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WEIGHTED GREEN FUNCTIONS

FOR COMPLEX HESSIAN OPERATORS

HADHAMI EL AINI AND AHMED ZERIAHI

A tribute to Professor Urban Cegrell

Abstract. Let 1 ≤ m ≤ n be two fixed integers. Let Ω ⋐ Cn be
a bounded m-hyperconvex domain and A ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[ a finite set of
weighted poles. We define and study properties of the m-subharmonic
Green function of Ω with prescribed behavior near the weighted set
A. In particular we prove uniform continuity of the exponential Green
function in both variables (z,A) in the metric space Ω̄ × F , where F

is a suitable family of sets of weighted poles in Ω×]0,+∞[ endowed
with the Hausdorff distance. Moreover we give a precise estimate on
its modulus of continuity. Our results generalize and improve previous
results concerning the pluricomplex Green function du to P. Lelong.

1. Introduction

Complex Hessian equations have received increasing attention in recent
years as they appear in many geometric problems. They provide important
examples of fully non-linear PDE’s of second order on complex manifolds
which interpolate between (linear) complex Laplace-Poisson equations and
(non linear) complex Monge-Ampère equations (see [BZ20] and the refer-
ences therin).

The pluricomplex Green function (m = n) with one pole have been in-
troduced and studied in different contexts by many authors (see [Lem81]
[Kli85], [Dem87]), and have played an important role in Complex Analysis.
Later the pluricomplex Green function with weighted poles was defined and
studied by P. Lelong in [Lel89]).

In this paper, we will introduce and study the Green function with weighted
poles for the complex Hessian operators, generalizing the pluricomplex Green
function with weighted poles considered in [Lel89].

Let Ω ⋐ Cn be a bounded domain and 1 ≤ m ≤ n be a fixed integer.
Given a real function u ∈ C2(Ω), for each integer 1 ≤ k ≤ n, we denote
by σk(u) the continuous function defined at each point z ∈ Ω as the k-th
symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues λ1(z) ≤ · · · ≤ λn(z) of the complex
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Hessian matrix
(

∂2u
∂zj∂z̄k

(z)
)

of u i.e.

σk(u)(z) :=
∑

1≤j1<···<jk≤n

λj1(z) · · · λjk(z).

Recall the usual notations d = ∂+∂̄ and dc := (i/2)(∂̄−∂) so that ddc = i∂∂̄.
A simple computation shows that

(ddcu)k ∧ βn−k =
(n− k)! k!

n!
σk(u)βn,

pointwise in Ω for 1 ≤ k ≤ m, where β := ddc|z|2 is the usual Kähler form
on Cn.

We say that a real function u ∈ C2(Ω) is m-subharmonic in Ω if for any
1 ≤ k ≤ m, we have σk(u) ≥ 0 pointwise in Ω.

Observe that the function u is 1-subharmonic in Ω (m = 1) iff it is sub-

harmonic in Ω and σ1(u) = ∂2u
∂z∂z̄ = (1/4)∆u, while u is n-subharmonic in Ω

(m = n) iff u is plurisubharmonic in Ω and σn(u) = det
(

∂2u
∂zj∂z̄k

)
pointwise

in Ω.
It was shown by Z. B locki in [Bl05], that it is possible to define a general

notion of m-subharmonic function using the concept of m-positive currents.
Moreover, identifying positive (n, n)-currents with positive Radon measures,
it is possible to define the k-Hessian measure (ddcu)k∧βn−k when 1 ≤ k ≤ m
for any (locally) bounded m-subharmonic function u on Ω (see section 2).

We denote by SHm(Ω) the set of m-subharmonic functions in Ω. Then
we have

PSH(Ω) = SHn(Ω) ⊂ SHm(Ω) ⊂ SH1(Ω) = SH(Ω).

It is possible to extend the Hessian operator σm to the following class of
singular m-subharmonic functions :

SHb
m(Ω) := {u;u ∈ SHm(Ω),∃E ⋐ Ω, u ∈ L∞(Ω \ E)}.

These are m-subharmonic functions in Ω that are bounded near the bound-
ary. The Hessian operator is well defined and continuous under the conver-
gence of decreasing sequences of functions in SHb

m(Ω) (see [Lu12]). For the
complex Monge-Ampère operator this was observed earlier by J.-P. Demailly
[Dem93] and generalized by U. Cegrell [Ceg04].

The basic example is the fundamental m-subharmonic function in Cn

defined as follows :

(1.1)

Φm(z) = Φm,n(z) :=

{
−|z|−2s, if 1 ≤ m < n, with s := n/m− 1
log(|z|/R0) if m = n,

where | · | is the euclidean norm on Cn and R0 ≥ 1 is large enough so that
Ω̄ ⊂ B(0, R0/2).
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The function Φm is a radial m-subharmonic and negative function in Cn

when m < n. It is plurisubharmonic and negative in Ω when m = n.
Moreover it satisfies the following complex Hessian equation :

(1.2) (ddcΦm)m ∧ βn−m = cmn δ0 β
n,

in the sense of currents on Cn, where δ0 is the unit Dirac measure at the
origin and cmn > 0 is a numerical constant.

We consider a weight function ν : Ω −→]0,+∞[ with a finite support
A ⊂ Ω. We associate to this map its graph which is a finite set of weighted
poles in Ω:

A = {(a, ν(a)) ; a ∈ A} ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[}.

We introduce the Hausdorff distance on the sets of weighted poles. If
A,A′ ⊂ Ω ×R+ are two finite sets, we define

(1.3) dH(A,A′) := max{δH(A;A′), δH(A′;A)},

where

δH(A;A′) := sup
w∈A

d1(w,A′),

and d1 ((a, ν), (a′, ν ′)) := |a− a′| + |ν − ν ′| for (a, ν), (a′, ν ′) ∈ Ω × R+.
It is well known that dH is actually a distance on the family of all compact

subsets of Ω×]0,+∞[.
We associate to any finite weigthed set of poles A, its weighted function

(1.4) φm(z,A) := inf
a∈A

ν(a) Φm(z − a),

This is a negative but not m-subharmonic function in Ω in general if m ≥ 2.
We also consider the following function

(1.5) ψm(z,A) :=
∑

a∈A

ν(a)Φm(z − a).

which is m-subharmonic and negative in Ω and satisfies ψm(·,A) ≤ φm(·,A)
in Ω.

We define the associated m-subharmonic Green function of Ω with weighted
poles in A by the formula

Gm(z,A) = Gm(z,A,Ω) := sup{u(z);u ∈ Gm(Ω,A)}, z ∈ Ω,

where

Gm(Ω,A) := {u ∈ SH−
m(Ω) ; ∃Cu > 0, u(z) ≤ φm(z,A) + Cu in Ω}.

Observe that ψm ∈ Gm(Ω,A) so that Gm(z,A) is a well defined negative
function in Ω.
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To state our main results, we need to recall some definitions. A domain
Ω ⋐ Cn is said to be m-hyperconvex if it admits a negative exhaustion
function ρ : Ω −→] − ∞, 0[ which is m-subharmonic in Ω and continuous
in Ω̄. We will say that the domain is a m-hyperconvex domain of Lipschitz
type if moreover ρ can be chosen to be Lipschitz continuous in Ω̄. This
terminology is not standard and different from the condition that the domain
has a Lipschitz boundary (see Remark 4.4).

Fix δ0 > 0 small enough and 0 < γ0 < γ1. We define the following family
of sets of weighted poles

E(δ0, γ0, γ1) := {A ⊂ Ω × R+ ; δ(A) ≥ δ0, inf
a∈A

ν(a) ≥ γ0,
∑

a∈A

ν(a) ≤ γ1},

where δA := δ(A, ∂Ω) is the weighted distance of A to the boundary defined
by the formula (3.2) below.

Let us state our main results.

Theorem A. Let Ω ⋐ Cn be am-hyperconvex domain and A ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[
a finite set of weighted poles. Then the associated Green function Gm(·,A,Ω)
is m-subharmonic and negative in Ω, and satisfies the following properties:

(1) For any z ∈ Ω, we have

ψm(z,A) ≤ Gm(z,A,Ω) ≤ φm(z,A) − Φm(δA).(1.6)

(2) We have the following boundary behaviour

(1.7) lim
z→∂Ω

(
inf

A∈E(δ0,γ0,γ1)
Gm(z,A,Ω)

)
= 0.

(3) The function Gm(·,A,Ω) ∈ SHb
m(Ω) and satisfies the Hessian equa-

tion

(1.8) (ddcGm(·,A,Ω))m ∧ βn−m = cmn

∑

a∈A

ν(a)mδaβ
n,

in the sense of currents on Ω.
(4) The function Gm(·,A,Ω) is the unique m-subharmonic function in

Gm(Ω,A) with boundary values 0, satisfying the complex Hessian equation
(1.8).

Our second main result gives a precise estimate on the modulus of conti-
nuity of the exponential Green function.

For any set of weighted poles A ⊂ Ω×R+ we define the minimal distance
between different points in A as follows

(1.9) 2σA := min{|a− b| ; (a, b) ∈ A2, a 6= b}.

For fixed δ0 > 0 small enough and 0 < γ0 < γ1 and σ0 > 0, we define
F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) as the family of sets A ⊂ Ω × R+ satisfying the following
conditions :

(1.10) δ(A, ∂Ω) ≥ δ0, σA ≥ σ0, inf
a∈A

ν(a) ≥ γ0,
∑

a∈A

ν(a) ≤ γ1.
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Observe that if A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), then A is finite and Card(A) ≤ γ1/γ0.
The set F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) will be endowed with the Hausdorff distance dH

defined by the formula (1.3).

Theorem B. Let Ω ⋐ Cn be a m-hyperconvex domain of Lipschitz type.
Then the following properties hold :

1. If 1 ≤ m < n, for any 0 < τ < 1 − m
2n−m , there exists constants Mm

and r1 > 0 depending on (τ,m, n, δ0, γ0, γ1) > such that for any (z′,A′) ∈
Ω̄ × F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) and any (z,A) ∈ Ω̄ × F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), with |z′ − z| +
dH(A′,A) ≤ r ≤ r1, we have

(1.11) expGm(z′,A′,Ω) − expGm(z,A,Ω) ≤Mmr
τ .

2. If m = n, for any 0 < α < 1, there exists constants r1 > 0, Mn > 0
depending on (n, δ0, γ0, γ1, α) such that for any (z′,A′) ∈ Ω̄×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0)
and any (z,A) ∈ Ω̄ × F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), with |z′ − z| + dH(A′,A) ≤ r ≤ r1,
we have

(1.12) expGn(z′,A′,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω) ≤
Mn

(logR1/r)α
,

where R1 := R
1/γ0
0 .

