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METRISED AMPLE LINE BUNDLES IN NON-ARCHIMEDEAN
GEOMETRY II
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel function over a local place. We continue
our study of semipositive metrics ¢ on an ample line bundle L of an irreducible
projective variety X of dimension d over a non-archimedean (n-A) field (k,|-]) in
[Fanl], from the point of view of its Banach algebra of normed sections R(L, ¢).
Recall that we denote by
e R, (L) the vector space HY(X, L"); R,(L) the algebra @,enH(X, L™);
e x(n) the geometric Hilbert-Samuel (HS) function n — dim R,,(L);
¢ |||lne the sup norm induced by ¢ on R, (L) for every n € Z, and ||-||, the
algebra norm on R, (L) as the orthogonal sum Syenl|||ne;
e X(n) the arithmetic HS function (over the local place (k,|-|)), defined as the
map n — det(R,(L),||[ng) valued in normed lines over the base valued
field.

The geometric HS formula computes the leading term of x(n) (normalised by %(,i)
in the asymptotic expansion for n » 1 to be the intersection number ¢;(L)™. The
classical strategy is to use an induction by dimension argument, comparing the dif-
ference of x(n) for terms in the following exact sequence induced by multiplication
by a global section s € Ry(L) and restriction to its divisor V(s):

: v
0 = Ry (L) = Rg1(L) = Rus1(Llv(s) = 0.
We aim to study the asymptotic behavior of the function X(n); mimicking the
classical strategy, one would like to evaluate its change in the sequence of normed
vector spaces

(Ra(D). [ ln8) 5> Rt (D) Il n10) 2> (Rsr (Ll o)), -+ gly (o) )-
This sequence is no longer ‘exact’ with respect to norms on them, since the linear
maps are not necessarily isometries. Metrisation leads to secondary/arithmetic
invariants and our arithmetic HS function is of this nature. Under the identification
of the underlying lines det R, 1(L) ~ det R,,(L) ® det R,,;1(L|y(s)), the change of
X(n) in this sequence is the distorsion of determinant norms

e R.

det]|-[| (n+1)p
Tn(L, ¢; 8) 1=
" det|-[[ng det]|-[[ (n+1)glarve)
To estimate it, decompose the distorsion into an equidistribution part and an ex-
tension part; both parts can be expressed as operator norms (denoted by ||||hom)

naturally induced by ¢

x(n) Xv (s)(n+1)
(L, ¢58) = | N\ () lnoms - | A\ Clvis) lnom,e-
We've estimated in [Fanl] that the second term has an negligible asymptotic

contribution in the limit. This article studies the limit of the first term.
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1.2. Asymptotic formula and equidistribution measure. Results in special
cases or in similar forms are obtained previously (see next part) by other techniques,
here we take a direct non-archimedean analytic approach to evaluate the normalised
limit of ﬁTn(L, o).

We begin with a class of metrics which we call Shilov finite: the Shilov boundary
Osh R(L, ¢) (of its Berkovich spectrum) consists of finitely many birational points.
This class includes all semipositive model metrics, but also potentially more, since
Shilov finite metric could possibly be singular.

First we can calculate the desired limit from the Banach algebra R(L, ¢) using
norm reduction techniques in the case of Shilov finite metrics. Expressed on the ‘disc
domain’ M(R(L, ¢)), the limit also takes the form of the pairing of the function
log|s| with a probability measure fieq(¢) which we call the equidistribution measure.
The measure takes the form

pea(®) = D) Aabay Agi= lim dimg[r,R(L, ¢)];/ dimg[R(L, ¢)]7
a€dsn R(L,p)

where 7, R(L, ¢) is an analytic localization of R(L, ¢) at a, and the E-vector spaces
[—]~ are reductions of corresponding normed k-vector spaces. The equidistribution
measure (pushed-forward to X®* by the natural projection map) is expected to
coincide with the Monge-Ampere measure MA(¢) if the metric is continuous.

Theorem 1.1 (3.17). Let ¢ be a metric which is Shilov finite. Then it holds

n—oo
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Then by an approximation argument one extends the result to the case of semi-
positive continuous metrics:

Corollary 1.2 (3.30). Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric. Then it holds
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We view these results as an arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel formula over the local
place (k, |-|).

A natural class of Shilov finite metrics are those whose disc domain is a finite
union of affinoid domains; if the metrics are assumed to be continuous, by a result
of [GK] they turn out to coincide with the class of piecewise linear (semipositive)
metrics (Proposition 4.2). For general Shilov finite metrics, we show some continuity
properties of their equidistribution measures (Proposition 4.8) once their supports
(projected to X?") is contained in a given finite set; this allows one to solve the
equation for Shilov finite metrics with prescribed finite equidistribution measure
(Proposition 4.8).

Our results suggest that the study of non-Archimedean Monge-Ampére measure
and related equation for semipositive metrics, as developpped in works such as
[ JIGK] and [ ] il ], could be decoupled into two steps, each
with a more analytic flavor:

e first, focus on the equidistribution measure using purely Banach-algebra
techniques, which employs its intrinsic integral model; certain properties
such as differentiability of the relative volume and orthogonality property
for the support of MA measure have counterparts and can be understood
more intuitively in this way;

e then, to compare this measure to the genuine n-A MA measure, one needs
the continuity property of the envelope metric.



This article only takes part of the first step.
1.3. Relations to other works.

1.3.1. Complex analytic prototype and global arithmetic HS formula. In the com-
plex analytic setting, such an equidistribution identity is proved in [AB] in their
study of arithmetic HS function over number fields, where the determinant norm
distorsion serves as the contribution to the arithmetic intersection number ¢; (%, ¢)4+1
from Archimedean places; for smooth strictly positive metrics, the equidistribution
term is decoupled using peak sections adapted to a suitable dissection of the mani-
fold X" into a number of y(n) small pieces; the construction of such sections relies
on (analytic) localization techniques concerning spectral theory of ¢-Laplacian and
Bergman kernel estimates.

The goal of [AB] was to prove a simplified version to the arithmetic HS formula
over a number field, originally established by Gillet and Soulé, as a consequence of
their powerful arithmetic Riemann-Roch formula [GS]. Let K be a number field
and let (X, L) defined over K. For ample model line bundle of L over og, equipped
with a Hermitian metric ¢, of positive curvature on complex fibers, Gillet and
Soulé’s formula reads (stated in an adelic way, in a simplified version 1)

% log(vol(B(L®", {n@,}))/covol(H*(L®™))) === & (L, {¢,})*"*

where one considers the adelic space A,®; HY(X, L®¥"), together with non-Archimedean
norms and metrics ¢, induced by the ample model, the archimedean metric ¢,
and B the unit ball in the adelic section space with respect to sup norms from {¢, }
for all places v.

This version was extended to semipositive adelic metrics on ample line bundles
[Zha]: a semipositive adelic metric on L consists of metrics ¢, on L, for each place
v of K as described above, but with exceptions on finitely many non-archimedean
places v where ¢, could be a uniform limit of ample model metrics. Our result
provides the non-Archimedean local piece for this version of arithmetic HS formula.

1.3.2. Non-archimedean equidistribution for model metrics. In the non-archimedean
setting, we start with Shilov finite metrics (which include all integral/formal model
metrics), and a weak (analytic) localization is realized using norm reduction and
HS formula on the reduction section algebra over the residual field; these techniques
are specific to the ultrametric world. Note that reduction only yields peak sections
in a weak sense: they from a n-A orthogonal basis, with their pics localized to the
support of the corresponding equidistribution measure, however each point in the
support comes with the residual H-S multiplicity.

For a metric ¢ coming from an ample integral model (~ n-A Fubini-Study
metric), the above formula has been obtained in [Mor] using relative asymptotic
Riemann-Roch formula on the integral model over integral ring. One can reformu-
late this proof in terms of affinoid algebras similar to certain calculation from | I,
see the Appendix B. Our result grows out of an attempt to give an analytic gener-
alisation of that, mimicking the argument by non-archimedean norm reduction in
[ , §6.6, 6.9], to include more metrics.

