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Abstract

In this study we extend the concepts of m-pluripotential theory to the Riemannian su-
perspace formalism. Since in this setting positive supercurrents and tropical varieties are
closely related, we try to understand the relative capacity notion with respect to the in-
tersection of tropical hypersurfaces. Moreover, we generalize the classical quasicontinuity
result of Cartan to m-subharmonic functions of Riemannian spaces and lastly we introduce
the indicators of m-subharmonic functions and give a geometric characterization of their
Newton numbers.
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1. Introduction

The classical pluripotential theory is perfectly situated on the border of complex anal-
ysis and complex geometry. In the wide literature of pluripotential theory there are var-
ious studies on complex Monge-Ampeére equation and its relation with positive currents
and plurisubharmonic functions. In [10], Lagerberg introduced the concepts of super-
forms/currents and superspaces which are highly related to the tropical geometry of the
Riemannian spaces and then in [3], Berndtsson not only extended this formalism to un-
derstand the minimal submanifolds of R™ but also connected these ideas to the complex
pluripotential theory and gave variants of the classical results of complex analysis about
positive currents e.g El-Mir-Skoda theorem. In this note we will extend these formal
ideas further into another direction namely m-pluripotential theory which is introduced
by Blocki to study the behaviour of complex Hessian equation. Later in [11] and [7] the
ideas of Blocki were connected to m-positive currents. Now in this study we will take this
connection into Riemannian superspace setting where m-positive closed currents actually
give information about the intersection of tropical hypersurfaces.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In Section 1 we give the preliminary defini-
tions and results about superspaces/forms/currents and also introduce the new definitions
about m-positivity in this setting. In Section 2, we mention the basics of tropical geometry
in this superspace setting and following Lagerberg’s ideas we investigate the relation be-
tween m-positivity, positive supercurrents and introduce the relative capacity with respect
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to tropical varieties. The main result in Section 3 gives us the definition of supercurrents
of the type (dd#u)* A "™ AT (*) for continuous m-subharmonic functions u and then
we give a generalization of H.Cartan’s well-known result on quasicontinuity of subhar-
monic functions to m-subharmonic functions of Riemannian spaces. In section 4 we show
that the definition of the supercurrents of type (*) can actually be extended to the class
of locally bounded m-subharmonic functions. In the last section, first we introduce the
indicators and Newton numbers of m-subharmonic functions and then give a geometric
characterization of Newton numbers as the Hausdorff measure of certain sets.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we will give the preliminary definitions and some important results that
we will use throughout this study by following the work of [3] and [10]. Let us start with
the abstract superspace setting:

Let E be an n-dimensional vector space over R that we can identify with R”. Superspace
of E is defined to be Ey = Ey® Ey with (x1,...,2,) and (&1,...,&,) being the coordinates
of Ey and E; respectively.

A superform on E is a form of the following structure

a= Zajj(x)dl’[ ANdEy

where the coeflicients a;; do not depend on £ variables. The differential operators over
these forms are defined as follows
Oary

da
da:Z 6;:d$k/\d:n1/\dgj and d#azz 3

d&p Ndxp NdEy.
Tk

A supercurrent can be written as
T=> Tpydz; Ndéy
where T7; are distributions on Ey. Let J be the complex structure on 7T%(Es) then
J(dz;) = d¢; and J(d¢;) = —dx;
where d§; = dajf

Now we will define the integration in this superformalism. Given a superform a =
aodx A d€ of bidegree (n,n) where do = dxy A - -+ A dx,, and dé = dz™, we write

/a:/ apdx dg.
s Eyp E1

When the oriantation of Ejy is chosen and g has a convergent integral, the integral over
E)y is well-defined. When dz; are orthonormal and oriented for the integral over F; we set

c, [ de=1
Eq

where C,, = (—1)™»=1/2 is the constant which makes the integral of o = agdz; A --- A
dx, A d€ positive when g is positive. It can be observed from the following equality that
the value of the superintegral is invariant under the change of orientation:

/Rga:Cn/Rgaodx/\dfz (/ﬂana()) <C’n/Rnd§> :/Rnaodx'

A superform « of bidegree (n — m,n —m) is (weakly) positive if
a/\al/\afﬁ/\---/\am/\aﬁzo

at every point for any choice of (1,0)-forms «;.
A supercurrent T' of bidegree (n —m,n —m) is (weakly) positive if

TAarAaF A Aoy Aadt >0
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for any choice of compactly supported (1,0)-forms «;.

