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Abstract

Cohesive module provides a tool to study coherent sheaves on complex mani-
folds by global analytic methods. In this paper we develop the theory of residue
currents for cohesive modules on complex manifolds. In particular we prove that
they have the duality principle and satisfy the comparison formula. As an applica-
tion, we prove a generalized version of the Poincaré-Lelong formula for cohesive
modules, which applies to coherent sheaves without globally defined locally free
resolutions.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a complex manifold, and let
0—E"YN—...—F'"—-E—0 (1.1)

be a generically exact complex of holomorphic vector bundles over X. In [ 1,
Andersson and Wulcan constructed an (EndE)-valued current R, which is called the
residue current associated with the complex E°®. The main result that they proved is
the duality principle, which claims that if the corresponding complex of locally free
sheaves is exact at each level r < 0, then R” has the property that a holomorphic
section ¢ of E° belongs to im (E~! — EY) if and only if R¥¢ = 0.

Andersson’s and Wulcan’s construction is a generalization of the residue current
of a holomorphic function in [ ] and the Coleff-Herrera current of a tuple of
holomorphic functions in [ ]. These development has led to many results in com-
mutative algebra and complex geometry. For example in [ land [ 1, Larkéng
and Wulcan gave a generalization of the Poincaré-Lelong formula in the framework of
residue currents.
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Suppose that (1.1), as a complex of locally free Ox-modules, is a locally free res-
olution of a coherent Ox-module §. The current R¥ is considered as a current rep-
resentation of the sheaf §. However, given a coherent Ox-module § on a complex
manifold X, although locally free resolution of § always exists locally, it may not exist
globally. See [ , Corollary A.5] for an example of a coherent Ox-module which
does not admit a globally defined locally free resolution. Thus unless one is restricted
to the setting where global resolutions of locally free sheaves always exist, e.g. X is a
projective manifold, it is not always possible to use the residue current introduced in
[ ] to study the global properties of §.

In [ ] Block introduced the concept of cohesive modules. For a complex mani-
fold X, a cohesive module £ on X consists of a cochain complex of C*® vector bundles
E* together with a flat d-superconnection A®"”. Cohesive modules on X form a dg-
category B(X). Block proved in [ ] that if X is compact, then B(X) gives a
dg-enhancement of D%, (X), the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on X.
Moreover, [ ] generalizes the result in [ ] to the case that X is non-compact
with a slightly more restricted definition of coherent sheaves. See Section 2 for a quick
review of cohesive modules.

Block’s result makes it possible to apply global analytic method to the study of
coherent sheaves. See [ ] for one application. In this paper we construct the
residue current R of a cohesive module £. We also show that the residue current of
a cohesive module has duality principle as expected. See Theorem 5.11.

One of the advantages of the dg-category of cohesive modules B(X) over the de-
rived category D, (X) is that any quasi-isomorphism in B(X) has a homotopy in-
verse. In this paper we give a comparison formula for residue currents of cohesive
modules, which gives the compatibility of residue currents with morphisms between
cohesive modules. In particular we show that residue currents are invariant modulo
coboundary under homotopy invertible morphisms. See Corollary 6.2.

As an application, we prove the generalized Poincaré-Lelong formula in the frame-
work of cohesive modules as follows

1 .
Wm((vE (v0))PRY) = [£], (1.2)
where Trs denotes the supertrace. Here we do not assume the global existence of locally
free resolutions, hence the result applies to general complex manifolds, projective or
not. See Theorem 7.3 for details.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we review cohesive modules on
complex manifolds. In Section 3 we review pseudomeromorphic and almost semimero-
morphic currents on complex manifolds. In Section 4 we define residue currents for
cohesive modules and study their initial properties. In Section 5 we study the van-
ishing property of residue currents, which leads to the duality principle as in Theo-
rem 5.11. In Section 6 we give the comparison formula of residue currents under
morphisms between cohesive modules. Finally in Section 7 we give and prove the
generalized Poincaré-Lelong formula in Theorem 7.3.



Related works

Twisting cochain, which was introduced by Toledo and Tong in [ 1, is another ap-
proach to the global study of coherent sheaves on non-projective complex manifolds.
Actually a twisting cochain consists of Cech style higher structures, while a cohesive
module consists of Dolbeault style highet structures. In [ land [ 1, Johansson
and Larking developed the theory of residue currents for twisting cochains. In [ 1
Johansson also proved the duality principle and comparison formula for residue cur-
rents of twisting cochains. A large part of the current paper can be considered as a
parallel work to [ ] and [ ] and much of the inspirations come from there.
We expect close relation between the residue currents defined in the current paper and
those defined in [ 1 and [ 1.

We also notice that in [ 1 Han introduced characteristic currents on cohesive
modules. Notice that for complexes of holomorphic vector bundles, residue currens
and characterist currents are closed related as shown in [ ]. It will be interesting
to find similar relation between the constructions in [ ] and in this paper.
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2 A review of cohesive modules on complex manifolds

2.1 The definition of cohesive modules

We first fix some notations. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension n. Let T X
and TX be the holomorphic and antiholomorphic tangent bundle. Let 7z X be the
corresponding real tangent bundle and 7T X = Tr X ®g C be its complexification. We
have the decomposition TcX = TX @TX. Let Q% be the sheaf of smooth (p, q)-
forms on X.

The concept of cohesive modules is introduced by Block in [ 1.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a complex manifold. A cohesive module on X is a bounded,
finite rank, Z-graded, C'*°-vector bundle E*® on X together with a superconnection with
total degree 1
AP NTFX x E* = A°T*X x E®
such that AP*" o AP*" =0,
In more details, AF""" decomposes into

AP =g + VE fug 4 ... 2.1

where
VE . E® 5 T*X x E®



is a 0-connection, and for i # 1
v; € C®(X, N'T*X&End' ™" (E*)) (2.2)

is C° (X)-linear. Here & denotes the graded tensor product. The equation AP0 AP*" =
0 decomposes into
vg =0,
VE'// _ 0,
() 03
(VE ”)2 + [v()vUQ] = 07

Cohesive modules on X forms a dg-category denoted by B(X). In more details, let
E=(E*, AP"") and F = (F*, A™""") be two cohesive modules on X where

AE.” = U9 +VE./I + v+ ...

and
AF //:u0—|—vF N+’LL2+...

A morphism ¢ : £ — F of degree k is given by
p=0¢o+ o1+ ... 2.4)

where ' '
$; € C(X, NT*X&@Hom"~*(E*, F'*))

is C*°(X)-linear.
For L _
¢ = a®u € C°(X, NT*X @Hom" ™" (E*, F*))

and
Y = B&v € C(X, NT*X&Hom' ™ (F*,G*)),

their composition ¢ is defined as
V¢ = (=)D Baduu € O (X, N T* X @Hom* == (E*, G*)) (2.5)
The differential of ¢ is given by
DT = AT — (—1)kp AP (2.6)
More explicitly, the Ith component of d¢ is
(DEF ¢), € O (X, NT*X&Hom* 1 (E® F*))
which is given by

(D7) = Z (wii—i — (—1)*dr_sv;) + V" g1 — (=1)F g VF™. 2.7)
i£1



Remark 2.1. In [ ] cohesive modules are called antiholomorphic superconnec-
tions.

We can define mapping cones and shift in B(X). For a degree zero closed map
¢ : & — F where & = (E*, AP*") and F = (F*, A™""), its mapping cone (C*, A"")
is defined by

cr=E"EPrr (2.8)
and e
. A " 0
AC — [(b(l)deg(') AF.”] . (2.9)

The shift of £ is £[1] where
E[]" = g™t (2.10)

and
AE'//[l] _ AE.N(*l)dEg(.).
It is clear that they give B(X) a pre-triangulated structure hence its homotopy category

B(X) is a triangulated category.
For later purpose, we recall the following definition

Definition 2.2. A degree 0 closed morphism ¢ between cohesive modules £ and F is
called a gauge equivalence if it admits an inverse in B(X), i.e. if there exists a degree 0
closed morphism v from F to € such that ¢ o ¢ = idg and ¢ o ¢ = idr.

A degree 0 closed morphism ¢ is called a homotopy equivalence if it induces an
isomorphism in the homotopy category B(X).

We will need the following results.

Proposition 2.1. A degree 0 closed morphism ¢ between cohesive modules £ = (E*, A®*"")
and F = (F*, A" is a gauge equivalence if and only if its degree 0 component
#° 1 (E®,v0) — (F*®,up) is invertible at each degree. It is a homotopy equivalence if
and only if ¢° is a quasi-isomorphism of cochain complexes.

Proof. The first claim is obvious. The second claim is proved in [ , Proposition
29]or [ , Proposition 6.4.1]. O

2.2 Pull-backs of cohesive modules
Let f: X — Y be a holomorphic map between complex manifolds.

Lemma 2.2. Let £ be a bounded complexes of Oy-modules with globally bounded coher-

ent cohomologies. Then
fE&=f1€®10, Ox (2.11)

is a bounded complexes of O x-modules with globally bounded coherent cohomologies.

Proof. The coherence is given by [ , Section 1.2.6]. The global boundedness is
clear from the definition and the fact that f*OY = O%. O



Hence we can define the left derived functor

(V) — D®

coh

Lf*: D%

coh

(X). (2.12)

Lemma 2.3. If€ € foh(Y) is a bounded complex of flat Oy -modules, then we have

Lf*&E = f*&. (2.13)
Proof. By [ , Tag 064K], any bounded complex of flat modules is K-flat. Then the
lemma is a consequence of [ , Tag 06YJ]. O

We can also define the pull-backs of cohesive modules. Notice that f* maps T*Y
to T* X, hence AT*X is a Af*T*Y -module.

