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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 2 € C" be
a bounded m-hyperconvex domain and A C ©x]0, +oo[ a finite set of
weighted poles. We define and study properties of the m-subharmonic
Green function of 2 with prescribed behavior near the weighted set
A. In particular we prove uniform continuity of the exponential Green
function in both variables (z,.4) in the metric space Q x F, where F
is a suitable family of sets of weighted poles in ©x]0, +oo] 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-Ampéere equations (see 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 [LemS&1]
[K1i85], [Dem8T7]), 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 2 € C™ be a bounded domain and 1 < m < n be a fixed integer.
Given a real function u € C%(Q), for each integer 1 < k < n, we denote
by oj(u) the continuous function defined at each point z € Q as the k-th
symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues A\ (z) < --+ < A\, (z) of the complex
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. . 0%u .
Hessian matrix (m(z)> of u i.e.

W)= Y A2 A (2):

1<ji<<jr<n

Recall the usual notations d = 9+9 and d° := (i/2)(0—9) so that dd°® = i00.
A simple computation shows that

(n— k) E!

(ddcu)k A Bn—k — —

ox(u) 5",
pointwise in  for 1 < k < m, where 8 := ai/dc|z|2 is the usual Kahler form
on C".

We say that a real function u € C%() is m-subharmonic in € if for any
1 < k <m, we have o;(u) > 0 pointwise in €.

Observe that the function u is 1-subharmonic in Q (m = 1) iff it is sub-
harmonic in 2 and o} (u) = 862252 = (1/4)Au, while u is n-subharmonic in

(m = n) iff u is plurisubharmonic in Q and o, (u) = det ( af;auzk) pointwise

in Q.

It was shown by Z. Blocki in [BI05], 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 (dd°u)*AB"* when 1 < k < m
for any (locally) bounded m-subharmonic function u on Q (see section 2).

We denote by SH,,(€2) the set of m-subharmonic functions in €. Then
we have

PSH(Q) = SHa(Q) C SHm(Q) C SH1(Q) = SH(Q).

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

SH® () := {u;u € SHW(Q),IE € Que L¥Q\ E)}.

These are m-subharmonic functions in 2 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 SH?, (Q) (see [Lul2]). For the
complex Monge-Ampere 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 C"
defined as follows :

(1.1)

_ B A F-T if 1 <m<n, with s:=n/m-—1
Pm(2) = Pmn(2) = { log(|21/ Fo) if m = n,
where | - | is the euclidean norm on C" and Ry > 1 is large enough so that

QcC B(O,R0/2).
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The function ®,,, is a radial m-subharmonic and negative function in C"
when m < n. It is plurisubharmonic and negative in (2 when m = n.
Moreover it satisfies the following complex Hessian equation :

(1.2) (dd @)™ N B = Cn 00 B,

in the sense of currents on C", where g is the unit Dirac measure at the
origin and ¢, > 0 is a numerical constant.

We consider a weight function v : Q@ —]0, +oo[ with a finite support
A C Q. We associate to this map its graph which is a finite set of weighted
poles in €):

A={(a,v(a)) ;a € A} C Qx]0,+oo[}.
We introduce the Hausdorff distance on the sets of weighted poles. If
A, A C Q x RT are two finite sets, we define
(1.3) dyg (A, A") = max{oy(A;A"),0u(A; A)},

where

5 (A; A') := sup di(w, A'),

weA
and d; ((a,v),(d',v")) :=|a —d'| + |v — V] for (a,v),(d,V) € Q x RT.
It is well known that dg is actually a distance on the family of all compact
subsets of 2x]0, +o0].
We associate to any finite weigthed set of poles A, its weighted function

(1.4) Om(z, A) == 3161£V(a) ®,,(z — a),

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

(1.5) Ym(z,A) =Y v(a)®m(z — a).
acA
which is m-subharmonic and negative in  and satisfies 1., (-, A) < ¢ (-, A)
in Q.
We define the associated m-subharmonic Green function of {2 with weighted
poles in A by the formula

Gm(z, A) = Gp(z, A, Q) :=sup{u(z);u € G, (Q,A)}, z € Q,

where

Gm(Q,A) :={ueSH,,(Q); IC, > 0,u(z) < ¢ (z,A) + Cy in Q}.
Observe that ¥, € G,,(Q2,.A) so that G,,,(z,.A) is a well defined negative

function in .
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To state our main results, we need to recall some definitions. A domain
Q € C" is said to be m-hyperconvex if it admits a negative exhaustion
function p : Q@ —] — 00, 0] which is m-subharmonic in  and continuous
in Q. We will say that the domain is a m-hyperconvex domain of Lipschitz
type if moreover p can be chosen to be Lipschitz continuous in . This
terminology is not standard and different from the condition that the domain
has a Lipschitz boundary (see Remark [£.4]).

Fix g > 0 small enough and 0 < vg < ;. We define the following family
of sets of weighted poles

E(80,70,m) = {AC QX RT; 5(A) > d, inf v(a) 2 7, > v(a) <m},
¢ acA
where § 4 := (A, 09Q) 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 Q € C" be a m-hyperconvex domain and A C Qx]0, +00]
a finite set of weighted poles. Then the associated Green function G, (-, A, )
18 m-subharmonic and negative in 2, and satisfies the following properties:
(1) For any z € Q, we have

(1.6) UYm (2, A) < G(2,A,Q) < dm(z, A) — Dy (d4).
(2) We have the following boundary behaviour
(1.7) lim < inf Gm(z, A, Q)> = 0.
z2—00) AES(&o,’yofyl)

(3) The function Gp(-, A, Q) € SH,(Q) and satisfies the Hessian equa-
tion
(1.8) (Ad° G (- A, Q)™ A B ™ = o Y _ v(a)"™ 68",

acA
in the sense of currents on Q.

(4) The function Gp,(-, A, Q) is the unique m-subharmonic function in
Gm(Q, A) with boundary values 0, satisfying the complex Hessian equation
L3).

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 C Q x RT we define the minimal distance
between different points in A as follows

(1.9) 20 4 := min{|a — b|; (a,b) € A%, a # b}.

For fixed §y > 0 small enough and 0 < 79 < 71 and o¢ > 0, we define
F(80,7,7,00) as the family of sets A C 2 x R satisfying the following
conditions :

. > > i > < .
(1.10) 0(A,00) > by, o4 > 00, éggy(a) > Y0, %V(a) <m
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Observe that if A € F(dg,Y0,71,00), then A is finite and Card(A) < v1 /7.
The set F(do,Y0,71,00) will be endowed with the Hausdorff distance dg
defined by the formula (L3]).

Theorem B. Let Q € C" be a m-hyperconver domain of Lipschitz type.
Then the following properties hold :

L If1 <m <mn, for any 0 <7 < 1— 52— there exists constants Mp,
and 1 > 0 depending on (T,m,n,d,Y0,7v1) > such that for any (2, A’) €
Q x F(60,70,71,00) and any (z,A) € Q x F(8o,%0,71,00), with |2/ — 2| +
dg (A, A) <r <7y, we have

(1.11) exp G (2, A, Q) — exp G (2, A, Q) < My,r7.

2. If m =n, for any 0 < a < 1, there exists constants 11 > 0, M,, > 0
depending on (n, &y, Y0, V1, @) such that for any (2, A") € Qx F(d0,70,71,00)
and any (z, A) € Q x F(d,%0,71,00), with |2 — z| +dg (A, A) < r < 11,
we have

(1.12) exp Gp(2/, A, Q) —expGp(z,A4,Q) < My

(log Ry /7)™’

where Ry := R(l]/fyo.