1.3.3. Non-Archimedean differentiability of relative volume. Note that in littera-
tures such as [CL][KT]| 1IBE] ], a related but different distorsion, the rel-
ative volume vol(L, ¢, ¢ + tf) of two sup norms corresponding to a continuous

n the sense that only the dominant term is kept; the original formula contains more terms
in the asymptotic expansion with respect to n



semipositive metric ¢ and its (small) perturbation by a continuous function f has
been thoroughly studied, the key outcome is a differentiability result

d 1 det||'||n(¢+tf)
7|t:0 lim log =
x(n) det||[lng

where MA(¢) is the non-Archimedean Monge-Ampére measure constructed in [C1]
and in | J[GK]. This limit of relative volume does not directly give the limit of
distorsion even if we are allowed to take f = log|s|, using approximations, because
the limit procedures are different: our limit for 7,,(L, ¢) is a diagonal version of the
two parameter limit for vol, (L, ¢, ¢ +tf). To get ours from theirs, some uniformity
is needed. The passage has been recently established in [Sed], proving a more
general formula, combining the result of differentiability of relative volume in | ]
and a method using Okunkov bodies. Our direct proof is independent of these
techniques.

We’d also like to point out that a subclass of Shilov finite metrics (over a trivially
valued field) has appeared in a recent study of n-A approach to K-stability for
polarized varieties [BJ2]: it consists of semipositive psh metrics whose Monge-
Ampere measure is supported on a finite set of divisorial points. It is shown in
loc.cit. that it suffices to test K-stability of a polarized variety via the S-invariant
only through ‘generalized test configurations’ that corresponds to such metrics.

|, toelfinac)

1.3.4. Another approach for global HS formula. Over a number ring, the equidis-
tribution limit is calculated in [Ni], relying on a study of deformation to the nor-
mal cone construction for arithmetic line bundles, combined with normed Newton-
Okunkov body techniques. The normed extension property for sections has been
established earlier in | ]. They directly work in a global setting, and their results
also combine to give the arithmetic HS formula. We remark that both our approach
over a local base and loc. cit. over a global base consider section algebras equipped
with norms, and they are all inspired by the application of Grauert’s construction
to Arakelov geometry from [Bos].

1.4. Conventions and notations. Throughout the article, for simplicity we as-
sume |k*| = Ry and k maximally complete, hence all norms are strict and with
orthonormal basis; all norms are ultrametric; all Banach algebras (in calligraphic
symbols such as A, B, R) are uniform, namely equipped with the spectral sup norm;
they are usually obtained as the completion of some k-algebra (in Roman symbols
such as A, B, R) with respect to an algebra norm ||-||| (i.e. sub-multiplicative norm)
which is power-multiplicative. As the line bundle L is fixed, we’ll sometimes omit
it in the notations for section spaces and the section algebra, as R, and R.

2. BANACH SPACES AND BANACH ALGEBRAS

2.1. Banach spaces. Recall that for a normed k-vector space (E, ||-||), the closed
and open unit balls are denoted by E° and E°°, the unit sphere is denoted by E°\°°,
the reduction k-vector space is denoted by E (or [E]™). For any subset A of E°,
denote by A (or [A]™) the subset A/(A A E*°) of E.

Recall that a finite set of vectors {e;}icr in E is orthogonal (resp.orthonormal)
if |20;c aieill = maxier{|ail|le;||} for any coefficient a; € k (resp. and |e;|| = 1)
for any . A finite set of vectors {e;} with ||e;|| = 1 is orthonormal if and only if
{€i}ier is %—linearly independent. Since (k, |-|) is assumed to be spherically complete,
any ultrametric Banach space £ is Cartesian; in particular, orthogonal projection
exists for any closed subspace; since |k*| = R, any closed subspace possesses an
orthonormal basis. (] , §1-2])



Recall that the complete tensor product EQF of two Banach spaces over a com-
plete ultrametric valued field (&, |-|) (Banach field) is the completion of £ ® F with
respect to the norm inf max{||-||¢ - ||| #} running over all possible presentations of
a tensor (inf) and over all its components (max). Let (I,|-];) be another Banach
field, extension of (k,||). Then the operator norm of any linear operator T': £ — F
remains unchanged after base change to T® 1 : EQl — FRI ([ D-

Proposition 2.1. Let (k, |-|) be an-A Banach field and (I, |-|;) be a valued extension
of it. Let E be a k-linear subspace of [, of finite dimension d. Let s € [* be a non-
zero element. Consider the linear map (-s)|g from E to sE, equip these two vector

spaces with norms induced by |-|;. Then the operator norm of A%(-s)|g is equal to

(Isl).

Proof. By rescaling one may assume |s|; = 1, thus § € [ is a non-zero element, hence
the linear map of multiplication by § in the E-vector space Tis injective.

Take an orthonormal basis {e;}ics for (E,|];), then {€;};cr are linearly indepen-
dent over k; as s-¢; = 3¢ for any ¢ by the multiplicativity of |-|;, the vectors
{57€ }icr are also linearly independent over k by the injectivity of the map (-3),
thus {s - e;}icsr are orthonormal. Hence thanks to orthogonality, one calculates

II/\ Nelhom = 1IN\ s-ell/I el =] lls-eill/] lleill = 1= sl

el el

getting the desired equality Otherwise, one can also proceed by base change: the
operator norm of /\ | g remains the same after analytic base change, equal to
the operator norm of /\ [(-s ]|E®kl : E®pl — sE®yl, where the multplication
operator becomes a scalar multiplication as s ® 1 can be identified with the scalar
1 ® s. This new operator norm is (|s|;)?. O

Construction 2.2. Let E be a vector space over k, and {||-||;}ier be a family of
ultrametric norms on E. Denote by &; the Banach space of completion of E with
respect to ||-[|;, and by ¢; : E — & and «: E — [], E; the canonical embeddings.
The linear subspace [[ & of [[&; consisting of [[v; with sup,c/||vill; < oo is a
Banach space denoted by ©&;. Then sup;c;|-|l; defines a norm, written as |||z,
on the linear subspace ([e) '] & of E, denoted by Ej, whose unit ball is
E' n (0, ¢; '€7. Denote by £r the Banach space of completion of (E’,sup;c;||-||:).

?

Construction 2.3. Let [ : E — F be a linear map of normed k-vector spaces;
suppose f is contractive in the sense that ||I(:)||r < ||-||g. The contraction of I(E)
in F is a linear subspace F' — F' (contraction subspace) together with a contractive
linear map k : [(E) — F' (contraction map) such that % : [[(E°)]~ — [F']™ is an
isomorphism of k-vector spaces.

They can be constructed as follows: choose k-basis {€;}jes of [I(E®)]™, and
their lifts {e;} in F, which span F’; choose complementary k-basis {f;}icr that
is orthonormal® to {e;} in I(E°\*°) n F°° for F' < I(E), and  is defined by the
orthogonal projection e; — €; and f; — 0. Note that both F” and s depend on the
choice of various k-basis, but dimy F’ is always equal to dim;[I(£°)]~ independent
of choices by construction.

Proposition 2.4. Let E be a vector space over k, and {||-||;}icr be a family of
ultrametric norms on E. Denote by C; a contraction of 7;¢(£r) in &; with contraction
map K;. Then k =[] k; : &1 = B;erC; is injective and isometric.

2here we use the assumption that k£ is maximally complete
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Proof. For any e € Eﬁ\oo, there exists ¢ for which m;i(e) is in Sf\oo, hence k;m;t(e)
is in C; \eo by the construction of contraction. Hence 5;’\00 is mapped by k into
[@icrC;i]°\°° which implies the injectivity and isometricity of . |

Recall that the operator norm ||S||pom (e, ) of a linear map S : E' — F' is defined
by supg_,eg | Sv||7/||v], and the distance between two norms dist(||-|[1,|-||2) on E
is supg_pe |[10g]|[v]|1/[[v]|2]||. The following two esitmates are elementary:

Proposition 2.5. Let F and E’ be finite dimensional Banach spaces and let S €
L(E,E") be an invertible linear operator; let F' and F’ = S(F') be subspaces and
m € N be the codimension dim F — dim F'. Let C € R, be a constant such that
C~1 < max{||S|lnom, S~ |hom} < C. Then it holds that

C™™||det S|E|lhom < ||det S|F|lhom < C™||det S| ||hom-

Proposition 2.6. Let E and F be k-vector spaces and let S € L(E, E’) be a linear
operator. Let ||-||g; and ||-||r; be norms on E and F for ¢ = 1,2; write E;, F; for
the corresponding normed vector spaces, then

| 10g[[1SlInom (1, m) /1S nom (s, || < dist([|-| 2,1, || 2.2) + dist([[-[| 7,1, I 2)-

Proposition 2.7. Let E be a finite dimensional vector space and let S € L(E, E)
be a linear operator. For any norm ||-|| on E, denote by (S, ||-||) the operator norm
of S with respect to [|-||. Let |||, [|-||2 be two norms, then

o (S, max{|[-|[1, [|-l2}) < max{o (S, [|-{]1), o (S, [[-][2)}-

Proof. Since (k,|-|) is spherically complete and E is finite dimensional, one can find
a basis {e;};es that is orthogonal for both ultrametric norms |[-||; and ||-||2. Write
[I'lmax = max{[|||1, |||z}, it is the norm having {e;};er as orthogonal basis with
le;llmax = max{]||e;]|1, ||ei]|2}. Denote by I the subset of I for which ||e;||1 = |le;]]2
and by I its complement, and by E; the subspace generated by basis vectors in Iy
and similarly Fs, thus F = E1 @ Fs is an orthogonal direct sum for all three norms.