Definition 2.3. Let £ = (E*, A®"") € B(Y) be a cohesive module on Y. We define its
pull-back f;& to be

(f*E., f*AE'I/)
where f*E* is the pull-back graded vector bundle and f*AZ"" is the pull-back supercon-
nection. In more details, if

AEY = g + VE fpg 4.
is the decomposition in (2.1). Then
AR = g+ VP 4 g4 (2.14)

where f*VE'" s the pull-back connection on f*E*®, and f*v; is the pull-back form valued
in NT*X &@End' ™" (E*).

If ¢ : £ — F is a morphism, then we have the pull-back morphism fi¢ : fi& — fiF
defined by pulling back each component of ¢.

In particular, if ¢ : X < Y is an open or closed embedding, then we denote ;€ by
Elx.

It is easy to see that f; defines a dg-functor B(Y) — B(X) hence we get the
functor f; : B(Y) — B(X).

The following proposition implies that a cohesive module is locally the same as a
cochain complex of holomorphic vector bundles.
Proposition 2.4. For a cohesive module £ = (E*, AF*") on X. For any = € X, there

. . = . =E®|vn
exists an open neighborhood V' of x and a flat 0-connection V V" on E*|y such that

1. v |V”(v0) =0, ie (E*|v,vo+ V" ‘V”) is a cohesive module on V with v; = 0
foralli>2;
2. There exists a gauge equivalence .J : (E*, AP"")|yy 5 (E*|v, v + V" ‘V”).
Proof. See [ , Lemma 4.5] or [ , Theorem 5.2.1]. O

Remark 2.2. Notice that the gauge equivalence J in Proposition 2.4 does not change the
map vo : E* — E*tL
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2.3 Coherent sheaves and an equivalent of categories

Cohesive modules are closely related to coherent sheaves on X. Let Ox be the sheaf
of holomorphic functions. We call a sheaf of Ox-modules € coherent if it satisfies the
following two conditions

1. ¢ is of finite type over Ox, that is, every point in X has an open neighborhood
U in X such that there is a surjective morphism O% |y — F|y for some natural
number n;

2. for any open set U C X, any natural number n, and any morphism ¢ : O% |y —
Flu of Ox-modules, the kernel of ¢ is of finite type.

Let Dé’oh(X ) be the derived category of bounded complexes of O x-modules with

coherent cohomologies.

Theorem 2.5. [[. , Theorem 4.3], [ , Theorem 6.5.1]] If X is a compact com-
plex manifold, then there exists an equivalence F y : B(X) = D%, (X) as triangulated
categories. Here B(X) is the homotopy category of B(X).

In [ ] the result of Theorem 2.5 is generalized to noncompact complex man-
ifold. Recall that a coherent sheaf € is called globally bounded if there exists an open
covering U; of X and integers a < b and N > 0 such that on each U; there exists a
bounded complex of finitely generated locally free Ox-modules S which is concen-
trated in degrees [a, b] and each Sg has rank < N, together with a quasi-isomorphism
Sz. — ¢° U, -

Let ngh(X ) be the full subcategory of Dé’oh(X ) whose objects are bounded com-
plexes of Ox-modules with globally bounded coherent cohomologies. When X is
compact, it is clear that ngh(X ) coincides with D%, (X). Moreover if X is compact

and § € D% (X), then for any open subset V C X, it is clear that the restriction |y

b coh
is in D2}, (V).

Remark 2.3. In this paper when we talk about complexes of sheaves with coherent coho-
mologies, we always assume it is globally bounded.

Theorem 2.6 ([ 1 Theorem 8.3). If X is a complex manifold, then there exists an
equivalence F y : B(X) = D% (X) as triangulated categories.

coh

For an object § € Df(')’h(X ), if £ € B(X) is a cohesive module such that F (&) is
quasi-isomorphic to §, then we call £ a cohesive resolution of §. In particular we can
talk about cohesive resolutions of a single coherent sheaf, considered as a complex
of sheaves concentrated in degree 0. Theorem 2.6 implies that cohesive resolutions
always exist.

For later applications we give the construction of the functor I y here. For a co-
hesive module £ = (E*, A”"""), we define F, (£) to be the cochain complex (&*, d),
where the sheaf €* is given by

¢"U) = @ T(X,QP&E) (2.15)
pF+gq=n



and d : ¢" — ¢! is exactly AZ"”.
The following results are part of Theorem 2.6. We state them for later for the
convenience of later applications.

Proposition 2.7. The cochain complex cochain complex (€*,d) above has (globally
bounded) coherent cohomologies.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.4. O
Proposition 2.8. Any closed degree 0 morphism ¢ : £ — &» induces a cochain map
Fx(¢): (€],d) — (€3,d).

Moreover if ¢ is a homotopy equivalence, then F y(¢) is homotopic invertible. If ¢ is a
gauge equivalence, then on each degree k, the map

Fy(9): €} — €
is an isomorphism.
Proof. It is a direct consequence of the definition. O

Remark 2.4. In [ , Theorem 8.3], the result is stated for the derived category of
globally bounded perfect complexes instead of D% (X). Nevertheless it is easy to see that

coh
these two categories are equivalent for nonsingular X.

For later applications we want to explicitly state the following results, which are
implied in Theorem 2.5 and 2.6.

Corollary 2.9. Any quasi-isomorphism in foh(X ) is induced by a homotopy equivalence
in B(X).

Corollary 2.10. For & € D¥ (X) and € € B(X) such that F y () ~ &, we have

Hom &, 6[i]) = Homp(x) (&, £]i]), for any i. (2.16)

ot o0
In particular if & is a single globally bounded coherent sheaf, then
ExtiX(G,G) %Homg(x)(f,f[i]),for any i > 0. (2.17)

Recall that we have the pull-back dg-functor f; : B(Y) — B(X) and the induced
functor f; : B(Y) — B(X). We have the following result.

Proposition 2.11. Under the equivalence of categories in Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6,

fi + B(Y) = B(X) is compatible with the left derived pull-back functor Lf* : foh(Y) —
Hgb

Df oh (X )

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [ , Proposition 6.6]: We can check that

for any £ € B(Y), its image F, () € ngh(Y) is a bounded complex of flat Oy -
modules. Then the proposition is a consequence of Lemma 2.3 and Definition 2.3.
Notice that we do not need X or Y to be compact. O



2.4 Currents and cohesive modules

For the definition of currents on complex manifolds, see [ , Chapter 3, Section
1]. Let D%? denote the sheaf of (p, ¢)-currents on X. There is a natural embedding
0P PP
X X .
Let & = (E*, AP"") be a cohesive module on X. Recall we have

AEY = g + VE fpg 4.
It is clear that VZ*” induces a map
VE . DR @ B — DRI @ B (2.18)
and for i # 1, v; induces a map
VE L DR @ B — DRI @ B (2.19)
Similar to the construction in Section 2.3, we can define a cochain complex of sheaves
Fx (&) = (€*,d) where
¢"U)= P T(U, DY @ E) (2.20)
pFHq=n

and d : € — €"t! is exactly A”"". It is clear that (€*,d) is also a cochain complex
of sheaves of Ox-modules. Moreover the embedding Q%7 < DX induces a cochain

map i : (€%, d) — (¢°,d).

Proposition 2.12. The above cochain map i : (€*,d) — (€*,d) is a quasi-isomorphism
of cochain complexes of sheaves of Ox-modules.

Proof. The claim is local so it is sufficient to prove the proposition on a small open sub-
set V C X. By Proposition 2.4, for V sufficiently small, we have a gauge equivalence
J: (B, APy 5 (E*|y, v + VP V"), which induces automorphisms

J:e" S ¢ and J: "y S ¢y

for each n. See Proposition 2.8. Let d denote the cochain map €"|y; — ¢"+!|y, and
€|y, — "ty induced by vy + VZ' v, We thus obtain degreewise isomorphisms

J:(€%y,d) = (€*|y,d) and J : (€°|y,d) — (€*]y,d) (2.21)

which are compatible with the embedding i : €*|;; — €°|y. Therefore it is sufficient
to prove that A ~ A

i:(€%y,d) = (¢*|v,d)
is a quasi-isomorphism. Now V¥V gives E*|y; a structure of holomorphic vector
bundle on V, so (€*|y,d) is the Dolbeault complex associated to a bounded cochain
complex of holomorphic vector bundles. The claim is an easy consequence of standard
results in complex geometry as in [ , Chapter 3, Section 1]. O



Corollary 2.13. For x € T'(X, &™), if there exists §j € I'(X, &~ 1) such that d(j) = z,
then there exists y € T'(X, €"~1) such that d(y) = z.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.12 and the fact that both &” and ¢”
are soft sheaves for each n. O

3 Pseudomeromorphic and almost semimeromorphic
currents

In this section we review pseudomeromorphic and almost semimeromorphic currents
following [ 1 and [ 1.

3.1 Scalar valued currents

Let s be a holomorphic section of a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle L over X. The
principal value current [1/s] can be defined as

. 2 1
[1/5) = T x(|sf /)=,

where x : R — R is a smooth cut-off function, i.e., x({) = 0 in a neighborhood of
zero and x(¢) = 1 when |t| > 1. A current is semimeromorphic if it is of the form
[w/s] := w[1/s], where w is a smooth form with values in L.