Remark 2.1. We have the following properties for the superforms and supercurrents
given above (For more details see [3]):

(1) A positive superform of bidegree (1,1) is of the form o = Y ajxdry A déx and
[ask] is a positive semidefinite matrix.

(2) Let 8 denote the Kéhler form in R” defined as (8 :== Y. dzj A dfy = (1/2)dd” |z|*.

(3) If ¢ is a smooth function on R™ then ¢ is convex if and only if dd? ¢ is a positive
superform.

(4) A general but possibly not smooth function ¢ is convex if and only if dd#¢ is a
positive supercurrent.

In the classical pluripotential theory one of the main problems with a vast literature on
it is to understand the positive forms and currents and their relation with the complex
Monge-Ampere equation. In [4], Blocki initiated the study of m-positive forms in relation
to the complex Hessian equation. Just as the classical theory of positive forms and currents
is strongly related to subharmonic/plurisubharmonic functions, m-pluripotential theory is
interested in the study of the m-subharmonic functions which are in fact subclasses in the
spectrum between subharmonic and plurisubharmonic functions, i.e PSH = P, C --- C
P, = SH where P; is the class of i-subharmonic functions. In this study we will consider
the notion of m-positivity in the broad frame of real superformalism.

Definition 2.2. A (1,1)-superform « is m-positive on E if at every point of Eg we have
NPT >0forall j=1,...,m.

Following the lines of the corresponding complex analysis arguments by [4] we have the
following result:

Proposition 2.3. Let 1 < p < m. If ai,...,a, are m-positive (1,1)-superforms then
ar N Nap AP > 0.

Remark 2.4. For a (1,0)-superform v, (y A ¥7)%? = 0 holds so the argument directly
follows from Garding inequality given in ([4], pp:1740).

During this study we will follow the positivity definitions given by [7] so that we can
use the arguments of standard positivity and guarantee that any m-positive form defines
an m-positive current.

Definition 2.5. Let ¢ be a (p, p)-superform on Es and T be a supercurrent of bidegree
(p,p) on Es. Let p < m < n then we say that

(i) ¢ is m-positive on E; if at every point on F4 one has

CAB"TT AN AN ANy >0

for all a1, ..., &m—p, m-positive (1,1)-superforms.
(ii) T is m-positive if (T, "™ A ) > 0 for all ¢ m-positive (m — p,m — p) superform
on F.

Definition 2.6. A smooth function ¢ is called m-subharmonic if the (1,1)-form dd* ¢ is
m-positive at every point of Fj.

Remark 2.7. Throughout this study, we will refer these real functions on Euclidean
spaces as m-subharmonic functions since the term is originally coined in this manner in
[3]. However, one should keep in mind that these naming is just to emphasize the analogy
between complex m-subharmonic functions in C" and the corresponding real ones on E.

As it was pointed out by Blocki in the complex case the smoothness condition in the
definition can be loosened to locally integrable functions as:
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A locally integrable function w is m-subharmonic if the supercurrent
ddFu N B AUV A - AUpm_1 >0

for all m-positive (1,1)-forms vy, ..., Up—1.

Now we will list the properties of m-subharmonic functions (denoted as sh,, for the rest
of the study) that follow directly from the definitions [See [1] for the complex analogues
of these results|:

Proposition 2.8. (1) Ifu is of class C* then u is m-subharmonic if and only if dd"u

is m-positive on Ej.

(2) Let mp, (0 < h < 1), be an approximate identity on R™ then the regularization
Uy = u * Ny, with u m-subharmonic is m-subharmonic.

(3) If u,v are m-subharmonic and a,b > 0 then au + bv and maxu,v are also m-
subharmonic.

(4) If (uq) is a family of m-subharmonic functions and u = sup uq is upper semicon-
tinuous then w is m-subharmonic.

(5) Convex functions=sh,, C --- C shy= subharmonic functions.

Remark 2.9. All these listed properties are classical for complex subharmonic, m-
subharmonic and real convex functions therefore we do not include the complete proofs in
here however the reader may easily see that the properties (1) and (5) are direct conse-
quences of the m-subharmonicity definition, property (2) and (3) follow from the fact that
subharmonicity (m-subharmonicity) is preserved under convex combinations. Moreover,
we know that as long as u,’s are not continuous functions supremum does not preserve the
upper semi-continuity requirement so in property (4) if we obtain an upper semi-continuous
function then we have subharmonicity (m-subharmonicity).

