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ABsTRACT. — Let X and Y be compact Kahler manifolds, and let f : X — Y be a
dominant meromorphic map. Based upon a regularization theorem of Dinh and Sibony
for DSH currents, we define a pullback operator f! for currents of bidegrees (p,p) of
finite order on Y (and thus for any current, since Y is compact). This operator has
good properties as may be expected.

Our definition and results are compatible to those of various previous works of Meo,
Russakovskii and Shiffman, Alessandrini and Bassanelli, Dinh and Sibony, and can be
readily extended to the case of meromorphic correspondences.

We give an example of a meromorphic map f and two nonzero positive closed
currents T4,7T> for which fﬂ(Tl) = —T5. We use Siu’s decomposition to help further
study on pulling back positive closed currents. Many applications on finding invariant
currents are given.

REsuME (Pull-back de courants par des applications méromorphes)

Soient X et Y des variétés kiahlériennes compactes, et f: X — Y une application
méromorphe dominante. En nous basant sur un théoréme de régularisation de Dinh
et Sibony pour des courants DSH, nous définissons un opérateur pullback f# pour les
courants de bidegré (p, p) d’ordre fini sur Y (et donc pour tout courant, puisque Y est
compact. Cet opérateur a des bonnes propriétés, comme attendu.

Notre définition et nos résultats sont compatibles avec ceux des travaux précédents
de Meo, Russakovskii et Shiffman, Alessandrini et Bassanelli, Dinh et Sibony, et peut
étre facilement étendu au cas des correspondances méromorphes.
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518 T. T. TRUONG

Nous donnons un exemple d’application méromorphe f et deux courants fermés
positifs non-nuls Ty, T pour lesquels f# (T1) = —T». Nous utilisons la décomposition
de Siu pour faciliter ’étude des courants fermés positifs pullback. Nous donnons une
multitude d’applications autour de la recherche de courants invariants.

1. Introduction

Let X and Y be two compact Kéhler manifolds, and let f : X — Y be a
dominant meromorphic map. For a (p,p)-current T" on Y, we seek to define a
pullback f#(T") which has good properties. Such a pullback operator will be
helpful in complex dynamics, in particular in the problem of finding invariant
closed currents for a selfmap.

We let mx, 71y : X XY — X,Y be the two projections (When X =Y we
denote these maps by m and m2). Let I'y C X x Y be the graph of f, and
let &¢ C I'y be the critical set of 7y, i.e., the smallest analytic subvariety of Iy
so that the restriction of my to I'y — G has fibers of dimension dim(X) —
dim(Y). For aset B C Y, we define f~!(B) = nx(my'(B) NT}), and for a set
A C X we define f(A) = ny(r5x" (A)NTy).

If T is a smooth form on Y, then it is standard to define f*(T) as a current
on X by the formula f*(T') = (wx).(7} (T) A [I'f]). This definition descends to
cohomology classes: If T7 and T5 are two closed smooth forms on Y having the
same cohomology classes, then f*(77) and f*(T3) have the same cohomology
class in X. This allows us to define a pullback operator on cohomology classes.
These considerations apply equally to continuous forms. When T is an arbitrary
current on Y, we can still define 73 (T") as a current on X x Y. However, in
general it is not known how to define the wedge product of the two currents
73 (T') and [['s]. This is the source of difficulty for defining pullback for a general
current.

For some important classes of currents (positive closed and positive
dd®-closed currents, DSH currents, for definitions see the next subsection),
there have been works on this topic by Meo [15], Russakovskii and Shiffman
[16], Alessandrini and Bassanelli [1], Dinh and Sibony [10],[11]. We will give
more details on these works later, but here will discuss only some general
ideas used in these papers. Roughly speaking, in the works cited above, to
define pullback of a (p,p) current T, the authors use approximations of T' by
sequences of smooth (p,p) forms T, satisfying certain properties, and then
define f¥(T) = lim,, oo f*(T},) if the limit exists and is the same for all such
sequences. In order to have such approximations then T must have some
positive property. In these definitions, the resulting pullback of a positive
current is again positive.
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PULL-BACK OF CURRENTS BY MEROMORPHIC MAPS 519

Our idea for pulling back a general (p, p) current T is as follows. Assume that
we have a well-define pullback f#(T). Then for any smooth form of complement
bidegree o we should have

[ f@na= [ T,

The wedge product in the integral of the RHS is not well-defined in general.
To define it we adapt the above idea, that is to use smooth approximations of
either T or f.(«). Fortunately, since Y is compact, any current 7" is of a finite
order s. Moreover since f.(a) is a DSH current, we can use the regularization
theorem in [11] to produce approximation by C* forms K, (f.(«)) with desired
properties. Then we define

[ f@na= tm [ TaK (1))

if the limit exists and is the same for such good approximations. The details of
this definition will be given in the next subsection. We conclude this subsection
commenting on the main results of this paper:

-Our pullback operator is compatible with the standard definition for con-
tinuous form and with the definitions in the works cited above.

-There are examples of losing positivity for currents of higher bidegrees when
pulled back by meromorphic maps.

-We obtain a natural criterion on pulling back analytic varieties which, com-
bined with Siu’s decomposition, can be used to help further study pullback of
general positive closed currents.

-We can apply the definition to examples having invariant positive closed
currents of higher bidegrees whose supports are contained in pluripolar sets.

1.1. Definitions. — For convenience, let us first recall some facts about cur-
rents. The notations of positive and strongly positive currents in this paper
follow the book [6]. For a current T on Y, let supp(T") denote the support
of T. Given s > 0, a current T is of order s if it acts continuously on the
space of C* forms on Y equipped with the usual C*® norm. A positive (p,p)
current T is of order 0. If T' is a positive (p,p) current then its mass is defined
as ||T)| =< T, w;ijm(y)fp >, where wy is a given Kahler (1,1) form of Y. If
T is a closed current on Y, we denote by {T'} its cohomology class. If V' is a
subvariety in Y, we denote by [V] the current of integration on V', which is a
strongly positive closed current. We use — for weak convergence of currents.
For any p, we define DSHP(Y) (see Dinh and Sibony [8]) to be the space
of (p,p) currents T' = T —T», where T; are positive currents, such that dd°T; =
QF — Q; with QF positive closed. Observe that ||0]|| = ||, || since they are

BULLETIN DE LA SOCIETE MATHEMATIQUE DE FRANCE



520 T. T. TRUONG

cohomologous to each other because dd°(7T;) is an exact current. Define the
DSH-norm of T as

1Tl psa = min{||T3|| + ||T2|| + 17| + 193 ||, Ti, s, as above}.

Using compactness of positive currents, it can be seen that we can find T3, in
which realize ||T||psw, hence the minimum on the RHS of the definition
of DSH norm. We say that T;, — T in DSHP?(Z) if T,, weakly converges to T’
and ||Ty,||psy is bounded.

Our definition is modelled on the smooth approximations given by Dinh and
Sibony [8]. However, some restrictions should be imposed on the approxima-
tions when we deal with the case of general maps:

1) Since any definition using local approximations will give a positive current
as the resulting pullback of positive currents, in general we need to use global
approximations in order to deal with the cases like the map Jx in Section 4.

2) For a general compact Kahler manifold, it is not always possible to ap-
proximate a positive closed current by positive closed smooth forms (see Propo-
sition 2 for an example where even the negative parts of the approximation are
not bounded).

3) The more flexible we allow in approximating currents, the more restric-
tive the maps and currents we can define pullback. For example, we have the
following observation

LEMMA 1. — Assume that for any positive closed smooth (p,p) form T and
for every sequence of positive closed smooth forms T whose masses ||TE|| are
uniformly bounded and T.F — T, — T, then f*(T;F —T,7) — f*(T). Then the
same property holds for any positive closed (p,p) current T

Proof. — In fact, let T, —T, and S;} —S; be two sequences weakly converging
to a positive closed (p,p) current T', where TnjE and Sff are positive closed
smooth (p,p) forms having uniformly bounded masses. Then (T, + S, ) —
(T,7 + S;) is a sequence weakly converges to 0 with the same property, and
because 0 is a smooth form, we must have f*(T.F + S, ) — f*(T,; + S;) weakly
converges to 0 by assumption. Hence f*(T,F —T,) and f*(S;F — S, ) converges
to the same limit. O

Roughly speaking, under the conditions of Lemma 1 then all positive closed
currents can be pulled back. However, this is not true in general (see Example
2). We will restrict to use only good approximation schemes, defined as follows

DEFINITION 1. — Let Y be a compact Kéihler manifold. Let s > 0 be an inte-
ger. We define a good approximation scheme by C° forms for DSH currents
on'Y to be an assignment that for a DSH current T gives two sequences KX (T
(here n = 1,2,...) where KX (T) are C* forms of the same bidegrees as T, so
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PULL-BACK OF CURRENTS BY MEROMORPHIC MAPS 521

that K,(T) = K,;J(T) — K, (T) weakly converges to T, and moreover the fol-
lowing properties are satisfied:

1) Boundedness: The DSH norms of KX (T) are uniformly bounded.
2) Positivity: If T is positive then KX(T) are positive, and ||KX(T)|| is
uniformly bounded with respect to n.

3) Closedness: If T is positive closed then K (T) are positive closed.

4) Continuity: If U C Y s an open set so that T|y is a continuous form
then KX(T) converges locally uniformly on U.

5) Additivity: If Ty and Ty are two DSH?P currents, then KX (T}, + T) =
Ky (Th) + K (To).

6) Commutativity: If T and S are DSH currents with complements bidegrees
then

n—oo

lim [/YKn(T)/\S—/YT/\Kn(S)]=O.

7) Compatibility with the differentials: dd°KF(T) = KX (dd°T).

8) Condition on support: The support of K, (T) converges to the support
of T. By this we mean that if U is an open neighborhood of supp(T'), then there
is ng so that when n > ng then supp(K,(T)) is contained in U. Moreover, the
number ng can be chosen so that it depends only on supp(T') and U but not on
the current T'.

Now we give the definition of pullback operator on DSHP(Y') currents
DEFINITION 2. — Let T be a DSHP(Y) current on' Y. We say that f*(T) is
well-defined if there is a number s > 0 and a current S on X so that

lim f*(K,(T)) = S,
for any good approzimation scheme by C**2 forms KX. Then we write f*(T) =

S.