Recall that a modification is a proper surjective holomorphic map = : X’ — X
where X and X’ are complex spaces, such that there exists a nowhere dense analytic
subset £ C X such that

7T|X’\7r*1(E) : X/\Tril(E) — X\E
is a biholomorphic isomorphism.

Definition 3.1. A current a is almost semimeromorphic on X, written a € ASM(X), if
there is a modification = : X' — X such that

a=me(w/s),

where w/s is a semimeromorphic current in X'.

A current a is locally almost semimeromorphic on X, written a € LASM(X), if ther e
is an open cover {U;} of X such that a|y, € ASM(U;) for each U;.

For a € LASM(X), the Zariski-singular support of a, denoted by ZSS(a) is the smallest
analytic subset of X where a is not smooth. ZSS(a) has positive codimension in X.

Remark 3.1. ZSS(a) is not the support of a. The latter is defined for general currents.

Proposition 3.1. (Locally) almost semimeromorphic currents on X form a graded com-
mutative algebra over smooth forms. The class of (locally) almost semimeromorphic
currents on X is closed under 0.

10



Proof. For the almost semimeromorphic case see [ , Section 4.1 and Proposition

4.16]. The locally almost semimeromorphic case follows immediately. O
In general LASM(X) is not closed under 9. Actually we have the following more

general concept: For an open subset U C C¥ with coordinates (¢1,...,tx), we have

—r1 =71 1 1
T:a[a—}/\/\a{a—}/\[a—}/\/\{a—}/\a (31)
tizl tllq ﬁ.zq+1 t.zq+k
1 q 2q+1 lq+k

where a;,,...,a;,,, > 1and aisa C*°-form on U with compact support. According to
[ , Section 2], 7 is a well-defined current. It 7 is a current on a complex manifold

X, we call 7 an elementary current if there exists a local chart {U,} of X such that 7 is
of the form of (3.1) when restricted to each U,.

Definition 3.2 ([ 1 Section 2). Let X be a complex manifold (or more generally, a
complex analytic space). A current T on X is said to be a pseudomeromorphic current
if it can be written as a locally finite sum

T= Z .7 (3.2)

where 7, is an elementary current on some complex manifold X, and 1 =1l  0...01l, is
a composition of resolutions of singularities

I : X1 - X1 cX,...,IL: X, > X, C X,_1.
We denote the set of pseudomeromorphic currents on X by PM(X).

Locally almost semimeromorphic currents are special cases of pseudomeromorphic
currents.

Proposition 3.2. The class of pseudomeromorphic currents is closed under multiplication
with smooth forms and under O and 0. Moreover, a locally almost semimeromorphic
current can act on a pseudomeromorphic current from both sides.

Proof. See [ , Section 2.1 and Section 4.2]. Notice that although [ , Section
4.2] only discusses left action, we can define right action in the same way. O

Let Z C X be an analytic subvariety. Integration along Z gives a current on X
which we denote by [Z]. In particular if Z has pure codimension p in X, i.e. every
irreducible component of Z has the same codimension p, then [Z] is a (p, p)-current
on X

Proposition 3.3. Let Z C X be an analytic subvariety. Then the current [Z] is a pseu-
domeromorphic current on X.

Proof. It is actually implied by the local computation as in [ , Theorem 1.1]. O

One important property of pseudomeromorphic currents is that they satisfy the
following dimension principle.

11



Proposition 3.4 ([ ] Corollary 2.4). Let T be a pseudomeromorphic (x, q)-current
on X with support on a subvariety Z. If codimZ > q+ 1, then T = 0.

Given a pseudomeromorphic current 7' and an analytic subset Z, as in [ ,
Section 2], the restriction of 7' to X\ Z has an extension to X in the following way:
Let x be a cut-off function as above. For a local chart U of X, let F' be a section of a
holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle such that ZNU = {F = 0}. We define

Xe = x([F*/e) (3.3
and then
(Lx\zT)lw = lim x (| F|* /)T (3.4
It is clear that
(Ax\zT)|x\z = Tlx\z- (3.5)
By [ , Lemma 2.6], the (1x\7)|u’s glue together to a pseudomeromorphic

current 1x\ 7" on X. It is clear that we have
1x\Z(O(/\T):Oé/\1x\ZT (36)
for any C*°-form a.

Definition 3.3. A pseudomeromorphic current T on X is said to have the standard ex-
tension property (SEP) if 1x\ 7T = T for any analytic subset Z of positive codimension.

Proposition 3.5. Any a € LASM(X) has SEP.
Proof. It follows from Definition 3.1, Proposition 3.4, and (3.6). O

Definition 3.4. Let Z C X be an analytic subset of codimension > 1. For o a smooth
form on X\ Z, we say o has a LASM extension to X, if there exists an a € LASM(X) such
that a|X\Z = Q.

Lemma 3.6. Let Z C X be an analytic subset of codimension > 1. If « is a smooth form
on X\Z, and « has an extension as a locally almost semimeromorphic current a on X,
then such extension is unique.

Proof. If a and b are two such extensions, then a|x\z = b|x\z = «. Since a and b are
both LASM hence both have SEP, we know

a=1x\z(a|lx\z) =1x\za = 1x\z(blx\z) =b.
O

Corollary 3.7. Let Z C X be an analytic subset of codimension > 1. If o is a smooth
form on X\ Z such that « locally has LASM extension, i.e. there exists an open cover {U;}
of X such that o|(x\z)nu, has a LASM extension to U; for each i, then o has a LASM
extension to X.

12



Proof. Let a; be the LASM extension of | x\z)nu, to U;. By Lemma 3.6, a;|v,nu; =
ajlu,nu;- We can then glue a; to a current a on X by partition of unity. a is clearly
LASM. O

In particulay, if « is a smooth form on X\Z, and « has an extension as a locally
almost semimeromorphic current a on X, then the extension is given by

a = lim y.a. 3.7)
e—0

where y. is given as in (3.3).

Proposition 3.8. Let a € ASM(X). Let Z = ZSS(a) be the smallest analytic subset of X
where a is not smooth. Then 1x\ z(da) € ASM(X).

Moreover if a € LASM(X) and Z = ZSS(a). Then 1x\ z(da) € LASM(X).

Proof. The almost semimeromorphic case is proved in [ , Proposition 4.16]. The
locally almost semimeromorphic case follows immediately. O

Definition 3.5. Let a be a locally almost semimeromorphic current on X. Let Z = ZSS(a)
be as before The residue R(a) of a is defined by

R(a) := da — 1X\25a. (3.8)
Note that
suppR(a) C Z. 3.9
Since a is locally almost semimeromorphic, and thus has the SEP, it follows by (3.7)
that R(a) is locally given by
R(a) = lim (9(xca) — xeda) = lim Ox. A a. (3.10)
e—0

e—0

It follows directly from for example (3.10) that if ¢ is a smooth form, then

R(p A a) = (—1)38%4) A R(a). (3.11)

3.2 Bundle valued currents

Let X be a complex manifold and E be a C*°-complex vector bundle on X. We can de-
fine almost semimeromorphic, locally almost semimeromorphic, and pseudomeromor-
phic currents on X valued in E in the same way and we denote them by ASM(X, E),
LASM(X, E), and PM(X, E), respectively. In the same way we can define ASM(X, End(F)),
LASM(X,End(F)), and PM(X, End(F)).

All results and definitions except Proposition 3.8 and Definition 3.5 hold automat-
ically in the bundle valued case.

Proposition 3.9. For any a € LASM(X, E) and any 0-connection V' on E, let Z =
788(a). Then 1x\z(V'p(a)) € LASM(X, E).
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Proof. The statement is local so we can assume that V%, = 0 + w where w is a smooth

(0, 1)-form valued in End(E). We know 1x\ z(9(a)) € LASM(X, E) by Proposition 3.8.
Moreover wa € LASM(X, E) since LASM(X, E) is an algebra over smooth forms. By
Proposition 3.5, wa has SEP, hence 1\ z(wa) = wa € LASM(X, E).

Definition 3.6. For a € LASM(X, E). Pick a d-connection V', on E, we define the
residue R(a) of a as
R(a) = Vg(a) — 1x\zVE(a). (3.12)

O

It is easy to see that R(a) is independent of the choice of the d-connection V7.

4 Residue currents of cohesive modules

4.1 Minimal right inverses of maps between vector bundles

Definition 4.1. Let E and F be two complex vector spaces with Hermitian metrics. Let
¢ : E — F be a complex linear map. The minimal right inverse of ¢ isamapo : F — E
which satisfies

1. (¢0)lim ¢ = idim 45
2. U|(im ®)Lt = 0;
3. imolker¢

on each fiber. In other words, since ¢ induces a fiberwise isomorphism (ker ¢)= = im ¢,
o is defined to be ¢! on im ¢ and 0 on (im ¢)*.

Let X be a smooth manifold and ¢ : £ — F be a map between C*° vector bundles
with Hermitian metrics. It is clear that ranke is a lower semicontinuous function on X.
Let Z C X be the subset consisting of € X such that im ¢, does not get its maximal
rank. Then X\ Z is a nonempty open subset of X. Let o be the fiberwise minimal right
inverse of ¢. Then it is clear that ¢ is a C°*°-map from F' to E when restricted to X\ Z.

Example 4.1. Let C™ be the n-dimensional trivial vector bundle on X equipped with the
standard Hermitian metric. A map ¢ : C" — C is given by

Qs:(flv"'vfm)

where f1,..., fm are C*°-functions on X.
We need to distinguish two cases.