3. Tropical geometry and relative capacity with respect to tropical vari-
eties

We will start this section with the necessary background information about tropical
varieties and how their geometry is related to supercurrents (For a detailed treatment of
these concepts see [10]). Let A be a finite set in Z"™ and P = conv(A) be the convex hull
of A in R™.

Definition 3.1. A tropical polynomial is a function f(z) = maxa,eca (—v(«@) + « - z) where
v : A — R is an arbitrary function. For a tropical polynomial the associated tropical
hypersurface V; is the set where the convex function f is not smooth.

Although the set theoretic intersection of two tropical hypersurfaces need not correspond
to the support of a tropical variety (see [10] for an example), the intersection of tropical
hypersurfaces can be defined in compliance with the intersection theory of the tropical
geometry described in the classical literature as follows:

Definition 3.2. Let fi,..., f, be tropical polynomials with corresponding tropical hyper-
surfaces Vy,,...,Vy, then the intersection of Vy,,...,V is defined by the (p, p)- strongly
positive closed supercurrent

V=V, A AV, =dd® fi A Add? . (3.1)

By ([10], Prop.4.23) we know that V is a tropical variety of co-dimension p and the
support of a strongly positive (p, p)-supercurrent whose support has co-dimension p and
where one demands that each of the affine pieces should have rational slope.

In the literature of pluripotential theory and analytic function theory several types of
capacities were introduced to study the regularity of the sets. One of the most well-
known of these capacities is the Monge-Ampeére capacity introduced by Bedford-Taylor
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in their seminal work [2]. Later this important tool was used in the global theory of
Monge-Ampere equation over the compact Kéhler manifolds by [9] in connection with
other complex variants as Alexander capacity and Tchebychev constants. In [7] the idea
of capacity is generalized to the relative m-capacity where the capacity of each compact
is calculated in association with an m-positive closed current. In this current work we
are interested in understanding the relative capacity with respect to the closed m-positive
supercurrents which are closely related to the intersection of tropical hypersurfaces in
superspaces. Just as in the classical literature of complex pluripotential theory we will
use capacity to generalize a famous result of H. Cartan to show the quasicontinuity of the
m-subharmonic functions (where the original result of Cartan is about the quasicontinuity
of subharmonic functions in other words they are continuous up to a set of zero capacity).

Now using the varieties described above we are going to define the relative capacity
associated to tropical varieties:

Definition 3.3. Let D be an open set in R™ and V' C D be a tropical variety of co-
dimension p given as in (3.1). Then the relative capacity associated to V is given by, for
any K C D compact and n>m >p

capy,m (K, D) = sup {/ (dd#$)" P AB AV, ¢ € shp(D), 0< ¢ < 1} (3.2)
K
and for every £ C D
capy,m(E, D) = sup{capy,m (K, D), K compact in E}.

Following the original definition of Bedford-Taylor, the capacity mentioned above has
clearly the following properties and since the analogues have been proved by many authors
in the literature we leave the proofs to the reader:

Proposition 3.4. (i) If G is a Borel set in D then

capym(G, D) = sup { L @d* oy r n gAY, b € shn(D), 026 < 1}

(it) If G1 C Go then capy,m(G1, D) < capy,m(Ga, D).
(ii7) If G1,Ga,... are subsets of D then capy,m, (U;";l Gj, D) < X252 capym(Gy, D)
(i) If Gi C G2 C ... are Borel sets of D then we have capy,(Uj2, Gj, D) =
im0 capy,m(Gj, D).
Now we can define the pluripolar sets with respect to a tropical variety:

Definition 3.5. A subset £ C D is called (V, m)-pluripolar in D if capy,,(E, D) = 0.

In [3], the idea of m-pluripolarity is given in relation with m-subharmonic functions as
follows:

Definition 3.6. A set F' is m-polar if there is an m-subharmonic function which is equal
to —oo on F'.

In the next result we will give the correlation between these two polarity concepts:

Proposition 3.7. Let V' be a tropical, linear variety of R™ with co-dimension p. Then a
set G C D is (V,m)-pluripolar if and only if GNV is (m + p —n)-polar in VN D.

