?c(—1) < 400, it
follows from (f2), € O(Kn), @ Hy, for any p € Zy and H, = I(¢ + ¥), for any
p € Zo\Zs that (f — fa)p € O(Kn)p @ I(p + W), for any 2 € Zy. As u(Z3) = 0,
where p is the Lebesgue measure on M, the definitions of G(t;¢, ¥, p, I(p + V), fg)
and G, (t) show that G(t;c, U, ¢, I(¢ + ), f2) < Gy, (t) for any t > T.

For any t > T, let f be a holomorphic (n,0) form on {¥ < —t} satisfying
(f—f2)p € O(Knm)p®I(p+¥), for any z € Zy and f{\I/<7t} |f]2e %c(=¥) < 4o00.
For any p = (z,y) € Z3\{¥ < —t}, we have F(z) = 0. Note that v(dd°(¢),z) >
20rd,(F), then e~ ¥¢(—W¥) has a positive lower bound on K\({z} xY) C {¥ < —t},
where K € M is a neighborhood of (z,y). Following from f{\Il<—t} |f|2e_9"c(—\11) <
400, we get that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form fi on {¢ < —t} = {¥ <
—t}UZ3 such that fi = fon {¥ < —t}, which 1mphes that (fi — f2,p) € O(Kpr)p®

T(@ + 1)), for any p € Z3 and Jeoeny |f12e=?c(— = Jrun |f|2e%c(—V). By
the definitions of G(t;¢, ¥, p, I(p + ¥), f2) and GfQ( ), we have G(t;¢, U, 0, I(p +
W), f2) > Gy, (t) for any t > T.

Thus, Lemma [3.1] holds. O

Note that Z3 is a discrete subset of Q. Let Zz = {#j + 1 < j < v}, where
Y € Z»o U {+00}. Let w; be a local coordinate on a neighborhood V., € Q of z;
satisfying that w;(z;) = 0 for any z; € Z3, where V., NV, =0 for any j # k. We
give a necessary condition for the concavity of G(h~!(r)) degenerating to linearity.
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Proposition 3.2. For any z € Z1, assume that one of the following conditions
holds:

(A) wq + ap is subharmonic near z for some a € [0,1);

(B) (¢ — 2q:log|wl)(z) > —o0, where q. = $v(dd°(¥), z) and w is a local coor-
dinate on a neighborhood of z satisfying that w(z) = 0.

If there exists t; > T such that G(t1) € (0,+00) and G(h='(r)) is linear with
respect to r € (0, f;oo c(s)e™*ds), then the following statements hold:

(1) f = wf(aywi?dw;) Ams(fy) + f; on (Vo; x Y) N {¥ < ~to} NV, where
a; € C\{0}, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n —1,0) form on
Y satisfying [, |fy|?e”#" € (0,+00), and (f;), € O(Kq), ® I(p + W), for any
pe{z}xY; )

(2) pa + ¢ = 2loglg| + 2log |F|, where g is a holomorphic function on {¥ <
=T} U Z3 C Q such that ord;(g) = kj + 1 for any 1 < j <v;

(3) Z3 # 0 and ) = 2Z:ISJ'<'V (qzj;— ord.,(F))Ga, (-, z;) +2log |F| —t on Q; for
any t > T, where Q; = {V < —t} U Z3 C Q and Gq, is the Green function on €y ;

(4) %(_i(zé)(m lim,_,, fi}qd =¢g for any 1 < j <, where cg € C\{0} is a
J a/]wj w g
constant independnet of j;

(5) Z1§j<»y (sz —ord; (F)) < 4o00.

Proof. Tt follows from Remark [Z14] that we can assume that c(t) > :—; near +o0.
Lemma [Z2]] shows that H, = I(¢ + ), for any p € Z1\Zs.

For any zy € Zs, it follows from Lemma and the following remark that
H,=1(p+ V), for any p € {z} x Y.

Remark 3.3. Let b € (0,1). Let ¢o = pq + b(¢) — 2log|F|) and Y= (1-0byp+
2blog |F|. Denote that ¥ := min{rj(¢ — 2log|F|),(1 —b)T} = (1 — b)V. Let

ét)y =c (ﬁ) e T be a function on ((1 — b)T,4+00), and we have ¢(t) > 1 near

+o00. It is clear that 1/~) and oo + 1/; = pq + ¥ are subharmonic functions. Denote
that ¢ := 71 (¢a) + 73 (py).