1. If all f;’s are identically 0 on X, then the maximal rank of im ¢ is 0, hence Z = ()
and o = 0.
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2. If some f;’s are not identically 0 on X, then the maximal rank of im ¢ is 1, hence

Z={reX|fil@)=..= fulx) = 0}
and
0 L SA
o(x) = h
m | weX\Z
Jm

It is clear that in the second case, o(x) is C* on X\Z but not C* on X. More-
over, even if X is a complex manifold and all f;’s are holomorphic functions, o is not
holomorphic even when restricted to X\ Z.

4.2 Minimal right inverses and cohesive modules

Now let X be a complex manifold and £ = (E*, A”"”) be a cohesive module on X as
in Definition 2.1, where

AE.” = g +VE./I + v+ ...

as before. Let Z; C X be the subset of X consisting of z € X such that v} : E* — E*!
does not get its maximal rank.

Proposition 4.1. Each Z; is an analytic subvariety of X with codimension > 1.

Proof. The claim is local. By [ , Theorem 5.2.1], for any = € X, there exists a
open neighborhood U of z, on which we have a flat 0 connection 3" on each E' such

that @ vy = 0, iL.e. vy : B* — E*t! is a holomorphic map under this new holomorphic
structure on E*°. The claim then follows immediately. O

Let Z := U;Z;. Then Z is still an analytic subvariety of X with codimension > 1.

We equip each E' with a Hermitian metric and call such £ = (E*, A®"") a Her-
mitian cohesive module. We do not assume any compatibility between vy and the
metric.

Let o : E*t! — E' be the fiberwise minimal right inverse of v} : E* — E**!. Then
o' is a C>°-map when restricted to X\ Z. To simplify the notation, we denote

o:=Y o' €End”'(E"). 4.1)

Lemma 4.2. We have 2 = 0.

Proof. By Definition 4.1, we have

im o’ = (kerv))® C (im v 1)+

and o', ,i-1). = 0. Hence o'~ 'o* = 0 for each i. O

m v,
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4.3 The residue current of a cohesive module

Let X be a complex manifold and £ = (E*, A®") be a Hermitian cohesive module on
X. Let Z = U; Z; be as before and ¢ be as in (4.1). We denote

E®n E®n E®n
ABY =V puy 4 = AP .

The d-connection VZ*” induces a d-connection on EndE®, which we still denote by
VE.”.

Let V C X be an open subset. For a € I'(V,Q%*®End(E*)), we define AZ{"(a) €
I(V,Q%°®End(E*)) as

AEY(a) == VE"(a) + [v2,a] + [vs,a] + ... (4.2)

where [v;, a] is the graded commutator with respect to the total degree. We can define
AP*"(g) in a similar way.
We know that ¢ € C°>°(X\Z,End™'(E*)) when we restrict it to X\Z. We then
define
uf e T(X\Z, Q% QEnd(E*®))

of total degree —1 as

u® = o(idpe + ALY (0)) ' =0 — 0 AL (0) + o (AEY(0))? — ... (4.3)
Remark 4.1. Since AZ}"(0) is in ['(X\Z, Qggl@End(E’)), the sum on the right hand
side of (4.3) is finite.

Remark 4.2. In [. , Equation (4.2)], the analogue of u® for twisting cochains is given

by _
u=o(id - do)~".

In a private communication, Léirkdng showed the author that the u in |[. ] is actually

equal to
-1

o (id + (d'(0”) — 9(c?)))
which is analogous to the uf in (4.3).
For later applications we need the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3. For any j > 0, we have
(AL} (o)) = (ALY (o)) o (4.4)
Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we have oo = 0. Since Ag;” is a derivation and o has degree

—1, we have
AL (0)o = 0 AL} (o). (4.5)

(4.4) then follows immediately. O
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Proposition 4.4. The form u¢ has a locally almost semimeromorphic (LASM) extension
to X.

Proof. By the same argument as in [ , Example 4.18] we know that o has an
extension to a LASM current on X. We then consider

Ag;"(a) = V(o) + [va, 0] + [v3,0] + ...

Since LASM currents form an algebra over smooth forms, [v;, o] has an extension
to a LASM current on X for i > 2. By Proposition 3.9, VZ*”/(¢) also has an extension
to a LASM current on X. Hence Ag;” (o) has an extension to a LASM current on X.

Finally by (4.3), u® = 0 — 0 AZ}"(0) + o(AE]"(0))? — ... also has an extension to
a LASM current on X. g

Let U¢ be the LASM extension of v to X. By (3.7),
U¢ = lim Xgug. (4.6)
e—0

U¥¢ is an End(E*®)-valued LASM (0, e)-current on X with total degree —1.

Definition 4.2. Let X be a complex manifold and £ = (E*®, A®"") be a Hermitian
cohesive module on X. Let U be as above, We define the residue current R¢ associated

to £ as . . .
RE = idp. — AP""(U®) = idg. — AE™"U® — U AF™", 4.7)

RE is an End(E*)-valued pseudomeromorphic (PM) (0, e)-current on X with total degree
0.

It is clear that R¢ satisfies
AP (RE) = 0, (4.8)

Remark 4.3. If £ = (E*, AP""") is a bounded complex of Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles, i.e. v; = 0 for i > 2, then R coincide with the residue current constructed in
L ", Section 2].

Remark 4.4. In general R is not a LASM current.

Definition 4.3. Let X, Z, and U¢ be as above. Recall the residue R(U¢) of U¢ is the
current

R(Ug) — VE'//(US) . ]_X\ZVE'//(UE) (49)
We define the current RE as ~
R := R® + R(U?). (4.10)
Lemma 4.5. We have }
RE =idge — 1x\ 7 A" (U%). (4.11)
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Proof. Since U¢ is a LASM current and v; is smooth for each i # 1, we know that
[v;, U¢] is LASM for each i # 1. Hence

R(U®) = AZ(UF) — 1x\ 2 A" "(UF) (4.12)
and (4.11) follows. O

It is clear that R(U¢)|x\z = 0 hence
Re|x\z = RS|X\Z- (4.13)

Lemma 4.6. The current R® in Definition 4.3 is a LASM current. Moreover it is the
(unique) LASM extension of idge — AE"’(ug) to X.

Proof. Since both idg. and 1 x\ 2 AP (U€) are LASM currents, it is clear that R¢ is
LASM. -

Remark 4.5. Congeptually (4.10) means that R can be decomposed into the difference
of the LASM part R¢ and the residual part R(U¥).

We will use the following notation frequently in this paper.

Definition 4.4. We denote by RE_,, the component of R that maps T'(X,Q%*®E7) to

q—l

[(X,D**&E"). We use similar notations for R(U¢) and RE.

Recall we define the complex of sheaves F . (£) = (€°®,d) as in (2.15). We have the
following result, which generalizes the duality principle in [ , Proposition 2.3].

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a complex manifold and € = (E*, A®""") be a Hermitian cohesive
module on X. Let
sel(X,e") = P I'(X,QP&E7)
ptq=F

be such that AF*"(s) = 0.

1. If R¢(s) = 0, then there exists a

tel(x,e" )= P T(X Q"&E)
p+q=k—1

such that AP*"(t) = s.

2. Iqugﬁl = 0forany q < k — 1 and any l. If there exists a

tel(x,e" )= P T(X Q"&E)
p+q=k—1

such that AP*"(t) = s, then RE(s) = 0.
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Proof. If R¢(s) = 0, then by (4.7) we have
0==s—AP"(UE(s)) — US(A"""(s)).

Since A" (s) = 0, we get

s = AP(US(s))
with U¢(s) € ¢~ where ¢! = @ I'(X, D¥’®E9) as in (2.20). By Corollary
2.13, there exists a

p+g=k—1
teT(x,e" )= P T(X Q"RE)
ptq=k—1

such that AP (t) = s.
On the other hand if AZ"(t) = 5. Since A”""(R?) = 0 we get

RE(s) = APY(RE(t)).

Since t € @, ,—_1 (X, Q0P&E?) we get R®(t) = 0 hence R®(s) = 0. O
Remark 4.6. [. , Proposition 4.2] gives a similar result in the framework of twisting
cochains.

Remark 4.7. We will see in Section 5 cases that R’_,, indeed vanishes for any ¢ < k — 1
and any I.

5 Vanishing of residue currents

Let £ = (E*, AP"") be a Hermitian cohesive module on a complex manifold X. By
(4.10) we can decompose the residue R¢ as

Rf = R®* — R(U®). (5.1)

We will study the vanishing of R(U¢) and R¢ separately.

5.1 Vanishing of R(U?¢)

We first study the vanishing conditions of R(U¥).

Recall that Z; C X is the subvariety of X consisting of x € X such that v} : £ —
E™1 does not get its maximal rank.

We have the following vanishing result on R(U¢), which is an analogue to [ ,
Proposition 4.4].