Proof. For a tropical linear variety of R", let the associated supercurrent be [V], which
is defined as

[V]s = [V] An® =nAn¥ «dSy
where [V] is the current of integration on V, n is the unit normal form on V and dSy
is the surface measure on V. Then since V is linear [V]; is a closed, positive, symmetric



1352 S. Sahin

supercurrent. Let G be an open subset of D and u € shy, (D) with 0 < w < 1 then for
i: VN D < D being the natural injection we have

/ [VIs A B A (ddPu)™ P = / (& B)"™ A (ddPu)m P
@ GNV

and then following the same lines of the complex setting argument in [1] we deduce that
Uj¢y = 4°(u) is (m — n + p)-subharmonic hence the result follows. O

4. Convergence of m-positive supercurrents and quasicontinuity of m-
subharmonic functions

As it is very well known, the Monge-Ampére operator or Hessian operator cannot be
defined over arbitrary plurisubharmonic functions. Hence throughout the development of
the pluripotential theory the idea was always to define these operators over relatively nice
functions with negligible singularities and then to understand the convergence behaviour
of the positive currents defined by these nice functions as the functions approach to a more
singular one. Generalizing the same scheme in the frame of m-positive supercurrents and
m~subharmonic functions first of all we will try to understand the supercurrents of the
form (dd#u)* A B"~™ AT over continuous m-subharmonic functions « and then using the
quasicontinuity with respect to relative capacity we will generalize the definition of these
supercurrents to a broader class in Section 5.

Let D be a smoothly bounded domain in R™ and T be a closed, m-positive supercurrent
of bidegree (p, p) defined in a neighborhood of D.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 <k <m and uq,...,u; be continuous m-subharmonic functions in
D and T be a closed, m-positive supercurrent of bidegree (p,p), (m —p > k). Then one
can inductively define a closed, m-positive supercurrent

dd*ui A - NddFup AT A B (4.1)
Moreover, the Hessian of a continuous m-subharmonic function u is defined as
(dd#u)™ A g™ (4.2)

and if u;j is the sequence of natural approximants decreasing to u; we have the following
convergence of m-positive supercurrents

dd®uyj A -+ NddFup; AT AB™ — ddPug A+ AddFu, AT AB™. (4.3)

Proof. From the definition of m-positive supercurrents the statement (4.1) is trivially
true for k = 1. Now assume that it is true for

dd®uy A -+ NddFug_y AT A BP™

then for an (m — k — p,m — k — p) smooth, compactly supported superform «

[dd®ui A - AddTup AT A B () = / updd®uy A - AddFup_y AT ABV™ A dd7 o
is an element of the dual of (m — k — p,m — k — p) superforms hence it defines the
supercurrent [dd#u1 A ANddFu AT A B"~™]. Now fix an m-positive, smooth, compactly
supported superform v and let u;; be the natural approximants (i.e the convolution of u;
functions with an approximate identity) w;; ~\, u;. Since for all 4, u;’s are continuous the
convergence is uniform and the convergence for k — 1 gives

[dd¥uy A -+ AddFu, AT AB™) () = / updd®uy A - NddFup_ AT A B A ddPy

s

= lim [ wpdd®uyj A--- AddFup_y j AT AB™ Add¥y

Jj—00 J Dy

= lim lim [ wppdd®ug; A AddFup_y; AT AB™ A dd?y

Jj—oop—o0 Jp
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and by Proposition 2.3 we have

/ uppdd®urj A - AddFug_q 5 AT AB™ A dd#y

= / dd*uppdd®usj A - - ANddFu,_1 j AT AB™ Ay >0
Dy
and then (4.3) follows since the convergence is uniform for u;; \, u;. O

In the classical study of Hessian equations in C™ one of the most important properties of
m~subharmonic functions is their quasicontinuity i.e m-subharmonic functions are in fact
continuous outside of a set of arbitrarily small capacity. Now we are going to show that in
our setting m-subharmonic functions share this nice property which actually gives us that
for an m-subharmonic function v and a tropical variety V' given in (3.1); u is continuous
on V except possibly on a subset of small relative capacity:

Theorem 4.2. Let D be a smoothly bounded domain in R™ and V' be a tropical variety
of co-dimension p defined in D and given as in (3.1). If u is an m-subharmonic locally
bounded function then for e > 0 there exists an open set G C D such that capy (G, D) < €
and u is continuous on D\ G.