In particular the map (z, A) — exp Gy, (2, A, Q) is uniformly continuous
in £ X ]:(507/7077170-0)'

Observe that the uniform continuity on the product space QxF (89, Y0, V1, 70)
is understood in the sense of the product distance of the euclidean distance
on Q and the Hausdorff distance dg on F (&9, 0,71, 00). 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 [A.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 x n matrix a = (a;j) with
complex coefficients, we denote by Aq,--- A, the eigenvalues of the matrix
a. For any 1 < k < n we define the k-th trace of a by the formula

Sk(a) :== Z Aji e A

1<j1 < <g<n

which is the k" elementary symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues (Af, -+, An)
of a.
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Let (C?l 1 be the space of real (1, 1)-forms on C™ with constant coefficients,
and define the cone of m-positive (1, 1)-forms on C" by

O, = {w e C?Ll);wm”—l >0, , W™ AL >0}

Definition 2.1. 1) A smooth (1,1)-form w on {2 is said to be m-postive on
Qif for any z € 2, w(z) € Op,.

2) A function u : Q@ — R U {—o0} is said to be m—subharmonic on 2
if it is subharmonic on © (not identically —oo on any component) and for
any collection of smooth m—positive (1,1)—forms wy,...,wy—1 on €, the
following inequality holds in the sense of currents

ddUNwWi A oo AwWp—1 A B >0,

in the sense of currents on Q.

We denote by SH,,,(2) the positive convex cone of m-subharmonic func-
tions on €2 which are not identically —oo on any component of €). 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 [BI05], [Lul2]).

Proposition 2.2. 1. If u € C*(Q), then u is m-subharmonic on Q if and
only if (dd°u)* A B"F > 0 pointwise on Q for k=1,--- ,m.

2. PSH(Q) = SHu(Q) € SHp-1(Q) S ... € SH1(Q) = SH(Q).

3. SHu(Q) C L, (Q) is a positive convex cone.

4. If u is m-subharmonic on Q and f : I — R is a convex, increasing func-
tion on some interval containing the image of u, then fou is m-subharmonic
on €.

5. The limit of a decreasing sequence of functions in SH, () is m-subharmonic
on Q when it is not identically —oo on any component.

6. Let u be an m-subharmonic function in Q). Let v be an m-subharmonic
function in a domain ' C C" with QN # 0. If u > v in QN I, then
the function

f max{u(z),v(2)} ifzeQnq
w(z) = { u(z) if z€ Q\

is m-subharmonic in §Q.

2.2. The comparison principle. The following result is well known (see
[Lul2], [Luld]).

Proposition 2.3. Assume that u,v € SH,, (Q)NL>(Q) and for any ¢ € 09,
liminf, ,¢(u(z) —v(z)) > 0. Then

/ (dd°v)™ A g7 < / (ddu)™ A B
{u<v} {u<v}
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Consequently, if (dd“u)™ AL~ < (ddv)™ A B"~™ weakly on Q, then u > v
in €.

As a consequence we can deduce the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that u,v € SHY,(Q) and for any ¢ € 99, lim,_,¢(u(z)—

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

/ (ddeu)™ A B = / (dd°v)™ A B,
Q Q
2) ifu<winQ,

/Q (ddu)™ A B"™™ > /Q (dd°v)™ A g

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

Proposition 2.5. Let u,v € SH%, (Q) such that liminf, ¢ (u(z)—v(z)) > 0,
for any ¢ € 0. Assume that u > v, almost everywhere in Q with respect to
the Hessian measure (ddu)™ A f"~"™. Then u > v everywhere in €.

This result was proved in the case m = n by Bedford and Taylor (see
[BT82l, Corollary 4.5]) using the comparison principle Proposition 223l 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-Ampeére operator (see[Dem93])

Lemma 2.6. Let u,v € SH, (Q) such that

0= limsup@ <oo as z €, v(z) = —oc.

v(z)
Then,

/ (ddeu)™ A g7 < m / (ddv)™ A B
fo=—oo)

{v=—o0}

In particular if | =lim ¥ as z € Q, v(z) = —00, we have equality.

Proof. The proof is the same as the one for the complex Monge-Ampere
operator (see [Dem93]). For convenience we give it here. It is sufficient it to
prove for [ = 1. We can assume that v < 0 and v < 0 on a neighborhood of
{v = —00}. Fix ¢ > 0. By assumption given ¢ > 0, there exists b > 1 large
enough so that v —c¢ > (1 4 ¢)v(z) =: v on the set {v(z) < —b} € Q.

We consider the m-subharmonic function w, := max{u—c, v.} on £ which
satisfies w, = u — ¢ on the open set {v(z) < —b} € Q. Therefore for any
¢ > 0 and € > 0 there exists b > 1 such that

(2.1) (ddw,)™ A B™ = (dd°u)™ A B,
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in the sense of currents on the open set {v(z) < —b}.

On the other for a fixed ¢ > 0, w, decreases to v. in €2 as c increases to
+00. Hence by continuity of the Hessian operator for decreasing sequences
of m-subharmonic functions in SH’ (Q), it follows that

(dd°we)™ A B — (ddve)™ A B,

in the sense of currents on 2 as ¢ increases to +00 (see [Luld]).
Now fix a compact set K C {v = —oo}. Then by (2] and upper semi-
continuity we have

/(ddcu)m AT = limsup/ (ddwe)™ A g™
K K

c—+00

< /K(ddcve)m /\IBn—m

= (1+o)m /K (dd°v)™ A g7,

Letting € — 0 we obtain the inequality
/ (ddcu)m /\Bn—m < / (ddc,u)m/\/@n—m7
K K

for any compact subset K C {v = —oo}. Since by definition the two currents
extend as positive Borel measures with locally finite mass on €2, by interior
regularity we obtain the same inequality for the Borel set {v = —oo} i.e.

/ (ddcu)m Aﬁn—m S/ (ddcv)m /\ﬁn—m7
{v=—oc0} {v=—oc0}

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

1(pm ooy (ddCu)™ A B < Ly oy (ddC0)™ A 77,

in the sense of Borel measures on (2. Here 17, is the characteristic
function of the Borel set {v = —o0}. O

2.4. The maximal sub-extension. Let 0 € C" be a bounded domain
and D C Q be an open subset. Let h : D — [—00,0] be an upper semi-
continuous function in D (the obstacle function). A function ug € SH,, ()
is called a m-subharmonic sub-extension of A to Q if ug < h in D. If such
a sub-extension exists, we can consider the maximal m-subharmonic sub-
extension of h to  defined in Q as follows :

U=Upa(h):=sup{u e SH,,(Q),v < hin 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 — [—00,0] be an upper semi-continuous func-
tion in D which admits a negative m-subharmonic sub-extension ug to €.
Then its mazximal m-subharmonic sub-extension U to Q) is m-subharmonic
i Q0 and satisfies ug < U in Q and U < h in D.

Furthermore if h € SHy(D) and ug € SH2,(Q), then U € SHE,(Q)
and the m-Hessian measure of U is carried by the contact set Q = {z €
D;U(z) =h(z)} i.e.

/ (dd°U)™ A g™ =0,
{U<h}

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 © 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 (dd°U)™ A
B"~™ =01in B (see the proof of Proposition 3.4l 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 [Lul2, Lul5]). O

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 :

y1/2s i m<mn
B () :=<I>;3<<I>m<6>/u>={z;ofaf}aom fl<m<n,

if m =n,
where s :=n/m —1> 0.
Observe that the function 6,, is increasing in each variable (§, ) €]0, Ro[x]0, +o0[.
Next we define the weighted distance d 4 of A to the boundary 90X as follows:
(3.2)
§(A,00) := inf 60,,(d(a),r ) =
(a,v)EA
Here d(a) = d(a,09) := inf{|a — {|;¢ € 902} is the euclidean distance of a
to the boundary of 2 and Ry = 2diam(2).
Observe that by definition, we have for any (a,v) € A,

inf(, )ea v=125d(a), if 1 <m <mn,
inf(a,u)GA Ry (d(a)/RO)V if m =n,

(3.3) 0<6<6bp(da),r ™)~ B(a,b0,(6,v)) C Q.
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For any fixed § > 0, we define the sublevel set of the weight function as
follows :

A5 ={2€C"; ¢(2z,A) < Pm(®)} = | B(x,0m(5,v)).
(z,v)eA

Then

(3.4) 0<6<d4<=V(a,v) e A Bla,b,(5v)) CQ e As € Q,
and

(3.5) z ¢ B(a,0,(0,v)) <= v®,,(z —a) — ®,,(6) > 0.