For any v € E\{0} with ||v||max = 1, one can write v = v; + vy according to the
decomposition; thanks to the ultrametric inequality, the desired estimate follows
from

[S0]lmasx = [[Sv1 + Svallmax < max{[|Svlly, [|Svillz, [|Sv2llr, [[Svell2} <

max {o (S, ||-l1) max{[[vi]l1, [v2ll1}, (S, [|]|2) max{[[v 2, [lv2]l2}} = max{o(S, [|[|1), (S, [|]|2)}-
O

2.2. Shilov boundary. We recall some notions and properties concerning bound-
aries of a uniform (i.e. spectral) Banach algebra B. Recall that its spectrum M (B)
consists of semi-absolute values |-|, (also sometimes denoted by |(-)(z)|) bounded
by the spectral norm ||-||sp, equipped with the Gelfand-Berkovich topology. A point
z is birational if the ideal ker(]-|,) is {0}.

Definition 2.8. A boundary for a uniform Banach algebra B is a subset A of
M(B), such that || f|lsp = sup,ca|f|. holds for any f € B. By construction, one can
decompose the sup norm |[|-||s as sup,eal-la- A minimal boundary is a boundary
that is minimal for the inclusion partial order (denoted by doBB). A Shilov boundary
is a closed boundary minimal for inclusion among the set of all closed boundaries
(denoted by dsp, B).

Remark 2.9. It is elementary that Shilov boundary exists thanks to Zorn’s lemma:
the intersection I'y, of a strictly decreasing chain of closed boundaries {T';};cr is a
lower bound: for any f € B°\°°, there exists z; € P(|f|) n T for any i € I, and the
I-net {z;};er has a cluster point zo in M(B) by compactness, which is contained



e

in the closed set 'y, by monotonicity (for non-closed boundaries, this cluster point
may not be contained in the intersection). By continuity zo, € P(|f|), so 'y is a
closed boundary. It is not clear whether minimal boundary exists.

A priori, Shilov boundary is not necessarily unique. A miminal boundary (if ex-
ists) is not necessarily closed nor unique; its topological closure is a Shilov boundary
(the one associated to this minimal boundary). Note that these are definitions in
[EM] (in accordance with the general theory of function algebras) instead of those
given in [Ber, §2.4].

Example 2.10. Let S be a subset in M(B). Its holomorphic envelope, denoted by
P(S), is the subset consisting of points z such that |f(z)| < sup,cgq|f(w)| for all
f e B. It is a closed (hence compact) subset of M(R). By construction, it holds
that ds, P(S) € S if S is closed. One can similarly define holomorphic envelope for
any subset in (Spec B)*" using functions f € B for any k-algebra B.

Given two points z,w in M(B) (or in (Spec B)*"), define an ordering by: z <p w
if and only if |f(z)] < |f(w)| for any f € B (or f € B); by construction, the last
condition is equivalent to the condition {z} € P({w}).

~.

Construction 2.11. Recall that the reduction map red : M(B) — Spec(B) is
the one induced by [B 2 #(z)] — ker[B = #(z)]. Denote by n(B) the set of

generic points for its irreducible components, namely the minimal prime ideals of
B. For any f € B°\°°, denote by P(|f]) the closed subset of M(B) where |f(-)] = 1;
via norm reduction, it is equal to red ™ D(f) where D(—) denotes the principal
Zariski open set of Spec B. By construction, z € P(|f|) if and only if red(z) € D(f).
Moreover, it holds that P(|f|) n P(|g|) = P(|fg]) if the intersection is not empty.

Proposition 2.12. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra, then
(1) if p, q are points in Spec B, with p  q, then for any z,w with red(z) = p
and red(w) = q, and any f € B°, it holds that w € P(|f]) implies z € P(|f]);
(2) if A is a boundary, w € A, and z is a point such that red(z) < red(w), then
(A\{w}) U {z} is still a boundary;
(3) if B has a minimal boundary 08, then there is no generisation relation
between any two points in red(dpB).

~

Proof. The (i) is a consequence of the fact that the Zariski open set D(f) is closed
under generisation from ¢ to p. The (ii) and (iii) are immediate consequences. [

Proposition 2.13. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra, and p € (Spec B)™ be a
prime ideal, then
(1) if f, g € B°\°° are elements such that neither fnor g is in p, then P(|f]) n
P(lgl) # @
(2) if p € n(B), then red ' (p) = ﬂf¢p P(]f|) is a non-empty closed set; conse-
quently red(B) contains n(B);
(3) the set red™*(n(B)) = Upéﬁ(l?) red”!(p) is a boundary;
(4) any tuple of points in Hpen(é) red™!(p), viewed as a subset of M(B), is a
boundary.

Proof. For (1), by construction the product f - is not in p, hence is non-zero;
thus it has a lift » € B°\°°. As D(f) n D(§) = D(h), and red™* D(h) = P(|h]) is
non-empty, hence so is red " (D(f) n D(3)) = P(|f]) n P(|g]).

For (2), as p is a minimal prime ideal, one can write p as ﬂf¢p D(f), hence red ™
is the intersection of closed subsets {P(|f[)}7,,- By (i), this collection of subsets
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has finite intersection property. Thus by compactness of M(B), this intersection is
a non-empty closed subset, consequently n(g) c red(B).

For (3), for any f € B°\°°, as f;é 0, there exists p € n(g) such that f(p) # 0, thus
| /| takes maximum on red*(p) (non-empty by (2)). This shows that red ™ (n(5))
is a boundary.

For (4), it follows from (3) immediately. O

Remark 2.14. Note that apart from the case where B is a (strict) affinoid algebra,
it is not clear whether red is surjective.

Definition 2.15. A point z € M(B) is peak-isolated if (,cp( ) P(If]) = {z}.

Proposition 2.16. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra, and z € M(B) be a point
which is peak-isolated, then

(1) for any (open) neighbourhood V' of z, one can find fy € B°\°° such that
P(fvl) s V;
(2) the point z lies in any Shilov boundary dsy, 5.

Proof. For (1), note that the collection of closed subsets in the intersection has
finite intersection property. As V¢ n ﬂzep(m) P(|f]) = &, by compactness there
are a finite number of f’s that makes such an intersection still empty. The product
of these f’s can be taken as fy .

For (2), by construction, for any Shilov boundary sy B, each P(|f|) should
contain a point in it, thus there is a net of points in dgy, B converging to z, hence z
is in this Shilov boundary as it is a closed set. O

It is however shown in [Gue] [EM] that there is a way to construct a particular
Shilov boundary for any uniform Banach algebra; see Appendix A for more details.
In the main part of this article, we shall only deal with a simple case which suffices
for our use, namely when one (hence all, by Proposition 2.19) dsy, B is finite, and
will not use this construction.

Proposition 2.17. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra. Suppose that it has a
Shilov boundary ds, B which is a finite set {&;};cr, then

(1) this Shilov boundary is a minimal boundary;

(2) for any proper subset J < I, there exists f € B°, such that |f(&;)] < 1 for
allie Jand |f(§;)] = 1forall j € I\J. If B is graded, then f can be chosen
to be homogeneous;

(3) every p; :=red(&;) is a minimal prime, the map red restricts to a bijection
Osn B — n(B);

(4) the set of Shilov boundaries of B is in bijection with points (viewed as a
subset of M(B)) in [ [, 5 red” ' red(&;) ;

Proof. For (1), since dsp, B is a finite set, any subset of it is closed, hence itself is a
minimal boundary by definition.

For (2), it suffices to find an element fe B which lies in p; for i € J but not in p;
for ¢ € I\J. Since dgp B is a minimal boundary, there is no generisation relations,
thus p;\p; is non-empty for any i ¢ J and j € J. By taking product (., p;\p; is
non-empty for any i ¢ J, by prime avoidance ) jed pj\Ui¢ 7 P; is non-empty.

