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Abstract. Let L be a line bundle on a proper, geometrically reduced scheme X over a non-trivially valued non-
Archimedean field K. Roughly speaking, the non-Archimedean volume of a continuous metric on the Berkovich analyti-
fication of L measures the asymptotic growth of the space of small sections of tensor powers of L. For a continuous
semipositive metric on L in the sense of Zhang, we show first that the non-Archimedean volume agrees with the energy.
The existence of such a semipositive metric yields that L is nef. A second result is that the non-Archimedean volume is
differentiable at any semipositive continuous metric. These results are known when L is ample, and the purpose of this
paper is to generalize them to the nef case. The method is based on a detailed study of the content and the volume of a

finitely presented torsion module over the (possibly non-Noetherian) valuation ring of K.
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Volumes non-archimédiens des fibrés en droites nef métrisés

Résumé. Soit L un fibré en droites sur un schéma propre et géométriquement réduit X défini sur un corps K muni d’une
valuation non-triviale non-archimédienne. Grosso modo, le volume non-archimédien d’une métrique continue sur 'analytifié
de Berkovich de L mesure la croissance asymptotique de I'espace des petites sections des puissances tensorielles de L. Pour
une métrique continue semi-positive sur L au sens de Zhang, nous montrons tout d’abord que le volume non-archimédien
coincide avec I’énérgie. L'existence d’une telle métrique semi-positive impose le caractére nef de L. La différentiabilité
du volume non-archimédien en toute métrique continue semi-positive constitue un deuxiéme résultat. Ces résultats sont
connus lorsque L est ample et l'objectif de cet article est de les généraliser au cas nef. La méthode s’appuie sur une
étude détaillée du contenu et du volume d’un module de torsion de présentation finie sur 'anneau (éventuellement non

noethérien) de valuation de K.
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1. Introduction

The volume is an important invariant in algebraic geometry measuring asymptotically the size of the
space of global sections. For a line bundle L on an n-dimensional projective variety Y over an algebraically
closed field k, it is given by

L ho(Y,mL)
vol(L) := hmmjolip Py
Here and in the following, we use additive notation for line bundles and metrics. The volume has many nice
properties like continuity and differentiability for which we refer to Lazersfeld’s books [Laz04a] and [Laz04b].
In Arakelov geometry, there is a similar invariant called the arithmetic volume. It measures asymptotically
the size of the number of small sections. For a projective arithmetic variety & of relative dimension # over
the ring of integers Of of a number field F and a line bundle £ on & endowed with Hermitian metrics ¢,
for each Archimedean place v, it is defined by

— log#{s e HY(Z,mZL)|||s <1, Yv
ol(T) = limsup g #]{ ( ) Hlsllng, oo}

m—oo mn+1/(l/l+ ].)'

where |[[s]|,;,p, is the supremum norm of s associated to the metric m¢,. The arithmetic volume behaves
similarly to the classical volume above, see Chen [Che08], Moriwaki [Mor09] and Yuan [Yua0O8]. In the
philosophy of Lang, Néron and Weil, arithmetic invariants are always influenced by local invariants depending
only on a single place of the number field F. The main object of study of this paper is a local variant of the
arithmetic volume which we study over any non-Archimedean field. For its relation to the global arithmetic
volume in case of a number field, we refer to [BGJ"20, Remark 4.1.7].

In the following, K is a non-Archimedean field, i.e. a field K endowed with a complete non-Archimedean
absolute value |- |, assumed to be non-trivially valued, here and throughout the paper. The valuation ring
of K is denoted by K°, and the residue field by K. We consider a line bundle L on an n-dimensional reduced
proper scheme X over K. Then the Berkovich analytification X" is compact and we consider a metric
¢ on L which is continuous with respect to the Berkovich topology. We denote the associated supremum
norm on H(X,L) by ||- ||¢ Using [BE21, §2.1], we note that ||- ||4) induces a canonical norm det(|| - ||¢)

on the one-dimensional K-vector space det(H(X,L)). Since a norm on a one-dimensional vector space
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is unique up to scaling, for any other continuous metric ¢ of L, we get a well-defined positive number
det(]| - ||¢,)/det(|| . HIP) Following [BE21, §2.3, §9.2], we define our local volume by

!
(L)) vol(L, ¢, ¢) := linr? sup % -log (det(ll Nlmy)/ det(]] - ||m¢))
We call it here the non-Archimedean volume of L with respect to (¢, ). In contrast to the global case, it is
a relative notion which is only well-defined with respect to a pair of metrics (¢, 1). For more details, we
refer to § 2.6. Non-Archimedean volumes were first introduced by Kontsevich and Tschinkel in [KT02]
and they proposed their differentiability. The main result of this paper will show that this is true over any
non-Archimedean field. Chen and Maclean [CM15] studied a variant of a local volume and their results yield
that the limsup in (1.1) is in fact a limit if X is geometrically reduced (see [BE21, Theorem 9.8]).

To describe our first result, we recall from algebraic geometry that the volume of a nef line bundle
L on the proper scheme Y over k is the degree deg;(X). We are looking for a similar result in case of
non-Archimedean volumes of the line bundle L on an n-dimensional geometrically reduced proper scheme
X over any non-Archimedean field K. Let ¢, ¢, be continuous metrics of the line bundle L which are
semipositive in the sense of Zhang [Zha95]. We recall semipositivity in § 2.3 and § 2.4. The analogue of the
degree in the relative setting is the energy

1
n+1

n
E(L¢1, o) = Zf (1 — p2)(dd Py )] A (dd* p)" .
- Xan
j=0
On the right-hand side, we use the Monge-Ampére measures (dd°¢;)/ A (dd°¢,)" 7 on the Berkovich
space X" introduced by Chambert-Loir [CLO6]. We refer to § 2.4 for details about these Radon measures
including a proof of locality principle. The energy was introduced in non-Archimedean geometry in [BEJ15],
we recall the basic properties in § 2.5.

Theorem 1.1. Let L be a line bundle on a reduced proper scheme X over a non-Archimedean field K. If ¢1, P, are
two continuous semipositive metrics on L*", then

vol(L, ¢y, ¢2) =E(L, Pp1, P2).

In the corresponding Archimedean situation and for L (nef and) big, this was shown in [BB10, Theorem A].
For K discretely valued, the theorem was proved in [BGJ*20, Theorem A]. For L ample and K any non-
Archimedean field, this is a result given in [BE21, Theorem A]. We generalize it here in Theorem 4.6 to any
(nef) line bundle in case of an arbitrary non-Archimedean field K.

The main result of our paper is the following differentiability of the non-Archimedean volume.

Theorem 1.2. Let L be a line bundle on the n-dimensional proper, geometrically reduced scheme X over a non-
Archimedean field K. Let ¢ be a continuous semipositive metric on L and let f : X*™ — R be continuous. Then
vol(L,p +tf, ) is differentiable at t = 0 and

(L2) % vol(L,p+tf,¢)= |  fF(dd¢)".

t=0 Xan

This formula is the non-Archimedean analogue of [BB10, Theorem B], and was proposed by Kontsevich and
Tschinkel [KT02, §7.2]. Differentiability of arithmetic volumes was proven by Yuan (see [Yua08] and [Chell,
§4.4]). In the case of a discretely valued field K, Theorem 1.2 was shown in [BGJ*20, Theorem B]. For an
ample line bundle, this was generalized in [BGM20, Theorem A] for any non-Archimedean base field K. We
will deduce from it the more general Theorem 1.2 using the additional tools described below. This will be
done in Theorem 5.3.

The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are similar, but for the latter additional problems arise from
leaving the nef cone. Our arguments were inspired by the techniques for the proofs of the arithmetic Hilbert-
Samuel theorem by Abbes and Bouche [AB95] and of a general equidistribution result by Yuan [Yua08]. Our
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proofs follow the overall plan in [BGJ*20] for the same statements in the DVR case, but we have to adapt it
here at several places to deal with the non-Noetherian situation.

A crucial tool in the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 is the volume of a line bundle L over an
n-dimensional finitely presented projective torsion scheme Y over K° which we will introduce in Section 3. It
follows from the direct image theorem (see Ullrich [Ull95, Theorem 3.5]) that H(Y, L) is a finitely presented
torsion K°-module M and we define h9(Y,L) := ¢c(M). Here, c(M) is the content of a finitely presented
torsion K°-module M which is a generalization of the length to our non-Noetherian situation and which was
already considered by Scholze [Schl3], Temkin [Teml16] and in [BE21] (see § 2.2 for details). We will see in
§ 3.1 that the invariants h9(Y, L) share many properties of the usual Hilbert-Samuel theory. Influenced by a
similar construction in algebraic geometry by Kiironya [Kiir06], we define the g-th asymptotic cohomological
Sfunctions by

. s h9(Y,mL)

h1(Y,L) = hnr?—?olip T
For q = 0, we call it the volume of L and we set vol(Y,L) := hO(Y,L). In Section 3, we show the asymptotic
cohomological functions are continuous and homogeneous of degree .

Another basic ingredient is the following Hilbert-Samuel type formula: let & be a projective flat scheme
over K° with generic fiber X := & Q. K and let n := dim(X). Let & be a nef line bundle on & with
associated model metric ¢ & on L := Z|x. Let D be a vertical effective Cartier divisor on £ with associated
model function ¢p = ¢p(p). Then we have

(L3) vol(D, &) = o dp (dd P )",

Based on crucial results for the Deligne pairing in [BE21], this formula was proven in [BGM20, Theorem 2.4
for £ ample. In Proposition 4.2, the continuity of the volume on the left-hand side allows us to generalize
(1.3) for nef line bundles .. Then both Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 follow from (1.3) by using a variant of
Yuan’s filtration argument.

In Section 6, we give two applications of the above theorems. We suppose that L is a line bundle on a
proper geometrically reduced scheme X over K. We assume 1 is a continuous metric on L such that the
semipositive envelope

P(¢) :=supf{¢ | ¢ is a continuous semipositive metric on L*" and ¢ < i}

is a continuous metric on L. This is expected to hold for all normal projective varieties and semiample line
bundles (see [BE21, Conjecture 7.31]). Then we show in Corollary 6.5 that

(14) vol(L, §, 1) = E(L, P(¢), P(¥))

where 1 is another continuous metric on L with P(¢) continuous. The formula (1.4) was shown in [BE2I,
Corollary 9.16] for L ample. For ¢ as above, we will prove in Theorem 6.7 the orthogonality property

09 | e@)-graacrigyr o

This is a crucial property in the proof of the existence of solutions of non-Archimedean Monge-Ampére
equations, see [BFJ15].

We repeat here that we assume in the whole paper that the absolute value of the non-Archimedean field
K is non-trivial. The reason is that we want to work with semipositive metrics in the sense of Zhang. Note
that in the trivially valued case, every line bundle on a proper variety has only one model metric and hence
there is also a unique semipositive metric. To get a rich theory in the trivially valued case, one has to use a
different semipositivity notion as for example in [BE21] or [BJ18]. Still, our results can also be applied in the
trivially valued case using that the Monge-Ampére measures, the energy and the non-Archimedean volume
are compatible with base change (see [BE21]).
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Notations and conventions

The set of natural numbers IN includes 0. The rings in this paper are usually commutative and with 1. If
A is such a ring and a € A, then (a) denotes the ideal of A generated by a. If P is an abelian group, then
P4 := P®y A denotes the A-module obtained by base change.

As a base field, we consider usually a non-Archimedean field K. This means in the whole paper
that K is endowed with a non-Archimedean complete absolute value |-| which is non-trivial. We use
K°:={a € K |1 >|a|} for the valuation ring, K°° = {a € K | 1 > |a|} for the maximal ideal in K° and
K := K°/K°° for the residue field. If M is a finitely presented torsion module over K°, then we denote by
c(M) the content of M. This is a generalization of the length in our non-Noetherian situation which we will
introduce in § 2.2.