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

(3.6) 20 4 := min{|a — b| , (a,b) € A%, a # b}.
The following lemma will be crucial.

Lemma 3.1. Fiz 0 < vy <1<~ and let A C C" x RT be a finite set such
that

inf{v(a),a € A} > v, Z v(a) <.

Then the following estimates hold : “
1) for any 6 > 0 and z ¢ As, we have

(3.7) bm (2, A) + 117 Pm(8) < (2, A) < d(z, A),
2) for any 0 < § < Hm(UA,’yl_l) and z € A, we have

(3.8) Om (2, A) + @ (0) < (2, A) < bz, A),

In particular for any z € C", we have

(3.9) Y (2, A) < b (2, A) < Ym(2,A) = 115 P (0.0)-

Proof. For conveniency we use the following notation for the sets of weighted
A ={(a,v(a); a € A}. Fix z € Q. Then there exists (a,v(a)) € A such
that for any (b,v(b)) € A,
Om(z, A) = v(a)Pp(z — a) < v(b)P,(z — b),
and then
(3.10) Um (2, A) = 6m(2, A) + Y v(b)®m(z — b)
b#a
Assume first that z ¢ As := (J,c 4 B(2,0m(0,v(x))). Then for any b € A,
|z —b| > 0,,(5,v(D)), hence v(b)®,,(z — b) > @,,(§) and then by (BI0), we
have
1/Jm(Z,A) > ¢m(27"4) + (p - 1)(I)m(5)7
where p is the cardinality of A. Since p < 17, ! we obtain the inequality

B0).
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Now assume that z € As then there exists © € A such that z € B(z, 0,,(6, v(x)),
hence |2 — 2| < 0,,(5,v()) < 0,,(6,71). Moreover if 0 < § < 0, (04,77 1),
we infer that 04 > 6,,(0,71) and then for any b € A\ {z}, we have

et > bl -z —a) > 204—06.(57)

> em(& le)
Hence ®,,,(z — b) > ®@,,, 0 0,,,(d,71) and then from (B.I0)), it follows that
1/Jm(Z,A) ¢m 2, -A +Z Z_b) >¢m(2 A)+(I> (5)

b#a
This proves ([B.8) and (B3] follows immediately.
(]

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

Corollary 3.2. Let A C Q x RT be a finite set. Then for z € Q, we have
(311) ¢m(Z7A) < Gm(Z,A, Q) < qu(sz) - <I>m(5_A),

and
(3.12)  Ym(z,A) < Gi(2, A, Q) < Yz, A) — @i (d4) — 7%70_1(1)771(0’.4)’

Proof. The first inequality is clear since p,(-,.A4) belongs to the family
Gm(9, A) whose upper envelope is Gy, (-, A, £2).

Let us prove the second one. Indeed, let v € G,,(Q2,A) and let (a,v) € A
be fixed. By definition there exists C), > 0 such that for any z € Q

v(2) < (2, A) + Cp < vPp(2 —a) + Cy.
Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and choose rg > 0 so that v®,,(r9) + (1 +¢)C, = 0. Then for
any 0 < r < rg, we obtain
(1+e)v(z) L vPy(z —a) on dB(a,r).
On the other hand, fix 0 < 6 < 6 (d( ),v~1). Then B(a,0,,(d,v)) € Q and
v®@,(-—a)— @ (5) >0 on Q\ B(a,0,(d,v)), hence on 9.
Therefore for any z € 9(2 \ B(a,r)), we have

(1+e)v(z) S vPp(z —a) — P, (0).
Since (14-¢)v, and v @, (-—a)—P,,, () are bounded m-subharmonic functions
on O\ B(a,r) and v ®,,(- —a) — P, () is maximal on Q\ B(a, ), by applying
the comparison principle Proposition 2.3 we get,

(1+e)v(z) K vPp(z —a) — ®,,(8) on Q~ B(a,r).

Since r > 0 is arbitrary small, it follows that

(I4+e)v(z) SvPp(z —a) — D,,(9),

in . Since £ > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that v(z) < v ®,,(z — a) — @,,,(9)
in . Hence Gp,(2,4,Q) < ¢p(2,A) — ©,,,(6) in Q.
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Therefore for any § < d 4, we have
Gm(2,A,Q) < (2, A) — ©,,,(0), in Q.

This implies the second inequality in ([BII). The inequality (3I2]) follows
from (B.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 2 € C" is said to be m-hyperconvex
(I < m < n) if it admits a negative m-subarmonic exhaustion p : Q —
| —00,0].

Recall that for dy > 0 small enough and 0 < vy < 1 fixed,

€(%0:70,m) = {A C QX RT; 6(A;:09) = o, inf v(a) = 0, > @) <y}
“ acA

Observe that 0(A;0Q) > do iff As, == U, 1)e4 B(a,0m(do,v)) € Q. More-

over if A € £(80,70,71), then A is a finite with cardinality p := |A| < v '

Proposition 3.3. Assume that Q € C" is a bounded m-hyperconvezr do-
main. Then we have

(3.13) lim < inf Gm(z,A,Q)> — 0.
z2—00 A€6(507“{0,“/1)

Proof. Recall that for § > 0 we have

As = U B(av em(& V)) = {z € Cn; qu(Z,.A) < (I)m(é)}y
(a,v)EA

and so if A € £(dg,v0,71) and 0 < 6 < Jp, then A5 € Q.

Fix 0 < 61 < 9 and observe that for any z € 0A4;, € Q, we have
¢m(Z7A) = (I)m(él)a hence wm(ZwA) > pq)m(él) > ’Yl’Y()_l(I)m((Sl)'

Let p be a negative m-subharmonic defining function for 2. One can
choose a large constant C' = C'(y9,v1,01) > 1 so that Cp(2) < 1175 ' @m(51)
in 0As5, € Q and then Cp < 9, (-, A) in OAs,. Then by the gluing principle,
the function defined by

Ym (2, A) on As,
(3.14) v(z) =
max {Cp(z), Ym (2, A)} on 2\ As,

is a negative m-subharmonic function in {2 which belongs to G,,(£2,.A4) and
then v < Gy, (+, A, Q) in Q.

Therefore for any A € £(dy,70,71) we have Cp < Gy, (-, A, Q2
Q\ A, , which proves the required property since lim,_,pq p(2) =
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3.3. The Hessian measure of the Green function. Here we prove the
following property.

Proposition 3.4. Let Q € C" be a bounded domain and A C 2x]0,+o0] a
finite set of weighted poles. Then

(3.15) (dd° G (-, AL Q)" AB" ™ =Cpm > V"0
(a,v)EA

Proof. We first show that the function G := G, (-, A, Q) is a maximal m-
subharmonic function on £~ A. We proceed by the usual balayage process.
Fix an euclidean ball B € Q \ A. Since G is a bounded m-subharmonic
function in a neighborhood of B, we claim that there exist G € SH,,,(2) N

-~ ~

L>(€2) such that (dd°G)™ A "~™ = 0 in the sense of currents on B, G > G
inQand G = G in Q \ 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 B, we can use [BI05,
Theorem 3.7] to obtain v € SH,,(B)NL>(B) such that (dd“v)™ AS"™ =0
in the sense of currents on B and v = GG in 9B. By the comparison principle
we have v > G in B. Hence the function defined by G = v in B and
G = G in Q )\ B satisfies the requirements of the claim. In the general case,
we approximate G by a decreasing sequence of continuous m-subharmonic
functions (H;)jen in © (see [Lulb]). By the previous construction we obtain

X

a sequence H; of bounded m-subharmonic functions in € such that for any
7 €N, (ddcﬁlj)m A B"™™ = 0 in the sense of currents on B, ﬁj > Hj in
Q and H ; = H; in Q\ B. By the comparison principle, the sequence (fl )
is a decreasing sequence of functions in SH,,(2) N L>(Q2) which converges
a.e. in ) to a function G € SH,n(Q) N L®(Q). It is clear that this function
satisfies the required properties as we claimed (see [BT82l Proposition 9.1]
for more details).