In particular the map (z,A) 7−→ expGm(z,A,Ω) is uniformly continuous
in Ω̄ ×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0).

Observe that the uniform continuity on the product space Ω̄×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0)
is understood in the sense of the product distance of the euclidean distance
on Ω̄ and the Hausdorff distance dH on F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0). Let us emphasize
that this result is new even in the case of the pluricomplex Green function
(m = n), considered by Pierre Lelong (see [Lel89]). Indeed even in the case
of the pluricomplex Green function with one pole, we give a precise estimate
of the modulus of continuity of the exponential of the Green function, while
Lelong proved only its uniform continuity. Moreover in the case of several
weighted poles, we use the Hausdorff distance between the sets of weighted
poles rather than the euclidean distance (see Remark 4.7).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the basic properties of m−subharmonic functions
and some known results we will use throughout the paper.

2.1. Hessian potentials. For a hermitian n × n matrix a = (aj,k̄) with
complex coefficients, we denote by λ1, · · · λn the eigenvalues of the matrix
a. For any 1 ≤ k ≤ n we define the k-th trace of a by the formula

Sk(a) :=
∑

1≤j1<···<jk≤n

λj1 · · ·λjk ,

which is the kth elementary symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues (λ1, · · · , λn)
of a.
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Let Cn
(1,1) be the space of real (1, 1)-forms on Cn with constant coefficients,

and define the cone of m-positive (1, 1)-forms on Cn by

Θm := {ω ∈ Cn
(1,1) ; ω ∧ βn−1 ≥ 0, · · · , ωm ∧ βn−m ≥ 0}.

Definition 2.1. 1) A smooth (1, 1)-form ω on Ω is said to be m-postive on
Ω if for any z ∈ Ω, ω(z) ∈ Θm.

2) A function u : Ω → R ∪ {−∞} is said to be m−subharmonic on Ω
if it is subharmonic on Ω (not identically −∞ on any component) and for
any collection of smooth m−positive (1, 1)−forms ω1, ..., ωm−1 on Ω, the
following inequality holds in the sense of currents

ddcu ∧ ω1 ∧ ... ∧ ωm−1 ∧ β
n−m ≥ 0,

in the sense of currents on Ω.

We denote by SHm(Ω) the positive convex cone of m-subharmonic func-
tions on Ω which are not identically −∞ on any component of Ω. These are
the m-Hessian potentials.

We give below the most basic properties of m-subharmonic functions that
will be used in the sequel (see [Bl05], [Lu12]).

Proposition 2.2. 1. If u ∈ C2(Ω), then u is m-subharmonic on Ω if and
only if (ddcu)k ∧ βn−k ≥ 0 pointwise on Ω for k = 1, · · · ,m.
2. PSH(Ω) = SHn(Ω) ( SHn−1(Ω) ( ... ( SH1(Ω) = SH(Ω).
3. SHm(Ω) ⊂ L1

loc(Ω) is a positive convex cone.
4. If u is m-subharmonic on Ω and f : I → R is a convex, increasing func-
tion on some interval containing the image of u, then f ◦u is m-subharmonic
on Ω.
5. The limit of a decreasing sequence of functions in SHm(Ω) ism-subharmonic
on Ω when it is not identically −∞ on any component.
6. Let u be an m-subharmonic function in Ω. Let v be an m-subharmonic
function in a domain Ω′ ⊂ Cn with Ω ∩ Ω′ 6= ∅. If u ≥ v in Ω ∩ ∂Ω′, then
the function

w(z) :=

{
max{u(z), v(z)} if z ∈ Ω ∩ Ω′

u(z) if z ∈ Ω \ Ω′

is m-subharmonic in Ω.

2.2. The comparison principle. The following result is well known (see
[Lu12], [Lu15]).

Proposition 2.3. Assume that u, v ∈ SHm(Ω)∩L∞(Ω) and for any ζ ∈ ∂Ω,
lim infz→ζ(u(z) − v(z)) ≥ 0. Then

∫

{u<v}
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m ≤

∫

{u<v}
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m.
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Consequently, if (ddcu)m∧βn−m ≤ (ddcv)m∧βn−m weakly on Ω, then u ≥ v
in Ω.

As a consequence we can deduce the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that u, v ∈ SHb
m(Ω) and for any ζ ∈ ∂Ω, limz→ζ(u(z)−

v(z)) = 0. Then
1) if u = v near the boundary ∂Ω, we have

∫

Ω
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m =

∫

Ω
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m,

2) if u ≤ v in Ω,
∫

Ω
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m ≥

∫

Ω
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m.

Here is another important tool for comparing m-subharmonic functions,
called the domination principle.

Proposition 2.5. Let u, v ∈ SHb
m(Ω) such that lim infz→ζ(u(z)−v(z)) ≥ 0,

for any ζ ∈ ∂Ω. Assume that u ≥ v, almost everywhere in Ω with respect to
the Hessian measure (ddcu)m ∧ βn−m. Then u ≥ v everywhere in Ω.

This result was proved in the case m = n by Bedford and Taylor (see
[BT82, Corollary 4.5]) using the comparison principle Proposition 2.3. The
same proof is valid in the general case.

2.3. Comparison of residual masses. We will need the following com-
parison Theorem inspired by a result of J.-P. Demailly for the complex
Monge-Ampère operator (see[Dem93])

Lemma 2.6. Let u, v ∈ SHb
m(Ω) such that

ℓ := lim sup
u(z)

v(z)
<∞ as z ∈ Ω, v(z) → −∞.

Then, ∫

{v=−∞}
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m 6 ℓm

∫

{v=−∞}
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m.

In particular if l = lim u
v as z ∈ Ω, v(z) → −∞, we have equality.

Proof. The proof is the same as the one for the complex Monge-Ampère
operator (see [Dem93]). For convenience we give it here. It is sufficient it to
prove for l = 1. We can assume that u ≤ 0 and v ≤ 0 on a neighborhood of
{v = −∞}. Fix c > 0. By assumption given ε > 0, there exists b > 1 large
enough so that u− c ≥ (1 + ε)v(z) =: vε on the set {v(z) < −b} ⋐ Ω.

We consider the m-subharmonic function wc := max{u−c, vε} on Ω which
satisfies wc = u − c on the open set {v(z) < −b} ⋐ Ω. Therefore for any
c > 0 and ε > 0 there exists b > 1 such that

(2.1) (ddcwc)
m ∧ βn−m = (ddcu)m ∧ βn−m,
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in the sense of currents on the open set {v(z) < −b}.
On the other for a fixed ε > 0, wc decreases to vε in Ω as c increases to

+∞. Hence by continuity of the Hessian operator for decreasing sequences
of m-subharmonic functions in SHb

m(Ω), it follows that

(ddcwc)
m ∧ βn−m → (ddcvε)

m ∧ βn−m,

in the sense of currents on Ω as c increases to +∞ (see [Lu15]).
Now fix a compact set K ⊂ {v = −∞}. Then by (2.1) and upper semi-

continuity we have∫

K
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m = lim sup

c→+∞

∫

K
(ddcwc)

m ∧ βn−m

≤

∫

K
(ddcvε)

m ∧ βn−m

= (1 + ε)m
∫

K
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m.

Letting ε→ 0 we obtain the inequality∫

K
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m ≤

∫

K
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m,

for any compact subset K ⊂ {v = −∞}. Since by definition the two currents
extend as positive Borel measures with locally finite mass on Ω, by interior
regularity we obtain the same inequality for the Borel set {v = −∞} i.e.

∫

{v=−∞}
(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m ≤

∫

{v=−∞}
(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m,

which is the required inequality.
Actually the previous proof gives more information, namely we have the

following inequality

1{v=−∞}(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m ≤ 1{v=−∞}(ddcv)m ∧ βn−m,

in the sense of Borel measures on Ω. Here 1{v=−∞} is the characteristic
function of the Borel set {v = −∞}. �

2.4. The maximal sub-extension. Let Ω ⋐ Cn be a bounded domain
and D ⊂ Ω be an open subset. Let h : D −→ [−∞, 0] be an upper semi-
continuous function in D (the obstacle function). A function u0 ∈ SH−

m(Ω)
is called a m-subharmonic sub-extension of h to Ω if u0 ≤ h in D. If such
a sub-extension exists, we can consider the maximal m-subharmonic sub-
extension of h to Ω defined in Ω as follows :

U = UD,Ω(h) := sup{u ∈ SH−
m(Ω), u ≤ h in D}.

This construction is classical in Potential Theory and has been consid-
ered also in different contexts in Pluripotential Theory (see [BT76, BT82],
[CKZ11], [GLZ19], [BZ20]).

Here we will need the following result.
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Proposition 2.7. Let h : D −→ [−∞, 0] be an upper semi-continuous func-
tion in D which admits a negative m-subharmonic sub-extension u0 to Ω.
Then its maximal m-subharmonic sub-extension U to Ω is m-subharmonic
in Ω and satisfies u0 ≤ U in Ω and U ≤ h in D.

Furthermore if h ∈ SHm(D) and u0 ∈ SHb
m(Ω), then U ∈ SHb

m(Ω)
and the m-Hessian measure of U is carried by the contact set Q := {z ∈
D;U(z) = h(z)} i.e.

∫

{U<h}
(ddcU)m ∧ βn−m = 0,

where {U < h} := {z ∈ D ; U(z) < h(z)} = D \ Q is the non-contact set.

In the case m = n, the result follows essentially from [CKZ11, Theorem
2.1]. For a bounded lower semi-continuous obstacle h, this was considered
in [GLZ19].

Proof. If h is a bounded and continuous function in D, the function U is
bounded and m-subharmonic in Ω and the set {U < h} is an (euclidean)
open subset of D. The result can then be easily proved using the classical
method of balayage in each ball B ⋐ {U < h} to show that (ddcU)m ∧
βn−m = 0 in B (see the proof of Proposition 3.4 below). In the general case,
the proof of [CKZ11, Theorem 2.1] can be easily adapted to our situation
using the fact that if h is m-subharmonic in D, it is quasi-continuous with
respect to the m-Hessian capacity (see [Lu12, Lu15]). �

3. The weighted Green function

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem A in several steps.

3.1. Global estimates. We first define the weigthed radius function :

(3.1) θm(δ, ν) := Φ−1
m (Φm(δ)/ν) =

{
ν1/2sδ, if 1 ≤ m < n,

R0(δ/R0)1/ν if m = n,

where s := n/m− 1 > 0.
Observe that the function θm is increasing in each variable (δ, ν) ∈]0, R0[×]0,+∞[.