Proposition 5.1. Let U¢ be the current defined in (4.6) and R(U?) be its residue as in
Definition 4.3. Then for any k > g we have

R(U®),., =0. (5.2)
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Moreover if there exists a pair of integers [, q such that | < q — 1 and the subvarieties
Z;’s satisfy
codim(Z,,) >qg—m+1, forl <m <q—1, (5.3)

then for any k > [ we have
R(U®) ., =0. (5.4

where R(U¢), is the component of R(U¢) as in Definition 4.4.
Remark 5.1. If Z,,, = 0, then we set codim(Z,,) = co.
Proof. Recall that U¢ is the LASM extension of
uf =3 (=1 a(AL)" (o))
j=0

Lemma 4.3 tells us 0(AZ}"(0))) = (AZ}"(0))?o. To abuse the notation we denote
the LASM extension of (AZ}”(c))’ o also by (AZ]"(c))’c. We then have the residues
R((A£}"(0)) o).
To prove (5.2) and (5.4) it is sufficient to prove
R((AEY(0)) 0)q—s1, = 0, for any ;. (5.5)

Notice that since o lowers the E* degree by 1 and AZ}” (o) lowers the E* degree by
at least 1, (5.5) holds for j > q — k by degree reason. In particular (5.2) is trivial by
degree reason.

We then prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. We have the inclusion

supp[R((AZY" (@)Y 0)gil © | Zume (5.6)

k<m<qg—1

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Recall that ¢ is the sum of its component ¢! : E't! — E° where
the latter is the fiberwise minimal right inverse of v} : E* — E**1.
By definition

R((AE)"(0)Y o) = VE(AE"(0)) 0) = 1x\zVZ (A2}  (0)) o).
Since V" preserves the E* degree, we have

R((AZY(0)) 0)gos = RI(AZY (0) 0)gorn)- (5.7)

Recall

Agl”(a) = VE"(0) + [vg, 0] + [vg, 0] + ...
We know VZ°” preserves the E* degree and the v;s lower the E* degree. So the
component [(Agl”(a)) 04— only involves the o™’s with k < m < g — 1.

It is clear that ¢™ is smooth outside Z,,. So [(Agl” (0))! 0]4—k is smooth outside
Uk<m<q—1 Zm- On the other hand the residue R(a) vanishes on the open subset where
a is smooth. We then get (5.6). O
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We then proof Proposition 5.1 by downward induction on k. First for k = ¢ — 1, we
only need to prove (5.5) for j=0. Actually Lemma 5.2 and (5.3) tell us that R(0)4—q—1
has support of codimension > 2. On the other hand we know that R(¢);—¢—1 is a
(0,1)-pseudomeromorphic (PM) current. So the dimension principle in Proposition
3.4 tells us that

R(U)q—>q—1 =0. (58)

Now consider ky < g — 2. Assume that (5.5) holds for k = kg +1,...¢ — 1 and
j=0,...q— ko — 2. Consider R((Ag;”(a))ja)tﬁkU for j > 1. We have

R((AZ)"(0))0) gk,
R(((AZ1"(0)Y 0)g—1o)
~R(VF""(o D15k (A1 (@) 0)gsmo+1) (5.9

q—ko—1

+ Z R Uu AE H( ))J 1U)q—>ko)-

=

As before we see that (VZ""(5))1, +1-k, is Smooth outside Zy,. By (3.11), outside Zj,
we have

RV (0))ky 1550 (AZ (0)Y 1 0)g g +1)
—(V7""(0) o+ 10k RU(AZY (0) 7 0) g 1)

which vanishes by the induction hypothesis. As a result we know the support of

RV (0))ka+1k0 (AZ1" (0)) ' 0)gsrig 1)

is contained in Zj,, whose codimension is at least ¢ — ko + 1 by (5.3). On the other
hand

(5.10)

R((VE™(0)) ko 4150 (AZ1"(0))T 1 0) gk 41)
isa (0,q — ko)-PM current. So the dimension principle in Proposition 3.4 tells us that

R((VE(0))ko 1k (AZ1(0)) 71 0)gsko 41) = 0. (5.11)

Now for each 2 < i < g — ko — 1 we look at R(([vi,0](AZ}"(0)) " 0)gk,). We
know that -

R(([vi, 0)(AZY" (0) Y 0)gsia)

_ (5.12)
=R((vio(AL1"(0)) 7" 0)gke) + R((00i(AL1" (0)) 7 0)gs10)

Actually R(v;0(AZ]"())?~ ') vanishes by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. On the other
hand, we know that

R((00i(AZ)"(0)Y ' 0)gos1o)

. ) (5.13)
:R(0k0+1—>k0 (Ui (Agll/(o-))jila)q—%o-i-l)'
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Again oy, 11k, is smooth outside Z,. By (3.11), outside Z;, we have

R(Thot1-k0 (0i(AZ"(0))7 71 0) gosko+1)

:(Uvi)k0+i—>koR(((Agzn(a))j_lU)q—>k0+i)
which vanishes by the induction hypothesis. As a result we know the support of

R((0vi(AZY"(0)) " 0)gs10)

(5.14)

is contained in Zj,, whose codimension is at least ¢ — ko + 1 by (5.3). Again

R((0vi(AZY"(0)Y " 0)gos10)

isa (0,q — ko)-PM current. So the dimension principle Proposition 3.4 tells us that

R((0vi(AZ)"(0)) 7 0)gke) =0 (5.15)
hence )
R(([vi,0](AL1"(0)) " 0)gs1e) = 0 (5.16)
foreach 2 <i < q—ky — 1. By (5.9) we get
R((AZY"(0)Y ) g = 0. (5.17)
We finished the induction hence completed the proof of Proposition 5.1. O

For a Hermitian cohesive module £ = (E*, A", recall that in Section 2.3 we
defined the functor Fy(£) = (€°*,d), which is a bounded complex with (globally
bounded) coherent cohomologies according to Proposition 2.7.

We have the following result on the codimension of Z,,.

Proposition 5.3. 1. If the complex F y(£) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated
in degrees < ng, then we have Z,, = () for any m > ny.

2. If the complex F y(£) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ny,
then we have
codim(Z,,) > ng —m, form < mng — 1. (5.18)

Moreover we have Z,, 1 C Z,, form < ng — 1.

Proof. For any = € X, let V be a neighborhood of x which is sufficiently small. It is
sufficient to prove the proposition for Z,, N V.
By Proposition 2.4 on V' we have a gauge equivalence

=E*|vr

J (B APy S (E® v, 00+ V ) (5.19)
where (E®|v,vo + vE. |V”) is a bounded cochain complex of holomorphic vector bun-

dles on 'V, whose associated cochain complex of locally free Ox-modules are denoted
by (€]}, vo). Notice that v is unchanged under the gauge equivalence.
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By Proposition 2.8 J induces a degreewise isomorphism

=E*|vn

Fy(J): (€}, d) = Ey(E*|v,v0 + ). (5.20)

Moreover by the construction of Fy, as in (2.15), Fy (E*|v,vo + VE.‘V”) is quasi-
isomorphic to (€]}, v). We thus obtain a quasi-isomorphism

(€Y. d) = (€[V,vo). (5.21)

For Part 1, we know (€|}, v0) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees < ng. By
definition Z,, NV is the subset of V of points such that vy : €|} — €|7*™' does not
obtain its maximal rank. So it is clear that Z,, NV = ) for m > ny.

For Part 2, let n; be the minimal degree such that €|} # 0. Since (€|}, vo) has
cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ng, the sequence of locally free sheaves

0— € 2 ... 2w (5.22)

is exact. The result then follows from the same argument as in the proof of [ ,
Theorem 20.9 and Corollary 20.12]. See also [1.19, Section 2.7]. O

Proposition 5.4. For any | we have
711 C supp$H'(€®,d), (5.23)
where $'(&*, d) is the Ith cohomology sheaf of the complex F (£) = (€°,d).

Proof. We first prove the following lemma which is a special case of Proposition 5.4.

Lemma 5.5. If the complex F y (£) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees
> ng, then we have
Zny—1 C suppH"™° (€, d). (5.24)

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Recall Z,,_; consists of + € X such that vj°~' : Em0—1 —
E™ does not get its maximal rank. On the other hand we consider v,° : E™ —
Emotl since dimkerv° is a upper semicontinuous function on X, it is clear that
H" (€%, d), # 0 at such z. Hence we get the inclusion in (5.24). O

Now we come back to the general case. By the same argument as in the proof of
Proposition 5.3, for any x € X, there exists a neighborhood V' of x which is suffi-
ciently small such that we can consider (E*®|y,vo) as a bounded cochain complex of
holomorphic vector bundles.

Consider the holomorphic map v, ' : E'~!|y — E'|y.. Then kerv) ' is a coherent
sheaf on V, hence by Syzygy, it has a bounded locally free resolution if V' is sufficiently
small, i.e. there exists a bounded complex of holomorphic vector bundles

0— EN® 5y pi-2 (5.25)



on V together with a map of Ox-modules 7 : E'~2 — kerv),~! such that the complex

0— EN Eﬁ EﬁEFQ ikervffl — 0 (5.26)

is acyclic. Now let i : kerv)~' <+ E!'~!| be the embedding. The bounded complex of
holomorphic vector bundles

0 BN T Ty pie2 iy pron e gyt (5.27)

has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > [, so by Lemma 5.5 we have
Z,_1 NV C suppH'(€®,d)NV. (5.28)
Since (5.28) holds for any V, we get (5.23). O

Corollary 5.6. For a Hermitian cohesive module £ = (E*, A®"") on X and F(§) =
(€*,d).

1. If the complex F () = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees < ny,
then for any q and any k > ng, we have

R(U®),., =0. (5.29)

2. If the complex F y(£) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ny,
then for any q < ng — 1 and any k, we have

R(U®),., =0. (5.30)

3. If there exist integers mgy > 1 and ng such that for any q < ny, the qth cohomology
sheaf $7(&*, d) either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€®,d)) > my, (5.3D
then for any q < ng and any k > q¢ — mqg + 1 we have
R(U®), =0. (5.32)

In particular if codim(supp$H4(€*,d)) > mq for any ¢, then (5.32) holds for any g
and any k > q —mg + 1.