Now define the function u by u = Gin B and u = G in Q ~ B. Then
v € G(Q,A). Hence v < G which implies that G < G in B. This proves
that G = @ in B and then (dd°G)™ A 7™ = (dd°G)™ A f"~™ = 0 in the
sense of currents on B.

We next prove the formula (3.I5]). Indeed, by the previous analysis the
measure (dd°G)™ A "™ 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

G(z

observe thanks to Corollary that lim,_,, % = v(a). We can then

apply Lemma to obtain the following formula
/ (dd°G)™ A BT = V(a)m/ (dd°®p, (- — @)™ A B = cpmr(a)™.
{a} {a}
This implies the formula (3.13]). O
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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 SHZ, ().

Since ®,, is a radial fundamental solution of the Hessian equation (L.2)),
it follows from the comparison principle that the singularity of any given
m-~subharmonic function v in € at any given point a € € is at worst like
v®,,(z — a) for some constant v > 0. Indeed, applying the comparison
principle and taking into account the formula (I.2)), it is easy to see that the
function r — maxg, ) v is an increasing convex function of the variable
t:=®,,(r) for 0 < r < d(a,0). Then the following limit exists :

HlaXB(aﬂd) u

(3.16) Um(u,a) := lim

€ 07 )
r—0+ @m(r) [ +OO[

where B(a,r) = {z € Q; |z — a|] < r} is the euclidean ball. By convexity, for
any 0 < r <19 < d(a,09), we have
(3.17) max 4 — max u < Up(u,a)(Pp(z —a) — &, (ro)).
B(a,r) B(a,ro)
This means that the real number v,,(u,a) measures the weight of the sin-
gularity of u at the point a.
Lelong numbers of the m-positive current dd®u associated to a m-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,v(a)); a € A} C Q x R be a finite weighted
set. Then for any a € A, vy (Gp(-, A, Q),a) = v(a).

Moreover if u € SH,(Q), u < M in Q and vy (u,a) > v(a) for any
a € A, we have u < M + G (-, A, Q) in Q. In particular we have

(3.18)  Gn(A,Q) =sup{u; ue SH,,(Q),Ya € A, vp(u,a) > v(a)}.
Proof. Fix a point (a,v(a)) € A. Then by [B.1I1]), we have for any z €
Y (2, A) = v(a)Pm(z—a)+9(2) < Gp(z, A, Q) <v(a)Pp(z—a)— P (da),
where g(2) = ) pc4p20 V(0)Pm(z — b) is a bounded m-sh function in a
neighborhood of the point a. This implies that v,,(Gp, (-, A, Q),a) = v(a).

Fix a point (a,v(a)) € A. By the convexity inequality (B.I7), it follows
that there exists constant C,,r, > 0 such that

u(z) < U (u,a) P (2 — a) + Cq < v(a)Pm(z — a) + Cq,

for z € B(a,r,) C Q. Since u < M in Q and z — ®,,(z — a) is bounded
from below on Q\ B(a,r,), it follows that there exists a constant C! > 0
such that u(z) < v(a)®,,(z —a) + C’, for any z € Q. Set C' := maxye4 C?.
Then we have u(z) < ¢, (2, A)+C’ for any z € Q. Hence u—M € G,,(Q, .A)
and then u — M < G,,(+, A, Q) in Q.

The formula ([B.I8]) follows immediately from the above analysis. O
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We can easily prove the following Lemma (see [Ze97]).

Lemma 3.6. Let u € SHS,(Q). Then we have

(3.19) Cm.n Z U (u,a)™ §/ (ddu)™ A g™,

a€Ay, Su
where Ay, := {a € Qv (u,a) > 0} and Sy, := {a € Q; u(a) = —oc0}.

Proof. By definition, there exists a compact set K C 2 such that u is
bounded in ©Q \ K and then A, C S, C K. Modifying u near the bound-
ary, we can assume that v = 0 in 0Q2. Let A C A, be a finite set and
A= {(a,vm(u,a)); a € A}. By the previous lemma, we have u < G, (+,.A)
in . By the comparison principle Proposition 2.4] we deduce that

/ (dd°Gin (-, A, Q)™ A B < / (dd°u)™ A B,
A

u

and the inequality (319]) follows from (L8]). O

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 C Q) be a compact subset of Lebesque measure 0.
Let u,v € SHu(Q) N LS (Q2\ E) such that liminf, - (u(z) — v(z)) > 0.

Assume that the following properties hold
(i) fE(ddcu)m ABY™ = cmn EaeAu Um(u,a)™,
(1) (ddv)™ AL > (dd“u)™ AB"T™, in the sense of measures on Q\ E,
(171) Vm(v,a) > vm(u,a) for any a € E.
Then u > v in Q.

3.5. Proof of Theorem A. Fix a finite weighted set A C Qx]0,+o0o[
and set G = Gp(-,A,Q). By Corollary B2 the upper semi-continuous
regularization G* of G satisfies the inequality

wm(Z,A) < G*(Z) < ¢m(27-’4) - (I)m((SA),

since ¢,, is upper semi-continuous in 2. Hence G* € G,,(Q2,.A) and then
G* < G in Q. This implies that G = G* is m-subharmonic in €2 and satisfies
the inequality (L.6]). Proposition B.3]implies (7)), the formula (L.8]) follows
from Proposition B.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 2,2’ € Q and A C Q x RT,
A C Q x RT, we have
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lexpG(2', A') —expG(z, A)] < |expG(2, A") —expG(z, A)]
(4.1) + |exp G(z, A’) — exp G(z, A),
where G(z, A) := G (2, A, Q).

The first step done in Section 4.1 consists in estimating the modulus of
continuity of the weight functions ¢, (z,.4) and ¢,,(z,.A) in terms of z and
A (see in Lemma [4.T]).

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 — 2/| for 2,2’ € Q, uniformly in A" € F(d,v0,71,00) (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 (&) by a function of r := dy(A, A") for A" € F(do,70,71,00),
uniformly in z €  (see Theorem F.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 [Tl below.
Fix ACQ xRt and A" C Q x Rt and recall that

dip(A,A) < r e ACV(A)and A C V,(A),

where V. (A) := U, 4 B(,7) is the r-neighborhood of A in xRt C C" xR.
Here B(x,7) is the ball in Q x R of center z = (a,v) € Q x RT and radius
r for the distance di(z,z’) := |a — d'| + |v — V|, where z = (a,v) € Q x RT
and 2’ := (a/,V/) € Q x RT.

In particular, A C V,.(A’) iff for any (a,v) € A, there exists (a’,') € A
such that |a —d/| + v — /| <.

For fixed 0 < 79 < 71, 0g > 0 and dg > 0 small enough, we define two
families of weighted sets.

Recall that &£(dp,70,71) be the family of weighted sets A C Q x RT,
satisfying the following conditions:

0(A, Q) >y, inf > Y0, <,
(A, Q) > do W rzm (a%:eAV 7



WEIGHTED GREEN FUNCTION 17

and
f(507’707’717 UO) = {Aa A S 5(507 707’71)7 OA 2 UO}'
Recall the following definition
As= | B(a,0m(0,v)) = {z € C% ¢m(z, A) < 2p(8)}-
(a,v)EA
We also define the following function

=271 if 1 <m < n(s>0),
(12 utty={ s IR

We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Fiz A, A’ € £(d0,70,71) and 0 < § < dy. Then for any z ¢ As,
any 7' ¢ Aj, we have

(4.3) Sm(2', A) < Om(z,A) + Lin fn(0) (2 — 2] + du (A A))
and

(44) Vi (2 A) < (2, A) + L, fm(0) (12 = 2/ + di(A; A'))
where Ly, and L}, are uniform constants.

The constants L,, and L], are given respectively by (&6]) and (£9) when
m < n and by (438 and (£I0) when m = n.

Proof. Indeed, fix 0 < 0 < §p and z ¢ As. Then there exists (a,v) € A such
that

Om (2, A) = v®,, (2 — a).
By definition there exits (a’,v') € A’ such that [a—d/|+|v—1V'| < dpg(A;A').
Hence
dm (2, A) = dm(z, A) < VP (2 — d') —v®Pp(2 — a).