Next we define the weighted distance δA of A to the boundary ∂Ω as follows:
(3.2)

δ(A, ∂Ω) := inf
(a,ν)∈A

θm(d(a), ν−1) =

{
inf(a,ν)∈A ν

−1/2sd(a), if 1 ≤ m < n,
inf(a,ν)∈AR0 (d(a)/R0)ν if m = n,

Here d(a) = d(a, ∂Ω) := inf{|a − ζ|; ζ ∈ ∂Ω} is the euclidean distance of a
to the boundary of Ω and R0 = 2 diam(Ω).

Observe that by definition, we have for any (a, ν) ∈ A,

(3.3) 0 < δ < θm(d(a), ν−1) ⇐⇒ B̄(a, θm(δ, ν)) ⊂ Ω.
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For any fixed δ > 0, we define the sublevel set of the weight function as
follows :

Aδ := {z ∈ Cn ; φm(z,A) < Φm(δ)} =
⋃

(x,ν)∈A

B(x, θm(δ, ν)).

Then

(3.4) 0 < δ < δA ⇐⇒ ∀(a, ν) ∈ A, B̄(a, θm(δ, ν)) ⊂ Ω ⇐⇒ Aδ ⋐ Ω,

and

(3.5) z /∈ B(a, θm(δ, ν)) ⇐⇒ νΦm(z − a) − Φm(δ) ≥ 0.

Finally, recall that the minimal distance between distinct points in A is
defined by

(3.6) 2σA := min{|a− b| , (a, b) ∈ A2, a 6= b}.

The following lemma will be crucial.

Lemma 3.1. Fix 0 < γ0 ≤ 1 ≤ γ1 and let A ⊂ Cn ×R+ be a finite set such
that

inf{ν(a), a ∈ A} ≥ γ0,
∑

a∈A

ν(a) ≤ γ1.

Then the following estimates hold :
1) for any δ > 0 and z /∈ Aδ, we have

(3.7) φm(z,A) + γ1γ
−1
0 Φm(δ) ≤ ψm(z,A) ≤ φm(z,A),

2) for any 0 < δ ≤ θm(σA, γ
−1
1 ) and z ∈ Aδ, we have

(3.8) φm(z,A) + Φm(δ) ≤ ψm(z,A) ≤ φm(z,A),

In particular for any z ∈ Cn, we have

(3.9) ψm(z,A) ≤ φm(z,A) ≤ ψm(z,A) − γ21γ
−1
0 Φm(σA).

Proof. For conveniency we use the following notation for the sets of weighted
A = {(a, ν(a) ; a ∈ A}. Fix z ∈ Ω. Then there exists (a, ν(a)) ∈ A such
that for any (b, ν(b)) ∈ A,

φm(z,A) = ν(a)Φm(z − a) ≤ ν(b)Φm(z − b),

and then

(3.10) ψm(z,A) = φm(z,A) +
∑

b6=a

ν(b)Φm(z − b)·

Assume first that z /∈ Aδ :=
⋃

x∈AB(x, θm(δ, ν(x))). Then for any b ∈ A,
|z − b| ≥ θm(δ, ν(b)), hence ν(b)Φm(z − b) ≥ Φm(δ) and then by (3.10), we
have

ψm(z,A) ≥ φm(z,A) + (p− 1)Φm(δ),

where p is the cardinality of A. Since p ≤ γ1γ
−1
0 , we obtain the inequality

(3.7).
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Now assume that z ∈ Aδ then there exists x ∈ A such that z ∈ B(x, θm(δ, ν(x)),
hence |z − x| ≤ θm(δ, ν(x)) ≤ θm(δ, γ1). Moreover if 0 < δ ≤ θm(σA, γ

−1
1 ),

we infer that σA ≥ θm(δ, γ1) and then for any b ∈ A \ {x}, we have

|z − b| ≥ |b− x| − |z − x|) ≥ 2σA − θm(δ, γ1)

≥ θm(δ, γ1).

Hence Φm(z − b) ≥ Φm ◦ θm(δ, γ1) and then from (3.10), it follows that

ψm(z,A) = φm(z,A) +
∑

b6=a

ν(b)Φm(z − b) ≥ φm(z,A) + Φm(δ).

This proves (3.8) and (3.9) follows immediately.
�

As a consequence we have the following useful estimates for the Green
function.

Corollary 3.2. Let A ⊂ Ω × R+ be a finite set. Then for z ∈ Ω, we have

(3.11) ψm(z,A) 6 Gm(z,A,Ω) 6 φm(z,A) − Φm(δA),

and

(3.12) ψm(z,A) ≤ Gm(z,A,Ω) ≤ ψm(z,A) − Φm(δA) − γ21γ
−1
0 Φm(σA).

Proof. The first inequality is clear since ψm(·,A) belongs to the family
Gm(Ω,A) whose upper envelope is Gm(·,A,Ω).

Let us prove the second one. Indeed, let v ∈ Gm(Ω,A) and let (a, ν) ∈ A
be fixed. By definition there exists Cv > 0 such that for any z ∈ Ω

v(z) 6 φm(z,A) +Cv ≤ νΦm(z − a) + Cv.

Fix 0 < ε < 1 and choose r0 > 0 so that νΦm(r0) + (1 + ε)Cv = 0. Then for
any 0 < r < r0, we obtain

(1 + ε)v(z) 6 νΦm(z − a) on ∂B(a, r).

On the other hand, fix 0 < δ < θm(d(a), ν−1). Then B(a, θm(δ, ν)) ⋐ Ω and
νΦm(· − a) − Φm(δ) ≥ 0 on Ω̄ \B(a, θm(δ, ν)), hence on ∂Ω.

Therefore for any z ∈ ∂(Ω r B(a, r)), we have

(1 + ε)v(z) 6 ν Φm(z − a) − Φm(δ).

Since (1+ε)v, and ν Φm(·−a)−Φm(δ) are boundedm-subharmonic functions
on ΩrB(a, r) and ν Φm(·−a)−Φm(δ) is maximal on Ω\B(a, r), by applying
the comparison principle Proposition 2.3, we get,

(1 + ε)v(z) 6 ν Φm(z − a) − Φm(δ) on Ω r B̄(a, r).

Since r > 0 is arbitrary small, it follows that

(1 + ε)v(z) 6 ν Φm(z − a) − Φm(δ),

in Ω. Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that v(z) 6 ν Φm(z− a)−Φm(δ)
in Ω. Hence Gm(z,A,Ω) ≤ φm(z,A) − Φm(δ) in Ω.
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Therefore for any δ ≤ δA, we have

Gm(z,A,Ω) 6 φm(z,A) − Φm(δ), in Ω.

This implies the second inequality in (3.11). The inequality (3.12) follows
from (3.11) and (3.9). This proves the statement of the corollary. �

3.2. Boundary behaviour of the Green function. Let us first recall a
definition. A bounded open domain Ω ⋐ Cn is said to be m-hyperconvex
(1 ≤ m ≤ n) if it admits a negative m-subarmonic exhaustion ρ : Ω −→
] −∞, 0[.

Recall that for δ0 > 0 small enough and 0 < γ0 < γ1 fixed,

E(δ0, γ0, γ1) := {A ⊂ Ω × R+ ; δ(A; ∂Ω) ≥ δ0, inf
a∈A

ν(a) ≥ γ0,
∑

a∈A

ν(a) ≤ γ1}.

Observe that δ(A; ∂Ω) ≥ δ0 iff Aδ0 :=
⋃

(a,ν)∈AB(a, θm(δ0, ν)) ⋐ Ω. More-

over if A ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1), then A is a finite with cardinality p := |A| ≤ γ1γ
−1
0 .

Proposition 3.3. Assume that Ω ⋐ Cn is a bounded m-hyperconvex do-
main. Then we have

(3.13) lim
z→∂Ω

(
inf

A∈E(δ0,γ0,γ1)
Gm(z,A,Ω)

)
= 0.

Proof. Recall that for δ > 0 we have

Aδ :=
⋃

(a,ν)∈A

B(a, θm(δ, ν)) = {z ∈ Cn ; φm(z,A) < Φm(δ)},

and so if A ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1) and 0 < δ < δ0, then Aδ ⋐ Ω.
Fix 0 < δ1 < δ0 and observe that for any z ∈ ∂Aδ1 ⋐ Ω, we have

φm(z,A) = Φm(δ1), hence ψm(z,A) ≥ pΦm(δ1) ≥ γ1γ
−1
0 Φm(δ1).

Let ρ be a negative m-subharmonic defining function for Ω. One can
choose a large constant C = C(γ0, γ1, δ1) > 1 so that Cρ(z) ≤ γ1γ

−1
0 Φm(δ1)

in ∂Aδ1 ⋐ Ω and then Cρ ≤ ψm(·,A) in ∂Aδ1 . Then by the gluing principle,
the function defined by

(3.14) v(z) =





ψm(z,A) on Aδ1

max
{
Cρ(z), ψm(z,A)

}
on Ω rAδ1

is a negative m-subharmonic function in Ω which belongs to Gm(Ω,A) and
then v ≤ Gm(·,A,Ω) in Ω.

Therefore for any A ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1) we have Cρ ≤ Gm(·,A,Ω) ≤ 0 on
Ω \ Aδ1 , which proves the required property since limz→∂Ω ρ(z) = 0. �
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3.3. The Hessian measure of the Green function. Here we prove the
following property.

Proposition 3.4. Let Ω ⋐ Cn be a bounded domain and A ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[ a
finite set of weighted poles. Then

(3.15) (ddcGm(·,A,Ω))m ∧ βn−m = cn,m
∑

(a,ν)∈A

νmδa.

Proof. We first show that the function G := Gm(·,A,Ω) is a maximal m-
subharmonic function on ΩrA. We proceed by the usual balayage process.
Fix an euclidean ball B ⋐ Ω r A. Since G is a bounded m-subharmonic
function in a neighborhood of B̄, we claim that there exist Ĝ ∈ SHm(Ω) ∩

L∞(Ω) such that (ddcĜ)m ∧βn−m = 0 in the sense of currents on B, Ĝ ≥ G

in Ω and Ĝ = G in Ω \ B. This is a classical balayage trick which goes
back to Bedford and Taylor in the case m = n (see [BT82, Proposition
9.1]). Indeed, if G is continuous in a neighborhood of B̄, we can use [Bl05,
Theorem 3.7] to obtain v ∈ SHm(B)∩L∞(B) such that (ddcv)m∧βn−m = 0
in the sense of currents on B and v = G in ∂B. By the comparison principle

we have v ≥ G in B. Hence the function defined by Ĝ = v in B and

Ĝ = G in Ω \B satisfies the requirements of the claim. In the general case,
we approximate G by a decreasing sequence of continuous m-subharmonic
functions (Hj)j∈N in Ω (see [Lu15]). By the previous construction we obtain

a sequence Ĥj of bounded m-subharmonic functions in Ω such that for any

j ∈ N, (ddcĤj)
m ∧ βn−m = 0 in the sense of currents on B, Ĥj ≥ Hj in

Ω and Ĥj = Hj in Ω \ B. By the comparison principle, the sequence (Ĥj)
is a decreasing sequence of functions in SHm(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) which converges

a.e. in Ω to a function Ĝ ∈ SHm(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). It is clear that this function
satisfies the required properties as we claimed (see [BT82, Proposition 9.1]
for more details).