Let X be a scheme. If F is a coherent sheaf on a scheme X and D is a Cartier divisor on X, we write
F (D) for F ®p, Ox(D). We will use additive notation for line bundles. If L, M are line bundles on X, then
L+ M denotes the tensor product of the line bundles L and M. For m € Z, we denote the m-th tensor power
of L by mL.

Let X be an n-dimensional proper scheme over the field F. For line bundles L,,...,L,,, we denote the

.....

,,,,,,,

If all line bundles agree with L, then we use deg; (X) := deng,...,L,,(X) as a shorthand. We set
(X, L) = dim H1(X, L).

If X is a proper scheme over the non-Archimedean field K, then we denote by X®" its Berkovich
analytification. A continuous metric ¢) on L means that ¢ is continuous with respect to the Berkovich
topology. Again, we use additive notation for metrics which means that the tensor metric of metrics ¢ and
i is denoted by ¢ + 1 (see 2.10 for more). The associated norm on fibers of L is denoted by |- |, and |||,
denotes the supremum seminorm on the space H’(X, L) of global sections. Usually, we consider || - lly if X is
reduced, and it is then a norm.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we fix an arbitrary non-Archimedean field K. We collect here some background results on
the content of a module, models, Monge-Ampére measures, energy and non-Archimedean volumes.

2.1. Q-line bundles and positivity in the real Picard group

In this subsection, we consider a proper, finitely presented scheme Y over K°. We will recall and fix
notations about line bundles. The special fiber of Y is Y := Y ®g- K.
A Q-line bundle on Y is a pair (M, m) with M a line bundle on Y and m € IN,(. The set of morphisms

between Q-line bundles (M, m) and (N, n) is given as the inductive limit

lim Hom(knM, kmN).
N
keN,,
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The tensor product of line bundles induces a tensor product of Q-line bundles. As usual, we denote the
Q-line bundle (M, m) by L and we will say that mL is (induced by) an honest line bundle M. Note that
L = (M, m) induces a canonical element

1
L®1:=M® - cPic(Y)q = Pic(Y)®7 Q.

We call L nef (resp. ample) if M is a nef (resp. ample) line bundle on Y. These notions are well-defined for
elements of Pic(Y)q := Pic(Y) ®z Q.

Definition 2.1. By multilinearity, we extend the intersection pairing to define an intersection number
M- C eRR for any M € Pic(Y)R and any closed curve C in Y. Then M € Pic(Y)R := Pic(Y)®z R is called
nef if M - C > 0 for any closed curve C in Y.

We call M € Pic(Y)g ample if there are ample Ly,...,L, € Pic(Y) and Ay,..., A, >0 with M =) || A;L;
for some non-zero r € IN.

The definition of ample is consistent for Q-line bundles, by the Nakai-Moishezon criterion applied to Y.
Obviously, ample implies nef.

Proposition 2.2. Let A € Pic(Y)g be ample and M € Pic(Y)R be nef- Then A+ M is ample.

Proof. The important observation is that L € Pic(Y) is nef (resp. ample) if and only if the restriction L|y,
to the special fiber is nef (resp. ample). This is by definition in the nef case, and it follows from [Gro66,
Corollaire 9.6.5] in the ample case.

Assume first that A € Pic(Y) is ample and M € Pic(Y) is nef. Then it is well-known that Aly + Mly, is
ample and hence A + M is ample. This implies the claim for Q-line bundles.

To show the first claim in general, it is enough to show that A + M is ample for A € Pic(Y) ample and
M € Pic(Y)R nef. The existence of the ample line bundle A yields that Y is projective. We conclude that any
element in Pic(Y) is the difference of two ample classes [Gro6l, Corollaire 4.5.8] and hence we may assume
that M =) 7| A;H; for H; € Pic(Y) ample and A; € R. For 6 > 0 sufficiently small, we choose p; € Q with
Ai <pi < Aj+9. Since all H; are ample and M is nef, we deduce that N =) ; p;H; is nef. Since the ample
cone on Y; is open, we can choose 0 € Qs so small that the restriction of A—0) ; H; to Y, is ample. By
the observation at the beginning, we get that A -9} ; H; is ample and hence A-0) ; H; + N is ample by
the claim for Q-line bundles which we already have shown. Note that

r r r
A+M=A+Z/\iHi ZA—5ZHi+N+Z(/\i+5—Pi)Hi
1:1 l:1 Z:1

and hence A+ M is ample as A; + 0 —p; > 0. O

Remark 2.3. Let Y be a finitely presented projective scheme over K° and let M be a nef element in Pic(Y)Rg.
Then there is a finite dimensional subspace W of Pic(Y)q such that M is the limit of a sequence of ample
elements in W. Indeed, the above proof shows that M is the limit of nef elements N € (Hj, ..., H,)q and
hence M is the limit of the ample classes Ny + %A.

Remark 2.4. For M € Pic(Y)g, it is clear that M is nef if and only if the restriction of M to the special fiber
Y, is nef. The arguments in the proof of Proposition 2.2 show that M is ample if and only if M|y_is ample.

2.2. Lattices and content

We will introduce the content of a finitely presented K°-module as a generalization of the length in our
non-Noetherian situation. At the end, we will extend the content to the virtual quotient of two lattices in the
same finite dimensional K-vector space.
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2.5. By [Schl3, Proposition 2.10 (i)], if M is a finitely presented torsion module over K°, then there is an
integer m and some ay,...a,, € K°°\ {0} such that

M =K*/(a))®---®K"/(a)
and the quantities m and v(a;) are independent of any choice up to reordering.

Definition 2.6. Let M be a finitely presented torsion K°-module and use the above decomposition. We
define as in [BE21, §2.4] the content of M to be

m

(M) = Zv(ai) € Ry.
i=1
In [Schi3], the content c(M) is called the length of M.

Remark 2.7. Recall from [BE21, Ex 2.19]) that c(M) agrees with the usual length in case of a discrete valuation
with v(7) = 1 for an uniformizing element 7w of K°.

Proposition 2.8. Let 0 > M; — --- — M,, — 0 be an exact sequence of finitely presented torsion K°-modules.

) (~1)e(My) =0.

i

Then we have

Proof. This is a consequence of [Schl3, Proposition 2.10]. ]

2.9. A finitely generated K°-submodule V of a finite dimensional K-vector space V is called a lattice in V if
)V generates V as a K-vector space. If V;,V), are lattices in V, then there is a lattice } of V contained in
V) NV,. Note that any finitely generated K°-submodule V of V is contained in a free K°-submodule of finite
rank and hence V is finitely presented over K° by using that K° is a coherent ring [Ull95, Proposition 1.6].
For i =1, 2, it follows that V;/V is a finitely presented torsion module over K° and we define the content of
the virtual K°-module V;/V, as
cWV1/Vy) =c(OV1/V)—c(Va/V)

by using the content of finitely presented torsion modules over K° from Definition 2.6. Additivity of the
content shows that this is a well-defined real number which might be negative.

2.3. Models and metrics

In this subsection, we consider a line bundle L on a proper scheme X over K. We will introduce models
of X and L defined over the valuation ring K°. We will see that a model of L induces a metric on L?". Such
metrics are called model metrics. They were introduced by Zhang [Zha95] in Arakelov theory and they play
a similar role in non-Archimedean geometry as smooth metrics in the Archimedean case.

2.10. As in [BE21, §5], we use the logarithmic notation for a metric on a line bundle L on X: a metric on L is
a function ¢ : L*" — R such that |- |¢ := ¢~? induces a norm on the # (x)-vector space L®x # (x) for every
x € X", Here, # (x) is the completed residue field of x endowed with its canonical absolute value [Ber90,
Remark 1.2.2]. The metric is called continuous if ¢ is continuous with respect to the Berkovich topology. If ¢
is a (continuous) metric on Oy, then we identify ¢ with the (continuous) function —log|1|4 on X"

Definition 2.11. A model & of X is a flat, proper scheme & over K° together with an identification of its
generic fiber &, := & ®- K with X. There is a canonical reduction map redg : X*" — Z to the special
fiber Z; of & (see [GM19, Remark 2.3] and [GRW17, §2] for details). On closed points of X, the reduction is
induced by the valuative criterion of properness, and hence coincides with the usual reduction modulo the
maximal ideal of K°.

We say that a model & is integrally closed in X if for every affine open subset U of &, the ring O(U) is
integrally closed in O(U},), see [Gro61, §6.3] for the integral closure of a scheme.
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A model (X, L) of (X,L) is a model & of X and a line bundle £ on & together with an identification
Z| 2, = L compatible with the identification 2, ~ X. We call ¥ a model of L determined on Z .

Remark 2.12. We say that the model & is dominated by a model &’ of X if the identity on X extends to a
(unique) morphism &’ — & over K°. This induces a partial order on the set of isomorphism classes of
models of X. It is easy to show that the isomorphism classes of models of X form a directed system with
respect to this partial order.

If X is projective, then it follows as in [Gub03, Proposition 10.5] that the projective models of X are cofinal
among all models of X.

Remark 2.13. We will frequently use in this paper that if (%, %) is a model of (X, L), then H(%, %) is
a lattice in H(X, L). Indeed, it follows from the direct image theorem given in [U195, Theorem 3.5] that
HYZ, ) is a finitely presented K°-module. Using that K is a flat K°-module, we deduce that H)(Z, %)
is a lattice in HO(X,L).

2.14. Let (Z, ) be a model of (X, L). Then there is an associated metric ¢» & of L determined as follows: for
x € X", pick an open subset &/ of & which contains red g-(x) and which trivializes Z. Then £ (U) = O(U)
mapping s to ) and the metric is given in x by [s(x)|¢,, = [y (x)|. This does not depend on the choice of the
trivialization. It is clear that such metrics are continuous on L?". We refer to [BE21, 5.3] and [GM19, §2] for

more details.

2.15. A metric ¢ on L is called a model metric if there is a non-zero k € N and a model £ of kL such that
k¢ = ¢ . We can say that the model metric ¢ is given by the Q-model Z := %3 of L and we will denote
it by ¢ . A model metric is called semipositive if # is nef. Then L is nef by [GM19, 4.8]. Note that the
model £ and hence /Z is not unique, but nefness of /Z is independent of the choice. For this and more
details about model metrics, we refer to [GM19].

If L = Oy, then we identify a model metric ¢ with the model function —log|1|y. It follows from [Gub98,
Theorem 7.12] that model functions form a dense Q-subspace of the space of continuous real functions on
X?" and hence the set of model metrics of L is dense in the space of continuous metrics on L?" with respect
to uniform convergence (see [GM19, Theorem 1.2] for a generalization).

Example 2.16. A Cartier divisor D on a model & of X is called vertical if D|x is trivial. Then O(D) is a
model of Ox and we define the model function associated to D by

¢p = —log|1|o(p)-
Conversely, for any model (Z,.£) of (X,Ox), the trivial section 1 of Oy extends uniquely to a meromor-
phic section s of & and then D := div(s) is a vertical Cartier divisor on & .

2.17. We say that a metric ¢ on L is bounded if for any open subset U which trivializes L and any trivializing
section s € HO(U, L), the function —log|s|y is locally bounded on U?". Clearly, any continuous metric ¢ of
L is bounded and hence boundedness of ¢ is equivalent to ¢ — 1) bounded on X?", by compactness of the
latter. Bounded metrics are stable under tensor product, inverse and pull-back.
For a bounded metric ¢ on L, we define the sup-seminorm
lIslly == sup [s(x)ly

xexan

of s€ HY(X,L). If X is reduced, it is a norm on H%(X,L) (see [BE2], Lemma 4.1]).
For bounded metrics ¢, ¢, on L, we define the distance
d(P1,¢2) = sup |(Pp1 - P2)(x)] < co.
xeXan
Recall that we view @1 — ¢; as the (bounded) function on X" given as —log|1|y, _4,. Clearly, d is a metric
on the space of bounded metrics of L inducing the topology of uniform convergence.
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2.18. For a bounded metric ¢ on L, we will use the notation
HOX,L,§) = (s e HUX, L) | lslly < 1.