By the commutativity property of good approximation schemes by C* forms,
if T is DSH so that f*(T) = S is well-defined then for any smooth form o we
have

/Xfﬁ(T)/\az lim [ T AKu(fo(@)).

n— o0 Y

This equality helps to extend Definition 2 to any (p,p) current T'. Recall that
since Y is a compact manifold, any current on Y is of finite order.
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DEFINITION 3. — Let T be a (p,p) current of order sg. We say that f*(T) is
well-defined if there is a number s > sg and a current S on X so that

lim [ T AK,( /S/\a

’I’L"Y

for any smooth form o on X and any good approrimation scheme by C°t2
forms. Then we write f*(T) = S.

1.2. Results. — The operator f¥ in Definitions 2 and 3 has the following prop-
erties:

LEMMA 2. — i) If T is a continuous (p,p) form (not necessarily DSH ) then
fHT) is well-defined and coincides with the standard definition f*(T) :=

(m1)« (m3(T) A [T'y])-

ii) f* is closed under linear combinations: If f*(Ty) and f*(T:) are well-
defined, then so is f*(a1Ty + aoT5) for any complex numbers a; and as. More-
over fH(a1Ty + agTs) = ay fH(T1) + az fH(T2).

iii) If T is DSH and f%(T) is well-defined, then the support of f¥(T) is
contained in f~1(supp(T)).

iv) If T is closed then f*(T) is also closed, and in cohomology {f*(T)} =
f{T}.

For a smooth form, we can also define its pullback by using any desingular-
ization of the graph of the map. We have an analog result

THEOREM 4. — Let Ff be a desingularization of I'¢, and let m : Ff — X and
g : Ff — Y be the induced maps of nx|I'y and wy|I'y. Thus Ff 18 a compact
Kaihler manifold, 7 is a modification, and g is a surjective holomorphic map so
that f = gom~'. Let T be a (p,p) current onY. If g*(T) is well-defined, then
fY(T) is also well-defined. Moreover f*(T) = m.(g*(T)).

The following result is a restatement of a result of Dinh and Sibony (Section 5
in [10]):

THEOREM 5. — Let 0 be a smooth function on X xY so that supp(§) NTy C
Iy — Gy. Then for any DSH? current T on'Y, (wx).(0[Cf] A 75 (T)) is well-
defined (see also [15]).

The following result is a generalization of a result proved by Dinh and Sibony
in the case of projective spaces (see Proposition 5.2.4 in [11])
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THEOREM 6. — Let X and Y be two compact Kdhler manifolds. Let f : X —
Y be a dominant meromorphic map. Assume that nx(6) is of codimension
> p. Then fY(T) is well-defined for any positive closed (p,p) current T on'Y.
Moreover the following continuity holds: if T; are positive closed (p,p) currents
weakly converging to T then f*(T;) weakly converges to f*(T).

Example 1: In [3], Bedford and Kim studied the linear quasi-automorphisms.
These are birational selfmaps f of rational 3-manifolds X so that both f and
f~! have no exceptional hypersurfaces. Hence we can apply Theorem 6 to
pullback and pushforward any positive closed (2,2) current on X. The map Jx
in Section 4 is also a quasi-automorphism.

Below is a more general result, dealing with the case when the current T is
good (say continuous) outside a closed set A whose preimage is not big.

THEOREM 7. — Let X and Y be two compact Kdihler manifolds. Let f : X —
Y be a dominant meromorphic map. Let A C Y be a closed subset so that
7Y A) Nnx(6f) C V where V is an analytic subvariety of X having codim
> p. If T is a positive closed (p,p)-current on'Y which is continuous on'Y — A,
then f%(T) is well-defined. Moreover, the following continuity holds: If T are
positive closed continuous (p,p) forms so that ||TE|| are uniformly bounded,
T+ — T, — T, and T locally uniformly converges on' Y — A, then f*(T;} —
T) — F4(T).

When 7x(6y) has codimension > p, then we can choose A =Y in Theo-
rem 7, and thus recover Theorem 6.

As a consequence, we have the following result on pulling back of varieties:

COROLLARY 1. — Let f, X,Y be as in Theorem 7. Let V be an analytic variety
of Y of codim p. Assume that f~*(V) has codim > p. Then f*[V] is well-defined.

The assumptions in Corollary 1 are optimal, as can be seen from

Example 2: Let Y = a compact Kéahler 3-fold, and let Ly be an irreducible
smooth curve in Y. Let 7 : X — Y be the blowup of Y along Ly. If L is
an irreducible curve in Y which does not coincide with Ly then 7~!(L) has
dimension 1, hence 7#[L] is well-defined. In contrast, it is expected that m*[Lg]
is not well-defined. One explanation (which is communicated to us by Professor
Tien Cuong Dinh, see also the introduction in [1]) is that if 7*[L] was to be
defined, then it should be a special (2,2) current on the hypersurface 7=1(Lg).
However, we have too many (2,2) currents on that hypersurface to point out a
special one.

We have the following example of losing positivity
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COROLLARY 2. — Let X be the blowup of P3 along 4 points eg = [1:0:0 :
0l,e;=[0:1:0:0],e2=100:0:1:0],e3=1[0:0:0:1]. Let J : P> — P3 be
the Cremona map J{xg : x1 : X2 : k3] = [1/x0 : 1/x1 : /22 : 1/x3], and let Jx
be the lifting of J to X.

For 0 <i# j <3, let X;; be the line in P? consisting of points [zo : 21 :
x9 : x3] where z; =x; = 0. Let i:/] be the strict transform of X; ; in X.

For any positive closed (2,2) current T, J&(T) is well-defined. Moreover,
T5([Zoa]) = —[Ta,3] and J& ([Z2,8]) = ~[Zo1]-

REMARK 1. — The map Jx was given in Example 2.5 page 33 in [14] where
the author showed that the map J% : H**(X) — H?*2(X) does not preserve
the cone of cohomology classes generated by positive closed (2,2) currents.

In Lemma 10, it will be shown that (Jg()Q(T) = T for any positive closed
(2,2) current T. Thus this example gives positive support to an open question
posed in Section 6.

We conclude this subsection discussing pullback of a positive closed (p,p)
current T in general. For ¢ > 0 define E.(T) = {y € Y : v(T,y) > ¢}, where
v(T,y) is the Lelong number of T at y (see [6] for definition). Then by the
semi-continuity theorem of Siu (see [18], and also [6]), E.(T") is an analytic
subvariety of Y of codimension > p. Moreover, we have a decomposition

T =R+ NV,
j=1

where A\; > 0, V; is an irreducible analytic variety of codimension p and is
contained in E(T) = UcsoE:(T), and R is a positive closed current such that
E.(R) has codimension > p for all ¢ > 0. Note that E(T") = the union of E.(T")’s
for rational numbers ¢ > 0, hence is a (at most) countable union of analytic
varieties.

THEOREM 8. — Notations are as above. Assume that for any irreducible va-
riety V of codimension p contained in E(T), then f~1(V) has codimension
> p. Then fH(3252, Aj[V;]) is well-defined and is equal to 352, X; f*[V;]. Hence
YT is well-defined iff fH(R) is well-defined.

1.3. Compatibility with previous works. — In this subsection we compare our
results with the results in previous papers.

The pullback of positive closed (1,1) currents was defined by Meo [15] for
finite holomorphic maps between complex manifolds (not necessarily compact
or Kahler). Our definition coincides with his in the case of compact Kéahler
manifolds
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COROLLARY 3. — Let X andY be two compact Kidhler manifolds. Let f : X —
Y be a dominant meromorphic map. Let T be a positive closed (1,1)-current
onY. Then f¥(T) is well-defined, and coincides with the usual definition.

Proof. — Since mx (6 ) is a proper analytic subvariety of X, it has codimension
> 1, thus we can apply Theorem 6. O]

The pullback of positive dd¢ closed (1,1) currents were defined by Alessan-
drini - Bassanel [1] and Dinh -Sibony [10] under several contexts. Our definition
coincides with theirs in the case of compact Kéhler manifolds

COROLLARY 4. — Let X andY be two compact Kidhler manifolds. Let f : X —
Y be a dominant meromorphic map. Let T be a positive dd®-closed (1,1)-current
onY. Then f¥(T) is well-defined, and coincides with the usual definition.

Proof. — Consider a desingulariztion f} and 7 : f‘\; — X and g : f} — Y as
in Theorem 4. Then it suffices to show that g*(T) is well-defined. This later
follows from the proof of Theorem 5.5 in [10]. O

For a map f : P¥ — P* Russakovskii and Shiffman [16] defined the pullback
of a linear subspace V of codimension p in P* for which 75 (V) N 't has
codimension > p in I'y. It can be easily seen that this is a special case of
Corollary 1. In the same paper, we also find a definition for pullback of a
measure having no mass on 7y (65). Our definition coincides with theirs

THEOREM 9. — Let X and Y be two compact Kdhler manifolds. Let f : X —
Y be a dominant meromorphic map. LetT' be a positive measure having no mass
on my (6y). Then f4(T) is well-defined, and coincides with the usual definition.
Moreover, if T has no mass on proper analytic subvarieties of Y, then f*(T)
has no mass on proper analytic subvarieties of X .

1.4. Applications. — We now discuss the problem of finding an invariant cur-
rent of a dominant meromorphic self-map f. Let f : X — X be a dominant
meromorphic selfmap of a compact Kahler manifold X of dimension k. De-
fine by r,(f) the spectral radius of f* : H?P(X) — HPP?(X). Then the p-th
dynamical degree of f is defined as follows:

6p(f) = lim (rp(F))/",

where f* = fo fo---o f is the n-th iteration of f. When p = dim(X) then
dp(f) is the topological degree of f.

The map f is called p-algebraic stable (see, for example [11]) if (f*)™ = (f™)*
as linear maps on HPP(X) for alln = 1,2,.... When this condition is satisfied,
it follows that 6,(f) = 7p(f), thus helps in determining the p-th dynamical
degree of f.
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There is also the related condition of p-analytic stable (see [11]) which re-
quires that

1) (f™)¥(T) is well-defined for any positive closed (p,p) current 7' and any
n > 1.

2) Moreover, (f™)¥(T) = (f*)*(T) for any positive closed (p,p) current T
and any n > 2.

Since HPP(X) is generated by classes of positive closed smooth (p, p) forms,
p-analytic stability implies p-algebraic stability. In fact, if 71 (& ¢) has codimen-
sion > p, then f is p-analytic stable iff it is p-algebraic stable and satisfies
condition 1) above so that (f#)"(«a) is positive closed for any positive closed
smooth (p,p) form and for any n > 1. Hence 1-algebraic stability is the same
as l-analytic stability.