Now define the function u by u = Ĝ in B and u = G in Ω r B. Then

v ∈ G(Ω,A). Hence v 6 G which implies that Ĝ 6 G in B. This proves

that Ĝ = G in B and then (ddcG)m ∧ βn−m = (ddcĜ)m ∧ βn−m = 0 in the
sense of currents on B.

We next prove the formula (3.15). Indeed, by the previous analysis the
measure (ddcG)m ∧ βn−m have a finite support contained in the finite set
A. Hence it is a finite combination of Dirac masses at the points in A. It
is then enough to compute its mass at each point a ∈ A. Fix a ∈ A and

observe thanks to Corollary 3.2 that limz→a
G(z)

Φm(z−a) = ν(a). We can then

apply Lemma 2.6 to obtain the following formula
∫

{a}
(ddcG)m ∧ βn−m = ν(a)m

∫

{a}
(ddcΦm(· − a))m ∧ βn−m = cn,mν(a)m.

This implies the formula (3.15). �
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3.4. A generalized comparison principle. To prove the uniqueness in
theorem A, we will need to prove a more general comparison principle which
deals with singular m-subharmonic functions in the class SHb

m(Ω).
Since Φm is a radial fundamental solution of the Hessian equation (1.2),

it follows from the comparison principle that the singularity of any given
m-subharmonic function u in Ω at any given point a ∈ Ω is at worst like
νΦm(z − a) for some constant ν ≥ 0. Indeed, applying the comparison
principle and taking into account the formula (1.2), it is easy to see that the
function r 7−→ maxB̄(a,r) u is an increasing convex function of the variable

t := Φm(r) for 0 < r < d(a, ∂Ω). Then the following limit exists :

(3.16) νm(u, a) := lim
r→0+

maxB̄(a,r) u

Φm(r)
∈ [0,+∞[,

where B̄(a, r) = {z ∈ Ω ; |z− a| ≤ r} is the euclidean ball. By convexity, for
any 0 < r < r0 < d(a, ∂Ω), we have

(3.17) max
B̄(a,r)

u− max
B̄(a,r0)

u ≤ νm(u, a)(Φm(z − a) − Φm(r0)).

This means that the real number νm(u, a) measures the weight of the sin-
gularity of u at the point a.

Lelong numbers of them-positive current ddcu associated to am-subharmonic
function u was introduced in [WW16] and its relationship to the mean values
of u on spheres and balls was given in [BG18].

We first prove the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let A := {(a, ν(a)) ; a ∈ A} ⊂ Ω × R+ be a finite weighted
set. Then for any a ∈ A, νm(Gm(·,A,Ω), a) = ν(a).

Moreover if u ∈ SHm(Ω), u ≤ M in Ω and νm(u, a) ≥ ν(a) for any
a ∈ A, we have u ≤M +Gm(·,A,Ω) in Ω. In particular we have

(3.18) Gm(·,A,Ω) = sup{u ; u ∈ SH−
m(Ω),∀a ∈ A, νm(u, a) ≥ ν(a)}.

Proof. Fix a point (a, ν(a)) ∈ A. Then by (3.11), we have for any z ∈ Ω

ψm(z,A) = ν(a)Φm(z−a)+g(z) ≤ Gm(z,A,Ω) ≤ ν(a)Φm(z−a)−Φm(δA),

where g(z) :=
∑

b∈A,b6=a ν(b)Φm(z − b) is a bounded m-sh function in a

neighborhood of the point a. This implies that νm(Gm(·,A,Ω), a) = ν(a).
Fix a point (a, ν(a)) ∈ A. By the convexity inequality (3.17), it follows

that there exists constant Ca, ra > 0 such that

u(z) ≤ νm(u, a)Φm(z − a) + Ca ≤ ν(a)Φm(z − a) + Ca,

for z ∈ B̄(a, ra) ⊂ Ω. Since u ≤ M in Ω and z 7−→ Φm(z − a) is bounded
from below on Ω \ B(a, ra), it follows that there exists a constant C ′

a > 0
such that u(z) ≤ ν(a)Φm(z − a) + C ′

a for any z ∈ Ω̄. Set C ′ := maxa∈A C
′
a.

Then we have u(z) ≤ φm(z,A)+C ′ for any z ∈ Ω. Hence u−M ∈ Gm(Ω,A)
and then u−M ≤ Gm(·,A,Ω) in Ω.

The formula (3.18) follows immediately from the above analysis. �
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We can easily prove the following Lemma (see [Ze97]).

Lemma 3.6. Let u ∈ SHb
m(Ω). Then we have

(3.19) cm,n

∑

a∈Au

νm(u, a)m ≤

∫

Su

(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m,

where Au := {a ∈ Ω; νm(u, a) > 0} and Su := {a ∈ Ω ; u(a) = −∞}.

Proof. By definition, there exists a compact set K ⊂ Ω such that u is
bounded in Ω \ K and then Au ⊂ Su ⊂ K. Modifying u near the bound-
ary, we can assume that u = 0 in ∂Ω. Let A ⊂ Au be a finite set and
A := {(a, νm(u, a)) ; a ∈ A}. By the previous lemma, we have u ≤ Gm(·,A)
in Ω. By the comparison principle Proposition 2.4, we deduce that

∫

A
(ddcGm(·,A,Ω)m ∧ βn−m ≤

∫

Su

(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m,

and the inequality (3.19) follows from (1.8). �

Following ([Ze97]), we can prove the comparison principle which will imply
the uniqueness of the Green function stated in Theorem A.

Proposition 3.7. Let E ⊂ Ω be a compact subset of Lebesgue measure 0.
Let u, v ∈ SHm(Ω) ∩ L∞

loc(Ω \ E) such that lim infz→ζ(u(z) − v(z)) ≥ 0.
Assume that the following properties hold

(i)
∫
E(ddcu)m ∧ βn−m = cm,n

∑
a∈Au

νm(u, a)m,

(ii) (ddcv)m∧βn−m ≥ (ddcu)m∧βn−m, in the sense of measures on Ω\E,
(iii) νm(v, a) ≥ νm(u, a) for any a ∈ E.
Then u ≥ v in Ω.

3.5. Proof of Theorem A. Fix a finite weighted set A ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[
and set G := Gm(·,A,Ω). By Corollary 3.2, the upper semi-continuous
regularization G∗ of G satisfies the inequality

ψm(z,A) ≤ G∗(z) ≤ φm(z,A) − Φm(δA),

since φm is upper semi-continuous in Ω. Hence G∗ ∈ Gm(Ω,A) and then
G∗ ≤ G in Ω. This implies that G = G∗ is m-subharmonic in Ω and satisfies
the inequality (1.6). Proposition 3.3 implies (1.7), the formula (1.8) follows
from Proposition 3.4 and uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.7. This
proves Theorem A.

4. Modulus of continuity of the Green function

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem B. This will be done in
several steps. Let’s outline the main steps. There are three steps starting
from the following obvious inequality : for any z, z′ ∈ Ω and A ⊂ Ω × R+,
A′ ⊂ Ω ×R+, we have
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| expG(z′,A′) − expG(z,A)| ≤ | expG(z′,A′) − expG(z,A′)|

+ | expG(z,A′) − expG(z,A)|,(4.1)

where G(z,A) := Gm(z,A,Ω).
The first step done in Section 4.1 consists in estimating the modulus of

continuity of the weight functions φm(z,A) and ψm(z,A) in terms of z and
A (see in Lemma 4.1).

The second step is done in Section 4.2. We use the first step to obtain an
estimate of the first term on the right hand side of the inequality (4.1) by a
function of r := |z − z′| for z, z′ ∈ Ω, uniformly in A′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) (see
Theorem 4.3).

This is the difficult step in the proof of Theorem B. Here we use the
classical technique of perturbation of the domain due to J.L. Walsh. This
argument became classical and has been used originally in [Wal68] as well as
in many other works to prove continuity of various envelopes (e.g. [Lel89]).

However since we want to get a precise control on the modulus of conti-
nuity of the Green function, we need to use an extra argument based on the
subextension trick using Proposition 2.7.

The third step done in Section 4.3 is easier. We use the estimates proved
in the first step to estimate the second term on the right hand side of the
inequality (4.1) by a function of r := dH(A,A′) for A′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0),
uniformly in z ∈ Ω̄ (see Theorem 4.5).

As far as we know the idea of using the maximal subextention argument
in getting precise modulus of continuity of an envelope is new and we believe
it may be used in other contexts.

4.1. Equicontinuity of the weighted functions. The first step in the
proof of Theorem B will consist in proving Lemma 4.1 below.

Fix A ⊂ Ω × R+ and A′ ⊂ Ω × R+ and recall that

dH(A,A′) ≤ r ⇐⇒ A ⊂ Vr(A
′) and A′ ⊂ Vr(A),

where Vr(A) :=
⋃

x∈A B̄(x, r) is the r-neighborhood of A in Ω×R+ ⊂ Cn×R.

Here B̄(x, r) is the ball in Ω ×R+ of center x = (a, ν) ∈ Ω ×R+ and radius
r for the distance d1(x, x′) := |a− a′| + |ν − ν ′|, where x = (a, ν) ∈ Ω × R+

and x′ := (a′, ν ′) ∈ Ω × R+.
In particular, A ⊂ Vr(A

′) iff for any (a, ν) ∈ A, there exists (a′, ν ′) ∈ A′

such that |a− a′| + |ν − ν ′| ≤ r.

For fixed 0 < γ0 < γ1, σ0 > 0 and δ0 > 0 small enough, we define two
families of weighted sets.