If the absolute value on K is discrete and X is reduced, then ITI\O(X, L,¢) is automatically a lattice in
H%(X, L), ¢f [BE2], Lemma 1.29 (ii)]. In the case of a non-discrete valuation, this is not always true. However,
it is true in case of a model metric ¢ & associated to a model (Z,Z) of (X, L) with & integrally closed in
X. Indeed, Lemma 2.19 below yields

HO(X,L ¢o) = H(Z, %)
and hence the claim follows from Remark 2.13.

Lemma 2.19. Assume that & is a model of X which is integrally closed in X and that £ is a model of L
determined on &, then .
HYZ,%)=H%X,L ¢z)

Proof. 1t is clear that C holds in the claim. To prove the converse, we pick s € I/—I\O(X, L,¢ ). Locally
on an affine open subset U/ = Spec(A) which trivializes &, it is given by 3 € A. It follows from [CMI8,
Theorem 2.1] or [BE21, Theorem 4.15] that A integrally closed in A ®g. K yields that A is the unit ball
of A ®- K with respect to the sup-seminorm on red ™! (U;). Now by definition of a model metric and as

s€ HY(X,L,¢ ), we know that y is in this unit ball and hence in A. This proves s € ITI\O(%,,?) O

Lemma 2.20. Assume that the model & of X is integrally closed in X. Let D be a vertical Cartier divisor of Z .
Then D is effective if and only if pp > 0.

Proof- We note that D is effective if and only if the canonical meromorphic section sp of O(D) is a global
section. Since D is a vertical Cartier divisor, the restriction of sp to X is a (nowhere vanishing) global section
of Ox and hence the claim is a special case of Lemma 2.19. O

Lemma 2.21. Assume that K is algebraically closed and that X is reduced (resp. reduced and projective). Then
models (resp. projective models) of X which are integrally closed in X are cofinal among models of X.

Proof. This follows from Remark 2.12 and the scheme-theoretic version of the reduced fiber theorem of
Bosch-Liitkebohmert-Raynaud given in [BE21, Theorem 4.20)]. O

2.4. Continuous semipositive metrics and Monge- Ampére measures

Let X be a proper scheme over the non-Archimedean field K. Recall from 2.15 the definition of a
semipositive model metric on a line bundle L over X. To describe canonical metrics of arithmetic dynamical
systems, Zhang [Zha95] introduced the following generalization.

Definition 2.22. A continuous metric ¢ on L?" is called semipositive if ¢ is a uniform limit of semipositive
model metrics of L with respect to the distance of uniform convergence from 2.17.

If L has a continuous semipositive metric, then L is nef by 2.15. The converse is not known. Note
that continuous semipositive metrics are closed under sum, pull-back with respect to morphisms of proper
schemes over K, and uniform limits. This is easily seen from the fact that the first two properties also hold
for model metrics. Recall that we use additive notation for metrics, so sum means the tensor metric.

The following Monge-Ampére measures were introduced by Chambert-Loir.

Proposition 2.23. There is a unique way to associate to a tuple of continuous semipositive metrics ¢1,..., ¢, on
line bundles Ly,...,L, on a proper scheme X over a non-Archimedean field K and to an effective n-dimensional
cycle Z on X a positive Radon measure y on X", formally denoted by dd“py A--- ANdd ¢, A Oz, such that the
Jollowing holds:
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(a) the measure y is multilinear and symmetric in ¢+,..., ¢,;
(b) the measure y is additive in Z;

(c) if f : X’ — X is a morphism of proper schemes and if Z' is an n-dimensional cycle on X', then we have the
projection formula

F(dS(F 1) A= AdA(f*Bu) AS7) = ddy A Add by A S5

(d) p depends continuously on the ¢; with respect to uniform convergence (and weak convergence of Radon
measures);

(¢) w(X*")=deg; | (Z);
(f) the Radon measure y is compatible with base change of non-Archimedean fields;

(@) assume that K is algebraically closed, and that ¢,...,§, are model metrics determined by line bundles
A,.... Ly on a model & of X with reduced special fiber Z,. Then

.....

where Y ranges over all irreducible components of Z; and where 65, is the Dirac measure at the unique
point &y € X*™ with reduction equal to the generic point of Y .

Properties (b), (c), (d), (f) and (g) characterize the positive Radon measures p uniquely.

Chambert-Loir [CLO6] obtained this in the case of a non-Archimedean field with a countable dense
subset. In the case of any algebraically closed non-Archimedean field, this follows from [Gubl0, Proposition
3.8]. The general case is easily deduced by base change. Alternatively, this follows from the local approach
in [CD12], see [BE2I, §8.1] for details.

Remark 2.24. Note that the wedge product and the dd° in the notation dd“¢py A--- Add°P, A 67 are
a priori purely formal. It is used to stress the analogy to the complex Monge-Ampére measures where
dd®¢ = ci(L, ) is the first Chern form. It was shown later in [CDI12, §6] and in [GK17, Theorem 10.5] that
the measures could really be understood as a product of (1,1)-currents similarly to the complex case.

Remark 2.25. A continuous metric ¢ on a line bundle L over X is called a DSP metric if there are continuous
semipositive metrics ¢, ¢, on line bundles L{,L, over X such that L =L —L, and ¢ = ¢p; — ¢,. By
multilinearity, we can uniquely extend the construction of y = dd“¢p A--- Add°¢p, A 7 to DSP metrics
¢1,...,¢,. The resulting Radon measure is no longer positive, but still satisfies (a)-(g).

If X is projective, every model metric on a line bundle over X is a DSP metric. Indeed, we have seen in
Remark 2.12 that every model metric is determined on a projective model &, and every line bundle on & is
a difference of two ample line bundles on & [Gro61, Corollaire 4.5.8].

We recall the following result of Yuan and Zhang.

Proposition 2.26. Let ¢,..., P, be continuous semipositive metrics of line bundles on the projective scheme X
over K. Then

(f.8)— J fdd‘gndd ¢, A---ANdd P,
Xan
defines a negative semidefinite symmetric bilinear form on the Q-vector space of model functions on X.

Proof. By base change, we may assume that K is algebraically closed. Note that the form is given as a limit
of intersection numbers on models and then the claim from the local Hodge index theorem from [YZ17,
Theorem 2.1]. We refer to [BFJ15, Propositions 2.20, 2.21] for the argument. ]
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It follows from Remark 2.24 that the construction of Monge-Ampére measures is local in the Berkovich
topology. All results in [BEJ15, §5] still hold. For convenience of the reader, we state and prove the comparison
principle. The complex analogue is due to Bedford and Taylor and, in the discretely valued case of residue
characteristic 0, it is given in [BE]J15, Corollary 5.3].

Proposition 2.27. Let ¢, be continuous semipositive metrics on L*". Then we have

[ gy | iy

{p<ip) {p<tp)

where {Pp < P} = {x € X" | p(x) < P(x)}.

Proof. We will follow closely the arguments from the complex case given in [BB10, Corollary 2.4]. Let
€ >0, then 1, := max(¢, 1 —€) is a continuous semipositive metric by [GM19, Propositions 3.11, 3.12]. By
Proposition 2.23(e), we have

(2 f am(dalc(p)” =deg;(X) = J an(ddcybg)”.

Note that 1, = ¢ on the open subset {¢ > 1p — ¢} of X?" and that 1, = ¢ — ¢ on the open subset {¢ < ) — ¢}
of X?". Since these open subsets are disjoint and since formation of the Monge-Ampére measure is local in
the Berkovich topology (i.e. compatible with restriction to open subsets), we get

22) [ wadeprs | gy | aacyr.
o (f>pe) (p<p-e)
The right-hand side is bounded below by

9.3 dd° )" — (dd°¢)" ddcp)".
23 Joacor=] oy o

Combining (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3) and using monotone convergence for ¢ — 0, we get the claim. g

2.5. Energy

We recall here the definition of the energy relative to two semipositive continuous metrics on a line bundle.
We will see that all relevant properties of the energy from [BE]J15, §6] hold over any non-Archimedean field
K.

In this subsection, we consider a line bundle L on a proper scheme X over K of dimension #.

Definition 2.28. The energy of two continuous semipositive metrics ¢1, ¢, of L is

1
n+1

B sl i) [ (= ga)dd ) A dd ) e R
=0

Note that in [B]18, §3.8], the energy was normalized by dividing through deg; (X) which makes perfect
sense in the case of an ample line bundle. Here, we will be also interested in nef line bundles and so we
omit this normalization.

Proposition 2.29. Let ¢y, $o, ¢, §5, P35 be continuous semipositive metrics of L. Let d be the distance on the
space of bounded metrics of L introduced in 2.17. Then the following holds.

(@) E(L, ¢, ¢1) = —E(L, ¢1, ) and E(L, 1, P1) = 0.

®) If p1 < o, then E(L, b1, p3) < E(L, o, P3).

(¢) The cocycle rule E(L, ¢1, o) + E(L, po, ¢3) +E(L, ¢p3,¢P1) =0 holds.

(d) Fora €N, we have the homogenity B(aL, a1, ad,) = a" 1 E(L, ¢1, ds).

() E(L 1 +¢,02) = B(L 1, h2) + cdeg; (X) forc € R.
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(f) E(L, p1, P2) is concave in 1.
@ The function t — E(L, (1 —t)¢p1 +tpy, ¢3) is a polynomial in t € [0,1] of degree < n+ 1.

(h) o BIL, (1 =)y + 1o, P1) = [yan (P2 = b1) (dd )"

() 2xli=0 B(L (1= )1 + o, 1) =1 [ (b2 — 1) dd (o — 1) A (ddpy)" .
() Jyan (1 = §2) (dd°D1)" S E(L p1,$2) < [yan(P1 = P2) (dd )",

(k) |E(L 1, 2) — E(L, 7, §3)| < (d(pr, p]) + d(p2, ) ) deg; (X).

(1) The energy is compatible with base extensions of non-Archimedean fields.
(m) If f : X" — X is a birational proper morphism, then E(f*L, f*¢1, f*¢2) = E(L, ¢1, §2).
Proof. All these properties follow rather formally from the definition of the energy and the properties of the
Monge-Ampére measures given in the previous subsection. For the arguments, we refer to [BFJ15, §6], [BJ18,

§3.8] and [BE21, Proposition 9.14]. Note that for (f) and (j), we need the Hodge index result of Yuan and
Zhang recalled in Proposition 2.26. g

2.6. Non-Archimedean volumes

In this subsection, we denote by X a reduced proper scheme over K. We consider a line bundle L on X
and set N, := h%(X,mL) for any m € N.

2.30. Let V be an N-dimensional K-vector space. Then a norm ||-|| on V induces a determinant norm
det(||-||) on the determinant line det(V) = AN (V) by

det(]|7]]) := T:vllﬂfAvN||V1||"'||VN||
for any 7 € det(V) (see [BE21, §2.1] for details). We define the relative volume of norms || -||;,||-||, on V by

vol(||- Il [1-11p) = 10g(w),

det(ll-l;)
Note here that det(||-|[,)/det(]|-||;) is a well-defined positive number since det(V) is a one-dimensional

K-vector space. For more details on relative volumes, we refer to [BE21, §2.3].