For any map f then f is k-algebraic stable where k¥ =dimension of X. If f
is holomorphic then it is p-algebraic stable for any p. We have the following
result

LEMMA 3. — Let X be a compact Kahler manifold with a Kahler form wx
and f : X — X be a dominant meromorphic map. Assume that m1(Gy) has
codimension > p and f is p-analytic stable. Let 0 # 0 be an eigenvector with
respect to the eigenvalue A = r,(f) the spectral radius of the linear map f* :
HPP(X) — HPP(X). Assume moreover that ||(f™)*(w%)|| ~ A" as n — oo.
Then there is a closed (p,p) current T which is a difference of two positive
closed (p,p) currents satisfying {T} = 0 and f*(T) = A\T.

Since f is p-analytic stable, the condition on ||(f")*(w%)|| can be easily
checked by looking at the Jordan form for f* (see e.g., [14]). Variants of this
condition are also available. Lemma 3 generalizes the results for the standard
case p = 1 and for the case X = P* in Dinh and Sibony [11]. We suspect that
the pseudo-automorphism in [3] are 2-analytic stable, the latter may probably
be checked using the method of the proof of Lemma 10. If so, Lemma 3 can
be applied to these maps to produce invariant closed (2,2) currents. However,
these invariant currents may not be unique, since for the maps in [3] the first and
second dynamical degrees are the same. The map Jx in Section 4 has invariant
(2,2) current i;: — i;,; which is not positive. The relation between p-algebraic
and p-analytic stabilities to the problem of finding invariant currents will be
discussed more in Sections 5 and 6.

Let us continue with an application concerning invariant positive closed cur-
rents whose supports are contained in pluripolar sets.

COROLLARY 5. — Let fi : PPt — Pkt gnd f, : P*2 — P*2 be dominant ratio-
nal maps not 1-algebraic stable, of degrees di and do respectively. Then there
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is a monzero positive closed (2,2) current T on P** x P*2 with the following
properties:

1) f4(T) is well-defined and moreover f*(T) = dydoT, here f = f1 X fo.

2) The support of T is pluripolar.

The existence of Green currents 77 and T5 for f; and f; were proved by
Sibony [17] (see also [5]). The current T is in fact the product T} x To. Its
support is contained in a countable union of analytic varieties of codimension
2 in Pk x P*2, The subtlety in proving the Conclusion 1) of Corollary 5 lies in
the fact that for general choices of f; and f5 it is not clear that we can pullback
every positive closed (2, 2) currents, and even if we can do so, we may not have
the continuity on pullback like in the case of (1,1) currents.

COROLLARY 6. — Let X be a compact Kdhler manifold of dimension k, and
let f: X — X be a dominant meromorphic map. Assume that f has large topo-
logical degree, i.e., 0y (f) > 0p—1(f). Then f has an invariant positive measure

py dee., f(p) = 0k (fp-

The result of Corollary 6 belongs to Guedj [13]. Our proof here is slightly
different from his proof in that we don’t need to show that the measure p has
no mass on proper analytic subvarieties.

COROLLARY 7. — Let X be a compact Kdhler manifold, and let f : X — X
be a surjective holomorphic map. Let A be a real eigenvalue of f* : HPP(X) —
HP?(X), and let 0 # 0\ € HPP(X) be an eigenvector with eigenvalue . As-
sume moreover that |\| > 8,_1(f). Then there is a closed current T of order 2
with {T} = 0y so that f¥(T) is well-defined, and moreover f4(T) = AT.

Example 3: Let X = P2 x P2 x P2, and let f : X — X to be
flwi,we,w3) = (Pa(ws), Ps(w3), Pi(wy)) where Py, Py, Py : P2 — P? are sur-
jective holomorphic maps of degrees > 2, and not all of them are submersions
(For example, we can choose one of them to be Pzg : 21 : 29] = [28 : 2¢ : 24]
for some integer d > 2). Theorem 7 can be applied to find invariant currents

for f.
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The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we collect some
simple but helpful properties of positive currents. Then we consider the pull-
back operator in Section 3. In Section 4 we explore the properties of the map
Jx. We will also give results concerning the operator f° on positive closed
currents defined by Dinh-Nguyen [7] (see Proposition 1), and concerning the
regularization results of Dinh-Sibony [8] (see Proposition 2). In Section 5 we
consider invariant currents. We give examples of good approximation schemes
and discuss some open questions in the last section.

2. Some preliminary results

In this section, we collect some simple but useful facts about positive cur-
rents. All the results presented are well known, but we include the proofs for the
convenience of the readers. Through out this section, let Z be a compact Kahler
manifold of dimension k, with a Kéhler (1,1) form wy. Let my,m2: Z X Z — Z
be the projections, and let Az C Z X Z be the diagonal.

LEMMA 4. — Let T be a continuous real (p,p) form on Z. Then there exists a
constant A > 0 independent of T' so that

A||T||peewty £ T
are both strongly positive forms.
Proof. — Since Z is a compact Kéahler manifold, there is a finite covering of Z
by open sets U’s each of them is biholomorphic to a ball in C¥. Using a partition
of unity for this covering, we reduce the problem to the case where T is a

continuous real (p,p) form compactly supported in a ball in C*. Since T is a
real form, we can write

T= Z (fr,0dzr A dzg + f1,7dz1 Adzy),
[T|=|J|=p
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where fr ; are bounded continuous complex-valued functions. By Lemma 1.4
page 130 in [6], dz; AdZ; can be represented as a linear combination of strongly
positive forms with complex coefficients. Let us write

dzr Ndzy = Z Qr,7,iPis
137
where @ is a finite set independent of I and J, ¢; are fixed strongly positive
(p, p) forms, and ay, s, are complex numbers. Then

dzr Ndz; =Y 0173
S7

Hence T can be represented in the form

T= Z Z I1,7,:045

|1|=|J|=p icti

where fr 5, = ar,5if1,5 + ar,j:fr,; are bounded continuous real-valued func-
tions satisfying || fr,7i||L < A||T||L>~ for some constant A > 0 independent
of T'. Each of the forms ¢; can be bound by a multiplicity of w?, hence we can
find a constant A > 0 independent of T" so that A||T||p~w? £+ T are strongly
positive forms. O

LEMMA 5. — Let S be a strongly positive current on Z, and let T' be a contin-
uous positive (p,p) form. Then S AT is well-defined and is a positive current.

Similarly, if S is a positive current on Z, and T is a continuous strongly
positive (p,p) form then S AT is well-defined and is a positive current.

Proof. — Since S is a strongly positive current on Z, it is of order zero, hence
can be wedged with a continuous form. Thus S A T is well-defined. Now we
show that S AT is a positive current.

We can approximate T uniformly by smooth (p,p) forms T;,. Then use
Lemma 4, there is a constant A > 0 independent of n so that A||T—T,||L~w}+
(T — T,) are strongly positive. Since T is a positive form, this implies that
T, + A||T — T,||L~w?, are positive for all n. Since the current S acts contin-
uously on C° forms, and we chose T}, to converge uniformly to T, we have
that

SAT = lim SAT, = lim SA (T, + A||T — Tp||p=wh).
n—oo n—oo
Since S is strongly positive and T,, + A||T — T, || ~w}, are positive smooth
forms, S A (T,, + A||T — T,||p~w?) are positive currents. Thus S A T is the
weak limit of a sequence of positive currents, hence itself a positive current. [
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LEMMA 6. — Let T be a positive closed (p,p) current on Z. Then there is
a closed smooth (p,p) form 0 on Z so that {8} = {T} in cohomology, and
moreover

—A||T|lwh <0 < A||T||w.
Here A > 0 is independent of T.
Proof. — Let m,my : Z X Z — Z be the two projections, and let Az be

the diagonal of Z. Let A be a closed smooth form on Z x Z representing the
cohomology class of [Az]. If we define

0 = (m1)«(m3(T) A A),
it is a smooth (p, p) current on Z having the same cohomology class as T'. Since
Z is compact, so is Z x Z, and by Lemma 4 there is a constant A > 0 so that

A(mtwyz + miwz)¥™(Z) £ A are strongly positive forms. Since T is a positive
current, by Lemma 5 it follows that

6 = (m1).(m3(T) A A) < A(m)((nfwz + mw2) "™ A3(T)) = A||T||w-

Similarly, we have also 6 > —A||T||w. O

LEMMA 7. — Let T; be a sequence of DSHP(Z) currents converging in DSH
to a current T. Then for any continuous (k — p,k — p) form S we have

lim Tj/\sz/T/\s.
Z

J—o0 Jz

Proof. — By assumption, T; weakly converges to 1" in the sense of currents,

and moreover we can write 7} = Tj+ ~T; and T = T+ — T~ where TjjE

and T* are positive currents, whose norms are uniformly bounded. Since S
is a continuous form, we can find a sequence of smooth forms S,, uniformly
converging to S, i.e., we can choose S, smooth forms so that

1 sy 1 .
—— <S-8,< —wy, P
n(.dZ S S n(.dZ
Hence by Lemma 5, for any j and n
1 _ 1 _
T+ IT D+ [ Tases [ Tas < AT+ D+ [ T AS
zZ zZ zZ

Hence given a number n, letting j — oo, using the fact that T; — T, S, is
smooth, and ||T}||ps# is uniformly bounded

A A
——+/T/\SnSliminf/Tj/\SSIimsup/Tj/\SS—+/T/\Sn,
z VA z n Z

n j—oo j—oo
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where A > 0 is independent of n. Since T' is a difference of two positive currents,
it is a current of order zero, hence acting continuously on the space of continuous
forms equipped with the sup norm. Since S,, converges uniformly to S, we have

n—oo

lim T/\Snz/T/\S.
z z
Combining this and the previous inequalities, letting n — oo, we obtain
lim Tj/\S:/T/\S,
J—00 VA VA

as wanted. O

3. Pull-back of DS H currents
First, we show the good properties of the operator f*

Proof. — (Of Lemma 2) Let K,, = K, — K, be a good approximation scheme
by C? forms.

i) If T is a continuous form, then K (T) uniformly converges on Y. Hence
there are continuous forms 77,7~ and constants €, decreasing to 0, so that
T=T"-T" and —e,w} < KXT)-T* < enwy . Then

—enf"(wy) < fHEG(T)) = £(T7) < enf (o),
and thus f*(KI(T)) weakly converges to f*(T%). Therefore, f*(K;}(T) —
K (T)) weakly converges to f*(TF)— f*(T~) = f*(T). This shows that f#(T)
is well-defined and coincides with the usual definition.

ii) Follows easily from the definition.

iii) If T is DSH, the result follows from the definition and the fact that
support of K,,(T) converges to support of T'.

iv) First we show that if T' = T +ddT5 is closed, where T} is a (p, p) current
and Ty is a (p — 1,p — 1) current both of order 0, and f#(T) is well-defined,
then f¥(T) is closed.