Proof. Part 1 and 2 are direct consequences of Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3.
Part 3 is also a consequence of Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3, and Proposition
5.4. |
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5.2 Vanishing of k¢

To study the vanishing of k¢ we first study u = o(idge + AZ}”(0))~" defined in (4.3)
in more details. -
We first notice that v is a smooth form on X\ Z. We define another smooth form @
on X\Z as
Q :=1idge — vo(0). (5.33)

We have the following result on uf.

Lemma 5.7. On X\ Z we have
AP (uF) = idpe — Q(idpe + AZY"(0)) ™ + uf AEY(Q)(idpe + AZ]" (o)1, (5.34)
Proof. By definition we know
AE.”(’U,) _ AE'//(U)(idE. + Agi//(a))fl _ O'AE.”((idEO + Agl//(a))fl)
=AP" (o) (idpe + AL (0))7"
+o(idge + AL (0)) 7 AP ((idpe + ALY (0)))(id e + AL (0)) 7
:AE /l( )(ldEo+AE.H( )) +UEAE /I(ldEo+AE /l( ))(ldE- +AE /I( ))—1

(5.35)
We know
AP (o) = vo(o) + AZY"(0) = idpe — Q(idps + A" (0) (5.36)
hence the first term on the right hand side of (5.35) becomes
AP (o) (idps + AZY(0)) 7! = idp. — Q(idps + AZ}"(0))7 . (5.37)
Moreover AP*”(idg.) = 0 and AP*” AF*" = (. Hence
AE’/l(idE. AEI”(O’ ) AE /I(AE l/( ) _ ’1}0(0'))
_ AE "
(—vo(0)) (5.38)
AE //( ldE-)
()}
Moreover since
UO(Q) = ’UQ(idEo — ’UQ(O’)) = UO(idEO) — UO(UO(U)) =0 (539)

we get AP"(Q) = AEZ]”(Q). So the second term on the right hand side of (5.35)
becomes -

uAP" (idpe + AL} (0)) (idpe + ALY (0)) 7! = u AE}"(Q)(idpe + AZ}" (0)) 1. (5.40)

We thus obtain (5.34). (|
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Proposition 5.8. For a fixed integer ny, If the cohomology sheaf $*(€*, d) of the complex
F (&) = (€°%,d) is such that for all g < ny, either $9(€*,d) =0 or

codim(suppH?(€°®,d)) > 1, (5.41)
then for any q < ng and any k, we have

(idge — AP (u)) 0 (5.42)

q—k =
on X\Z.
Proof. By (5.34) an the identity

(idpe + AZY"(0)) ™! =idpe — AEY(0) + (AZ)"(0))? — ...,

it is sufficient to prove that on X\ Z we have

(QAEY(0))) =0 (5.43)

and . . ‘
(ugAgl”(Q)(Agl”(a))J)q%k =0 (5.44)

for any 7 > 0 and any ¢ < ng.
Now since (€*, d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ny + 1 or

codim(supp$'(€°®,d)) > 1

for I < ng, via the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 5.3 we know the
complex

(E®,v0)|x\z
is exact at degree < ng — 1. Then it is easy to see that on X\ Z we have

Q(r,s)%(r,s) =0, and Agi//(Q)(r,s)%(r,s) =0 (5.45)

for any s < ng. Since AZ]”(s))’ does not increase the degree on E*, we get (5.43)
and (5.44). - O

Corollary 5.9. If there exists an integer ng such that for any q < ny, the qth cohomology
sheaf $9(&*, d) either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€®,d)) > 1, (5.46)
then for any q < ng and any k, we have
RE =0 (5.47)

In particular if codim(supp$ (¢*,d)) > 1 for any I, then R® = 0.

26



Proof. Recall (4.11) gives us R = idg. — 1X\ZAE"’(U5). By (3.5) we know that
Lz AP (U8 xz = AP (UF)|x\z = A7 (UF |x\2) = A" (uf). (5.48)

By Lemma 4.6, RE is the unique locally almost semimeromorphic (LASM) extension
of idge — AP*"(uf) to X. Now the claims follow from Proposition 5.8. O

The following result is on the vanishing of the residue current R¢.

Corollary 5.10. 1. Ifthe complex F  (€) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in
degrees > ny, then for any q < ng — 1 and any k, we have

RE,, =0. (5.49)

2. If there exist integers mg > 1 and nq such that for any q < ng, the qth cohomology
sheaf $7(&*, d) either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€®,d)) > myo, (5.50)
then for any q < ng and any k > ¢ — mqg + 1 we have
Rt =0. (5.51)

In particular if codim(supp$H?(€®,d)) > mg for any q, then (5.51) holds for any
g<npandany k > q—mqg+ 1.

Proof. They are direct consequences of (4.10), Corollary 5.6, and Corollary 5.9. O
We then have the following precise form of the duality principle.

Theorem 5.11. Let £ = (E*,A”"") be a Hermitian cohesive module on a complex
manifold X. If the complex F (£) = (€*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees
> no, Let

sel(X,¢f) = P (X, P&k
ptg=Fk
be such that AF""(s) = 0.
1. If k < ng — 1, then we must have R¥(s) = 0 and a
teT(X, ¢y = P TI(X,QPQE)
ptq=k—1

such that AP*"(t) = s.

2. If k = ng, then there exists a

tel(x,e" )= P T(X Q*&E)
p+q=k—1

such that A®*"(t) = s if and only if R®(s) = 0.

27



Proof. Both statements are direct consequences of Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 5.10

Part 1. .
Remark 5.2. See [. , Theorem 1.1] for a similar result in the framework of twisting
cochains.

Remark 5.3. In Theorem 5.11, even if we make the stronger assumption that (¢*,d) has
cohomology concentrated in degree = nq, for k > ngy + 1, there may still exist

sel(X,¢f) = P r(x, P&k
p+q=k
and
teT(X, ¢ = P I(XQPQE)
ptg=k—1
such that s = A" (t) but R (s) # 0.
For example let E* = C be the trivial line bundle concentrated in degree 0. Let
VE* = 9 and all v;’s be 0. Then uf = 0 hence U¢ = 0 and (4.7) give R = idc.
Now consider a non-holomorphic C*°-function t on X. We have

APM(t) =B(t) # 0.

Let s = O(t) € C®(X,T*X) C ®prq=1l(X,QPRFE9). We have s = AP'"(t) but
S

6 A comparison formula for residue currents of Hermi-
tian cohesive modules

6.1 A comparison formula

In this section we generalize the results in [L19]. Let & = (E',AE°” ) and F =
(F*, AF*"") be two Hermitian cohesive modules on X and ¢ : £ — F be a closed
degree 0 morphism.

Let U¢, R, R(U?), R?, and U7, R¥, R(U7), R be currents defined in Section
4.3 associated with £ and F respectively. Since both U¢ and U” are locally almost
semimeromorphic (LASM), and ¢ is smooth, by Proposition 3.1 we can define the
product current U” ¢U¢, whose differential is

DS,]:(U]:Q/)UE) — AF'/IUf¢U€ . U]:Q/)UEAE'I/

Let Z C X be the of points at which E* — E**! or F7 — FJ*! does not obtain
its maximal rank for some ¢ or j. Then Z is still an analytic subvariety of X with
codimension > 1. As before we define the residue of U7 ¢U¥¢ as

R(UT ¢U?) := D*F (U ¢U®) — 1x\ DT (U7 pU®) (6.1)
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We define the current M as
M? .= RT¢U® —UT ¢RE. (6.2)

It is clear that M? is a LASM current with total degree —1. We then define the pseu-
domeromorphic (PM) current M ¢ as

M® .= M? + R(UT ¢U?) (6.3)

Theorem 6.1. Let £ = (E*,AP"") and F = (F*,A""") be two Hermitian cohesive
modules on X and ¢ : & — F be a closed degree 0 morphism. The residue currents R®
and R” are related via the morphism ¢ in the sense that

R7 ¢ — ¢R® = D7 (M?). 6.4)
Proof. Since D7 ¢ = 0, we have
Dg’]:(U}-d)US) _ AF.N(U]:)(bUg o U}-d)AE.”(US)
= (idpe — RT)pU® — U7 ¢(id e — RY) (6.5)
= ¢U® — U7 ¢ — R7U® + U7 ¢R®.