Remark 2.31. Recall from [BE21, §1.7] that a lattice V in V has an associated lattice norm || - ||, on V given by

vy = inf |a
lv]ly aeK’verl

for any v € V. It follows from 2.5 that a finitely presented torsion K°-module M is given by M =V);/V, for
two lattices V; DV, of a finite dimensional K-vector space V. Conversely, any such quotient is evidently a
finitely presented torsion K°-module. Then [BE2]1, Lemma 2.20] yields

(M) = vol(ll-[ly,, I lly,)-
For any lattices V,V, in V, additivity of the relative volume [BE21, Proposition 2.14(i)| yields
c(V1/Va) = vol(l[ - [ly,, I - lly,)
where the content of the virtual K°-module V;/V, was defined in 2.9.

Definition 2.32. Let ¢, be bounded metrics on L?". Then we define the non-Archimedean volume of L
with respect to ¢ and P by

. n! . 1
(2.4) vol(L, ¢, ) = llmsupmvol(ll-llm@ll-IImlp)=V01(L)~11mSUP N VOL(Il - o Il Il )-
m—00

m—o0 m

using the relative volume of the sup-norms || ||m¢, | |ly on H(X,mL) from 2.17.
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It follows from homogeneity and monotonicity of the relative volume of norms in [BE21, Proposition 2.14]
that both limsup’s are finite. By the right-hand equality, non-Archimedean volumes are thus interesting only
when the line bundle L is big.

We will see in Theorem 2.38 that the limsup in (2.4) is a limit if X is geometrically reduced.

The non-Archimedean volume has the following basic properties holding for any proper reduced X.
Recall that d denotes the distance on the space of bounded metrics of a given line bundle (see 2.17).

Proposition 2.33. Let ¢, 1, p’, 1" be bounded metrics on L*". Then we have:
(a) vol(L, ¢, p) = 0.
(b) The non-Archimedean volume vol(L, ¢, D) is increasing in ¢ and decreasing in .
(¢) For any c € R, we have vol(L, ¢ + ¢, ) = vol(L, ¢, ) + cvol(L).
(d) vol(L, $, ) < d(¢,p)vol(L).
(¢) [vol(L, ¢, ) —vol(L, ", ") < (d(, ¢”) + d(1h,9")) vol(L).
Proof. Properties (a), (b) are obvious and (c), () follow from [BE21, Proposition 2.14(ii),(iv)]. Finally (d) is a

consequence of (a) and (e). g

Lemma 2.34. Let ¢, be bounded metrics on L*". We suppose that either the valuation on K is discrete or that
¢, are model metrics induced by line bundles on models which are integrally closed in X. Then

0.5) C[H\O(X, mL, mo)

— = vol(l“ by Il - i) + O(N,y)-
HO(X,mL,mtp)) VOI([l - g, Il - ) + O(Ny1)

Proof By 2.18, we have that B,, := HO(X,L®", m¢) and B/, := HO(X,L®", m1p) are lattices in HO(X, mL).
Let ||-]lp, and ||-||p; be the associated lattice norms. Then we have

(2-6) vol(ll-1lg,,. I lg;,) = vOL(ll - llugps I - llrup) + O(Npy)-

When K is densely valued, (2.6) is actually an equality as then obviously ||-[[g, = |- |, and || llg;, =l [y
When K is discretely valued, (2.6) holds by [BE21, Proposition 2.21]. Now the claim follows from (2.6) and
Remark 2.31. g

Remark 2.35. If the valuation on K is discrete or if ¢, are model metrics induced by line bundles on
models which are integrally closed in X, then Lemma 2.34 implies

n (HY(X,mL, mg)
UP 1 C| 5o :
HY%(X,mL, mi)

In the case of a discretely valued field with v(7t) = 1 for an uniformizer 7t, we conclude that vol(L, ¢, )

(2.7) vol(L, ¢, 1) =lims

agrees with the non-Archimedean volume considered in [BGJ*20].
By Chow’s lemma, the following result can be used to reduce to the case of projective schemes.

Lemma 2.36. Let f : X" — X be a birational map of proper reduced schemes over X. For bounded metrics ¢,
of the line bundle L over X, we have

VOU o 1 lngip) = VOLI- o 1 ) + (™)
Jfor m — co and hence

vol(f°L, f*¢, f*1) = vol(L, b, ).

Proof. This follows from [BE21, Lemma 9.11(v)] and its proof. Note that the projectivity assumption there can
be replaced by properness. U
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Next, we give the behaviour of the relative volumes in Definition 2.32 with respect to a base extension F/K
of non-Archimedean fields. We recall from [BE21, Definition 1.24, Proposition 1.25] that the base change of
an ultrametric norm || -|| on a K-vector space V is the ultrametric norm on the F-vector space Vi := V®g F
given for w € Vi by

wllp = _ inf maxalv;ll

ivi=
where the infimum runs over all finite decompositions ) a;v; = w with a; € F and v; € V. We will use
similar notation to denote base changes of schemes and line bundles.

Proposition 2.37. We assume that X is geometrically reduced. Let ¢, be continuous metrics on L*" and let
F/K be a non-Archimedean field extension. Then

VOl gy I ) = VOLUI - Mliagpr Il - Iy ) + 0(mNy,)
Jor m — co and hence vol(Lg, pg, Pr) = vol(L, §, ).

Proof. This follows from [BE21, Lemma 9.4]. Again, projectivity is not used there. i

The next result is a consequence of the limit theorem of Chen and Maclean [CMI15, Theorem 4.3] as
shown in [BE21, §9.2].

Theorem 2.38. Let L be a line bundle on a geometrically reduced proper scheme X over K and let ¢, be bounded
metrics on L2". Then the limsup in the definition of the non-Archimedean volume vol(L, ¢, 1) is a limit, i.e.

vol(L, ¢, i) = lim VOL(l[ - g 11 lg)-

mn+1

The same holds in (2.7).

Proof- We reduce to X projective by Lemma 2.36. Then the first claim follows from [BE21, Theorem 9.8].
The second claim follows from the first claim and (2.5). O

The existence of the limit has the following obvious consequences. They simplify the proofs of the main
results in this paper quite a lot, however one could also prove them without Theorem 2.38 and without
Corollary 2.39 similarly as in [BG]*20].

Corollary 2.39. Let L be a line bundle on an n-dimensional geometrically reduced proper scheme X over K and
let o, P, p1, o, 3 be bounded metrics on L*". Then we have:

(i) vol(L, ¢, 1) = —vol(L, , P)
(ii) vOl(L, 1, ¢2) + VOl(L, 2, ¢3) + vOl(L, 3, P1) = 0.
(iii) vol(aL,ad,ap) = a"*1vol(L, ¢, ) for all a € N.

3. Volumes on torsion schemes

Let K be any non-Archimedean field, with valuation v. In this section, we consider schemes over K°
which have non-trivial K°-torsion. We call them torsion schemes over K°. Our main examples are closed
subschemes of a scheme over K° with support in the special fiber. We will see that the space of global
sections of a line bundle L over a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K° is a finitely presented
torsion K°-module and hence we can define the volume of L by mimicking the classical construction from
algebraic geometry by using the content from §2.2 instead of the dimension. We will prove some basic
properties of the volume analogously to [BGJ*20, Section 3]. The main difficulty here is that our torsion
schemes are not Noetherian unless the valuation is discrete.
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3.1. Hilbert-Samuel theory

We introduce torsion schemes over K°, define the numbers h7(Y, F) for a coherent sheaf F over such a
torsion scheme Y, and show that they fit in the usual Hilbert-Samuel theory.

Definition 3.1. We say that a K°-scheme Y is a forsion scheme over K° if A is a torsion K°-module for any
open affine subset Spec(A) of Y.

Remark 3.2. Now assume that Y is a torsion scheme of finite type over K°. Then for any open affine subset
Spec(A) of Y there is a non-zero element a € K° such that a- A = 0. Moreover, Y is a torsion scheme
over K° if and only if there exists some non zero b € K°, some scheme Y’ over Spec K°/(b) such that Y’
is isomorphic to the Y as a scheme over SpecK°. If Y is projective (resp. proper), then Y’ is projective
(resp. proper) as well.

3.3. Let @ € K° and let A := K°/(). We pick an n € IN and set S := A[xy,...,x,,]. We consider the standard
IN-grading on S.

Definition 3.4. Let n € N and M be an S-graded module of finite presentation. We denote by M; the
elements of M of degree j € IN. Note that M; is a finitely presented torsion K°-module and hence we may
use the content from §2.2 to define the Hilbert function of M by

Py (j) = c(M;).

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 > M — M — M"” — 0 be a short exact sequence of finitely presented graded S -modules.
Then we have Py + Pypr = Pyy.

Proof. This follows easily from Proposition 2.8. i

Lemma 3.6. Let p : M — N be a morphism of finitely presented S-modules. Then Ker (1) and Coker(ip) are
Sfinitely presented S -modules.

Proof. 1t follows from [Ull95, Example 3.3] that the ring A is stably (universally) coherent and hence the
lemma follows from standard properties of modules over coherent rings (see for instance [Stacks, Tags 056CX

and 05CW]). O

Remark 3.7. Ullrich’s results [Ul195, Example 3.3] show that every finitely presented K°-algebra is coherent,
and hence that the structure sheaf of any finitely presented scheme Y over K° is coherent. As a result, an
Oy-module is coherent if and only if it is finitely presented. This yields that the pull-back of a coherent
module with respect to a morphism of finitely presented (torsion) schemes over K° is again coherent (see
[Gro60, §0.5.3]). The direct image theorem [Ull95, Theorem 3.5] with respect to a proper morphism of
finitely presented schemes over K° holds. In particular, for a coherent sheaf 7 on a finitely presented proper
scheme Y over K°, all cohomology groups H'(Y, F) are finitely presented K°-torsion modules.

Definition 3.8. Let F be a coherent sheaf on a finitely presented proper torsion scheme over K°. Then we
define
h1(Y,F):=c(HI(Y,F))
for any g € IN and the Euler characteristic
dim(Y)
X(Y,F)i= ) (~1)HI(Y, F).
q=0
Proposition 3.9. Let Y be a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K° and let Ly, ..., L, be line bundles
on Y. Then for any coherent sheaf F on Y, the Euler characteristic x(Y,F (miLy +---+m,L,)) is a polynomial
Sfunction of (my,...,m,)€Z".
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Proof. In a first step, we assume that Ly,..., L, are very ample, and follow the lines of the classical proof.
We have a closed embedding i: Y — IPI'?O X +ee X ]I’Ingo with L; =i*O(e;) and using that cohomology does not
change after passing to the push-forward i,, we may assume that Y = IPII?O X e X IPIngo and L; = O(e;) for
i=1,...,r where ey,...,¢, is the standard basis of Z". The homogeneous coordinates on IP?(’; are denoted
by Vig,- .., Yin,- We proceed by induction on N := ) [_; n;.

IfN=0,then Y = 11’1(](0 and all line bundles L; are trivial, hence x(Y,F(m1Ly +---+m,L,)) is a constant
function. So we may assume N > 0 and that the claim holds for N — 1. We may assume that #; > 0 for all
i=0,...,r. Then we consider the morphism 1 : F(~¢;) — F induced by multiplication with y;, and the
induced short exact sequence

0 — Ker(yp) —» F(—e;) > F — Coker(¢p) — 0.

It is clear that Ker(1p) and Coker(1) are coherent sheaves on Y = Py, x -+ x Py.. In fact, the definition
of i as multiplication by p;,, yields easily that they are defined on the closed subscheme y;, = 0 which is
isomorphic to IP}?O X oo X IPIV?(,_ Txoox IPIngo. By induction hypothesis, we now get the claim for the coherent
sheaves Ker(ip) and Coker(ip). We twist the above exact sequence with m,L; +---+m,L, and then we apply
additivity of the Euler characteristic to the resulting exact sequence to deduce that

X(Y’f(mlLl +"'+mrLr))_X(Y;]:(m1Ll +"'+mrLr_Li))

is equal to
X(Y’ COker(l;b)(mlLl teeet mrLr)) - X(Y; Ker(lnb)(mlLl Tt mrLr))

and hence it is a polynomial function. Now we use the following fact for any function f : Z" — R. If we
know that f(x)— f(x —e;) is a polynomial function for all i = 1,...,r, then it is quite easy to see that f(x) is
a polynomial function. This implies that x (Y, F(mL;+---+m,L,)) is a polynomial function in (my,...,m,),
proving the first step.