From the assumption, it follows that 7} is closed. To show that f#(T) is
closed, it suffices to show that if « is a d-exact (dim(X) — p,dim(X) — p)
smooth form, then

/ ff(TYAa=0.
X
In fact, by definition

/Xfﬁ(T)Aaz lim [ Ty A K, (fi(@)) 4+ Ty A dd°K, (f.(a)).

n—oo Y

By the dd° lemma, there is a smooth form S so that o = dd°(8). Then by
the compatibility with differentials of good approximation schemes, we have
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K, (f«(a)) = K,(f«(dd°B)) = dd°K,,(f«(8)) is d-exact. Thus each of the two
integrals in the RHS of the above equality is 0, independent of n. Hence the
limit is 0 as well.

Now we show that {f#(T)} = f*{T}. Let 6 be a smooth closed form so that
{T} = {0}. Then there is a current R so that T'— 6 = dd°(R). If « is a closed
smooth form then

/X (T~ F @) ha= lim [ (T —6) AKo(fu(a)

n—oo Y

Y

n—oo

= lim [ RAKn(f.(dd°@)) =0,

n—oo Y

since dd®(a) = 0. This shows that {f*(T)} = {f*(0)}, and the latter is f*{T}
by definition. [

Proof of Theorem /. — Assume that g#(T) is well-defined with respect to num-
ber s in Definition 3. Let a be a smooth form on X and K, a good approx-
imation scheme by C**2? forms on Y. Then f,(a) = g.(7*a). Since 7*(a) is
smooth on 1"‘\; and ¢*(T) is well-defined, we have

lim | TAK,(fia)= lim | TAK,(g.7"c)

/F gHT) Ao = / m.g"(T) A a,

f X

as wanted. O
Now we give the proofs of Theorems 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9.

Proof of Theorem 5. — In this proof we use the value s = 0 in Definitions 2
and 3. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [10] using the
following observations:

i) Lemma 3.1 in [10] applies for C? forms 7,,. Hence Lemma 3.3 in [10]
applies to C? forms T,.

ii) Let us choose two difference good approximation schemes by C? forms
K, =K' - K; and H, = H;Y — H;. Then the sequences K, (T) + H_ (T)
and K, (T) + H,; (T) converges in DSH to a same positive current.

iii) Apply Lemma 3.3 in [10] to the sequences K" (T)+H,, (T) and K, (T)+
H(T), we conclude that in I'y — G, the sequences f*(K;(T)) + f*(H,, (T))
and f*(K, (T))+ f*(H,;} (T)) converges to a same current. Thus we have that
the sequences f*(K,I (T)— K, (T)) and f*(H, (T)—H,, (T)) converges in I'y —
G s to a same current. O
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Proof of Theorem 6. — We follow the proof of Proposition 5.2.4 in [11] with
some appropriate modifications. Let K, = K,;F — K7 be a good approximation
scheme by C? forms.

a) First we show that f#(T) is well-defined for any positive closed (p,p)
current 7T'.

Let 6 be a smooth closed (p,p) form so that {8} = {T'} in cohomology
classes. Since T = (T — ) + 6, by Lemma 2, to show that f#(T) is well-defined,
it is enough to show that f#(T — 6) is well-defined. By dd® lemma (see also
[9]), there is a DSH current R so that T — 8 = dd°(R). Hence to show that
YT — ) is well-defined, it is enough to show that f#(R) is well-defined.

We can write K,(R) = Ry, — Rz, where R, , are positive (p — 1,p — 1)
forms of class C?, and dd°(R; ) = Q;"n -, ,,, where an are positive closed
C? (p,p) forms. Moreover, ||R; || and ||an|| are uniformly bounded.

i) First we show that ||f*(R; »)|| are uniformly bounded. Theorem 5 implies
that f*(R;,) converges in X — mx (&) to a current. Since the codimension
of mx(€y) is > p, it is weakly p-pseudoconvex (see Lemma 5.2.2 in [11]).
Hence there exists a smooth (dim(X) —p, dim(X) —p) form © defined on X so
that dd°© > 2w§;m(X)_p+1 on mx(6y). We can choose a small neighborhood
V of mx(6¢) so that dd°© > w?éma%pﬂ on V. Since R;,, is a positive C?
form, f*(R;,,) is well defined and is a positive current. Since f*(R; ;) converges
in X —7mx (6 ) to a current, it follows that || f*(R; »)||x—v is bounded. Because

||f zn)HX_Hf zn)||X—V+||f*(Rl,n)||Va

to show that ||f*(R;.)||x is bounded, it is enough to estimate ||f*(R;.)||v-
We have

17 (Ri)lly = /V F(Rin) A wlimOO=pet /V F*(Rin) A dd°(©)

= / f*(Rin) Ndd°(©) — / f*(Rin) N\ dd°(©).
X X-V
The term

| [T (Rin) A dd®(©)]

X-V

can be bound by ||f*(Rin)||x-v, and thus is bounded. We estimate the other
term: Since X is compact

|/f o) A dd°(O |—|/dd"’ Rin) A O] = |/f dd°R; ) A O]

:|/ f*(Qan—Q;n)/\@L
X
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Since an are positive closed C? forms, f* (inn) are well-defined and are pos-

itive closed currents. Choose a constant A > 0 so that Awgl;m(X)_p + © are
strictly positive forms, we have

[ et -as)ne
X
<|[ reronel+l [ r@)nel
X X
<A / FOQE) Awg™ 0P 4 4 / A Awy™ 0P
X X

Since an are positive closed currents with uniformly bounded norms, the last
integrals are uniformly bounded as well.

ii) From i) we see that for any good approximation scheme by C? forms K,
the sequence f*(Ryn)— f*(R2,n) has a convergent sequence. We now show that
the limit is unique, hence complete the proof of Theorem 6. So let 7 be the
limit of the sequence f*(R1,,)— f*(R2.,). Such a 7 is a DSHP~! current by the
consideration in i). Let H,, = H," — H, be another good approximation scheme
by C? forms, and let 7/ be the corresponding limit, which is in DSH?~!. We
want to show that 7 = 7. or equivalently, to show that 7 — 7/ = 0.

By Theorem 5, 7 — 7" = 0 in X — 7nx(%). Hence support of 7 — 7/ is
contained in mx(G). Since 7 — 7’ is in DSHP™!, it is a C-flat (p — 1,p — 1)
current (see Bassanelli [2]). Because the codimension of mx(6y) is > p, it
follows by Federer-type support theorem for C-flat currents (see Theorem 1.13
in [2]) that 7 — 7’ = 0 identically.

b) Finally, we show that if T} are positive closed (p,p) currents converging
in DSH to T then f*(T;) weakly converges to f#(T).

We let 1,72 : Y XY — Y be the projections, and let Ay be the diagonal. As
in the proof of Lemma 6, we choose A to be a smooth closed (dim(Y), dim(Y))
on Y having the same cohomology class with [Ay]. We write A = AT — A~
where A% are strongly positive smooth closed (dim(Y),dim(Y)) forms. If we
define ¢7 = (m1).(m3(Ty) A A%) and ¢F = (my).(m3(T) A A%), then {T}} =
{(;5;-" — ¢; } and {T} = {¢* — ¢~ }. Moreover, qﬁji are positive closed smooth
forms converging uniformly to ¢*. Hence f* ((Z)Ji) weakly converges to f*(¢%).
Thus to show that f#(T}) weakly converges to f*(T'), it is enough to show that
4T} — ¢;) weakly converges to f¥(T — ¢), where we define ¢, = ¢j —¢; and
p=9¢" —9¢".

By Proposition 2.1 in [9], there are positive (p — 1,p — 1) currents Rji and
R* so that T — ¢; = ddC(R;' - R;), T — ¢ = dd°(R" — R™). Moreover, we
can choose these in such a way that R;-t converges in DSH to R*. From the
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proof of a), f* is well-defined on the set of DSHP~! currents. Thus to prove b)
we need to show only that fﬁ(R;-t) weakly converges to f#(R¥).

By Theorem 5, on X — 7x (%) the currents fﬂ(R;t) and f(R*) are the
same as the currents f"(R;t) and f°(R¥T) defined in [10]. Hence by the results
in [10], it follows that fﬂ(R]j-E) weakly converges in X — mx(6}) to fH(RF).
Thus as in the proof of a), to show that fﬁ(R]i) weakly converges to f*(RT),
it suffices to show that || f*(R;)||psy is uniformly bounded.

The current f#(R;) is the limit of f*(K,(R;)). As in a), we write K,,(R;) =
Rf — R;, where R, are positive DSHP~(Y) forms of class C2. Moreover,
by Theorem 13, there is a constant A > 0 independent of j and n so that
||R;-Ifn||DSH < A||R;t||DSH. It can be seen from the proof of a) that f*(R;) is a
DSHP~! current. Moreover || f*(dd°R;)||psm, which can be bound using inter-
sections of cohomology classes, is < A||R;||psm, where A > 0 is independent
of j.

We choose an open neighborhood V of 7x (%) and a form & as in the proof
of a). Then we can see from a) that

I (R)psu < AlF (R x—v,psu + Al|f*(dd°R;)||psw,

where A > 0 is a constant independent of j, and ||f*(R;)||x—v,psy means
the DSH norm of f¥(R;) computed on the set X — V. From the results in
[10], | f*(R;)||x-v.psm is uniformly bounded. The term ||f*(dd°R;)||psy was
shown above to be uniformly bounded as well. Thus ||f*(R;)||ps# is uniformly
bounded as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 7. — Let 6 be a closed smooth form on Y having the same
cohomology class as T'. Since T is continuous on U = X — A, there are DSHP~!
currents RT so that T — 6 = dd°(R*) — dd°(R™~), where R* |y are continuous
(see Proposition 2.1 in [9]). As in the proof of the Theorem 6, we will show
that f#(R*) are well-defined. Since f~1(A4) N7x(€) C V, where V is of
codimension > p, it is enough as before to show that f*(K:(R*)) have bounded
masses outside a small neighborhood of f~(A)N7x (%¢). First, by the proof of
Theorem 6, f*(KF(R*)) have bounded masses outside a small neighborhood
of x (& ). Hence it remains to show that f*(KF(R*)) have bounded masses
outside a small neighborhood of f~1(A).

Let B be a small neighborhood of f~1(A). Then there is a cutoff function x
for A, so that f~1(supp(x)) C B. We write

£ (RF)) = (kG (RT) + £5((1 = x) Ky (RT)).

The first current has support in B, and hence has no contribution for the
mass of f*(KF(R¥)) outside B. By properties of good approximation schemes
by C? forms, (1 — x) K (R*) uniformly converges to a continuous form on Y,
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and hence f*((1 — x)K*(R*)) has uniformly bounded masses on X, which is
what wanted to prove.