Recall that by Proposition 3.2, the right hand side of (6.5) is a well-defined PM current.
By (4.13) we further have

DEF(UT9U®) | x\ 2 = (9U® —UT ¢ — R 9U + UT ¢ R)|x\ 2. (6.6)

Notice that U — U7 ¢ — RT pU® + U7 ¢RE is a LASM current on X, hence it is
a LASM extension of D% (U*¢U¥) |X§Z On the other hand 1y D&% (U7 ¢U?) is
also a LASM extension of D7 (U7 ¢U?)|x\ z. By the uniqueness of LASM extension
as in Lemma 3.6, we must have

1x\z D57 (UT¢U?) = ¢U® — U ¢ — RT¢U® + U7 pR® 6.7)
hence
R(UT pU®) = pU® —UT ¢ — RT pU® + U7 ¢RE — DT (U pU?). (6.8)
(6.2), (6.3), and (6.8) give
M? = ¢U¢ —UT ¢ — DT (UT ¢U?). (6.9)
Therefore we get
DET(M?) = DS (¢U* = U7¢)
= gAP(UF) - ATUT ¢
= ¢(idgs — R®) — (idpe — RT)¢
= R7¢ — ¢R®

(6.10)

as expected. O
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Corollary 6.2. Let £ = (E*, A""") and F = (F*, A¥"") be two Hermitian cohesive
modules on X. Let ¢ : £ — F and ¢ : F — & be two closed degree 0 morphisms which
are homotopic inverse to each other; i.e. there exists degree —1 morphisms 7 : £ — F and
~ : F — & such that

Yo —idge = AP (1), and ¢op — idpe = AT (). (6.11)

Then R¢ is homotopic to YR ¢ and R” is homotopic to ¢pR+). More precisely, let M?
and MV be currents associated with ¢ and v as in (6.3). Then we have

RE —¢RT ¢ = AZ"(M¥¢ — R®r),

. (6.12)
Proof. It is a direct consequence of Theorem 6.1 and (6.11). O
Remark 6.1. See [. , Theorem 1.3] for a similar result in the framework of twisting

cochains.

Remark 6.2. Theorem 2.5 implies that if £ and F are two Hermitian cohesive modules
on X which are cohesive resolutions of the same object in foh(X ), then the morphisms
o, ¥, T, and v in (6.11) exists. Corollary 6.2 tells us that in this case the residue currents
R¢ and R” are essentially the same.

6.2 Vanishing of )¢

We have the following results on the vanishing of R(U” ¢U¥€), M?, and M?.

Proposition 6.3. Let ¢ : £& — F be a closed degree 0 morphism between Hermitian
cohesive modules on X and R(U” ¢U¥) be as in (6.1). For any k > q — 1 we have

R(UT¢U®) 1, = 0. (6.13)

Moreover if there exists a pair of integers I, q such that | < q — 2 and the subvarieties
ZE%s and Z7’s satisfy

codimeL2q7m+1,forl+1§m§q—1, and

o (6.14)
codimZ;, >q—m, forl <m < gq—2.
Then for any p > 0 and k > [ we have
R(UT ¢U®) 41, = 0. (6.15)
Proof. Since ¢ is of degree 0, it does not increase the degree on F°. Hence the proof
is similar to that of Proposition 5.1 and is left to the readers. O
Remark 6.3. Proposition 6.3 is a generalization of [1.19, Proposition 3.6]. See [. 3

Proposition 5.2] for a similar result in the framework of twisting cochains.
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Corollary 6.4. Let ¢ : £ — F be a closed degree 0 morphism between Hermitian cohesive
modules on X and R(U” ¢U¥?) be as in (6.1). We consider complexes of sheaves F () =
(€%,d) and Ex(F) = (3°,d).

1. If (¢*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees < ng + 1 and (§*, d) has coho-
mologies concentrated in degrees < ny, then for any q and any k > ng, we have

R(UT¢U®) 1, = 0. (6.16)

2. If (€°*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ng and (§*, d) has cohomolo-
gies concentrated in degrees > ng — 1, then for any ¢ < no — 1 and any k, we
have

R(UT¢U®) 1, = 0. (6.17)

3. If there exist integers mo > 1 and ng such that for any q < ny we have $7(¢*,d)
either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€®,d)) > myo, (6.18)
and $H971(F*, d) either vanishes or satisfies
codim(supp$H?~(F*,d)) > mo, (6.19)
then for any q < ng and any k > q¢ — mg we have
R(UT¢U®) 1, = 0. (6.20)

In particular if (6.18) and (6.19) hold for any q, then (6.20) holds for any q and
any k > q — my.

Proof. They are direct consequences of Proposition 6.3, Proposition 5.3, and Proposi-
tion 5.4. O

Proposition 6.5. Let ¢ : & — F be a closed degree 0 morphism between Hermitian
cohesive modules on X and R(U” ¢U¥?) be as in (6.1). If there exists an integer ng such
that for any q < ng we have $4(€*, d) either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€°®,d)) > 1, (6.21)
and $H91(F*, d) either vanishes or satisfies
codim(suppH?(F*, d)) > 1, (6.22)
then for any q < ng and any k we have
M¢,, =0. (6.23)
In particular if we have
di 9(¢*,d)) > 1, and
co l'm(suppf) ( . )) > 1, an (6.24)
codim(suppH(F*,d)) > 1,

for any g, then M¢ = 0.
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Proof. By (6.2), M® = R7¢U¢ — UF $R¢. Notice that U¢ lowers the E* degree and
¢ does not increase the E* degree. Now the claims are consequences of Corollary
5.9. |

Corollary 6.6. Let ¢ : £ — F be a closed degree 0 morphism between Hermitian cohesive
modules on X and R(U* ¢U¥) be as in (6.1).

1. If (€¢°*,d) has cohomologies concentrated in degrees > ng and (§*, d) has cohomolo-
gies concentrated in degrees > ng — 1, then for any ¢ < ng — 1 and any k, we
have

M;;k —0. (6.25)

2. If there exist integers mgo > 1 and ng such that for any q < ng we have $7(¢*,d)
either vanishes or satisfies

codim(suppH?(€®,d)) > my, (6.26)
and $H971(F*, d) either vanishes or satisfies
codim(supp$H?~1(F*, d)) > mo, (6.27)
then for any q < ng and any k > q — mg we have
M?, =0. (6.28)

In particular if (6.26) and (6.27) hold for any ¢, then (6.28) holds for any q and
any k > q — my.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Corollary 6.4 and Proposition 6.5. O

7 A generalized Poincaré-Lelong formula

7.1 Some definitions and notations
7.1.1 Cycles

For a coherent sheaf § on X, the cycle of § is defined to be the current

[3] == Zmi[zi]a (7.1

where the Z;’s are the irreducible components of suppg, and m; is the multiplicity of
Z;in §. See [ , Tag 02QV] for details.

We say that a coherent sheaf § has pure codimension p if suppg has pure codimen-
sion p, i.e. every irreducible component of suppF has the same codimension p. If § is
not pure, let [§], denote the sum of codimension p components of [F].
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Now let (F°, d) be a bounded complex of O x-modules with coherent cohomologies.
We define the cycle of (F*,d) to be

(3 )] =D (D[, d). (7.2)

l

It is clear that [(F*, d)] = [(§*,d)] if (3°,d) and (§°, d) are quasi-isomorphic.

For a Hermitian cohesive module £ = (E*, A”"") on X, we know F (&) is a
bounded complex on X with coherent cohomologies. We then define the cycle of £ to
be

(€] :=[Ex(&)]- (7.3)

7.1.2  Supertraces

Let E* be a bounded Z-graded vector space over the base field K. The supertrace is a
map Trs : End(E*) — K defined by

Trs(¢) == Y (= 1)'Tr(¢| ). (7.4)
1
Now let E'* be a bounded Z-graded complex vector bundle over a complex mani-
fold X. We can extend the supertrace in (7.4) to a map

Trs : Q%° ® End(E°®) — Q*° (7.5)
given by
Trs(w ® @) = w Q Trs(). (7.6)
It is clear that Trs vanishes on supercommutators and is invariant under conjuga-
tions. See [ , Section 4.2] for some details.

7.1.3 O-connections

Let E* be a Z-graded complex vector bundle over a complex manifold X. Recall that
we have Te X = TX @ T X where TX and TX are the holomorphic and antiholomor-
phic tangent bundle, respectively.

A O-connection on E*® is a map

VEY . E* 5 T*X x E° (7.7)

such that
VEY(fe) = a(f)e+ fVE(e). (7.8)

If we also have a §-connection VZ*” on E*, then we can form the connection VZ°
as
VE = VP B (7.9

In general we do not impose any compatibility condition on VZ* and VZ*”.

33



7.2 A review of the main results in [ ]
Let us review the main results in [ 1

Theorem 7.1 ([ 1 Theorem 1.1). Let
(E*v)=0—-E N8 23 E0 50 (7.10)

be a bounded complex of Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles on X. If all its cohomolo-
gies $'(E*,v) have pure codimension p > 1 or vanish, and let V" be the connection on
End(E*) induced by an arbitrary d-connection VZ"' and the known d-connection V.
Then we have

N—p
W%w > DTV (0mm0) oV o) R iy) = [(B* ), (7.11)
T 1=0

where R is the residue current of (E®,v).

Theorem 7.2 ([ 1 Theorem 1.2). Let § be a coherent sheaf on X of pure codi-
mension p. Let (E*®,v) be a Hermitian locally free resolution of §, and let VZ" be the
connection on End(E*) induced by an arbitrary d-connection VE"' and the known -
connection VE'". Then we have

1

(QFi)pp!Tr(VE. (1)71) L. VE' (’U,p)ROH,p) = [S] (7.12)

For the relation between (7.12) and the classical Poincaré-Lelong formula see
[ , Introduction].
Using the notation of supertrace, we can reformulate (7.11) as

WT]:S((VE. (v))pR) = [(E., U)] (713)
and reformulate (7.12) as
@ (V7 PR =3 714

where (VZ° (v))? denotes the composition of VZ* (v) for p times.
Actually by Part 2 of Corollary 5.10, the only non-zero components on the left hand
side of (7.13) are

Tr(VE (v_11) ... VE (v )Ry 1), 0< I < N —p,
and the only non-zero component on the left hand side of (7.14) is

Tr(VE (v_1) ... VE (v_p)Ros ).