We now consider the general case. By [GWI10, Theorem 13.59], we can find very ample line bundles A;, B;
such that L; = A; — B;. The first step shows that

X(Y'j:(plAl +Q1B1 +"'+prAr+QrBr))

is a polynomial function in (p;,qi,...,p, q,) € Z*". Applying this with p; = m; and g; = —m; for all
i=1,...,r, we get the claim. I

Lemma 3.10. Let Y be a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K° and let Ly,...,L, be ample line
bundles on Y. Then for any coherent sheaf F on Y, we have

Hq(Y,]-'(mlLl +--+ mrLr)) =0
forallmy,...,m, € N with my +---+ m, sufficiently large and all q > 0.

Proof. For r = 1, this is Serre’s vanishing theorem, ¢f. [Ul195, Proposition 3.6]. We prove now the claim for
r > 2. We note that there is k € IN'\ {0} such that H; := kL; is very ample for every j = 1,...,r. Writing
mj = m;k +d; for m} €N and d; € {0,...,k — 1}, we see that it is enough to prove the claim for the finitely
many coherent sheaves 7 (dyL; +---+d,L,) and the very ample line bundles H;. We conclude that we may
assume all L; very ample.

There is a suitable closed immersion into a multiprojective space IP = IPI'?o XX IPIngo over K° such that
Lj =Op(ej)ly for j =1,...,r, where Op(e;) is the pull-back of OH);]'O (1) with respect to the j-th projection.
We choose such an embedding with IP of minimal dimension. The proof will run by induction over dim(IP).
If dim(IP) = 0, then dim(Y) = 0 and the claim is obvious.

Now we assume dim(IP) > 1. For every i € {1,...,r}, we pick a homogeneous coordinate x; on the factor
IP;?(, and set IP; := {x € IP | x; = 0} for the associated multiprojective space with dim(IP’) = dim(IP) — 1. Then
Y; := Y xp IP; is a finitely presented torsion scheme over K° which is a closed subscheme of Y and of IP;.
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The restriction JF; of F to Y’ is a coherent sheaf on Y’ and the restriction of L; to Y; is a very ample line

bundle L;; for j =1,...,r. By induction and using that the ¢"-norm of (m;) and its £*°-norm are equivalent,
there is £ € IN such that

(3. HU(Y;, Fi(myLjy +---+m,L;;)) =0

for all my,...,m, € N with max{m,...,m,} > € and all i € {1,...,r}. Using the case r = 1, we may choose €
so large such that Hq(Y,]:(mij)) =0 for all mj > Candall j=1,...,r. We claim that for all my,...,m, € N
with max{my,...,m,} > € we have

(3.2) HYY, F(myLy +---+m,L,)) =0

which implies the lemma. We argue by contradiction. We choose my,...,m, minimal with respect to the
product (partial) order on IN” such that (3.2) is wrong. Let mj be the maximal my,...,m,. There is i # j such
that m; > 0, otherwise (3.2) would be true by the choice of ¢ using the case r = 1. Since x; is a regular global
section of Op(e;) (see the paragraph before Proposition 3.18 for the definition of regular), the sequence

0 —> Op(-¢;) =5 Op — Op, — 0

on IP is exact. Then the associated long exact cohomology sequence is

-+« — HY(P, F (me —¢;)) — HY(P, F (me)) — HI(IP;, F (me)) —> -+
[
HA(Y,F(mL-L;)) HA(Y,F(mL)) HA(Y;, Fi(mL;))

where me := mye; +---+m,e,, mL:=my Ly +---+m,L, and mL; = myLj; +---+m,L;.. By (3.1), we have
HA(Y;, F;(mL;)) = 0. Using that max{my,...,m,} does not change if we replace m; by m; — 1, minimality
yields that H(Y,F(mL—L;)) = 0 and hence HY(Y,F(mL)) = 0. This is a contradiction and the lemma
follows. 0

Corollary 3.11. Let Ly,...,L, be ample line bundles on a finitely presented projective torsion scheme Y over K°.
Then for any coherent sheaf F on Y, we have that h°(Y,F (m Ly +---+m,L,)) is a polynomial function of
(myq,...,m,) e IN" formy +---+m, large enough.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.10. g

3.2. Global sections in the non-Noetherian case

The goal of this subsection is to prove that a line bundle on a finitely presented projective torsion
K°-scheme can be written as a difference of effective line bundles which have global sections not vanishing
on a given finite set of points of Y. This fact is established in Corollary 3.17.

3.12. Let Y be a finitely presented torsion K°-scheme. We denote by
Ys := Y Xgpecke SpecK

the special fiber of Y. We remark that the induced closed immersion Yy — Y induces a homeomorphism of
the underlying topological spaces |Y;| ~|Y].

Lemma 3.13. Let Y be a torsion scheme of finite type over K°. Let F be a sheaf on Y and let s € HO(Y,, F).
Then there is some r € R with 0 <r <1 such that for any p € K° with r <|B| <1 the section s can be lifted to
HO(YKo/(ﬁ),f) via the canonical morphism HO(YKo/(ﬁ),}") — HO(Y,, F).

Proof. The isomorphism K =~ li_rr)lﬁ K°/(B), where € K°°, induces an isomorphism

Oy, = lim Oy,, p
ﬁeKOO

B)
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of abelian sheaves on the topological space |Y|. Let us denote by Fy,, ;) (resp. Fy) the pull-back of F to
Yie/(p) (resp. Y;). Then we get similarly

By [Har77, Chapter II, Exercise 1.11], we get that
HOY, F,) =~ im H*(Ygo/(p), Frye,

—

B

which proves the above result. 0

Lemma 3.14. Let Y be a projective torsion scheme over K° with a coherent Oy -module F and an ample line
bundle A. Then there is some r € R with 0 <r <1 such that for any p € K° with r <|B| <1 and for any m € N,
the morphism

H(Ygeyp), F (mA)) — H(Y;, F (mA))

is surjective.

Proof. We consider the ring
R:= @HO(YS,mA)

melN
and the R-module

M := @HO(YS,f(mA)).
meN
Since A is ample on the projective scheme Y over the residue field K, it follows that R is a K-algebra of
finite type and that M is a finitely generated R-module [Laz04a, Example 1.2.22].
Then we first pick a finite set {r;};c; of generators of the K-algebra R. For f € K°® with |f| < 1 close
enough to 1, Lemma 3.13 shows that we can lift all the 7; to

Rﬁ = @HO(YKO/(ﬁ), mA)
meN

Similarly we pick a finite set {1;};c; of generators of the finite R-module M. For g € K°® with [§| <1 close
enough to 1, Lemma 3.13 again shows that all the m; lift to

My = @HO(YKo/(/;),}'(mA)).
melN

This proves that for § € K°° with || <1 close enough to 1 such that the above liftings are possible, the
morphism Mg — M is surjective. Clearly, this proves the claim. O

Lemma 3.15. Let Y be a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K°. Let F be a coherent Oy -module
and let A be an ample line bundle on Y. Then there exists some M € IN such that for any integer m > M, the
morphism HO(Y, F (mA)) — HO(Y,, F(mA)) is surjective.

Proof. First choose some non-zero a € K°° such that Y is defined over K°/(«). By Lemma 3.14, there is
some 7 € R with || < r <1 such that for any f € K° with r <|B| <1 and for any m € IN, the morphism
(3.3) H(Ygepp), F(mA)) — H(Y;, F (mA))

is surjective. If we tensor the surjective homomorphism Oy — Oy, " of coherent Oy-modules with F, then
we get an exact sequence
0> M —F — Oy ®F =0

of coherent Oy-modules. Since A is ample, it follows from [Ull95, Proposition 3.6] that
(3.4) 0 — HO(Y, # (mA)) — HO(Y, F(mA)) - H*(Y,Oy,,,, ® F (mA)) — 0.
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is exact for m > 0. Since
HO(Y, Oyyoyy ® F (mA)) = HO(Ygeyp), F(mA))
we get the result by combining (3.3) and (3.4). 0

Lemma 3.16. Let T be a finite subset of a finitely presented projective torsion scheme Y over K°. Let F be a line
bundle on' Y and let A be an ample line bundle on Y. Then there is M > 0 such that for any integer m > M there
exists a section s € HO(Y, F (mA)) such that s(t) € F;/m,F; is non-zero for any t € T where m, is the maximal
ideal in Oy ;.

Proof. Using that Y is a projective scheme over the residue field K, [BGJ*20, Lemma 3.1.1] yields that there
is M > 0 such that for any integer 7 > M there is s € H%(Y;, F (mA)) which does not vanish at any point of
T. Then the claim follows from Lemma 3.15. i

Corollary 3.17. Let Y be a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K°. Let T C Y be finite and let L
be a line bundle on Y. Then there are very ample line bundles A1, A, on'Y with L ~ Ay — A, such that the line
bundles A; have global sections s; with s;(t) #0 foranyteT.

Proof. We pick an ample line bundle A on Y. We apply Lemma 3.16 first with 7 = L. For m > 0, we get that
mA + L has a global section s; not vanishing at any point of T. Then we apply Lemma 3.16 with 7 = Oy.
For m > 0, we get that mA has a global section s, not vanishing at any point of T. Hence for m > 0,
Aq:=mA+L and A, := mA, we get the result. Note that for m > 0 these line bundles are very ample by
[GW10, Theorem 13.59]. ]

Any global section s of a line bundle L over a scheme X defines a closed subscheme D of X. We call s
regular if D is a Cartier divisor of X. We will use the following relative version in case of a flat morphism
70: X — Y of schemes. Then s is called relatively regular if D is a Cartier divisor of X and if D is flat over
Y. We recall the following result from [BE21, Proposition A.15].

Proposition 3.18 (Boucksom-Eriksson). Let 7w : X — Y be a flat (finitely presented) projective morphism of
schemes of finite presentation over K° and let L be a 1t-ample line bundle on X. Then mL has a relatively regular
section locally over Y for all m > 0.

3.3. Asymptotics

In this subsection, we will study the asymptotics of cohomology groups to introduce the volume of a line
bundle over a finitely presented projective torsion scheme Y over K°. We will use the previous subsection to
prove that the volume increases after adding an effective line bundle. We will explain why the non-Noetherian
situation makes this surprisingly hard to prove. We start with a crucial continuity result.

Lemma 3.19. Let F be a coherent sheaf and let L, ..., L, be line bundles on Y. We set n := dim(supp(F)).
Then for all my,...,m, e N\ {0} and m =) _; m;, we have:

(3.5) WY, F(myLy +---+m,L,)) = O(m")

(3.6) WY, F (Lo +miLy +---+m,L,) = h1(Y,F(mi Ly +---+m,L,))| = O(m"™ ")
Proof- We note that the support of a coherent sheaf is closed. We use the shorthand notation
m := (my,...,m,), F(m):=F(mLy +---+m,L,) and F(m,Lj) = F(m)® L.

We prove both claims simultaneously by induction on # := dim(supp(F)). If the support is empty, then
F =0 and the claims are obvious as the left hand sides are zero.

Now we suppose that 77 > 0 and that the claims are known for all coherent sheaves whose support have
dimension < #.
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By Corollary 3.17, there are line bundles A, B with global sections sy4,sp such that Ly = A — B and the
supports of s4 and sg both do not contain any generic point of supp(F). Let E (resp. F) be the closed
subscheme of X defined by s, (resp. sg). We conclude that the supports of F(m)|g and of F(m, A)|g have
dimension at most 7 — 1 and the same also holds for the restrictions to F. We get an exact sequence

®S4

(3.7) 0—G—F —>FA)—>FA|—0

of coherent sheaves on Y. We twist by mL; +---+m,L, and get the exact sequence

(3.8) 0 —> G(m) — F(m) =5 F(m, A) — F(m, A)|z — 0.