To complete the proof, we need to show the continuity stated in the theorem.
This continuity can be proved using the arguments from the first part of the
proof, and from part b) of the proof of Theorem 6 and the proof of Proposition 3.

O

Proof of Theorem 8. — By assumption and Corollary 1, if V is an analytic
variety of codimension p contained in E(T'), then f#[V] is well-defined with the
number s = 0 in Definition 3. Hence the currents

Wy =Y (V)]
j=1

can be pulled back with the same number s = 0 in Definition 3, here N is a
positive integer. Since 0 < } 7 A; [V;] — Wn = Sy where Sy — 0 as N — oo,
by Theorem 12 it follows that f(3°; \;[V;]) = 3°; A; f#[V;] is well-defined. [

Proof of Theorem 9. — Let T be a positive measure on Y having no mass
on my(6y). Let K, be a good approximation scheme by C? forms. Then we
will show that as n converges to oo, any limit point of [I's] Amj, (K, (T')) has no
mass on Gy. Thus lim,, oo [['s] A 73 (K, (T)) = (my|r,;)*(T) where the RHS is
defined in [10]. Then f¥(T) is well-defined, and moreover equals to the current
f°(T) defined in [10], thus satisfies all the conclusions of Theorem 9.

Now we proceed to prove that any limit point 7 of [I'f] A7} (K, (T')) has no
mass on Gy. This is equivalent to showing that for a smooth (dim(X), dim(X))
form oo on X x Y, and for a sequence 6; of smooth functions on X x Y having
the properties: 0 < 6; <1, §; = 1 on a neighborhood of ¢, and support of 6,
converges to G then:

lim lim Oja A [Lf] A7y (K (T)) = 0.

J—00 N—00 XxY
By properties of good approximation schemes by C? forms, we can write the
above equality as

(3.1) lim lim TAK,((ry)«(6;a A [Ty])) =0.

IO JX XY
Writing « as the difference of two positive smooth forms, we may assume that
o is positive. Now o is a positive smooth form, since 0 < 8; < 1 for all j, we
can bound the function (my ). (6;a A [I'f]) by a multiplicity of (ﬂy)*(w;l(i:?}(/x) A
[I't]) independently of j. The later is a constant, thus (my).«(6;a A [['y]) is
a positive bounded function. Then K, ((my)«(fja A [I'y])) are C? functions

uniformly bounded w.r.t. j and n. Moreover, the support of K, ((my)«(6;a A
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[['s])) converges to my (6 ) as j — 0o, independent of n. Because T has no mass
on 7y (6¢), we can then apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to
obtain (3.1). O

4. The map Jx

Through out this section, let X be the blowup of P? along 4 points ey = [1 :
0:0:0,,e3=[0:1:0:0],e=[0:0:1:0],e3=[0:0:0:1); J:P> -P3is
the Cremona map J[zg : 21 : ©2 : 23] = [1/z0 : 1/x1 : 1/22 : 1/x3], and let Jx
be the lifting of J to X. For 0 < i # j < 3, %, ; is the line in P? consisting of
points [zg : x1 : ®2 : x3] where z; = 2; = 0, and i: is the strict transform
of ¥; ; in X.

Let Ey, E1, Es, E3 be the corresponding exceptional divisors of the blowup
X — P3, and let Lo, Ly, Lo, L3 be any lines in Eq, E1, Es, E5 correspondingly.
Let H be a generic hyperplane in P2, and let H? be a generic line in P2. Then
H,Ey, Ey, Ey, E3 are a basis for HV1(X), and H?, Lo, L1, Ly, L3 are a basis
for H?>2(X). Intersection products in complementary dimensions are (see for
Example Chapter 4 in [12]):

HH?=1, HLy=0, HL =0, HLy, =0, H.L3 =0,

Ey.H?>=0, Ey.Lo=—1, Ey.L1 =0, Ey.Ly =0, Ey.L3 =0,
E|.H?=0, E;.Ly =0, E;.L; = -1, E,.Ly, =0, E;.L3 =0,
Ey.H?>=0, E3. Ly =0, Ey.L1 =0, Ey.Ly = —1, E1.L3 =0,
FE3.H?> =0, FE3.Lo =0, F3.L1 =0, F3.Ly =0, E3.L3 = —1.

The map J% : HY1(X) — HY'(X) is not hard to compute (see for example
the computations in Example 2.5 in [14]):

J%(H) = 3H — 2By — 2B, — 2E, — 2E;,
Jx(Ey) = H— E, — By — E3,
Jx(E1) = H - Ey— E; — E3,
Jx(E2) = H — Eg — E1 — Ej,
Jx(E3) = H — Eog — E1 — E»

If z € HY1(X) and y € H*?(X), since J% =the identity map on X, we have
the duality (Jxy).z = y.(J%xz). Thus from the above data, we can write down
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the map J% : H>%(X) — H*%(X):
J%(H*) =3H? — Lo — Ly, — Ly — L,
Jx(Lo) = 2H® — Ly — Ly — Ls,
Jx(L1) = 2H? — Lo — Ly — Ls,
J% (L) = 2H? — Ly — Ly — Ls,
J%(L3) = 2H? — Ly — Ly — Ly.
Now we are ready to prove Corollary 2.
Proof of Corollary 2. — The restriction Jx : X — UZ’); - X — UET:J is a

biholomorphic map, as can be seen by using local coordinate projections for
the blowup 7 near the exceptional divisors FE;’s. Moreover it can be shown

that Jx(i/j) = X3_;3—;, and every point on i:; blows up to ¥3_; 3_;. Hence
m (€, ) = UZi,. Therefore the map Jx satisfies Theorem 6 for p = 2. Thus
if T is a positive closed (2,2) current on X then Jg( (T') is well-defined. For an
alternative proof of this fact, see Lemma & below.

It remains to show that ch[iail] — —[223]. Since J)_(l(iz):) = Y3, by
Theorem 7 there is a number A so that J§( [i\)—;] = A[i;;,] To determine A, we
need to know J}‘({i(\;} We have {EB:} = {H? — Ly — L3}, hence from the
above data we have

Ti{Zo1} = Jx{H?} — Ji{Lo} — Ji{Ls} = {~H? + Lo + L} = —{S23},
thus A = —1, and J% [S04] = —[S2.1). O

The following result gives an alternative proof to the conclusions of Corol-
lary 2. In its proof we will make use of the space Y defined in the statement
of Proposition 1 below. Here 7 : Y — X is the blowup of X along all subman-
ifolds i]:_; (1 <4< j <3). Then the lifting map Jy of J to Y is an involutive
automorphism. Moreover, if we let .S; ; denote the exceptional divisor of Y over

Ei,j, then JY(So,l) = 52,37 JY(SO,2) = 51,3, and JY(SO,B) = 51,2-

LEMMA 8. — Let T,F and T, be positive closed smooth (2,2) forms on X, so
that

D) |TE, IT || are uniformly bounded,

and

if) 7,7 — 77 = [Zoa].
Then Jx (T —Ty) = —[Za).
As a consequence, if we replace [ig:] in 1) and i) above by any positive

closed (2,2) current T then J% (T} — T, ) converges to Jg( (T).

n
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Proof. — Let 7;f = n*(T,}) and 7,; = 7*(T,;), which are positive closed cur-
rents on Y. By assumption i), ||7,7|| and ||,;|| are uniformly bounded. Thus
we may assume that 77 — 7% and 7, — 77, where 77 and 7~ are positive
closed currents on Y.

Since Jy is a biholomorphic map, we can pull-back any current on Y by Jy.

It is not hard to see that
Ix(T)) = m(Jy 7)),
Ix(T,) = m(Jymy ).
Hence
T (T = T;) = m(Jy (77 = 77)).

We need to show that the latter current is —[f;] To this end, it suffices
to show that support of . (J5 (7" —77)) is in X9 3. In fact, then we will have

m(Jy(rt —77)) = /\[5:3], and the computation on cohomology shows that
A=-1.

It is not hard to see that support of 7% — 7~ is contained in the union
of S;;'s (1 <i<j<3) Letr;=r1"|s,, —7 |g, with support in S;; so
that 7= 3", i jcs Tij- In H*2(Y) we have:

T {Son} = {rt =77} =D {ms),

i,J

here w*{ig,/l} can be represented by currents with support in Sy ;. Moreover,
by considering the push-forwards . (7,7 —7,, ), it follows that 7, (7; ;) = 0 where
(i,7) # (0,1). It can be checked that each fiber S, ; is a product S; ; ~ P! x P!,
hence by Kuneth’s theorem H?2(S; ;) is generated by a "horizontal curve" a; ;
and a "vertical curve" (or fiber) §; ;. Here the properties of "horizontal curve"
and "vertical curve" that we use are that m.(a, ;) = iu and m,(06; ;) = 0.
Hence there are numbers a; ; and b; ; so that the cohomology class of 7; ; —
a; ;o i — b; ;3 ; is zero. For (4, 5) # (0,1), since m,(7; ;) = 0, it follows that
aij{%ij} = medasjai; +0ijBi} = medTi ) = {m(7iy)} = 0.

Hence a; ; = 0 for (4,5) # (0,1).

Note that a non-zero (2,2)-cohomology class in H?2(Y') represented by cur-

rents with supports in Sy 1 can not be represented by a linear combinations of
"vertical curves" with support in (J(; jy(0,1) Si,j: Assume that

{aopao1 +bo1fos+ D, biiBijt=0
(4,5)#(0,1)
in H>2(Y'). Push-forward by the map 7 implies that aO,l{iO,l} =0in H?>?(X),
and hence ap; = 0. Thus {3 b;;3;,;} = 0 in H>*(Y). Use the fact that
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{Si,; }{Bk,} = —1if (k,1) = (4, 7), and = 0 otherwise (see for Example Chapter
4 in [12]), we imply that b; ; = 0 for all (¢, 5) as claimed.

Hence it follows that {r; ;} =0 in H?2(Y) for (4,7) # (0,1).

We have

m (S (T —17)) = Zm(ﬁn,j),

where support of 7, (Jy 7; ;) is contained in m Here we use the convention
that fl;/l = fl?; if k > 1. Since m,(Jy7; ;) is a normal (2,2) current, it follows
from the structure theorem for normal currents that there is A; ; € R so that
T (JE7i5) = Nij[Ss_is—j]- If (i,5) # (0,1) then {r;;} = 0 in H>%(Y), thus
{me(J37i )} =0 in H%%(X), which implies \; ; = 0 for such (4,)’s. Hence

m (5 (7 77)) = m (7o)

has support in i]—;), as wanted. O]

PRrOPOSITION 1. — Let X be the space constructed in Corollary 2. Let 7 :
Y — X be the blowup of X along all submanifolds f):/] (1<i<j<3). Then
there is a positive closed (2,2)-current T on X with L' coefficients so that:
in H>2(Y),

{m°(T)} # =*{T}.
Here the operator ©° is defined in Dinh and Nguyen [7]. In this case, in fact
w°(T) is also the operator defined in Dinh and Sibony [10].