For (3), first show that p; are minimal and red is surjective to n(B): otherwise
there exists p € n(B)\p;, then any p;\p is non-empty, hence so is Ap;\p. Choose an
element f and a lift f € B°, it holds that |f(&)| < 1 for all i while Ifllsp = 1, a
contradiction to the definition of Shilov boundary. The injectivity follows from the

minimality of boundary. The (4) is an immediate consequence. O
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The following statements about analytic localization and reduction are variants
of | , §7.2.6] and [Ber, Proposition 2.4.4 (ii)] with similar arguments.

Lemma 2.18. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra. Let f € B°\°°, consider the
Banach algebra homomorphism o : B — B{f~!}. Denote by |-||; and |-||2 the
spectral (semi-)norms on B and B{f~'}. Then
(1) the subspace M(B{f~!}) is identified with the subset P(|f]) in M(B);
(2) for any b € B, it holds that lim, .|| f™ - blj1 = ||o(b)]]2;
(3) the homomorphism B[f~!] — BTf\:I} is injective; if there is a Shilov
boundary dgy B which is a finite set, then it is also surjective.

Proof. For (1), it is elementary: the defining homomorphism B — B{f~!} (where
the second term is just B{T'}/(T'f — 1)) induces a continuous map M(B{f~1}) —
M(B), the fiber over a point z is the spectrum of J#(2){T}/(T f(z) — 1) which is
non-empty exactly when |f(z)| > 1.

For (2), since |f(-)| = 1 on M(B{f~'}), and |f(-)| < 1 on its complement by (1),
the formula holds. Note that {||f™ - b||1 }nen is a decreasing sequence.

For (3), for the injectivity: since 1= f/_-\f_:l = fjf”:/l, the element f is invertible
in B{f~1}, thus there is an induced homomorphism ¢ from B[f~!] by universal
property. Then the natural homomorphism & : B— BF} is the composition of
the localization § : B — g[f_l] with ¢, and it suffices to show the injectivity of

~. —~

o. Let b € B° be an element such that &(b) = 0, namely o(b) = 0; thanks to the
identity in (2), one knows lim||f™b||; = ||o(b)||2 < 1, thus there exists n € N such
that ||f"b]l; < 1, hence 0 = f7b = f™b. This means that §(b) is 0 in B[f~].

For the surjectivity under finiteness assumption, for any c € B[f~1] with |[c||2 =
1, write ¢ = f77b with b € B, then [b(-)| = 1 on P(|f]). As dsn B is a finite set
{&;}ier, it holds that the sup norm is a max of finitely many absolute values |-(&;)|,
hence || f™b||1 = max;er{|f(&)|™b(&)|}, and the set of such values for all n € N is a
subset of R with at most one accumulation point equal to 0. From this equality and
the discreteness, one can find n € N such that ||f"b|| < 1. Thus ¢ = f~7~"(f"b) and

hence %(f)_j_” maps to ¢. As B[f~!] is dense in B{f~!}, surjectivity holds. O

Proposition 2.19. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra. Suppose that it has a
Shilov boundary dsy, B which is a finite set, then

(1) any & € dgp B is peak-isolated;

(2) both minimal and Shilov boundaries are unique, and dpB = dgp, B.

Proof. For (1), if there is only one & point in a Shilov boundary, then red " red £ is
the singleton {¢}: otherwise, let & be a different point in it, one can find f € B°\°°
such that |f| separates £ and £’; but this contradicts fé¢ red(§).

In general, let £ be a point in a Shilov boundary ds, B, with reduction p. One
can find f € B°\°° such that P(|f|) contains & but not any other points in dgy, B.
By Lemma 2.18(3), one has Bf{f\:i} — B[f!]; thus there is only one point p in
77(8/{]?*7}) As red™*(p) is contained in P(|f]), this inverse image can be computed
using the red map on B{f~!} by Lemma 2.18(1), and it is only one point by (1).

The (2) follows from (1) and Proposition 2.17(2). O

Construction 2.20. Let B be a k-algebra, and {|-|4}aesr be a family of absolute
values on B. For any non-empty J < I, denote by B; the Banach algebra of
completion of the normed k-algebra (B,sup,c;|-|a). The canonical embedding ¢ :
B — Su4calBB, is an injective and isometric homomorphism of uniform Banach
algebras. It induces an injective homomorphism of %—algebras after reduction: 7 :

Zg\} - Hael B\‘;'
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3. EQUIDISTRIBUTION MEASURE

In this part we define an equidistribution measure and calculate the determinant
norm distorsion for semipositive metrics.

3.1. Normed section algebra and disc domain. We recall some basic construc-
tions from our previous work | ] encoding a (possibly singular) semipositive met-
ric in a Banach algebra norm (see also [BJ1] and | ] for relevant constructions).
A metric is semipositive if it is a pointwise limit of non-archimedean Fubini-Study
metrics; semipositive metrics are always lower semicontinuous in the sense that the
function = — |s(x)|s is upper semicontinuous (for any section s); it is possibly
singular in the sense that it could be discontinuous or degenerate at some point.

Construction 3.1. Let X be an irreducible projective variety with L an ample
line bundle over it. Denote by R(L) the graded algebra of sections, and by C(L)
the affine cone associated to (X, L), which is just Spec R(L).

Let ¢ be a metric on L. Denote by ||-||,¢ the sup norms induced by ¢ on R, (L)
and by [|-[|¢ = sup,enll-|lne the graded algebra norm on R(L). Denote by R(L, ¢)
the normed section algebra, which is the Banach algebra completion of R(L) with
respect to ||-[[4. Its spectrum M(R(L,9)) is the disc domain of (X,L,¢) (the
unit disc bundle of (L, $)" with zero section contracted). Conversely, any graded

algebra norm ||-|| on R(L) defines a (possibly singular) semipositive metric P(]|-||)
as the limit of L FS(||-[|,). It is a (possibly discontinuous but non-degenerate)
metric if and only if ||-|| is bounded below by |||, for some continuous metric

1, or equivalently from the geometric point of view, the associated disc domain
contains a neighbourhood of 0.

Construction 3.2. Denote by p : V(L) — X the tautological projection from
the total space of LY and by M(¢) the image under p** of the dual unit disc
bundle D" (L,¢) of ¢. The envelope metric P(¢) on L is the limit of Fubini-
Study metrics £ FS([||lng). One can show that [|-[|p(s) coincides with ||-[| hence
the corresponding Banach algebras and spectra are the same. Geometrically, the
envelope metric can also be characterised by identifying the holomorphic envelope
P(M(s)) with its disc domain M(P(¢)) = M(R(L,¢)). For any x € X*", denote
by v4(z) € M(¢) the Gauss point of the dual unit disc over z; view s as a function
on V(L), one has |s(2)|s = [s(v(z, )]

Construction 3.3. A norm ||-|| on R, is graded if ||| = |||, where the later is
the norm defined by sup,,cy||(-)n|| (whenever it’s finite); for any point z € M(R),
denote by 2™ the point corresponding to the absolute value (|-|,)", which is still a
point of M(R, ) since ||-|| is graded. By construction ||, < |-|,+, hence in any
Shilov (or minimal) boundary, any point z can be replaced by its graded version
zt.

Proposition 3.4. Given any finite subset ¥ < C(L){I., one can construct a power-
multiplicative algebra norm ||-||s such that dsp R(L, ||-||s=) contained in ¥. More-
over, the set R(L, ||-||s) coincide with the holomorphic envelope P(X). If absolute
values corresponding to points in ¥ are graded, so is the norm |[|-[|s.

Proof. The norm max,ex|-|, is power-multiplicative, and by construction, any el-
ement f € R(L, ||-|lz) takes maximal absolute value on 3, hence there is a Shilov
boundary sy R(L, ||-||s) contained in this finite set. Thus the Shilov boundary is
unique by Proposition 2.19. This gives the first two assertions. The last assertion
holds by construction. O
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3.2. Shilov finite line bundle metric.

Definition 3.5. A metric ¢ on L*" is Shilov finite if dsp R(L, @) is a finite set of
birational points.

Remark 3.6. This notion only depends on its induced uniform algebra norm on R,
hence a metric ¢ is Shilov finite if and only if its envelope metric P(¢) is, because
|-ll¢ coincides with [|-[|p(g). A model metric ¢4~ (as well as its envelope) for some
integral/formal model 2~ over k° is Shilov finite. More examples include locally
affinoid metrics (to be discussed later).