Recall that E(δ0, γ0, γ1) be the family of weighted sets A ⊂ Ω × R+,
satisfying the following conditions:

δ(A,Ω) ≥ δ0, inf
(a,ν)∈A

ν ≥ γ0,
∑

(a,ν)∈A

ν ≤ γ1,
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and

F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) := {A ; A ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1), σA ≥ σ0}·

Recall the following definition

Aδ :=
⋃

(a,ν)∈A

B(a, θm(δ, ν)) = {z ∈ Cn;φm(z,A) < Φm(δ)}·

We also define the following function

(4.2) fm(t) :=

{
t−2s−1, if 1 ≤ m < n (s > 0),

t−1/γ0 if m = n,

We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Fix A,A′ ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1) and 0 < δ ≤ δ0. Then for any z /∈ Aδ,
any z′ /∈ A′

δ, we have

(4.3) φm(z′,A′) ≤ φm(z,A) + Lm fm(δ)
(
|z − z′| + dH(A;A′)

)
,

and

(4.4) ψm(z′,A′) ≤ ψm(z,A) + L′
m fm(δ)

(
|z − z′| + dH(A;A′)

)
,

where Lm and L′
m are uniform constants.

The constants Lm and L′
m are given respectively by (4.6) and (4.9) when

m < n and by (4.8) and (4.10) when m = n.

Proof. Indeed, fix 0 < δ ≤ δ0 and z /∈ Aδ. Then there exists (a, ν) ∈ A such
that

φm(z,A) = νΦm(z − a).

By definition there exits (a′, ν ′) ∈ A′ such that |a−a′|+ |ν−ν ′| ≤ dH(A;A′).
Hence

φm(z′,A′) − φm(z,A) ≤ ν ′Φm(z′ − a′) − νΦm(z − a).

Now observe that since z′ /∈ A′
δ and z /∈ Aδ, we have |z − a| ≥ θm(δ, ν) ≥

θm(δ, γ0) and |z′ − a′| ≥ θm(δ, γ0). On the other hand, write

ν ′Φm(z′ − a′) − νΦm(z − a) = ν ′(Φm(z′ − a′) − Φm(z − a))

+ (ν ′ − ν)Φm(z − a),

and observe that |Φm(t′) − Φm(t)| ≤ Φ′
m(t0)|t

′ − t| for any real numbers
t, t′ ≥ t0 := θm(δ, γ0) > 0.

Then it follows that for z′ /∈ A′
δ and z /∈ Aδ, we have

ν ′Φm(z′ − a′) − νΦm(z − a) ≤ ν ′Φ′
m ◦ θm(δ, γ0)

(
|z′ − z| + |a′ − a|

)

−Φm ◦ θm(δ, γ0)|ν ′ − ν|.(4.5)

We proceed to prove the estimate (4.3), by considering the two cases
separately.
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1. The case 1 ≤ m < n. In this case θm(δ, γ0) = γ
1/2s
0 δ and Φ′

m(t) =
2st−2s−1. Hence the equation (4.5) yields for z′ /∈ A′

δ and z /∈ Aδ,

ν ′Φm(z′ − a′) − νΦm(z − a) ≤ 2sγ1γ
−(2s+1)/2s
0 δ−2s−1

(
|z′ − z| + |a′ − a|

)

+γ−1
0 δ−2s|ν ′ − ν|.

This implies that for any 0 < δ ≤ δ0, any z /∈ Aδ and z′ /∈ A′
δ, we have

φm(z′,A′) − φm(z,A) ≤ Lm δ
−2s−1

(
|z′ − z| + dH(A;A′)

)
,

where

(4.6) Lm := max{2sγ1γ
−(2s+1)/2s
0 , δ0γ

−1
0 }.

This proves the estimate (4.3) when m < n.

2. The case m = n. In this case θn(δ, γ0) = R0(δ/R0)1/γ0 and Φ′
n(t) =

R0/t. Hence the equation (4.5) yields for z′ /∈ A′
δ and z /∈ Aδ, we have

ν ′Φn(z′ − a′) − νΦn(z − a) ≤ γ1(R0/δ)
1/γ0

(
|z′ − z| + |a′ − a|

)

+ γ−1
0 log(R0/δ)|ν

′ − ν|.(4.7)

Since γ−1
0 log(R0/δ) ≤ (R0/δ)

1/γ0 for 0 < δ < R0, it follows that for any
0 < δ ≤ δ0, any z /∈ Aδ and z′ /∈ A′

δ, we have

φn(z′,A′) − φn(z,A) ≤ γ1(R0/δ)
1/γ0

(
|z′ − z| + dH(A,A′)

)
,

which proves the estimate (4.3) with the constant

(4.8) Ln := γ1R
1/γ0
0

Now we prove the estimate (4.4) in the same way. Indeed, observe that
by definition for any (a, ν(a)) ∈ A there exists (b(a), µ(a)) ∈ A′ such that
|a− b(a)| + |ν − µ(a)| ≤ dH(A;A′).

For z /∈ (A ∪A′) we have

ψm(z′,A′) =
∑

(a′,ν′)∈A′

ν ′Φm(z′ − a′) ≤
∑

a∈A

µ(a)Φm(z′ − b(a)).

Then using (4.5), we get

ψm(z′,A′) − ψm(z,A) ≤ γ1Φ
′
m ◦ θm(δ, γ0)

(
|z′ − z| + dH(A,A′)

)

−γ1γ
−1
0 Φm ◦ θm(δ, γ0)dH(A,A′).

1. Assume first that 1 ≤ m < n. Then it follows as before that for any
0 < δ ≤ δ0, any z /∈ Aδ and z′ /∈ A′

δ we have

ψm(z′,A′) − ψm(z,A) ≤ L′
m δ

−2s−1
(
|z′ − z| + dH(A;A′)

)
,

where

(4.9) L′
m := max{2sγ1γ

−(2s+1)/2s
0 , γ1γ

−2
0 δ0}.

2. Assume now that m = n. The same computation shows that for any
0 < δ ≤ δ0, any z /∈ Aδ and z′ /∈ A′

δ we have

ψn(z′,A′) − ψn(z,A) ≤ L′
nδ

−1/γ0
(
|z′ − z| + dH(A;A′)

)
,
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where

(4.10) L′
n := γ1R

1/γ0
0 .

This proves the estimate (4.4). �

Remark 4.2. The previous result shows that for any open subset D ⋐ Ω,
the weighted function φm and ψm are Lipschitz continuous in (Ω̄ \D)×FD,
where FD = FD(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) is the family of sets A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) such
that A ⊂ D×]0,+∞[ endowed with the Hausdorff distance.

4.2. Equicontinuity in the space variable. The second step in the proof
of Theorem B will consist in proving the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that Ω ⋐ Cn is a bounded m-hyperconvex domain
of Lipschitz type. Let 0 < γ0 < γ1, δ0 > 0, and σ0 > 0 be fixed. Then
the family {expGm(·,A,Ω) ; A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0)} is equicontinuous in Ω̄.
More precisely we have :

1. If 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 1, for any 0 < τ < 2s
2s+1 , there exists constants

L > 0 and r1 > 0, depending on (m,n, τ, δ0, γ0, γ1) such that for any A ∈
F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), and any z, z′ ∈ Ω̄ with |z − z′| ≤ r ≤ r1, we have

(4.11) | expGm(z′,A,Ω) − expGm(z,A,Ω)| ≤ L · rτ ,

2. If m = n, for any 0 < α < 1, there exists a constant L > 0 and
r1 > 0, depending on (m,n, α, δ0, γ0, γ1) such that for any z, z′ ∈ Ω with
|z − z′| ≤ r ≤ r1,

(4.12) | expGn(z′,A,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω)| ≤ L · (log(R1/r))
−α,

where R1 := R
1/γ0
0 .

Proof. As we allready said in the beginning of section 4, we will use the
classical technique of perturbation of domains due to J.B. Walsh [Wal68].

Fix ζ ∈ Cn with |ζ| small enough, A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) and set for sim-
plicity G(z) := Gm(z,A,Ω) for z ∈ Ω.

Define the perturbed domain Ωζ := {z ∈ Ω; z + ζ ∈ Ω} and set Gζ(z) :=
G(z + ζ) for z ∈ Ωζ . Then Gζ is m-subharmonic in Ωζ .

The idea is to modify suitably Gζ to produce a m-subharmonic function
in the class Gm(Ω,A) which enables to compare Gζ and G in Ω ∩ Ωζ .

To this end we need to construct a m-subharmonic function in Ω close to
the perturbed function Gζ in the domain Ω ∩ Ωζ and having the same sin-
gularities as G. This will be done in two steps. First by a max construction
we produce such a function in the domain Ω ∩ Ωζ . The main difficulty is to
”extend” this function to Ω. This is based on a tricky argument using the
maximal subextention method given in Proposition 2.7 that we will explain
below.

As in the previous proofs, we consider two cases.
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1. The case 1 ≤ m < n. We first assume that 1 ≤ m < n. By (3.12), for
any z ∈ Ωζ , we have

Gζ(z) = G(z + ζ) ≤ ψm(z + ζ,A) + δ−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 .

To get rid of the constant in the right hand side, we introduce a small
parameter ε > 0. Fix ε0 > 0 to be chosen later and let 0 < ε ≤ ε0,

0 < δ ≤ δ0 and observe that if 0 < r ≤ γ
1/2s
0 δ/2 and |ζ| ≤ r, then A ⊂ Ωζ

and for any z ∈ Ωζ \Aδ , z+ ζ /∈ Aδ/2. By (3.9) and Lemma 4.1, this implies

that for any z ∈ Ωζ \ Aδ, we have

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ (1 + ε)ψm(z + ζ,A) + (1 + ε)(δ−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 )

≤ (1 + ε)ψm(z,A) + (1 + ε)22s+1L′
m rδ

−2s−1

+ (1 + ε)(δ−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 ).

Hence for 0 < ε < ε0 and z ∈ Ωζ \Aδ,

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ ψm(z,A) + εψm(z,A) +C0 + C1rδ
−2s−1,

where C0 := (1 + ε0)(δ−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 ) and C1 := (1 + ε0)22s+1L′
m.

Recall that Aδ = {φm(z,A) < −δ−2s} and since ψm(z,A) ≤ φm(z,A), it
follows that for z ∈ Ωζ ∩ ∂Aδ, we have

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ ψm(z,A) − εδ−2s + C0 + C1rδ
−2s−1,

Set r0 := min{2−(2s+1)/2sγ
(2s+1)/4s2

0 , δ2s+1
0 } and define for 0 < r ≤ r0,

δ := r1/(2s+1) i.e. r := δ2s+1. Then for 0 < r ≤ r0 we have r ≤ γ
1/2s
0 δ/2 and

δ ≤ δ0. Now we define ε = ε(r) > 0 so that −εδ−2s + C0 + C1rδ
−2s−1 = 0

i.e.
ε(r) := C0δ

2s + C1δ
2s = C2r

2s/(2s+1),

where C2 := C0 + C1, so that −εδ−2s + C0 + C1 = 0. Since for 0 < r ≤ r0,

we have ε(r) ≤ C2r
2s/(2s+1)
0 , we choose ε0 := C2r

2s/(2s+1)
0 .