Proof. — We assume in order to reach a contradiction that for any posi-
tive closed (2,2) current 7' on X with L!-coefficients then {x°(T)} = 7*{T}
in H22(Y).

By regularization theorem of Dinh and Sibony, there is a sequence T)&
and T~ of positive closed (2,2) currents with L!-coefficients such that ||T.F||

are uniformly bounded and T} — T~ + [f);/l] By the assumption we have
{m°(TH)} = n*{T;F} for any n, and {r°(T~)} = #*{T~}. Now for the maps
Jx and Jy considered above, it is not hard to see that J§ = m,.Jy7°. Thus,
we also have {J%(T;)} = J5{T } and {J(T7)} = J{T"}.

Let 77 be a cluster point of J%(T,7). Then it is easy to see that

T2 I (T + [Soa]) = I (T7) + T5(Bo) = J%(T7).
But then this contradicts the fact that in H??2(X):

{r%} = lim {JX(T))} = lim J3{(T;)}
= T AT} + Jx {01} = {J%(T7)} = {[S2.]},

TOME 141 — 2013 — N° 4



PULL-BACK OF CURRENTS BY MEROMORPHIC MAPS 541

here we used the assumption that J%{(T.)} = {J%(T.))} and J{(T7)} =
{J%(T7)}. O

PROPOSITION 2. — Let X be the space constructed in Corollary 2. There is
no sequence T,.F and T~ of positive closed smooth (2,2) forms on X such that

i) ||T.F|| are uniformly bounded

i) T =T = [Soa).

REMARK 2. — In Ezample 6.3 of the paper [4] of Bost, Gillet, and Soule, a
related result was given.

Proof. — Use the same argument as that in the proof of Proposition 1, but
now use that if 7 are positive closed smooth forms then J% (T.F) = J%(T),
and hence {J$(TF)} = J4L{T+}. O

5. Invariant currents

Throughout this section, we let X be a compact Kdhler manifold of dimen-
sion k, and let f: X — X be a dominant meromorphic map.

We introduce in the below a condition, called dd°-p stability. This condition
seems to be natural for the problem of finding invariant (p,p) currents for a
self-map f (see the discussions and the results after the definition).

DEFINITION 10. — We say that f satisfies the dd°-p stability condition if

the following holds: For any smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form « and for any n,
FH(f™)*ddea) is well-defined, and moreover f*((f")*dd°a) = (f**+1)*(dd°a).

In general, condition of dd®-p stability has no relation with condition of p-al-
gebraic stability. On the one hand, the dd°-p stability condition requires no con-
straints on the action of f* on HP?(X), because the cohomology class of dd®(«)
is zero. On the other hand, it asks for the possibility of iterated pull-back dd¢(«)
by f. Any map f is dd°-1 stable, whether being or not 1-algebraic stable. If
f is p-analytic stable then f is dd®-p stable. Using the method in Step 1 of
the proof of Lemma 10, it can be shown that the linear pseudo-automorphisms
in [3] are dd°-2 stable. We suspect that these pseudo-automorphisms are also
2-analytic stable even though it seems not be easily checked.

We first introduce an abstract result on invariant (p,p) currents.
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THEOREM 11. — Assume that f : X — X satisfies the dd°-p condition. Let A
be a real eigenvalue of f* : HPP(X) — HPP(X), and let 0 # 6, € HPP(X)
be an eigenvector with eigenvalue A. Assume moreover that || > 6,—1(f) and
let s > 2 be an integer. Then any of the following statements is equivalent to
each other:

1) There is a closed (p,p) current T of order s with {T} = 0y so that f*(T)
is well-defined, and moreover f*(T) = A\T.

2) There are a smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form « and a closed (p,p) current T
of order s with {T} = 0 so that f{(T) is well-defined, and moreover fH(T) =
AT + Add®(a).

3) For any smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form «, there is a closed (p,p) current T
of order s with {T} = 0 so that f4(T) is well-defined, and moreover fH(T) =
AT + Add°(a).

4) There is a closed (p,p) current T of order s with {T} = 0y so that f*(T)
is well-defined, and moreover f*(T) — AT is a smooth form.

Note that for the current 7' in Theorem 11, we do not know whether (f™)*(T)
(for n > 2) is well-defined or not. The proof of Theorem 11 makes use of the
following result, which is interesting in itself.

THEOREM 12. — Let T; and T be (p,p) currents of order so. Assume that
—8; KT —T; <8; for any j, where S; are positive closed (p,p) currents with
15,1/ = 0 as j — oo,

1) If fH(T}) is well-defined for any j with the same number s in Definition 3,
then f4(T) is well-defined. Moreover f*(T;) weakly converges to f#(T).

2) If f4(dd°T;) is well-defined for any j with the same number s in Defi-
nition 3, then f*(dd°T) is well-defined. Moreover f*(dd°T;) weakly converges
to f¥(dd°T).

Note that when p = 0, a closed (0,0) current on X is a constant, hence the
S; in Theorem 12 are positive constants converging to zero.

Proof of Theorem 12. — i) Let K, = K} — K, be a good approximation
scheme by C**2 forms. Let a be a strongly positive smooth (k — p, k — p) form
on X. then f.(a) is a strongly positive form. Therefore K* f.(a) are strongly
positive forms of class C2. Since —-8; <T; =T < S;, by Lemma 5 we obtain

[ siarir@s [ -T AR @ < [ 80 KE@)
X X X
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From Lemma 4, there is a constant A > 0 independent of a so that
A||a||Loow’;(_p + o are strongly positive forms. Then A||a||pe f« (w’;{p) + fu(@)
are strongly positive forms on X. Hence we have

[ sinKE L@ < Allallzs [ 8 AKELGED).
X b'e
The latter integral can be computed cohomologously, hence can be bound as
k— k—
Allal|Le~ /XSj NEG fo(wx ") < Allal|ne 1851 x |1 K5 fx(wx )|

< Alla|ze=[I8;1] % [|f(@x P)II-

The latter inequality comes from Theorem 13. Hence,
(5.1) — Allaf[Le[S5]] < /X(Tj —T) AK fu(a) < Allaf|z=||S)]]-

Since f#(T}) are well-defined for all j, if we take limit as n — oo in (5.1), we
get

—A||a||Lw||sj||g/ fﬁ(Tj)Aa—hmsup/ T A Ky fu()
X X

S/ fﬁ(T])/\a—hmlnf/ T/\an*(a)
x n—oo X
< Alla]|p=]S]]-

Since ||S;]| — 0, taking limit as j — oo shows that

L(a) := lim TAK,fo(a)

n—oo X

exists, and moreover it satisfies
(5.2) = Allaf|z= S]] < / FHUT) A a— L(a) < Allal|L<]S;l],
X

for all j, and all strongly positive smooth (dim(X) — p,dim(X) — p) form a.
Since any smooth (dim(X) — p,dim(X) — p) form « is the difference of two
strongly positive smooth (dim(X) — p,dim(X) — p) forms a; and as whose
L% norms are uniformly bounded (up to a multiplicative constant) by ||||pe
by Lemma 4, it follows that (5.2) holds for any smooth form «. From this,
it follows easily that the assignment o — L(«) is a well-defined functional
on smooth forms a. Now we show that it is a current on X. For this end, it
suffices to show that if a,, are smooth forms so that ||ay||cs — 0 for any fixed
s > 0 then L(ay,) — 0. This follows easily from (5.2) by first taking limit when
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n — oo and then taking limit when j — oo, using the assumptions that f*(T})
are currents, hence

lim AT Aan =0,
n—oo X

for any j.

ii) The proof is similar to the proof of i), with a small change: The estimate
(5.1) is modified to

—AllddcalleIISjIIS/(Tj—T)AKff*(ddca)SAIIddcalleHSjll- 0
X

The proof of Theorem 11 also uses the following result:

LEMMA 9. — Assume that f satisfies the dd°-p stability condition. Let \ be
a positive real number. If |A| > d,_1(f), then for any smooth (p — 1,p — 1)
form a, there is a current R, of order 0, so that f*(dd°Ry) is well-defined, and
moreover

fH(dd°Ry) — Mdd°R,, = AddCo.

Proof. — Define f = —a, and consider
()0
Bo=d i
J:

Since § is a smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form, there is a constant A > 0 so that
—AWYTT < B < AWBT! Tt follows that

< ()»)
R-3 U0
§=0
is a well-defined current which is a difference of two positive currents, hence of
order 0. Moreover —S,, < R, — R < S,,, where

o= ()R
j=n-+1

The S,, are well-defined positive closed (p — 1,p — 1) currents, because it is
well-known (see for Example Chapter 2 in [14]) that

Jim |(F)" (Wi DI = 651 (),

and the latter is < |A| by assumption. The above inequality also shows that
|Sx|| — 0 as n — oo. The dd°-p stability condition shows that f*(dd°R,)
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is well-defined for any n, and moreover f#(dd°R,) — Add°R,;1 = —\dd°3 =
Add°a. Applying Theorem 12, using that R,, weakly converges to R, we have

fH(dd°Ry) — Mdd°Ry = AddCa. O

Proof of Theorem 11. — All of the equivalences follow easily from Lemma 9.

1) = 3): Let Ty be a closed (p,p) current of order s with {Tp} = 6, so that
fH(Ty) is well-defined, and f*(Tp) — ATy = 0. For any smooth (p—1,p—1) form
aon X, let R, be the current constructed in Lemma 9. Then T' = T+ dd®(R,)
is a closed (p, p) current of order s with {T'} = 6 so that f#(T) is well-defined,
and f¥(T) — AT = dd°(R,)-

3) = 2: Obviously.

2) = 1): Let o be a smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form, and let Ty be a closed
(p,p) current of order s with {Tp} = 6y so that f#(Tp) is well-defined, and
fH(To) — T = dd°(ap). Let Ry, be the current constructed in Lemma 9. Then
T =Ty — dd°(R,,) is a closed (p,p) current of order s with {T'} = 6, so that
fH(T) is well-defined, and f*(T) — AT = 0.