Construction 3.7. For any a € dgp,, denote by R(L), the graded Banach algebra
completion of (R(L),||,). Consider the contractive homomoprhism of k-Banach
algebras R(L, ¢) — R(L)4, denote by m,R(L, ¢) its image. By definition, elements
in [1,R(L,$)]™ are classes in R°/(R° n R:°), which are elements § € [R(L, ¢)]™
such that 3(@) # 0; equivalently, they can be represented by s € R(L, ¢) such that
lIsll¢ = 1 and |s|, = 1, namely elements that takes maximum absolute value at a.

Construction 3.8. Assume that ds, R(L, ¢) is a finite set of birational points.
The decomposition of sup norm |[[-||¢ = sup,ea,, |'lo implies that R(L, ¢) = R(L)g.
From Construction 2.20, one has universal embedding ¢ : R(L,¢) — &,.sR(L)q,
and for any a € S the Banach algebra WaL(R(L,cb)) is just m,R(L, ). One also
constructs an injective isometric homomorphism into a Banach k-subalgebra ¢_ :
R(L,p) — O,sTaR(L, $), as well as an injective homomorphism on reduction

k-algebras: [1_]~ : [R(L, )]~ — [ Taes[maR(L, )]~

Proposition 3.9. For each a € dsy, R(L, ¢), the Banach algebra R(L), as well as
7o R(L, ¢) has only one Shilov point, which is mappped to a by the map on spectra
induced by natural homomorphisms from R(L, ¢).

Proof. By construction, the sup norm on M(R(L),) is |-|q, hence a is its unique
Shilov point. It is mapped to a in M(R(L, ¢)) by the map induced by R(L, ¢) —
R(L)q. Similar argument works for M(m,R(L, ¢)). O

Proposition 3.10. Assume that ¢ is Shilov finite. For each a € S, one can find a
contraction k-linear graded subspace C, of the subspace m,R(L, ¢) in R(L), with
a contraction map k, : T, R(L,$) — C,. The induced linear map k : R(L, ) —
[,e5 Ca is graded and is injective and isometric.

Proof. This follows from Construction 2.3; note that one can choose corresponding
basis {e} and {f} to be homogeneous elements so as to induce a grading on C, by
n € N from R(L), and to make x respecting the grading. O

Proposition 3.11. Assume that ¢ is Shilov finite. Then for any s, on the images of
the operator (s-) acting on ©m,R(L, ¢), its inverse has an operator norm bounded
from above by max,.g{|s|;'}. The same holds for (s-) acting on R(L,¢) and on
eaeécﬂ'

Proof. For any element f in &n,R(L, ¢), since
s flls = ll's - fllmax|.. = max{[s - fla} = max{[s|a|mafla},
aesS aesS
the operator norm of the inverse operator (s7!-) on the image is bounded from
above by max,g{|s|; '}, which finite as |s|, # 0 for all a by the assumption. The

same holds for (s-) acting on the other two Banach spaces as they are isometric
subspaces. O
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Construction 3.12. On the reduction variety Proj([R(L,®)]~), denoted by X,
the reduction line bundle L is the tautological ample invertible sheaf from this
reduction graded algebra, the set of irreducible components are denoted by {)N(a}aes,
the restriction of L to these components are L,. Note that these reduction objects
depend on the metric ¢.

Consider the section algebras R(X,L) and R(X,,L,), along with the natural
restriction map r,. There are natural morphisms p : [R(L,$)]~ — R(X,L) and
Pa : [TaR(L, D)~ — R()?a, Ea), defined by sending § to the corresponding section.
For any a € S, p, is injective, as 3(d@) # 0 for 5 # 0 by the description of a non-zero
element in [7,R(L, ¢)]~. Denote dim; [, R(L, $)]™ by x.(n) and dimz[R(L, ¢)]™
by x(n).

Proposition 3.13. Assume that ds, R(L,¢) is a finite set. Then the homo-
morphsim of graded k-algebras [c_]~ : [R(L, $)]~ — [LeglmaR(L, ¢)]™ have codi-
mension asymptotic to C' - n¢ at level n as n — oo. The multiplicities defined by
the following limits exist and satisfy

Ag 1= Jijn@xa(n)/x(n), ;)\a =1.

Proof. Using the commutative diagram given by ([ [, 74)op = (I [, pa) o [t=]~ and
the injectivity of [ [, po and [¢—]™, one bounds from the above the codimension of
[t—]~ by the sum of codimensions of p and [, 7.

As L is ample, and the graded k-algebra R(L) is of Krull dimension (d + 1),
the graded k-algebras [R(L,$)]~ and R(X,, L,) are of Krull dimensions at most

~

(d+ 1), and section algebra on intersections R(X, n Xy, Lap) is of Krull dimension
at most d. Thus [], r, has codimension O(n?). As [R(L, ¢)]~ is reduced with its
HS function being a polynomial, p has codimension at most O(n?). Finally the
codimension of [t_]"~ is of order O(n9).

The multiplicity A\, exists, and coincides with the leading term of the geometric
HS polynomial for R(X,, Ly). O

Remark 3.14. Note that the constant C in the codimension bound only depends
on (L, ¢), though do not have an explicit expression.

3.3. Equidistribution measure and determinant norm distorsion.

3.3.1. Shilov finite case.

Definition 3.15. Let ¢ be a metric on on L*" which is Shilov finite. The probability
MeASUre Y, o0 w1, 4) Aada 01 M(R(L, ¢)) is called the equidsitribution measure of
¢ and is denoted by pieq(#). One also use this name for the measure p3” fieq(¢) on
X,

Remark 3.16. If ¢ is a diagonalizable Fubini-Study metric (i.e. an ample model
metric as |k| = R), then peq(¢) = MA(¢) by | , Théoreme 6.9.3].

Theorem 3.17. Let ¢ be a Shilov finite metric on L?*". Let s € Ry(L) be a section,
then the following limit formula holds

. 1
lim
n—® x(n

x(n)
105 | A\ () oo = logls() = | Toglsly #i7(e).

J/‘/1(72(L7¢>))
Proof. Tt suffices to prove the first equality. The basic idea is to compute the
operator norm on a slightly bigger space &,C,, where the operator (-s) can be
analytically localized and decoupled. Thanks to Proposition 2.5 and Proposition
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3.13, the error will be of order C'-n® where C is a constant independent of n, hence
has no effect in the limit.
For each Shilov point a, consider the normed k-vector subspace C, in (k(a), ||a)

and the linear map (-s). By Proposition 2.1, the operator norm of A(-s)|c, is equal

o |5]X*™ | whose log gives the summands on the right hand side.

O

Corollary 3.18. Same setting as above. Denote by err(n) the error term in the
above limit equality. Then as n — o0, it holds

mf {10g| la }— err(n) < sup {log|s|, }7

a€dsn

where C' is a constant only depending on (L, ¢), not on s.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 2.5 and Remark 3.14. (|

Recall that for two graded algebra norms |[|-|| and ||-||" on R, one can define the
following two pseudo-distances, which satisfies d; < dy

x(n) x(n)

N .
o (I W17 == L — st ([ flas [1-[17)s - H-17) == lim 77y dist VAVEEWANR(S:

Construction 3.19. Let Probgy piy be the set of probability measures on C(L)™»
whose support is a finite set of birational points. The following formula

1
dv)=  sup | ~log|s| (1 — v)|
neN,seR,, (L)\{0} JC(L)an T

defines a pseudo-distance satisfying the (Archimedean) triangle inequality.

Proposition 3.20. Let ¢; 2 be two Shilov finite metrics on L*", then it holds
d(preq(#1); tea(#1)) < 2d1 ([l lI-llo2)-

The map ||| = lim, e ﬁlog ||/\X(n)(5‘)|Rn||hom,1rsHHH is continuous (for both
the topologies induced by d; or dy).

Proof. Write ¢; = FS(||-||;) for ¢ = 1,2, by Proposition 2.6, it holds that

x(n)
|10g || /\ Hhom,qﬁl log H /\ ”hom,¢2 A(n) + B(n), Vn e N,

x(n)
= dist /\H l(n+1)61 s> /\H s 1)6 s, )5 B = dist( /\ [l /\II g1 )

by taklng sup for s and limit for n, one gets the desired inequality. The second
assertion also follows from the above estimate. O

3.3.2. General case.

Construction 3.21. Counsider the topological space C(L)*" and functions on it.