By the choice of the global section s4, the dimension of supp(G) is at most # — 1. By induction on 1, we
have

(3.9) Ki(Y,G(m)) = O(m" ') and HKI(E, F(m,A)lg) = O(m" ™).

We split the exact sequence (3.7) into two short exact sequences
(3.10) 0—G—F—>H—0 and 0—H— F(A)— F(A)lg — 0.

We twist again these two short exact sequences by m Ly +---+m,L, and then we use the associated long
exact cohomology sequences to deduce

—h1™Y(E, F(m, A)|g) < h(Y, F(m,A)) - h1(Y,H(m)) < h9(E, F (m, A)|g)

and
—h9(Y,G(m)) < h1(Y, H(m)) - (Y, F (m)) < h9(Y,G(m)).
Using these inequalities and (3.9), we get

(3.11) hi(Y, F(m,A))-hi(Y,F(m)) = O(m" ).
We apply (3.11) to F’ := F (A — B) instead of F and B instead of A to get
(3.12) hi(Y,F’(m,B))—hi(Y,F'(m)) = O(m" ™).

Using that F’(m) ~ F(m,L() and that F’(m, B) ~ F(m, A), the inequality (3.6) for n follows easily from
(3.11) and (3.12). It is clear that (3.5) follows from a repeated application of (3.6) by choosing L from
Ly,...,L,. O

3.4. Asymptotic cohomological functions on the real Picard group

This subsection is inspired by the results about IR-divisors on reduced projective schemes over a field
from [BGJ*20, §3].
Theorem 3.20. Let Y be a finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K°, of dimension n. For each
q=0,...,n, there exists a unique function h(Y,-) : Pic(Y)g — R such that:
(i) for any L € Pic(Y), we have

|
h(Y, L) = limsup %hq(y, mL);

m—00
(ii) for all t € Ry and M € Pic(Y)g, we have h(Y,tM) = t"hi(Y, M);
(iii) the function IAﬂ(Y, -) is continuous on any finite dimensional real subspace of Pic(Y ).
For any presentation of M € Pic(Y)g as M =) ; x;L; with L; € Pic(Y) and x; € R, we further have

. !
(3.13) R(Y, M) = limsup %h‘i [Y, Y Lmx; JLZ-].
i

m—s+0o

IfM is nef, then this limsup is a limit, and h1(Y,M) =0 for g > 0.
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As in the Appendix, we slightly abusively denote by L € Pic(Y)y the image of L € Pic(Y).
Proof- Set P := Pic(Y). By § 3.3, the function h : P — Ry defined by h(L) := n!h9(Y,L) satisfies the

assumptions of Theorem A.l with s = n. The existence and uniqueness of 9 are thus direct consequences of
Theorem A.1, while (3.13) follows from Proposition A.5.
To prove the final point, we may enlarge the set Ly,...,L, € Pic(Y) and assume that L; is ample. Then

0:= {x eR | M(x):= inLi ample}

i
is a non-empty open convex cone, and M(x) is nef if and only if x € ¢ (since M(x) nef implies that
(x1 + &)Ly + ) ;o1 x;L; is ample for all € > 0). For any x € Z" N ¢, Lemma 3.10 implies h9(Y, mM(x)) = 0 for
m > 1 if g > 0, while Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 3.19 yield
70 . onloy
h°(Y,M(x)) = lim —h"(Y,mM(x)).
m—oo m"

The final assertion of the theorem is now a consequence of Proposition A.5. O

In the special case g = 0, we define the volume of M € Pic(Y)R as
vol(M) := vol(Y, M) = h°(Y, M).
Lemma 3.21. Let M € Pic(Y)R and let E be a line bundle associated to an effective Cartier divisor. Then
(3.14) vol(M) < vol(M +E).

Proof- By continuity and homogeneity of the volume on Pic(Y)R shown in Theorem 3.20(ii) and (iii), we may
assume that M = L is a line bundle on Y. By assumption on E, there is a regular global section s € H(Y, E).
For any m € IN, multiplication by s yields an injection of sheaves

Oy(mL) — Oy(m(L + E)),
inducing an injection of K°-modules
HO(Y,mL) — H°(Y,m(L+E)).

Thus
c(HO(Y,mL)) < c(H (Y, m(L+E)),

which implies the claim. O

Remark 3.22. We were not able to prove that (3.14) holds in case of M € Pic(Y)g and an ample line bundle
E. It would be quite plausible that this holds and in the Noetherian case it is true. In general, the problem is
to construct a regular global section of mE for some non-zero m € IN. Then homogeneity of the volume (see
Theorem 3.20(ii)) would give (3.14). In Lemma 4.1, we will solve the problem in a special case which will be
enough for our application.

4. Volume formulas for nef models and semipositive metrics

Let X be a projective scheme of dimension 7 over a non-Archimedean field K. We denote the valuation
of K by v. In the first subsection, we will first prove an asymptotic volume formula for an effective vertical
Cartier divisor D on a model of X in terms of an integral of the model function ¢ against a Monge-Ampére
measure.

In [BGJ*20] and [BE21], it was shown that the non-Archimedean volume vol(L, ¢, ¢’) agrees with the
energy for semipositive metrics ¢, ¢’ of the line bundle L under certain assumptions. In fact, the ad-
ditional assumptions in [BGJ*20] were that the underlying scheme X is a normal variety and that the
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non-Archimedean base field K is discretely valued while in [BE21], the result holds for any non-Archimedean
field, but the line bundle L was assumed to be ample and X was assumed to be smooth. The goal of the
second subsection is to generalize both results allowing any non-Archimedean field and not requiring L to
be ample. Our proof uses the asymptotic volume formula and our previous results on torsion schemes.

4.1. An asymptotic volume formula

Let K be any non-Archimedean field. In this subsection, we generalize a crucial volume formula on an
effective vertical Cartier divisor D of a given projective K°-model & from the ample to the nef case. Such
a formula was obtained in [BGM20] by using a change of metric formula in terms of the Deligne pairing
from [BE21]. We extend the volume formula here to nef line bundles by using a continuity argument for
the volumes on D introduced in Section 3 as the effective vertical Cartier divisor D is obviously a finitely
presented projective torsion scheme over K°.

In this special situation, we can really prove the desired volume inequality mentioned in Remark 3.22:

Lemma 4.1. Let & be a flat projective and finitely presented scheme over K°. Let L, E € Pic(Z ) with E nef.
Then for any effective vertical Cartier divisor D on &, we have

vol(D,L) <vol(D,L+E).

Proof. By continuity and homogeneity of the volume (¢f Theorem 3.20), we may assume that E € Pic(Z) is
ample and that L € Pic(%Z’). From Proposition 3.18, we deduce that for m > 0 the line bundle mE has a
relatively regular section s. Hence, replacing E by mE and L by mL and using homogeneity of the volume
again, we can assume that E has a relatively regular section s. It follows from [BGM20, Lemma 1.3] that
s|p is a regular section of E|p. We recall that a regular section has an associated effective Cartier divisor
div(s|p) and E|p is isomorphic to O(div(s|p)). Then the claim follows from Lemma 3.21. O

In the following, we consider a flat projective K°-model & of the n-dimensional projective scheme X
over K. Let D be an effective vertical Cartier divisor on & . For any continuous function f : X*" — R, the
integral

J- fddcqbgl /\-~/\ddcq5$l

is multilinear in £, ..., %, € Pic(Z’) and hence extends canonically to a multilinear function on Pic(Z)g.

Proposition 4.2. Let & € Pic(Z)R be nef and let ¢y be the model function associated to the effective vertical
Cartier divisor D. Then we have
vol(D,Z)= | ¢p(dd°pz)".
Xan

Proof If & € Pic(Z) is ample, then this is proven in [BGM20, Theorem 2.4]. By homogeneity, we conclude
that the claim holds for ample line bundles in Pic(Z’)q. In general, Remark 2.3 yields a finite dimensional
subspace W of Pic(Z’)q such that the nef & is a limit of ample line bundles in W and hence the claim
follows from the previous case by continuity. O

Proposition 4.3. Let Z be a flat projective K°-model of the n-dimensional projective scheme X over K. Let D be
an effective vertical Cartier divisor on &, let £, ..., %, be in Pic(Z') and assume that L, ..., L, are nef. Then

we have

1
WD, L+mA+-+mL)=— L ¢p (ddc¢mlgl+...+mr$)n +o(m")

n!

formy,...,m, e Nandm:=my+---+m, > oco. Ifall &,..., <L, are ample, then the above asymptotic formula
holds even with o(m™) replaced by O(m"!).
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Proof. By Lemma 3.19, it is enough to consider the case £ = Og. Then we deal first with the case where
A,..., <, are nef. We argue by contradiction. If the claim is not true, then there is ¢ > 0 such that for any

i€{l,...,r} there is a sequence (mgk))kelN in IN with m(*) = m(lk) et m(rk) — oo and

>e- (m(k))n

k k 1 "
(&) WD, m Lt L) = L 0 (46,15 . 1)

for all k € IN. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that mgk)/m(k) converges to a non-negative x; € R.
We deduce from Theorem 3.20 that

ho(D, iz Lmxi 1%
(42) vol(D,x; H +---+x,.%) = lim ( YioiLmx;] )

m—co m"/n!
We pick any 0 > 0. Then we have |m§k) —x;m®)| < 6m™® for k > 0 and Lemma A .4 yields
B (Dol et 2 ) <0 (D, Lm0 ) 4 LD, 1 Z) = 5- O ()
and hence (4.2) leads to
- 1 )
(m(k)) "o (D, m(lk),?j ot m(rk),%) - EVOI(D,XL,% +-+x,L) =0(0)

for k sufficiently large. By Proposition 4.2, we may replace vol(D,x; & +--- + x,.£,) by

R

If we choose ¢ sufficiently small, we get a contradiction to (4.1).
If #,..., %, are ample, then Corollary 3.11 and Lemma 3.19 show that h® (D, %+ m &} +---+ m,Z,)
is a polynomial function of degree at most # in m4,..., m, for m > 0. Since

n
J an ¢p (ddc(pm(lk)f[j +-~~+m(rk)$)

is also a polynomial function of degree at most n, the difference of the two functions is not only of order
o(m™), but even of order O(m"!). O

4.2. Comparison between energy and non-Archimedean volume
The following easy filtration argument will be applied several times.

Lemma 4.4. Let & be a flat proper scheme over K° with a line bundle #/ and an effective vertical Cartier
divisor E. Then we have

C

HYZ, M +mO(E))\ < .
T Z ) )SZC(HO(E,%ﬂO(E)))

for any m € IN.

Let X be the generic fiber of & and let M = /#|x. Recall from Remark 2.13 that on the left hand side we
have a quotient of two lattices in H%(X, M) with content £ defined by 2.9.

Proof. We may assume m > 0. Then for every i € {1,... m}, multiplication with the canonical global section
sp leads to a short exact sequence

0— Oy 5 O(E) —> O(E)|g — 0
inducing a short exact sequence

0 —> M +(i - 1)O(E) —> M +iO(E) —> (M +iO(E))|g — O.
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The start of the corresponding long exact cohomology sequence is
0 — H&, M +(i —1)O(E)) — HNZ, M +iO(E)) — H°(E, M +iO(E)) —> ...

and hence we get

HYZ, M +iO(E)) 0 .
C(HO(%,/ZHZ' - 1)(9(E))) <c(H"(E, # +iO(E))),
leading to
HYZ, M +mO(E))\ <= . .0 .
( HOZ, ) )S L c(H”(E, # +iO(E)))
and proving the claim. ]

In the following result, we will use the content c()V;/V,) of the virtual quotient of two lattices V),V in the
same K-vector space. We refer to 2.9 for the definition.
We first deal with the model case.