Fix 0 < r ≤ r0 and |ζ| = r. Then for any z ∈ Ωζ ∩ ∂Aδ , we have

(1 + ε)Gζ(z) ≤ ψm(z,A).

It is easy to see that one can find 0 < r1 < r0 such that if |ζ| = r ≤ r1
then ζ+Aδ ⊂ Aδ0 =

⋃
(a,ν)∈A B(a, ν1/2sδ0) ⋐ Ω. This implies that Aδ ⋐ Ωζ .

Therefore the following function

(4.13) vζ(z) :=

{
ψm(z,A), in Aδ

max{(1 + ε)Gζ(z), ψm(z,A)} in Ωζ \ Aδ

is a negative m-subharmonic in Ω ∩ Ωζ which has the right singularities on
A ⊂ Aδ ⊂ Ω ∩ Ωζ .

We would like to show that vζ ≤ G + O(|ζ|) in Ω ∩ Ωζ . This will be the
case if we could extend vζ as a negative m-subharmonic function in Ω. This
is not clear but instead we can consider its maximal m-sh subextension to
Ω defined as follows:

(4.14) wζ := sup{u ∈ SH−
m(Ω) ; u ≤ vζ , in Ω ∩ Ωζ}.
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Since ψm(·,A) ≤ vζ in Ωζ , it follows that wζ is a well defined negative m-sh
function in Ω which satisfies the inequalities ψm(·,A) ≤ wζ ≤ vζ in Ω ∩ Ωζ .
Moreover since vζ = ψm(·,A) in Aδ, it follows that wζ = ψm(·,A) in Aδ.
This implies that wζ ≤ G in Ω.

The goal is now to compare vζ and wζ in Ω∩Ωζ . We first compare them
on the boundary of Ω∩Ωζ by finding a suitable sub-extension. Indeed let ρ
be a negative m-subharmonic exhaustion function for Ω which is Lipschitz
continuous in Ω̄.

Observe that by (3.7), for any z /∈ Aδ0 we have

ψm(z,A) ≥ φm(z,A) + γ1γ
−1
0 Φm(δ0) ≥ −2γ1γ

−1
0 δ−2s

0

and choose a constant C = C(δ0, γ0, γ1) > 0 such that

Cρ(z) ≤ −2γ1γ
−1
0 δ−2s

0 ≤ ψm(z,A), in ∂Aδ0 .

Therefore the following function

(4.15) θ(z) =





ψm(z,A) on Aδ0

max
{
Cρ(z), ψm(z,A)

}
on Ω rAδ0

is a negative m-subharmonic function in Ω which satisfies θ ≤ G(·,A) in Ω.
Since ρ is a Lipschitz continuous, there exists a constant M > 0 such that
for any z, z′ ∈ Ω̄, we have |ρ(z) − ρ(z′)| ≤M |z′ − z|. Hence

Cρ(z) − CMr ≤ θ(z + ζ) ≤ G(z + ζ) = Gζ(z),

for |ζ| ≤ r and z ∈ Ω ∩ Ωζ \ Aδ0 .
Since Aδ ⊂ Aδ0 , it follows that the function u := (1 + ε)θ − (1 + ε)CMr

is m-subharmonic in Ω and satisfies u ≤ vζ in Ω ∩ Ωζ . Hence u ≤ wζ in Ω.

Recall that if |ζ| = r ≤ r1 ≤ r0 then r ≤ γ
1/2s
0 δ/2 with δ ≤ δ0, and

Aδ ⊂ Ω ∩ Ωζ . Observe that θ ≥ 0 in Ωζ ∩ ∂Ω and for z ∈ Ω ∩ ∂Ωζ ,

(1 + ε)θ(z) ≥ (1 + ε)Cρ(z) = (1 + ε)C(ρ(z) − ρ(z + ζ)) ≥ −(1 + ε)CMr,

Hence (1 + ε)θ ≥ −(1 + ε)CMr in ∂(Ω ∩ Ωζ) and then

wζ ≥ u = (1 + ε)θ − (1 + ε)CMr ≥ −2(1 + ε)CMr in ∂(Ω ∩ Ωζ).

Since vζ ≤ 0 in Ω ∩ Ωζ , it follows that

vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ wζ , in ∂(Ω ∩ Ωζ).

Since vζ = ψm(·,A) ≤ θ ≤ wζ in Aδ, we conclude that vζ−2(1+ε)CMr ≤ wζ

in ∂D, where D := (Ω ∩ Ωζ) \ Āδ.
Now observe that obviously

vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ vζ = wζ , in D ∩ Q,

where Q := {wζ = vζ}. Since by Proposition 2.7, the Hessian measure
µζ := (ddcwζ)m ∧ βn−m is carried by the contact set Q, it follows that

vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ wζ , µζ-almost everywhere in D. By the domination
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principle, it follows that vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ wζ in D. Since vζ = wζ =
ψm(·,A) in Aδ, it follows that vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ wζ in Ω ∩ Ωζ .

This implies that vζ − 2(1 + ε)CMr ≤ G in Ω ∩ Ωζ , hence we obtain the
following basic inequality

(4.16) (1 + ε)Gζ ≤ G+ 2(1 + ε)CMr,

in Ω ∩ Ωζ \ Aδ.
Therefore for any |ζ| ≤ r ≤ r1 and for any z ∈ (Ωζ ∩ Ω) \ Aδ, we get

G(z + ζ) −G(z) ≤ −εG(z + ζ) + 2(1 + ε)CMr

= −C2r
2s/(2s+1)G(z + ζ) + 2(1 + ε)CMr.(4.17)

On the other hand, fix η > 0 and estimate −G(z + ζ) from above when

z /∈ A2η. Indeed for such z we have z′ := z + ζ /∈ Aη if |ζ| = r ≤ γ
1/2s
0 η.

Then for any a ∈ A we have |z + ζ − a| ≥ |z − a| − r ≥ γ
1/2s
0 η.

It follows from (3.11) that

−G(z + ζ) ≤ −
∑

a∈A

ν(a)Φm(z + ζ − a) ≤ γ−1
0 γ1η

−2s.

Recall that δ = r1/(2s+1), fix α > 0 small enough and set η := δα/2. Choose

0 < r2 < r1 such that for r ≤ r2 we have r ≤ γ
1/2s
0 δα/2. Then by the

previous inequality for |ζ| ≤ r ≤ r2 and z ∈ Ω \ Aδα , we have

(4.18) −G(z + ζ) ≤ γ−1
0 γ1η

−2s.

Since Aδ ⊂ Aδα , we have Ω \ Aδα ⊂ Ω \ Aδ. Then we can combine the
estimates (4.17) and (4.18) to obtain the following estimate: for any z ∈
Ω \ Aδα and |ζ| = r ≤ r2 and z ∈ Ωζ \ Aδα ,

G(z + ζ) −G(z) ≤ C2r
2s/(2s+1)22sγ1γ

−1
0 r−2sα/(2s+1)

+ 2(1 + ε)CMr

≤ C3r
τ(α),(4.19)

where τ(α) := (1 − α) 2s
2s+1 and

C3 := 22sγ1γ
−1
0 C2 + 2(1 + ε0)CMr

1−τ(α)
1 .

Now we proceed to the proof of the uniform continuity of expGm(z,A,Ω)
in Ω̄ ×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) with a control of its modulus of continuity.

Observe that for x, y ∈]−∞, 0] we have |ex− ey| ≤ |x− y|. Hence for any
A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), z ∈ Ω\Aδα and z′ ∈ Ω\Aδα such that |z′−z| ≤ r ≤ r2,
we have

(4.20) expGm(z′,A,Ω) − expGm(z,A,Ω) ≤ L1r
τ ,

where r := δ2s+1 and τ := τ(α) := (1 − α) 2s
2s+1 .

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (4.20) for
z ∈ Aδα , z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| ≤ r ≤ r2. Indeed, fix A ∈ F and let



WEIGHTED GREEN FUNCTION 23

z ∈ Aδα , z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| = r ≤ r2. Indeed there exists (a, ν) ∈ A
such that |z − a| ≤ ν1/2sδα and then

|z′ − a| ≤ γ
1/2s
1 rα/(2s+1) + r =: h(r).

Then by (3.11), we have Gm(z′,A,Ω) ≤ −ν
|z′−a|2s + δ−2s

0 ≤ −γ0h(r)−2s + δ−2s
0

for any z ∈ Ω. Hence

expGm(z′,A,Ω) − expGm(z,A,Ω) ≤ exp
(
−γ0h(r)−2s + δ−2s

0

)

Since h(r) ≃r→0+ rα/(2s+1), it follows that there exists a constant L2 =
L2(m,n, α, γ0, δ0) > 0 such that exp

(
−γ0h(r)−2s + δ−2s

0

)
≤ L2r

τ . Hence
for any z ∈ Aδα , z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| = r ≤ r2, we have

(4.21) expGm(z′,A,Ω) − expGm(z,A,Ω) ≤ L2r
τ .

The inequality (4.11) of the theorem follows from (4.20) and (4.21).

2. The case m = n. We proceed in the same way. We again denote
G := Gn(·,A,Ω). By (3.12), for any z ∈ Ωζ , we have

Gζ(z) = G(z + ζ) ≤ ψn(z + ζ,A) + C0,

where C0 := log(R0/δ0) + γ21γ
−1
0 log(R0/σ0).

To get rid of the constant in the right hand side, we introduce a small
parameter ε > 0. Fix ε0 > 0 to be chosen later and let 0 < ε ≤ ε0, 0 < δ ≤ δ0
and observe that there exists r0 = r0(γ0, R0) > 0 such that if 0 < r ≤ r0δ
and |ζ| ≤ r, then A ⊂ Ωζ and for any z ∈ Ωζ \Aδ, we have z+ ζ /∈ Aδ/2. By

(3.9) and Lemma 4.1, this implies that for any z ∈ Ωζ \ Aδ, we have

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ (1 + ε)ψn(z + ζ,A) + (1 + ε)C0

≤ (1 + ε)(ψn(z,A) + (1 + ε)L′
n rδ

−1/γ0

+ (1 + ε)C0.

Hence for 0 < ε < ε0 and z ∈ Ωζ \Aδ,

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ ψn(z,A) + εψn(z,A) + C ′
0 + C ′

1rδ
−1/γ0 ,

where C ′
0 := (1 + ε0)C0 and C ′

1 := (1 + ε0)L′
n.