Let R be the extended real number R U {+00}. Denote by V the R-vector space
generated by functions (valued in R) of the form log|s| for all homogeneous s €
R,\{0}. For some subset A, denote by 6 (-) the sup norm (R-valued) on A.

If all points of A are birational, then 64 is a (usual R-valued) norm on V; its
completion, denoted by Va, is a Banach space, which admits an isometric injective
linear map to the Banach space C(A): associate to a Cauchy sequence {v;}ien in
(V,0) the element lim,,_,o v;|a. On V, this map is the restriction to A.
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Construction 3.22. Let ¢ be a semipositive metric. For any homogeneous s € R,
and any sequence of Shilov finite metrics {¢; };en approximating ¢ in the topology
of norms, by Proposition 3.20 the sequence {Lg, (log|s|)}ien converges to Ly (log|s|),
where the functional is denoted by

1 x(n)
Lo (logls|) := lim, —-5 1og]l /\ () lom.o
It is a linear functional in the function log|s| on C(L)*", hence can be readily
extended to a linear form on V. Moreover, it is bounded from above by 6a(-) if
A is a Shilov boundary of R. Call it the equidistribution linear functional (of the
metric ¢, or of the graded algebra norm ||| ).

Thus if there is a Shilov boundary dsy, R whose points are all birational, then one
can extend Ly to the Banach subspace Vyg, r of C(dsy R). By Hahn-Banach exten-
sion theorem and Riesz representation theorem, the linear form defines a measure
on A, which is positive as Ly is. Denote by pleq,o4, =(¢) this measure (however it
is not necessarily unique). Call it an equidistribution measure of ¢ (depending on
the Shilov boundary dsy R, and also on the choice of H-B extension).

Proposition 3.23. Let ¢ be a semipositive metric. Suppose there is a Shilov
boundary A whose points are all birational, then there exists a probability measure
teq,A (¢) supported on A, such that

1 x(n)

10g | /\ (-5)llhom,s =

Remark 3.24. At this stage, it is not clear how this equidistribution measure
actually depends on the choice of a Shilov boundary, nor how to assure in general
the assumption on the birationality of points in it, apart from cases where A is
contained in some skeleton. Note that even if one chooses to use the canonical
Shilov boundary (Appendix A), it is not clear whether Va is equal to C(A), hence
not clear whether the corresponding equidistribution measure is unique.

o) x(n)

j log|$tteq.a(6).
M(R(L,9))

3.4. Monge-Ampere measure. Now we pass to continuous semipositive metrics.
Recall the definition and the continuity property of the Monge-Ampere operator.

Construction 3.25. To any continuous semipositive metric ¢, one can associate
a probability Radon measure MA(¢) on X" written as (dd®$)"?; this map is
continuous with respect to the uniform topology on the space of continuous semi-
positive metrics and the weak topology of measures: if ¢, — ¢ uniformly, then
MA(¢n) — MA(¢) weakly [CLJ[CLD]J[GK].

Construction 3.26. Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric, denote by MA' (¢)
the measure (dd®max{¢,0})"(@*1) on C(L)**. Denote by v, : X** — OM(R(s))
the continuous map z — ~y4(x), which is a homeomorphism since ¢ is continuous.

Proposition 3.27. Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric. The measure
MA'(¢) is supported on v4(X*"), and its direct image by 4 is the measure MA(¢)
on X If ¢, — ¢ converges uniformly, then MA'(¢,) — MA'(¢) converges
weakly as probability measures on C(L)>".

Proof. Approximate ¢ uniformly by Fubini-Study metrics ¢; for which the proper-
ties holds, and pass to the limit. O

Theorem 3.28. Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric, which is Shilov finite.
Then fieq() = MAT((ZS)'

Lemma 3.29. These two measures have same support.
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Proof. The equality for supports holds for Fubini-Study metrics. Let {¢,} be a
sequence of Fubini-Study metrics approximating ¢ uniformly. Consider any s €
R, nR°, on the one hand, thanks to Proposition 3.20, one gets (write { for SC(L)M

for all below)
j log|sltteq(én) 222> [ 1og]sljteq(®):

on the other hand, for any 6 > 0, denote by logs|s| the continuous function
max{log|s|,log 8}, by the continuity of MA'(.), it holds that

j logs|s| MA" (6,) 222> [ logs|s| MAT(¢).

Since ¢ is Shilov finite, for any neighbourhood U of ds, M(R(9)), there exists a
homogeneous peak section p € R° such that |p(§)| = 1 for all £ € dg, and the locus
P(|p|) is contained in U. Thus taking limsup,,_,., for the following terms

f loglplieq(én) = j log|p| MAT (6,) < f logs|p| MA" (6,)
one gets

0= [togipliea(6) < timsup [ gyl MAT(6) < 0

thus (by also considering liminf) one gets {logs|p| MAT(¢) = 0 for any & € (0,1),
hence the support of MA'(¢) is contained in [p(-)| = 1 which is in U. As U can be
made arbitrarily small, one knows that supp(MA'(¢)) € dsn M(R(L)).

This inclusion is in fact an equality: otherwise, by Proposition 2.17 one can
find a homogeneous section p such that |p(¢)| = 1 for all ¢ € supp(MA'(¢)) and
Ip(€)| < 1 for other & € dgp; test the two measures against log|p| gives

0= j log|p| MA' (¢) = f log|pltteq(6) < 0

a contradictory inequality. O

Proof. Since both measures can be written as convex combinations of Dirac mea-
sures supported on a common finite set dg, R, it suffices to equalize the coefficients.
For any & € dsp R, by Proposition 2.17 one can find p € R(L) such that |p(§)| < 1
and |p(¢’)| = 1 for all other &’ € ds), R. Test these two measures against the function
log|p| gives equality of coefficients for A(€). O

Corollary 3.30. Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric. Then

n)
1 X
lim

(
i, 10 | A\ ()l = [ Toglslo MA()

Remark 3.31. One would also like to compare pieq(¢; A) with MAT(¢) when ¢ is
continuous and A consists of birational points. We shall address this problem in a
future study using tropical geometry. At the current stage, it is only known that
they define the same linear form on the function space V.

4. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

4.1. Locally affinoid Banach algebra and semipositive piecewise linear
metrics. There are two natural classes of semipositive metrics whose Shilov bound-
ary consists of finitely many birational points. Firstly (formal) model (semipositive)
metrics have this property, and there’s a characterization for such metrics in terms
of the Banach algebra R(L,¢) being locally affinoid, based on a result in [GK].
Secondly, the envelope construction yields (possibly singular) metrics with almost
prescribed Shilov boundaries (to be discussed in the next subsection).
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Recall that the spectrum of a Banach algebra is called locally affinoid, if it is a
G-domain, namely a finite union of affinoid domains [Tem].

Proposition 4.1. If ¢ is a metric whose disc domain M(R(L, ¢)) is locally affinoid,
then ¢ is Shilov finite.

Proof. By definition, this domain admits a finite cover by affinoid domains {V;};er,
so the Shilov points for M(R(L, ¢)) is contained  J,.; dsn V; which is a finite set. [

Recall that a formal model (X, £) over k° for (X, L) defines a model metric ¢
[ ]: there is a covering by formal open subsets {;} of X such that sections of
Ly, are of constant norm one (or equivalently a G-covering by affinoid domains
U; of X?" with local sections s; of L®"|y, of constant norm one). An equivalent
characterization given in [GI{, Proposition 8.11] for such metrics is that ¢ is piece-
wise linear, in the sense that U; can be G-covered by affinoid domains {W;;} on
which there exist tropical moment maps Fj; to algebraic torus 775" that pulls a
linear function ¢;; to the function log|s;|s restricted on W;;. (Note that we as-
sumed |k*| = R so we do not take care of rationality of slopes in the definition of
piecewise linear objects.)

Proposition 4.2. The followings are equivalent for a metric ¢ on the ample line
bundle L: (1) it is defined by a vertically nef formal model of L; (2) it is piece-
wise linear and semipositive; (3) ¢ is continuous, the holomorphically convex set
M(R(L, ¢)) is locally affinoid, and is equal to M~ (R(L, ¢)).

Proof. That (1) < (2) is part of [GI{, Proposition 8.11] and | , Theorem 6.10].