Now observe that since 2’ ¢ A5 and z ¢ As, we have |z — a| > 0,,(0,v) >
0m(0,70) and |2 — a'| > 0,,,(8,70). On the other hand, write

VO (2 —d) —vPp(z—a) = V(®pu(2 —d)— Ppn(z—a))
+ (V' =v)®u(2 —a),
<

and observe that |®,,(t') — @,,(t)] < @/ (to)|t' — | for any real numbers

t,t/ >t = Hm(é, "yo) > 0.

Then it follows that for 2’ ¢ A5 and z ¢ Aj, we have

VOn(z —d) —v®m(z—a) < V&), 00m(6,7%) (|2 — 2| +]d — al)
(4.5) — By, 0 0 (8,70) [V — 1.

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 0,,(0,7) = ’Yo/ d and @, (t) =
2st~271. Hence the equation (LH]) yields for 2’ ¢ A} and z ¢ Ay,
V(2 —d) —v®p(z—a) < 2sm7, ~(2s+1)/28 5—25-1 (|12 = 2|+ |a’ —al)
N I 7V
This implies that for any 0 < 6 < dy, any z ¢ As and 2’ ¢ A, we have
(2, A) — G2, A) < Ly 6271 (12 — 2| + dg (A A))
where
(4.6) Ly, := max{2sy17, (2s+1) /28 S0 1}
This proves the estimate (4.3]) when m < n.
2. The case m = n. In this case 6,(5,7) = Ro(6/Ro)"/" and &/ (t) =
Ry/t. Hence the equation (AT) yields for 2’ ¢ A§ and z ¢ As, we have

V(2 —d) = v®u(z—a) < Yi(Ro/0)V ™ (|7 — 2| +|d — a)
(47) 75 " log(Ro/0)V — v].
Since v *log(Ro/8) < (Ro/d8)'/0 for 0 < § < Ry, it follows that for any
0<(5§50,anyz¢A5andz ¢ A, we have

On(2, A') = o2, A) < M (Ro/0)0 (|2 = 2] + dr (A, A))
which proves the estimate (4.3]) with the constant
(4.8) Ly :=7R/"

Now we prove the estimate (£.4]) in the same way. Indeed, observe that
by definition for any (a,v(a)) € A there exists (b(a), u(a)) € A’ such that
la—b(a)| + |v — p(a)] < dp(A;A).

For z ¢ (AU A’) we have

(2, A') = Z V®,, (2 —d) Z,u (2" = b(a)).
(a’,v)eA acA
Then using (43]), we get
Y (2, A') = hm (2, A) < @y, 00m(0,70) (12" — 2 + du (A, A))
—7175 @ © 0 (8, 70)drr (A, A).

1. Assume first that 1 < m < n. Then it follows as before that for any
0 <9<y, any z ¢ As and 2’ ¢ A we have

U2, A') = (2, A) < L1, 67271 (1 = 2| + d (A A))
where
(4.9) L}, = max{2s717, 2% 195260}

2. Assume now that m = n. The same computation shows that for any
0 <0 <do,any z ¢ A; and 2’ ¢ Aj we have

Un (2, A) = (2, A) < LV (|2 — 2] + d (A A))
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where
(4.10) L, =Ry,
This proves the estimate (4.4]). O

Remark 4.2. The previous result shows that for any open subset D & (2,
the weighted function ¢, and 1), are Lipschitz continuous in (Q\ D) x Fp,
where Fp = Fp(do, 70,71, 00) is the family of sets A € F(dg, 0,71, 00) such
that A C Dx]0, +oo[ 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 Q@ € C" is a bounded m-hyperconvex domain
of Lipschitz type. Let 0 < vy < 71, do > 0, and o9 > 0 be fized. Then
the family {exp G (-, A,Q); A € F(0,70,71,00)} is equicontinuous in ).
More precisely we have :

1. If1 <m<n—1, forany 0 < 7 < 252_‘?1, there exists constants
L > 0 and r1 > 0, depending on (m,n,T,d,Y,71) such that for any A €
F(60,70,71,00), and any z, 2" € Q with |z — 2| <r <11, we have

(4.11) lexp G (2, A, Q) —exp G (2, A,Q)| < L-17,

2. If m =mn, for any 0 < a < 1, there exists a constant L > 0 and
ry > 0, depending on (m,n,a,dy,v0,71) such that for any z,2" € Q with
|z = 2| <r <,

(4.12) lexp G (2, A, Q) — exp Gp(2,A,Q)] < L (log(Ry1/r))~%,
where Ry := R(l]/fyo.

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 [Wal6§].

Fix ¢ € C™ with |(| small enough, A € F(d9,70,71,00) and set for sim-
plicity G(z) := Gy (2, A,Q) for z € Q.

Define the perturbed domain QS := {z € Q;z + ¢ € Q} and set G¢(z) :=
G(z+ () for z € Q°. Then G¢ is m-subharmonic in Q€.

The idea is to modify suitably G¢ to produce a m-subharmonic function
in the class G,,(2,.A) which enables to compare G¢ and G in QN Q€.

To this end we need to construct a m-subharmonic function in € close to
the perturbed function G in the domain © N Q¢ 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 QN Q¢. The main difficulty is to
”extend” this function to €. 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 [B.12), for
any z € QS, we have

GS(2) = Gz 4 ¢) < Ym(z+ . A) + 652 + 4y oy .

To get rid of the constant in the right hand side, we introduce a small
parameter € > 0. Fix ¢g > 0 to be chosen later and let 0 < ¢ < &,
0 < 6 < dp and observe that if 0 < r < 701/285/2 and [¢| < r, then A C Q¢
and for any z € Q¢ \ As, 2+ ¢ Asj- By (3.9) and Lemma[4T], this implies

that for any z € Q¢ \ As, we have
(L+9)G(z+¢) < (L+e)dml(z+CA) + (L+2) 6™+t g ™)
< (L4 e)m(z, A) + (1 +e)2% L) ps271
+ (L+e)(E ™+ og ™).
Hence for 0 < € < gg and z € Q¢ \ Ay,
(14+e)G(z+() < Ym(z, A) +etm(z, A) + Co+ Crrd 21,

where Cp := (1 + £0)(85 % + 7375 L0p %) and C; = (1 + )22+ L.,
Recall that A5 = {¢m(z, A) < =672} and since ¥y, (2, A) < dm(z, A), it
follows that for z € Q¢ N OA;, we have

(1+8)G(z+¢) < Um(z, A) — 6% + Co + Crro—271,

Set rg = min{2_(25“)/257(()28“)/482,5§s+1} and define for 0 < r < ro,
§ = /@t { o = §25t1 Then for 0 < r < rg we have r < 73/255/2 and
§ < 6. Now we define ¢ = ¢(r) > 0 so that —e62% + Cy + C1rd~ 21 =0
ie.

6(7’) — 00525 + 01528 _ 027,25/(254-1)’

where Cy := Cy + C1, so that —e672 + Cy + C; = 0. Since for 0 < r < g,
we have e(r) < C2T§s/(2s+l)7 we choose g¢ := Cgrgs/(2s+1).

Fix 0 < r < rg and || = r. Then for any z € Q¢ N dAs, we have

(14 )G (2) < thm(z, A).
It is easy to see that one can find 0 < r; < rg such that if || =7 < ry
then (+ As C A5, = U(a,u)eA B(a, 1/1/2350) € . This implies that A5 € Q.
Therefore the following function

_ { (=), i A
(4.13) v(2) = { max{(1 +&)G*(2), ¥m(z, A)} in Q¢ \6A5

is a negative m-subharmonic in N Q¢ which has the right singularities on
AC As CcQNQC.

We would like to show that v¢ < G+ O([¢]) in 2 N Q¢. This will be the
case if we could extend v¢ as a negative m-subharmonic function in Q. This
is not clear but instead we can consider its maximal m-sh subextension to

) defined as follows:
(4.14) w® := sup{u € SH,,(Q); u <v°, in QN QY.
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Since ¥, (-, A) < v¢ in QF, it follows that w¢ is a well defined negative m-sh
function in € which satisfies the inequalities 1, (-, A) < w¢ < v¢ in QN QF.
Moreover since v¢ = 1, (-, A) in As, it follows that w¢ = ¥, (-, A) in As.
This implies that w® < G in Q.