Note that e=9&(—W) = e~ (patb(¥=21og [FD)=m3(pv) o(—)eb¥ = e~?c(—T) on
(U < —T}, 040U = 3+ T on {U < —t} and &(t)e™t = Ty 1
20 € Zy = {z € Zo = 20rd.(F) > v(dd°(),2)}, we can choose b € (0,1) such

1
that v(dd®(v), z0) + v(dd(ga + 1/;),2'0) = o(dd®(¢¥), z0) + v(dd(pa + ), 20) +
b(20rd,,(F) — v(dd(v), z0)) & Z.

o

~
~—
(9]
|
||+
<
b
)

Thus, we have H, = I(¢ + ¥),, for any p € Zy\Zs.

It follows from Lemma that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form f;, on
{¥ < —t1} such that (fy, — f)p € O(EKwm)p @ I(p + ¥), for any p € Zp and
f{\l,<_t1} |ft.|?e=?c(—V) < +o0o, which implies that (f:,), € O(Kq), ® H, for any
pE Zy.

Note that there exists a subharmonic function ¥ on Q := {¥ < —T} U Z3
such that ¢ + 2log |F| = 9. Denote that M’ := Oy xY ={UV < -T}UZ3 C M
and ¢ := 7 (¢1). For any (20,10) € Z3s\{¥ < —t,}, we have F(z) = 0. Note
that v(dd®(¢), z0) > 20rd,,(F'), then e ¥c(—¥) has a positive lower bound on
(V'\{z0}) x Yy C {¥ < —t}, where V' € Oy is a neighborhood of zp and Y} is a
neighborhood of yg. Following from f{‘y<7t1} |ft.]?e Pc(—P) < +oo, we get that
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there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form f;, on {¢) < —t;} = {¥ < —t; }UZ3 such that
fi, = fr, on {¥ < —t1}, which implies that (f;, — f), € O(Kq),®I(¢+ ), for any
p € Zy. By the definition of G(t;¢, ¥, ¢, I(p + U), f), we have G(t;¢, U, p, I[(¢ +
), f) = G(t;¢, 0,0, 1(p + W), fz,) for any t > T. Tt follows from Lemma [ and
H, = I(p+ V), for any p € Zy\Z3 that Gy, (t) = Gt;c, ¥, 0, 1(p + W), fr,) for
any t > T, which implies that Gf}l (h=1(r)) is linear with respect to r. Denote that

7Y = {z € Z3 : v(dd°(pg + 1), 2) > 0} and Z := 7, *(Z}). Denote
it { [ fPeveloiy s e B < 1,0
{<—t}

&:(f—ftl,p) S O(KM)p®I(<p+1/~))p, for any p € Zé}

by G(t), where t € [T,+00). For any holomorphic (n,0) form f on {{) < —t}
satisfying f{1;<7t} |f12e~%c(—) < 400 and any p = (20,90) € Z3\Z4, it follows
from LemmaZland Lemma[Z0that fA|Uz0 XY =D 5™ (w’ dw;) Ay (F;), where w
is a local coordinate on a neighborhood V., € {11 < —t} C Q; satisfying w(zp) = 0
and U, = {Jw(z)| < 1} € V,,, F; is holomorphic (n — 1,0) form on Y satisfying
(Fj,y0) € (O(Ky) @ Z(py ))y,- Note that Z3\Z4 = {z € Z3 : v(dd°(¢a + ¢1),2) =
0}, then it follows from Lemma EI7 that (f,p) € O(Kur)p @ Z(¢ + ¥),. Hence, we
have G(h~1(r)) = Gf}l (h=1(r)) is linear with respect to r.

For any zg € Zé, if (Y1 — 2¢, log|w|)(z) = —oo, where ¢, = %v(ddc(@/}l),zo)
and w is a local coordinate on a neighborhood of zy satisfying that w(zg) = 0, we
have (¥ — 2¢z, log |w|)(z0) = —oo (where q., = 2v(dd°(v),2)), thus there exists
a € [0,1) such that pq + at) is subharmonic near zg. As v(dd®(pq + 1), 20) =
v(dd®(eq + 1), z0) — 20rd,, (F) > 0, there exists a’ € [a,1) such that v(dd(pq +
a'y)) — 2a’ord,, (F) > 0, which implies that o + a’1; is subharmonic near zy. As
Glty;e, 0,0, I(p + W), fi,) = G(t1) € (0,400), we have Z4 # (. Tt follows from
Proposition 2232 and Proposition 2234 (replace M, 1, Zo and ¢(-) by {tp < —t} =
{U < —t} U Zs, ¥ +t, Z} and ¢(- +t) respectively, where ¢ > T') that the following
statements hold:

(a) Y1+t = 2ZzeZ§ ¢.Ga,(-,z) on Q, = {1 < —t} for any t > T}

(b) fr, =7 (ajwfj dwj)AT5 (fy)+f; on Vi, xY for any z; € Z4, where a; € C\{0}
is a constant, k; is a nonnegative integer, fy is a holomorphic (n —1,0) form on Y
such that f, [fy %e~#" € (0,+00), and (£, (53:4) € O(Kar) s, O Lo + D)oy )
for any z; € Z, and y € Y;

(¢) pa+11 = 2log|g|, where g is a holomorphic function on Q; = {¥ < —T}UZ3
such that ord,(g) = k; + 1 for any z € Zj;

, i
ajw;.cj dw;
constant independent of z;;

(€) Xorezy ¢& < +oo.

By definition of v, we know that ¢, = q, — ord.(F) for any z € Q. It follows
from (a), Lemma 228 and Z3 € {z € Zy : v(dd®(¢)),z) > 20rd,(F)} that Z3 =
Zh # 0 and ¢ = 2> 1<jcn (qz, — ord.,(F))Ga, (-, 2;) + 2log|F| — t on ; for

(d) %f((])limz_)zj = ¢ for any z; € Z4, where ¢g € C\{0} is a
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any t > T. Note that (fi, — f)p € O(Ku)p @ I(p + ¥), for any p € Zy, and
(Jgjap) € O(Kum)p ®L(p + 12’)1) implies (fj)p € O(Kn)p ® I(p + W), for any Zs.
Let f; = f — 5 (ajw}’ dw;) Ams(fy) on (Vi x Y) N {¥ < ~to} NV, hence (f;), =
(f=fu+Ffj)p € OKm)p®@I(p+ V), for any p € {z;} x Y. It follows from (c)

and ¢ = 11 + 2log | F| that ¢q + 1 = 2log|g| + 2log | F|.
Thus, the five statements in Proposition hold. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

The necessity of Theorem follows from Proposition 32l In the following, we
prove the sufficiency.

As Y =230 e (gz, — ord.,;(F))Ga,(-,2;) + 2log|F| — t on © and ¥ =
min{m} (¢ — 2log|F|), T}, it follows from Lemma that

ZOZZQQ(QS>T{\IJ< —S}):{Zj 1 € {1,2,...,m}} XY = Zs.

It follows from Lemma that there exists a holomorphic (n,0) form f;, on
{¥ < —t1} such that (fy, — f)p € O(Kwm)p @ I(p + ¥), for any p € Z; and
f{\l,<_t1} |ft.|?e™?c(—) < +o0o, which implies that (f:,), € O(Kq), ® H, for any
p € Zy, where t; > 0. Note that there exists a subharmonic function ¢ on € :=
{U < —T} U Z3 such that ¢ 4+ 2log |F| = ¥. Denote that M’ := Q; x Y = {¥ <
—T}UZ3 C M and ¢ := 7 (¢)1). For any (20,%0) € Z3\{¥ < —t,}, we have F(z) =
0. Note that v(dd®(y), z0) > 20rd,, (F'), then e~¥c(—¥) has a positive lower bound
on (V'\{z0}) x Yo C {¥ < —t}, where V' € Q; is a neighborhood of zy and Yy is
a neighborhood of yg. Following from f{\P<—t1} |fr;[2e %c(—=V) < 400, we get that
there exists a holomorphic (n, 0) form f;, on {¢) < —t;} = {¥ < —t; }UZ3 such that
fir = fi, on {¥ < —t;}, which implies that (f;, — f), € O(Kq),®I(p+ V), for any
p € Zy. Following from the definition of G Foy (t) in SectionB] it follows from Lemma
BIland Zy = Z3 that G.ﬂl (t) = G(¢) for any ¢t > T. Using Proposition 232 (replace
M, c(-) and @ by M’, ¢(- +t) and 7} (1) + t respectively, where ¢ > T'), we know
that Gj-.t1 (htfl(r) + 1) is linear with respect to r € (0, fOJrOO c(s +t)e*ds) for any
£ > T, where hi(t) = [T c(s+1)e *ds = e [T ¢(s)e~*ds = e'h(t+1). Note that

i €
G(h=(r)) = Gy, (h=1(r)) = Gy, (h; '(e'r) + 1) for any r € (0,[;00 c(s)e=*ds).

Hence we have G(h~1(r)) is linear with respect to r € (0, f0+oo c(s)e5ds).
Thus, Theorem [[.2] holds.
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