Proposition 4.5. Let L be a line bundle on the projective scheme X and let Z be a projective model of X. We
consider nef models &1 and £, of L on & and we write &1 -, = O(D) for some vertical Cartier divisor D
on & . In addition, let M be a line bundle on & with generic fibre M = Mx. Then we have

. n! HYNZ, M +mZ)
E(L,(Pgl,(l)gz):rlnlgo ml HYZ, M +mZ )]

Proof. We first study what happens if we replace D by D’ := D + div(r) for any non-zero 7 € K. Then we
replace the model & by the model Z/ := % (div(n)) =~ &£, of L which is also nef. By construction, we
have O(D’) = £ —Z. Note ¢ &1 = v(10) + ¢ z,. Using Proposition 2.29(e), we get

E(L, ¢y, ¢z, =v(n)deg (X)+E(L ¢z, Pz,
We have

C(HO(%,%mg;)

_ 0
HO(%,%+m$1)) =v()mh (X,M +mL)

and hence

C(H°(2F,//+m3’1))_ (HO(%,/ZHﬂ,?l) 4 Com)

HONZ, M +mZ,)] \HNZ, M +mZF,)
with C,,(m) defined as

mn+1

v()mh®(X, M ® L") = v(1)mh®(X, L®™) + o(m"*) = v(m) vol(L) mtly

+o(m
n!

where we used the analogue of (3.6) in Lemma 3.19 for projective schemes over a field (see [BGJ*20,
Proposition 3.1.2]). Since L is a nef line bundle on X, we know that vol(L) = deg; (X) and hence the claim
for D’ implies the claim for D. This proves that we can replace D by D’.

First, we will prove the inequality

n! HNZ, M +mF)
C(HO(%//mmgz)) <ELdz 9z)

There is a non-zero 7 in K° such that D + div(7) is an effective Cartier divisor. Replacing D by D +div(m),

(4.3) limsup

0 mh+1
the above shows that it is enough to prove (4.3) if D is effective.
For non-zero m, Lemma 4.4 applied with /# + m ¥, instead of ./# and with D instead of E shows that

HYZ, M +mZ ) & .
C(HO(%,%WQ;)S ) _C(HD, A +m%; +iO(D)))

i=1
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Using &1 -, = O(D), we get

HO(%,%+m$1 “ 0 .
C(HO(%,/Zergz) ZCH (D, M +iL 1 +(m—1) L))

i=1

Since £ and %, are nef, Proposition 4.3 shows that the right hand side is
]1 . .
Z YOI | p(ddig )t A (dd )R +o(m™ ),
i=T jy+Taen ! ]2 Xan
We note that the following limit for 7 — oo exists and is given by the sum of Riemann integrals

1 <&/ \1 i\J2 1 .
i (n+1) ]1 - ]2— il _ ) = Ji(1 = ¢)2
n£1_r)r;om E i i) n111_1)120m El(m) (1 m) J;) th(1—t)2dt.
1=

i=1

3

Using the identity fol th(l—t)2dt = (j’;ijlz;!, we get

m . N
in(m—iy2  m™!
E ( ) = +o(m™h).

Lhht )]

Using our previous considerations, we get

limey n! . HYZ, M +mF)
P \HNZ, M+ m )
1 . ‘
<712 - ¢p(dd Pz ) Add Pz,)?.

Jitj=n
By definition, the right hand side is E(L, ¢, ¢ z,). This proves (4.3).
If we multiply (4.3) by —1 and if we exchange £ with £, then we get the reverse inequality

n! HNZ, M +mZF)
(HO(%,%+m$2)) >E(L ¢z, dz)

(4.4) liminf

m—0 mi’l+1

Combining (4.3) and (4.4), we get the claim in the proposition. ]

Theorem 4.6. Let L be a line bundle on a geometrically reduced proper scheme X over K and let ¢, and ¢, be
continuous semipositive metrics on L*". Then we have

(4.5) vol(L, ¢1,¢2) = E(L, 1, $2).

Proof. By base change and using Proposition 2.37 and Proposition 2.29, we may assume that K is algebraically
closed. By Chow’s lemma and birational invariance of non-Archimedean volumes and energy (see Lemma
2.36 and Proposition 2.29), we may assume X to be projective.

We first prove the claim for semipositive model metrics. Since the projective models of X which are
integrally closed in X are cofinal by Lemma 2.21, we may assume that ¢; = ¢ for some nef Q-line
bundle £ on some common projective model & which is integrally closed in X. Homogeneity of the
non-Archimedean volume in Corollary 2.39 and the energy in Proposition 2.29 show that we may assume
that the & are nef line bundles on &. Then the claim follows from Proposition 4.5, Lemma 2.19 and
Remark 2.35.

Arbitrary continuous semipositive metrics on L?" are uniform limits of semipositive model metrics on
L. Then the claim follows from the first case as both the non-Archimedean volume and the energy are
continuous in (¢, P,) (see Propositions 2.29 and 2.33). O
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5. Differentiability of non-Archimedean volumes

We will prove our main result about differentiation of non-Archimedean volumes. It generalizes [BG]*20,
Theorem B] from the case of discrete valuations to arbitrary non-Archimedean complete absolute values and

[BGM20, Theorem A] from the ample to the nef case.

5.1. Intermediate result for models

We consider an n-dimensional projective scheme X over K with a projective model & over K°. Let D be
a vertical Cartier divisor on & . Since & is projective, we can write O(D) = # 1 — M , for nef line bundles

M1, My on & . We consider a nef line bundle & and an arbitrary line bundle NV on &.

Lemma 5.1. Unter the above assumptions, let ¢ be the model function associated to the vertical Cartier divisor
D and let F; ,, := N + mZ + j(M 1~ M ). If D is effective, then we have

n! c HO(%r}}H,m)
HYZ, Fjm)

Sor integers m — oo and all j €{0,...,m—1}. If =D is effective, then > holds in (5.1).

(5.1)

mn

]s 0 0D (4G 4 dd % 4)" + o)

Proof- We prove first the claim in the case E := —D effective. The canonical section sg of O(E) = # ,— M ¢
determines a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves on &:

RSk
0— };'+1,m - f}',m - f}',mlE —0

The start of the associated long exact sequence in cohomology is

®s
0— HUZ, Fip1,m) — HUZ, F5 ) —H(E, F ) — -+
and hence

(5.2) (HNZ, )/ HNZ , F 1)) < ¢ (HYE, B ) = B(E, ).

Using that /# | and A , are nef, we deduce from Lemma 4.1 that
vol(E, %} ) <VOUE, N + mZ + j M) <vOE,N + m(ZL + M 1)).

These inequalities and Proposition 4.3 give

(5.3) h(E, F ) < %j Pp(dd°Pgp+ddP 4 )" +o(m"),
. Xan

By (5.2), we get
n!
S (HNZ B HZ, Fraim)) < o PEAA D+ dd D )" +0(1)
Using that ¢p = —¢p, we get the desired reverse inequality in (5.1).
Now we deal with the case E := D effective. The proof is quite similar as in the first case. The canonical
global section s induces a short exact sequence

®SE
0— ';E]:,m - ‘;E]:+1,m - ]:].'+1,m|E —0

of coherent sheaves on Z°. The same argument with the long exact cohomology sequence gives
(5.4) (HNZ, Fa1,m)/ HY X, Fim)) < hO(E, Fit m)-
The asymptotic formula (5.3) holds still for j + 1 instead of j and so we get (5.1) by using (5.4). 0
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5.2. Main result

In this subsection, we assume that X is an n-dimensional geometrically reduced proper scheme over K.
We apply first the previous result to model functions.

Lemma 5.2. Let L be a line bundle on X, f a model function on X*™ and ¢ a continuous semipositive metric
on L. Let M be a line bundle on X and ¢y, ¢, continuous semipositive metrics of M such that f = ¢, — ¢p,. If
f >0, then

(5.5) vol(L,§ + f, ) < J F(ddSd+dd )"
Xan
If f <0, then > holds in (5.5).

Proof. By Corollary 2.37, the left hand side is invariant under base change. By Proposition 2.23(f), the
right hand side is invariant under base change. Hence we can assume that K is algebraically closed. By
Chow’s lemma and birational invariance of non-Archimedean volumes and energy (see Lemma 2.36 and
Proposition 2.29), we may assume X projective. By continuity of the non-Archimedean volume and of
the non-Archimedean Monge-Ampére measures, we may assume that ¢, ¢, ¢, are induced by nef Q-line
bundles &, #,, #,. Using Lemma 2.21, we may assume that the Q-line bundles are determined on a
common projective model & which is integrally closed in X. By the homogenity of the non-Archimedean
volume, we may assume that &, #;, #, are honest line bundles on & .

Let us assume first that f > 0. By our above assumptions, we have a vertical Cartier divisor D on & with
¢p = f. Since Z is integrally closed, Lemma 2.20 shows that D is an effective Cartier divisor. We have to
prove that

. 1

(5.6) lerjzp gy VOl (Il (s g I - g ) < Lan ¢p(ddpg+ddP 4)".

By Remark 2.35 and Lemma 2.19, it is enough to prove that

1 HO(%,W[(Z-F%l—%Q))
HY ¥, mZ)

We apply now Lemma 5.1 with N' = O, ¥ and O(D) = M 1 — M , for the summands in

limsup
Mmoo MM1/n!

< | dpldddg+ddy)"
Xan

(HO(%m(zwl — M)\ _ ’“ic H(Z, Fji1,m)
HY(Z,mZ) - =\ H(Z Fim) '

This gives (5.6) and proves the case f > 0. Now assume that f < 0. Then the reverse inequality in (5.5)

follows by applying the first case for —f switching the role of £, %,. O

Theorem 5.3. Let X be an n-dimensional geometrically reduced proper scheme over K. Let L be a line bundle on
X, f a continuous real function on X*™ and ¢ a continuous semipositive metric on L. Then

d
—!|  vol(L,p+tf,¢p) :J- f(ddc¢p)".

dt tZO Xan

Proof: We have seen in 2.15 that model functions are dense in the space of continuous functions on X?".
By continuity and monoticity of non-Archimedean volumes in Proposition 2.33, we may assume that f is a
model function (see the proofs of [BGJ*20, Theorem 5.4.3] or [BGM20, Theorem 3.1] for details). It follows

from 2.15 that L is nef and hence vol(L) = deg; (X). If f <0, then Lemma 5.2 implies

(5.7) liminf YOUE "5: PP s [ faacpy.

t—0+ Xan
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Using that for c € IR, we have vol(L, ¢ + ¢, ) = vol(L) + cdeg; (X) (see Proposition 2.33), we deduce from
Proposition 2.23(e) that (5.7) holds for any continuous function f. Using Lemma 5.2 in the case f >0, a

vol(L,p +tf, ) <
" <

similar trick shows that

limsup
t—0+
holds for any continuous function f and hence we get
lim vol(L, (j)t+ ft.d) _

t—0+

f(dd<)".

Xan

f(dd<)".

Xan
Finally replacing f by —f, we get the same for t — 0— proving the claim. O

6. Orthogonality property

In this section, we prove the orthogonality property of a continuous semipositive metric ¢ assuming that
the semipositive envelope P(¢) is continuous.

6.1. Semipositive envelope

Let L be a line bundle on a proper scheme X over K. We will introduce the semipositive envelope P(1))
of a bounded metric ¢ on L?". We always assume that L has at least one semipositive model metric. This
implies that L is nef (see 2.15) and holds at least for semiample line bundles.

Recall from 2.10 that we use additive notation for metrics and hence ¢ < 1) for metrics on L?" means
|- |¢ >|- |¢ for the corresponding norms on fibers.