The goal is now to compare v¢ and w® in QN QS. We first compare them
on the boundary of QN Q¢ by finding a suitable sub-extension. Indeed let p
be a negative m-subharmonic exhaustion function for €2 which is Lipschitz
continuous in Q.

Observe that by (B.7), for any z ¢ As, we have
Um(z,A) = dm(z,A) + 117 Pi(80) = —27175 165
and choose a constant C' = C(dg,70,7v1) > 0 such that
Cp(2) < —2v175 105 % < PYm(2, A), in DAs,.
Therefore the following function

Ym(z,A) on As,
(4.15) 0(z) =
max {Cp(2), ¥m(z, A)} on Q\ Ay
is a negative m-subharmonic function in 2 which satisfies § < G(-,.A) in Q.

Since p is a Lipschitz continuous, there exists a constant M > 0 such that
for any z,2' € Q, we have |p(z) — p(z')| < M|z’ — z|. Hence

Cp(z) —CMr <0(z+¢) < G(z+¢) = G(2),

for [¢| < rand z € QN QS \ As,.
Since As C As,, it follows that the function u := (14 ¢)f — (1 4+¢)CMr
is m~subharmonic in  and satisfies u < v$ in QN Q¢. Hence v < wS in Q.

Recall that if || =7 < r; < rg then r < 73/255/2 with § < o, and
As € QN QC. Observe that 8 > 0in Q¢ NIN and for z € QN o0s,
(1+e)0(z) = (1+)Cp(2) = (1 +)C(p(z) — p(z +¢)) = =(1 +&)CMr,
Hence (1 +¢)8 > —(1+¢&)CMr in 9(2NN°) and then
wt>u=(14¢e)— (14+e)CMr>—2(1+¢e)CMr in d(QNQ°).
Since v¢ < 0 in QN QF, it follows that
v¢ —2(1 +)CMr < w®, in d(QNQ°).

Since v¢ = (-, A) <0 < w in As, we conclude that v —2(14-€)CMr < ws
in 0D, where D := (2N Q) \ A;.
Now observe that obviously

v¢ —2(1+e)CMr <v* =w, in DN Q,

where Q := {w¢ = v¢}. Since by Proposition 7, the Hessian measure
pe = (dd°w®)™ A Bn™ is carried by the contact set Q, it follows that
v —2(1 + &)CMr < w€, pS-almost everywhere in D. By the domination
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principle, it follows that v¢ — 2(1 + &)CMr < w¢ in D. Since v¢ = w¢ =
Ym (-, A) in Ay, it follows that v¢ — 2(1 +¢)CMr < w® in QN QC.

This implies that v¢ — 2(1 4 &)CMr < G in QN QS, hence we obtain the
following basic inequality

(4.16) (146G <G+2(1+¢)CMr,

in QN QS \ As.
Therefore for any || < r < r; and for any z € (26N Q) \ As, we get

G(z+¢) —G(z) < —eG(z+)+2(1+e)CMr

(4.17) = —Cyr®/CHG(2 4 ¢) 4+ 2(1 + &) CMr.
On the other hand, fix n > 0 and estimate —G(z + ¢) from above when
z ¢ Ag,. Indeed for such z we have 2/ := z+( ¢ A, if |(| =7 < 73/2877.

Then for any a € A we have |z +( —a| > |z —a| — 7 2701/2877_

It follows from (B.IT]) that
—G(z+ Q) <= @)z +C—a) <75 pn .

a€A
Recall that § = r/25t1) fix @ > 0 small enough and set 1 := 0% /2. Choose
0 < ro < rq such that for » < ro we have r < 73/2550‘/2. Then by the
previous inequality for [(| <r < ry and z € 2\ Ase, we have
(4.18) —G(z+¢) <5 tmn %

Since A5 C Agso, we have Q \ Ase C Q\ As. Then we can combine the
estimates (£I7) and (4I8]) to obtain the following estimate: for any z €
Q\ Aso and |[¢| =7 < rg and z € QF \ Aga,

Glz4+C) = G(z) < Cor2s/@sthg2sy (o1, =2sa/(2s+1)
+ 2(14¢)CMr
(4.19) < Cyr(@),
where 7(a) := (1 — a)zfﬁ and

Cs:= 2237170_102 +2(1+ EO)C’Mri_T(a).

Now we proceed to the proof of the uniform continuity of exp Gy, (2, .4, Q)
in Q x F(do,70,71,00) with a control of its modulus of continuity.

Observe that for =,y €] — 00, 0] we have |e” —e¥| < |z —y|. Hence for any
A € F(60,v0,71,00), 2 € Q\ Asa and 2’ € Q\ Ase such that |2/ —z| <7 < 7y,
we have

(4.20) exp G (2, A, Q) —exp G (2, A,Q) < L7,
where r := 0% and 7 :=7(a) := (1 — )52

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (£.20) for
2z € Aga, 2/ € Q such that |2/ — 2| < r < ro. Indeed, fix A € F and let



WEIGHTED GREEN FUNCTION 23

2 € Aga, 2/ € Q such that |2/ — z| = r < ro. Indeed there exists (a,v) € A
such that |z — a| < vY/?56% and then
|2/ —a| < 711/257’0‘/(28“) + 7 =: h(r).
Then by BII), we have G, (2', A, 92) < 8o + 8525 < —y0h(r) > + 6,
for any z € Q). Hence
exp G (2, A, Q) — exp G (2, A4, Q) < exp (—’yoh(r)_28 + 50_28)
Since h(r) ~,_o+ /D it follows that there exists a constant Ly =

La(m,n,a,v9,00) > 0 such that exp (—yoh(r)_zs —1—50_25) < Lor™. Hence
for any z € Aga, 2’ € Q such that |2/ — z| = r < rg, we have

(4.21) exp G (7', A, Q) — exp G (2, A4,Q) < Lor™.
The inequality (£IT]) of the theorem follows from (E20) and (£21)).

2. The case m = n. We proceed in the same way. We again denote
G :=G,(-, A Q). By BI2), for any z € Q°, we have

GS(2) = G(z + {) < Pn(z + ¢, A) + Co,
where Cp := log(Ro/d0) + 727 - log(Ro/00)-

To get rid of the constant in the right hand side, we introduce a small
parameter € > 0. Fix ey > 0 to be chosen later and let 0 < &€ < g9, 0 < § < d
and observe that there exists 79 = 79(70, Ro) > 0 such that if 0 < r < rpd
and [¢| < r, then A C Q¢ and for any z € Q¢ \ As, we have z + ¢ ¢ Asj2- By
(33) and Lemma AT] this implies that for any z € Q¢ \ As, we have

(1+e)G(z+¢) < A+e)valz+( A+ (1+e)Co
< (14 &) (n(z, A) + (1 + &)Ll ro /0
+ (1 + 6)00.
Hence for 0 < € < gg and z € Q¢ \ Aj,

1+46)G(z+() < ¥nl(z,A) +etbn(z, A) + Ch+ Clra= 1/,
where C) := (14 ¢¢)Cp and Cf := (1 4+ &9)L),.

Recall that As = {¢m(z,.A) <log(d/Rp)} and since 1, (2, A) < ¢n(z, A),
it follows that for z € Q¢ N dAs, we have

(1+2)G(z +¢) < ¥hn(2,A) +elog(8/Ro) + Cj + Ciro= 1/,

Set 6 := 14 17 so that r < rod. Then we define e = £(r) > 0 so that

elog(d/Ro) + Cy+ Cir=7° =0 ie.
e(r) = Cs [log(Ro/r™)] ",

where Cy := C} + Cir= 7. Since 0 < r < 7’0(53/70 < rg, we have g(r) <
Cs [log(Ro /%)™, we choose &g := Cs [log(Ro /)] "

Fix 0 <7 <7 and |¢| = 7. Then for any z € Q¢ N 0As, we have

(1+ )G (2) < Yn(2, A).
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Now we can define as above the function v¢ by the formula (ZI3)) with
m = n and the corresponding subextension w¢ by (#I4) to obtain the basic
inequality B.16] with m = n i.e.