Recall that Aδ = {φm(z,A) < log(δ/R0)} and since ψn(z,A) ≤ φn(z,A),
it follows that for z ∈ Ωζ ∩ ∂Aδ, we have

(1 + ε)G(z + ζ) ≤ ψn(z,A) + ε log(δ/R0) + C ′
0 + C ′

1rδ
−1/γ0 ,

Set δ := r−γ0
0 rγ0 so that r ≤ r0δ. Then we define ε = ε(r) > 0 so that

ε log(δ/R0) + C ′
0 + C ′

1r
−γ0 = 0 i.e.

ε(r) := C2 [log(R0/r
γ0)]−1 ,

where C2 := C ′
0 + C ′

1r
−γ0 . Since 0 < r ≤ r0δ

1/γ0
0 ≤ r0, we have ε(r) ≤

C2 [log(R0/r
γ0
0 )]

−1
, we choose ε0 := C2 [log(R0/r

γ0
0 )]

−1
.

Fix 0 < r ≤ r1 and |ζ| = r. Then for any z ∈ Ωζ ∩ ∂Aδ , we have

(1 + ε)Gζ(z) ≤ ψn(z,A).
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Now we can define as above the function vζ by the formula (4.13) with
m = n and the corresponding subextension wζ by (4.14) to obtain the basic
inequality 4.16 with m = n i.e.

(4.22) (1 + ε)Gζ ≤ G(z) + 2M(1 + ε)r

in Ω ∩ Ωζ \ Aδ.
Therefore for any |ζ| ≤ r ≤ r1 and for any z ∈ (Ωζ ∩ Ω) \ Aδ, we get

G(z + ζ) −G(z) ≤ −εG(z + ζ) = −C2 [log(R0/r
γ0)]−1G(z + ζ)

+2(1 + ε)CMr.(4.23)

On the other hand, fix η > 0 and estimate −G(z + ζ) from above when
z /∈ A2η . Indeed for such z we have z′ := z + ζ /∈ Aη if |ζ| = r ≤ r0η. Then
for any a ∈ A we have |z + ζ − a| ≥ |z − a| − r ≥ η. It follows from (3.11)
that

−G(z + ζ) ≤
∑

a∈A

−ν(a) log(|z + ζ − a|/R0) ≤ γ1 log(R0/η).

Fix 0 < α < 1 and define η > 0 so that

log(R0/(r0η)γ0) = [log(R0/r
γ0)]1−α

Then r ≤ r0η and since r0 < 1 and Rγ0
0 ≤ R0, it follows from the previous

inequality that for |ζ| ≤ r ≤ r0 and z ∈ Ω \ A2η, we have

(4.24) −G(z + ζ) ≤ γ1γ
−1
0 log(R0/η

γ0).

Since Ar ⊂ Aη, we have Ω\Aη ⊂ Ω\Ar. Then we can combine the estimates
(4.23) and (4.24) to obtain the following estimate: for any z ∈ Ω \ Aη,
|ζ| = r ≤ r2 and z ∈ Ωζ \ Aη,

G(z + ζ) −G(z) ≤ C2γ1γ0−1[log(R0/r
γ0)]−α + 2(1 + ε0)CMr

≤ C3[log(R1/r)]
−α,(4.25)

where R1 := R
1/γ0
0 and C3 = C3(R0, γ0) > 0 is a uniform constant.

Now we proceed to the proof of the uniform continuity of expGn(·,A,Ω) in
Ω̄ with a uniform control of its modulus of continuity when A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0).

Observe that for x, y ∈]−∞, 0] we have |ex− ey| ≤ |x− y|. Hence for any
A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), z ∈ Ω \Aη and z′ ∈ Ω \Aη such that |z′ − z| ≤ r ≤ r2,
we have

(4.26) expGn(z′,A,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω) ≤ C3[log(R1/r)]
−α.

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (4.26) for
z ∈ Aη, z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| ≤ r2. Indeed, fix A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) and
let z ∈ Aη, z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| = r ≤ r2. Then there exists (a, ν) ∈ A

such that |z − a| ≤ R0(η/R0)1/ν ≤ R0(η/R0)1/γ1 and then

ν log(|z′ − a|/R0) ≤ γ0 log[(η/R0)1/γ1 + r/R0]
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Then by (3.11), we have

Gn(z′,A,Ω) ≤ ν log(|z′−a|/R0)+log(R0/δ0) ≤ γ0 log[(η/R0)1/γ1+r/R0]+C0,

for any z ∈ Ω. Hence

expGn(z′,A,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω) ≤ eC0 [(η/R0)1/γ1 + r/R0]γ0 =: g(r).

It is easy to see that there exists a constant K = K(m,n, α, γ0, R0) > 0 such
that for r ≤ r1, we have

g(r) ≤ K[logR1/r]
−α.

Hence for any z ∈ Aη, z′ ∈ Ω such that |z′ − z| = r ≤ r2, we have

(4.27) expGn(z′,A,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω) ≤ L2[logR1/r]
−α.

The inequality (4.12) of the theorem follows from (4.26) and (4.27). �

Remark 4.4. In the previous result we have assume the domain Ω to be of
Lipschitz type i.e. it admits a bounded Lipschitz continuous exhaustive m-
subharmonic function. This condition is a strong condition which is different
from the condition that Ω has a Lipschitz boundary.

However if we only assume that the domain Ω is m-hyperconvex, we can
still prove that the exponential Green function is uniformly continuous in Ω̄
and get a precise estimate on its modulus of continuity. Indeed, in this case
it is easy to see from the previous proof that the modulus of continuity of
expGm(z,A,Ω) will be uniformly controlled by the modulus of continuity
defined for r > 0 small enough by the following formula :

ω(r) := max{[logR1/r]
−α, ωρ(r)},

where ωρ(r) is the modulus of continuity of the exhaustion function ρ and
α ∈]0, 1[.

This proves in particular the uniform continuity of the exponential Green
function when the domain is only assumed to be m-hyperconvex which is
the result proved by Lelong [Lel89] for the pluricomplex Green function i.e.
in the case m = n.

4.3. Equicontinuity in the weighted space variable. The third step in
the proof of Theorem B will consist in proving the following result.

Theorem 4.5. Let δ0 > 0 be small enough and 0 < γ0 < γ1, σ0 > 0 be fixed
constants and F = F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0).

Then the family {expGm(z; ·; Ω) ; z ∈ Ω̄} is equicontinuous in the metric
space (F , dH). More precisely we have :

1. If 1 ≤ m < n, for any 0 < τ < 2s
2s+1 , for any 0 < τ < 2s

2s+1 there exists

constants K > 0 and r1 > 0 depending on (τ, δ0, γ0, γ1,m, n) such that for
any z ∈ Ω̄, and A,A′ ∈ F with dH(A;A′) ≤ r ≤ r1, we have

(4.28) | expGm(z,A′,Ω) − expG(z,A,Ω)| ≤ Krτ .
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2. Ifm = n, for any 0 < α < 1, there exists a constant L = L(n, α, δ0, γ0, γ1) >
0 and r1 = r1(n, τ, δ0, γ0, γ1) > 0 such that for any z ∈ Ω̄, and A,A′ ∈ F
with dH(A;A′) ≤ r ≤ r1, we have

(4.29) | expGn(z,A′,Ω) − expGn(z,A,Ω)| ≤ L · [log(R1/r)]
−α ,

where R1 := R
1/γ0
0 .

Proof. As before the proof is divided in two cases. Since Ω is fixed, we set
Gm(z,A) := Gm(z,A,Ω).

1. The case m < n. Fix A,A′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) and ε > 0. Then by
(3.8), (3.9) and (4.4), for any 0 < δ ≤ δ0 and z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A

′
δ), we have

(1 + ε)Gm(z,A′) ≤ (1 + ε)φm(z,A′) + (1 + ε)δ−2s
0

≤ ψm(z,A) + εψm(z,A) + (1 + ε)(δ−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 )

+ (1 + ε)L′
mδ

−2s−1dH(A;A′).

Fix ε0 > 0 and set C0 := (1 + ε0)(δ
−2s
0 + γ21γ

−1
0 σ−2s

0 ) and C1 := (1 + ε0)L
′
m.

Then for any 0 < δ ≤ δ0, 0 < ε ≤ ε0, and z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A
′
δ), we have

(1 + ε)Gm(z,A′) ≤ ψm(z,A) + εψm(z,A) + C0 + C1δ
−2s−1dH(A;A′).

Recall that

Aδ = {z ∈ Ω;φm(z,A) < −δ−2s} and A′
δ = {z ∈ Ω;φm(z,A′) < −δ−2s},

and observe that if z ∈ ∂Aδ then φm(z,A) = −δ−2s. On the other hand
if z ∈ ∂A′

δ, we have ψm(z,A′) ≤ φm(z,A′) = −δ−2s and by Lemma 4.1 it
follows that for z ∈ ∂A′

δ, we have

ψm(z,A) ≤ ψm(z,A′) + L′
mδ

−2s−1dH(A,A′)

≤ −δ−2s + L′
mδ

−2s−1dH(A;A′).

Therefore for any fixed r > 0, by the previous inequality it follows that for
z ∈ ∂(Aδ ∪A

′
δ) and dH(A;A′) ≤ r,

(1 + ε)Gm(z,A′) ≤ ψm(z,A) − εδ−2s + εL′
mrδ

−2s−1 +C0 + C1rδ
−2s−1

≤ ψm(z,A) − εδ−2s + C0 + 2C1rδ
−2s−1.

Now set δ = r1/(2s+1) for 0 < r ≤ r0 := δ
1/(2s+1)
0 and choose ε > 0 so that

−εδ−2s + C0 + 2C1rδ
−2s−1 = 0 i.e.

ε = ε(r) := (C0 + 2C1)δ2s = C2δ
2s = C2r

2s/(2s+1).

If we define ε0 := C2r
2s/(2s+1)
0 . The previous inequality yields (1+ε)Gm(z,A′) ≤

ψm(z,A) in ∂(Aδ ∪A
′
δ) for 0 < ε ≤ ε0.

Fix 0 < r ≤ r0. Then by the gluing principle, the following function

v(z) :=

{
ψm(z,A), in Aδ ∪A

′
δ,

max{(1 + ε)Gm(z,A′), ψm(z,A)}, in Ω \ (Aδ ∪A
′
δ).
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is a negative m-subharmonic in Ω such that for any a ∈ A, νm(v, a) =
νm(ψm(·,A), a) = ν(a). By the formula (3.18), it satisfies v ≤ Gm(·,A) in
Ω. This implies that for z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A

′
δ), we have

(4.30) (1 + ε)Gm(z,A′) ≤ Gm(z,A).