34



7.3 A generalized Poincaré-Lelong formula for cohesive modules
In this subsection we state and prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.3. Let £ = (E*, AP""") be a Hermitian cohesive module on X with
AE'// = vy + VE'// NIRRT

Let R? be the residue current as in Definition 4.2. Let VE* be the connection on End(E*)
induced by an arbitrary d-connection VE'’ and the known 9-connection V"',

Let F«(€) = (€°*,d) be the shedfification as Defined in Section 2.3. If all its coho-
mologies $!(€*,d) has pure codimension p > 1 or vanish, then we have

————Tr;((VE" (v))PRY) = 15
iy (T ()P R) = ] (7.15)
where [€] is given in (7.3).

In particular if § is a coherent sheaf on X with pure codimension p. Let £ =
(E*, AE™") be a cohesive resolution of § equipped with a Hermitian metric. Let R
and V" be as before, then we have

WTT'S«VE. (Uo))pRg) = [F]. (7.16)

Proof. The strategy of the proof is to reduce to (7.13) via gauge equivalence and the
comparison formula.

By Proposition 2.4, for any « € X, there exists a small neighborhood V of x and a
gauge equivalence

=E*|vr

J (B APy S (B v, 00+ V ) (7.17)

=E*|lvi, . . .
where (E*|y,v9+ V v ) is a complex of holomorphic vector bundles with the same
9.
Since the supertrace is invariant under conjugations, we know that

Trs((VE (00))PRE|v) = Trs ((J o (V" (v0)) 0 )P (J 0 B[y 0 J 7)) (7.18)
Let REIV be the residue current associated with the complex of holomorphic vector
bundles (E*|y, v + V" ). By Corollary 6.2 we get

Sl

Y(M7 o gt
(M7 057

JoRE|y o J ' = REW 4 (g + V"
lv (vo (7.19)

=E®|v/

:RE|V +’U0(MJOJ_1)—|—V

where M7 is the current associated with .J as in (6.3). Notice here the homotopy
operator + in (6.12) vanishes as J o J~! = id.
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Since the cohomologies of (E*|y, vy + VE.‘V”) have codimension p, by Corollary
5.10 Part 2 and Corollary 6.6 Part 2 we have

RV, =0fork>q—p+1 (7.20)
and
M, =0fork>q-—p. (7.21)
In other words _
REIV e T(V, D%*&End=""(E*)) (7.22)
and
M7 e T(V, DY &End= """ (E*)). (7.23)
E®|vn

Since J71 : (E*|v,v0 + V ) = (E*, AP*")|y is a degree 0 morphism, its compo-
nents preserve or lower the E'* degree. Hence

M7 o J7t e T(V, DY ®End= """ (E*)). (7.24)

\%

Since vy increases the £'* degree by 1, and v preserves the E* degree, we have

vo(M” 0 J7Y) € T(V, DY*&End=""(E*)) (7.25)

and s
VIV (M7 o J7) € D(V, DY @ERdS TP (B®)). (7.26)
To simplify the notation, let us denote vE.W”(M 70 J71) by . Then (7.19) becomes

JoRE|y o ™t = REV ug(M7 0 ) + o (7.27)
where

REWV € I(V, DY @End="7(E*)),
vo(M”7 o J7Y) € D(V, DY*QEnd="?(E*)), (7.28)
o € D(V, DY ®End=""""(E*)).

Next we prove the following lemma on the term (.J o (V" (vg)) o J~1)?.

. . =E*/ . =E°* —E*/
Lemma 7.4. There exists another 0-connection V'~ hence a connection V. =V  +
VE* such that

(Jo (V™ () 0 TP = (V" (v0))” + B (7.29)

where
B e D(V,Q%° QEnd="""'(E*)). (7.30)
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Proof of Lemma 7.4. By (2.3) we have VZ"”(v) = 0 hence
Jo (VE () od ™t =TJo(VE () oJ = (JoVE o J ) (Jovgo ™). (7.31)
As in (2.4) we decompose J into
J=Jo+J1+... (7.32)
where
J; € D(V, Q%' @End " (E*)).
In particular .J, € T'(V,End’(E®)) is invertible. Similarly we decompose J~! into
J =) T+ (7.33)

Notice that the Oth term of J~1 is (Jy) 1.
Therefore we have

To VP o J™ = (Jo+ J21) 0 V¥ o (Jg ' + (J71)51)
= JooVE o Uit + J51 0 VE o (U5t + (J7Y)51) (7.34)
+ (Jo + le) o VE./ o (J71)21
Jo o VE* o J;! is again a 9-connection, which we denote by vE./. Moreover the
term

Js10VE o (J7 4+ (T Ys1) + (Jo + J51) 0 VE 0 (J 715y

. (7.35)
e I(V,Q%"@End=""(E*))
which we denote by 3;. Hence (7.34) becomes
JoVE o1 =¥ 1 (7.36)

On the other hand since vg is unchanged under conjugation by J, we know that
JovgoJ t =wy+ o (7.37)
where f; € I'(V, Q%" ©End="(E*)).
Combine (7.31), (7.36), and (7.37) we get
Jo(VE (v)) o J 7' = (?E" + B1)(vo + B2)
= V7" (v0) + Bu(vo) + T (B1) + B (B).

We know 34 (vg) + vE./(ﬁl) + B1(B1) € D(V, Q%" @End=’(E*)), which we denote by

Bs.
(7.38) gives

(7.38)

(Jo (VE (1)) 0 1) = (V7 '(wo) + B3)” = (V" (vo) + B3)" (7.39)
Since VE.(UO) e T(V, Q% @End="(E*)) and 85 € I'(V,Q%°*®End=°(E*)), the expan-

sion of the right hand side of (7.39) gives (7.29). We finish the proof of Lemma
7.4. O
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By (7.18), (7.27), and (7.29) we have

Tr((VE" (00) )P BE|v) = Trs (T “(w0))? + B)(RE + UO(MJ oJ!) +a))
= Try (V" (’UQ )PREVY + Try ((v (’Uo))p(UQ(MJ oJ™h))

+ TrS(B(RS“’ +vg(M7 o™ +a) + (?E' (vo))Par).
(7.40)

By (7.28) and (7.30), and the fact that

(V" (00))? € C(V, Q%" &End” (E*)),

we know that

BREW +vg(M7 o T Y+ a) + (V" (v0))Par € T(V, DY ®End="1(E*))  (7.41)

hence its supertrace vanishes by degree reason. Therefore (7.40) gives

Trs(VE (v0))PRE|v) = Trs((VE'(UO))pR?\V) + Trs((VE' (v0))* (vo(M7 0 J71)).
(7.42)
We can prove that Trs ((VE (v0))? (vo (M7 o J=1))) also vanishes. Actually by defi-
nition

vo(M7 o J™ 1) = [vg, M7 o J Y =wvgo M7 o J71 + M7 o J71 0wy, (7.43)
where [, ] denotes the supercommutator. By the same argument as in the proof of
Lemma 4.3 we have - e

(V" (v0))Povo=woo (V" (v0))”. (7.44)

Therefore

(T (w0))? (vo(M7 0 1))
— (T (o)) oo 0 (M7 0 ™Y + (V2 (00))” o (M7 0 T 0 g

—v90 (V" (v0))? o (M7 0. J 1) + (V7 (v0))? o (M7 0.7 }) 0wy

=[vo, (V" (v0))P o (M7 0 J )]

(7.45)

whose supertrace vanishes since supertrace vanishes on supercommutators. Therefore
(7.42) gives

Trs(VE (00))PRE|v) = Trs((VE. (vo))pRaV). (7.46)

Since (E*|y, vo +vE. ‘V”) is a complex of holomorphic vector bundles on V, by (7.13)

we have B
WT%((VE (v0)PREV) = [(B*v, 00 + V" ")), (7.47)
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We know that Bl

[ENV =[(E®|lv,v0+V )] (7.48)
since J induces a quasi-isomorphism on the complex of sheaves. From (7.46) and
(7.47) we know

1 =E* z
7"[‘ P 5|V — )
Gl (V" (v0))PREV) =[NV (7.49)
for any sufficiently small open neighborhood V' of x € X. We thus get (7.15). The
proof of (7.15) is the same. O

We have the following result on the non-pure codimension case.

Corollary 7.5. Let £ = (E*, AF""") be a Hermitian cohesive module on X. Let F () =
(&*,d) be the shedfification as Defined in Section 2.3. If all its cohomologies $'(&*, d)
has codimension p > 1 or vanish, then we have

1

WTT‘S((VE. (UO))pRg) = [5]p (7.50)

where [£],, is the sum over codimension p components of [£].
In particular if § is a coherent sheaf with codimension p. Let & = (E*, AP"") be a
cohesive resolution of § equipped with a Hermitian metric. Then we have

WTFS((VE. (UO))pRS) = [S’]p. (7.51)

Proof. Let W be the union of the components of supp€ with codimension > p + 1.
Then W is a subvariety of codimension > p + 1 in X.
Since £|x\w has pure codimension p, we can apply Theorem 7.3 to X\IW and get

@riyrpl Tr (V* (v0))PRE) | x\w = [E], N (X\W). (7.52)

By Proposition 3.2, Proposition 3.3, and Definition 4.2, both Trs((V"" (vg))? RY)
and [£], are (p, p)-pseudomeromorphic current on X. As W has codimension > p + 1,
we have (7.50) by the dimension principle given in Proposition 3.4. The proof of (7.51)
is the same. O
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