(4.22) (146G <G(z) +2M(1 +¢e)r

in QN QS \ As.
Therefore for any || < r < r; and for any z € (25N Q) \ As, we get

G(z+() = G(2) < =Gz +() = —Callog(Ro/r)] " Gz +()
(4.23) +2(1 4 €)CMr.
On the other hand, fix n > 0 and estimate —G(z + ¢) from above when
z ¢ Agy. Indeed for such z we have 2/ :== 2z +( ¢ A, if |(| =r < ron. Then

for any a € A we have |z 4+ ( —a| > |z —a| —r > n. It follows from (B.11))
that

—G(z+¢) <Y —v(a)log(|z + ¢ — al/Ro) < v log(Ro/n).
acA
Fix 0 < a < 1 and define n > 0 so that

log(Ro/ (rn)™) = [log(Ro /)]~

Then r < rgn and since rg < 1 and Rgo < Ry, it follows from the previous
inequality that for [(| <7 <1 and z € Q\ Ay, we have

(4.24) — G(z+¢) < g Hog(Ro/n™).

Since A, C A, we have Q\ 4, C Q\ A,. Then we can combine the estimates
(@23) and (@.24) to obtain the following estimate: for any z € Q\ A,,
|| =7 <ryand z € QS \ 4,,

G(z+() - G(z) < Comyo—1flog(Ro/r*)]™ +2(1 + e9) CMr

(4.25) < Csllog(Ry /7)<,

where Ry := Ré/ " and C3 = C3(Ry,70) > 0 is a uniform constant.
Now we proceed to the proof of the uniform continuity of exp G, (-, A, §2) in
Q) with a uniform control of its modulus of continuity when A € F (o, Y0, Y1, 00)-
Observe that for =,y €] — 00, 0] we have |e” —e¥| < |z —y|. Hence for any
A€ F(00,7,71,00), z € 2\ 4, and 2’ € Q\ 4, such that |2/ —z| <r <y,
we have

(4.26) exp G (2, A, Q) — exp Gy (2, A, Q) < Cs[log(Ry /)]~

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (4.26]) for
z € Ay, 2/ € Q such that |2/ — z| < ry. Indeed, fix A € F(do, 70,71, 00) and
let z € A, 2 € Q such that |2/ — z| = r < ry. Then there exists (a,v) € A
such that |z — a| < Ro(n/Ro)"" < Ry(n/Ro)"/" and then

vlog(|z' — al/Ro) < ~olog[(n/Ro)"/" +7/Ry)
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Then by (BI1)), we have
Gn(2', A, Q) < vlog(|2'—al/Ro)+log(Ro/d0) < 0 log[(n/Ro)"/ " +r/Ro]+Co,
for any z € Q). Hence

exp G (2, A, Q) — exp Gn(z, A, Q) < e°[(n/Ro)Y" 4+ r/Ro] =: g(r).

It is easy to see that there exists a constant K = K (m,n, «, 9, Ry) > 0 such
that for r < ry, we have

g(r) < Kflog Ry /r]™*.
Hence for any z € A,), 2/ € Q such that |2’ — z| = < 2, we have
(4.27) exp G (7', A, Q) — exp Gy (2, A, Q) < La[log Ry /7] ™.
The inequality (£12) of the theorem follows from ([A26]) and (£27]). O

Remark 4.4. In the previous result we have assume the domain 2 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 €2 has a Lipschitz boundary.

However if we only assume that the domain 2 is m-hyperconvex, we can
still prove that the exponential Green function is uniformly continuous in
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
exp G (2, A, Q) will be uniformly controlled by the modulus of continuity
defined for r > 0 small enough by the following formula :

w(r) := max{[log Ri/7]"% w,(r)},

where w,(r) is the modulus of continuity of the exhaustion function p and
a €]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 g > 0 be small enough and 0 < v9 < 1,00 > 0 be fized
constants and F = F (5o, Y0,71,00)-

Then the family {exp G (z;;Q); z € Q} is equicontinuous in the metric
space (F,dg). More precisely we have :

1. If1<m<mn, forany0 <7< ﬁ%,forany0<7'< %48-1 there exists
constants K > 0 and r1 > 0 depending on (7, d0,%0,71,m,n) such that for

any z € Q, and A, A’ € F with dg(A; A") < r < ry, we have
(4.28) lexp G (2, A, Q) —expG(z, A, Q)| < Kr™.
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2. Ifm =n, for any 0 < a < 1, there exists a constant L = L(n, o, 60,70, 71) >
0 and r1 = r1(n,7,00,%,71) > 0 such that for any z € Q, and A, A" € F
with di (A; A) <r <rq, we have

(4.29) lexp G (2, A, Q) — exp Gp(z,A,Q)| < L-[log(Ry/r)]™ %,
where Ry := Ré/wo.

Proof. As before the proof is divided in two cases. Since € is fixed, we set

Gm(z, A) == Gn(z, A, Q).

1. The case m < n. Fix A, A" € F(dp,70,71,00) and € > 0. Then by

B3), B9) and 4], for any 0 < § < dp and z € Q\ (45 U Af), we have

(14 ¢)Gp(z, A') (L4 &)pm(z, A) + (1 +e)é; %
Y (2, A) + e (2, A) + (14 )65 + 775 "o ™)
+ (L4e)Ly,6 %ty (A A).

Fix g9 > 0 and set Cp := (14 ¢0) (55 2 + 7375 *og 2*) and Cy := (1 + )L,
Then for any 0 < § < &y, 0 < e < ep, and z € Q\ (A5 U Af), we have
(14€)Gm(z, A) < (2, A) + eth (2, A) + Co + C167 2 Ldg (A; A).
Recall that

As = {2 € Y om(z, A) < =672} and A = {2 € U pp(2, A') < 6%,

and observe that if z € 0A; then ¢,,(2z,,4) = —0672%. On the other hand
if z € 045, we have ¥, (2, A') < ¢p(2, A') = —672% and by Lemma H.T] it
follows that for z € QAj, we have
U (2, A) < (2, A) + L6 Ty (A, A')
< =54 L0 (A A).

<
<

Therefore for any fixed r > 0, by the previous inequality it follows that for
z € O(As U Af) and dy(A; A') <,

(1+8)Gm(z, A) < Ym(z,A) —ed 2 el r6 71+ Cy+ Cyro—2571
< Y(z, A) — 6725 + Cy + 2C 62571,

Now set § = r1/(2s+1) for 0 < r < ro 1= 53/(2s+1) and choose € > 0 so that
—ed 28 + Cp + 2017’5_25_1 =0 i.e.

e =e(r) 1= (Co + 2C1)6% = C0% = Cor?/ s+,
If we define g¢ := 027"(2]3/ @+ The previous inequality yields (1+¢)G,, (2, A") <

Pm (2, A) in 9(As U Af) for 0 < e < &p.
Fix 0 < r < rp. Then by the gluing principle, the following function

o) = { Ym(z, A), in A5 U A5,
: max{(1+¢)Gn(z, A), ¥m(z, A)}, inQ\ (45U Af).
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is a negative m-subharmonic in  such that for any a € A, v, (v,a) =
U (Ym (-, A),a) = v(a). By the formula (3I8]), it satisfies v < G,,(+, A) in
Q. This implies that for z € Q\ (45 U Af), we have

(4.30) (14 )G (2, A) < G(2, A).