For (1) = (3), first suppose that ¢ is given by a vertically nef formal line bundle
of L, then there is a cover by affinoid domains {U;} of X®" and constant norm one
local sections {s;} of L. The dual unit disc bundle of (L®")2 over U; of n¢ is

isomorphic to U; x D via the isomorphism given by s;, hence is an affinoid domain.
Its image under the affine map p*" is thus a locally affinoid domain in C(L)*".
Thus M(R(L, ¢)) is covered by a finite number of affinoid domains, hence is locally
affinoid. More generally, if n¢ is given by a vertically nef formal line bundle, then
M(ne) in C(L™)*" is locally affinoid; as the tautological map induced by R" — R
is finite and induces the map M(¢) — M(n¢), the domain M(¢) is also locally
affinoid as this property is preserved by finite morphisms.

For (3) = (2), take a G-cover of M(R(L, ¢)) by finitely many irreducible affinoid
domains {V;}. As |s|¢(x) can be written as maxy;s, MaX ey, ~(Lv ) (2)1]5(2)]}, the
metric is thus piecewise linear.

Remark 4.3. Locally affinoid but non-affinoid uniform Banach algebras can be
obtained via the affinoid pinching construction | ]. Roughly speaking, the disc
domain M(R(L, ¢)) is affinoid if and only if ¢ is induced by an ample model of L;

4.2. Shilov finite metric and envelope. Another way to obtain Shilov finite
metric is via the envelope construction. Note that this produces a possibly singular
metric, in the sense that it could be discontinuous or degenerate at some point.

Construction 4.4. Let {z;};cr be a finite set of birational points in C(L)*" which
are graded (i.e. z;" = z;, see Construction 3.3), with |I| = m. Denote by Is = I the
subset of Shilov points of the domain P({z;};cr). Let A; be the standard simplex
{z e RE‘,in =1}, and A be its face for any J < I with the inclusion map ¢ ;.

Denote by 0 the origin (0,...,0) of lel.

Construction 4.5. Fix a homogeneous element s € R(L)1, this gives a coordiniza-
tion (|s(z1)],...,|s(zm)]) € R} denoted by t (we omit notating s). Let ||-[[(¢) be
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the algebra norm maxes|-|.,(,) on R(L) which is also graded. Denote by ¢(t) the
metric (]| (1)).

Denote by A(t) the m-tuple (A1,...,\p) € Ar the coefficients in the equidistri-
bution measure p(4(t)). Note that for any r € R, one has ||-||(rt) = r.||-||(¢) and
o(rt) = ro(t) hence u(rt) = u(t). We define a map from norms to measures

poAr =~ (RINO)/RY = A, £ AlR).

For each fixed ¢, it factorizes through the face inclusion map ¢y (1)1 : Arg) — Ar
as the equidistribution measure is supported Shilov points.

Proposition 4.6. The map g is continuous.

Proof. By Theorem 3.17, for any homogeneous f, the following equation holds
x(n)
Lot 1ogl/1) i= 75108 | A\ (9)lhom.ow = 232 (0)logl i (8))]

We shall put in several f as test functions, to form a linear system and to solve
it. By Proposition 2.6, the second member (LHS) is continuous in ¢, it suffices to
choose carefully {f;}icr such that the matrix M (t) formed by {log|f;(zi(t;))|} is
(invertible and) continuous in ¢. Note that these choices can depend on ¢ and it
suffices to have local continuity near any given ¢.

Lemma 4.7. For any t € RL{'\{Q}, and any i € I, denote by p; the prime ideal
corresponding to z;(t;) via the norm reduction construction. One can rearrange I
in an order such that if j < ¢, then p; & p;; then there exists (f;);er such that for
any 1€ I, |f1,(Zj(t]))| =1 for allg < i and |fz(z1,(tz))| < 1.

Proof. Take I such that the corresponding ideals are the maximal elements for the
inclusion partial order, then take Is whose ideals are the maximal ones among the
rest, and so on to get I,; arrange I in the order (I, l,—1,...,11), the elements
inside each I, can be arranged in any order; this achieves the goal.

By the construction, the prime p; is not contained in any p; for j < ¢, hence it is
not contained in the union | J i<iPj by prime avoidance, so one can find an element

ﬁ- eR in pi\ Uj<i p;. Any lift f; € R° satisfies the requirement. O

It follows from the lemma that the matrix M (t) := {log|fi(2;(t;))|}: jerz is upper
triangular with non-zero elements on the diagonal; hence for all ¢’ sufficiently near
t, the matrix M(t') = {log|fi(2;(t;))|}s jer> is still invertible, and is continuous in
t'. Since one has the linear system A(t') - M(t') = Ly (log|fil,...,log|fn]) and
the right hand side is continuous in ¢’ near ¢, so is the solution A(Z').

O

Proposition 4.8. The map p is surjective. Thus for any A € Ay, there existst € Ay
that solves the equation peq(¢(t)) = >, Aidz,. In addition, if all |-|,, are bounded
from below as graded algebra norms, then the solutions are non-degenerate (but
possibly singular) metrics.

Proof. One argues by induction on the number of points in Shilov boundary, using
the above continuity property and the mapping degree theorem. For each ¢ € I and
t; € R4, as the domain P({z;(t;)}) has Shilov boundary {z;(¢;)}, the equidistribution
measure of the metric associated to ||-||(¢¢,7(t:)) is supported on {z;(t;)}. Thus p
restricts to a map Ay — Ay

Similarly, for any fixed pair J = {i,j} < I, and any (t;,t;) € R2\(0,0), the
domain P({z;(t;),z;(t;)}) has a Shilov boundary contained in {z;(¢;), z;(¢;)}, the
equidistribution measure of the metric associated to ||-|| (¢¢,;3,7(t:, t5)) is supported
on {z;(t;),z;(t;)}. Thus map p is restricted to a self-map A; — A, which is
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continuous and is surjective when further restricted on the boundary e; and e;.
Hence the restriction to Ay is surjective by the mapping degree theorem.
Using induction, the same arguement shows that, for any J < I, by construction
p restricts to a self map on A}, which is surjective when further restricted to its
boundaries A’} by the induction hypothesis. Therefore by the mapping degree
theorem, the restriction of p to A’} is also surjective.
The last assertion is immediate since for any ¢, one can choose 7 € I such that
t; # 0, and the graded algebra norm ||-[[ (£) is bounded from below by ||-[[| (¢:,7(%:)))-
O

Remark 4.9. Note that we’ve solved the equation with prescribed (Shilov finite)
equidistribution measure without using the regularization/continuity property of
envelope metrics | 1 Il |; one needs that crucial regularity property
in order to compare this equation to a genuine Monge-Ampere equation.

APPENDIX A. MINIMAL AND SHILOV BOUNDARY

Here we give a recount of the main result and some related constructions in
[Gue][EM], where an ‘almost minimal’ boundary Min(B) is constructed; together
with a property of peak isolated points stating that they are contained in this
boundary, a statement slightly finer than Proposition 2.16(2).

Definition A.1. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra, with the spectral/sup norm
Illsp denoted by 6. Denote by F the set of Ri-valued functions on B, view the
spectral norm as an element 6 € F. For a € F, say it is sub-multiplicative (resp.
power-multiplicative, resp. multiplicative) according to the usual sense. Let S be
a sub-semigroup of (B, x), and a € F a sub-multiplicative function. Define its
S-smoothing o as g — infres a(fg)/a(f). Say a is S-multiplicative if a(fg) =
a(f)a(g) for any f,ge S; in this case a®(g) = g for any g € S.

Construction A.2. Let A € M(B) be a closed subset. Denote by S(A) the subset
of B consisting of elements g € B such that |g(z)| = ||g||sp for any z € A. Then
S(A) is a sub-semigroup of (B, x). Denote by 0o € F the semi-norm sup,ca|-|..
In particular, if f € B°\°°, then P(|f]) is a non-empty closed set in M(B). Then
S(P(|f])) n B°\°° are those elements h with ||h|s, = 1 and D(f) < D(h).

Proposition A.3. Let f be an element in B°\°° and A € M(B) be a closed subset.
Suppose that P(|f]) = A. The (02)5PUD) = 9(P(|f])).