Definition 6.1. The semipositive envelope P(1) of a bounded metric ¢ on L?" is defined by
P(y) := sup{¢ | ¢ is a continuous semipositive metric on L*" and ¢ < i}.

Remark 6.2. Note that in the above definition, we may restrict our attention to semipositive model metrics of
L using that every semipositive continuous metric is a uniform limit of continuous semipositive metrics. It
follows from the assumed existence of a semipositive model metric that P(i) is a bounded metric on L.

If P(y) is a continuous metric on L?", then it follows from Dini’s theorem that P(¢) is a continuous
semipositive metric on L?". If 1 is a continuous metric, continuity of P(1) is not clear. This property is
expected in case of semiample line bundles on a normal projective variety (see [BE21, Conjecture 7.31]).

We refer to [B]18, §5.3, 5.4] and [BE21, §7.5] for the study of the psh-envelope which agrees with the
semipositive envelope at least in the case of a continuous metric on an ample line bundle. For a continuous
metric 1 of L, the definition of P(1) agrees with [BGJ*20, Definition 2.5.1] where multiplicative notation for
metrics was used.

Proposition 6.3. Let P, Py, 1), be bounded metrics on L*". Then we have:
(@) P(¢) < ¢ with equality if 1 is a continuous semipositive metric.
(b) If a € N, then P(ayp) = aP ().

(©) If Y1 < 1y, then P(1hy) < P(y).
(d) Ifc e R, then P(Y +c) =P(¢) +c.

(¢) supyan |P(1h1) = P(1h2)| < supxan [p1 =12,
Proof. Properties (a)-(d) are obvious from the definition and (e) follows from (b)-(d). O
We generalize now [BGJ*20, Proposition 6.2.1] and [BE21, Proposition 9.11(vi)].

Proposition 6.4. Let ) be bounded metric on L?".
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(@) We have||-|lp(y) = Il Ily for the corresponding supremum seminorms on HO(X,L).
(b) If X is reduced, then we get vol(L, ¢, ) = vol(L,P(¢),P()) for any bounded metric ¢ on L*".

Proof. By Proposition 6.3(a), we deduce ||« ||p(y) > || - ||, We prove the converse inequality by contradiction.
Assume that there is s € HY(X,L) and x € X" with |s(x)lp(y) > lIslly- Rescaling the metric i and using
Proposition 6.3(d), we may assume

(6.1) Is(0)lp(y) > 1 = Islly-

This yields g := ipos > 0 and hence we get a singular metric 1, := ) — g < ) on L*". We note that the results
of [BGJ*20, §6.1] hold over any (non-trivially valued) non-Archimedean field, as the crucial reference [GM19]
works in this setting. For a continuous semipositive metric 1; <1 on L?", it follows from [BGJ*20, Lemma
6.1.3] that 1" := max (¢, ¢,) is a continuous semipositive metric on L*" with ¢; < ¢" < 1 and hence

(6.2) P’ <P()
by definition of the semipositive envelope. By construction, we have s o s = 0 and hence (6.2) yields
P()os>1 os=max(ih; os,hs05) >0

which contradicts the strict inequality in (6.1). This proves || - [|lp(y) = Il - [l
Finally, (b) follows from the definition of the non-Archimedean volume and by applying (a) to the bounded
metrics mi) and to m¢ for any m € IN. 0

The following generalizes [BGJ"20, Corollary 6.2.2] and [BE21, Corollary 9.16].

Corollary 6.5. Let L be a line bundle over a geometrically reduced proper scheme X over K. Assume that 1, ¢ are
continuous metrics on L*" and assume that P(1), P(p) are also continuous metrics on L*". Then we have

vol(L, ¢, ) = E(L,P(¢),P(1)).
Proof. This follows by combining Proposition 6.4 and Theorem 4.6. O

6.2. Orthogonality

In this subsection, we consider a line bundle L on a proper scheme X of dimension 7 over K.

Definition 6.6. Let ¢ be a continuous metric on L?" with P(¢) a continuous metric on L" as well. We say
the ¢ satisfies the orthogonality property if

(63 | e@)-graacri@y o

Theorem 6.7. We assume that X is geometrically reduced. Let ¢ be a continuous metric on L*" such that P(¢p) is
also a continuous metric. Then ¢ satisfies the orthogonality property.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 6.4 by the same arguments as in the proof of [BGJ*20,
Theorem 6.3.2]. O

Remark 6.8. Assume that the semipositive envelope of any continuous metric ¢ on L is continuous. Fixing
a continuous reference metric 1 of L, orthogonality for all continuous metrics ¢ of L is equivalent to
differentiability of ¢ — E(L,P(¢),P(1)) for all continuous metrics ¢ of L, see [BGM20, Lemma 3.5] for
the argument. This differentiability is a crucial property in the proof of the existence of solutions of
non-Archimedean Monge-Ampére equations, see [BFJ15].
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Appendix A. Asymptotical functions

In what follows, P denotes an arbitrary abelian group, and we set as usual Pg := P ®7 R. We use the
norm |x| =) ;|x;| for x e R".
The goal of this appendix is to establish the following elementary result.

Theorem A.l. Leth:P — R, s € Ry, and assume that for all Ly,...,L, € P and m = (my,...,m,) € Z" we
have

(A1) h(myLy +---+m,L,) = O(|m|*)
and
(A.2) W(Lo+myLy +---+m,L,)—h(myLy +---+m,L,) = O(lm|*"}).

Then there is a unique function : Py — R such that:
(i) for any L € P we have

(A.3) (L) = limsup m~*h(mL);

m—+00
(ii) h is homogeneous of degree s, i.e. h(tM) = £*h(M) fort e R, and M € Pg;
(iii) T is continuous on any finite dimensional real subspace of Pg.

To simplify the notation, we slightly abusively denote by L € Py the image of L € P. The above abstract
setting is inspired by the following example.

Example A.2. Let Y be a projective scheme over a field k of dimension n. For q € {0,...,n}, the function
L — h9(Y,L) on Pic(Y) satisfies (A.1) and (A.2) with s = n. Up to a factor n!, the induced function f is
then Kiironya’s higher cohomological function i : Pic(Y)g — IR, which coincides with the volume of line
bundles for g = 0. We refer to [BGJ*20, §3.4] for details.

In this paper, we will apply the appendix to the following setting.

Example A.3. Let Y be an n-dimensional finitely presented projective torsion scheme over K° for a non-
Archimedean field K. For g € {0,...,n}, we define h(Y,L) € R5( as the content of the torsion module
HAI(Y, L), cf- Definition 3.8. It is shown in Lemma 3.19 that this function satisfies (A.1) and (A.2) with s = n,
and therefore induces asymptotic cohomological functions hi: Pic(Y)g — R5(. As in Example A.2, we will
normalize /17 in this case with a factor n!.
Lemma A.4. ForanyL,,...,L, € P, there exists C > 0 such that

|A(my Ly + -+ m,L,) = h(n; Ly + -+ +m)L,)| < Clm — m’|max{|ml, |m’|}!
forallm,m’ € Z'".
Proof. By (A.2) we can find C > 0 such that

|h(miLy +---+m,L, £ L;)—h(m Ly +---+m,L,)| < Clm|*~L.

forall me Z" and i =1,...,r. An iterated application of this estimate yields the result. g

Proof of Theorem A.1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that P is finitely generated. Uniqueness is
then clear, since (i) and (ii) uniquely determine hi on Pg, which is dense in the finite dimensional vector space
Pg.
In a first step we show that /1: P — R defined by
h(L) := limsupm Sh(mL)

m-—+00
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is IN-homogeneous of degree s, i.e.

(A4) h(aL) = a®h(L)

for a €N and L € P. Note first that /(L) is real-valued by (A.1). The case a = 0 follows from s > 0, and so
we may assume a > 1. We obviously have

h(L) > limsup(am) *h(amL) = aSh(aL)

m—+o0

Conversely, pick a sequence #m; — +oo such that m;sh(mjL) — h(L), and write mj = aq;+r; with q; € N
and rj €{0,...,a—1}. Since r; takes only finitely many values, Lemma A.4 yields

h(m;L) = h(aq;L) + O(m;_l),

and hence

ah(L) = a li]m m;sh(m]-L) = li]m q;sh(aq]-L) < h(aL),
which proves (A.4).

This first step yields that there is a unique function / : Py — IR which is Q,-homogeneous of degree
s and which satisfies (A.3). It remains to show that h extends continuously to Pg. Pick Ly,...,L, € P. By

Lemma A .4, we have
|h(m1L1 +--4+m,L,)—h(miLy+--+ m;L,)| < Clm — m’|max{|m|, |m’|}*1,
for all m,m’ € Z". By homogeneity, this yields
|f1(x1L1 +ot X, L) —h(X] Ly 4+ + x;Lr)| < Clx — x'|max{|x], |x/|}* !
for x,x’ € Q". As a result, B Pp — R is uniformly continuous on each bounded subset of Py, and hence
admits a unique continuous extension to Pg. g

Proposition A.5. In the setting of Theorem A.1, pick L,,...,L, € P, and set for x € R" and m € N

fun(x):=m"h [ZmeiJLi].

(i) For all x € R", we have fz(zl x;L;) =limsup,, . fin(x).
(ii) Assume given an open convex cone 0 C R such that lim,, ., f,,(x) = h(x) forallxe oNZ". Then

1im,y 4 oo fon(x) = hi(x) for all x € 5.

Proof- To prove (i), we set h(x) = fz(zl x;L;) and f(x):=limsup,,_, , . fm(x) for x € R". We note that

f(x)=h(x) for x € Z', by (A.3).
By Lemma A4, for all m € Z. and x,x” € R" with x|, |x’| < R we have a uniform estimate
(A.5) |fn () = fin ()] < Clx = x| max{lx], [x'}*~" + O(m™").
This yields |f(x) — f(x’)| < C|x — x’|max{|x|, |x’|}*"!, which shows that f is continuous on R”. Arguing just
as for (A.4), we further have f(ax) =a’f(x) for all a € Z.( and x € R". It follows that f = i on Q', and

hence also on R”, by continuity. This proves (i).
To prove (ii), we show in a first step that

A:=(x€R"| lim f,,(x) = h(x))

is a closed subset of IR". Let us pick a sequence (x,),cN in A converging to x € R". For & > 0, continuity of
h yields that |h(x,) — h(x)| < €/3 for n > 0. We choose such an n which also satisfies

Clx — x,,|max{|x], |x,|}*"! < ¢/6.
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There is m( € IN such that the term Og(m™!) for x’ = x,, in (A.5) is bounded by &/6 for all m > m and all
n € IN. It follows from (A.5) that |f,,(x,) — f,,(x)| < &/3 for m > m,. Since x,, € A, there is m(n) € Ny,
depending on n such that |f,(x,) - hi(x,)| < /3 for all m > m(n). Overall, the triangle inequality gives
| fin(x) — h(x)| < € for all m > m(n). This proves lim,, ., f(x) = h(x) and hence x € A. We conclude that A
is closed.

By assumption, A contains 0 NZ". By the first step, to prove (ii) it will thus be enough to show that A
contains 0 N Q’, which is dense in the closed convex cone 7. Let x € 0 N Q’, and pick a € Z. such that
ax € Z'. ¥Yor m € Z., write m = aq,, + 1, with g, € N and r,,, € {0,...a—1}. Then [mx; ] —q,ax; = [ 1,,x; ]
remains bounded, and Lemma A.4 thus yields a constant C’ > 0 depending on |x| such that

(A.6) B() Lmxi]Li)=h(qm ) _ax;Ly)| < C'm™!

i i
for all m € Z.. Since ax € 6 NZ", we have by assumption g, h(q,, Y ; ax;L;) — h(ax) = a*h(x). Using (A.6),
we get m~5 f,,(x) = h(x), i.e. x € A, which concludes the proof of (). O
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