Finally for 0 < r < rg, A, A" € F(d0,0,71,00) with dgy(A, A") < r and
z € Q\ (As U Af), we have

(4.31) Gm(z, A') — G(2, A) < —e(r)Gp (2, A').
Now fix 0 < @ < 1 and observe that for z € Q\ (Ase U Afa) C Q\ Aja,

v/ —15—2sa
(432G (2, A) € (2, A) = > [ < g teT e
(a/ W)e A
Hence, since Ay C Asa for § < 1, we can apply (431 and ([£.32) to deduce
that for any z € Q\ (Ase U AL, ), we have

Gm(z, A) — Gn(z,A) < E(r)fyl’yo_lé_%a
< L2T2s(1—a)/(2s+1)’

where Lo := 7170_102.
Therefore for z € Q\ (4sa U A%,) and A, A" € E(dp,0,71) such that
dp(A; A" < r < rg, we have

(4.33) Gm(z, A') = Go(2, A) < Lor™ @),

where 7(a) = 25(1 — )/(2s + 1) and § = r/(2s+1),

Now we proceed to the proof of Holder continuity of exp G.,(z,.A) in
QO xF.

Observe that for x,y €] — 00,0] we have |e* — e¥| < |z — y|. Then the
inequality (£.39)) implies that for any z € Q\ (Ase UA),) and any A, A" € F
such that dy(A; A") <r < rg, we have

(4'34) €xp Gm(zv -A,) — exXp Gm (27 A) < L2TT(OC)7

Now we want to estimate the left hand side of the inequality (4.34]) for
z € A5a U Aga

Fix A, A" € F with dg(A, A") <r <.

Assume first that z € Af.. Then there exists (a/,/) € A’ such that
|z — d'| < V1/?%6% which by @BII) yields G (2, A) < —§725¢ 4 §;% =
—pm2s0/(25+1) 4 (50_25. Hence

exp Gm(Z,A/) — exp Gm(Z,A) < exp <—7"_2sa/(2s+1) + 50_23) ‘

Now assume that z € Aga. Then there exists (a,v) € A such that |z —
a| < v'/?56%. Since dy(A, A') < r there exists (a/,1/) € A’ such that
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a—d|+|v—v|<r. Moreover |z —d|<|z—al+|a—d| < V2ssa 4
\ |+ M
Hence Gp,(z, A’) < —’YO(’Yil/zséa +7)7% 4 §;%%. This implies that

X Gin (2, A') = exp (2, A) < exp (—0(n1/*r/ B0 45y 2 4 52
Finally define the following modulus of continuity
h(r) := exp (_T—Qsa/(ZS—i—l) + 50_2s> + exp (—70(711/287“’/(25“) + )72 4 50_28) ,

and observe that for any z € Ase UAj, and any A, A’ € F with dy (A, A) <
r, we have

(4.35) exp G (2, A') —exp G(2, A) < h(r).

It’s easy to see that there exists a uniform constant Ky = Ko(m,n,a) > 0
such that h(r) < Kor™(®), for 0 < 7 < rg and then it follows from (&.34)
and ([£35) that for any z € Q and any A, A’ € F with dg(A; A") < ry we
have
(4.36) exp G (2, A') — exp G (2, A) < Kdp(A; A7),
where K := Lo + Kg. Since 0 < a < 1 can be taken arbitrarily close to 0,
7(a) = 25(1 — ) /(25 + 1) can be taken arbitrarily close to 2s/(2s + 1), this
implies the inequality (.28]).

2. The case m = n. Fix A, A" € F(bo,7%,71,00) and € > 0. Then by
B.3), B9) and @A), for any 0 < 6 < dp and z € Q\ (As U Af), we have

(1+6)Gn(z, A) < (1+€)¢n(z, A) + (1+¢)(log(Ro/do)
< Tlln(z, A) + €¢n(za A) + (1 + 5)(10g(R0/50)
+ 9175 log(Ro/00) + (1+€) Lyd ™M dpg (A; A').
Fix ¢g > 0 and set Cp := (1 + e0)(log(Ro/d0) + 77y *log(Ro/d)) and
Cq = (1 + EO)L;,L.
Then for any 0 < § < dp, 0 < e < g, and z € Q\ (A5 U Af), we have
(1+6)Gn(2, A') < thn(2, A) + (2, A) + Co + C10~ /P dpr (A; A).
Recall that
As ={z € Q5 ¢n(z, A) <log(6/Ro)},
and observe that if z € 0As then 1, (2, A) < ¢p(z, A) = log(d/Ry).

Therefore it follows from the previous inequality that for any fixed r > 0,
and z € 0(As U Af) and dp(A; A) <,

(148)Gn(z, A < Pu(z, A) —elog(Ry/8) + Co + Cyré~ /0.
Nowset d =r for 0 < r <rg:= 5(1]/70 and choose € > 0 so that
—elog(Ry/d) + Co+ C1 =01ie. e =¢(r) := Cqo/log(Ry/7),

where Cy := 70_1(00 +C}) and Ry := R(l)/ﬁfo.
If we define g9 := Cy/log(R1/r9). The previous inequality yields (1 +
£)Gn(z, A") < p(z, A) in O(As U Af) for 0 < e < e.
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The same gluing process as in the previous case yields for 0 < r < rg,
A, A" € F(00,7,71,00) with dg(A, A") <rand z € Q\ (4; U Aj),

(4.37) Gn(z, A") — Gp(z, A) < —e(r)Gp(z, A').
Now fix § < 7 < dp and observe that for z € Q\ (4, U A7) C Q\ A,
Gz, A) < —u(z, A) = — Y Vlog(lz—d|/Ry)
(a v)e A
(4.38) < 77y ' log(Ro/n).

Hence, since As C A, for § < 1, we can apply ([37) and 38) to deduce
that for any 2z € Q\ (A, U A7), we have

Gn(z, A) = Gn(z,A) < e(r)yg Hog(Ro/n)

log(Ro/n)

< L
- 2log(R0/r“/0)’

where Lo := 7170_102.
Now fix 0 < a < 1 and choose 7 so that

log(Ro/n) = [log(Ro/r)]1~%) .
Then ¢ = r7° <7 and thus for z € Q\ (4, U A}) and A, A" € £(do, 70, 71)
such that dg(A; A') < r < ro, we have
Ly

(4.39) Gn(z, A) —Gp(z,A) < TogB /*

where L := v, “Lo. )
To prove the same inequality for exp G,,(z,.A) in 2 x F we proceed exactly
as in the previous case (see also the proof of Theorem [£.3)). (]

4.4. Proof of Theorem B. Now we can easily deduce Theorem B from
Theorem [4.3] and Theorem A5l Indeed, for any (z,.4) € Q x F(d9, 70,71, 00)
and (', A’) € Q x F(do,70,71,00), we have

lexp G (2, A') —exp Gin(2, A)] < JexpG(Z/, A) — exp Gr(z, A)|
+ |expGn(z, A') — exp G (2, A)l.
Then the required inequality (IIT]) follows from the inequalities (4.I1]) and

E2).

Remark 4.6. The previous result shows that for any fixed A C Qx]0, 400,
the weighted Green function G,,(-,.A, ) is locally Lipschitz in Q \ A when
m < n and continuous in 2\ A when m = n. More precisely for a fixed
open subset D € £, let us denote by Fp = Fp(do,Y0,71,00) the family of
weighted sets A € F (g, Y0,71,00) such that A C Dx]0,+oo[ endowed with
the Hausdorff distance. Then the weighted Green function Gp,(-,-,Q) is
Lipschitz continuous in (Q\ D) x Fp when m < n and uniformly continuous
in (Q\ D) x Fp 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, vi)1<k<p} C (2x]0, +oo[)? and A" := {(a}, v} )1<k<p} C (2x]0, +o0[)?,
the distance considered by Lelong is defined as follows :

(A, A) = > (lak — aj] + v — v4)).

1<k<p

This distance is sensitive to the order of the poles, while the Hausdorff
distance defined by the formula (L3)) is not.
Moreover, it follows from the definitions that for any A, A" C (2x]0, +-00[)?,
we have
dg(A,A") < dp(A,A).
However the two distances are not equivalent. Indeed, according to Lelong’s
notations, we define the following sequence of sets

A ={(d),1), (a},1)},al == (0,279) € B2, o := (1/2,277) € B?,
for j € N*.
We also define

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

Then it’s easy to see that for any j € N, we have dp(A4;,A) =1+ 27l > 1
while dy (Aj, A) =277 — 0 as j — +oo.
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