Finally, that 2) and 4) are equivalent follows from the dd® lemma, since the
current f¥(T) — AT is a smooth form cohomologous to 0. O

Now we give the proofs of Lemma 3 and Corollaries 5, 6 and 7.

Proof of Lemma 3. — Since m1(&y) has codimension > p, it follows from The-
orem 6 any positive closed (p,p) current can be pulled back, and the pullback
operator is continuous with respect to the weak topology on positive closed
(p,p) currents. We can represent 6 by a difference @ = at — o~ of two pos-
itive closed smooth (p,p) forms a*. Since f is p-analytic stable, it follows
that (f")*(a®) = (f#)"(a®) are positive closed (p,p) currents for any n > 1.
Moreover there is a constant C; > 0 so that ||(f¥)*(a®)|| = [|(f™)*(aF)|| <
Cirp(f)™ = C1 A" (see e.g [14]). We follow the standard construction of an
invariant current under these assumptions (see [17] and [5]). Consider the cur-
rents Ty = TX} — Ty, where

1 (19 (a*)
=Ny
=0

Then Tﬁ are positive closed (p,p) currents with uniformly bounded masses,
thus after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that they converge to T'F.
We define T = T+ —T~. Since {Tny } = {a} for any N, we also have {T'} = {a}.
Since fH(T%) — AT converges to 0, it follows that f#(T) = AT. O
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Proof of Corollary 5. — Let Ty and T be the Green (1,1) currents for the
maps f1 and fo as constructed in Sibony [17], respectively. Then we can write

T, =) NalVil
i

for i = 1,2, where );; > 0 and Vj;; are irreducible hypersurfaces in Pki . More-
over f*(T1) = diTy and f*(Tz) = doT3. We choose T' = T} x Ts. Consider the
finite summands

N
Sni =D XalVial-
j=0

Then f~1(Sy1XSNn2) = ffl(SN,l) Xf;l(SN’Q) has codimension 2 in P*1 xPk2,
thus f* (Sn,1 % Sn,2) are well-defined by Corollary 1. Since Ty X To — Sy 1 X Sn 2
are positive closed currents decreasing to 0, it follows by Theorem 12 that
fH(Ty x T) is well-defined and moreover

AT x Ty) = Jim 4 (Sn1 % Sn2)-

It remains to show that f(Ty x Ty) = didoTy x Tp. To this end, first we
show that f#(Sn1 x Sn2) = ff(Sn,1) X f5(Sn,2) for any N. By the results in
[11] (see also the last section), there are positive closed (1,1) currents W; 1
on P* and W; N2 on P*2 with uniformly bounded norms so that Sy =
limj_ oo Wi N1 and Sy = limj_,o Wj n,2. Moreover, we can choose these
approximations in such a way that support of Wj n,1 converges to Sy 1 and
support of W; n o converges to Sy 2. Then lim;_ oo Wi N1 X W N2 = Sy X
Sn,2, and W; n1 X Wj n,2 has uniformly bounded mass and locally uniformly
converges to 0 on Pk x Pk2 — SN x Sn,2. Hence we can apply Theorem 7 to
obtain that

FH(Sna % Sn2) = Jim f (Wi x Win2) = lim fi(Wina) < f5(Wjnz2)
= f1(Sn1) X f5 (9N ,2)-

Having this, it follows from the continuity of pullback on positive closed (1,1)
currents and the definitions of T7 and 75 that

FTy x Tp) = Tim fH(Sny x Sn2) = lim fi(Sn1) x f5(Sn2)
= f*(T1) x f*(Tz) = didoT1 x To. O
Proof of Corollary 6. — It is well-known that for any smooth (k,k) form 6
then (f™)%(6) = (f¥)"(0) (see for example [13]). Hence f satisfies dd°-k stability
condition. As in [13], we can find a smooth probability measure 6 so that f*(0)

is again a smooth probability measure. Hence f*(0) — 65 (f)0 = dd°(p), where
¢ is a smooth (p — 1,p — 1) form. Hence we can apply Theorem 11. O
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Proof of Corollary 7. — Let 6 be a smooth form then f*(6) is again a smooth
form since f is holomorphic. Then we can use the same arguments as that in
the proof of Corollary 6. O

6. Examples of good approximation schemes, and open questions

We give some examples of good approximation schemes in Definition 1 in
the first two subsections, and then discuss some open problems in the last
subsection.

6.1. The case of general Kihler manifolds. — Let Z be a compact Kéhler man-
ifold of dimension k. Let my,ms : Z X Z — Z be the two projections, and
let Az C Z x Z be the diagonal. Our construction of examples use the follow-
ing regularization theorem of DSH currents in [8].

THEOREM 13. — There is a sequence of strongly positive closed (k,k) forms
K on Z x Z of L' coefficients with the following properties:

i) K — K7 — [Az], and ||KE|| are uniformly bounded. The singularities
of KX are the same as that of the Bochner-Martinelli kernel.

ii) Support of K, — K, converges to Az. By this we mean, for any open
neighborhood U of Az, there exists ng so that if n > ng then support of KX — K~
is contained in U.

iii) If T is a DSH? current then (K} — K;J) A 75(T) — [Az] A m3(T).
Moreover, if T; converges to T in DSHP(Z), then for a given number n:
()= (KE A m3(T3)) = (m)o(KE A m5(T)) when j — oc.

Define KX (T) = (m1). (KX Am3(T)), and K,(T) = K} (T) — K (T). Then
K,.(T) = T in DSH?(Z) as n — co. Moreover, ||KX(T)||psu < A||T||ps#,
where A > 0 is independent of T and n.

iv) For any s > 0, there exists a number ly = ly(s) so that K,, o K, , o
cov 0 Ky, (T) is a C® form for any l > ly, any integers ny,na,...,n;, and any
DSH? current T'.

v) If T is a continuous form then K, (T') converges uniformly to T.

Proof. — The definition of K is given in Section 3 in [8], and we will recall
the construction later in this subsection. All of the references below are from
the same paper

i) is given in Lemma 3.1.

ii) is given in Remark 4.5.

iii) is given in Theorems 1.1 and 4.4.

iv) is given in Lemma 2.1.

v) is given in Proposition 4.6. O
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Let us mention some notations used later on.

REMARK 3. — We use the following notations:

For integers mq,...,n; and a DSHP current or continuous (p,p) form T
onY, we define Kp, n, .0, (T) =Ky, 0Ky, ,0---0Ky, (T). For simplicity,
we write (1) instead of (ny,...,m), and Ky (T) instead of Ky, . n, (T).

We write
lim Tty =T
(n1,n2,...,m)—00
if for any sequence (ny)g, ..., (n;)r — 0o we have

klggo T("l)k,»--v("l)k =T

For simplicity we use

limTyy =T
g})ﬂ O]

for such a limit.

Example 4: By Theorem 14 below, if T' is a DSH current then

for any [ > 0.
The following consequence of Theorem 13 will be used to approximate
DSHP(Y) currents by C? forms in a linear way

THEOREM 14. — i) If T1 is a DSHP(Z) current and Ty is a continuous
(dim(Z) — p,dim(Z) — p) form on Z then

/Kf(Tl)/\TF/TI/\Kf(TQ).
Z A

ii) For any integer I and any DSHP(YZ current T, K )(T) converges
in DSHP?(Z) to T. Here the convergence is understood in the sense of Re-
mark 3.

Proof of Theorem 1. — i) By Theorem 13, the LHS of the equality we want to
prove is continuous for the DSH convergence w.r.t. T;. By Lemma 7, the RHS of
the equality is also continuous for the DSH convergence w.r.t. 7;. Hence using
the approximation theorem for DSH currents of Dinh and Sibony, it suffices to
prove the equality when 77 is a smooth form, in which case it is easy to be
verified.

ii) Note that since || A ;y(T)||psa < A'||T||psa by Theorem 13, to prove ii)
it suffices to show that K (;)(T") converges weakly to T in the sense of currents.

We prove by induction on . If [ = 1, ii) is the content of Theorem 13. To
illustrate the idea of the proof, we show for example how to prove ii) for the
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case | = 2 when knowing ii) for [ = 1. Hence we need to show that: For a
smooth (dim(Z) — p,dim(Z) — p) form «

lim Kn20Kn1( )/\a:/T/\a.
(2) z

Since « is smooth, by i) we have

lim | Kp,o K, (T)ANa=1lm | K, (T)AKp,(a).
2 Jz (2 Jz

By the case | = 1 we know that K, (T) converges to T in DSHP. By

Theorem 13, an (a) converges uniformly to «. Hence o — K,,,(a) is bound

by €n,w dm(z) P where €,, — 0 as ny — o0o. A similar argument to that of

the proof of Lemma 7 shows that

|/Kn1 ) A K, (a /Kn YA al| < Aen,,

where A > 0 is independent of n; and mno. Letting limit when ni,ns converges
to co and using the induction assumption for [ = 1, we obtain the claim for [ =
2. O

Now we define a good approximation scheme by C? forms as follows: Choose
I = lp(2) in Theorem 13, and choose the approximation K (5. Most of the
requirements for good approximation scheme can be checked directly on K (o).
The rest of this subsection shows the remaining requirements. The next remark
concerns the dd® of K (o).

REMARK 4. — If T is a DSHP(Y) current T = Ty — Ty with T1, Ty positive
(p,p) currents, and dd°(T;) = Qf —Q; where Qf positive closed currents, then
we can write:

1) Kn(T) = T1 n T2 n where T1 n = K+(T1)+K ( ) and TQ n = K (T1)+
K (Ty) are positive currents with L' coefficients.

ii) dd®(Ty,n) = QF,, — Q7 ,, where Qf, = K,7(Q%) + K, (QF) and Q7 ,
K (Q7)+K, (Q3) are positive closed (p+l p+1) currents with L' coejﬁczents
Similarly, we can write dd°(Tpn) = QF, — Q,,, where Q3 and Q3 are
positive closed (p +1,p+ 1) currents with L' coefficients.

iii) ||T5 ] ||Q N < A||T||psu, where A > 0 is independent of T.