Proof. For any g € B, one needs to show that

inf suplhg(w)|/suplh(z)]) = su w)]|.
hES(P(|f|))(w€2| g( )|/z€£| ()D wEP(I\)fD‘g( )‘

This follows from inequalities by construction
(sup|hg(w)|/sup|h(2)|) = (sup|h(w)g(w)|/ sup |h(2)])
wEA zEA weA zeP(|f])

> sup |h(w)g(w)|/ sup [h(2)] = sup [g(w)]
weP(|f]) =P (|f)) weP

hence LHS>RHS. On the other hand, note that |f(w)| < 1 for any w € A\P(|f]).
Fixing g, for any neighbourhood V' of P(|f]) in A, one can find n € N such that

sup |f"(w)g(w)| < sup|g(w)],
weP(|f]) weV

hence the inf of LHS (tested by f™) is smaller than sup,,.|g(w)|. Thus LHS<RHS
by considering arbitrarily small neighbourhoods. U



19

Remark A.4. The key fact is that |f] is a ‘peak function’ with pics exactly on
(every point of) the subset P(|f]). Hence the S(P(|f]))-smoothing process selects
this subset in an ‘analytic localization’ procedure.

Definition A.5. Equip F with the partial order induced by the pointwise total
order on R;: a < fif and only if a(f) < B(f) for all f € B. A subset N (with the
induced partial order) is good if every subset of N has a maximum; in this case,
for any o € N, write a_ the maximal element in {y € N,y < «} if this subset is
non-empty.

Example A.6. Consider A and I two closed subsets of M(B). Then 65 < 0r if
A < T'. Note that the reverse implication does not hold without further assump-
tions: fpg, = 0, ua for any closed subset A.

Proposition A.7. Let A and T be two closed subsets of M(B), both contained
in Ogp(B). Then 0a < O if and only if A < T; the strict inequality corresponds to
the strict inclusion.

Proposition A.8. Let f and g be elements in B°\°°. Then Op(f)) < Op(q) if and
only if P(|f]) € P(|g|); the strict inequality corresponds to the strict inclusion.

Definition A.9. Let N < F be a subset; it is constructible if:
(1) the set (N, <) is good;
(2) for any « admitting an «_, there exists a sub-semigroup S of (B, x) such
that o is S-multiplicative and a® = a_;
(3) for any 8 € N which can not be a_ for some «, it holds that 8 = inf{y €
N, B <~}
Given «, 8 two multiplicative elements, say [ is constructible from « if there is a
constructible subset N admitting 8 as its minimum and « as its maximum.

The main result in [Gue], revisited by [[EM], is the construction of an ‘almost
minimal’ boundary.

Theorem A.10. [Gue][EM] Denote by Min(B, §) the subset of elements o in Fy
that satisfy: (0) o < 6; (1) o is multiplicative; (2) o is constructible from 6. It holds
that Min(B, ) is a boundary of B, and is contained in any other closed boundary.

Corollary A.11. The Shilov boundary of B is unique: it is the topological closure
of the boundary Min(B, ), denoted by dsn B.

Proposition A.12. Let B be a uniform Banach algebra. Suppose that M(B) is an
Urysohn-Fréchet space. Then any z € M(B) that is peak isolated lies in Min(5, 0).

Proof. Let z be such a point, one shall construct a constructible set in F relating ||,
and ||-|lsp and use Theorem A.10 as follows. Thanks to the intersection property
for P(]-]), by transfinite induction, one can find a totally ordered set (I, <) and
a partial-order preserving map i — f; to the (opposite of) partially ordered set
(B\p, -|-), such that {P(|f:|)}icr is decreasing for <, and {z} = ﬂie(1,<) P(fi]). It
the set I can be made countable (made isomorphic to N), then the following subset
of F will satisfy all conditions in Theorem A.10
N :=A{0p(pp.iel}; Opqpp = sup |l
weP(|fi])

To check: (1) holds by Proposition A.8 and the assumption that I is countable;
(2) holds as (Op(|s,})) P = Op(|s,)) for any j < i by Proposition A.3; (3) holds
trivially as in IV, only 6p(|4,|) has no subsequent element and it is the maximal one.
Thus we conclude z € Min(B, ).
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To make I countable, one uses the assumption on topology. If z is an isolated
point in M(B), by Proposition 2.16(1), there is f such that P(|f|) = {z}, hence the
conclusion. Otherwise it is not isolated, so z is in the closure of its complement. As
{2}t = Uzep(m) P(|f]), thanks to the Urysohn-Fréchet property, one can choose
a sequence of points {z;},ey in the complement converging to z. Finally, choose
inductively {f;} en (for N < I) accordingly: f;;1 is chosen such that z; ¢ P(|fj41])
and P(|fj+1]) € P(|f;]). Thus I can be replaced by N. O

The important topological property of Berkovich analytic space used above is

Theorem A.13. [Fav][Poi] Berkovich spaces (over n-A fields) are Urysohn-Fréchet
spaces, i.e., for any subset, any point in its topological closure can be realized as
the limit of a sequence of points in this subset.

Corollary A.14. If B contains a dense finitely generated k-algebra B, then M (B)
is an Urysohn-Fréchet space.

Proof. The natural map M(B) — (Spec B)®" realizes the former as a topological
subspace of the later, and being an U-F space is inherited by subspaces. O

APPENDIX B. SPECIAL CASE: FUBINI-STUDY METRIC

As mentioned in the introduction, if the metric ¢ is a Fubini-Study metric, then
the main result have been obtained with far less complicated methods. We record
them here to illustrate better the problem. For simplicity, we shall assume that L
is very ample and s € Ry, and that X is irreducible of dimension d.

B.1. Calculation by affinoid algebras. If ¢ is Fubini-Study, then under our
assumptions on the base field (see §1.4), the Banach section algebra R, is an
affinoid algebra. The analytic localization procedure can be performed simply in
a finite morphism of affinoid algebras, where all Shilov points are organized in a
fixed global Noether normalization. In this case the determinant distorsion can be
expressed as the norm in the field arithmetic for such normalization.

Construction B.1. | , §86] As R, is a graded affinoid algebra, by Noether
normalization, one can find a finite morphism of affinoid algebras from the Tate
algebra v : 7441 — Ry which preserves the grading. We shall omit the subscripts
and denote these two Banach algebras by 7 and R.

The field extension Frac(T) — Frac(R) is finite, of degre e. On Frac(R) there
are finitely many inequivalent absolute values {|-|,} that are extensions of the Gauss
absolute value ||, on 7. The inequivalent absolute values are in fact indexed by
the irreducible components of ﬁ, hence by n(ﬁ), which is the set of Shilov points.
Then there is a decomposition || f||sp,r = max,g|fla-

Construction B.2. | , §3] For any a, denote by R, and Frac(R), the comple-
tions with respect to |-|,, then the induced extension of complete valued fields v, :
Frac(T) — Frac(R), is still finite, of degree e,, and one has > e, = e. Denote by v
and by v, the (algebra) norm maps Frac(R) — Frac(T) and Frac(R), — Frac(T).
The Frac(7)-module @, Frac(R), is finite. There are equalities v(f) = [ [, va(f)
and |ve(f)|y = |f|5e, thus a decomposition [v(f)[y = [[,|f]c-

Denote by R/ the normalization of the image of R in Frac(R),. Then @®,R/,
is a finite 7-module; moreover it is still graded. The k-codimension of R, in
(®aR.)<n is of order O(nd), with limﬁdimk(@GRﬁl)gn = e, where v(n) =
Dli<n X(4) is the k-linear dimension of R<,.

Remark B.3. Asin the general case, one can calculate the limit of the ‘determinant
norm’ of the k-linear map (s-) on R, namely ﬁ 102 AX™ (-5)||nom.¢» on @R,

D)
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instead of on R thanks to Proposition 2.5 and using Proposition 2.1. The result
being >}, €= log|s|4, is in fact equal to the norm log |v(s) |}, ©. Note that the algebraic
norm v(s) is just the determinant of the operator (s-), but viewed as a Frac(T)-
linear map on the vector space Frac(R). Thus this is a normed /metrized/arithmetic
version of the formula expressing the algebraic Hilbert-Samuel multiplicity by means
of Noether normalization.

This result follows from the viewpoint that for model metrics ¢, the measure
MA(¢) (defined using differential calculus) has a nice local algebraic incarnation,
see [ , 86] and [GI, §10]; also, it is compatible with the viewpoint in [BE, §8]
and [CM], treating Deligne’s metrized intersection pairing {(L, ®), ..., (L, ®)) as a
norm functor on the affinoid Banach section algebra of (L, ) and relating to the
Monge-Ampere measure MA(¢).

This is a consequence of the ‘regularity’ of the metric (i.e. being Fubini-Study,
or coming from an integral model); for general Shilov finite metrics, we lose the
possibility of affinoid Noether normalization, even locally around each Shilov point,
hence the argument of | , §6] is not directly applicable. Thus our effort in the
main body of the article is to relax such a ‘global regularity’ assumption.
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