Proof. First of all by following verbatim the proofs given in [Prop 1.2.4 in [11]] and
[Lemma 2 in [7]] we see that if u; is a sequence of smooth m-subharmonic functions
converging to a locally bounded m-subharmonic function u then w; converges to u in
capy,, on each E CC D (f). Since D is smoothly bounded we can assume that u is
bounded in a neighborhood of D. For a natural approximation u; of u we know u;’s are
m-subharmonic and converge uniformly on compacta to u by Proposition 2.8 so by (}) for
each k € N, there exists j; such that

G = {Ujk > u—l—l/k}

and capy,;m(Gg, D) < 27% for n € N such that 27% < . Put G, = Ug>n Gr and
since w; — w uniformly on D \ G, u is continuous on D \ G, and capy,,(Gp,D) <
> k>n €apvm(Gr, D) < 27k < e, O

5. Definition of m-positive supercurrents for locally bounded m-subharmonic
functions

In this section we will show that the definition of the m-positive supercurrents given
for continuous m-subharmonic functions in Theorem 4.1 is also valid for locally bounded
m-subharmonic functions and the main tool in here will be the quasicontinuity of locally
bounded m-subharmonic functions:

Theorem 5.1. Let D be a smoothly bounded domain in R™, V' be a tropical variety of
co-dimension p defined in D which is given as in (3.1) and for 1 <k <'m, uy,...,u be
locally bounded m-subharmonic functions (m —p > k). Then,

(1)
dd¥uy A -+~ AddFup AV A B[]

_ / updd®ug A -+ A ddFup_y AddFy AV A BT

defines an m-positive current of bidegree (n — m + p+k,n —m + p + k) where ~y
is an m-positive (m —p — k,m — p — k) superform.
(2) For the natural approvimants u;; — u;, i = 1,...,k one has

dd¥uy, A+ NddFug, NV NS = ddFug A AddFu AV ABTTT
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Proof. First of all for K = 1 we can obtain the result trivially from the definition of
m-positive currents. Now if we take the natural approximants uy,, ..., ug—1, and ug, then
by Theorem 4.1 we have

/D ug ddFuy, A A ddFug_y, ANV ABYTTA ddFy

= [ dd*ug, AddFuyj A AddFug_, ANV ABTTAY >0
Ds

for an m-positive (m — k — p,m — k — p) superform ~ and this gives us as j — oo

/ U, dd®uy A -+ AddFup_y ANV A BT A ddFy > 0

s

Hence as t — oo we obtain

/ wpdd®uy A -+ AddTug_1 AV A B A ddTy > 0

B

and the supercurrent [dd#uy A --- A dd#u, AV A B""™[y]] is m-positive.

In part (2) we will use the quasicontinuity of m-subharmonic functions given in Theorem
4.2. Suppose that the assertion given in (2) is true for k£ — 1 then by the quasicontinuity
we can find an open set G C D such that capy,,(G, D) < € and u; € C(D \ G). Take a
continuous function u; € €(D) such that u; = u; on D\ G then, for k=1,...,m

|/D uy, dd¥ug, A+ AddFug, NV ABTTTAY

—/ wrdd®ug A -+ AddPu, AV ABTT AN

s

<

/ (u1j - ul)dd#u2j A ANddFug, ANV A B A
suppy\G j
+ ‘/ ?ﬁ[dd#uzj A A dd#ukj —ddFus A -+ A dd#uk] AV A B A ’7’

+

/ mG<u1j —ul)dd#qu /\~~-/\dd#ukj /\V/\B"_m/\'y’
suppy

_l’_

/ mG(u1 — w)[ddFug, A AddFug, — ddFug A AddFu] AV A BTN 7‘
uppy

since the first two pieces converge to 0 because of the uniform convergence of ui;, —
up on suppy \ G and the continuity of u; and the last two pieces are negligible since
capy.m(G, D) < e. Hence we have the convergence of

ug, dd¥ug, A AddFug, AV ABYTT = wpddFug A AddFu AV A BT

and the result follows.
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6. Indicators and Newton numbers of m-subharmonic functions

In this section we will first introduce the indicator and the Newton number of an m-
subharmonic function and then we will give a geometric description of Newton numbers
through certain polyhedra. Let us first give the motivation for this consideration by
mentioning the corresponding results from complex setting of plurisubharmonic functions
and the superspace setting of convex functions:

In [12] Rashkovskii introduced the indicator of a Lelong-class plurisubharmonic function
uel as

Voo(y) = lim R 'supfu(z) s |z — o] < |l 1<k <n}
R—o0
and showed that (Theorem 3.4, [12]) for 1y, »(t) = ¥, (e, ... e"), t € R and O, =
{facR": (a,t) <o, (t) VteR"},
M(¥,2;C") =nlVol(0©,) (6.1)
where M (¥, ,;C") is the total Monge-Ampere mass of the indicator. Moreover, if one

takes u = log | P| for a polynomial P then the set O, , is the Newton polyhedron of P at
00 i.e Oy, = conv(wy U {0}) where

D°P;
woz{sem: Z‘ 8?(0)‘;&0}
J

and the right hand side of (6.1) is the Newton number of P at co.

Later in [10] Lagerberg gave an analogue of this argument for the convex functions in
the superspace setting. For a convex Lelong class function [for details of this real setting
analogue of Lelong-class functions see [10]] f € £ the associated function is given by

; f(tx)
o= i 750
and then he showed that if f1,..., f,, are tropical polynomials over Aq,..., A, finite sets

of points in Z" then
/ dd# fi A - A dd¥ [ = nVol(Newt(f1), ..., Newt(f,))
R xR™

where Newt(f;) is the Newton polytope associated to f;. As one may notice the right
hand side is the mixed volume of the Newton polytopes and this is how the real Euclidean
theory in this superformalism connects to convex analysis.

Definition 6.1. Let u be a locally bounded m-subharmonic function with an isolated
singularity at € R™. Then its residual mass at x is given by

T(U, .CIZ‘) = (dd#u)m A Bn—m J{x}XR" :
Similar to complex/convex cases let us define the Lelong-class of m-subharmonic func-
tions as
Loy ={fR"=R": f(x) <Clz|+ D, fm—subharmonic, C >0, D e R}
and the indicator of f € £, at x € R" as
Uyio(y) = lim R™Vsup{f(t): [tp — x| <|ywl™, 1<k <n}
R—o0

Remark 6.2. Following the same lines of complex/convex cases we see the following facts
about the indicator:

i) v fz € L.

i) f(t) < Wyt —x)+Cp, VLeR™
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Now we will generalize the idea of Newton numbers to arbitrary m-subharmonic func-
tions:

Definition 6.3. Let u be a locally bounded m-subharmonic function with isolated singu-
larity at © € R™. Then the Newton number of u at z is defined as

N(u,z) = 7(Vyq;0)

Now we will give the geometric description of the Newton number of an m-subharmonic
function:

Theorem 6.4. For an m-subharmonic function u € L,

1
N(u,x) =7(¥y 4;0) = ((n)) H"™"™(Ouz)

m

where H™™™ denotes the (n — m)-dimensional Hausdorff measure and
Ous ={a €R™: (a,t) < WS (), VteR"}

Proof. First of all as a result of the generalized comparison principle for positive super-
currents (Theorem 6, [8]) we have the following equality of the residual mass of ¥,, , and
Uk

T(Wy0;0) = (dd¥ Wy 2)™ A B | foyxrn= (ddF WL )™ A B | (oyxrn -

Now note that the Steiner formula for m-subharmonic functions [See [5,6] for more detailed
treatment of the formula] gives that for an m-subharmonic function u and a set 2 we have

n

-1
Fult(@) = [ (ddPu)™ n 7 = (( )) I (9, 92)

m

where

(Ou, Q) = U {a e R": u(t) > u(ty) + (a,t —to) Vt € R"}
to €S
and in our case this equality turns into

-1
Fo ¥, ({0} x R") = ((”)) H ™ (O0)-

m

Hence the Newton number of a given m-subharmonic function v € £,, is given as

-1
N(u,x) = ((Z)) I (O0).

We know that complex subharmonic/plurisubharmonic functions are the potential the-
oretic counterparts of the convex functions in the real Euclidean spaces and both parties
are connected through real and complex Monge-Ampeére equations. Here we have shown
actually that our knowledge on these complex/convex structures and the geometry gen-
erated by them can be extended to the general class of m-subharmonic functions and
Riemannian geometry via superformalism that we tried to discuss from different angles
(Hessian, tropical geometry and convex analysis) throughout in this study.

O
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