Finally for 0 < r ≤ r0, A,A
′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) with dH(A,A′) ≤ r and

z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A
′
δ), we have

(4.31) Gm(z,A′) −Gm(z,A) ≤ −ε(r)Gm(z,A′).

Now fix 0 < α < 1 and observe that for z ∈ Ω \ (Aδα ∪A′
δα) ⊂ Ω \ A′

δα ,

−Gm(z,A′) ≤ −ψm(z,A′) =
∑

(a′,ν′)∈A′

ν ′

|z − a′|2s
≤ γ1γ

−1
0 δ−2sα.(4.32)

Hence, since Aδ ⊂ Aδα for δ ≤ 1, we can apply (4.31) and (4.32) to deduce
that for any z ∈ Ω \ (Aδα ∪A′

δα), we have

Gm(z,A′) −Gm(z,A) ≤ ε(r)γ1γ
−1
0 δ−2sα

≤ L2r
2s(1−α)/(2s+1),

where L2 := γ1γ
−1
0 C2.

Therefore for z ∈ Ω \ (Aδα ∪ A′
δα) and A,A′ ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1) such that

dH(A;A′) ≤ r ≤ r0, we have

(4.33) Gm(z,A′) −Gm(z,A) ≤ L2r
τ(α),

where τ(α) = 2s(1 − α)/(2s + 1) and δ = r1/(2s+1).
Now we proceed to the proof of Hölder continuity of expGm(z,A) in

Ω̄ ×F .
Observe that for x, y ∈] − ∞, 0] we have |ex − ey| ≤ |x − y|. Then the

inequality (4.39) implies that for any z ∈ Ω\ (Aδα ∪A
′
δα) and any A,A′ ∈ F

such that dH(A;A′) ≤ r ≤ r0, we have

(4.34) expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A) ≤ L2r
τ(α),

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (4.34) for
z ∈ Aδα ∪A′

δα .
Fix A,A′ ∈ F with dH(A,A′) ≤ r ≤ r0.
Assume first that z ∈ A′

δα . Then there exists (a′, ν ′) ∈ A′ such that

|z − a′| ≤ ν ′1/2sδα, which by (3.11) yields Gm(z,A′) ≤ −δ−2sα + δ−2s
0 =

−r−2sα/(2s+1) + δ−2s
0 . Hence

expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A) ≤ exp
(
−r−2sα/(2s+1) + δ−2s

0

)
.

Now assume that z ∈ Aδα . Then there exists (a, ν) ∈ A such that |z −
a| ≤ ν1/2sδα. Since dH(A,A′) ≤ r there exists (a′, ν ′) ∈ A′ such that
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|a− a′| + |ν − ν ′| ≤ r. Moreover |z − a′| ≤ |z − a| + |a− a′| ≤ γ
1/2s
1 δα + r.

Hence Gm(z,A′) ≤ −γ0(γ
1/2s
1 δα + r)−2s + δ−2s

0 . This implies that

expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A) ≤ exp
(
−γ0(γ

1/2s
1 rα/(2s+1) + r)−2s + δ−2s

0

)
.

Finally define the following modulus of continuity

h(r) := exp
(
−r−2sα/(2s+1) + δ−2s

0

)
+ exp

(
−γ0(γ

1/2s
1 rα/(2s+1) + r)−2s + δ−2s

0

)
,

and observe that for any z ∈ Aδα ∪A
′
δα and any A,A′ ∈ F with dH(A,A′) ≤

r, we have

expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A) ≤ h(r).(4.35)

It’s easy to see that there exists a uniform constant K0 = K0(m,n, α) > 0

such that h(r) ≤ K0 r
τ(α), for 0 < r ≤ r0 and then it follows from (4.34)

and (4.35) that for any z ∈ Ω̄ and any A,A′ ∈ F with dH(A;A′) ≤ r0 we
have

(4.36) expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A) ≤ KdH(A;A′)τ(α),

where K := L2 + K0. Since 0 < α < 1 can be taken arbitrarily close to 0,
τ(α) = 2s(1−α)/(2s+ 1) can be taken arbitrarily close to 2s/(2s+ 1), this
implies the inequality (4.28).

2. The case m = n. Fix A,A′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) and ε > 0. Then by
(3.8), (3.9) and (4.4), for any 0 < δ ≤ δ0 and z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A

′
δ), we have

(1 + ε)Gn(z,A′) ≤ (1 + ε)φn(z,A′) + (1 + ε)(log(R0/δ0)

≤ ψn(z,A) + εψn(z,A) + (1 + ε)(log(R0/δ0)

+ γ21γ
−1
0 log(R0/δ0) + (1 + ε)L′

nδ
−1/γ0dH(A;A′).

Fix ε0 > 0 and set C0 := (1 + ε0)(log(R0/δ0) + γ21γ
−1
0 log(R0/δ0)) and

C1 := (1 + ε0)L′
n.

Then for any 0 < δ ≤ δ0, 0 < ε ≤ ε0, and z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A
′
δ), we have

(1 + ε)Gn(z,A′) ≤ ψn(z,A) + εψn(z,A) + C0 +C1δ
−1/γ0dH(A;A′).

Recall that
Aδ = {z ∈ Ω;φn(z,A) < log(δ/R0)},

and observe that if z ∈ ∂Aδ then ψn(z,A) ≤ φn(z,A) = log(δ/R0).
Therefore it follows from the previous inequality that for any fixed r > 0,

and z ∈ ∂(Aδ ∪A
′
δ) and dH(A;A′) ≤ r,

(1 + ε)Gn(z,A′) ≤ ψn(z,A) − ε log(R0/δ) +C0 + C1rδ
−1/γ0 .

Now set δ = rγ0 for 0 < r ≤ r0 := δ
1/γ0
0 and choose ε > 0 so that

−ε log(R0/δ) + C0 + C1 = 0 i.e. ε = ε(r) := C2/ log(R1/r),

where C2 := γ−1
0 (C0 + C1) and R1 := R

1/γ0
0 .

If we define ε0 := C2/ log(R1/r0). The previous inequality yields (1 +
ε)Gn(z,A′) ≤ ψn(z,A) in ∂(Aδ ∪A

′
δ) for 0 < ε ≤ ε0.
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The same gluing process as in the previous case yields for 0 < r ≤ r0,
A,A′ ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) with dH(A,A′) ≤ r and z ∈ Ω \ (Aδ ∪A

′
δ),

(4.37) Gn(z,A′) −Gn(z,A) ≤ −ε(r)Gm(z,A′).

Now fix δ < η < δ0 and observe that for z ∈ Ω \ (Aη ∪A
′
η) ⊂ Ω \A′

δ,

−Gn(z,A′) ≤ −ψn(z,A′) = −
∑

(a′,ν′)∈A′

ν ′ log(|z − a′|/R0)

≤ γ1γ
−1
0 log(R0/η).(4.38)

Hence, since Aδ ⊂ Aη for δ ≤ 1, we can apply (4.37) and (4.38) to deduce
that for any z ∈ Ω \ (Aη ∪A

′
η), we have

Gn(z,A′) −Gn(z,A) ≤ ε(r)γ1γ
−1
0 log(R0/η)

≤ L2
log(R0/η)

log(R0/rγ0)
,

where L2 := γ1γ
−1
0 C2.

Now fix 0 < α < 1 and choose η so that

log(R0/η) = [log(R0/r
γ0)](1−α) .

Then δ = rγ0 ≤ η and thus for z ∈ Ω \ (Aη ∪A
′
η) and A,A′ ∈ E(δ0, γ0, γ1)

such that dH(A;A′) ≤ r ≤ r0, we have

(4.39) Gn(z,A′) −Gn(z,A) ≤
L′
2

[log(R1/r)]
α ,

where L′
2 := γ−α

0 L2.
To prove the same inequality for expGn(z,A) in Ω̄×F we proceed exactly

as in the previous case (see also the proof of Theorem 4.3). �

4.4. Proof of Theorem B. Now we can easily deduce Theorem B from
Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.5. Indeed, for any (z,A) ∈ Ω×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0)
and (z′,A′) ∈ Ω ×F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0), we have

| expGm(z′,A′) − expGm(z,A)| ≤ | expGm(z′,A′) − expGm(z,A′)|

+ | expGm(z,A′) − expGm(z,A)|.

Then the required inequality (1.11) follows from the inequalities (4.11) and
(4.28).

Remark 4.6. The previous result shows that for any fixed A ⊂ Ω×]0,+∞[,
the weighted Green function Gm(·,A,Ω) is locally Lipschitz in Ω \ A when
m < n and continuous in Ω \ A when m = n. More precisely for a fixed
open subset D ⋐ Ω, let us denote by FD = FD(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) the family of
weighted sets A ∈ F(δ0, γ0, γ1, σ0) such that A ⊂ D×]0,+∞[ endowed with
the Hausdorff distance. Then the weighted Green function Gm(·, ·,Ω) is
Lipschitz continuous in (Ω̄\D)×FD when m < n and uniformly continuous
in (Ω̄ \D) ×FD when m = n.
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Remark 4.7. Theorem B generalizes and improves the result of Lelong
in many directions. First Lelong considered ordered sets of weighted poles
with the same cardinality p ≥ 1 and proved the uniform continuity for
the euclidean distance on the weighted poles. More precisely, if A :=
{(ak, νk)1≤k≤p} ⊂ (Ω×]0,+∞[)p and A′ := {(a′k, ν

′
k)1≤k≤p} ⊂ (Ω×]0,+∞[)p,

the distance considered by Lelong is defined as follows :

dL(A,A′) :=
∑

1≤k≤p

(|ak − a′k| + |νk − ν ′k|).

This distance is sensitive to the order of the poles, while the Hausdorff
distance defined by the formula (1.3) is not.

Moreover, it follows from the definitions that for any A,A′ ⊂ (Ω×]0,+∞[)p,
we have

dH(A,A′) ≤ dL(A,A′).

However the two distances are not equivalent. Indeed, according to Lelong’s
notations, we define the following sequence of sets

Aj := {(aj1, 1), (aj2, 1)}, aj1 := (0, 2−j) ∈ B2, aj2 := (1/2, 2−j) ∈ B2,

for j ∈ N∗.
We also define

A := {(a1, 1), (a2, 1)}, a1 := (1/2, 0), a2 := (0, 0).

Then it’s easy to see that for any j ∈ N, we have dL(Aj , A) = 1 + 2−j+1 ≥ 1
while dH(Aj,A) = 2−j → 0 as j → +∞.

Dedication : This article is dedicated to the memory of Urban Cegrell
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