If we repeat thzs argument and use Theorem 13, we see that for | = 2ly(2)
as above, we can write K (91)(T) = T (219) — T2,(21,) where

i) T; (214) are positive C? forms.

il) dd°(T; (21,)) = QF i (200) QZ(%), where Qii)(%) are positive closed C?
forms.

iii) [|75,c210) 11, ||Qit(2l0)|| < A||T||psu, where A > 0 is independent of T'.
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More explicitly, we can write K(q,) = qulo) — 76(2,0), where Kélo)
are convex combinations of compositions of KZE (here m belongs to the set
N1,MN2,...,Nay, ), so that if T is a positive DSH current, then jC(ino)(T) are
positive currents. For example, if lo = 1, then %(2) = Kﬁ; o Kj[l +K,, oK,
and Ko = K, o K} + K} o K. Then we define

nz
Ti,210) = 210) Ty) + 75(210)(T2),

Ty) + K (1) (Th),

1ol = K a0y () + K 31 (25),

(
(
(
Q a1y =K 210)(9 ) + K (210)(22),

and similarly for Q2i(210)'

The following refinements of Proposition 4.6 in [8] concern the continuity
property of jC(Ql). Its proof uses explicitly the properties of the kernels K,
in Theorem 13 from Section 3 in [8], which we recall briefly here. Let 7 :
Z x Z — Z x Z be the blowup along the diagonal Az, and let Ay = 7 HAg).
Choose a strictly positive closed (kK — 1,k — 1) form « on 7 x Z so that (YA
[E]) = [Az]. We let ©' be a smooth closed (1,1) form on Z x Z having the
same cohomology class with [E], and let ¢ be a quasi PSH function so that
dd¢p = [Az] — ©'. Observe that ¢ is smooth out of [Az], and ¢~ (—00) = A.
Let x : RU{—00} — R be a smooth increasing convex function such that
x(z) =0 on [—o0,—1], x(z) = z on [1,4+00], and 0 < x’ < 1. Define x,(z) =
x(z +n) —n, and ¢, = xn o ¢. The functions ¢,, are smooth decreasing to ¢,
and dd°p, > —O for every n, where O is a strictly positive closed smooth
(1,1) form so that © — @' is positive. Then we define O} = dd‘p,, + © and
0, =0~ =0 -0, and finally KX = 1,(yAO%), and K,, = K;f — K.

PROPOSITION 3. — i) Let T,, be a sequence of DSHP(Z) currents converging
in DSH to T. Assume that there is an open set U C Z so that T, |y are con-
tinuous forms, and Ty, converges locally uniformly on U to T. Then K= (T,)|u
are continuous and converges locally uniformly on U.

ii) Let T be a DSHP(Z) current. Assume that there is an open set U C Z
so that Ty is a continuous form. Then for any positive integer I, j(i)(TﬂU
are continuous forms, and converges locally uniformly on U.

Proof. — 1) Let Uy CC Uy CC Us CC U be a relative compact open sets in U.
We will show that KF(T,) converges uniformly on U;. Let x2 : Z — [0,1] be a
cutoff function for Us so that xo is smooth, xo = 1 on Us and x = 0 outside
of Us. We write KX (T},) = KX (x2Tn) + KX ((1—x2)T}). By assumptions, x2T},
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converges uniformly on Z to x27, so there are ¢, decreasing to 0 as n — 0 so
that —e,w?, < x2T), — x2T < € wh. Then

—enlCy (W) < Ky (eTn) — Ky (x2T) < en K (W)

Now K, (w}) = K~ (w%) is a smooth form, and hence K, () = K, (wP) —
K~ (w%) is a sequence of smooth forms converging uniformly on Z, by applying
Proposition 4.6 in [8] to w},. Hence to prove i), it remains to show that K= ((1—
x2)T) converges uniformly on Uj.

We let x1 : Z — [0,1] be a cutoff function for U; so that x; is smooth, x; =1
on U; and x; = 0 outside of Us. Then it suffices to show that x; KX ((1—x2)T»)
uniformly converges on Z. By definition, we have

X1 K (1= x2)Tn) () = /le(w)Kff(x,y) A (1= x2())Tn(y)dy

- / @) (1 = X2 (W) KE (2, 9) A Ta(y)dy.

By definition of x; and xa, the support of x; (x)(1—x2(y)) KT (x,y) is contained
in a fixed compact set of Z x Z — A . Hence by definition of K, there is an
no and smooth forms k¥ (z,y) on Z x Z so that x1(z)(1 — x2(y))KZ(z,y) =
k*(x,y) for all n > ng. Then for n > ng we have

R =) T)@) = [ K50) A Ta)dy,
Z

and the RHS converges uniformly to [, k*(z,y) A T(y)dy since T, — T.

ii) We prove the claim for example for the case [ =1 and [ = 2.

First, consider the case [ = 1. Then ii) follows by applying i) to the constant
sequence T, = T.

Now we consider the case | = 2. Then Ké)(T) =K} oKt (T)+ K, o
K. (T), and K o) (T) = Kf, o K, (T) + K, o K7 (T). We show for example
that K} oK.} (T') converges uniformly locally on U as both n; and ny go to co.
We apply i) to the sequence T,, = K, (T). The two conditions of i) are not hard
to check: First, by the case [ = 1 the sequence T,, converges locally uniformly
on U. Second, by Theorem 14, T,, = K,(T) + K~ (T) =~ T+ K~ (T). O

6.2. The case of projective spaces. — In this case, Dinh and Sibony [11] used
super-potential to define pullback of a positive closed current. We recall their
definition in this subsection. The reader is referred to [11] for more detail.

a) Quasi-potentials:

Let w be the Fubini-Study form on P*, normalized so that ||w|| = 1. Let &,
be the convex set of positive closed (p,p) currents T on P*, normalized so that
|T)| = 1. If T € G,, then there is a (p — 1,p — 1) current Uy bounded from
above so that T — w? = dd°(Ur), and we call m = [, Ur A wF=P+1 the mean
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of Ur. We call Ur a quasi-potential of T of mean m. For simplicity we choose
m = 0.

b) Deformation of currents:

The group Aut(P*) of automorphisms of P*¥ is the complex Lie group
PGL(k+1,C) of dimension k? +2k. We choose a local holomorphic coordinate
chart y (y € CK¥*+2F with |y| < 2) of Aut(PP¥) near the identity id € Aut(P*),
in such a way that y = 0 at id. The element in Aut(P*) with coordinate y
is denoted by 7,. Assume that the norm |y| is invariant under the involution
7 < 77 1. Choose a smooth probability p with support in |y| < 1 so that p is
radially and decreasing in |y|.

Let R be a positive or negative current on P*. For § € C with |§| < 1, define
60 Re= [ @) @) = [ () (Rdoly).
Aut(P*) Aut(Pk)

This has the same positiveness or negativeness as R. Lemma 2.1.5 in [11]
shows that as 6 — 0 then Ry weakly converges to R and supp(Ry) converges
to supp(R). Moreover, if U C P* is open and R|y is continuous, then Ry con-
verges locally uniformly on U to R.

¢) Super-potential:

Let S be a smooth form in &, and let R be in Gf_p41. If Ug is a quasi-
potential of R (of mean 0), then the number fX S A Ug is independent of the
choice of Ug, and is denoted by

us(R) = [ $nUn,
X
and % is called the superpotential (of mean 0) of S.
For arbitrary S € G and R € Gj_p41, define
Us(R) := lim Us,(R) = lim s (Ro).
Note that this definition is symmetric %g(R) = Ug(S5).

d) Pullback of currents:

Let f : P* — P* be a dominant rational map. A positive closed (p, p) current
T is called f*-admissible if

Up(f. (7)) > —oo.
In this case, we define f*(T) as follows:

§1(T) = lim f*(Ty).
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6.3. Some open questions. — Let X be a compact K&hler manifold, and let f :
X — X be a dominant meromorphic map.

A) Let T be a positive closed (p,p) current on X with Siu’s decomposition
T = R+ > ; Aj[Vj]. Let E(T) be as in Theorem 8. Assume that for any ir-
reducible analytic V' contained in E(T) then f~!(V) has codimension > p. Is
fH(T) well-defined? If so, is f#(R) positive? Note that by Corollary 2, f#(T)
may not be positive though.

B) Assume that m1(6¢) has codimension > p.

a) When X = P*, [11] showed that (& ;=) has codimension > p for all n.
Is the same true for a general X?

b) Does f satisfy dd°-p stability condition? This holds for p = 1.

c) Using a) and the fact that when X = P* then f* preserves the convex
cone of positive (p,p) currents, [11] showed that if moreover f is p-algebraic
stable then (f")* = (f%)" for all n. Does the same conclusion hold when X
is arbitrary K&hler manifold? We check that the answer to this question is
positive when f = Jx:

LEMMA 10. — Let Jx be the same map in Section 4. Then Jx is 2-algebraic
stable and (J%)2 = Id = (J%)! on positive closed (2,2) currents.

Proof. — Since Jx has no exceptional hypersurface, Jx is l-algebraic stable.
Because Jx = J)}l, it follows by duality that Jx is also 2-algebraic stable.
Since J% = Id, it remains to check that (Jg()2 = Id. Define A = {J;; i”

1) First we show that for a DSH?! current R then:

(6.2) (J4)?(R) = R.

For this end, first we show that (J§()2(R) = Ron X —A. Since Jg( is continuous
in the DSH' topology by Theorem 6, using Theorem 13 it suffices to show
(6.2) for a smooth (1,1) form R. In that case it is easy to see, since (J&)Z(R)
is determined by its restriction on X — A, and on X — A it is not other than
the usual pullback of smooth forms (Jx|%_ 4)*(R).

Having (J&)Q(R) = R on X — A, then (6.2) follows by the Federer type of
support in [2].

2) It follows from 1) that if T is a positive closed (2,2) current on X, then
(J§)2(T) — T depends only on the cohomology class of T. In fact, if 7" is
a positive closed (2,2) current having the same cohomology class as T, then
T —T' = dd°(R) for a DSH" current R. Then from 1)

(T%)*(T) = (J)X(T') = dd*(J5)*(R) = dd*(R) = T — T',
3) From 2), to prove Lemma 10 it suffices to show it for a set of positive

closed currents whose cohomology classes generate H??2(X). For such a set, we
can consider the currents of integrations on a generic line in P?, a generic line

BULLETIN DE LA SOCIETE MATHEMATIQUE DE FRANCE



554 T. T. TRUONG

in the exceptional divisors Fg, F1, Fo, F3, and the line iza In these cases, the
wanted equality is easy to be checked. O

C) Can the constructions of invariant currents in the Subsection 1.4 be
extended to other cases, for example for a map in Question B?

Lemma 3 gives a positive support to this question. More generally, for any
meromorphic map f, there are natural candidates u for an invariant measure
of f. These measures can be standardly constructed as in the proof of Lemma, 3:
Let a be a smooth probability measure. Then p is a cluster point of the sequence

1R () (@
TN ; o)

There are two problems remain to be solved. First, we don’t know whether the
measure y constructed this way can be pulled back or not. Second, we don’t
know whether we have a continuity property to help showing that f#(u) =
Ok (f)p- If we can extend Theorem 12 to be applicable to the sequence py then
we can solve these two problems altogether.
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